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After Thoiry. '

By A. Kurella (Moscow).

The foreign policy of the Poincaré government is following
a logical course. Out of the confusion ol connections and possi-
bilities which existed at the time of the formation of the govern-
ment, a definite line is beginning to emerge more and more
dearly — that of Franco-German-co-operation.

This co-operation is closely connected with the plan of French
finance capital which aims at stabilising the valuta. French heavy
industry hopes to find in the iron cartel a firm support in the
market " crisis which is bound to come with the stabilisation,
when the French manufacturing industry will have to restrict its
production and to some extent its apparatus of production. The
recently concluded provisional commercial treaty with Germany
has similar aims in view.

But this co-operation with Germany is not only intended to
serve as a support during the severe time of the coming stabili-
sation crisis. [he meeting in Thoiry was also connected with the
question of the active aid of Germany to France in the carrying
out of the stabilisation of the valuta. Discussion {ook place over
the conditions which France could fulfil in order to enable
Germany to make prompter reparation payments.

As a result of this economic and financial co-operation of
France and Germany which has become more and more firm,

the Locarno Pact and Germany’ eritry into the League ol Nations
have suddenly gained a quite different import.

Prepared and carried out by England with the object of
weakening France’s role on the Continent, the new tactics of the
League of Nations are now becoming, in the hands of France,
a weapon against their initiator, against Lngland. Germany.
whom England and America have set on her feet economicaily,
and who has been politically rehabilitated and iniroduced into
“good society” by England in order that she should form a
counter-weight against the influence of France, is now siding
with France. “This alliance, if it comes about”, writes Sauerwein
in the “Matin” “is of such a nature, that it would be diificult
to overestimate its power... These two countries would create
a new balance in the world. They could hold their own against
any other States no matter how big they may be”. And what
is ‘meant by *“balance” is stated very clearly by Sauerwein in his
description of the forces of these two countries: *a hundred
million men who, as was to be seen during the last war, know
how to tight”. _

The “Temps” is right: “It is a question here of the comnten-
cement of a plan of an ingenious and daring policy”. 1he daring
lies not so much in the attempt to reconcile the ol
enenties”, but in the fact that this alliance would

d ‘thereditary
break the
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whole tradition of Anglo-French inendship. For this alliance
can only exist if its point is directed against England.

One cannot deny that Poincaré has audacity and a certain
amount of genius, The new plan —- and it is more the plan
of Poincaré than of Briand - is on no less a large scale
than that which Poincaré sought to carry out from 1922—1924.
Poincaré is not for nothing the representative of a powerful,
striving, young big capital.

But these are only plans: the commercial treatg with Ger-
many is only provistonal and concluded for a short period.
The eonversations at Thoiry have not yet been ratified. The
French government has decided not to continue negotiations
;‘;)r the ime being. Audacity is good, it thinks, but caution is
etter.

For there is a host with whoin France must reckon: it would
be a very fine thing to have the iree disposal of the German
railway bonds. But the transfer Agent ot the Dawes Plan Com-
mission has the last word here. If he sticks to the priuciple that
only the ordinary Dawes payments can be transferred from
(iermany, then the bonds can neither be sold nor pledged abroad.
The debates which would arise over this question in the transfer
committee (if France and Germany should attempt to realise
their plan), could become one of the greatest political battles
of recent times.

In addition to this there is the question,what market could
take up the bonds if not the American? Will the American
government be so simple as not to notice ihat France is seeking
by this means to avoid the direct taking up of a loan, because she
wants to avoid the condition attached to it, the ratification of
the Washington agreement? It is hardly thinkable.

When, two years ago, similar projects were in the air and
America showed herself’ inclined to support the Franco-German
coal and iron bloc, England intervened with the checkmate of
the occupation of Cologne, and sealed her victory with the
London Conference and the Dawes Pact. France was weak at that
time and the Anglo-American friendship was strong.

Will the Anglo-Saxon alliance now. prove to be stronger
than the inducements of the excellent business which America
could do by a skillul support oi the Franco-German alliance?
The near future will decide this.

One thing is certain: The weakening of Fngland by the coal
dispute and the Chinese events on the one side, and the streng-
thening of French imperialism since the liquidation of the Leit
Bloc, have again rendered the relations of the Furopean States
very unstable, -

HANDS OFF CHINA

The Imperialist Antagonisms and the
Prospects of Intervention in China.
By M. Galkovitch (Moscow).

The victorious offensive of the Northern ‘expedition of the
revolutionary Canton Government and the successiul manoeuvres
of the First People's Army have created a favourable situation
tor thie cause of the national emancipation of China. These events
w Il clear the situation, as in China there are two opposing
camps: on the one hand the entire people, and before all the
working masses, who are striving for the final annihilation of
-moerialism, and on the other hand a small group of Generals
who are supported by a portion of the big bourgeoisie of China.
who are financially allied with them, and by foreign capitalists,

The <uccesses of the Canton army in the Yangtse provinces
are ot only 1o be attributed to the support which this army
meeeves drom the peasant population, but are also due to the
disaiegraton of a seciion ot the troops of General Sun Chuan
RTINS

Phe Tk ob a common united front of the reactionary forces
crrnst the revolunon s onot only dne 10 the squabbles bet-
oo certaen Cihinese Gienerals, bar also 1o the lack of unity
cmong the torearn Powers, We are witnessng a very singlar

oo rens e o o ed arsionreion o the stendpornis of
faman and e Loned States o rogand oo evenss o Cliinae On

Phth of ~optmieer, 2t oan omderview Between the American

Ambassador in Japan, MacVeagh, with the foreign Minister,
Schidehara, the following joint line of policy was laid down:
a) Both States shall pursue in China a policy aiming at co-
operation. b) The sending of fleets up the Yangtse river by
foreigners doss not mean interference in the affairs of China. Tha
existing profound differences between Japan and the United
States will hardly be overcome by the policy of co-operation
proclaimed on the 11th of September. Nevertheless. it is obvious
that the Anglo-American Bloc with regard to Chinese affairs
has been destroyed.

What were the reasons that compelled Japan and the United
States to conduct a policy of non-interventron and to reject the
attempts of England to carry out an intervention with combined
forces? As far as Japan is concerned it can be said that, as
her chief interests are concenirated in Manchuria, she is by
no means interested in a repetition of the events of Tsingtau and
Shanghai in 1915, when the boycott in China against Japin
was in full swing. In addition to this the damaging of the
commercial interests amk the reduction of Bnitain’s share
Chinese trade is of particular advantage for Japan. As the
reports regarding the negotiations recently held between Great
Britain and Japan show, Japan is demanding a very high
price for her co-operation.

The United States on their side have even greater reasoi
to adopt a negative attitude to the British proposals. The
Anglo-Saxon Bloc in China thas resulted in America, the “tradi-
tional Friend” of China, beginning to lose her popularity. Writing
in the “New York Times”, Anna Strong, who has speni some
time in China, states that American :inlluence is beginning 10
decline in that country. America, she says, is still popular in
China but not to the extent she was five yvears ago, she now
shares this popularity with two other States, with Russia and
Germany, and while the popularity of these two States is in-
creasing that of America is declining.

An article in the September number of “Current History”
also records the decline ol American influence in China and
warns against the policy of sitting between two stools, of
co-operating with the greal powers on the one side and trying
to be friendly with China on the other.

The attitude of the United States Ambassador in Chima,
Mr. MacMurray, best reflects this double policy of America:
on the one hand his coming forward at the Customs Conference in
favour of co-operation with Great Britain and sending a sharp
note to the Chinese government regarding the internal loan.
and on the other hand his recent holiday trip to Shanghai and
Canton with the clearly expressed purpose of demonstrating
friendship to the Chinese people. Nevertheless it is clear thal
America, who in the last few vyears has strengthened her
economic position in China at the cost of the decline of English
trade, has no great desire to lose her reputation as the triend
of China.

Great Britain is at present in a very awkward pasition
The cessation in the growth of British trade in the last few
years is a fact which has compelled British business people
to adopn decisive measures. The Conservative govermment has
evidently come to the conclusion that the onlv means wherebs
It can preserve Britsh trade from a further decline is to make
use of direct threats. Threats which are not folloaved up by
action can, however, scarcely have a very great effect; and
the English Conservatives are striving in the first place 10
unite the interested Powers for the purpose of combined inter-
vention i China and in the second place 1o rally the Chinese
reaction to the fight against the “red danger”. Neither the
hrest nor the second of these plans of the Enghish Conservatives
can be realised. The first obviously runs ccunter to the inten-
tons of Japan and \merica, and the second cannot be carricd
out owing to the dificrences among the reactionary militarists
and also owing to the arocities recently comnmtted by the
Fnglish in Wanhsien. '

There have been and there will be attempts on the part
of Fnaland o draw Chang Tso Lin nio the fight against Canton.
Bit mianmy Generals who are neminalls under the command ol
Chang 1so Lin show very little tust 1o help Sun Chuan Fang
and W Pei Fu, In additian o this General Suyp himsel has
ha~iened to declare that he would settle with the Canton armv
with his own forces and does not reqrure ansy hetp for this
puspose.
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In view of sirch a state of afiairs there remains nothing else
for England to do but act on her own aoccount. But for this
rurpose onte requires a completely iree hand. The ecoaomtic
situation of Great Britain, which has been rendered exceedingly
serious by the enormous struggle of the miners, does not permmt
the English Conservatives to conduct a firm policy in China.
The replacement of Maclay by the new diplomatic representative
Lampson is direct evidence of those difficulties which the
English Cabinet has encountered in its Chinese policy. It is
possible that the Conservative govermment will make yet another
attempt to unite the reaction and the Powers for a fight against
tne revolutionary movement. So long however as the struggle
of the miners is not ended, British imperialism will not be in
a position to embark on independent intervention, in spite of
the inmumerable threats which are appearing every day in the
English Conservative press.

The development of the offensive operations of the Canion
army and of the People’s Army is taking place at a moment
when no unity prevails among the Powers, when Great Britain
is mot capable of carrying on an intervention policy by herself
without serious consequences, and the Chinese reaction itself is
torn by a number of inner differences which weaken its fighting
capacity. The sympathies of the Chinese people, however, are
wholly and entirely on the side -of Canton.

THE MINERS’ STRUGGLE
IN ENGLAND

The Miners’ Fight in the Balance.
By R. Palme Dutt.
London, 1st October 1926.

. The position confronting the miners is now very grave
indeed. The Delegate Conlerence has rentitted the negotiations
and Government proposals fo the district for the expression
of their opimion, without any recommendation of cither approval
or disapproval, and without any lead for action. On Cctober 7
the Delegate Conference meets again to receive the results from
the Districts and to reach a decision.

What are the alternatives before the Delegate Conference
on October 7?

The Government and the bourgeoisie are mow openly set
on the complete break up and disruption of the Miners' Fede-
ration. They no longer seek even a dictated peace with a
defeated enemy; their calculations and hopes are fixed on the
individual routing of the ememy; not merely on district, but
on local settlements, separate pit settlements without the union
machinery, and individual returns to work under the force of
starvation. This aim is more and more openly proclaimed, in
view of the complete treachery and inaction of the whole
leadership of the labour movement, and the hesitations, sur-
renders and paralysis of the miners’ leaders. Thus the “Times”
declares its hope:

“By the time delegates return to Lomdon, the un-
official return of miiners to the pits may have passed nmre
definitely bevond the control of the leaders.”

(Times, 1/10/26.)

And even the normally more moderaie Govermment organ,
tiie “Observer”, which habitually preaches moderation in victory,
s now in full war-cry, and pours scorn on the surrenders of
the Miners’ Federation: )

“Now!" Thev could have had it for the asking seven
months ago. Nething on earth can get the miners, after
more than twenty weeks of the struggle, the terms that
were in their grasp six months ago. They will have to
give way on hours. They will have to face district agree-
ments.”

The falsity of the hopes of a peacefil way out, of govern-
memt imtervention against the coalowners, etc, which the
'mners’ leaders have been holding out as the principal hope
during the past three months, is now completely exposed. The
Government posivion was suiiiciently revealed in the Parlizment

debate on September 27, when there was no longer any nead
for concealiment. The myth of a fundamental division of policy
between Baldwin and Churchill, or between the Government
and the coalowners, was blown to the winds. It was revealed
that throughout the negotiations Baldwin and Churchill had
been in daily, almost hourly, communication over every mowe,
no less than the Government and the owners; and that the
throwing over of the Churchil formula of Septemtber 8 (em-
btodying a watered down national agreement) for the Baldwin
terms of September 17 (District Agreements, Lower Wages,
Longer Hours, and Compulsory Arbitration in special cases)
represented, no! a division of the bourgeois front, but on the
contrary a consctous hardening of the bourgeois policy in
relation to the strategy of the position. As for the supposed
division bestween the Government and the coalowners, which
had become the whole basis of relormist labour propaganda,
its character was sulficiently shown in Baldwin’s speech, when
his sole and solemn answer to the owners’ “defiiance” of the
Governiment on the question of a national agreement, was, after
accepting their policy, to reprove them i{or being so ‘“dis-
courtecus” to the Government. In face of this the Labour re-
presentatives could only declare, as MacDonald declared, that
they had been “deceived”. But this ‘“deception” has cost the
miners three months, during which the endurance power of
the miners has been steadily eaten into, while their leaders,
instead of strenghtening the fight, have been pursumg these
faise hopes of peace, and thereby weakening the wmnity and con-
fidence of the miners. :

Nothing shows the position more clearly than the fac's
declared by the miiners’ leader in Parliament Hartshorn in the
oourse of the debate, in reference io the Miners’ Federation terms
of a 10% reduction in wages. He showed that these terms, on
a basis of pre-subsidy prices, would bring in a profif in every
district except Northumberland of from 5d to 2s 7d a ton:
actually the increase in prices would mean a much larger profit
all round. Nevertheless these terms are rejected as out of the
question. Nothing could show more clearly that the conflict
is more than an economic conflict; the aim of the Government
is a political class aim, to break the Miners’ Federation as the
remaining bulwark of fight in the working class movemeat.

On the other hand, if the policy of pacifist hopes, trust
in the intervention of the Governmemt as an impartial third

" party, etc,, has been a failure, only strenghtening the Govern-

ment’s hands and confusing the miners, no less has been the
policy of reconciliation with the reformist leaders in the hape
of securing their assistance.

The leaders of the Labour Party and the General Council
have shown a hundrediold that their only policy is to strangle
the miners’ struggle, whether by their imaction or bty iheir
assistance. Nevertheless the miners’ leaders have preferred to
come to terms with them, and place themselves in their hands,
rather than directly appeal to the aid of the working class. and
stand out against the reformist tmaitors.

The intervention of MacDonald and the Labour Party pro-
duced the surrender formula of Septemsber 3rd — the acceptance
of a “reduction of labour costs”. This formula, MacDona'd
hras since explained, was worked out by hinwseli and Churchill, in
order to cover both wages and hours. What have the miners
received in return for these “Iriendly offices” of Maclonald,
for which Cock publicly thanked MacDonald at Bournemwcuth?
The immediate hardening of the Government terms io the
destrrction of a national seitlement. MacDonald declares that
they have been “deccived” — but makes 1o proposal to meet
such deception by action.

The General Council, 10 whom Cook Found himself anow
by his pact before the Trades Union Congress. to make no cri-
ticism of them, and actually intervened to save them. have
returned this service by banning even the raising of the
question of the levy or the enbargo at the Congress, and have
continued to stifle any action or evem organised material
assistance of the working class movement, desrite the universal
demand at every district trades ccuncil conference, as well as
by wholesale branch resolutions.

The hypocrisv of the International Miners Comnntice ai .3
meeting at Ostend on September 30, when it was conironrad
again with iis pledges of international strike act:en and ook
no action, is no less clear.
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The steps ol reconciliation of the miners’ leaders to Mac-
Donald, to the Parliamentary Labour Party, to the General
Council, to the whole reformist leadership, have brought not
one atom of support or gain to the miners. On the other hand,
they have confused the fight, disheartencd the miners, created
division between the aniners’ leaders and the left wing in the
miners who gave them their strength, and paralysed the fight
of the other workers against the reformist leadership and ‘o
come 1o the assistance ol the miners in spite of their leaders.

What, then, is to be done? The path of pacifism and appeals
to the Government iis vain. The path of reconciliation with the
reformist leadership iis vain. These have prolonged and weakened
the miners’ fight to a dangerous and desperate point.

But equally vain is the path of inaction, of dragging on
and waiting, on the present passive basis, for a setilement ‘o
come. This can only mean eventually, on the physical compulsion
of starvation, a sporadic drifting back and disorganisation of
tiie ranks. Cook himself has said, speaking in London on Sep-
tember 29:

“I could go down to-morrow to Notts and Derby coal-
ficids and ger the men who have gone back to came out
again, but vou canuot keep mwen out when they have not
the means 10 live.”

But what does this mean? Cook states it to jusiily his policy
of compromise and vainly protracted negotiations. On the
contrary. The very urgency of the position means that the path
of proiracted negotiations merely plays into the enemy’s hands,
and that, if disorganisation is not to set in, either every resource
of action must be brought into play at ouce, or, i all action
has been tried and failed, then and then only, a clear and
conscious retreat must be carried through, promptly, decisively,
and direcily led, such as will not disorganise but leave the
mrovement all the stronger for a future struggle.

But has all action been taken? Again on the contrary. The
path of pacifist negotiation, and of recomciliation with the
reformist leadership, has led to neglect to concentrate on the
one fundamental thing - - the strengthening of the fight, and the
direct appeal to the working class.

The proposals of the Miners’ Minority Movement, con-
sistently put forward at every conference in opposition to the
compromise policy of Cook, have never yet been attempted to
be carried out.

First, the Miners showld bring out the salety men in every
pit where coal is being raised. Cook himself has stated that
the demand for the withdrawal of the safety men s universal
irom every part of the country. The Federation oflicials have
sometumes dallied with the threai. The Lancashire Executive
has passed a resolution calling for a National Conlerence to
decide on the question. Yet nothing has been done, save in a
few localities by rank and iile initiative.

Second, the Miners' Federation should app:al over the heads
ot the General Council, on whom it is useless to waste time,
1o every Union, every Disirict Connuittee and Trades Council
tor the levy and the embargo; and should send persomal de-
putations to the Executive ol every Union, forcing the dssue to
the front, and at the same time calling for a Special Trades
Union Congress.

Third, the Miners should appeal directly to the 1. L. P.
and to the Labour Partv to fight for the levy and the emiargo.

Fourth. the Miners should appeal straight to the worke~s
in the docks, ships and railwayvs against blackleg coal, sending
delegations of méners to organise mass demonstrations  and
agitate in every port, docks and railway centre.

These and other measures of imimediate action are me tanes
t0 awaken the resdonse of the whole British working class.
which has dnvariablv shown isell ready to respond 1o eveny
~ign oof strong. determined and militant leadership — witness
the response 1o Internanonal Unity and o the General Strike
— 1o meet and drive back even at the last hour rthe attack of
the Govermment on the whole working class through the miaers.
But the need is urgent, and there is not a day leit for dela.
Detay means, not the “organised retreat” of which Gk has
~poken, bt disorgamsation, drift'ng back and the bredk-un of
the Pederation. .

The British Strike and the Tasks of the
International Labour Movement.
By M. Tomsky.
H. .
Our Proposals for the Support of the Miners.

Our represeitatives et the representaiives of the Geueral
Council ar the Paris Conference of the .Anglo-Russian Cow-
mittee and demanded that the support of the miners should b
placed on the agenda as the iirst and mwst important poml.
The English demanded that our represemtatives should decline
to join in the declaration which had been passed by the
A. U. C. T. U, as they considered it an insult to the General
Courcil. ihe represcmatives of the British General Council
rejecied our progosal. Our representatives on the other hand
declined — and they were right in doing so — to discuss the
declaration of the A. U. C. T. U.

In this, the representatives of the General Council exhibited
a strange logic. 1f we accept a declaration which condemns their
concrete mistakes, they regard it as interfering in their internai
affairs, but when they demand that a resolution framed by the
supreme body of our trade union movement be revoked, it
is no interference 11 our allairs. in our opinion hawever, just
this is an interference in our affairs, an attempt 10 force their
conditions on us. We were right in rejecting this propo»al,
for we cannot and will not renounce our right to criticism.

The consequence of this was that the Conference of the
Anglo-Russian Commiittee dispersed withowt having passed an)
resolutions. Shortly afterwards a second comnference took place
in Berlin at which our rcpresentatives again insisled on the
question ol the support of the miners being made the first
point on the agenda. The English dispuled for a day and a
hali the necessuy cof . bringing up this question, until our
representatives induced them to accept our proposal. When the
question ol the suprort ol the miners was finally put on the
agenda and our representative made a number of — in owr
opinion very practical proposals, they replied very diplo-
maticully that in the first place these proposals were impract-
cable, and in ihe second place that ali these proposals hid
already been discussed and to a large extent carried through
Is there any logic in this? I cannot find . Finally, the Englisb
rejected the proposals of our delegation without discussing them
poitd by pount.

As the Conmittee has no executive, but only adwisory rigiis.
and as in the Commitice the separate questions are not dec:ded
by a majority but by mutual understanding. our proposals were
not realised. 1 ask: did the General Councii and its represcn-
tatives act rightly when thev rejected cur proposals at the Cou-
ference of the Anglo-Russian Committee? In my opinion, the
Congress at Bournesnouth should at least have said a few words
on the subject; the qusstion however is not on the agenda
of the Congress, although these *‘unpractical” suggestions deal
with <o 1mnortant a question as, for instance, calling upon alt
workers to ooniribute 1% of their wages to help the minex
for the whole duration of the strike. Had this proposal been
carried througih. we might have awaited the issue of the figh
with calm contidence; lor, although scme vacillation is seen
in the ranks of the miners in consequence of their extrenw
exhaustion, the situation of the mineowners and of the Govern-
went is by no means enviable. The month of September is i
most important month in the coal-market; in this month stores
ot coal are laid in for the whole winter. It is not difficuit i
understand  what this means; furthermore every day of swi
a strike costs many millians, And. if the English workers, could
in such cireunistances relv on really firm inmternational suppoi.
waoeuld they hnd themszlves in the position in which they now
are? llas our sunport on the other hand no influence on i
situation of the miners? Is, in the given circumstances. oui
proposal for 4 one per cent levy on the wages of all worker
for the duration of the sirike a bad, impracucable suggestion’
Alter our proposal had been rejected, we made the sume sue-
gestion 10 the workers of the Sovier Unien and received v
grams from ail parts of our country to the cilect that the worker
were prepared 1o contribute 17, of their wages to the supr
ol the hghting miners for the duration of the strike. Thers
will of course be individual voices of opposition, possibly J
few backward memibers of our trade unions, a few employee:
who lack cliss-oansciousness, or persons who have taken ref ilv
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with us from the old apparatus of State while preserving their
old ideology. We have nrot th2 slightest doub: however that
our trade wwions and our trade union members as a whole
will give a positive answer to this question; they will say
that this is the most practical and the only right attitude (ap-
plause).

Voices will perhaps be raised maintaining, according to
the old stock phrase, that what is good for Russia is not
suitable for the English. Why should the method of brotherly
help which the workers of the Soviet Union practise be the
right thing in Russia and not in England or Germany? Why?
Is it becaus> the workers in England earn better wages or
are beirter educated than ours? Why do these miethods not
apply over there? [ believe it is because they have corrupt
leaders -(applause) whosa actions are not guided by the will
to unite the workers and t& develop class solidarity, but whose
policy is directed towards dividing the workers according {o
nations, unions, occupations etc. and because they all cast sheep’s
eves at the employers. This is why our methods do not suit
them.

Another way in which the Russian workers “interfered”
with the trade unions, was a proposal on the carrving throtgh
ol which the fate of the strike largely depeinds. We proposed to
discuss the question ¢f an embargo, of preventing the loading
and transport of strike-treaking coal.

The Attitude of the General Council to the Miners’ Stiuggle.

The miners are locked out, and what is the attitule of the
General Council? Is it for or against the miners fight? We have
reczived 1o clear answer to this question. I have carefully
s.udied the speech of the chairman of the congress. He says:

“M, on the principle stated. it is right that the whole
Movement may be required to rally to the defetice of any
rart, if a common effort. a ccmmon sacrifice is required
(this is absolutely true; in our opinion, a repetiticn of the
acion — which failed the first nime IS 1IOW necessary),
it ninst also be accepted as equally fundamental that the
interest of no part of the Movement is superior 4o the
interest of the whole”

Acvording to our view this semience is iliue in an absolute
sens2. The point however is that the miners are new deiending
the interests of the movement as a whole, that the interesis of
the whole moveaient are being decided on the miners' front.
This {s why the movement zs a whole must hasten to the help
of this section. The trend of Pugh’s formula on the other hand
seems to be that the miners showld sacrifice themselves in the
interests ol the ovher workers, that the interests of the British
workers would benefit if the miners were to yield. Were the
minevs to yield up their positions and, according to all the
rules of democracy and of the Constitution, to accept the eight
hour<> day instead of the seven hours’ day, were they to
renouce the claim to a national wages agreentent and {o accept
district agrezments (i. e. finally to disintegrate their federation),
were they to accept a reduction of wages, this apparently would
serve the intercsts of the whole 'abour miovement of England.
This sophism is dished up without any conneciion with the
chief tasks of the whole lakour movement in Britain, and the
restlt is an extremely doubtful diplomatic turn of speech: “on
the one hand -— on the other hand”. Plainly stated however, the
quastion is: Are vou in favour of the miners or not? If you
are for the miners, how have vou supported them? Are the
interests of the British labour movement being decided on this
section of the front or are they not? 1 maimain that they are,
end no one dare dispute it.

What js the Significance of the Refusal of Permits of Entry
to the Representatives of the Soviet Trade Unions?

It is said that the refusal of permits of entry to Tomsky
and Melnitschanky is a trifle, a minor question. On the one
hand it is indeed a trifle, for we have oiten been refused a
permit of entrv. What is its significance however in connection
with the fact that the Americans and the Amsterdamites have
at the same time been ailowed to emter the coumtry? lt means
that the contro! of the international policy of the British trade
unions is exclusively in the hands of His Majesty’s Conser-
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vative Government. How else can we interpret the fact that the
General Council is not allowed fo send its delegates to such
couniries as it considers desirable and is not allowed to invite
those parsons whom it wishes to invite but only such as are
approved of by the Government?

They wish to dispose of this fact by a phrase such as
that used by Clynes and others, saying: “That is not liberal
procedure, it is dishonest policy on the part of the Minister
for Home Affairs.” They look for honesty in the class politics of
the bourgcoisie.

The refusal ol the permits of entry is a new blow aimed
by the Government at the Trades Umnion Congress. What is
the answer of the General Council? “We protest! Protesting is
easy enought; but what is the value of a passive protest? [t
is a scrap of paper. You are indignant; tut what have you
demanded from the Government? What have you done to free
yourselves from this control, to force the Government io with-
draw the prohibition of entry? This is the actual question,
and it is a question which cannot be avoided. We can never-
theless understand this difference of attitude towards the repre-
sentatives of the American amd 10 those of the Soviet trade
uinions.

The Fight between two Tendencies in the Labour Movement.

In the infernational labour inovement a struggle between
two tendencies, two courses, can be clearly observed: the
tendency of the American trade union movement and the tendency
of the trade union movement in the Soviet Union. The line of
the American trade union movement is that of ultra-Reformism,
of Reformism, ¢f opporiunism such as has not hitherto been
praciised in Eurcpe and is only now reaching us irom America.

The second line is the line of our revolutionary class move-
ment. These two lines are now conifronting one another in
Western Furope and the workers of Western Europe must chose:
Are they Yor the American mcthods of fighting and working or
for those of the Soviet Union?

The American methed is based on the theory that the
working class can b emancipated by means of economic co-
operation with the capitalist class, especially by means of the
realisation cf Sociaiism. through Labour Bznks which are to be
estatlished with the money of the trade unions, with the savings
of the workers.

They say that the working class will arrive at Socialism
by means of the influence of these Latour Banks on industry.
For the time being however, the trade umion leaders are elected
as directors and members of the supervising toards of these
banks with corresyonding salaries, they buy shares and speculate
on the Stock Exchange. In practice the result is that the bank
is not influenced tv the trade unions but the trade unions by
the bank. Ccmmissions for the rationalisation of production are
set up similar to our conferences on production. They are com-
posed of equal numbers of representatives of the workers and of
the administration; they meet and discuss how the productivity of

our of the concern in question can be increased in the interest
of its capab’lity of competing with other undertakings. What an
idyli! just as with us but the other way roumd. According to
our mezthod the undersiaking must first be taken out of the hands
ot the capialists and only then can conferences take place. They
however have outrun.us; first conferences on production and
then, with the help of the banks, in atout 300 years, the purchase
5t the concerns, The American trade unions are often found to
be taking orders for their employers. We kncw of examples of
this. In the opinion of the English bourgeoisie this is a good
trade umon movement. It is actually the fact that if the employer
hus no woney, he gets money from the Labour Bank; the trade
union helps the emplover to increase the competitive power of
the concern, and if he lacks orders, it helps him to get orders.
The Russians work on somewhat difierent lines; they say that the
trade union movemen; is a class moveme, that the trade wimon
movement is not separated from the political movement Ly a
Chinese wall, that at a certain stage of the inovement, politics
and economics fuse.

They go even #urther; they say that the task of the trade
union movement and of the working class as a whole is ‘o
wrest the means of oppression, the whole machinery ol S:q!ej
from the hands of the capitalist class and to take the Jaciories
and the land from the banks.
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These are the two tendencies which confront one another in
the international labour movement. It 15 no. a matter of indiffa-
rence to the capitalists which of these two tendencies carri=s oit
the victory in the international labour movement. The retusal of
the permits of entry is actually eyuivaient to a support of the
Reformist mwovement on the part of the bourgeois Government
of England. The English working class should uaderstand this.

The Embargo the Last Battle.

Since all the problems of the struggle between the working
class and the capitalists are being decided on the front of the
miners’ fight, the chief question is that ol the support of the
miners. The f{irst step .in this support should be 10 protect the
miners against the import and transport ol strike-breaking coal.
We raised this question in our proposals to the Anglo-Ru~siin
Committee, but received the answer that it was impossible,
as 50% of the English workers are in a very serious situation
owing to the miners’ struggle. We howcver are of the opinion
that they will be in a still more serious situation if the miners
suffer a defeat. Do you believe that atier a defeat of the miners.
after the capitalisis have got in a biow at the whole British
tabour movem2nt by prolonging the hours of work. they will
care a rap for the working class, for the trade unions? After
such a defeat, will any single group of the capitalists stand in
awe ol the trade unions? Of course not. It is nonsense to deny
this. A defear of the miners would inevitably tead to a loss
o’ political and economic weight on the part of the trade un:ons.

The labour nrovemant of Great Britain is taced by a clear
and urgemt question: —- Are they to take up the last fight or
not? The decisive moment of the fight has come, and the British
trade unions must now decide whether they will carry on the
fight to the last positions.

It the leaders wish to carrect their mistakes, which they
probatly acknowledge to a certain exient. it is their duty to
summon the working class to this last fight. However ditticult
this mayv be, the last battle must be fought in serried ranks, --
by the proclamation of an embargo. This might be an actinl
and decisive frrm of help to the nitners on sirike. Is the Congress
capable of this? We shall see.

What is the Substance of Mr Pugh’s Speech?

The chairman’s specch at the Congress was a progrananatical
speech which gave the tone to the whole congress. Mr Puzh
fi.st of all stated, as we have said, that the strike was not a
general strike, but a “national” strike. He furiher said that the
guastion mrust be dealt with quite calmly, that the workers should
remember the lesson which the Conseryative Giovernment bad given
them. He then stated that this lesson should be “taken to heart”
1t the next parliamentary election. These words are criminal.
The only lesson which the English workers should learn is that
they will never achieve much as loug as the power is in the
hands of the capitalists, as long as the bourg=ois democracy
with i1s parhamemarism, with its constitition, created to deceive
the workers, wiih its “iree”, venal Press. exists. Lvery form of
parliamentarism, every constitution is an instrienent ®r betraviag
and suppressing the workers, is an instranent for ensuving the
rule and the dictatorship of the capitabist class. This is the
lesson which, in our opinion. the Enginsh workers should deduce
from the evens.

There are, it is true, among the English trade union foiec-
tiomaries, mamy persons who thik as lollows: Yes, of course,
the Russians have their own methods: they live on the border
Petween Furope and Asia. Thev have miethods of their own; v
however must lead the workers to victory through parliamen-
tary democracy. There are prople who actwilly  believe  that
with the presem bourgeois election apparatus, with the prevailing
ststem o corruption at elections, at which the electors are
dragaed to the poll in motors, at which votes are paid for, at
whey ghe electars are treated ete. - poople who beiieve that
semne ne dany the workers will ¢carry off the victory at the elec-
oo and will bave a majority in Parliament, They would then
oy osimple voung that all banks, tactories and works
and all houses shoald become common property and that prosate
cwnersiup o the means of produ tion should come to an end.
Fae capitalists widl then propose amendments which will be
Trepented™s Atter e law has been passed, the capitalists will

resolve
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leave the factories and Socialism will be complete. In practize
however we see how well the bourgeoisie knows frow to figh:
during a strike. We have seen how much energy the peiied
sons ci the bourgeoisie can display and we know from the ex-
perience of the Russian revolution that the bourgeoisie do not
yield up their stolen booty with such idyliic serenity; we hawe
seen in our country during the revojution that not bulletins bhui
machine-guns had to be put in action. Even when we had takea
awzy the means of production, the bourgeoisie tried more than
once to win them back, and mobilised half the world agains
us with this object in view. Can then anyone imagine tha
bulletins will accomplish anything? I any representative of the
English trade unions likes 1o ask any worker, male or female
of Moscow or Ivanovo-Vossnessensk etc. how the factories can
be taken from the capitalists, he will receive the answer tha
it can certainly not be done through parliamentarism, by means
ol vening. ' :

The chairman then continued his pitiul doddering as
whether any attempt was made during the strike to paralyse :ihe
life of the country. He said that no such attempt had been
made, that it was purely a “national” strike.

They bring the railwavs and motor tralfic and the electrw
power works to a standstill, saving to the Conservatives at th
same time: “Pray, do not imagine that we wish to paral-s¢
the hife of the country; all this just happens. And what you
Conservatives do just happens too. It is not a political but an
econo:nic fight

Is this tone worthy of a leader of the labour movemen:?
Can such leaders lead the working class to victory? No, e
Euglish worker must draw the conclusion that thev are incaparic
of 1t. “Follow our traditions”, said the chairman of the Congress.
explaining that the first congress 38 years ago “in an equally
difticult position preserved the greatest calm and common-sense.
This means that in order to preserve the traditions you mut
act as calmlv and sensibly as they did 58 years ago. This
means: Forget the imperialist war, forget that capital i
attacking you and is trying to shift the burden of the costs o
the criminal, predatorv’ war on to your shoulders, forget 1hx
there has been a general strike during which the police attacked
the workers with truncheons. torget that the miners are starviug.
that the children of the miners, suifering from under-nourish-
men in consceqiuence of the four and a hali months’ strike, are
on the brink of the grave, forget all of this and concern your
selves “calmly and sensibly” with the peity questions on ih:
agenda, as was done 58 vears ago.

Can such leaders lead the workers to victory? No, they are
incapaple of it

They are airaid that the British worker is beginning
understand where his class interests lie, that he will begxrgryw
take an interest in the bourgenis offensive. This is no joke. The
British worker is really beginning to understand — not M
sufficiently clearly perhaps — rthat, as long as power Is in the
hands of the bourgeoisie, as long as there is a government 0!
minzowners, shipowners. landowners and bankers, there il
also be war, oppression of the working class and endeavours i
reduce their standard of living. We s2¢ to-day how the Brit:i
capitalists are trying to bring down the standard of living of
the English worker to the level of the standard of living of the
Gierman worker; and, if the leaders of the labour movemen’
ol Western Lurope continue to behave as they are doing &
presant, we shall soon see the capitalists beginning to redu
the standard of living of the German and French workers ©
that ol the least organised and mosst exploited Chinese and
Ind:an workers. That is the ideal of capital.

The English bourgeoisie very well undersiands how '¢
gua-d its own interests. On the occasion ol a conilict of i
Eaghish nmavy in American  waters, wlien the guestion W
raised as to whether the Fnglish were in the right, the famous
Pitt, i1 my memory serves me. said “Right or wrong. m
country.” AnJd now, when it is a question ol whether the minet:
are right or wrong, we must sav: They belong to our clas
and that is all that maters, Wherever workers are fighting. 1t
is the duty of the leaders to place thanselves at the head of ke
fight and 10 deiend the class mterests of the workers with mig?®
and maan, This s what the General Council ought to do; ins}eﬁd
ol which it joins with the clergv as a mediator, and a mediato:
o what kind of abiair? In a heht between miners and
nmuneowners, at a time when the miners are right in evei
respect; Yor they are carrving on a fight for the whole Englh+h
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working-class against the general tendency to reduce the standard
of living of the workers. The leaders of the General Ccunci!
state thai they acted as mediators to ensure decent conditions of
peace for the workers. The workers will only get decent con-
ditionts whan they seize the capitalists by the throat and force
them to their knees.

Pugh warns the Conservatives against making fresh attacks
on the trade wumions and declares that the trade unions must
continue to exist bzcause, with the Courts and the Parliament,
they {form integral parts of the order of modern society. This
indeed is the ideal ol the bourgeoisie, to turn the trade umions
imo equally obadient instruments of the bourgeois power as ave
the Courts and Parliament. Is it conceivable that Parliament will
ever oppose the interests of the capitalists? Never. Do you then
wish to inake the trade unions obedient instruments of the
capitalist class? Such leaders are incaple of leading the working
class to victory. ’

Finally. one passage in his epeech has cavsed me great
uneasiness; that is the passage about the “natiomal index” and
about the necessity of the policy of the question of wages being
on a scientific basis. He stated:

“Has not the time come to consider how we can apply
the principle of a living wage, or basic wage, corresponding
to the index of national production and aiming at the equi-
table distribution and spending power in relation to family
needs and the cost of living?”

As regards spending power, it is immaterial in this speech;
bwt as regards the index and the proposal that wages should
be brought into harmony with the index of national production,
I maintain that this is exactly what the German capitalists are
doing by bringing the index of wages into harmony with the
level of production in their country, and that the English
minecwners are doing mnothing more nor less than adapting
the index of wages to the level of their someswhat backward
production. What does this mean? It means the workers sharing
the losses of the employers, the reconstruction of production
at the workers’ expense.

A few words on the question of unmity which was also
touched upon by Mr Pugh. Pugh states that he is opposed o
mechanical unity, but is in favour of a unity which represents
the unity of mind and heart. As regards the mind. we should
of course prefer a unily based on the unity of minds. The idea
which should lie at the base of such wnity, should be the idea
of the necessity of revolutionary class war for the final emancipa-
tion of the working class. But for us it is not only ideas which
are important, but unity of action of workers’ unions in the
light against capital. We are in favour of an Imernational which
is prepared at any moment, if a fight breaks out between labour
and capital on any section of the front, to mobilise millions
and millions of workers and to call upon them to make sacri-
fices and to act in solidarity for the moral and material support
of their fighting comrades.

We are in favour ol an International of this kind.and not
for an International which, at the moment when a serious fight
is taking place on a decisive sector ot the world front, at
the time of the general strike in England, meets together, is
photographed and separates, which discusses for four months
how the miners can be helped and what interest can be demanded
for such help. We are opposed to an International of this kind,
Yor with such an International, the workers fighting om the
szparate sections of the front are doomed to defeat.

The Amsterdam International is a sham international labour
organisation; the workers have no real international labour
organisation. The Amsterdam International which exists in the
heart, in the centre of Europe and extends to the most important
European ccuntries, is a fiction, a deception; the Red Infer-
national of Labour Unions on the other hand, is still weak
in Europe. We are in favour of an International of deeds, for
an International of solidarity in action.

We hope that the Congress will have a word to say on unity
from the point of view of the vital interests of the working
class. What has the English strike shown? It has shown that
the offensive of capital is not only lowering in the distance, but
that it exists in full activity. as an active attack of the capitalist
tlass cn the working class. The Fnglish strike represents a

veal conflict between the two classes which draws tens of
theusands, hundreds of thousands and millions of workers inio
ithe fight; and the attack of the capitalists will become more and
(more concentrated.

In a strike of this nature the existence of millions of workers
is at stake. A sirike of this kind demmands solidarity and unitv
from the working class; a strike like this should be supported
by the workers in all countries.

What has been Proved by the English Strike?

The English strike has proved the necessity of a more cen-
tralised movement of national and international dimensions, of
a centralisedl movement on an international scale and of the
necessity of organisations with fighting power. It has been the
best illustration not only of the incapability of action, but also
of the treacherous character of the Amsterdam Iniernational.
As far as I know. as far as can be judged by the Lulletins of
the Amsterdam International, it is at last beginning to develop
a campaign for the support of the English miners — whecher
at a rate of interest or not is still unknown. In the fifth month
of the fight Amsterdam is beginning to stir. It apparently hopes
that ‘the strike is unearing its end, that it will soon suffer defeat.
Where was Amsterdam during the first five months? 1 do nou
for a moment believe that the Amsterdam International is reallv
thinking of help, as anyone who does not help in the first
moment of the fight and who, at the decisive moment of the
fight, chaffers about rates of interest, will not and is also
incapable of helping the workers in their fight; ‘he is much
more concerned with directors jobs in the banks and with
guiding the fight of the workers on to bank lines; he is much
more anxiouas not to fan the anger of the bourgeois Press
into flame.

The Anglo-Russian Committee Must Continue to Exist.

Is the alliance between the workers of the Soviet Union and
the workers of England, which was calied into being in the
form of the Anglo-Russian Comniittee, to continue to exist? We
consider that it is necessary, that the alliance has proved iis
viability. We have -sometimes called a spade a spade instead
of disguising it under a more pleasing name. We called treaciiery
treachery and not “an uniortunate mistake”. we called cowards
cowards and not “persons lacking decision of character.”
Perhaps this is one of our faults; but the alliance between the
proletariat of the two countries has shown that the workers
of the Soviet Union can be relied upon to help in a fight and,
if anyone is capable of fighting and fighting ruthlessly, it is
the Russian worker.

We know that we may often need the help of the proletarians
of Western Europe in the future, and we count with full con-
fidence on their help (applause). We on our part, shall always
reply to an appeal for help and rush to the aid of our class
brothers wherever a fight may break out beiween labour ind
capital. (Applause).

Our whole history is a proof that the workers of the
Soviet Union have always been the first to help their class
brothers. wherever workers were threatened — whether it was
a case of Japanese capitalists torturing Chinese workers in the
modern textile factories by corporal punishmant, or highls
educated Conservatives or Liberals who throttled the English
miners. We have proved the viability of this alliance; it would
be a sad outlook if the alliance between the 8'': miilion workars
of the trade unions of the Soviet Union and the British trade
union movement which represents 5'/. million workers were 10
depend on whether Tomsky quarreled with Purcell or anvo.e
else. What are the leaders? They are persons commissioned alid
authorised by the working class, persons who enjov their
confidence; and if they prove incapable, the workers will chose
other representatives. The working class has plenty of elemems
at us disposal to enable it to replace incapable leaders by new
and better ones. Is it then admissible for a fraternal alliauce
between the workers of two countries to bz dissolved merch
because the leaders have offended one another? No. it would
be nonsense. I am convinced that the English workers would
not permit it anv more than we would. and that, if rie leaders
do not understand this, they will find other leaders.
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We are in favour of a fraternal alliance with the English
workers. We are in favour of preserving the Anglo-Russian
Committee and of making it more active. We will not attempt
to conceal the fact that there are in our circles individual com-
rades who have said that, since the leaders of the General
Council have betrayed the English strike — which is a true
statement — we ought to break up the Anglo-Russian Com-
mittee. as ‘we ought no longer. to sit in the same organisation
with the leaders of the General Council. Our alliance with the
English workers should not, however, depend on the per-
sonality or the conduct of the leaders of the General Council.

No. it is no alliance of the leaders, but an alliance of the
workers of the Soviet Union with the workers of Great Britain.
The workers of the Soviet Union have proved this by their
relief work for the English workers, and the English workers,
more especially the English miners, have also given expression
to their fraternal solidarity by sending out the fraternal dele-
gation which is present in the hall. (Tempestuous applause.)

The workers of the Soviet Union and their trade unions
are in favour of a close fraternal alliance with the British
workers, in favour of maintaimng the Anglo-Russian Committee
as a personification of that alliance. We may have diiferences
with the leaders, we may criticise one another, we grant everyone
the right to criticise us and claim that right lor ourselves; we
make no secret of our dissensions; we extend the warmest
welcome to the delegates of the English miners, but this does
not mean that differences may not exist between us and the
representatives of the miners; their political view of life is
quite unknown to us, but the fact that delegates have been sent
is> in itself a pledge of the alliance between the workers of
the Soviet Union and the English workers. We are in favour
of the Anglo-Russian Committee being granted far mwore inde-
pendence. We would wish that the Congress at Bournemouth
would give expression 1o a desire for greater activity on the
part of the Anglo-Russian Comunittee, not only in the question
of negotiations between the Amsterdamers and the Russian trade
unions and the Profintern, tut also in the extremiely important
questions of the international trade union movement, in the
questions of the danger of war and the offensive of capital, in
the question of the harmonizing of all necessary action on all
the battle-fronts of the working class. 1 believe that the workers
ol Great Britain have sufiiciently grasped the importance and
the necessity of the alliance with our workers: it represenis a
pledegs of the unitv of the international labour movement, a
real fighting unity based on mutual help. on a comnion struggle,
o mutual solidarity.

The Fraternal Alliance is no Empty Phrase.

I believe, comrades, that the English miners and the German
women workers who are present in this hall will be con-
vinced, quite ind:pendently of the political diflerences which
mav possibly exist between us, that for our workers, for the
workers of the Soviet Union, to whatever nation they may
belong, the cause cf the fraternal alliance is no plavihing, no
empty phrase. The fraternal alliance is a proletarian fighting
dlliance. the fraternal alliance is — preparedness  to make
sacriives, preparedness to tight, prepareduess for mutnal support.
I am convineed thai the delegates here present regardless of
their political differences of opinon, will return to their own
countries convinedd that an alliance of this kind, if 1t embraced
the workers ol all countries, would guarantee a viclory over
the otfensive of capital. They will return to their homes with
the conviction that our workers will stand up for a unity of
his kind; that our workers have not carricd out a national
revolution, that they regard their work as the beginning of
the emricipation of the whole international proletariat, that the
Ritssian workers are prepared for every sacritice in order to
prne alowt a real and complete emancipation of ther class
brohiers, ot in 360 vears and not through ballot papers, but
mvoactive revoliionary elass straggle. OF this we are comvineed,
1Gr s we fight, for s we muake sacnifices and we are alwads
prepared o hasten o the suecoar of our class brothers wherover
there s a tight benween Labour and capital. (Iond applanse.)

. POLITICS

“Pan-Europe”’ or the United States of
Socialist Europe?
By A. Kurella (Moscow).

Anyone who has watched the Press of Western Europe
in the last few months, may have cbserved that it has discussed
more and more frequently the question that the European States
cculd and ought to join in common action against the rival
countries — America and Japan -- which have developed since
the great war. Views of this kind are to be found in all
imaginatle papers, from the *“Secolo” to the “Vorwirts”. h
would seem that it is really a case of a serious growth of
endeavours towards European unity against America. This im-
pression is intensified when we read the Republican Press of
America, when we observe the long delay in negotiations oon-
cermng France's debt to America and — when we read some
of the writings of Comrade Trotzky.

If we observe more closely, we find that the papers which
are conducting this campaign very systematically are either
those which give expression to the views of certain petty
bourgeois circles or those which appeal to readers of that
class, The Pan-Europe movement, started by Count Coudenhove-
Kalergi, recruits its adherents exclusivelv from the strata of
the intelligentsia or from those capitalists to whom it seams
important that the intellectual petty bourgeoisie should be
neutralised.

This whole campaign for the establishment of the United
States of Europe (united capitalist states, oi course) which is
said to be possible and necessary, has two sides: either the
reflection ol illusions as to the return of the good old times
in the tight against America among the annuity holders and
taxpayers who have been cheated of their foreign securities
by inllation, or a systematic policy of the large bourgeoisie in
the different countries of Europe to distract attention from the
preparations for war which are actually taking place.

In realitv, a union of the capitalist States of Europe
todav less possitle than ever. If the whole capinalist world
consisted of nothing but debtors and creditors. if nothing
linked the European States with one another and with the rest
¢t the world but war and post-war debts, then 1indeed the for-
mation of a “union of debtors” against the creditors or creditor
{America) would be simple and feasible. But it is not for
nothing that the European States were, before the war, the
“smuthy” of the world, it is not for notiing that they held
the hegemony in world industrv. To-day. it is true, that hege-
mony is destroyed. America and Japan have grown imto rivals
ol equal rank. For many years the relations of the world market
(the international credit system, shipping, international division
of labeur, world trade) have been quite paralysed and the
European States to a large extent isolated. This lowest point
ol the crisis has however now been overcome Capitalism as
a world’/systein is passing through an epoch of relative stabi-
lisation. Just those relations of world industry have been, in
a large measu-e, restored — althcugh on a difierent basis. This
restoravian, however, is actompanied by the restoration of the
deep-rooted coutradictions which are intimately connected with
the imperialist character of the States in question; indeed the
comradictions between the European Siales are more intense
than kelore the war.

An alms. intinite series of events are evidence of this
thesis: the obstinate dispute between England and France m
the question ¢i the Rhine and the Ruhr; the alternating s1rug'gle
for the Balkan and Lkorder States: the Tangiers question which
has become a burning one and which was raised through the
Abessinia Agreement Fewween Fugland aud Ialy; the fight for
predommance in the League of Nations and for the political
course it should 1ake; the new French policy of alliance — all
these show that beneath the surface of the Pan-Furopean drama
unsurmonntable contradictions between the Luropean States face
one another with an extreme degree of tension.

Is there then no Lond ¢l umion butween the
States?

It would be wrong to assert this; - an alliance between ihe
capitalist States is possible for onme definite purpose; it is not
only possibie indeed, but already developing: it is an alliance

Europedn
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for common action against the Soviet Union. In this respect
common interests of the capitalist States exist in such strength
that by contrsst with them the contradictions within Europe
may and do at times fall into the background. Just now we
are in a period when the endeavours to encircle the Soviet
Union are asswming particularly large proportions.

The Pan-Europe policy is intended to distract the attention
of the masses and above all of the petty bourgeois intelligentsia
from these preparations. Anyone who still fails to see that
the chief tendency of European development to-day is the for-
mation of an anti-Soviet and not of an anti-American block in
Europe, is an accomplice in this camouflage manoeuvre!

The campaign of the bourgeoisie, the true character and aim
of which we have depicted, has already been opposed by the
Communist International at the 6th. Enlarged Plenum of its
Executive with the slogan: “United States of Socialist Europe.”
The essence of the slogan is in the word “socialist”, which
expresses ithe lollowing ideas:

1. The chief feature of the union of the European States
must be-an alliance with the first Union of Socialist Republics
in Eastern Europe. This idea is diametrically opposed to the
aims of the capitalist Governments.

2. The development which has again placed the old imperia-
list contradictions in Europe on the agenda in even greater
infensity, has at the same time created the conditions which
make it essential that they should unite in a socialist spirit.
Further development of the productive forces in the leading
countries of Europe is only possible on a socialist foundation,
unless it is bought at the price of wholesale misery and thus
made questionable in its very inception. This has been de-
monstrated as plainly as possible by the recent great class
conflicts in Europe. : .

3. A further co-existence of the European States is only
possible (unless there are to be fresh sanguinary comflicts) under
the condition of real economic and political co-operation. This
is only possible on a socialist basis, i. e. il it is begun in the
form of an alliance and of systzmatic co-operation between the
nationalised industries etc. of all European countries.

4. In view of the further restriction of the European agrarian
basis, the further development of all the countries of Eur
depends on the States of Western Europe entering into peacetul
and systematic coroperation . with a large agrarian country.
Experience has hown that ‘a division of labour between the
capitalist imdustrial States of Western Europe and the Soviet
Union with its expont of agrarian products is not possible n
a form which would exhaust all existing possibilities, Here
also the preliminary condition for rcal co-operation is a oon-
version of the capitalist States to socialism.

This ambitious programme is involved in the slogan of the
United States of Socialist Europe. In comtrast to all the other
programumes for a united Europe, this programmme is at the
same time a peaceful one.

The United States of capitalist Europe mean war; — war
with the Soviet Union in the first place or, if the anti-American
dreams of the pettv tourgeoisie are fulfilled. war with America.

The United States of Socialist Europe are however a slogan
of peace. Their object is to continue in the widest measure the
peaceful work of secialist construction which has been begun
in the U. S. S. R. and which would be carried through by
Socialist Europe in agrecment with the peoples of the imperialist
colonies who would share in the work.

The petty bourgeois masses of Europe and with them
millions of workers are under the illusion that a union of the
European Staies would b2 a way of salvation from their diffi-
cult situation. The large bourgeoisie turns this point of view
to account by pretending to support their endeavours, while it
uses all this talk as a csver for preparing a murderous alliance
of Europe against the U. S. 8. R.

The Cominiern addresses itsell to the masses with the
appeal: A union of Furoncan States — yes! But on a socialist
basis and with peaceful socialist construction in common as its
aim. Let anvone who strives towards this aim join in the work
for the victory ¢i socialism in his own country and for an
alliance with the U. S. S. R.

ECONOMICS .

The International Iron Cartel.
By Giinther Reimann (Berlin).

The negotiations for the formation .of a European Iron
Cartel were concluded on the 30th September in Brussels. The
international negotiations of the iron magnates formed in every
respect a parallel fo the negotiations of the League of Nations
at Geneva. '

It is extremely characteristic .of the new activity of German
capitalism and its desire for imperialist activity that at Geneva
the representatives of German capitalism had io behave very
modestly in order to be admitied, but that, on the other hand.
at the international iron negotiations, it was the German iron
magnates who made the first suggestions for the formation of
an International Cartel, who were most active in promoting it
and who finally have a considerable influence within the cartel.

This is due to the fact that the German iron magnates were
already at the end of 1924 firmly united in.national cartels and
syndicates. The German iron industry, during the war and the
inflation time experienced a relative over-development along with
a narrowing of the market owing to the decreased consumption
in the country and the strengthening of foreign industry. In order
fo avoid .a competitive struggle which would reduce prices and
profits, the German iron cartels and syndicates endeavoured to
maintain inland prices at a high level by means of heavy tarifi
dutries. But the German iron magnates felt very severely the
French inflation competition in West Germany itself which re-
duced home prices, while at the same time they experienced the
sharp competition abroad, so that prices on the world market
fell considerably. The high profits gained by the profitable home
market were, to a great extent, lost by the less profitable dum-
ping abroad. ‘

For these reasons the German iron industrialists, already
in the past vear, entered into negotiations with the French. in
which however the Luxemburg and Begian iron industrialists
also took part, because without the latter the competitive struggle
could not have been greatly reduced even in Germany and
France.

The agreement which has been concluded dealt with two
things: _ ,

1. A Franco-Germaa agreememt regarding the import of
French steel into Germany permitted by the German industria-
lists. This French steel, however, is taken over and sold by the
German syndicates, so that the absolute monopoly of the German
iron magnates in Germany itself is preserved, while in addition
to this they pocket high middlemen’s profits by purchasing at
world market prices and selling at the higher German inland
prices. When this agreement will come into force depends.
however, upon the conclusion of a Franco-German commercial
treaty.

2. The real International Cartel Agreement for the purpose
of limiting international' production and keeping up prices.

A definite total amount of production shall be fixed for
every quarter. This will correspond to the. definite quota allotted
to the industrialists in the various countries in the Cartel Treaty.
who, again, must combine in national cartels for the purpose of
a further division of the allotted production.

The Brussels agreement has laid down the following figures:

Germany 43.18%, of the total production
France 3L197% ,, . . “
Belgium 1262% .. . . "
Luxemburg . . . . 812% . . . LR

Saar district 595% .. .

These Tigures were based on the production for the firsi
quarter ol 1026, For the German jndustrialists this basis is un-
favourable. for in the Winter of 1U25/20 the German iron and
steel producijon was considerably restricted, while the French
production reached very high fizures owing to inflation. Thus
the production on which the allotment was based allowed for
a 05 to 1067 exploitation of the capacity of the Freuch aud
Belgian iron industry, but only a 75 to 807 exploifation ob tix
German iron producing capacity. In order to arrive at an agrec:
ment the German iron industrialists consented 1o this arrange
ment.
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In order to guarantee a strict carryving out of the limitation
of production and increase of prices, a balancing fund is to be
set up. For every ton produced within the quota a dollar
must -be paid into a common fund, and for every ton which goes
beyond the quota the .concern im question has to pay tour
dollars. ‘ ‘

to the resistence of the Belgian iron industrialists. This was not
only owing of their not being satisfied with the quota alrea.dg
granted them. In this there is to be seen the influence or Englis!
finance capital upon Belgian industry, and the influence of the
English iron industrialists who wish to prevent as far as pos-
sible a continental iron bloc which would be directed against
them. It is characteristic that Vandervelde, the social-democratic
Foreign Minister of Belgium, as the mediator between the iron
indusirialists, has tried to pursuade the Belgian industrialists to
include the English iron capitalists in the agreement even if it
should not include the English.

It is very probable that the English industralists will enter
the cartel later on. For in the first place a sharp competitive
struggle would involve very heavy losses for the English indu-
strialists, the more so as they would find it very difficult to
compete on the world market against American competition, and
secondly, the entry of the English iron industrialists would
guarantes that prices would be maintained in Europe itself. It
is unthinkable that a state of affairs could last long in which
the English iron industry would not be hit as an outsider by the
limitations of the cartel, but would make use of the advantages
of the cartel.

In connection with the German-Franco iron cartel, negotia-
tions have taken place in Vienna between the iron industrialists
of Austria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary and Roumania. A provi-
sional agreement has already been arrived at for the purpose
of limiting production and exports. It is true the Polish iron in-
dustrialists did not take part in the recent negotiations, but it is
expected that they will come in later. This International Iron
Cartel will not compete with: the Franco-German-Belgian cartel
but will work with it. This is evident from the participation of
the Austrian industry in which the Alpine Montan Gesellschaft
plays the most prominent role. This concern is the property of
the German Steel Trust, the most powerful German iron concern,
the representative of which played a leading role at the Paris
iron negotiations. Thus the German Steel Trust immediately took
part in the negotiations at Paris and Vienna. :

Not only the Belgian, but also the German iron industrialists
advocate the entry of their English colleagues. This could mean
a united frount of almost all European iron capitalists which
would be directed against the Soviet Union and also against
American competition. Against the Soviet Union in order 1o
exclude all competition in cases of .orders from the Soviet Union
and to extort usurious prices; in which connection there also
exists the increased danger that new plans will be worked out in
order, by means of imperialist attacks, to “secure” the Soviet Union
as a market. Against America, in order to be able to oust
American competition from the world market.

In Germany, France etc. the maintenance of high prices at
home would lead to a further increase in the prices of manufac-
tured goods at the cost of the masses ol consumers, and in
particular of the working class. At the same time the international
co-operation of the iron magmnates would be directed in the
first place against the working class, as the former wonid
«ndeavour to reduce wages and to lengthen the working day
on an international scale. In the event of a defensive sirike of the
workers in omne country the iron concerns would be able to
render each other mutual support.

Ii the Social Democrats are in favour of the international
iron cartel and only demand a harmless Siate control on the
part of the government which is under the influence of the
hicavy industrialists, it is not only because they wish to create
fresh illusions  regarding the possibility of overconnng the
crisis by capitalism, but they also expect that the cartel will
result in gigantic profits for the iron industrialists and in
relatively  permanent emplovment for a section -- even if it
be a limited section — of the workers. and whereby the iron
ndustrialists wonld eventually be in a position to pav slighily
hirher waves 1o a new labour aristocracy, On the other hand,
there is the fact that the iron industrialists will likewise make
ise of mass usemplovment in order 1o depress wages and
worsen working  conditions, and that by the policy of the

nternational iron profiteers’ cartel the class antagonisins, along
o thoincreased imperialist dangers, will grow again.

The conclusion of the agreement has been delayed owing'

The Unemployment Crisis in Denmark.
By E. Christiansen (Copenhagen).

In the summer which is now coming to an end, umemplo)-
ment in Denmark has assumed unusual dimensions. In July and
August — in the best season of the year for work — unentplo;-
ment amounted to 17,4% and 17% respectively, a higher figure
than has ever been recorded in ‘those months. Even 1921, the
year of crisis did not show such high figures. About one out
of every six Danish workers — about 50,000 out of 300,000 —
was out of work in the summer months of 1926, and that after
a winter of unemployment.

The crisis set in as early:as the late autumn of the previous
year, and last winter the number of unemployed rose to almost
100,000. The Government anticipates that in the coming winter
the number of unemployed will rise to 82,000. All the figures
quoted here are official figures. In reality, however, unemploy-
ment is still higher, as not all the unemployed are registered.

This crisis is partly connected with the general economic
crisis within capitalism, but partly it is the result of the policy
adopted by the Social Democratic Government with regard to
currency. In April 1924, the Government of the large agrarians
which had up to that time been at the helm, found itselt in the
minority through the elections for the People’s Chamber (2nd
Chamber). Thereupon Social Democracy formed a government
with Stauning as Prime Minister and Borgbjerg as Minister for
Social Affairs. The Government majority was composed of
55 -Social Democrats and 20 Left Radicals, there being 140
members of the People’s Chamber.

The question of currency was in the foreground. The Danish
crown was at that time worth about 60 gold oere. Social
Democracy had carried on its election campaign with the slogan
that the crown was to be stabilised by a tax on capital. The
costs were to be paid by the rich; for, as the Social Democrats
alleged, the crown had only fallen as the result of speculation.

In spite of this however, Social Democracy in common wifh
the bourgeois parties had buried the Bill for a tax on capital.
Thercupon the Government issued a regulation regarding
currency which, by means of a general income tax and by new
indirect taxes, for instance on oil, caused the crown-to risc.
This currency regulation was of such a nature that it offered
great possibilities of speculation on the Exchange on an upward
tendency of the market. And indeed, Danish and foreign capif:l
— i. e. American — then embarked on enormous speculation aud
made large sums. At the same time the crown was in this w2
quickly brought to par. which meant a great increase of wealth
for those members of the capitalist class who owned bonds and
similar claims in crowns. It was acknowledged on all sides, even
bv the Social Democrats, that in this way large sums were
played into the hands of the capitalist class.

The rise of the crown, however, caused crises in several
industries so that unemployment has increased greatly since
last autumn.

The Social Democratic Government did not undertake anv
effectual measures to prevent the growth of unemployment. Lveit
then it omitied to fulfill its promise of a new law concermng
unemployment which it had made before the election of 1024
I did not even introduce a bill, although it had had a greal
following from the ranks of the working class, owing to their
indignation at the bad legislation of the agrarian Governmen'.

The existing law concerning unemplovment indeed, which
was far from satisfactory. was not even applied to its full extent
bv the Government. This law piovided that the unemploved
should receive a spoecial allowance for a few weeks after (he
lapse of the normal benefit.

In the Jast few months a strong communist agitation has
set in with regard to the question of unemployment. Furthermore
a demand for complete support of the unemployed was made
not only ai several ftrade union congresses but also at the
plenary session of the trade union executives in Copenhagen.
Under this strong pressure and with the fear lest the trade uniois
<hould approach the municipalities with their threats if the
benefits were not increased, Borgbjerg, the Minisfer for Social
Welfare, at last decided to let the uncmployed have that 0
which they were entitled. A short time previously he had declared



No. 65

International Press Correspondence

11CY

that he could not do so lest the Government should lose its
parliamentary majority. .

This is however not the only cause for the Government
crisis which has set in. It is also fo be explained by the whole
vacillating policy of the Government which on the one hand
strengthens the bourgeoisie and on the other hand causes
resentment among large numbers of the working class.

In working class circles, including even those organised
ir trade unions, the inclination {o support the Government is
on the decline. The Communist Party and the Left groups in the
trade unions are, of course, not satisfied to have forced the
Government to do its duty in so small a field. They are raising
much wider claims both as regards work and as regards support
for the unemployed. They are agitating for a fight against un-
employment being used as a means for reducing wages, as the
capitalists have succeeded in doing in the course of the year.
The employers have, as a matier of fact, succeeded in reducing
wages by 17% this year on the basis of the Reformist trade
union policy.

The present situation is for the Danish working class a
good object lesson on the blessings of the parliamentary methods
of Social Democracy. The Social Democratic Government has,
in the course of two years, greatlv enriched and thus strengthened
the capitalists, whereas the situation of the workers has been
rendered much worse owing to the serious unemplovment and
reduced wages.

THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

The Hamburg DockWorkersf Strike.
By Paul Merker (Hamburg).

~ The strike of 18,000 Hamburg dock-workers is of extraor-
dinary iinportance in two respects. It broke out precisely at the
moment when the English miners, in spite of 5 months of
struggle and in spite of the sharpest attacks of the English
bourgeoisie, have again decided to.hold out. It is at the same
time a blow against the German bourgeoisie, who, supported
by the treacherous passivity of the reformist trade union leaders,
were able to hasten to the aid of the English exploiters by
sending huge supplies of blackleg coal and thereby made
enormous profits. There is no doubt that the dockworkers strike
will strengtben and consolidate the front of the English miners.

The fight, which has been taken up for higher wages and
against longer working hours, is however the first mass move-s
ment against the capitalist rationalisation in Germany. The
dock-workers are the first to rebel against the State arbitration
svstem, with the help of which the employers, with the benevolent
toleration of the trade union leaders, have for long strangled
the movements of the workers in all industries, including in
recent times the miners in the Ruhr and in Upper Silesia
and the mztal workers. The government. employers and re-
formist trade union leaders stand in one front against the
strikers. They recognise the great importance of the struggie
tor the whole working class of Germany.

The dock-workers demanded the abolition of the double
shift, the restoration of the eight hour working time, holidays
for the casual dock-workers, and 207 additional pay for the
second and 307 for the third shiit. The bosses replied to
these demands with the threat of a 10% wage reduction. As
a result of the attifude of the emplovers the negotiations failed.
Therewpon there took place on the 5th of September a national
Conference of the dock-workers and also a conference of the
dock-workers’ delegates from the North Sea ports in order to
consider the situation.

The delzgates to the National Conference demanded from
the Transpoit Workers’ Union the setting up a minimum demand
of a 30% increase in wages. the commencement of an intensive
mobilisation work among the dock-workers, and the formation
of a comunon lighting front along with the miners who are
likewise engaged in a wage dispute.

The delegates of the dock-workers in the North Sea ports,
on the other hand, decided to terminate the wages agreement
in all Narth Sca ports and to put in a demand for a 207

increase in wages in addition to the demands already put
forward within the terms of the tariff.

A mass meeting which was held on the 24th September
rejected the award of the arbitrators (which did not grant any
increase in basic wages and attempted by roundabout means
to abolish even the lormal eight hour day) and decided to
submit the question to a ballot vote. The ballot vote resulted
in a majority of four filths for the rejection of the arbitration
award. Many of the engineers and firemen who belong to the
engineers and firemen union also took part in the vote. The
decision meant the commencement of the struggle on October 1st,
the day of the expiration of the tarifi.

The Ministry for Labour now intervened and attempted by
a representative to bring about an agreement in the negotiations
on 20th September. On the same day a Conference of trade union
functionaries unanimously rejected the award without discussion.
The representative of the Ministry for Labour demanded the
decision of Loth parties by 10 o'clock, in order to be able
in the course of the next day, to obtain the decision of the
Minister for Labour, Braun. This meant nothing else than,
in the event of the rejection of the arbitration award by the
workers, that the Minister for Labour would immediately
declare this award to be binding.

On the 30th September the functionaries of the dock-workers’
Union again met together in order to decide on #urther
measures. During this meeting thousands of dock-workers
assembled before the trade union premises in Hamburg and
gave clear expression to their fighting will. The conference of
functionaries again unanimously decided for the strike on
October 1st, and elected a strike committee comsisting of ten
social-democratic and six commumist members of the German
Transport Federation, which was supplemented by a represen-
tative of the unemployed.

Already in the early morning hours of the 1st of Octcber
the call to strike was jollowed %y over 90% of the staffs. At
mass meetings convened by the German Transport Federation °
the dock-workers considered the strike. When it became known
that the Minister for Labour had declared the arbitration award
binding, an eager discussion arose which the leaders of the
Union in vain endeavoured to stop. As all the speakers in the
discussion demanded a clear statement by the leaders of the
Union whether, in spite of the declaration of the Minister of
Labour they intended 1o carry on the fight, the leaders fled
from the meeting headed by the reformist leader Hildebrand.
The strike commrittee continued the meeting and all the decisions
necessary for the struggle were unanimously adopted. Even
after their flight from the workers the reformist clique of
leaders endeavoured by every means to prevent the dock-
workers from entering on the struggle. They distributed a
leaflet which sfated:

“As a result of the declaration making the award of
the arbitrators binding, the organisation is deprived of
every possibility of carrying out the decision for a strike
arrived at by a ballot vote.”

In spite of the sabotage of the reformist leaders, the fight
is being carried on unitedly. Communist and social-democratic
workers are standing firmly together. The workers in the
other dockyard towns are also calling for a strike. The working
class is permeated with the feeling that, under these circum-
stances, it is necessary to suprort the strikers who have been
left in the lurch by the leaders of their trade union organisation,
to link up the struggle with the movement of the transport
workers and other categories of workers and to make it the
cause of the entire proletariat of Germany.

The Swedish Trade Union Congress.
By Smolan (Géteborg).

The Congress of the Swedish Trade Union Federation took
place in Stockholm at the beginning of September. At this Con-
gress the Social Democratic trade union bureaucrats were in the
minority several times; they succeeded however by the 5k.nvr,>)$
their teeth in scraping together a majority in the decisive ques
tions. In consequence. the questions of the organisation ol
industry, of mnational and international {rade union umity ant
ot unemplovment remzined unsolved.
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Although the last congiess in 1022 had resolved that the
craft or occupational unions belonging to the federation should
be reorganised into indu:trial umons before the close of 1925,
the Executive of the Federation had “investigated” and ‘‘dealt
with” this question for two years, only to come to the conciusion
that the number ol rade unions should be reduced from 34 to
— 33, that two of the smaller unions were to be dissolved and
incorporated in other so-called “industrial unions™, bur that, taken
on the whole. everything was to remain in status quo. as the
time was not vet “ripe” for thorough-going reorganisation, The
majority of the congress tock the same attitude as the Executive
of the Federation ani resolved that any unions which should
vefuse to comply with the “plan of reorganisation”, should in
no way be forced to observe discipline, ¢r be excluded. Yhus,
according to this resolution, every umnion can do as it likes.

The Swedish Trade Union Federation is only organised for
deience; thus it only pays out allowances in cases of large lock-
cuts and not in cuse of strikes. Many of the local umons there-
for¢ moved that the federation should be altered and reorganised
atto a real fighting organisation. A heated debate arose oun this
question. in which not only the Commumsts but numbers of
Sacial Democrats, among them leading personalities, spoke in
iavour of the suggested reconstruction. In spite of violent
cpposition on the part of the leaders of the Federation, a resolu-
tion to this effect was passed by 131 votes against 127; the chair-
ntan however, a former adherent ol the renegade Hoglund, was
clever enough to arrange the matier in such a way thai the
wor king out of the plan of reorganisation was entrusted to the
Txecutive of the Federation. The resolution is at any rate evidence
nf the deep process of fermentation within the Labour movement
of Sweden which is under the control ot the Reformists, The
question of the unemployed was only dealt with brieflv and
superficially, the debate on the subject being throttled by the
Social Democratic bureaucrats. A deputation of the unempioyed
of Stockholm was received and heard by the Congress, although
.he chairman of the Federation had spohken against this. This
deputation proposed that a compulsory unemployment insurance
be carried through, the municipality and employers alone being
responsible for the contributions. The majority supported the
tederation Executive who consider the Ghent system ideal. Apart
from this. 100.000 crowns were granted on the suggestion of the
Communists, to be distributed amongst the unemployed by the
trades councils, The Social Democrats had onlv suggested 30.000.

With these exceptions. the Congress adhered to the old
regulations. which can only be regarded as practically an
emergency law against the unemploved, The unions affiliated o
the Federation are under the obligation of contributing fall
fiiliation fees 1o the Federation for their unemploved members;
this circumstance results in everv union trying to get rid of the
anemployed as far as possible and having no interest in organi-
sing the vnemploved in their own drmmm From the p'nn( ol
view of the Reiormist leaders who regard the organisation ex-
clusively as a form of insurance, the unemploved who represent
no monev are of no velue, For the individual unions which
are entirely self-denendent, these exactions are a serious burden,
Thus the union of raitsmen and lumbermen has to hand over
257, of its income to the Pederation as contributions for the
imemnloved. Conditions were ~iill worse for the union ol saw-
mill workers which, while 327 of its members were out of work
Lot winter, had to contribute to the usual amount, These regula-
tions were passed in preswar tinwes when there was no perii nem
imemniovment, and now the Social Demoerats are much oo
censervative to revoke a resolution once passed,

‘The Reformists lightly touched upon the question of intes-

poticnal unin, Phev expressed their confidence in the inier-
national Jeadershin nd  pronounced  themsceives in favenr ol
mantaining the resolntions passed at the Congress of the Amster-

dam o dndernational at Vienna,  Submission and  uncondiional
~tiiliation 1o the Pederatinn is demanded of the indeperncient
Liions and of the Svodiealists, Thic resolntion was pa<sed with
s maiority of 155 votes. While 07 deicgates voted for the com-
munist motion which demanded reciprocal negotiations with a
view to an amrleamation wihh the Svidicdhists, The larter - -
v hoce Teaders long aco arrived at the point of view ol Reformism
number aboat 0G0 manbers, wherdas the Trade Unfon
Vederanon numbers not 2duite 000000 A< e are at preseat,
Cawonld be atte possivie 1o come o oan anderstending noonk
e deaders of the brade Union redaiatioen wouid not ioke upoan
tude ob victors, and b they were prerared 1o paries meead
denending suboussion,
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Up to the present the trade union bigwigs have alwavs
tried to preserve an appearance of political neutrality. althoug
more than 150,000 workers organised in trad~ unions are collec
tively affiliated to the Social Democratic party through the trade
unions. The majority of the Congress abandoned this pose by
resolving to make a present of 25000 crowns to a Social Demo-
cratic newspaper in North Sweden so that it might “preserve
the interests of the Federation” and might continue to exist at
all. This paper was founded as a rival organ to the much older
“Norrskensilamman”, which is now in the hands of the comuin-
nists, but it cannot get a hold among the revolutionary workers
of North Sweden. The trade unions decline to regaid it as their
organ, as they consider that its work is directly injurious to
the trade unions. Thus, for instance, as the resulf of its action,
about 30 social democratic workers caused a split in a large
local group of the miners’ union and formed a syndicalist orguni-
sation, because the overwhelming majority of the local group
had granted a loan without interest to the "Norrskensflamman”
which has a large circulation in that province. This sort of thing
has been going on for 30 years in South and Central Sweden
where the Reformists are in the majority; nevertheless action ol
the kind is regarded as “communist terror” both by the bour-
geoisie and the Social Democrats when it takes place in Noitn
Sweden for the benelit of a communist paper. The Trade Union
Federation has now openly taken its stand on the side of the
Social Democrats; but the resolution to give 25,000 crowns to
those who had caused the sp¥t in Norrbotten was passed by
131 against 105 votes which is evidence of how strong was the
opposition in various questions.

The Social Democrats only had about 100 reliable adherents
from the workshops. and but for the bureaucrats emploved
the trade unions, they would inevitably have been in ihe minority
It is a remarkable fact that the majority in this strong oppo-
sition consisted of Social Democratic and non-party workers, 2
there were only 32 organised communists present at the Congress.
Thus the victory of the Reformists was bv no means imposing
and it is not out of the question that it will be the last congres
to sail under social democratic colours,

The Most Recent Development of the
Trade Union Movement in Japan.
By Unzo Taguchi

A7 the end of 1025 the number of trade unions n Japet

MnounuJ 10 200 with 240400 members. Of these, 017 il
been organised during the period of the rapid grox\th ol
Jdp.mcsc capitalism since 1018, of these again 53% in the I’
two vears 1U24 and 1025,

The whole working population of Japan amounts 7
0,830,000, of whnm the workers in industrial occupations, mines.
transport etc., who might be organised in trade unions, ¢
estumated at 347310000, This shows that only 33% of thes
who might be organised in trade uuions in Japan, are actuall’
organised. The perientage ol the working plpu uion amounis
to rmhcr mtm than 137 of the whole pu v.mtmn of Japan, ‘h:
percemage of workers who ‘could be orgauised, 10 about T% o
ihe whole population.

The rapid growth of trade union organisation in the las
few vears, has brought with it various defects.

The first defect which mast be mentioned, is (hat the orut
risation ot the irade unions has up 10 now proceeded by chan:
:md without any clearly outlined programme. This has resuii
among other things. in the relations between the leading cie-
ments of 1he labour movemen: and the rank and file being

loose. The whole movement tnerefore lacks erganic unity, i

the orgaised nunotity finds wseli in opposition to an ur
? 1

organised majority of the working class ‘n fapan,

The ~roond dofect is 2 consequonce of the decentralised coi
dition of 1hc l"mom ora: xm <atiens. lhe existing 200 irade uniets
wath rougly 2ates Fors are distribated among 18 federates
groans and 103 indvidaal aade unioas. Thus  the averids
wamniter of mentess ot the ndivideal trade union does m
cavant aomore choa S0 Turthiermore these trade unions &y
Laaochaed o Prations, which are at loyger-heads.

tous e



No. 65

International Press Correspondence

1111

Th: most prominent of these federations are Nippon Roda
Kumiai Hyogikai {Trade Union Council of Japan) and Nippon
Roda Sodomai (General Workers’ Union of Japan), both of
which take a leading part among the trade unions and are of
curse in conseguence permanenily in a state of competition.

The third defect is the insufficient lighting power of the
trade unions, 76% of all the Japanese workers organised in
trade unions belong to two branches of occupation, i. e. trans-
port and the metal industry. The organised workers in trans-
port, most of whom are seamen, amount to 41% of the category
of workers in question, in the metal industry to 28%, in the
printing trade to 21% and in the other ocoupations less
than 10%.

Special emphasis should be laid on the fact that the pumber
of those organised in the spinning-mills, on the railways, in
the electrical industry, in mining and other important branches
of industry only amounts to 1—3%.

The fourth defect is that the workers employed in large
works are still only organised to a comparatively small exten,
and most of those who are organised, belong to the small or
medium works. The number of industrial concerns with more
than 100 workers amounts to 2359 with 1,055,000 workers
altogether, which represents about 60% of the whole of the
irdustrial workers of Japan. Among these works 490 employ
more than 500 workers each; they employ altogether 865,000 wor-
kers, which represents atout 38,7% of the whole of the industrial
workers.

The number of organised peasants amounts to about
300000 i. e. about 8,0% of the 3,803,341 families of tenant
farmers in the country. If we assume that 40% of the whole
peasant population might be organised, the number of those
actuaily organised, amounts to about 21%.

Amongst thz peasant organisations the most prominent is
Nippon Nomin Kumiai (Peasant Union of Japan), consisting
of 061 local peasant unions with a total of 73,000 members.
This large organisation has only existed for five years. The
other peasant unions have, it is true, altogether about 220,000
members, but they are much dispersed and weak. Chubu Nomin
Kumiai (Central Federation of Peasant Unions), Kita Nippon
Nomin Kumiai (Federation of Peasant Unions of North Japan),
Nippon Nomin Kumiai Rengor (League of Peasant Unions of
Japan) are the three largest federations, but apart from them
there are about 3000 individual local unions.

Nippon Nomin Kumiai made, in concrete form. the proposai
to form a political party of the proletariat and has centributed
more than anyone else, both materially and morally, to the
foundation of Rodo Nomin To (Worker and Peasant Party),
the first political party of the proletariat, which, having come
Into being after great sacrifices, was dissolved by the Govern-
ment last year on the very first day ol its existence. The founda-
tion of RodoNomin To in March 1926 was rendered possible
by the great sacrifices made by this peasant organisation, which
undertook the preparatory work of organisation on the very
day after the suppression of the first political party of the
lapanese proletariat.

The first attempt' to organise office employees was made
last'year, first of all in Osaka and Kobe, later in Kioto and
Tokio. These local organisations were subsequently federaied
on a national scale in Nippon Hokiu Seikatsasha Remmai
(National League of Emplovees in Japan). About 10,000 em-
Foyees are organised in trade unions altogether.

A special form of organisation in Japan is the Suiheisha

Musansha Domei (League of Suiheisha Proletarians), composed
of members of a pariah class, with the object of liberating them
from their oppressed social position which dates from the pre-
Judices of feuda! times. The word Suihei itself means equality
of position. The League has more than 50,000 members. Thanks
39 its special position, this organisation has the greatest figh-
.)ng_power in the social struggle against the bourgeoisie and
s influence extends to more than one million persons in the
whole country.
. The proletarian movement has naturally, in the course of
'ls development, divided into two definite and distinct ten-
encies of which one aims at Marxism and the other leans
'owards opportunism. It is however a strange and at the same
;Me Interesting phenomenon that the split took place in Japan
lust at the most reactionary period. )

~

The tendency to divide showed itself already very plainly
by the end of 1922, but the real split in the movement did not
occur till February 1925, when the powerful federation Nippon
Rodo Sodomei excluded the Left elements from its ranks, thas
calling into being the federation Rodo Kumiai Hyogikai. Thus,
in addition to the few syndicalist groups which are still found
in the ranks ol the Japanese workers, two clearly distinguished
camps have arisen in the Japanese labour movement.

Since the division, the two trade union federations, Hyogikai
(Marxist) and Sodomei (Opportunist) have developed as regards
their number of members, as follows:

1924 1925 1920
Hyogikai 9,000 18,700 34,600
Sodomei 19,600 23,000 43,000

Thus the federation Hyogikai has increased three-and-a-half
times since the split, the {federation Sodomet two-and-a-half times,
whilsi the other 18 federations and the numerous local trade
unions have only increased to an inconsiderable extent in the
same period. This gives us evidence of the increasing influence
of the two said federations within the trade union movement.

The two federations, however, are in violent opposition and
at times of strikes even serious conflicts occur, as for instance
recently in the strike of the Kawasaki cotton factory, during
which "the two groups encountered one another in the midst
of violent strike fighting.

The Government deliberately and systematically promotes
the division in the united front of the workers and is now
trying, in co-operation with the Cpportunist labour leaders, to
destroy the organisation of the Left trade unions.

The negative attitude taken by the Sodomei with regard
to the question of the organisation of a proletarian party, led
to the dissolution of the first proletarian party in December
1025. And when attempts were again made to create a political
marty of the proletariat, to found a worker and peasant party,
the Sodome! announced its intention at the last moment of
withdrawing from the party, should the Hyogikai join the
same organisation.

In these circumstances the Hyogikai and ihe other revo-
lutionary proletarian elements of the labour movement were
compelled to refrain from joining the new political party in
order to allow of the undisturbed and complete development
of a united proletarian political organisaiion, the existence of
which is of the utmost importance for the whole proletarian
movement in Japan in its present position. When however the
Worker and Peasant Party, which owes its existence in a great
degree to.the stimulation of the peasant fzderation Nippon
Nomin Kumiai, stated in a resolution in March 1020 that it
would open its doors to the proletarian niasses without distinc-
tion of trade union membership, the Sodomei again begun its
sabotage by repeatedly expressing its intention to secede from
the party, since the resolution was too Left in its tenor.

Thanks to the efforts of the Marxist labour leaders, a
movement has recently set in for the amalgamation of the local
“labour councils” (irade union councils) which already exist
in variows industrial districts of the country, such as Tokio,
Osaka, Kobe, Kioto etc. In June 1926 a conierence was held in
Osaka, sumimoned bv the Trade Union Cartei of Osaka, in
which delegates of various trades councils ook part and the
object of which was to create a national trade union council
which would embrace the whole proletarian peasant and worker
population. As was to be expected, the delegates of the Oppor-
tunist Sodomei obstinately opposzd the formation of an orga-
msation of the kind, declaring that the time was not vet ripe
and that they could not take the responsibility in commion with
the Hyogikai. The result of this opposition of one of the largest
labqur federations was the complete failure of the conference
which was postponed without having achieved any coucrete
result. ’

The Rcdo Kumiai Hvogikai cannot vet boast of a large
membership and is only supported from without by a few
influential trade unions; it is nevertheloss a leading element
‘n almecel all the district trade umion councils throughout the
country. In spite of all obstacles it is working indzfatigably at
the creation of a united front of the workers and a united pro-
leiarian party.



1ni2

International Press Correspondence

No. 63

THE BALKANS

UNION OF SOVIET REPUBLICS.

The Stefanov Trial and National Slavery
in Roumania.

The wild hate of the Roumanian oligarchy against Boris
Stefanov, as the class champion and leader of the enslaved
peasantry of all parts of Roumania, assumes the sharpest lorm,
and this because Stefanov belongs to one of the national
minorities.

The bad conscience of the oligarchy on account of all the
shameful deeds committed against the various national minori-
ties in Roumania, drives it to persecute, to imprison and, as
tar as possitle, to exterminate all champions of the liberties and
rights of the classes and nations.

A plain exantple of the suppression of the national minorities
of Rowmania is the national enslavement of the Ukrainians in
Bukovina and Bessarabia. “Borotba” (“Struggle”), the Ukrainian
organ of the social democracy of Roumania which appears in
Cernauti (Czernovitz) describes this suppression as follows:

“The Secretary of State for the Interior, Buscan, has
today issued a decree forbidding the introduction into Rou-
mama of Ukraiman books, music, and pictures — in one
word all Ukrainian printed matter.

The government has placed the Ukrainian people in
Roumania outside the dowmain of civil rights, of cultural
activity and humanity.”

The same fight has for long been carried on against the
Bulgarian, Magyar, German, Russian and Jewish population
of Roumania.

In Dobruja, the home of Boris Stefanov, under a special law
regarding the “control of titles to property”, nearly 60% of all
the Bulgarian peasants were driven from house and home and
Macedonian-Rottmanians setiled in their place.

Under the pretext of the inhabitants having taken part in
banditry. emtire Bulgarian villages are burmt to the ground
and their population slaughtered. The recent conilict with Bul-
garia has been made use of in the first place in order to intro-
duce an even more severe regime in Dobruja.

As the “Monitorul Official” reports, General Vladescu, the
Commander of the Constanza division, has been appointed mili-
tary commander of Dobruja, whereby the entire military and
civil administration has been placed in his hands. At the sime
time the nationalist press of Roumania is carrving on an in-
creased campaign lfor the Roumanising of Dobruja.

Thus the “Lupta”, the organ of the Natioral Party, states:

“Dobruja lacks in the first place the iron hand of a
higher will, which could bring the administrative interests
of this proviuce under a central comirol... Kadrilator (a
part of Dobruja) needs at Jeast for a decade a miliary
governor with administrative powers...”

To what extent the Averestu government wishes to intro-
dure a regime of the “Black Hundreds™ against ail nauonal
minorities is shown bv an election Maniiesto ol the govern-
ment Party during the last election in the district of Roman
{Moldavia). This maniiesto states:

“And now Averescu has been placed at the head of
the State in order to fight against the most dangerous ene-
mies within the country.

Who are these enemies? In the first place the Jews.
What have thev done? Thev have enriched themselves at the
expense of the poar Rouwmanians; thev have robbed and
spied and stolen the wealth of the country. Now they wish
10 rod us the fanth of our fathers. Rally round the great
Rowmaman and Christian, General Averescu!”

This manitesto provides the best means of judging the
natonabity poiey o!f che Reuwmanian oligarchy, It also shows
o what a state of burtarism the same governmen: has fallen
which plices Stefanos i the dock besause he tights against this
nsane policy.

The Next Step in the Industrialisation
of the Soviet Union,

By W. Milyutin, Moscow.

We can now form a judgement concerning the extent inl
the rate of further development ol industrialisation in the ap-
proaching economic year. In this regard, the control figures oi
the State Planning Commission are of great inmerest. On ti
one hand, they permit us to survey the experience of last vau
and to judge whether and in what degree our estimates of las
year concerning the extent and the rate of industrialisation were
correct. On the other hand, they afford us a compuation ior
the next economic year, the first year in which our sconomy m
its totality shows an increase of production as compared with
the pre-war level, and in which the reorganisation of our iech-
nical basis gains predominant significance,

These computations are, however, not final ones and cll
for critical remarks on many points, It suflices to refer to th:
resotution of the Council of People’s Commissaries and of tht
Council for Labour and Defense of September 8th, which con-
tains, besides other suggestions, instructions 1o the State Plan-
ning Coinmission, calculated to lurther augment the allotm:nis
for capital investments and for the promotion of productive
capacity. Nevertheless, on the basis of control figures to hand.
we can arrive at a numper of conclusions respecting the pre-
sent and also the coming period.

Industrialisation consists, in the general sense of this word.
in the modification of the technical basis and of the worging
organisation in the whole of the national economy, throuzh
the transition to big machine production both in industry and
in agriculture. Under the conditions obtaining in the Sovi
Union. industrialisation in the immediate future will find ex-
pression particularly in the augmentation ol the specific gravity
of industry in our national economv (overcoming of the nu_l-
proportion) and in the technical development of industry:
renovation of plant and in the construction oi new works and
tactories.

The concrete data prove that in this sense industrialisation
has achieved indubitable successes. According to the reports of
the State Planning Commission, the accretion of the quantiti:
ot agricultural and industrial products placed on the marke!
appears in percentages as follows (1023:24 equalling 100%):

. 102425 192520 102027
Agricultural production (Excepting
State and co-operative society pro-

duction) . . . . . . . . . . 1172 1303 1300

Production of Census Industry*) . 1733 36,1 2703

It will be ob<erved that the increase in the quantities O
industrial products reaching the market is much more rapid
than that of the quantities of agricultural products brought 1
market. The percentages in regard to the total quantities of
products reaching the rarket have varied as follows:

JOX3M 102425 102506 102020
Agricultural products . 54,7 450 41,7 403
Industrial products 153 55.0 5%.3 507

These ligures show how misleading and inaccurate are the
statement of those who depreciate by every means at their di--
posal the industrialisation process which is being carried out
in our country. It must, of course, be remarked that in thz &>
proaching cconoitic vear the effective demand of the peasantr
will greatly increase in relation to last vear, and will be o
of proportion 1o the yuantities of goods which we shall hiwe

*) Factories with at feast 106 worsers in the case of mach
work and 30 workers in the case ol hand work., £d.
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ready to offer. In the execution of our policy on the home
market we shall have to take this circumstance into serinus
consideration.

Other reports ol interest are those which also give the rate
of augmentation in the number of those employed on the oue
hand, in industry. transport, trade and Luilding, and, on the
other hand, in agriculture. i we take 100 as the figure for the
year 1013, the total of workers engaged in agriculture during
the year 1923;24 is 1023, and in the coming year 1920.27 it
will reach 110,3, making an advance on the year 192324 re-
presenting 87;. The total mumber engaged in industry, transport,
commerce and building figured at 060,9%, as compared with
1013, and in the economic year 102027 will reach 83.3%,
making an increase of 2247, which means a greater rate of
progress than in agriculture; however, the apsolute number of
people employed in this province still remains under the pre-war
level. This is the state of things in relation to the advance in
the specific gravity of industry.

And ‘how is the technical reorganisation proceeding in our
country? Our expenditure last year totalled 750 to 780 million
roubles. It should be remarked that the execution of the im-
provement of plant called for a considerable financial and tech-
nical effort, but, at th2 same time, last vear’s exverience has
proved completely the exactitude of the calculations; and despite
the immense expenditure on plant-improvement work, which, as
we see, reached practically 800 millioa rcubles. on the whole,
we completed our economic year without stoppages or delays.

For the coming vear, the State Planning Commission pro-
pose plant-improvement work to cost &5 million roubles. and
according to the calculations of the Supreme Economic Council
an expenditure of 910 millions will be necessarv. These figures
are arrived at bv means of an analvsis and an exact computation
of the materials on hand and, above all. of the imnortation
possibilities. But, in spite of this, several factors have to be
decided upon and given thorough consideration when this or
that variant is assumed.

In our opinion, the experience gained in the economic year
1925/26 teach us the necessity of leaving to the Presidium of
the Supreme Economic Council a reserve of 25 to 30 million
roubles to permit the Presidium to manozuvre more freely in
executing the campaign of plant-improvement work. In the se-
cond place, special attention must be devoted to the necessity
of the normal course of the new constructive work. The new
constrction work in our country is still of very modest com-
pass, but the reorganisation of our technical capacity will find
proper expression chiefly in fresh construction.

There can be no doubt that the specific gravity of the
means spent on fresh counstruction must grow from year to year
within the total sum of the expenditure on plant improvement.
In this case alone shall we bring new life into our technical
departments.

In this matter a highly important question is involved, viz.,

the quality of our industry and work. Unfortunately, we find
in the book issued by the State Planning Commission no
analysis of the quality of our industrialisation, although this
s a question of vital moment. The sums spent by us on plant
improvement, and, more especially. on fresh plant, must decide
for a number of vears to comte the character of the devclop-
ment of our productive powers. It is not onlv the measure of
our technical capacity that we are changing, it is also its quality,
whereby we shall make use of the latest achievements of inter-
national science. The problem of electrification and the practical
realisation of electrification which was brought forward by
omrade Lenin, is of immense significance from this point of
view. The analvsis of the quality of our plant-improvement work
in all branches of our economy must, therefore, be executed
with especially strict attention.

In the approaching econmomic vear we shall take a very
momentous siep towards industrialisation in carrying out the
instructions decided upon at our last Congress.

How and by whom Wages are Fixed in
the Soviet Union.

By G. Melnitshansky, Moscow.

In the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics a sharp distinction
is made between the functions of managing industry and the
functions of organisinng and defending the interests of the
workers and employees in industry.

The former function is in the hands of the National Economic
Authorities of the Trust and Industry Maragements and the
latter function in the hands of the workers’ orgamisations and
the trade unions.

As, therefore; two bodies exists, both of them concerned
with questions of wages and conditions of labour, all questions
of this kind are settled by mutudl agreement. These agreements
usually take the form of collective contracts of definite duration
— six months or a year — and are sanctioned by law.

The existing necessity for agreement betwcen these two
parties on any and every question, leads to the possibility of
differences of opinion whereby occasionally an agreement cannot
be arrivead at.

For the solution of such difficulties. there exists in this
country the institute ol the “Arbitration Chamber” and “Arbi-
tration Court”, which is subjoined to the courts of the Pecople’s
Commissariat for Labour.

In case of differences of opinion between a trade-union and
an economic organ, the two parties pass the matter in dispute
over to the Arbitration Chamber, the task of which body is to
try to bring the two parties to an amicable settiement. The Ar-
bitration Chamber cannot pass binding judgements.

When the Arbitration Chamber, too, fails to move the two
parties to an agreement and the question is still unsettled, a
Court of Arbitration is convoked. '?he court of arbitration con-
sists of an equal number of persons chosen by each of the two
parties and a chairman or chief arbitrator elected by these
persons.

According to the law of our country, the judgement of a
court of arbitration is final and is binding upon both parties.
Our legislation also provides for other cases which occasionally
occur. when the two parties cannot come to agreement concer-
ning the candidature for chairmanship or post of chief arbi-
trator. In this case. on application form one of the two parties,
the People’s Commissariat for Labour, or its provincial organ,
is obliged to intervene in the conflict and itself elect a chairman
to act as chief arbitrator. Experience has shown that the dis-
puting parties usually endeavour to pass the individual cases
direct over to the courts of arbitration in order to avoid appro-
aghing the Settlement Chambers, with which sonie delay might
be entailed.

This system is in use throughhout industry in general as
well as in individual branches of production for fixing general
rates of wages as well as conditions of labour.

Within industry itself there is, however, a special commission
made up of equal numbers of representatives of industrial mana-
gements and of the trade unions (factory councils), namely, the
“Standardisation and Conflict Commission”, which supervises the
carrying out of the collective agreements and decides upon the
individual questions of wages and conditions of labour arising
out of the application of the collective contracts. It deals with
the disputes in connection with the establishing of standards, the
regulation of qualifications, delay in the payment of wages, etc.
Decision is given on the basis of mutual agreement and the issue
is valid, provided it does not conilict with the code of law
regarding Labour.

Great signiticance is attached bv us to the riegotiations of
the trade unions with the representatives of the ecoinomic organs
in relation to the conclusion of collective agreement, as well as
to the collective dgreement itsell.

In accordance with our working regulations. the executive
of the trade union has to prepare. long before the commencement
of the negotiations with the economic organs, the drait of the
collective agreement, or, in case an agreement already exists.
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the draft of the new proposals as well as the modifications which
are to be laid before the economic organs.

This draft is sent to the factory councils. who must discuss
the fresh proposals and then pass the draft over for discussion
by the delegates’ meeting and also by the genera! meeting of the
workers in the factory or industry. The factory council, the
delegates’ meeting and the general meeting of the workers con-
cerned all have the right to reject the draft after they have
discussed it, to change any particular point in it and to add new
points or otherwise supplement it, efc.

All such supplements and fresh proposals are recorded in
a protocol. which is passed to the executive of the trade union.
It supplements and fresh proposals are received from all the
factories imerested, the executive of the trade.union co-ordinates
the whole of the material and presents it to a special conference
of all the industrial councils ef the factories concerned for dis-
cussion. At the same time it adds i1s own judgement concerning
all the proposals received, a judgement which establishes finally
which demands are to be put before the individual economic
organ for the purpose of altering the old collective agreement.
The demands which are confirmed by the conference of factory
councils then constitute the basis of the weyotiations with the
€conomic organs.

While the negotiations with the economic organs are in
progress. the trade union execuiive must keep the fdctory councils
constantly informed as to the course of the nezotiations and their
prospects.

Wages and conditions of labour in private enterprises are
regulated in {he same way as are those of the State enterprises,
i. e. a collective agreement is concluded on the basis of mutual
agreement, whereby appeal is made to the Arbitration Chamber
or to arbifrators, if necessity arise. In regard to private employers
however, the People’'s Commissariat tor Labour has not the
right to nominate a chiel arbitrator. 1f the private employer
cannot or will not comte to an agreenient with the trade union
then recourse is had to the strike weapen as & mieans of struggle.

IN THE INTERNATIONAL

The Situation in the Communist Party
of Germany
By P. R. Dietrich (Berlin).

The “Death Crisis” in the C. P. of Germanv.

The Communist Purty of Germany is once again the object
of the special attention o the Social-Damocratic and bourgeois
press. Almost every day the “Vorwians” publishes in lofy
articles the “evidence™ it has in its hands regarding the “serious
crisis” in which the C.P.G.,, according to the opinion of its
wncinies, is involved. The bourgeois press at home and abroad
eacerly seizes on these “revelations” of the “Vorwiirts” in order
10 create confusion among the international working class.

It s not the first time that the Social Demoratic and bour-
veots press, both at home and abroad, has announced the com-
plete collapse of the C.1P. (. But the hostile press has alwavs
proved to bhe a very bad prophet, for from such “ciisis™ the
Pariy has slways emergad inwardly sirengthened.

[n the present discussion, in the centre of which stands
the guestion of socialist construction in the Soviet Unioa, the
whole Party has gained immensely in 1deological clarity In this
Arsenssion. which bas been carried on the broadest basis, in
e factory and stieet nuclel, it has become evident that the
averwhelming majority of the Party mcembership is more and
more learning o uaderstand the difiicoit problems of the vic-
wrious  revolittion, of the Dictatorship of the proletariat. of
roctalist construcnon and know to wuard aganst all degencera-
dons, nooonter whether they apeear inan altra-left or op-
vortnist guise. The overwhelming majority of the Party stands
trndvoand unshakeabds by the leading Party of the world or-
camestion eretted by Tenin. of the Conunonist International, —
dre Commumist Parny of the Soviet Unijono and is prepared. in
s ounoroken front, o repel all attacks of the oren and concealed
Coemves of the P S UL and with them ot the Soviet Union.

The Opposition “Block”.

The ultra-left Opposition, against which the C.P.G., parti-
cularly since the VI. Enlarged Executive, has conducted an in-
cessant ideological struggle, has in the course of the discussion
split up into a number of groups, some of which have already
sunk into comiplete insignificance. In the course of this discussion
the Party had to expel from its ranks some leaders of this
Opposition, after these leaders had not only advocated views
that were no longer compatible with the principles of the Com-
munist International, but in addition deliberately and openly set
out to split and destroy the Communist Party and allied them-
selves against the Party with the very worst enemies uf the
revolutionary Labour Movement. For such elements there could
no longer be any place in a Communist Party. These *“leaders”
are now endeavouring to bring together the various groups and
grouplets which stand in opposition to the Communist Inter-
national, the C.P.S. U. and the C.P.G. lor a general attack
upon the C.P.G. There is no doubt that there is verv little
distinction to be drawn between the various groupings so far
as their anti-Bolshevism is concerned. In their eiferts to destroy
the unity of the Communist Party, and thereby to shatter the
strongest bulwark which the revolutionary working class of
Germany possesses, they are all united. The only difference bet-
ween them is that while Korsch and Schwarz, who stand on
the extreme leit wing ol the ultra-Lefts, openly announce their
intentions, Maslow and Ruth Fischer, who have now been joined
by Weber, use more diplomatic language, but in practice seek
o achieve by means of their agents who are still in the Party,
that for which Korsch and Schwarz are working tor openly.
The best proof of the co-operation of Korsch, Maslow. Fischer.
Weber, Urbans is their commion action, “the declaration of the
7007, which the Social Democratic press makes such a fuss
about and which geliberately aims at splitting the Party.

What the “opposition block” really is can be seen from
the following: Schwarz, who has been ‘expelled from the Party
along with Korsch, and is already openly intriguing with the
“anti-parliamentarv”  and  anti-socialist K. A.P. (Communist
Labour Party) and is also working hand in glove with Katz, who
sought to obtain a post from the municipal authorities ol
Hanover, represents the wost Lell wing of the opposition
Schwarz, this “anti-parliamentarian” who, in spite of the urgings
of his comrades. cannot be induced to give up his seat in par-
llament, accuses his former comrade in arms. Korsch, of frea-
chery. of being a political careerist, because he hias allied
himself with Maslow and Ruth Fischer. Korsch, on the other
hand, defends his position, which is becoming continually
weaker, in the group of the “decided Left” by declaring that it
is not he. Korsch. who has gone over to Maslow and Ruth
Ficcher., but vice versa. that Maslow anj Ruth Fischer have
surrendered to him, becanse in the negotiations over the no-
torious “declaration of the 700" they in manv points acceped
sharper formulations insisted upon by him. Ouor organisation in
the strong working class guarier of Wedding in Berlin, which
was dormerly a stronghoid of Ruth Fischer-Maslow, but has
repudiated  the Tatter, stilt shows sympathy for the Russian
opposition. In the meantime a rift has made its appearance i
this groun. Webzr, the former leader of the Wedding opposition.
has joined forces with Maslow and Ruth Fischer, and thereby
alsa with Korsch,

Weber has been deserted bv the followers of the “Wedding
Opposition” in the No. 6 administrative district of Berlin, in
the Leipzig organisation and in a local group in the district
of Lower Savony. Kétter, the leader of this split-cii group. ac-
cuses Weber of apostacy. while Weber declares Kitter to be
a renegade. The attitnde of the various groupings at the last
Conierence of Berlin Delegates was specially characteristic of
the position in the uhira-Leit opposition Bloc. At this Con-
ference every group hrourht forward its own resolution: Weber
dissociated himseli froin Kétter. and Kotter tn turn from Weber
and Urbahns. The “decided-Lelt” Givan brought forward a r¢
solution calling for a sccond revolution in Soviet Russia: a re
solution which draws the logical consequence of the views of the
“decided-teft”.

The “Saviours™ of Leninisin,
Korsch, Masiow, Ruth Fischer and their agents in the

Party, together wiit Schwarz and Katz, proclaim 1t to be I'hei'
chief task to save the world Party of Lenin fron reformism.
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to prevent the laisification of Leninism by the C.P.S.U. and
by the present Central Committee of the C.P.G. They wish
to achieve this end, just as did Paul Levi and others, by
attempting {o set up against Russian, Leninist Commmnunism an
alleged much more revolutionary and more Left wing, German,
West-Curopean Communism. These attempts are not new. Al-
ready in 1920 Lenin attacked this “radical’ sickness, the ideo-
logical bearers cf which at that time were PPlempfert, Pannekoek,
Gorter, whose Party was the Communist Labour Party and in
whose footsteps Ruth Fischer and Maslow are now following.
As is known, at that time this whole tendency collapsed mise-
rably. There has nothing positive remained of it except the
magnificient book of Lenin on “Infantile Sickness of Left Wing
Communism”. In this manner the Communist Labour Party has
been rendered immortal like the insects embedded in amber.
And it is just these insects who are now trying to pose as
saviours of Leninism.

That Maslow would sooner or ater follow the path of the
Communist Labour Party as a transition stage to social demo-
cracy was alreadv shown by his attitude to the reasons which
led Lenin to write his book on “Infantile Sickness of Left
Wing Communism”. In the preface which Maslow wrote to a
new edition of the Lenin broschure, he endeavoured to represent
the ultra-Left errors which Lenin sharply opposed in 1920, as a
reaction against the opportunism of the Conmunist Party of
Germany at that time: whereby Maslow not only distorted the
history of the German Party,” but turned the whole work of
Lenin upside down.

Lenin, already in 1921, on the occasion of the Jena Party
Conference of the German Party, pointed out how dangerous
for the German inovement such people of the type of Maslow
:«I)ul;:l become. In his letter to the Jena Party Conference Lenin

rote:

“The unreasonableness (to put it mildly) of the attitude
of this Maslow was to be seen in Moscow. The Communist
Iarty of Germany ought to have sent this Maslow and two
or threz of his supporters (who did not wish to keep o the
peace agreentent and who get into a very stupid passion) to
North Russia for a few years. We should have been able
to find useful emplyoment for them there. We wonld have
digested them. This would have been of great advautage
for the international and the German movement’.’

A further important document for judging Ruth Fischer
and Maslow’s claim to be saviours of the world Party of Lenin
from reformism is the letter that Comrade Zinoviev wrote to the
Frankiurt Party Congress, at which Maslow and Ruth Fischer
took over the leadership of the German Party. He declared:

“Either the German Left will not repeat the errors which
Brandler made and which led his group to a crash. The malady
of “Leftism” will be cured. A decisive war will be declared on
revolutionary phraseology, on Left “whining” and on Left Wing
“childishness” ... Or the Left Wing leaders will regard the Left
victory only from the aspect of fractional strategy. The Leits
will fall into the same error against which Comrade Lenin always
specially igrewarned: The error of becoming arrogant at a time
of success.” The fractional struggie will continue. The Lefts will
bring out a platform against the united front tactics in general
and will dub as “reformism” and “liquidationism” what really
is the taciics of Comrade Lenin and the entire Comintern...”

. The development of the Party under Masiow and Ruth
Fischer’s leadership led io the second perspective. The policy
of this group not only disturbed the relations of the Party to
the masses, but at tie same time led the Parly 1o a position
hostile to the Comintern. and which has now developed to open
anti-bolshevism in the ultra-Left groups.

As the last document in this connection there should be
mentioned the Open Letter of the Fxecutive which contained a
final warning to these comrades. They would not hear this
warning. They proclaimed the struggle and have proceeded
further along that way which was bound to end outside of the
ranks of the C.DP.G. and into the camp of the enemies of the
world Party of Lenin. And these people, who are deliberately
working to distort Leninism are proclaiming today with great
gestures that their chief task is to rescue the world Party of

enin. Their most eager ally in this struggle is the central organ
of the Party of Noske. Wels and Miiller, the “Vorwirts”. which
on the day of the murder of Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxem:-

burg wrote: “Proletarian, there are many hundreds of dead in
one row. Karl, Rosa, Radek and consorts -- are not among
them, not one of them is there! Proletarian!”

The Political Content of the Opposition.

It would occupy too much space to quole all the political
arguments of the oppositional groupings. It is characteristic thai
the criticism and attacks of the opposition groups are confined
almost exclusively 10 the “Russian question” and the action oi
the C. P. G. against the anti-bolshevist attitude of the oppositiou.
The “declaration of the 700” can be regarded as a summary ol
their arguments against the Comintern, against the C.P. of
Russia and against the C. . G. In this shameful document it is
stated that

“the atmosphere in the Comintern is poisoned”.
The authors of this document thereby place themseives on the
same level as Kautsky who, in his “The International and Soviet
Russia™, said the same thing when he wrote:

“The leadership of the !1I. International sitting in Mos-
cow is only a tool of the Soviet government, and only lives
from the money the latter supplies it; and with the money
it pays out considers itself to be absolute master of the
Communist Parties which are maintained by it.”

The most serious charges are raised against the Bolshevik
Party of the Soviet Union. Korsch, Maslow and' Ruth Fischer
and their agents in the C.P.G., Urbans and Weber. maintain
that the C.P.S.U. is faced with a split. The Majority of the
Bolshevik Party have, “before the eyes of a delighted bour-
geoisie and anvdst the yells of joy of all menshevists in and
outside the Comintern, dragged Comrade Zinoviev through the
gutter and. through the columns of the press of all communist
parties, heapad mud on him?”

But there is befter still to come. This sameful document
states that the Bolshevik Party of the Soviet Union ‘“‘idealises
and paints in glowing colours the socialist construction and
denioralises the working class of the whole world”. Kautsky has
said the same thing only in somewhat different words.

Where this alliunce with Kautsky will lead to is declared
more openly and definitely than by Korsch, Urbahns and Ruth
Fischer by one of their most eager lollowers, Givan, in a reso-
lution which he submitted to the vote of his factory nucleus (but
which was rejected by the nucleus). This resolution openly an-
nounces for the first time the only possible consequences which
can be drawn from the estimate of the Ulira-Leits on the pro-
letarian dictatorship in Soviet Russia. In this resolution the
“Decided Lefts” call upon the Russian proletariat to begin the
severest class struggle, in town and country, against the reactio-
nary Soviet Power. When. as the case is here, the proletarian
dictatorship is regarded as a deceitful cloak for the power of
the kulaks and the N.E.P. bourgcoisie, then there remains
nothing else than the “second revolution” for the overthrow of
the proletarian dictatorship proclaimed by Korsch, Schwarz and
Givan. Everybody knows what forces today are working for
the overthrow of the proletarian dictatorship in Russia, Every
worker in the world knows that the imperialists of all countries
are united in the fight against Soviet Russia. Thus the “De-
cided Leits” and their allies end openly on the side of the im-
perialists of the whole world who are making all military pre-
parations for the violent subjugation of Soviet Russia.

Postponement of the XV. Party Conference
of the C. P. S. U.

Moscow, 2nd October 1020.

According to a decision of the Cemtral Commitiee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, the 15th Party Conference
which was arranged to commence on the (5th October has been
postponed wniil the 25th October.,

e o s o
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_FOR THE UNITY OF THE C. P. §. L.

Our Difficulties and the Opposition.

(Leading artide of the “Pravda”.) .
Moscow, 2nd October 1920.

To day’s leading article in the “Pravda” declares: “Com-
pared with the last few years, the characteristic of the present
period of our development is the speed with which our work
proceeds. The new tasks in relation to the improvement and the
reform of the commodity turn-over and to the inclusion of the
small and smallest peasant economies in socialist channels,
cannot be so quickly performed as the tasks in relation to the
work of reconstruction itself. The new tasks demand persistence
and the exertion of all our forces. We must not allow our-
selves to be dragged forward, we must not permit our work
of socialist re-construction to be damaged by premature leaps.

“Those loud-mouthed elements in our Party who cannot
grasp the fact that a different tempo for our work is now
necessary, if we are not to suffer a collapse, never think about
this peculiarity. We must either perform our gigantic tasks with
the necessary care, slowly but surely and thus strengthen the
proletariat, or we must go with the opposition and attempt to
increase the tempo at the cost of an imumoderate pressure upon
the peasantry and thus go downhill at breakneck speed, drive
a wedge between the proletariat and the peasantry and break the
back of the proletarian dictatorship.

At this moment when we are experiencing a new and bitter
discussion we are going through a very difficult time. It is
the beginning of the new economic year which demands united,
careful and systematic work. On the other side of the frontier
the imperialist enemy is on the watch and openly calculating
upon a disruption in our ranks. In this moment when on account
of the difficulty of the work, every atom of energy counts, the
petty-bourgeois opposition is engaged in underground work
against the unity of the Party and threatens to undermine the
practical work of the Party and the Party itself by a new and
embittered discussion. The Party will not permit this. The
Party is suiticiently strong to expose the opposition and to
prove that it is not assisting in ‘the work of socialist reconstruc-
tion. but that it is hindering it, to prove that the opposition is
not proletarian but petty-bourgeois and that it is serving a
class foreign to the proletariat. Our slogan is “Down with the
shouters!” (Lenin.)

The whole Party warns those who do not or will not under-
stand the peculiarity of the present stage of development ex-
pressed in Lenin’s words. Do not interfere with us in our work!”

Resolution of the Moscow Committee of
the C. P. S. U. on the Recent Fractional
Activity of the Opposition.

Moscow, 4th Octoler 1020,

The Moscow Committec of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union has published the following Resolution on the
recent fractional activity of the opposition:

The Bureau of the Moscow Committee points out that in
recent tunes there have been monstrous facts with regard to the
Partvesphitting policy of the oppositional grouns which have
gathered  reund  bankrupt political leaders. The fact of the
spread  of allegal hiteratare, which is didficult to  distinguish
trom Menshevist literature. of illegal meetings and even illegal
menthership contributions proves that the opposition  leaders
have gone bevond all bounds of permissible methods of fighting.

O the 1t of October an oppositional group, headed by
Copnrade Sapronov, atiempied i a discussion in Podmoskovnaya
o et an atack against e Party decisions: bat the naddens
wnamimonsls repelicd this attempt at a fractional proceedig and
ol nen adie Comrade Saprooov to the meeting, On the same
dun the menbers el the Central Committee, Trotrky, Zinoviev,
Matakov wad Sundga, as weli as Comrades Radek and Sapronov

d ciher comia des ob the abavesmentioned  groap  appeared
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at a factory nucleus and attacked in the fiercest manner the
decisions of the Party. In spite of the presence and of the
aclive participation of all the opposition leaders. they suffered
a crushing defeat at the hands of the workers belonging to
the Party. Their action infringed in the most flagrant manaer
the decision of the Plenum of the C. C. and of the C. C. C.
of the C. P. S. U. regarding the impermissibiiity ot a discussion
and regarding the discipline of the members ot the C. C. Under
the cloak of hypocritical phrases regarding unity, thev openly
showed that their policy is a policy of disruption.

The Bureau ot the Moscow Committee considers the actual
preparation of a split by a handhdl of opposition leaders, as
well as the attempt to undermine the work of the Party, as
a direct crime against the Party. The Bureau cf the Moscow
Committee regards such behaviour as a scorning of the
decisions of the Party, of its Congresses, its Central Committee
and its Central Control Commission. The Bureau, while calling
upon all members of the Moscow organisation to repel ener-
getically the disruptive elements who, in a very difticult period,
are injuring the unity of the Party, requests the Central
Commitiee of the Party to call to order those members of the
C. C. who flout the will of the Party.

The concrete work of the Party, which is particalarly
difficult at the commencement oi the economic year and is
being carried on under conditions of strained international
relations, must not be undermined by a handinl of persons
who believe that their past services and their high position
within the Party permit them to flout the collective will of the
Party. The Party will, without regard to persons. energetically
combat such fractional activity as its leader Lenin taught it.

The Moscow Committee calls upon all Party nuclei to carry
out the Party decisions regarding the impermissibility of a
Party discussion and not to pernmt the opposition leaders to
drive the Party into an opposition fever. The Moscow Committze
believes that the nuclei are bound to follow the example of
the Bolshevist workers of the station Podmoskovnaya and of
the Depot “llytch” who rendered bolshevist resistance to the
malicious violators of Party decisions.

Comrade Stalin Exposes Social Democratic
Forgery.

_ We publish below a felegram which Comrade
Stalin has addressed to the Daily Worker, the organ
ol our brother Party in America.

. “lo the Editorial Board of the Central Organ of the
Workers" Party of America, The Daily Worker.

Dear Comrade Editor,

Kindly insert the following statement in your paper:

On August 14th the New York quasi socialist weekly, the
“New Leader” printed, without indicating the source, falsified con-
cluding remarks from an alleged and falsified version qf a speech
of mine at the Plenum of the C.C. of the C.P.S.U.

I have neither the possibility nor the desire to read all the
inventions of the bourgeois and semi-bourgeois papers concer-
ning the Soviet public men. and would not have paid attention
to this usual falsehood of the capitaiist press and of their under-
lings. However, a month after printing these falsfied rem:nrks._(lw
“New I eader™ sent me a telegram in which it asked me to “affizn
or deny authenticity of severe criticisms of Zinoviev attributed
1o you in American press reports of the proceedings of the
Russian Communist Party Central Commniittee”. Not considering
it possible to enter into correspondence with an organ which
itsell Jorged in a swindling manner “remarks” irom my spee.!
and now has the audacity to ask me with an appearance of it
novence about the genuineness of these “remarks™, T ask you
to allow me to sute through your paper that the report of v
“remarks of Swulin™ published in the “New Leader” of Augudt
14th 1020, has absolutelv nothing in common with my speech
the DPlenum of the C.C. either n contents or in form or in tone
and that this report s thus a most complete and ignoran!
forery. .

' With Communist grectings
). Stalin.
Sevtember 218t
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Resolntion of the Executive Committee of
the Young Communist League of Great
: Britian.

(1) The C. C. of Y. C. L. of G. B. expresses full agreement
with the political decisions and organisational measures of the
Plenary Session of the C. P. S. lf

(2) These decisions are the guarantee of the successiul
carrying through of the historical tasks of the C. P. S. U. viz;
The Building of Socialism in the Soviet Republic, through in-
dustrialisation by means of the closest co-operation belween
workers and peasantry, which alone can ensure the successful
continuation of the Proletarian Dictatorship.

(3) The pre-condition for the carrying out of these tasks
is the iron umity of the A. U. C. P. For this reason those who
attempt to organise secret factions inside the Leninist Partv are
undermining the Proletarian Dictatorship itself. Lenin fought
with all energy against all elements which endeavoured to
organise factions within the Party.

(4) 1t is the immediate duty of all actions of the Comintern
therefore to render the utmost assistance to the C.C.in its fight
against the Opposition which is now demanding the right to
form factions within the Party.

(5) The preservation of the Unity of the Leninist Party is
not only a struggle in the interests of the Russian Party — but
the whole: Comintern. This is especially necessary in view ol
the ille%fal use of the apparatus ol the Comintern by Comrade
Zinovielf for factional purpose, even after he had been yiven
the fullest possible opportunity of advocating his programme
openly in the Party (!,) C. and P. B.

(6) The C. C. of Y. C. L. therefore supports the resolution
of the P. B. of C. P. GG. B. in the matter of Com. Zinovieifs
position, and the request for an immediate summoning of a
special Plenary session to consider the question.

THE YOUTH MOVEMENT

The Reasons for the Decision
of the E. C. Y. C. I. regarding the Case of
Vouyovitch.
Moscow, 27th September 14206.

The Secretariat of the E. C. of the Y. C. L has issued tie
iollowing declaration signed by the secretary of the E. C. com-
rade Chitarov, in the matter of comrade Vouyovitch:

“Immediately after the XIV party congress of the C. I. of
the U.S.S.R. comrade Vouyovitch who flung in his lot with
the opposition at this congress, attempted together with the
riember of the Comintern comrade Guralski to organise frac-
tional activity on an international scale in favour ol the oppo-
sition. These comrades tried chiefly through their position
the Comintern to take up iractional connections with the sections
of the Comintern and to prevent the leading organs of the
European Communist Parties from declaring themselves in favour
of the Central Commiittec ot the C. P. ol the U. S. S. R.

To this end. comrades Guralski and Vouyovitch acting.
without a doubt, upon “a hint trom above” attempted to come
io an understanding with a member of the C. P. of France whom
they wished to send as a fractioinal plenipotentiary to various
western European countries. His route and a telegram code were
arranged. The chosen *plenipotentiary” refused however to have
anything to dc with this fractional conspiracy and gave in-
formation to the Party concerning it. The inquiry which was
instituted corroborated all the statements which this comrade
made. even comrades Guralski and Vouvyovitch were compelled
to admit the truth of the accusations. The Party authorities then
decided to suspend comrade Guralski from his Comintern work
and to reprimand comrade Vouyovitch severely. The extremely
mild treatment of comrade Vouvovitch was based on the assump-
tion that he would not coutinue his fractional activity in the
Comintern, that he would recognise his error and make amends.
his assumption however, proved itseli to be without basis.
Comrade Vouyovitch attampted to carrv on fractional work in

the Y. C. L. against whicih the delegation of the Y. C. L. of the
U. S, S. R. had warned him. The warning was iruitless. Comrade
Vouyovitch proved his fractional opinions by the fact that as
a member of the C. . of the U. S. S. R. and the representative
of the Y. C. 1. in the E. C. C, 1., he refused after a unanimous
decision of the Presidium of the E. C. C. 1. in the matter of
the expulsion of Ruth Fischer and Maslov, to lay this decision
before the Presidium of the Y. C. I. This demonstrative attitude
of comrade Vcuyovitch against the Comintern and his indirect
support of the renegades Fischer and, M-slov are only to be
explained by fractional motives. h

In consequence of these facts and®t Othe July plenum of
the Central Committee and the Centr- _~ ol Commission of
the C.P. of the U.S.S.R. had - p«eemesmmmm;yde Vouyovitch's
fractional activities upon recorc” m of the Y. C. L.

considered it nessary to questis avovitch concerning
his standpoint and concernin ork in the Y. C. L
Comrade Vouyovitch defend etely maintained his
standpoint in a session of tH _ . and declared that he

would also in the future eve at all times propagate
his fractional standpoint. — ==esc———

The E. C. of the Y. C. ] Vienna IX. no objection to the fact
that members are of another ptach from that of the majority,
but it can nevertheless not permit comrades to utilise their
position in the executive to destroy the unity of the Comintern.
Comrade Vouvovitch has however utilised the responsible
position of secretary to the E.C. of the Y.C.I. for fractional
purposes and thus rendered his turther activity in the Y.C.I. im-
possible. The E.C. was therefore compelled to pass a decision
dismissing comrade Vouyovitch from his position as the secrz-
tary of the E. C. and suspending his work in the Y.C.L

THE WHITE TERROR

Against the Bulgarian White Terror!
Moscow, 2nd October 1926.

The E. C. C. I and the E. C. of the Y. C. L. have issued
the following appeal to the working men and women and to
the working class youth of the world:

The blood-stained government of Bulgaria has added another
crime to its account. On the eve of the 12th International Youth
Day hundreds of young workers and peasants were arrested by
the Bulgarian gendarmerie and flung intc prison. This blow
had been prepared by the government a long time ago. lts
aim is to destroy the Young Commnunist League of Bulgaria by
mass arrests and executions. Despite the mediaeval terror how-
ever, the Y. C. L. of Bulgaria has never ceased its struggle for
the emancipation of the enslaved proletarian youth of Bul-
gana.

Comrades! Bulgarian prisons are resounding to the groans
of the tortured victims of the Bulgarian capitalists and landlords.
Hundreds of young workers and peasants are calling to you for
assistance. Hundreds of young workers have only death to expect
unless the workers of the world stay the hand o! the hangman.

Down with the blood-stained ruling class of Bulgaria!

Fight tor the right to organise the Young Comumnunist League
of Bulgaria!

BOOK REVIEWS |

Lenin: “Imperialism, the Last Stage of
Capitalism.” )
(On the Appearance of a New German Edition.)

By Bela Kun.

“Imperialism is the eve of the social revolution of the
proletariat. This has had world-wide coulirmarion since 1017.”

Thus wrote Lenin in July 1920 in his preface to the German

Yy N. Lenin: Der Imperialismus als jlingste Fitappe des
Kapitalismus. New, revised, completed anid co‘rrscwfi edition.
Published by the “Verlag iiir Literatur und Polnik”, Vienna and
Berlin 1026;
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and French edition of his brochure on imperialism. For a long
timz this preface was locked up in the writing-desk of somz
comrade, until at last, after Lenin’s death — some vears after
the manuscript was written —— it was published in the journal
“The Communist International” and has now found its right
piace at the beginniny of the German edition of the book.

This new translation canno: be too warmly welcomad.

At the time when the fight entered on a more prosaic phase,
and also today when_ the buik of party work consists of com-
muvist “detall work'y yemommunist Parties are exposed to two
dangers. The first gment 1> that their broad cutlook should be
lost in “detail wouckg in 1.1t should be lost in narrow-minded
practicism reminis(,dhy turgiormism, the consequence of which
is that the individuseassnt econow e PParty and of the working
class remain discoi performed as o d'sintegraie, and a definite
sation does 1ot bec” jigelf, The neys 1a¢tor, a source of power
for new action wilh:y qur forces. Onary strategic plans of the
Commaunist Party. Thgward, we p2er ts that of another form
of the loss of a broag to be damy Outlook, i. e. the danger
that activity, the achie gloments j; OTganisation of which are
possitle in the present Nerent tempe?e revolution, that the fight
for the maximum obtainsegime present moment might be
paralysed and ousted by revolutionary phrases, and that the
Cranmunist Party should be forced into an attitude of passive
expectation instead of carrying on aciivities for winning over
the mmajo:*v ol the masses wmil a new acute revolutionary
situation arises, ’

A careful study of Lenin’s “lmperialism” is fthe best
safeguard against these two dangers. There is hardly any other
work of Lenin's in which the objective necessity of the social
revolution is more clearly proved and the revolutionary outlook
more ciearly outlined. His teaching on the subject of the im-
possibility of the theories on ultra-imperialism as well as his
teaching regarding the lahour aristocracy, link the subjective
factor of the revolution, the Cormsnunist Party, vith the objective
necessity of the rev-'uiion. Intperialism, which i nothing more
nor less than capiwalism which has changed its structure, a
new stage of capitalism, canitalism developed 10 the wtmost and
already beginning to decay, forms the economic basis of the
theory of revolution and of the strategy of the subjective factor
of the Convmunist Party,

The doctrine of the structural changes within the working
class under imperialism, the doctrine of the segregation of the
aristocracy of labour is precisely that doctrine which we mwst
on no account forget it we would presarve the tactics of the
united froni -- the omly possible and correct tactics for the
Bolshevist party for a long time to come - from becoming
the source ol an erroneous, incorrect conception of the part
which the Party should nlay. This doctrine is the foundation of
the c'eit in Socialism. of the organisztory severance of the
revolutionary  school from  the socialist chauvinist Reformist
school. Whereas Marx and Engels discovered the working class
as the brarer of the develonment towards Sociaiism and associa-
ted Sociatism with class-war, Lenin discovered the stratification
of the workingz class and the significance of this strativication
and carried 1t throuzh consictently in his theory of revolu-
tion. With the aid of the Marxist methed and on the basis of
the doctrings of Marxism he thus created dor the class-war,
which Social Democracy was endeavouring fo transform and
to a certain extent succeeded in transformning into class coila-
boration, aas ideoloyy raised to a suitable scale of development
and parties capable of leadership.

“ft is impossible™. writes Lenin in the above-memtionad
preface, “to advance a single step towards the solution of
the practical tasks of the comumunist novememt and of the

*) In the meantime an English edition of this work of
Lenin's has been published by the Communist Party of Great
Britain and is obtiinable from the Conununist Bookshop, King
Sireet, London W, 2. -
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approaching social revolution without having understood

the economic roots of these phencmena. without having

sufficienaly appreciated their political and sovial significance.

This is the chief reason why this took should be made
accessible to all party members with any degree of training.
and not only to the functionaries. There never was a time as
at the present stage of partial and relative stabilisation whe
it was so necessary to form groups of party mentbers in everv
party nucleus for the careful study of this book which, if read
marked and inwardly digested, will act as a protection agains:
the loss of the revolutionary outlook — a loss which threatea
us in various forms. For this reason it is, in our opinion
imperative thar in overy party nucleus special attention shouwd
be called 10 the publication of the translation of this book.

Support the Striking Hamburg
Dockworkers!

Just before going to press we have received the followin:

apreal of the International Propaganda-Committee of the

ransport Workers addressed to the Seamen and Dockworker:
of all countries:

In Hamburg docks, on the 1st of Oktober, a strike of the
dockworkers broke out owing to the refusal of the employers
to increase their miserable wages. The wages are too low
even {o rermit a worker’s family to continue their miserable
existence.

This strike is also of the greatest importance as a solidarity
strike in support of the English Miners, who have now been
locked out for over five months. Over 30,000 tons of coal were
exported daily trom Hamburg harbour. The strike means a
blow against the English mineowners, strengthens the resisting
power of the English Miners and increases their prospects of
victory.

The relormist leaders of the German Transport Worke'
Federation are ready to come to an understanding with
bourgeoisie against the striking dockworkers.

The seamen and the dockworkers of all countries mue
therefore realise that the victory of the German transport workers
means the victory of the transport workers of all countries, ani!
that their defeat is our defeat.

Boycott the transport and loading of cargoes to Hamburg!

Down with the reconciliation policy towards the bour
geoisie! .

Long
Workers!

Long live the victory of the German Transport Workers!

live international solidarity with the Transport

To our Readers!

The monthly subscription rates for the “Inprecorr” are »
follows:

England 2 sh.

America 50 cents

Germaay 1,50 marks

Austria 2 (Austrian) Schillings
Norway 2 crowns

Sweden 1,50 crowns

Denmark 2 crowns

The subscription rate for other countries is three dollar
(or equivalent in local currency) for six months.

Theose subscriptions include all Special Numbers bes e
the Regular Number.
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