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Leaders in Opposition.*)

All the former oppositional' groupings in the C.P.S. U,
which have at one time or other been defeated, have for the
moment formed themselves into an opposition block under the
leadership of a number of old leaders — Comrades Trotzky,
Zinoviev, Kamenev etc. To a certain extemt as an artillery
preparation for the approaching Party Conference, they under-
‘uok an attack against the Party organisation, app=ared in a
body at the smeetings of nuclei and there attempted to force
a discussion, regardless of the fact that the Parly Conference
and the Central Committee of the Party have emphatically con-

_*) This article, which has just appeared in the German
edition of “The Commnmnist International” No 6, gives a clear
and oconcise presentation ol the essential points of dispute which
to-day form the centre of interest. We desire in publishing this
artide to comtribute to its having the widest possible
publicity. Ed.

demned every attempt to shake the Party by a discussion of
questions which have already been thoroughly discussed and
finally settled by the decissions of the XIV. Party Congress
and of the Plenum of the C.C.

The working masses of ihe Party showed great hostility
towards and repudiated this flagrant violation of Party discipline.
But among a few vacillating groups of intellectuals this be-
haviour of the opposition leaders created a certain amount of
oonfusion. Here and there one could hear voices saying: “How
could it come abowt that the ‘“flower” of the Party intellects,
in fact the majority of the old leaders, are in ojiposition, and
how is it possible that comrades who wish to open the eyes
of the Party with regard to its failings are not allowed to
speak?” The open enemies of the Party, on their part, dis-
played an undisguised walicious joy and triumphantly egu‘k}xmcir
tl}:e backbone of the Party is broken, that is the begmning of
the end.
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The vacillating intellectuals in the C.P.S.U. could be
brought into confusion amd the open enemies of the Party were
able to triumph only because they have little knowledge of the
history of the Bolshevik Party, because they do not grasp the
specific characier of this Party as well as its own fighting con-
ditions and. because they are incapable of taking into account
the development which the Party has undergone.

Already at the very birth ‘'of the Bolshevik Party a fierce
struggle arose over the question of “freedom of criticism”, a
formula behind which there lay concealed the demmnd for free-
dom for fractional groupings within the Party. Lenin wrote
regarding this question in his-book: “What is to be done?”:

“;..The great outcry which we are at present hearing,
‘long live the freedom of criticism!, reminds one very much
of fable of the empty vat.

“We are marching as a small group, holding each other
firmly by the hamds, up steep and precipitous ways. We
are surrounded on all sides by enemies and have to ad-
vance almost continually under their fire. We have united
together according to voluntarily adopted decisions, namely,
to fight against the enemies and not to fali into the near-
lying swamp, the inhabitants of which reproached us right
from the beginning that we have formed ourselves into a
special group and have chosen the way of struggle instead
of the way of reconciliation. Now some of us are begin-
ning to say: Come into this swamp! — If we seek to teach
them better they reply: what backward people you are!
You are not ashamed to deprive us of the liberty to sum-
mon you to a better way! — Very well gentlemen, you
are free to call. even-to go, wherever you wish, even info
a swamp; we even believe that your proper piace is in
the swamp. We are even ready to help you to remove there.
But let go our hands, do not cling to us and do not sully
the great word ‘freedom’, for we are likewise “iree’ o go
where we wish, ifree not only to fight against the swamp,
but also against those who turn back to the swamp!”

In these excellent and remarkable lines Lenin already in
1022 characterised in a striking manner the specific conditions
of the fight of our Party and the inner Party policy arising
therefrom. The Bolshevik Party was the first and only party in
the Socialist International which inimediately placed before it-
self the task of capturing the State power by a revolution to
be carried out under the hegemony of the proletariat. This ex-
pluins the enormous difficulties that it had to overcome, diffi-
cu'ties of which the other parties of the II. International scar-
cely ever dreamed. These parties were marching with even steps
along a smooth way, while the Bolshevik Party had to accomplish
a steep ascent and to make rapid and dangerous turns, which
in the case of wmany party leaders would have brought on at-
tacks of giddiness; and as the Party was surrounded by petty
bourgeois eleinents, it only needed that the leaders should make
1 false step to the right or to the left, or even only to loose
balance for a molient, in order to be plunged into the swamp
ol oprorttimism. Lenin, therefore, demanded from the Party an
iron discipline and combatted in the most ruthless manner the
least vacillations, no matter what past services may have been
tendered the Party by those who displaved such vacillations.

Since the founding ol the Bolshevik Party and right up to
the last day of his life, Comrade Lenin always made very severe
demands on the Party comrades, and he opposed in the most
passionate wanner all vacillations and deviations, even when
these were committed by people who only vesterday occupied the
most prominent position in the Party and even if only yester-
dav they were reckoned among his best fellow-fighters. This
was the reasen for the frequent crises of leadership in the
Bolshevik Partv which the social democratic philistines attri-
bufed to the cantankerous character of Lenin.

When in 1003 it came to a breach between Lenin on the
one side and Plechanov and Mariov on the other side over
the intespreiation of clause 1 of the Part stawtes and the question
cate up tor decision, whether every menber of the Party has
to do active Party work and has to submit to the discipline
of the orgauisation, or whether it be sullicient if he recogiises
the programme of the Party and supports it, greater coniusion
wa. created i Russia in the ranks of the “Iskra” people, the
fiteze Bolsheviki, than that which has avisen at the present time
aung the present day conciliatory Bolsheviki by the dilterences
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between the Central Committee ‘and Comrades Zinoviev, Kamenev
and Trotzky. Comrrade Kchychanovsky wrote in his memoirs
“On Vladimir llitch” regarding this first Party split:

“Only the thought that, in spite of all our dissolved
organisations there were working, beyond of the reach of
political persecution, the brilliant group of six, conmsisting
of Plechanov, Axelrod, Sassulitch, Lenin, Martov and Potres-
sov, sustained us in these most difficult moments. One can
judge onself what a depressing effect there was made upon
us by the mews that the first result of the Party Confzrence
in 1903 was a complete splif of precisely this group of six.”

Comrade Kchychanovsky who had. gone abroad in order to
medljate between the leaders. who had come to loggerheads, said
to Lenin:’ '

“Just see, Comrade Lenin, how the matter is; all, literally
all, are against you, and even those few pazrsons who vote
for you, do so, in my opinion, not so much out of inner
conviction as out of persomal attachmemt to you, As things
are, you are fighting alone against all.”

Comrade Lenin who had stood for the principle of iron
discipline in the Party, in 1903 declared war on all who only
yesierday were the recognised leaders of the Russian social
democracy, who belonged to the “Magnificient group of six”.
In the first moment he stood alone, but only alone among the
intellectuai heads of the Party — the majority of the Party was
with him — and we know that history proved him to be right
and that, behind the dispute over clause 1 of the Party statutes
there was concealed the fight between revolutionary socialism
and reformism. . ) :

Exactly the ssme thing happerned on the occasion of another
turning point — after the defeat of ihe revolution in 1905
When the Tsarist government, by means of the decree of oth
of August on the National Duma, attempted to sidetrack the
movement from the revolutionary course on to the rails of
the monarchist consfitution; when it was a question of chosmg
the next way of development of the revolution, the Bolsheviki
issued the correct slogan of boycotting the Bulygina Duma.
When, in 1907, it became apparent that the situation had changed
and that the revolution had suffered a defeat at the first en-
counter, Comrade Lenin spoke against the boycott of the Duma.
(See. N. Lenin “On the Congress of the IIl. Duma”) The
majority of the Bolsheviki, under the feadership of Bogdanov.
a member of the C. C., who simply followed the law of inertia.
was incapable of understanding the necessity for a changeiof
tactics, for the necessity, under the new conditions, of making
use of the tribune of the National Duma, and Lenin found
himself in the minority at the Bolshevik Comnlerence. But the
Party scon became convinced that Lenin was right. Bogdanov.
on the other hand, took refuge behind “Otsovism” and disre-
garded the will of the Party. What did Comrade Lenin do
in these circumstances? He declared ruthless war on the
“Otsovisis” and their leader Bogdanov” as the “hero of re-
volutionary phrases” and did not allow himseli to be diverted
by the iact that Bogdanov was only recently the most re
markable figure in the Bolshevik Party aiter Lenin, and was
his staunchest fellow-fighter, nor by the fact that a whole number
of Bolshevik leaders were on the side of Bogdanov. Thus we
again have the picture of Lenin with the majority of the
Party on the one side, and the oppositional leaders on the
other side. And on this occasion, also, History declared Lenin
to be right. The Otsovists ended up by forming a block with
the liquidators, with the right wing of the Mensheviki, and,
alter they had become a small disappearing sect of Bogdanov'’s,
vither withdrew irom the aremra or went over openly, like
Alexinski did, into the camp ot the counier-revolution.

\s a result of the further development in the period of
the February and October revolution, the Bolshevik Party had
again 1o overcome severe crises at every sharp turn and ever)
diticult ascent. It suliices to remember what resistance Com-
rude Lenin encountered in the person of Comrade Kamenev
and others when he came foward in the year 1917 with his
celebrated April theses which, as is known, even the “‘Pravda
would not print at irst. We reinember what opposition Len
cncountered on the part of Comrades Zinoviev and Kamenev.
and waat a thorough dressing down he gave “this pair of
comrades” when in October he issued the slogan of seizing
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power. It suflices further to enumerate the jollowing crises:
the opposition of the “Left Communists” at the time of the
Brest-Litovsk Peace. the serious crisis in the Party on the
occasion of the introduction of the New Economic Policy and
during the discussion on the trade unions; further, the crisis
on the occasion of the “shears” and finally, in connection with
the “Lessons of October” of Comrade Trotzky and now, the
last crisis in connection with the new opposition which has
arisen as a result of the retarded pace of the revolution and of
the transition from reconstruction of production to the building
up of new instruments of production.

The task of the transition from the process of reconstruction
to the new technical equiment of production is one of enormious
diffticulty. This transition to real socialist construction can_in
certain respects, only be compared, with the difficuity of seizing
power in October. Both the Party and the working class have
already become wused to the exceedingly rapid 1ate of re-
construction of industry and the rapid increase of wages. Now,
when the foundation capital must be rcnewed by means of
extreme economy, it is necessary .to reckon with a slower
process of growth. Whilst production last year increased by
45%, this year it can only be increased by 14%, while wages
for the moment can only be increased in the backward branches
of production and for the more badly paid categories of workers.
This difficult transition which can extend over a period of from
three to five years, has given rise to lack of faith and pessi-
mism on the part of some leaders who vacillated in October,
and has led to the formation of the Opposition block under the
hegemony of Comrade Trotzky, who never did believe in the
possibility of the victory of Socialism in one country.

To those comrades who are familiar with the history of the
Bolshevik Party and the crisis of. the Party leadership there
is nothing new in the fact that a struggle has broken out Le:-
ween the Central Committee and certain comrades who only
recently were recognised Party leaders; and this constitutes no
reason in itself for any anxify for the fate of the Party. The
social democratic parties never experience such severe crisss
for the very simple reason that they do not have to overcome
any great obstacles in their way, nor 10 make any dangerous
and difficult ascents. As a matter of fact the basis of their
tactics consists not .in the revolutionary struggie, but in capi-
tulation to the bourgeoisie, in opportunist adaption to any and
every baseness. The situation is quite otherwise with the
Bolshevik Party which is scaling the heavens, which has to con-
duct a desperate fight against a whole world of enemies armed
to the teeth. In this struggle it is inevitable that some leaders
in critical momments, are seized with attacks of giddiness.

In particular there must not be anything unexpected or
susprisiag for the Party in the fact that Comrades Zinoviev,
Kamenev and Trotzky, who only recently stood at the hazd
of the Party, are mow in Opposition. Comrade Lenin taught
the Party to study very attentively /the career of every single
member of the Party, and in particular the career of those who
occupy responsible positions. The Party, however, is acquainted
with the career of the above-mentioned comrades. We know
what hesitation Comrades Zinoviev and Kamenev displaved in
the October days, how they — to use a word employed by
Camrade Trotzky — proved “abortive” at the moment of seizing
power. We must, therefore not be surprised that they have again
relapsed into doubt and despondency, and that they conceal
this despondency and doubt behind a Leit revolutionary phrise
at a moment when the Party has immediately taken up the ex-
fremely difiicalt task of constructing Socialism in a country
surrounded by capitalist powers and at a time of the refarda-
tion of tite progress of the world revolution. When Comrade
Trotzky, in his “Lessons of October”, magnified the former
errors of Comrade Kamenev and Zinoviev into a whole menshe-
vist deviation, he was wrong. He was even more wrong when
he tried to impute these errors to the whole of the Central Com-
mittee of the Party. But as every Party member knows. these
errors were actially committed, and could have fatal results
if they bad not, in good time, encountered the energetic resistance
of Comrade Lenin and the majority ot the Central Comimitice
as well as of the Party standing behind him.

The same thing can be said, on the other hand, of Com-

rade Trotzky.
revolution” and the underestimation of the role of the peasantry
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We know that Trotzky’s theory of “permanent’

cennected with [t would have resulted in the most serious defeat
for the proletariat, if they had met with response. We know that
Commde Trotzky has not up to this day abandoned this theory
which is contrary to Leninism, and we kncw further that Com-
rade Trotzky, who, contrary to Comrades Kamenev and Zinovie .
in the mements of the strongest revolutionary upheaval is always
at the top of his form and has not proved “abortive”, vice versa,
at the time of decline of the revolutionary wave, slides down to
opportunism. This was the case zafter the defeat of the 1993
revolufion, when he opposed the revolutionary slogans cf the
Bolsheviki with his own — the “petition campaign” and the
slogan of the fight for the right of combination — whilst later,
as organiser of the “August Block”, he came forward with the
liguidators. This was also the case after the ending of the civil
war, when he, first on the occasion of the “shears” and then of
“the threat of being drained by the big peasamts (kulaks),
created a panic. We know, finally, that Comrade Trotzky, who
always went with the masses during their spontaneous upheaval,

_never knit himself closely with the Party, and constantly under-

estimated the role of the Party, so that in the epoch befween
the first revolution and the Stolipin reaction.he adopted a posi-
tion “between the Parties”, and in receni years inveighed against
the “apparatus men” of the Parly, against the strict Party
discipline, and preached the freedom of groupings; that is, he
actually attacked the very foundations of the Bolshevist Party.

The Party knows the exceedingly strong as well as the
exceedingly weak sides of these. leaders; the mere fact that they
have committed great errors in such a complicated and difficult
position in which our Party has to fight at present, would not
have caused the Party to give them the sack. Comrade Lenin
wrote in his book: “Infaniile Sicknesses ot Left Wing Com-
munism”:

“For the policy of the Pariy there applies — under ap-
propriate alterations — ‘that which applies for individual
men. A clever person is noi one who never makes any
mistakes. There are not and never can be such people. A
clever person is rather one, who does not make any great
blunders and who knows how to correct them easlily and
quickly.”

Unfortunately, however, the akove-mentioned comrades
“quickly corrected their mistakes” only as long as they worked,
side by side with Lenin who enjoyed an indisputable authority
in the Party. After Lenin’s death, however, they began to display
their specilic failures and their individualism which is peculiar
fo infellectuals, as well as their self-comceit. On the strength of
their former revolutionary services and their long, immediate
collaboration with Lenin, each of them became convinced that
he is the legal successor of Lenin. They acted according to the
motto: “The Party — I am the Party”, and wanted to accord
it @bsolute poiwer only insofar as the Party complied with their
will. When, however, they found themselves in the minority, they
declared_ war on the Party, threatened to split it began to set
up an illegal fraction within its ranks, and finally combined
info an unprincipled block with all the discontented elements
within the Party who in one way or another had formerly felt
the weight of the fist of the Party. In this it was for them
a matter of indifference how far the various elements of this
block, right up to the most recent past absolutely
differed from each other; and they, even went so far
to include in this Hock Medvedvev and Shiapnikov, n
spite of the latter’s pure menshevist platform. Comrade Kamenev
and Zinoviev, in addition to this, carried their lack of
principle so far that, in order {o be able to conduct a determined
attack against the cenfral bodies. they declared the whole of
their former fight against Trotzkyismi, carried on for years in
the name of Leninism, to have been a misunderstanding.

Of course, the Party will proceed with the most defermined
aund Leninist methods against such “errors”. as they shake the
foundations of the dictatorship of the proietariat.

But what is to be done if these oppositional leaders whe
formlly violated the discipline of the Party, are right at bottom?
ask timorous and sceptically inclined people who lack the ue-
cessary independence of thought and allow themselves fo b»
blinded by illustrous names. W here . they ask — is the tev{ for
ascertaining the truth? Marxism, Lenirism is no mere catechism
which has simply to be learncd by heart; it is a quesiion o a
method which one must woderstand how (o apply. What gun-
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rantee is there that this method is applied by the majority of
the Central Committee, but not by Comrades Trotzky, Kamenev,
Zinoviev, Pjatakov, Radek etc.

In order to dispel the doubts of these Hamlets in the Party
1t is necessary before all to be helpiul to than, to draw a critical
analysis of the views put forward by the representatives of the
Opposition in regard to their fundamental content. This has been
done; the arguments of Comrade Trotzky and also of Comrades
Zinoviev, Kamenev, Sokolnikov and others, have already been
pulled to pieces and refuted. I the Central Committee is at
present against the opening of a discussion with the Opposition,
and if the C.C. has the support of the overwhelming majority
ot the Party, and particularly of the workers in the Party in
this decision, this is due to the fact that discussion in the Party
has already taken place between the Central Committee and
Comrade Trotzky and also Comrades Zinoviev and Kamenev,
which ended with the defeat of the members of the Oppositioa.
Since this discussion nothing new has ocourred, either in the
Party or in the coumtry. The only new fa¢t is that Comrades
Zinoviev and Kamenev, who before the XIV. Party Conference
had lost their belance, have in the meantime sunk a degree
lower, down to Trotzkysm, a fact which enables them, along
with Comrade Trotzky, to apply the tactics of the “united front”
against the Party. It is obvious hat it is not worth while dragging
the Party into a discussion, which would prevent the carrying
out of thre current daily tasks, solely in order to demonstrate
once again that some comrades have pof remained true to their
principles. .

But is seems that the vacillating and doubting elements have
not learnt anything from the Party discussions. They put the
question: Why should I believe Comrades Stalin, Bucharnn,
Rykov etc. more than Commades Troizky, Kamenev, Zinoviev,
Radek and Pjatakov? It is hard to deal with an argument which
is based on faith. But if it comes to the worst, we can reply to
this question: vou have no cause “to believe” in Commades
Trotzky, Zinoviev and their like, because the new Opposition.
which has been listened fo attentively, has received unanimous
condemnation by the Plenum of the Central Committee and of the
Central Control Commission, which contain the best forces ol
our Party; because the new Opposition has been umanimously
condemned by this Plenum consisting of 264 comrades who re-
present the highest embodiment of the entire expzrience of the
Party and of practicai Leninism; because the social composition
ot this highest Party body offers a better guarantee that the
leadership of the Parly is a Leninist leadership than do the
formal talemts of some oppositional leaders, .

Those who judge the leadership of our Party solely from the
brilliancy and the eloquence as well as the degree of iearning of
the Party leaders, are quite ignoramt of the whole revolution
acoonmlished by our Party and the working class in the last
decade. These people underestimate the level of the advance-
guard of the working class which has grown up in revolutionary
strueples and under the socialist reconstruction, and which has
accordingly changed the character of our whole Party leadership.
In 1617 we had 23,000 members in the Party; in 1926 our Party
numbered 592,000 members and 410,000 candidates; in 1017 the
percentage of workers in the Party was 60.2; in 1026 this per-
centage has hardly altered. The workers at present comprise
62,67 of the membership and 51,5% of the candidates. The curve
of the social composition of our Party leadership gives quite
another picture. In 1017, of the 25 members and candidates of
the C.C. 12% were workers: now, on the other hand, in 1926,
of the 104 members and candidates of the C.C. 56.6% are wor-
kers. In the Central Conmtrol Commission the workers comprise
679% of the 266 members. On the average. therefore, the per-
centage of workers in our leading central bodies amounts to
637;. The percentage of the workers in the leading central bodies
has, therefore, increased five-fold since the revolution, while the
percentage of workers in the Party has remained practically un-
chaneed. These figures show in a striking manner how the self-
confidence of our advanced workers has increased and how ra-
pidly the intellectiral leaders in our Party are being rteplaced by
prolefarian leaders. It is true that these 637 of workers in our
leading bodies possess lar less mastery of language and of the
pen than the intellectual teaders of the Party. On the other hand
they possess a vast and many-sided Party experience in regard
1o cvil war and in the sphere of socialist construction. they an
far more closelv connected with the working mnsses, they do not
suffer from imellectual-individmalism and are the best champions
ot Party discipline and of the unity of the Party.

When we bear in mind this rapid growth in the self-confi-
dence of the advanced workers and the rapid proletarian par-
meation of our Party leadership conmected with it, then we can
say wrth tirm conviction: Leninism has survived Lenin and will
contimue to survive bim in our Party; the Party has therefore no
reason to fear any opposition or any fractional undernsining of
its basis, even if rumerous, former generally recogmised leaders
-are coming forward as grave diggers of the Party.

We can say this with full certainty because our present Cen-
tral Committee has already miore than once had occasion to prove
‘by deeds that- the leadership of our Party is in reliable hands.
Since Lenin’s death our Party had been repeatedly confronted by
great difficulties; and Comrade Trotzky who sought to play the
role ol saviour of the Party, raised the cry: You stand on the edge
of the abyss! The Central Committee has, in all these cases, put
these panic-mongers in their place, has emphatically rejected their
rapidly concocted plans and lines of march and, with a firm
hand, steered the ship of the Soviet government and of the Party
past the dangerous chiffs. The overwhemling majority of the
Party has perceived this and appreciated it. As a result the new
attack of the Opposition was reduced to nothing by the deter-
mined defence of. the Party. The Opposition calculated on the
‘economic dibficulties and laid their mines against the Central
Committee; they accused the Central Commmittee of conducting
an anti-proletarian policy, put forward demagogic slogans, pro-
misaed the proletariat a rapid increase in wages and an even more
rapid industrialisation of the country by increasing wholesale
prices, by depriving the co-operatives of capital and introducing
new taxes for the peasantry. These recipes which, as a matter
of fact, would have led to higher prices for the working masses,
to a destruction of the stability ‘of the czervonetz and a cleavage
between the proletariat and the peasantry, were hastily, and with
demagogic ‘intentions, concocted in the fraction kitchen. The
‘Opposition however used these recipes as a pretext for demanding
the ,opening of a discussion and to attempt to enforce this upon
the workers’ nuclei. The factory nuclei and the proletarians did
not fall victims to this demagogy, but all replied like one man:
‘we know your aquack remedies and dom’t want to have anything
to do with them Enough of all this fractional talk! We demand
‘the pumishment of the splitters and demand of them that they
submit to discipline and do not disturb us in our work.

That is the way in which the Party which has grown up to
maturity, relegates the refractory leaders to their proper place
and continues ils advance.

L

POLITICS

The Situation in Germany.

By Lenz

The underlying fact which one must bear in mind in order
to undersiand the recent events in German politics, is the essen-
tial improvement in the economic situation of German capita-
fism, the undeniable increase in the power of German capitalism.
It is only necessary io mention a few facts in order fo prove
this. The share-index of the German Statistical Office which a!
the cormencement of the present year stood at about 25, reached
in September the level of 39. The number of bankruptcies, which
at the highest point of the crisis amounted to nearly 2000, had
iallen in Septenther to 467. That we are nol dealing here with
mere outward signs of prosperily partly determined by spect
lative factors, but with a real growth of German capital
shown, apart from the growing number of loans and issues
placed on the home market. by the sums deposited in saving
banks, which have increased irom 1.6 milliard marks in 192
to 2,6 milliard marks in August 1926, :

The increase of production, it is true, is mostly confincd
at present to heavy industry, which is doing good business
supplying blackleg coal to England. The output of anthrac.t”
coal which in 1013 amownted t0 a monthly average vi
11,750,000 tons, reached in July 1926 the record figures ¢
13 million tons (in April 1920 ten millions). The productici
of Taw iron in September 1926 which amounted to 880.000 for
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has not, it is true, reached the 1913 level of 910,000 tons, but
nevertheless is far higher than the crisis figure of 668,000 tons
in April 1926, The number of trucks loaded on the German
railways, which in 1913 amounted to 135,000 for the whole of
pre-war Geriwany, and during the crisis in January 1926 -decli-
ned to 101,800, has already exceeded the pre-war amount with
139,900 in September 1926, the Ruhr coal areas alone showing
an increase of 5200.

Although the passing favourable conditions resulting from
the absence of English production comribute in no small measure
to the general improvement in conditions, it must not be for-
gotten that this improvement is undoubtedly due, in part, to the

success of ratiomalisation for the bourgeoisie. For the last

statistics of foreign tradz for September 1920 there is to be seen
that a favourable balance, it is true only amounting to 13 mil-
lions, was achieved by the increase in the exports of finished
goods, although there was also a considerable increase in the
imports of raw materials and semi-manufactured products. This
change in the conditions of foreign trade shows that the German
bourgeoisie is not only taking advantage of the temporary pro-
sperity, but is reckoning on its continmance and its extension
to other branches of industry (textile industry).

This growth in the economic power of German capital en-
counters those barriers represented by the political and economic
dependence of Germany, the growing burdens of the Dawes Plan,
the interest on foreign loans, the lack of colonies and surplus
profits by export of capital, and the prevention of exports by
the fariff policies of the competing countries. This last question
is of particular importance because, hand in hand with :he
growing productive capacity, there is proceeding a shrinkage
of the German home market. It is true the number of unem-
ployed in receipt of benefit has shrunk frcim 2 million in January
1926 to 1,400,000 in September 1926, but as the number of un-
emploved workers who are deprived of benefit is continually
growing and that with the commencement of Winter agriculture
and building work will cease, it can be assumed that there will
be mass unemployment amounting at least to 2 million. In addi-
tion to this there is the fact that, owing to the taxation policy
which artificially promotes the accitrulation of capital by re-
lieving the big owners and placing heavier burdens on small
incomes, the purchasing power of the peasants and of the middle
classes in the towns will likewise be greatly reduced. In addi-
tion to this the cest of living, even according to the officiat
index, has increased from 139,6 in April to 1425 in August
1926. The increasing wealth of the German beurgeoisie is accom-
ranied by the growing imitoveristirent of the working masses.

These are the inner contradictions of the capitalist develop-
memt in Germany which compel the German bourgeoisie {0
conduct a ruthless, adventurous, imperialist foreign policy in
order to create markets for the increased production and to
mprove the trade and payment balance by obtaining raw
materials from its own colonial areas. The dependence of Ger-
man capital upon American and English finance capital and the
nilitary weakness of Germany compel the German bourgeoisie
to manoeuvre cautiously, to look round for suprort from more
powerful allies, to take advantage of the differences between the
imperialist powers and to avoid acute conflicts with powerful

opponents.

That is the kasis of Stresemann's policy of understanding
which Germany has conducted at Geneva and Thoiry. Thanks
to England’s patronage, Gerwany has been accepted into the
League of Nations and has been grantzd a seat in the Counci!
of ‘the League. But Germany has scarcely been accented inmto
the select society of imperialist rotbers, when she is attempting,
by a close co-operation with France, {0 free herseif from depen-
dence unon Fngland and to weaken England’s leadershin in
the League of Nations. The economic basis of the political
understanding between Germany and France is the Continental
Iron Cartel that has corz about under the lead of German
heavy industry. The evacuation of the occupied area is to be
obtained by pledging railway bonds to the amount of perhaps
one million marks for the purpose of stabilising the Franc at
the cost of Germany.

These combinations are not yet accomplished facts. The
businass deal of Thoiry requires the sanction of the U.S. A,
which has not yet been given. England, who for the time being
has secured ar ally in fascist Italy, will certainly do her utmost

to prevent the formation of a continental block directed against
herself. She still has as a trump in her hand, the possibility
of granting derritorial and economic concessions in Eastern
Europe in the event of Anglo-German co-operation against the
Soviet Union, and has probably already played this trump at
the weeting of German and English industrialists in Romsey
which came about on the initiative of the British governmeat.

"As regards home politics the growing power of German
capital is to be seen in the firm position oi the bourgeois
government, which is under the leadership of the German
People’s Party, the Party of German industrial capital. The
Party Conference of the German People’s Party which took
place in Cologne at the beginning of October, showed that this
Party, and its leader Stresemann, is the master of the inner-
political situation. The cry of longing of the German nationalists
who have abandoned their opposition to the League of Nations’
policy and have, in numerous demonstrations, proclaimed their
readiness to enter the government without conditions, was
accepted with cool reserve. While the German Federation of
Industry, at its meeting in Dresden through the mouth of
Silverberg, the Coal magnate, made a formal offer of coalition
to the Socialist Party of Germany, Stresemann contented him-
self with the statement that the S. P. G. would be allowed to
take part in the government if it did not relapse “into the ideas

of the class struggle”. ) .

In Prussia, on the other hand, the German People’s Party
directed all its efiorts fo entering again the Coalition govern-
ment, at the head of which stands the social democrat Braun.
The S. P. G. is doing all it can in order to comply with this
wish. The Minister of the Interior, Severing, who is disliked
by the Right Parties, had to resign and the Prussian govern-
ment concluded with the Hohenzollern that shameful bargaino
according to which the late Emperor and his family receive
380,000 acres of land, 20 millions in hard cash, a dozen castles,
and furniture and articles of value of every kind amounting at
least to 240 million marks. This little present to the Hohen-
zollern can have no other object on the part of the S. P. G.
than to secure the existence of the Prussian coalition and to
prepare the way for the coalition on a national scale.

It is noteworthy that this gift of millions to the Hohen-
zollern, which was accompanied by the granting of the castle
of Homburg as a residence for the ex-Kaiser, occurs at a time
when the bourgeoisie is repeatedly acknowledging the republican
jorm of State. Not only have the German Federation of Indu-
stry and the Party Conierence of the German People’s Party
solemnly pronounced in favour of the Republican form of State,
but we find even in the papers of the extreme Right Parties
declarations against puichist attempts, against a restoration of

the monarchy.

This acknowledgement of the Republic proceeds parallel
with increased efforts to remder the State more reactionary in
its form, which efforts have the obvious object of securing
the bourgeois rule still further and to deprive the proletariat
of all political rights. The democratic Minister of the Interior,
Kiilz, is preparing instructions for carrying out the exceptional
article 48. under which a miitary State of siege can be pro-
claimed. In addition to this there is a law which, under the
hypocritical pretext of defending the youth from “dirty and de-
praved” literature, places the press under a reactionary cemnsor-
ship. Contrary to the custom prevailing hitherto, a new press
law will forbid members of parliament to register as responsible
editors of newspapers, in order thereby to render possible
the persecution of communist editors. A new law empowers lhe
police agents fo supervise meetings and delivers functionaries
of the labour movement into the hands of the police by
compelling them to inform the police beforehand of the holding
of such meetings. The frequent prohibition of demonstrations

- and mectings, the firing by the police on unemployed workers

in Breslaw and upon demonstrating workers in Berlin, the

" continued ferrorist sentences of the courts against commuiist

workers — these are all indications of the same reactionary
course by which it is intended {o secure the political basis of
the ruthless profiteering of the capitalist rationalisation.

On the other hand there are to be seen the first signs

of an increasing revolutionising of the working masses. The
strike of the Hamburg dockworkers was a determined defensive
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struggle, under communist leadership, against the bourgeoisie,
the forces of the State and the reformist trade union bureau-
cracy. The Congress of workers which is convened for the
3rd, 4th and 5th of December in Berlin, will show that broad
masses have already grasped the necessity of a united struggie
against the bourgeoisie. The shameful (reachery practised by
the Social Democratic Party of Germiany in the Prussian Diet
by their approval of the Hohenzollern robbery, in defiance of
the movement for the expropriation ol the ex-princes, has re-
sulted in a broad and deep oppositional movement among the
social democratic working class. The Berlin factory and trade
union functionaries of the S. P. G., in a unanimously adopted
resolution, demanded from the S. P. G. fraction a deter-
anined figint against the Hohenzollern compromise. The same
demand was raised by the functionaries in Frankfurt on Main.
In Bochum the functionaries passed a vote of no-confidence.
In a number ol Berlin districts the workers refused to conduct
the recruiting week for the S. . G. In Stettin there have been
wholesale withdrawals from the Reichsbanner. In Hamburg the
S. P. G. distributed printed appeals calling on the workers
1o refrain from leaving the Party.

The S. P. G. leadership is obviously determined to follow
the line ol the imperialist policy of the bourgeoisie. The pre-
~ondition for such an imperialist policy is the splitting of
the working class into a small upper strata of workers
emploved in the factories and betler paid than the average, on
the one hand, and the great mass oi the unemployed and the
most brutally exploited workers on the other hand. It is the
1ask of the C. P. of Germany to prevent such a splitting of
the working class and to thwart the plans of the bour-
geoisie and of the S. P. G.

Signs of Crisis in Italian Fascism.
By Ercoli (Rome)

The introduction of the death penalty in kaly is an act
of fear which is determined by the constant succession of attempts
on Mussolini’s life. In the course of nine months, three attempts
have been made io assassinate the “Duce”. The first attemipt has
not yvet bzen explained and there still exists some doubt as
to whether it was not a case of provoration. On the second
and third occasions, Mussolini had an extremely narrow escape.
Since the attempts are beginning to {ollow one another in such
regular succession, i is diflicult to say that any one of them
will be the last. On the contrary, we may assume with con-
siderable certainty, that the first three attempts will be followad
by others. Anyone who knowns what Fasoisni in ltaly has been
and what it has on its conscience, will easily understand the
grounds for this certainty. Fascism has sown so much abhorrence
and hatred that it is quite natural if “avengers” arise from
ihe masses of the enibittered people. Italian people anyhow
tand to act individually. The introduction of the death penalty
is thus a kind of “legal Terror” with the purpose of couater-
acting this danger. It is however extremely doubdtiul whether
these measures will have the desired eficet.

Afier the third attempt on his lif:, Mussolini spoke for
the first time, in an address to the Black-Shirts, on dangers
threatening the Fascist regime. Never before had he made
use of such words. Always, and especially after the aitempts
on his life, he had made a point ol proclanning loudly that the
regime  was  “secure’, “tirmy  established”,  “most firmnly
established”, “indestructible” etc. As a matter ol fact however,
there are to-day unmistakable signs {hat the situation, not only
in Maly in general but also in lascism, is becoming more and
fore acwte.

Since Fascism came into power, Lut especially in the last
two years, it has carried on a policy exclusively in the interest
of a block which financial capital, the great industrialists and
the agrarians have forined round Fascism. The policy of Fascism
has been not onlv a policy of class but a policy in the service
of the most gready and parasitic strata of the bourgenisie. The
consequenge b this policy secmred al first to be a developmeat
of production. Capital, dreed irom all fetters, threw itself into
‘ndustrial undertakings, hoping to achicve profits far beyoud the
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usual rate. The investment of capital increased in an extra-
ordinary measure.

It was however only a case of declusive bloom and of a
purely external growth. As a matter of fact, both were to a
cerfain extent a consequence ol the projgressive depreciation of
the currency and moreover, if they were to be effective, de-
manded large markets. The home marke! of Italy howe:er
has been brought to the brink of ruin by the action of Fascism
itseli — which, in order to stabilise State finances and to achieve
a redistribution of wealth in favour of the plutocratic groups,
has brought distress on the middle classes and thrust the poorer
classes into a condition of despair by giving the industrialists
a free hand to reduce wages and lengthen the hours of work.
Foreign nrarkets on the other hand, have yet to be won by Italy.

The chief branches of industry are faced by a crisis. It is
anticipated that within a few months enormous masses of
workers will be turned on to the streets. Bankruptcies are muiti-
plying at a catastrophic rate. The process of expropriating
the middle classes for the benefit of the plutocracy is continuing
systemmatically. The masses of the people are cosmpelied to
restrict their consumption more and more and have to eat black
bread as in war time. What is left of the reconstruction which
Fascism has tried to effect?

Two things remain: on the one hand the system of tlackmail
and intimidation which was introduced in order to suppress
all freedom of movement among the working class and, on
the other hand, the phrases and plans of imperialist expansion.
Both of these are indispensable to Fascism.

A matter of absolule necessity is the enslavement of the
working class and the pezasants bv suppressing class oigam-
sations, by prohibiting strikes, by abolishing the indepzndence
of the Municipalities, the freedom of the Press, the right of
assembly etc. Nothing but the enslavement of the working class
enables the large industrialists and the large agrarians to de-
velop their policy of stabilisation. But this is not all pro-
ceeding smoothly. The pressure which is exercised on the
masses, calls jorth a reaction from them, a verv perceptible
trend towards the Left. For the moment there is certainly no
immediate prospect of movements on a large gcale, but never-
theless the outiook for Fascism is anything but pro:mising.

A second necessitv is that of making use of pompous
nationalist phraseology and of proclaiming great plans of ex-
pansion. lmperialistic bragging is a necessity which has Dbeen
forced on Fascism by its pelty bourgeois origin and by the
precarious situation in which it finds itself at present. Whilst
carrying on activities which are entirely for the benefit of the
large bourgeoisie, it must keep the social strata from which it
originated, attached to itself by doping them with high-sounding
phrases. How long will the nationalist intoxication be able to
prevent the paity bourgeoisie resisting a policy which deprives
it at the same time of comfort and of the illusion of power?

This brings us to one of the most delicate questions, the
crisis in the Fascist party itself, a crisis which continues -
exorably in spite of Mussolini’s efforts. Fascism, having made 1t
impossible for any Opposition group to express itseM. and
having made itself the only political organisation in the conmntry.
is now experiencing the revival of opposition within its own
hosom. On the one side is the large bourgeoisie, on .the other
the petty bourgeoisie. On the one side are the Fascist bands
in the service of the agrarians and the plutocracy, on the other
side are the old Fascist programime and the old Fascist group»
with their old Fascist tendencies. On the one side are the -
dustrialists and on the other side the sc-called corporations of
workers. On the one side is a group of bankers, on the other
side the grc = of their opponents.

The crisis has developed so far that within the Fascist part)
itseli all svstem of democracv has had to be abelished. Even in
its local bodies, the party is directtd bv funciionaries who are
nominated by the Government. Th> meetings o members have
been deprived of all right of action. The crisis however 15
assaming  serious Jorms. At the tine of the last attempt ou
Mussolini's life, the two branches of Fascism came to an armed
conflict with one another in Triesle, which lasted for two whoie
days and made it necessary to proclaim martial law. In Rome.
the I_—’ascnst bands ol the 4opposi§|0n made an attack on the
premises of the police administration,

These are in briel outling, somz of the factnrs in the lalian
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situation, which undoubtedly prompted Mussolini tfo announce
that the Fascist regime is threatened by dangers. Has Mussolini
any plan for removing these dangers? There can be no doubt
that he has one, and this plan is being carried out. It consists
in embittzred intensification of the regime of terror, of oppres-
sion. of the systematic application of force against the masses
in order to prevent them taking decisive action for the purpose
of altering the situation. The re-introduction of capital punish-
ment is part of this plan. It characterises the terror which is
assuming legal forms.

The proletariat and the peasants of Italy are becoming more
and nrore convinced of the lact that the death penalty must be
executed on the Fascist regime and that they have received a
call to execute it. Tne vanguard of the working class, the Com-
munist party of Italy, is steeled and strong enough fo pursue its
path relentlessly, even in the face of the new threats.

The Elections to the District and Municipal
Councils in Sw-den.
By N. N. (Stockholm).

The elections of members to the Districts Councils in Sweden
have now been concluded. The fask of the District Councils con-
sists in discussing and deciding the special affairs of the districis
and to form the electoral bodies for the elections to the First
Chamber of Parliament. The elections are held every four years.
Only those are entitled to vote who have reached -the age of
27. years: for other elections the age is 23 years. In addition
fo the fact that those between 24 and 27 are thus deprived of their
votes, there is a further disenfranchisement of the working class
owing to the existence of a large number of unemploved, so
that the numbder of elactors is again considerably reduced.
Thus the district elections do not offer any indication of the
political influence of the Communists. :

Since the preceding District elections which took place in
1922, the Communist Party has passed through the crisis which
arose as a result of Hoeglund and his followers going over
to the social democracy. As a result of this crisis the Communist
Party suffered heavily throughout the whole countrv. But in
no place were the Hoeglund people successful in taking over
with them the whole organisation {o the social democracy. In
some places, however, the organisations were destroyed, a
%_,'r;ter or smaller number of the members going with Hoeglund.

*districts in Norbotten were the least aifected by this crisis,
while Central Sweden was the most severely hit. In addition to
this, there were the ruthless attacks to which.our Party was
exposed on the part of our opponents, and not the least of the
social democracy. The social democracy believed that they had
completely - annihilated our Party.

The Party is now able to record that the confidence of the
mass of the electors in it is as great as it was in the year 1922
The prophecies of this social democrats and of the bourgeoisie
as to the annihilation of the Communist movement have not
been fufilled. In a number of Districts our Party polled a con-
siderably greater number of votes. That is particularly the case
in Norbotten, where the increase amounts to 80%, in the Stock-
bolm district with an increase of 75%, and in the Districts of
Kalmar, Goteborg, Bohus and Jimtland, where the Party did not
iake part in the elections in 1922, In other Districts there
are losszs to record. This is due to the fact that in these
districts we were mnot able to rebuild the organisations
which were destroyed during the Hoeglund crisis. The result
of the elections proves that at any rate there is evervwhere a
sound basis for Communism.

At this year’s elections our Party polled 37,726 votes —
there were a great number of constituencies where we did not
rut forward candidates — against 37,701 in the year 1922 We
obtined 14 seats. Apart from this there were some additional
hundred votes cast for the Communist lists, but as an election
pact had been concluded with the social democrats, according
to non-official returns a number of the Comnmumist votes are
reckoned along with the social democratic votes.

The social democrats polled 461,026 votes and obtained 444
seats, the bourgeois 1 eft nolled 200,817 votes and obiainad 181 seats,
the Peasant Party 171,635 votes and 163 seats, while the Right
Parties polled 324346 votes and obtained 324 scats. Only half
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of the electorate went to the poll. Of those who took part in
the elections 3% voted for the Communists, 38,5% for the social
democrats, 17% for the bourgeois Left, 145% Ilor theé Peasant
Party and 27% for the Right Parties.

The anomalous election system has worked greatly fo the
disadvantage of the Ccjimunists with regard to the distribution
of seats. According to the number of votes polled we ought o
have had 34 seats, that is 20 less than we actually received.

In 5 districts out of a total of 24 in the whole country the
Communist Party did not put forward its own lists ol candi-
dates. In 13 districts the Party only took part in the elections
in a number of constituencies. ’
© The Party is strongest in the disirict of Norbotten where
we received 7,628 votes, or 20,47, representing an increase of
3.340 votes. This is followed by the districts of Géoleburg with
4,720 votes, Wirmland with 4,350, Kopperberg with 4,211, Stock-
holm with 3554 ond Westerporriand with 3,421,

The municipal elections which took place at the same time,
provide a better picture of the strength of the Communist Party
in the country. In a number of municipalities no elections were
held, with the result that the picture is not corplete. In some
municipalities we can even record nmagnificient progress. In two
ntunicipalities in Norbotten the Communists obtained the majo-
rity, in some we are stronger than or equally as strong as the
social democrats, and in many municipalities the Communists
have obtained considerable minorities or are able o turn the
scale between the social delrocrats and the bourgeoisie. Accor-
ding to the returns to date the Communists have obtained 419
seats on 109 municipal councils. As the returns are not yet
complete it is not possible to give exact figures as to the total
of the votes polled by our Party.

It is- the task of our Party between now and the year 1928,
when the elections to the Second Chamber will be held, to con-
tinue its organisatory work. The impression that is gaimed from
the municipal elections is that the Communist movement enjoys
sympathy among the workers, but that a great number of our
organisations were nct ablz to make the best use of this

symipathy.

CHINA |

The Defeat of Sun Chuan Fang and its
Results.
By Tang Shin She.

Sun Chuan Fang, the last hope of the imperialists, who at
the end of September wished to undertake an attack from
Kiukiang upon Wuchang in order to wunite there with the re-
mainder of the troops of Wu Pei Fu, and who at the same time
planned an attack from Fukien upon Swatow for the punpose
of establishing contact with the bandits of Chen Shui Minge, who
have repealedly attempted to create disturbances among the po-
pulation, has sustained a decisive defeat. His plans aimed at
finally crushing the victorious Canton Army and the Kuo Min
Government, But before he was able to commence his attacks.
one of his Generals in South Fukien deserted him, whilst in
Central Fukien various Generals who up to then had formed the
so-called People’s Troops, united under the flag of the Kuo-
mintang in order to fight along with the Canton Government
against the Gevernor of Fukien, a supporter of Sun Chuan Fang.
In addition to this, a fleet at Amoy, which as a matter of fact
has for long had contact with the Canton Government.
adopted a very indefinite attitude towards Sun Chuan Fang. As
a result of all this nothing came of the offensive in Fukien. On
the contrary, Sun was otliged to take up a defensive position
On the Kiukiang front, where Sun ChuanFang had gone per-
sonally, things turnmed out no less disagreeably. The rest of
Wau Pei Fu’s troops, after being beseiged in Wuchang for a
month, were forced to surrender; all the officers were taken
prisoner. The Kuomintang forces who thus had their hands free.
were thereupon able to proceed to Kiukiang and have surrounded
the town. But that is not all. In Chekiang, from whence Sun
Chuan Fang was able to dominate the five provinces, the civil
governor with 20,000 soldiers is opposing Sun Chuan Fang and.
according to the latest newspaper reports. has allied himself with
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the Canton army and has already occupied a great stretch of
the Nignpo-Shanghai railway line, Shanghai is therefore now
in danger. In this situation it seems certain that still more sup-
porters of Sun Chuan Fang in other provinces will desert him,
the more s0 as a section of them have for long been discontentad
with him. A further danger for Sun Chuan Fang consists in the
fact that Chang Tsung Chang, the governor of Shamtung, whom
Sun continually intended to atftack, will sow make use of the
opportunity in order to umdertake an attack against the latter ir
his capital, Nanking. Nothing can save Sun Chuan Fang from
this more than embarrassing situation than flight abroad.

Wu Pei Fu, after his flight from Haukow, prooeeded ta the
North along the Hankow—Peking line. Arrived in Homan his
troops there — consisting of what was originally the 2nd People’
Army — are mutinying against him. Under the command of
General Fang Tsung Chu who is occupying a large area in South
Honan, they went over again fo the People’s Army. As a result
it became impossible for Wu Pei Fu to remain in Sinyang (South
Honan); he was compelled to flee to Chanchow (North Homan).
North of Honan he has completely lost his position; his troops
have been driven out from Chili to North Honan and in Peking
Chang TsoLin caused all Wu PeiFu’s troops to be disbanded.
In the meantime Wu Pei Fu himself has grown considerably
wiser. When Chang TsoLin recently offered him his help, he
flatly refused it, because he knew that what Chang TsoLin really
desired was to crush him completely. As a measure of help
he only asked to be supplied with war material and demanded
of Chang TsoLin that he should proceed with his fleet irom
Tsingtao and Chingwangtao to Cantom in onder to destroy the
headquarters of the Reds. In view of the fact that Tsingtao is
a great distance from Canton and that the fleet is a very small
one, it would be impossible to carry out such a plan. of which
fact WuPei Fu is of course quite aware, Chang TsoLin, in
return, gave WuPei Fu the good advice to attack the People’s
Army in Shemsi. A portion of WuPei Fu’s army have been in
Shensi for several months and are endeavouring to capture the
capital of this province, Sianfu, from the rest of the troops of
the 2nd and 3rd People’s Armies. Vain endeavour! Already at
the end of August a part of the Pople’s Army marched into
North Shensi while another portion, proceeding through Kansu
via Pingliang, has arrived in Central Shensi. This bars Wu Pei
Fu's way to the West. There is only one way out left to him:
to proceed to Kiangsu and join SunChuanFang; and Chang
Tsung Chang, the governor of Shantung, can easily prevent him
doing even this.

gefore the civil governor of Chekiang renounced his al-
legiance fo SunChuan Fang, the followers of WuPei Fu had
striven for the consolidation of the Chili Party. One pronosal
put forward was to make SunChuanFang the leader of the
Chili Party in place of WuPei Fu; another was to set up Tsao
Kun as leader. A third proposal was to the effect that a hig
Pei Yang Party should be created, i. e. that the Chili, the Anfu
and the Mukden partv should bz combined into one. A jinal
proposal aimed at the founding of a Shantung Party, i. e., co-
orzration between Sum Chuan Fang, Chang Tsung Chang and Chin
Yun Ngo. The two last plans mainly emanate from Chin Yun Ngo,
a powerful under-General of WuPei Fu. They chiefly reprosent
th> interests of Chang Tso Lin, As a matter of fact — apart from
the higher leaders — the troops of ChinYunNgo are to be
counted to the People’s armies, because they originally belongad
to the 2nd and 3rd Kuo Min Armies. It is quite certain to-day
that the formation of a Shantung or a great Pei Yang Party
is impossible, for the brother of Chin Yun Ngo, a former Prime
Minister, has eagerly worked for this, but w'htout success. It
is becoming more and more probahle that the Chin Yun Ngo
troops will go over to the People’s Army; some seclions of
them are revolting almost every day. The whole 2nd and 3rd
Kuomintang armies which were formerly dissolved, are dis-
plaving a tendencv to unite again,

What is the Pei Yang Partv? It is an old Chinese military
cique which was founded by the monarchist President Yuan She
Kai. During the lifetime of Yuan She Kai it served all the impe-
rickists, Atter his death in 1016 it split info two sections: into
the Anfu Party, inclining to Japan, and into the Chili Party,
inlining to England. This Pei Yang Party is chiefly responsible
for all the undesirable conditions in China after the revolution
of 1011: the civil war, the suppression of the working muassos,
the indescriboble sufferings of the porulation. Ow'ng to the
drfeat of the two chief leaders, Tuan SheSui and Wu Pei Fu,

the Pei Yang Party has been liquidated. In China to-day there
is only one choice: either to join the Mukden clique cousisting
of robbers and bandits, the hirelings of Japan., or to support
}he Canton or People’s Armies who are fighting for the revo-
ution.

How will the situation develop between Chang Tso Lin’s
clique and the revolutionary armies? As far as can be seen at
present it seems probable that the latter will soon be masters
of the whole of China. The Canton government will before long
remove its headquarters to Central China as a Central Kuomin-
tang government. It is: Chang Tso Lin's intention to leave Man-
churia and, with the aid of the remmants of the Pei Yang Party
and on the basis of the National Assembly planned by Tuan
She Sui, get himsell “elected” President of Chinta. The chief
editor of the Canton “Ming Kuo I Pao” (Central Organ of the
Kuomintang), Professor Chen Shi Ssui, wrote a leading artice
on this question on the 23rd September in which,he stated:

“After the annihilation of Wu Pei Fu there are only two
forces left aver: Chang Tso Lin in the North and the Kuo-
mintang government in the South. We could only recognise
Chang Tso Lin under the following conditions:

1. If he complied with the demands of the population,
peace could be immediately brougit about between the
Northern and Southern forces.

2. During this time of peace economic comstruction must
begin in both camps and law and order maintained.

3. Chang Tso Ling must pledge himself not to do any-
thing that would injure the interests of the Kuomintang.”

It is the object of these conditions to prevent Chang Tso Ling
giving aid to WuPei Fu, and to give the revolutionary govern-
ment the possibility of establishing itself in the newly captured
districts and to undertake constructive work there. Japan, which
is aiming at the partition of China, would not be disindined
towands such a plan, and therefore Chang TsoLin has no ob-
jections to raise.

Such a breathing space would save the Chang TsoLin dique
and the Japanese imperialists in China. The financial crisis
the inflation fever in Manchuria have asswned thz: most serioes
forms and have become almost unbearable. Such a crisis — there
are over half a milliard uncovered paper notes in circulation —
oould not, of course, be solved by just shooting a few bankers.
For Japan there exists not only the danger of its lackey, Chang
Tso Lin, being annihilated, bt what is still worse, of suffering
an enormouse loss of capital. Japan has invested a mrilliard yen
in Manchuria. When Chang TsoLin caused various bankers fo
be executed, the entire bourgeois press umanimously called upon
the government to warn Chang TsoLin and to demand of him
that he cease military actions and renounce the policy of Peking.
The fact that the Kuomintang wishes to have its rule rzcognised
over the whole of North China accords with the desires of
Chang Tso Lin. There is therelore every prospect of this idea
being carried out. Ching TsoLin recently declared his new pro-
granime to be “Love of the People and love of native country!
This means that he is adopting a policy of reconciliation, probably
in order to becomie presidcnt. Nevgriheless this is a wiser policy
than his former one of opposition to the Reds.

| FOR THE UNITY OF THE C. P. S. U.

Decisions of the Joint Plenum of the
Central Committee and the Central Control

" Commission of the C.P. S. U.
Moscow, October 24, 1926.

On the 23rd Oclober there was held a meeting of the Com-
bined Plenum of the Central Commitiece and of the Central
gontrol Commission of the Communist Party of the Soviet

nmoii.

I'he Plenuin confirmed in the main points the theses of
Comrade Rykov on the “Economic Situation and the Tasks of
the Party” which have been approved by the Polburean of the
C. C., the theses of Comrade Tomsky on the “Results of the
Work and the future Tasks of the Trade Unions” and decided
to submit thesc theses to the XV. Party Conference. The Plenum
conlirmed the agenda of the XV. Party Conference which has
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already beeri published in the press and supplemented it by the
question of the Opposition and the inner-Party situation and
appointed Coimrade Stalin to speak on this question.

After acceptance of the reports ol Comrade Molotov of the
Polbureau of the C. C. and of Comrade Yaroslavsky of the
C. C. C. on the inner-Party situation in connection with the
fractional activity and the violation of Party discipline on the
part of a number of members of the C. C., the Plenum adopted
the following decision:

1. The Plenum of the C. C. and of the C. C. C, in view
of the violation of Party discipline by the members of the C. C.
Comrades Trotzky, Zinoviev, Kamenev, Pjatakov, Jewdokimov,
Sokolnikov and Smilga and by the candidate for the C. C., the
woman Comrade Nikolajeva, censures all these comrades and
points out to them the impermissibility of such behaviour on
the part of members of a leading Party organ.

2. As Comrade Zinoviev does not- represent the line of the
C. P. S. U. in the Communist International and, as a result of his

leading fractional activity in the Comintern, has lost the con-

fidence of a number of Comminist Parties (C. P. of Germany,
C. P. of Great Britain, C. P. of France, and the Workers’ Party
of Amerika), the Central Commitiee and the Central Control
Commission consider it to be impossible for Comrade Zinoviev

to continue work in the Comintern.
3. In view of the leading fractional activity of Comrades

Trotzky and Kamenev after the July Plenum of the C. C. and of
the C. C. C., the Plenum of the C. C. and the C. C. C. resolves
to remove Comrade Trotzky from ihis ition as member of
the Political Bureau of the C. C. and Comrade Kamenev from
his position as candidate of the Political Bureau of the C.C.

On the decision of the Plenum the first candidate of the
C. C, Comrade Oracholashvili was apointed member of the
C. C. in place of the late Comrade Dzershinsky.

The Politbureau of the C. C. of the C.P.

S. U. on the Declaration of the Opposition.
Mosocow, 20th October 1926.

The session of the Politburean of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union which accepted the
already « published declaration of the opposition, passed the fol-
lowing resolution before accepting the final text of the declaration:

“The politbureau points out to the comrades of the opposi-
tion that to-day’s decision of the politbureau ratifying the correc-
tions of comrades Bucharin and Molotov to the latest text of
the opposition is not binding (or as comrade Trotzky expresses
it, is no command of the Central Committee) for the oppositional
comrades who have signed the declaration. It is for these com-
rades themselves to decide whether this or that correction ratified
by the nolitbureau to their declaration s acceptable or not.”

Resolution of the Moscow Party Committee

on the Declaration of the Opposition.
* Moscow, 20th October 1926.

The plenum of the Moscow Party Committee after hearing a
report upon the internal Party situation adopted a resolution
stressing the fact that the retreat of the opposition was caused
by the powerful unity of the whole Party. The resolution which
points out that the opposition has not abandoned its ideology
says: “Not merely the organisational, but also the ideological
unity upon the basis of Leninism is mecessary for our Party.
The organisational unity can only be unshakeable if it is based
upon a firm ideological umity. For this reason the Plemum con-
siders it necessary to comtinue the persistent work for the en-
lightenment of the Party members concerning the ideological
nature of the opposition amd its opinions.”

The Plemmm calls upon all Party mentbers to do everything
in fheir power to expose the unbolshevik nature of the pro-
gramme set up by the onposition, a programme which it has
not vet abandoned. It is the task of the Party to liquidate com-
pletely the antibolshevist vacillations caused in the Party by the
opposition. The plenum declares itself in agreement with the

decisions of the Central Committee which aim at the preservation
and consolidation of the unity of the Party and recommends the
Central Committee to take the necessary organisational measures
against the members of the Central Committee who have violated
Party discipline in order to ensure in the future for a con-
tinued Fruitful activity for the Central Committee the Party the
country and the international working class movement.

The Victory of the Party.

Leading article of the “Pravda”.
Moscow, October 20th, 1926,

The communiqué of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and the declaration signed by the
leaders of the opposition must be regarded as important histori-
cal documents.

Both of these documents of October 16th have an extremely
great political significance. Their significance consists ‘n the fac!
that they are evidence of the complete victory of the party over
the united opposition. They show the complete and obwious poli-
tical defeat of the opposition, a defeat recognised by ife whole
party and by the opposition iiself. The opposition which had
commenced a struggle against the party and against its Leninist
leadership and which attempted {o undermtine the unity of the
Bolshevist ranks, has been defeated. The victory of the party is
all the more important because it was gained not merely over
one single oppositional tendency, but over a block, an organised
alliance of all the oppositional groups and fractions. In 1921 the
anarcho-syndicalist deviation, the so-called “workers opposition”
was «defeated under the leadership of Lenin. It was the tendency
of Shlapnikov and Medvedyev which was then condemned and
which later deteriorated imto pure Menshevism. At the same time
the errors of Comrade Trotzky were condemned. In 1923 and
1924 the party won a victory over Trotzkyism which was cha-
racterised as a petty bourgeois tendency towards a revision of
Leninism. The 14th party congress shatiered and condemned the
“new opposition”, but now a victory has been won over the
oppositional block as a whole. over all the groupings together
which had established a united fromt in the struggle against the
Central Committee_of the party and threatened the latter with
disruption.

The united opposition has been destroyed! The pariy has
won! The unity of the party has been saved! The party remajus
unshakable! Tha whole party rese like one man to defend the
Leninist Central Committee, It surrounded it with an impene-
trable armour and inflicted an ammihilating defeat upon the dis-
ruptive work of the opposition, '

The honours of victory must go completely to the commu-
unist proletarians. They played the decisive role in the struggle
for the unity of the party. Their class instinct erabled them to
perceive the Unbolshevistic character of the opposition. They
grasped immediately whither the fractional work of the oppo-
sition must lead. The communists from the benches were able
without any legendary “pressure of the apparatus”, to repulse the
attack of the opposition. They refused to take up the discussion
forced upon them. The simple voices of the proletarians won a
victory over the parliamentary eloquence of the most prominent
leaders of the opposition. Shame on the disruptors! Do not inter-
rupt us in our work! Hands off the Central Commitiee! These
cries echoed from lactory to factory, from nucleus to nucleus,
from the “Awviopribor” to the “Red Putilov Wo:is”. The opposi-
tion was compelled {o capitulate before the attacks of the Bo!-
shevist workers of Leningrad and Moscow.

The leaders of the opposition have made the historic “de-
claration” of the 16th of Oclober. They made this declaration ab-
solutely of their own free will, without any pressure or “comn-
imand” of the Central Committee. The protocol of the session
of the Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the 16th of

October reads: - ‘
“The Polit Burean points out to the comrades of the
opposition that today’s decision of the Polit Bureau rati-
fying the corrections made by Comrades Bucharin and Mo-
lotov to the text of the declaration of the opposition is no:
bind'ng, or, as Comrade Trotzky expresses if, is po coil-

mand of the Central Commiitee, for the oppositional com-
rades who have signed the declaration. It is for thesz com-
de whether this of that correction

rades themselves to deci
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ratified by the Polit Burcau to their declaratio
table or not.”

n is accep-

The “declaration” is a voluntary confession of the comrades
of the opposition that they have made a number of mistakes.
It rcton’tams a number of undertakings on their part towards the
party.

The opposition had violated decisions of the party, its con-
gresses, its Central Committee and its Central Control Commis-
sion. The opposition now admits violations of party discipline
and undertakes to “subordinate itself unconditionally” o all the
decisions of the party.

The opposition had led a firactional struggle against the
party. The opposition now undertakes to cease ali forms of frac-
tiomal struggle and to liquidate all fractional groupings.

The opposition had compared the Bolshevist 1dth party con-
gress in Moscow with the Stockholm party congress, that is to
say it had directly threatened our ranks with disruption. Now
the opposition had abandoned this analogy with Stockholm and
declared it to be incorrect.

The opposition had adopted as its basis the theory and prac-
tice of the ireedom of iractions and groupings within the party.
It had adopted the slogan “Freedom for all groupings”. Tha op-
position now admits that such theory and practice contradicts
the basic principles of Leninism and undertakes to carry ont the
decisions of the party with regard to the imadmissibility of
fractions.

The .opposition had nuot considered it necessary to draw a
dividing line between itself and the ideas of the renegade Os-
sovsky. The opposition had voted against the expilsion of Os-
sovsky from the party. Now, however, the opposition dissociates
itself frcm the “anti-Leminist” ideas of Ossovsky.

The opposition had defended the Shlapnikov-Medvedyev
group and stood in one block with it. The representative of the
opposition, Comrade Zinoviev, had refused to write a polemic
against the right Menshevik platform of Medvedyev, because he
considered it to be'left”.- New, however, the opposition con-
demms the ideas of Medvedyev and Shlapnikov.

The oprosition had flirted systematically with the ultra-feft
and ultra-right groupings in the Comintern. The petty Fourgeois
social democrats of the Korsch type hid and still hide themselves
kehind its “authority”, in order to carry on their work against
the statf of the world revolution, to carry on a campaign against
the Commumist Party of the Soviet Union and against the Soviet
Union itself irom this cover. Now, however, the opposition for-
swears sclidarity with individuals who have broken with com-
munism and with fractional groupings inside the Comintern. It
now dissociates itself from the ‘eaders of the ultra-left Iractions
which are really opportunisi fractions, led by the expelled mem-
bers of the Comintern, Maslov and Ruth Fischer. The rarty to-
gether with its Central Conunittee accepts with satisfaction a de-
claratton of the opposition according to which it will cease its
fractional work amd in which it admits its mistakes and undertakes
from now on to abandon its unbolshevistic behaviour.

The party will carefully observe that all the undertakings ol
the opposition towards the party are fulfilied. The party expects
that the opposition will honestly keep all its volhuntary promises.
Th~ party will not permit for one moment anv new atterrnts at
a discussion, any new violations of party” discipline. or any new
attenipts to undermine the work of the partv. The opposition is
now aware of the clear and firm will of the whole party.

The party will continue in the future as it has done in the
past, to carry on a merciless ideclogical campaign against the
lasic principles of the opposition which the latier has not yet
al-andoned. The party will preserve the ideclogical Leninist pu-
ritv of its programmie and its tactics like the apple of its eve and
protect its programme against any impurities from the petty
bourgea's Trotzkyvist *‘workers onposition” elements. The most
important task of the party is now as belore to interprete the
basic principles of Lemuism, to carrv them into the masses and
io sharpen our valuable ideological weapons in the struggle
against ety bourgecis oppositional deviations. Our {ask is to
f.ad an ‘deological struggle against the opposition, to commu-
ricate the lessons of October 1026 to the party masses
and at the same time to devote the greatest possible strength to
the daily work for the the building up of socialism in our
cecuntry. i

The party has won! Despite everything it has remained
rnrted, What a how! of jev the enemies of the revolution, the
toreign bankers and capitaiists, the prostitutes of the capitalist
press, set up when they heard ol the “conflicts” inside the C. P.
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of the U.S.S.R.! tHow great was their joy when thev heard
the disruptive threats of the opposition! The only hope, the last
chance of the enemies of the Comumunist International and the
Soviet Union is for an increase of the differences inside the ranks
of the C.P. of the U.3.S.R. In their opinion a growth of the
internal conlfiicts in our party will lead to the undermining of
our unity, to the splitting of our ranks and to the destruction of
the proletarian diciatorship. But their last hope has been shat-
tered. A realisation of the malevolent hopes of all enemies of the
Soviet Union and the proletarian diciatorship wera, however,
not destined to be realised. The party has remained united and
will continue to be united in the future. The powerful Leninist
Commumist Party of the Soviet Union has won its victory be-

cause the Bolshévist workers rallied round it like an army in
defence of its unity!

‘Resolution of the Berlin Functionaries of

the C. P. of Germany on the Declaration
of the Opposition in the C. P. S. U.

At the meeting of 'Party Functionaries of the
Berlin-Brandenburg organisations of the C. P. of
Germany held on the 20th October Iast, the follo-
wing resolution was adopted by 460 votes against
92 with four abstentions.

“This meeting of the responsible Party Workers of the
C. . of Germany in Greater Berlin, welcome with pleasure and
satisfaction the victory of the C. P. of the Soviet Usnion and its
Leninist Central Committee over the umprincipled block of the
oppositional groupings. We particularly congratulate the mem-
bers of the Party nuclei oi the C. P. of the Soviet Union who
unitedly and unanimously repelled the attack, which was In
defiance ol all discipline, upon the unity of the Party. We declare:

1. The capitulation ol the Opposition in only due to the
unshakable Lolshevist firmness of our Russian brother Party
and its leadership. .

2, The declaration of the Opposition not only means their
submission to the discipline of the Party and of the Comintern
but illusrates the complete ideological bankruptcy of the Oppo-
sition leaders, Comrades Zinoviev and Trotzky.

3. The Opposition declares on ithe one hand the decisions of
the XIV. Party Congress of the C. P. S. U. fo be absclutely
binding and their readiness to submit to them and carry 1_h'em
out, while on the other hand they declare that the Opposition
continue 1o stand upon the basis of their former views. We the-
refore welcome the declaration of the Central Committee of the
C. P. S. U. that the ideological struggle against the errors of
principle of the opposition will be continued and all measures
adopted that the minimum attained for securing the Party umity
shall be actually carried out.

4. ltistobeseen trom the Communiqué of the Central Com-
mittee of the C. P. S. U. and also from the Declaration of the
Opposition. that the leadership of the Opposition not only had
fractional relations with Comrades Urbahns and Weber, but also
with the renegades Maslov and Ruth Fisclier who have been
expelled from the Party. We condemn in the sharpest manner
the violation of the discipline of the Communist Werld Party
by the leaders of the Opposition. )
5. In the C. P. of Germany, too, the final guarantee lor
maintaining the unity of the Parfy and safeguarding the revo-
lutionary Partv ‘'work can only be created by completely over-
coming all fractions and groupings. The oppasitional leadership
oi the Urbahns-Scholem-Weber Group is working under the
direct control of Maslov and Ruth Fischer to split the Party
and to undermine its daily struggle by every fractional means.
The meeting calls vpon the Central Commiitee to adopt all
measures to stop the criminal fraction work of this group. in
order that the Pany can devote all its forces, in a united and
unbroken front, to the great fasks of the fight against reforinism
and the dictatorship of carital,

0. We express the firm conviction that the oppositional con-
rades will draw the lessons from the haprenings in our Russian
brother Party. that fractions and groupings are incompatibie
with the nature ol the Communist Party and that every true

Comrmwnist must place above everything else ! onary
character and the unity of the Party.” ¢ be revolutionar)
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The Draft of the Trade Union Theses for

the XV. Party Conference of the C. P. S. U.
Moscow, 22nd October 1926.

The theses of Comrade Tomsky for the XV. Party congress
which have been ratified by the Political Bureau of the Central
Committee of the C.P.S. U. declare that the line of the Central
Council of soviet labour unions with regard to the British miners
strugglé and in its relations to the General Council of the British
‘trades Union Congress was correct.

The theses support the decision of the Central Committee of
the C. P.S. U. to reject the politically damaging and in principle
false proposal of the opposition to disrupt the Anglo-Russian
Committee. As the theses point out, such a proposal would ;tean
to pursue a policy of with-drawing the commwunists from the
trade unions and from the trade union orgams. The communists
are in the minority in the unions, and to call upon them to leave
the unions would be doing the leaders of the General Council
a favour, and would justify indirectly the policy of the orponents
of trade union unity, in particular the leaders of the Amsterdam
Internatiopal. .

The theses declare approval of tho clear and open criticism
of those who beirayed the general strike and declare themszlves
in favour of a continuation of the erergetic assistance for the
fighting British miners. They point out that the lessons of the
general strike and of the offensive of capitalism which is fighting
against the working class to bring about a stabilisation, have
clearly proved the growing class-consciousness of the western
European working class, ifs- increasing disappointment with
the reformist methods of struggle and its growing sympathy

" towards the working class of the Soviet Union and towards the

work of socialist reconstruction in the Soviet Union. At the same
time the reformist leaders are reacting to the leftward swing of
the masses to a still greater degree in the expulsion of revolu-
tionary workers from the trade unions and by introducing more
and more the American lrethods of class-collaboration.

The task of the labour unious of the U.S.S.R. is fo give
the ‘working class abroad all-rcund brotherly assistance in ifs
struggle against the attacks of capitalism. The labour unions of
the U.S.S.R. must increase their assistance and do everything
in their power to free the workers abroad from the influence
of the reformist leaders. :

The theses recommend a contimuation of the activity for the
maintenance of fraternal bonds with the west Furopean working
class through workers delegations to the Soviet Union. They
recommend the Central Council of soviet labour unions to con-
tinue its support of these workers delegations as far as possible.

Finally, the theses appeal to the. communist fraction in the
Central Council of soviet labour ‘unions to strengthen the acti-
vity inside the Red International of Labour Unions. The theses
express approval of the work done up to the present by the
Central Council under the leadership of the Central Coimmrittee
of the C.P. of the Soviet Union in the struggle for the unity
of the. international trade union movement, C

IN THE INTERNATIONAL

The Presidium of the C. I. against Comrade
Zinoviev Remaining at the Head of the
S Comintern. | -

Moscow, October 25th, 1926.

At the Plenur of the C.C. and of the C.C.C. of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union on the 23rd of October, a
delegation of the Executive Committee of the Communist Infer-
national, consisting of representatives of the Communist Parties
of Germany, Czechoslovakia, France, lialy, Great Brifain, the
United States of America, Poland, India, Japam and Finland,
submitted the following declaration on the question of Comrade
Zinoviev remaining at his post in the E.C.C.L: .

“fn 'view of the anti-Leninist line of the Opposition

Block in the C.P.S.U., in view of the leading role which .

Comrade Zinoviev played as chairman of ' the Commiunist
Intermational in the carrying out of this false lime, ip view
of the monstrous disorgapisatory fraction work of the Op-

position Blcck, unprecedented in the history of the Bolshevik

Party, and in view of the extension of this fractional activity

by Conmirade Zinoviev into the ranks of the Commuaist inter-

nationai, the Delegation of the E.C.C.I. at the combined

Plenum of the C.C. and of the C.C.C. of the C.P.S. U,

in accordance with the decisions of the most important sec-

tions of the Comintern, considers it impossible for Coms
rade Zinoviev to continue to remain and to work at the
head of the Comintern.” '

This declaration was unanimously confirmed at today's mee-
ting of the Presidium of the E.C.C.1. and signed by all re-
presentatives of the foreign Communist Parties present. There
lollow the signatures cof the members of the E.C.C.1. and oi
the regresentatives of the Ceinmunist Parties:
"~ Geschke, Remmele, Neumann, Zetkin (Geilmany); Cremet,
Treint (France); Murphy (Greai Britain); Ercoli (Itaiy); Smeral
Zapotocky, Stern (Czechoslovakia); Duncan, Browder, Pepper
(America); Katayama (Japan); Tchai (China); Roy (India):
Begucki, Turjanski (Poland); Sillen (Sweden); Badulescu (Rou-
mania); Ferdi (Turkey): Kuusinnen, Manner (Finland); Anga-
retis, Mitzkievitch (Lithuania);: Anvelt (Esthonia); Codovilla
(Argentina); Gyptner, Mehring, Gorkic (Young Comununist Inter-

national). . . )

THE NINTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE

OCTOBER REVOLUTION

The Peasaht Policy .of the C. P. S. U.
"By Y. Yareslavsky.

One of the most difficult tasks .in constructive Socialism in
the Soviet Union is the building up of Socialisin out in the
country districts. The fact that the Soviet Union is predcminantly
a peasant and petty bourgeois country has caused scue of our
comrades to vacillate in the questions involved in the insurrection
of 1917, with the result that a number of comrades iail 10 grasp
the real relations between proletariat and peasantry, and under-
estimate the peasantry as an ally of the proletariat. The well
known theory of permanent revolution, held by tha Trotzkyists
— Lenin designated this theory “the frightiul Left theory of
permanent - revolution”, had its source in a description of Leit
criticism exercised on the relations between our Party znd the
peasantry. o .

. Comrade Trotzky regarded the peasantry as a counier-revo-
iutionary ally of the proletariat. He held it fo be inevitalle tha:,
“on the day after the Revolution” (Preface to “1095"), “hosiile
contentions” would arise between the proletariat and the “broad
masses of the peasantry”, with whose aid the proletariar came
info power. Whilst at the time of the bourgeois democraiic
upheaval we made it our endeavour to-meutralise ‘that section of
the reasantry which was well disposed towards us, our policy
with respect to the middle peasantry has nevertheless invariab'v
been an effort to form :an alliance with them (Leain). This was
emphiasised by Lenin as early as 11. December 1918, in his
speech at the First National Congress of the village poor comr
mittees. o

" Lenin emphasised that this alliance would be the result
of an understanding. He could see beforehand that the midd'e
peasantry, who “are neither enemies ol the proletariat nor ene-
mies of Socialism”, are naturally irresolute, and will net go
over to Socialism until the necessity of doing so is proved
fo them by a permanent and convincing proof taken from actual
practice. . ‘

How is it possible to demonstrate to the middle prasantry.
that is, the main force of the peasantry, that it is “necessary
to go over to Socialism?

“It need not be said that the middle peasantry are not
to be comvinced by theoretical consideratinis or prepaganda
speeches. We do not- calculate on this. They will be ocon-

: 1d united action of the
vinced by means of the example and 1o ance
working ‘section of the peasaniry. by means G‘fl'tlc‘ . e
between these working peasants and thc jr‘r]‘) C”l"drgim o
calculate upon a slow and grafiual'm'n\er;lho(rn.” e dor-
a series of transilion measures bringing st section of
standing between the proletarian and sOCIZSL S
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the population, between the communists who are cou-
ducting a determined fight against every lorm of capitalism,
and the middle peasantry.”

What are thsse measures to be? The first imeasures must
be that of aid to the middle peasantry. Lenin frequently pointed
out that too little aid has been given in this direction, and that
we should seek to alleviate and improve the conditions of living
of the middle peasantry. Lenin warned the Party especially
against the error of confusing the middle peasantry with the
kulaks (rich peasantry):

“The confusion of the middle peasantry with the kulaks,
the application to the middle peasantry of measures in-
tended to combat the kulaks, signifies not only a violation
of all the decrees issued by the Soviet power, and of the
whole policy of the Soviet power, but a violation of all
those hundamental principles of Communism which indicate
an understanding between the proletariar and the middle
peasantry, during the pzriod of decisive proletarian struggle
for the overthrow of the bourgeoisie, as one of the pre-
requisites for the painless transition to .the abolition of all
exploitation.”

Thus the resolution passed bv our Party with reference
1o our relations to the middle peasantry emrphasises that:

“the middle peasauiry is not to be counted among the
exploiters, for they do not derive profits from the labour
of others. A class of small producers such as these can
lose nothing through Socialism.”

The C. P. of the Soviet Union, in its policy with respect to
the peasantry, has been guided solely by the principles followed
by Lenin in our communist policy. ‘All the measures taken with
regard to the poor peasantry, to the middle peasantry, and to
the kulaks, are based on that estimation of these categories which
was formed by Lenin, and with him by our whole Party. This
does not, hcwever, mean that there has invariably been com-
plete unanimity of opinion in our Party on these questions.

»

As early as the Tenth Party Conference acute dilerences
of opinion arose on the peasant question. At that time we had
1o repulse an attack from the “Left”, from the so-called “workers’
opposition”.

At that time the “workers’ opposition” issued its well-
known manifesto — Comrade A. Kollontay’s pamphlet: “The
Workers’ Opposition” — in which it was asserted that our
‘Party was not pursuing any definite proletarian class line. In
“his pamphlet we read:

“The economic backwardness of Russia, and the fact
that the peasantry predominate, leads to this confusion, and
inevitably induces the practical policy of the Party to deviate
from its straight line of principle and theory. The Party,
at the head of a Soviet State of mixed social composition,
has to calculate, whether it will or not, with the demands
ol the mujik as an economic factor, with his peity bour-
geois prejudices, and .with his aversion to Communism.”

The “Workers' Cppositicn” maintained that the class cha-
racter of our line of action has frequently been distorted by this
alliance batween the proletariat and the peasantry:

“And we in Soviet Russia are forced to comvince our-
s2lves and the whole working class that the petty bour-
geoisie, the philistine class (not to mention the peasantry
of the type of the productive and work-loving middle
neasant), can ali live together excellently under the common
banner of: “All power to the Soviets,” and we forget that
thz interests of the workers inevitably clash, in practical daily
Lie, with the interests of the peasants and small citizens
whose mentality is confused with petty bourgeois psy-
chology, and who “distort and destroy the class character
of Soviet policy” in various ways
Much indignation was recently aroused im our Party by

the publication of an article by a certain Ossovsky. This article
is an openly Menshevist and liquidatory document. Ossovsky
2xpresses the opinion (and 1s. we regret to say, supported by
s:me oi the leaders of the new opposition) that the C.P. of the

Soviet Union is a “protector of the capitalist elaments of our
economics”. :

But this .characterisation of our Party does not emanate
from Ossovsky alone. Ossovsky understands, under the con-
ception “capitalist elements of our economics”, mainly the
peasantry. 1o him the peasant is not a small producer, but a
capitalist employer. This characterisation of our Party as a Party
pursuing a non-proletarian policy has already been made by
the “workers’ opposition”. In the above-mentioned pamphlet by
Comrade A. Kollontay we find the following passage: -

“The definite vlass policy of our Party is being trans-
formed, during the process of identification of the Party
with the State apparatus of the Soviets, more and more
into a policy standing above the various classes, and this
transformation represents nothing more nor less than an
adaption on the part of the leading organs to the multi-
farious and confiicting interests of the multifarious cate-
gories of the population. This adaptation leads unvoidably
fo vacillations, to inconstancy, to deviations, and to errors.
It suffices to mention the zigzag path pursued by our
policy with regard to the peasantry, which has led us
from a course directed to the rural poor to a course
directed towards the work-loving pzasant landowner.

Hawever much this course may demonstrate the poli-
tical comwmon sense and statesmanship of our leading
stratum, the later mmpartial historian, forming an estimate
of our rule, will none the less point out that here we have
already a “dangerous and serious deviation from the class
Iine",’a tendency to “adaptability”, to veering with the
wind.’

The Left critics.in the new opposition accuse dur Party
of a grave deviation in 1926, and allege that this deviation
amourits to a defence of the kulaks. We see that this acousation
is copied from that “irightful workers” opposition” now in-
clining to the liquidatory standpoint. In 1920 and 1921 the
“workers’ opposition” accused Lenin and the Party led by him
of 2 dangerous deviation from the class line in the peasant
question. At that time Comrade Kollontay maintained that the
policy of our Party represented “the results between the interests
of three groups of the population”, and was thus a policy of
opportunism. However, if the C. P. of the Soviet Union is now
accused of slipping into opportunism in the peasant question,

_'we may console ourselves by remembering that Lenin was

accused of the same sin. In this question we are in no
company, whilst our critics often deviate quite openly from
‘Leninism.

What, indeed, were the accusations brought against Lenin
by the “workers’ opposition” in 1920, 1921 and 1922? In a
Speech by Comrade Medvedyev we find the instructions given
by our Party for economic work severely criticised. In the
instructions laid down by the Party we find the following:

“It should be regarded as the most important and un-
avoidable task, incumbent upon all economic organs, to
attain definite success, in the shortest possible space of
time, in the work of supplying the peasantry with a large
quantity of the goods required for the promiotion of agri-
culture and the improvement of the conditions of living
among the working peasantry... This aim must not be
disregarded by any industrial administrative organ what-
ever... The improvement of the position of the workers
must be made subordinate to this aim, to the end that all
workers’ organisations, especially the trade unions, may
be obliged to carry forward the work of restoration in such
a manner that the needs of the peasantry are rapidly and
completely satisfied, as the increased wages and improved
conditions of living among the industrial workers depends
imenediately upon the extent of the suocess attained in stri-
ving towards this goal. And to this goal again the activities
of the Peaple’s Commissariat for Finance must be made
sudordinate.”

In other words, Lenin thus held the maintenance of the al-
liance between the proletariat and the peasantry to e of first
importance. Comrade Lenin wrote that our industry must be
adapted to the needs of the peasant markets, and that the acti-
vities of a great number, if not all, State organs should be
directed to this goal. Lemin was of the opinion that the limits
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of capitalist development under the Nep. should be set by the

needs of the peasantry. At the Eleventh Party Conference he said:

“We are admitting capitalism, but only within the limits
required by the peasantry.”

Tt was precisely this standpoint of Lenin’s which was the

abject of “Left” criticism froin the “workers’ opposition”; and
altl tha:‘ time Lenin was obliged to give the signal: Fire against
the left.
It is not merely a question of a slogan invented by Com-
rade Stalin after the XIV. Party Conference. No, Comrade Stalin
and the whole of our Party observed at the XIV. Party Con-
ference a relapse into those ideas which had already made their
appearance at the X. and XI. Party Conferences. At that time
these false views were voiced by the “workers’ opposition”,
whilst now we hear these accusations against the Leninist C. C,,
and against the Party (in a somewhat more up to date and
abbreviated form) from the mouths of the Trotzkyists, and from
comrades who only recently defended the Leninist line. But
in all essentials both the former and the present criticism re-
presemt attacks on the Lenimist standpoint, on the Lenimist
attitude towards the peasant question, and we react to this criti-
cism as Lenin reacted to it. _

Our Party has also been criticised from the Left by the
“Workers’ Truth” group, an insignificant group of intellectuals
which was formed in our Party in the Autum of 1921 as a result
of that feeling of disappointment which took possession of the

less steadiast elements of our Party after the temporary retreat

involved in the introduction ol the Nep..

It is characteristic that this group, though comprising less
than 20 persons — and few of these functionaries — boasted
of enormous success. Whilst the “workers’ group” gathered
around Myasnikov in 1921/23 made frequent reference to its tens
of thousands of adherents, though in reality, these only numbered
a few dozen, the “Workers’ Truth” group was able to claim
even this lesser number of adherents. What this group has been
may be seen from their declaration addressed to the Polit. Bureau
of the C. C. of the C. P. of the Soviet Union on 1. January 1924,
in which the leaders of this group wrote some “Ditter truths”
about themselves:

“The counter-revolutionary character of this standpoint
is visible with the naked eye. It oozes from everv pore.
Here Leit phraseology conceals not only typically Menshe-
vist opportunism, but dogmatism, dootrinarianism, and
confused lack of thought. It is bad service ' which {he
“Workers’ Truth” renders the labour movememt. It re-
presents the most shameful and dangerous tendency of all,
that of the separation of the Russian C. P. and the Sowviet
power from the working class. This can profit only the
enemies of the revolution.” .

- The “Workers’ Truth” represents a certain definite poli-
tical wviewpoint, an objectionable and Menshevistically

distorted viewpoint.”

Thus the “Workers’ Truth” wrote about itsel, declaring
this to be the unvarnished truth about the “Workers’ Truth”,
and that it must openly acknowledge before the Party these
“truths bitter to itself”. And this Rightest of all Right groups
in the Party, declaring that the Communists in free Soviet
Russia represented the mew bourgeoisie, criticised at that time
our Leninist Party from the Left. This is the destiny of our
“Left” critics. What was the attituwde of this “Left” group to
the peasant question? In the two numbers of the periodical
“Workers’ Truth” which appeared, and in the various appeals
which this group issued, we find no mention of the peasantry.
Only when the question of a pamphlet for the masses was
raised in June 1923, a member of this group suggesied that a
passage be introduced dealing with the poorest peasantry. He
substantiated this proposal by stating that many workers are
connected with the rural districts, and the peasant policy carried
on by the Soviet government neglects the interests of the rural
poor. Thus as early as 1923 we were accused of deviating in
favour of the kulaks,

But at that time the leaders of our policy were Comrades
Zinoviev, Kamenev, Trotzky, etc. And in this question these
comrades had no differences with the Party. Thus the accusa-
tions now broughi against the Bolshevist Party by these com-
rades, the accusations that our party is neglecting the interests
oi the poor poasantry. are copied from the accusations brought

against Lenin by the “workers’ opposition” of 1921, and from
the “Workers’ Truth” of 1923, which raised the same criticism
against the Leninist Party.

It must be obsarved that the “Workers’ Truth” deemed
itself to be even more “Left”. Thus the secretary of this group.
the woman comrade Ivamova (F. Schutzkever) declared at the
above-mentioned session in June 1923 (I quote from the minutes
of the meeting) that she did not consider it necessary to introduce
a passage dealing with our relations to the peasantry. “The
peasantry”, she declared, “is invariably an important factor at
the moment of revolutionary insurrection (Canon fodder)”. Here
we have the arch-Left standpoint in the peasant question.

1t is true that neither the Trotzkyists nor the new opposition
have ever reached such an ulira-idiotic standpoint, such an
extremely deirimenfal standpoint, in the peasant question, nor
will they do so. But we must not forget that the Trotzkyists —
and this has been frequently pointed out by Comrade Lenin,
and also by Comrades Krupskaya, Zinoviev, and Kamenev —
have been characterised by just this underestimation of the
peasantry, this false standpoint with regard to the peasantry.
And since the new opposition is performing an evolution in
the direction of Trotzkyism nearly all along the line, there is
doubtless a danger of its running off the rails in this direction.
It would be superfluous to prove that Lenin would have decidedly
opposed such Left tendencies, and that he would have declared
for the necessity of directing our fire against the Left.

Another extremely characteristic point is the fact that neither
the “Workers Truth” nor the “workers” opposition” furnish
that positive estimate of the co-operatives which we find in
our Party. We know in what esteem Lenin held the co-operatives.
Jn 1923 he wrote a special article on the co-operatives — this
was his swan song — in which he expressed the opinion that
the sole great task yet before us was to bring the population
into the co-operatives. In this aricle Lenin asks:

“Is not the power of the State over all important means
of production, the State power in the hands of the prole-
tariat, the alliance between this proletariat and the many
msillions of small and smallest peasants, the secure leading
role held by this proletariat over the peasantry, etc. — is
this not all that is necessary to make out of the co-opzratives,
out of the co-operatives alone, which’ we have hitherto
treated as petty shopkeeping affairs, and may continue fo
treat thus in certain respects even under our new =economiic
policy, to make out of the co-operatives alone the means of
building up the complete structure of the socialist state of
society? This is not yet the finished structure of the socialist
state of society, but it is everything necesszry and sufficient
for building the structure.” (The emphasis is miue. Y. Y.)

This article of Lenin’s leaves no room for doubt that Lenin
regarded the co-operatives, under the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat, and under the rule of the Soviet state over all the
main means of production, as an adequate meadium for the
building up of a socialist state of society. And this question
— the question of the degree of importance of the co-operatives
in the Soviet states — represents one of the fundamental
questions of our whole peasant policy. We must place on record
that neither the “Workers’ Opposition” nor the “Workers’
Truth” have ever had the slightest conception of the importance
of the co-operatives.

The manner in which the “Workers’ Opposition” regards
this question now, in the autumm of 1926, may be seen from
an article by the leader of this cpposition, Comrade Schlyap-
nikov, published in the last number of the “Boishcevik”, in which
he declares that “even the co-operatives are unable to lend
any substantial aid to the enormous masses of the rural poor”.
Thus the “Workers’ opposition” is still of the opinion that the
co-operatives do not constitute the road to Socialism. In a
statement of the standpoint of the “Workers’ opposition”, con-
tained in the recently published “Letter from Baku" from the
pen of that other leader of the “Workers® Opposition”, Com-
rade Medvedyev, there is not a single word about the co-
operatives, just as there is not a single word about the co-
operatives in the “Workers’ Truth”.

It is especially important to note that the new opposition,
too, is inclined to depreciate the importance of the co-operatives
as a medium towards constructive Socialism, and even to forget
the co-operatives altogether when making importani statements.
This is especially worthy of note in face of 4e fact that the



criticism exprassed Ly this new oprosition consists of an
endeavour to prove that we are sadly lacking in socialist ele-
ments, and of most melancholy descriptions of the triumphal
march of capital through the Soviet Union (in which criticism
they vie with our class enemies),

* . %

It may however be maintained that all this may be very
true with regard to both the “Workers’ Opposition” and the
“Workers’ Truth”, but that at the present time neither the
“Workers’ Orposition” nor the “Workers’ Truth” plays any
part of importance. The “Workers' Opposition” has sunk to
the extremest Right liquidatory standpoint. But we still continue
to accord attention to these groups, for the reason that a
certain analogy — even though it cannot be called a similarity
— Presses itself upon our notice between the “Workers® Cppo-
sition” and the “Workers' Truth” on the one hand, and the
“new opposition” on the other. And for the rest the new o po-
sition comprises toth the “Workers’ Opposition” and certain
tragments of the “Workers’ Truth”.

The “Left” criticism exercised by the new opposition
against the standpoint represented by our Party in the
peasant question s in dtself a revision of Leninism. Com-
rades Zinoviev, Kamenev, and other comrades, revise not
only the standpoint which they themselves have represented
during the last few years, but they revise the standpoint
of Leninism. We oaly need take the question of our relations
to the well-to-do peasantry. The statements of the new opposition
irequently contain accusations against the Party majority,
alleging deviations in favour of the kulak, or insufficient com-
bating of such deviations, But it was Comrade Zinoviev who
on the 24. May 1024, at the XIII. Party Conference of the C. P.
of the Soviet Union stated regarding this question:

“With us there is a lot of talk about the kulak. Care
must however be taken to avoid errors in two directions:
I. In making concessions to the kulak. and 2., in labeiling
as kulaks peasants who are mot kulaks at all. We must
not call every peasant a kulak who is fairly well-to-do and
able to live well. Cur People’s Commissar for Agriculture,
Comrade Smirov, is right in saving that many comrades
swerve from the right line in this.”

Thus Comrade Zinoviev in 1924.

And in January 1926 the whole “new opposition” arms with
the utmost haste against the People’s Commissar for Agriculture,
Comrade Smirov, and accuses him of a deviation in favour of
the kulaks. We mus: direct the attention of the comrades in
our brother Parties to the fact that at the present time Com-
rade A. L. Smirov (member of the C. C.) is being made the
target of the attacks from Comrades Zinoviev, ‘Kamenev, and
the whole “new opposition”, by whom he is alleged to re-
present a kulak deviation.

It is the lack of principle implied in this change of front,
and at the same time the adherence to the principle of falling
away from Leninism, which comprise that danger which has
induced Comrade Stalin o issue the order: Fire against the
Left”!

At that time Comrade Zinoviev declared that we must not
“put pressure on all peasants who are, fiving comiortably and

working their farms properly. There 1s no question whatever
of completely crushing the kulak”.

But in 1926 we are told precisely the contrary, and are
pressed {o “crush the kulak completelv”. And Comrade Stalin
was right in calling attention, at the XIV. Party Conference, to
ihis extremie vacillation and inconstancy in the attitude of such
a leader as Comrade Zinoviev in the peasantry question:

“A faw facts with regard to Comrade Zinoviev’s vacil-
lations in the peasant quostion: In 1921 comrade Zinoviev
recon-mzanded, i the Plenum of the C.C., the policy of the
orgamsation of non-Party peasant fractions in the metro-
polis and in the provincas, with a weekly periodical. This
motion was rejected. Sonte time previously, Comrade Zi-
noviev even boasted of having swerved into a peasant
daviation. At the XII. Party Conlerence, for instance, he
observed:

‘1 am told that I have deviated in the direction of
ihe peasantry, 1 reply: Yes. and not only musi we “deviate”
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in the direction of the peasantry and their economic needs,
but we must bow down and even kneel before the economic
needs of these peasants who march behind our proletariat’

Then, as soon as the peasantry began 1o be more
prosperous, Comrade Zinoviev made a change of froni
began to cast suspicion on the middle peasaniry, and
announced the slogan of newtralisation. Later on he per
formed still another evolution, demanded in all essentials
a revision of the decisions of the X1V. Conference (in the
article entitled “The Philosophy of the Epoch), accused
almost the whole of the Central Comunittee of making 2
peasant deviation, and cominenced a decided attack on the
middle peasantry. Finally, at the time of the le. Pary
Conierence, he again made a change of fromt, turning onx
more 1o the alliance with the middie peasantry. And per-
haps will again boast that he is ready to “bend the knee
belore the peasantry. o )

What guarantee have we that Comrade Zinoviev will
not change front again a few times? ) N

But all this hopping about, comrades, is not politics
(Laughter and applause). This is hysteria, and not politics.
(Voice: hear! hear!)

Comrade Stalin’s speech pointed out a number of facts
characterising the contradictions in the standpoint of the “new
opposition”. On the one hand the representatives of this oppo-
sition accuse us of neglecting the interests of the poor peasantry.
and on the other hand they themselves propose and carry out
measures directed against thé poor peasantry. Comrade Stalin
informed the Party Conference of a fact relating to the attitude
adopted towards the poor peasantry by Comrade Sokolmikov,
an alleged sworn defender of the village poor:

“The People’s Comnrissar for Finances for the Russiin
Soviet Republic, Comrade Milyutin, recently decided to
remit the tax on small peasant farms upon which the tax
due amounted to less than one rouble, the more that the
administrative costs of collecting this tax come to almost
as much as the tax itself. But what dozs Comrade Sokol
nikov, this sworn defender of the pcor peasantry, do it
his capacity of People’s Commissary of Finance for the
Soviet Union? He cancels the decision of Comrade Milyutin.
The result is the receipt of a number of protests from
15 Gouvernement Committees. But comrade Sokolniko:
sticks obstimately 4o his standpoint. It required the pressure
of the C. C. to induce Comrade Sokolnikov to withdraw his
order. And this is what Comrade Sokolnikov calls de-
fending the interests of the poor peasantry.”

We are well acquainted with Lenin’s standpoint on the sub-
ject of the middle peasantry. And yet the “Leningrad Pravda
accused us, during the discussions preceding the XIV. Party
Conference and during the XIV. Party Conference, of standing
for some special “middle peasant Bolshevism”.

li is perfectly clear to the Party that this signifies a de-
Parture from Leninism, and that fire must be opened against such
dodging abowt, such wvacillations, and such mental confusion,
as are evidenced by the mew opposition in the peasant question.
i the criticism of the new opposition comes from the “Leit”,
then it is obvious that the fire of the Party must be directed
against the Leit, for this “Left policy” drives the Party to the
Right, drives the masses of the midle peasantry into the arms
of the kulaks, and separates and repels great masses of the
peasantry from the proletariat.

* 4 ¥

A few words con the decisions of the XIV. Party Cout-
ference. We are now being told that at the XIV. Party Con-
ference we made concessions to the kulaks in the question o
leasing land, and in the question of wage workers. Comrade
Kamenev declared that anvone wo maintains that the lease
facilifations and the employment of wage workers in agri-
cilture are concessions to the middle peasantry, conceals actual
facls and misrepresents matters, since, as a matter of fact the
coucessions have been granted to the kulaks,

At the XIV. Party Conference Comrade Stalin asked the
new opposition why they voted at the tima for the decision
of the XIV. National Conference, if these measure signified con-
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cessions to the kulak. Comrade Kamenev, in his opening speech
of the XIV. National Conderence, if these measures signified’ con-
ment of the productive forces in the village is that general
slogan the application of which is bound to lead to the firmer
establishment of the power of our Union, and of the alliance
between the workers and the peasants”.

“The removal of all obstacles in the way of the de-.
velopment of productive forces in the countryside, the dis-
sppearence of every vestige of war communism from the
village, the abandonment of those administrative methods
inconsistent with the development of the productive forces
of the rural districts, and finally the finding of honest
Soviet functionaries for the village administrative apparatus
— these are the concrete tasks now confronting us, and
waiting to be solved by our Conference.”

Is there one word in all this about our intentions of
making concessions to the kulak? It may be seen from this
quotation that Comrade Kamenev himself; as also the whole
XIV. National Conference, the XIV. Party Congress, and
the whole Party, regarded these measures as “that general
slogan the application of which is bound to lead to the firmer
establishment of the power of our Union, and of the alliance
between the workers and peasants”.

But this is not all. In his concluding speech Comrade
Kamenev declared:

“It would be an error to heal the process now going
on in the country by those means which have been designated
at this "Conference, it is true by only one speaker, as
kindling class warfare 2mong the peasantry.”

What is this but fire against the Left? At the XIV. National
Conference the representatives of the nsw opposition even
supported all such measures as those permitting the lease of
land, and the Conference decided that:

“our economic policy demands that econcmic inter-
course should be developed to the utmost in every branch
of economics, both in town and country... Thanks to the
more rapid traffic in goods, the speed of accumulation will
increase in every sphere of national economy, accompanied
by an ever greater absolute and relative growth of the so-
cialist elements of economrics.”

Thus comrade Stalin was perfectly right in pointing out
that the assertion which has been made, to the effect that at
the XIV. National Conferencé we made a concession to the
kulak and not to the peasantry, is a slander against the Party,
and an attack on the Nep. ,

* 4 %

Let us now return to that ‘passage in comrade Stalin’s
speech in which he gives us the slogan of: “Fire against the
Left”. It is true that a section of our comrades has under-
estimated the kulak danger. Of this there is no doubt whatever.
No one contends that we should not combat this understimation.
But the line of policy proposed by the new opposition has been
that line involving the arousing of class war among the pea-
santry which was so severely condemmned by Kamenev at the
XIV. National Conference. In October 1925 Comrade Stalin
pointed out that the mew oppnsitional line was dangerous for
the Party, for it led precisely

“io the arousing of class wariare among the peasantry,
and to a return to the policy of war communism, and con-
sequently to civil war with its resultant destruction of the
whole of our constructive work and the abandonment of

Lenin's co-operative plans for combining millions of pea-

sant farms in the system of socialist construction.”

Comrade Stalin further pointed out that the Party is but
little prepared for a struggle against such trends of thought.
There can scarcely be a few dozen comrades in our Party who
are inclined to defend the kulak, and the interests of the kulak.

It is however much more difficult to pursue a correct policy
with reference to the main mass of the peasantry. Thus the
Party was in agreement with Comrade Stalin when he stated that:

“the Party must fight against both deviations, but none
the less concentrate its fire on that deviation which under-

estimates the middle peasantry.”
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~ The far-reaching significance of an underestimation of the
middle peasantry may be seen in the series of exiremely
dangerous proposals made by the opposition.

What are the aims of the present action of the opposition?
The nsw opposition is pushing an extreme “Left” plan of
super-industrialisation into the foreground, but this plan
ignores the economic possibilities of our country, and involves
such a pressure upon the peasantry that its execution would
involve the ufter destruction of our peasant policy. The new
cpposition demands higher prices for industrial products, Such
a rise in prices would inevitably increase the discontent of many
millions of peasants entirely dependent on agriculture for their
living. The peasants would be forced to raise the price of agri-
cuttural products. This would again inevitably react in the first
place on the workers’ wages, and wou!d force us to raise these
wages higher than it is actually possible for us to do. This
would lead to remewed disparity between the prices of agri-
cuitural and industrial products, and to the dissolution of the
alliance between the proletariat and the peasantry. These are
proposals involving the greatest of all dangers, the danger of
destroying our whole policy. Thus the slogan of “Fire against
the Left” means the maintenance of the alliance between the
proletariat and the main mass of the peasantry.

We have seen that an extreme “Left” opposition criticised
the Party even during Lenin’s lifetime, and accused Lenin of
portunism. At that time our Party concentrated its fire against
the Left leaders, and stigmatised - them as revresentatives of
petty bourgeois ideas. We have seen that the Menshevist group
of the “Workers’ Truth” criticised us from the “Leit”. This
group was expelled from our Party. In 1920 we find ourselves
confronted by a fresh “Left” campaign. Other pecple, with an-
other basis, with another past, and with much greater authority,
are making a renewed attempt to “correct” the line of the Party
from the “Lef”. We see the same deviations, the same failure
to grasp Leninist policy, the same underestimation of the middle
peasantry, the same incautious treatment of the alliance between
the proletariat and the main mass of the peasantry, the same
attemnt at destroying this alliance. This is the reason why we
are fighting with such intense earnmestness on this question.
Here the fundamental questions of our revolution are involved,
here tl?e fundamental interests of the proletarian dictatorship are
at stake.

THE MINERS’ STRUGGLE
IN ENGLAND

Refutation of Polish Lies Regarding the
Relief Action in the Soviet Urion.
Moscow, 2ist October 1926.

Recently the Polish press has published reports according
to which the Soviet government has prohibited the soviet latour
unions to dispatch monev to the British miners.

These completely fabricated reports represent a further
attempt to revive in a new form the old stories ahout th alleggd
interfzrence of the soviet government in the support action in
aid of the British miners.

The labour unions of the U.S.S.R. are fres in all their
actions. No oue can prevent them fulfilling their dufy of inter-
mat'onal proletarian solidarity. The Soviet union is not a capi-
talist country in which such interferences with ‘the rights of the
unions is possible.

The collections for the British wminers are being continued
everywhere. 500,000 further routles have been .dlspavtc_hcd re-
cently, making a swm total of 882,000 pounds sterling wiiich have
been sent to the British workers. This fact refutes most effecti-
vely the inventions of the Polish press.
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THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

w»indo-European Telegraph” Operators on
Strike in the U. S. R. R.
By P. Savin (Chief of Org. Dept. C.C. Postal Union).

The British Indo-European Telegraph Company known as
the “Indo” possesses the line linking up London with India
and Persia. The line passes through germany and Poland,
farther on through the territory of the U.S.S.R. where there
are several telegraph stations (in Odessa, Berdichev, Tiflis etc.),
and then from the Julfah on to Persia.

The Company in question, has held its concession, granted
by the Russian Imperial Government, since 1873. The line did
not function during the Revolution, as the Company did noi
consider it opportune to begin its exploitation at the close of
the Civil War, particularly in the Ukraine. }t was only in 1922,
that the Board of the Company approached the Soviet Govern-
ment regarding the matter of again taking over the line and
cable connecting the U.S.S.R. with Turkey. A concession
agreement was concluded the same year that provided for
mutual benefits 10 both the concessionaires and the U.S.S.R.
Government.

During the time the concession has been in force no com-
plaints can be made by the Company regarding any inaccurate
observance of the conditions subscribed fo by the Soviet Go-
vernment. On the contrary, the Company was able o develop
its activities very rapidly thanks to the broad measures of
assistance extended by the People’s Commissariats of Posts and
Telegraphs .Neither could the Company make any complaint in
regard to bad relations with the Soviei Postal Workers’ Union
during the period covered by the Geneiral Collective Agreement
which expired on November 1st, 1925.

Since the expiration of the said agreement the Central Com-
mittee of the Postal Workers’ Union has been negotiating for
nine months with the Indo Company about concluding a fresh
collective agreement. During these nine months the policy ol
the Company’s representative has been to drag out the negotia-
tions, always bringing up various new proposals regarding
points in the agreement already setiled. and delaying his replies
to the proposals of the Union Co.

As a result of these lengthy negotiations, on July 13th 19206
the following principal demands oi the Union were still out-
standing: 1. to give a 20% cost of living bonus to all workers
on the line, the same to be retrospective as from the date of the
Agreement’'s expiring; this bonus not to be paid to employees
in Odessa, Berdichev, Tiilis, and Kerch, the employees in these
towns being already in possession ol a cost of living bonus
amounting to 33'::%. 2. To pay all employees going out on the
line to effect minor repairs and the like in accordance with the
Code of Labour Laws in force in the U. S. S§. R. The Union
C. C. was determined to insist on these demands, as they had
been unanimously backed by all the “Indo” eniployees.

With a view fo a peaceful seitlement, the Union C. C.
suggested that the “Indo” management siould submit the points
al issue to the consideration of an arbitration court, and inti-
mated its willingness to abide by the findings of the Court.
The management, however, showed no anxiely to settle the
matter in this way, and the only thing leit for the Umon to do
was 1o call a general strike of the workers on the “Indo” line.

On August 20th Mr. Cunmingham, the Commpanv's chief
represeatative in Moascow, was asked by the Union to give a
final answer to its proposals. and was at the same time advised
that shonld no satislaciory answer be forthcoming 2 strike would
be declared on thai section of the tine passing throvgh the
.S, S R

The Moscow representative did not get ilie cconsent de-
mun'e? from the London Board by the date fived by the Union.
At midnicht on August 22nd, therefore, all work on the “Indo™
line -— from the Polish to the Persian border — came {o a stop
on the call of the strike committee. The strike involved not only
the operators but also the men employed in the repair shops
:v.)nd ;{urugie[s of the Company, the supplv of clectric energy being
ko ot ol

Right up to the last moment 1he Company representatives,
both in Moscow and Odessa. the nwin station on the line.
refused to believe in the possibility ol any strike taking place.
I'ven aiter the declaration of the strike Mr. Cunmngham wrote

the Council of People’s Commissars on the 24th of August “re-
gretting” what he opined was the quite unwarranted demands
pressed by the Union. He wrote that the “Indo” Company
considered the situation that had arisen as contrary to the spirit
of the concession. and asked the Council to put its interpretation
on the concession agreement concluded by the Company in :
spirit of common sense and good will with a view tfo laying

~down conditions that would not make it impossible for the

Company to continue working in the U. S. S. R.

These naive gentlemen completely lost sight of the trifling
fact that it is the right of the Soviet Trade unions freely to
advocate their demands with atl the means at their disposal
including the strike weapon, and their complete independence.
as a workers’ organ.sation, from the organs »f the Soviet
Power. o )

Having received an explanation to the effect that the Com-
missariat could not meddle in the dispute that had arisen between
the Company and the Union and that the Union w2s entitled to
act in the matter as it deented most fit, the “Indo” management
began spreading rumours among the workers making out that
the Union was preventing the Company from carrying out its
normal activities and that it would therefore have to stop
running the line allogether and give up the concession. This
sort of provocation was supported by many European bourgeois
papers which did their best to convince their readers, that it
was impossible for a capitalist to do normal business in Soviet
Russia, and that the strike had been declared not by the trade
union, but by the Soviet Government. The issue of the strike
and the conclusion of a normal collective agreement proved.
however, the falseness of the news dished up by the bourgeois
press regarding the “Indo” strike. .

During the 49 days that the strike lasted the management did
nothing at all to open negotiations with the Union about seft-
ling the dispute, although the Union did not decline to consider
the Company’s proposals regarding the points on which no
agreement had been reached prior to the strike.

The result was that the Company held steadily to one
definite tactic: to make a concession on one point and then
move two fresh proposals worsening the workers’ conditions
on points that had been considered as agreed on before the
strike ever took place. .

Notwithstanding, all the strikers stood firm, being unani-
mous in their demands, and carried on without a single case
of blacklegging for the whole 40 days of the strike.

It became daily clearer for the Company that it would have
{o submit to the Union's proposals in view of the firm organised
resistance 1o any degradation of working conditions. )

October 6th ihe Management agreed fo the final pomt
outstanding between it and the Union, submitting to the Union's
demand.

As the result of their 49 days’ strike the “Indo-Europear
Telegraph” employees succeeded in getting their following chief
demands satisfied: ’

1. A 15% cost of living bonus to all employees who had
not been receiving the same since October 1st, 1925, the same
to be paid retrospectively as from October Ist. 1925, Said bonus.
and also the 33'",% bonus being paid before the strike in the
5 big towns already mentioned. to hold good for three years, to
Septeniber 30th, 1929,

2. The rates fixed for “Indo” employees on 3dth September
1926 shall be increased in the same ratio as average wages for
P. C. P. T. employees as they may be increased from fime to
time. Said wage increases shall be paid the *Indo” employees
at the same time as introduced for P. C. P. T. employees.

3. Employees gcing out on the line fo effect repairs en-
tailing the covering of more than O kilometres shall be paid
travelling allowances in accordance with the regulations re
aarding the same laid down by the People’s Commissariat of
Labour.

4. All strikers shall be paid for the time they were on
strike this to include flat rate, rent bonus, and cost of living
benus. Lmployees scheduled to work Sundays shall obtain an
zdditional benus, special bonus shall be paid to cuiployees doing
repairs.

5. The Company to undertake {o grant holiday leave, prior
v restarting telegraphic operations in 1020, to zll cmployees
who would otherwise ‘have had such leave had they not geen
on sirike.

6. No victimisation to be undertaken by the Company
against persons either {aking part in the strike or directing the
sirike in their respective localities.



— e, e I N

N\

Neo. 70 )

International Press Corres pondence 1227

7. The Company to allocate 2,250 roubles annually to a
special fund provide spa cures for its employees.

This strike which thus closed with victory for the Union,
has demonstrated to the “Indo-European Telegraph Company”
that in the U. S. S. R. a trade umion can successfully conduct
a lengthy struggle for improving the conditions of its members.
The Union showed its ability to organise the membership during
the strike and to inspire them not to allow a single case of
blacklegging to occur. .

This example of lirmness, unanimity and unity displayed
by the members of this Soviet trade union should serve as a
warning to all employers and concessionaires who think they
can build up their own prosperity in the U. S. S. R. at the
expense of the toilers. .

FOR 1HE UNITY OF THE TRZDE UNION
MOVEMENT

On the Way ‘to Trade Union Unity in the
Countries of the Pacific.

By A. Lozovsky.

On the initiative of the trade unions of Australia, and
ainly of the New South Wales Trades Council, a Congress
of the Trade Unions of the ocountries of the Pacific was con-
vened in Sydney for the end of July last. Invitations to this
Congress were issued to the trade unions of China, Japan, the
Soviet Union, India, South Africa, Java, the Islands in the
Pacific, and to South America, Canada, the United States and
Great Britain.

This action on the part of the trade imions of Australia
was the result of the decision of the II. Congress of the Red
laternational

of Labour Unions on the aecessity of establishing
trade union unity in the countries of the Pacific. In convening
this Conference the Australian comrades somewhat under-
estimated the question of distances. They sent out their invi-
tations in February and fixed the time for holding the Congress
at the end of July. As they feared that they would not succeed
n getting into contact with the organisations in question they
in some instances sent their own representatives to oonvey in-
vitations. At the time fixed for the Conference the situation
was as follows:
. Al letters and telegrams addressed to the Left trade unions
in Japan had been sent back by the Japanese police; in Japan
only the reformist trade unions received the invitations, but the
reformist trade union leader, Bundshi Suzuki replied that he
oould not attend the Conference as Australian legislation was
directed against yellow workers. The Indian Trades Union
Congress heartily welcomed the convemng of the Congress
but could not take part in it as the time was too short. The
trade unions of Indonesia, China and of the Soviet Union and
some of the trade umions of Mexico, pronounced themselves to
be in favour of the Congress, but owing to the enormous
distances and the difficulties caused by the police, and in certain
Cases owing to financial difficulties, it was impossible lor all
those organisations who wished to take part in the Conierence
to send their delegaiion in good time.

When the representative of the Red Infernational of Labour
Unions and of the Central Council of the Trade Unions of the
Soviet Union came to the Conference, it appeared from the
reports of the delegates sent by the Australian trade unions that
the Congress could not take place at the time originally fixed.
The delegates present (Australia, R. L. L. U, A. U. C. T. U,
Minority Movement, New Zealand), after become acquainted
with all the material and discussing the sifuation that has arisen.
adopted the fnllowing decision:

“In view of the impossibility of many delegates arriving
in good time and in view of the difficulties of a general
mature connccted with the convocation of a Conference in
Sydmney, the prelimirary Workers’ Conference of the workers
of the Pacific Ocean have decided:

1. To postpone the convening of the Conference to the
1st May 1927 and 4o hold the Conierence in Canton im-
mediately aiter the Trades Union Congress of China has
beea held.

2. To eunter into negotiations with the Chinese trade
unjon federation regarding the question of jointly carrying

out the preparatory work for the convening of the Con-

ference.

3. To submit the following agemda: a).report of the
organisation Committee; b) reports of the delegates from
the various countries; c) the Imternational Labour Move-
ment and the situation in the countries of the Pacific; d) the
activity of the trade unions and the fighting tasks in the
Far East (legalising of the trade unions, social legisiation);
€) questions of emigration, of the coloured workers efc.;
f) organisatory questions, methods of contact etc.; g) elec-
tion of a trade umion secretariat for the countries of the
Pacific.” :

We consider the new arrangements for holding the Con-
gress, both as regards time and place, to be quite correct.
To unite the workers of the countries of the Pacific is one
of the most important historical tasks of the inunediate future.
It is hardly necessary to point out that the Pacific Ocean will
in the near future be the scene of trememdous encounters and
conflicts, which can only be prevented by a close union of
the workers of all countries of the Pacific. It was for this
reason that the Red International of Labour Unions, already
in the year 1922, raised the question of bringing together the
workers’ organisations of all the countries of the Pacific. And
it was for this reason that the trade unions of Australia quite
rightly took up the initiative in this question..

It must be mentioned that the frade umions of Australia
clearly perceive those diffioulties which the labour organisations
of the oountries of the Pacific are bound to enowumter in the
near future, and that they are therefore endeavouring to do
everything that lies in their power in this respect. Verv charac-
teristic and deserving the greatest atfention in this connection
is the decision of the 3rd Trades Union Congress of Australia,
which was held at the beginning of August 1926 in Sydmey, in
the question of international trade union wunity. This decision
is as follows: .

“In view of the fact that:

1. competition and the struggle for markets and sour-
ces of raw material in the countries of the Pacific Ocean
— the last resort of the decaying capitalist system of the
world — are becoming more intense;

2. that competition in armaments by sea and land will,
if it is not prevented by an active and class conscious kabour
movement, inevitably lead to a new war;

3." that the labour movement is split intermationally and
in many ocountries also on a natiomal scale, whilst the ca-
pifalist forces directed against the workers are undergoing
a tremendous process of concentration;

4. that the revolutionary labour movement in the Far
East, particularly in China, is growing and thereby greatly
altering the situation of the oountries of the Pacific,

the 3rd Trades Comgress of Australia resolves:

1. to take active part in the struggle for establishing
trade union unity on an international scale, and to urge
the convocation of am international Unity Congress of all
trade unions;

2 to elect delegates to attend the Trades Union Con-
ference of the countries of the Pacific which is to be held on
the 1st May 1927 in Canton;

3. to direct an appeal to the workers of all ocountries
of the Pacific, pointing out the necessity of uniting all
forces in the fight against international capitalism and
against preparations for war;

4. 1o sand a message of congratulaiion to the awakening
working class of China and to their trade unions;

5. to accept the invitation of the All Union Council
of Trade unions to send in the near future an official de-
legation to the Soviet Union.”

- This resolution bears witness fo the high political level
of the trade unions of Australia. Manv Furopean leaders of
the Amsterdam International, inciuding Purcell, have not yet
arrived at such an understanding of the immediate tasks of the
Imternational Lakour Movement, and instead of the slogan of a
world Congress, issue the slogan of the “entry” of the trade
unions of the Soviet Union into the Amsterdam Intermational.

The Trade Union Federation of China, at its meeting of
10th September in Canton, confirmed the decisions adopted by
the preliminary Conference and decided to do everything ne-
cessary for the approaching Trade Union Congress of the cow-
tries of the Pacific. The Presidium of the Central Council of
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the Trade Unions of the Soviet Union decided at its mesting of
oth October to take part in this Congress of the trade umions
of the countries of the Pacific, in view oi the extreme impor-
tance which the unity of the trade unions of the countries of the
Pacific Ocean will have for the establishment of international
trade unity and for the fight against imperialism.

It is the task of all labour organisations, both of those
which are atfiliated to the Red International of Labour Unions
and those which are outside it, to do everything in their power
in order, by ‘means of the unity of the Trade Unions of all
countries of the Pacific, to set up a bulwark against imperialisam
and, along with the trade unions of the new countries and of
the new (%ontintent, to establish an all-embracing Trade Union
International which will be capable of fighting.

It would be childish not to see the enmormous difficulties
that lie in the way of the unity of the Labour Movement of the
countries of the Pacific. It suffices to point to the antagonisms
that have been called forth by the treatment of the yellow races
by the imperialists. It suffices to call attention to the different
standards of culture, to the exceptional laws against the coloured
races, to the hostility of the white workers towards the workers
with a lower standard of living and to the whole medley of
national, racial and religious antagonisms at present prevailing
in the Pacific countries. The difficulties are very great, but they
will be overcome, for we are following the way which will
lead to their practical solution. And that is the chief thing...

THE TRIAL OF BORIS STEFANOV

For the Legalising of the C. P. of
Roumania.
By D. Fabian (Bucharest).

Only a few days divide us frcm the comedy of the trial
by the Roumanian oligarchy of Boris Stefanow and his fellow-
accused. The Roumanian oligarchy whose dirty hands are still
stainad with the blood of the heroic revolutionary, Pavel Tka-
chenko, wish to send Boris Stefanov and five workers and
students to long years of imprisonment in the vile prisons of
Rounmnia. This band of foul murderers, in its fury that the
mternational proletariat has stayed the arm of the Siguranza
murderers in good time to prevent the murder of Stefanov which
has already been decided upom, is nmow endeavouring to get
rid of him by means of a speedy and savage sentence.

The trial of Boris Stefanov, just as was the trial of the
Central Committee of the Commiunist Party of Roumania in June
1925, will be a trial against the Communist Party and against
the whole proletariat of Roumania. And in this trial the accused
will come forward as inzxorable accusers on behall of the
martyred and suppressed working people of Rowmania.

In this trial the question will be raised of the suppression of
the C. P. of Roumania, which has been carried out in open
violation of the Constitution of Rowmania. The Public Prose-
cutor himself will be compellad to show how all the accused
were forced by this arbitrary act to continue their activity for
the Roummamrian proletariat in secret,

Against the accusations of “plotting against the security
of the State”, the accused will have the opportimity to show
how the Siguranza are continually concocting and inventing fresh
conspiracies. How dozens of innocent workers are arrested and
foroed by means of torture to make the most absurd “con-
fessions”. The accused will be able o show that the institution of
the Siguranza, which swallows up enormous sums derived from
the taxation of the workers, would have 1o close down ii there
were no more “oconspiracies”; if it had to be admitted that the
Communist movement is a mass movemenit, which has no ne-
ces>ity to mieet in small conventicles and hatch conspiracies but
is fighting by means of mass action for the interest of the wor-
kers. peasants and suppressed national minorities of Roumania.

The majority of the acoused have already figured as accused
in the trial of the Central Committee, but, like Boris Stefanov,
did not attend the proceedings nor the pronouncing of the ver-
dict. This failure to attend the courl martial proceedings is
recorded against the accused as a damning crime. The accused
will be able to point out that according to the existing laws
the military couris are not commpetent to jukige them, and even
it they were, their abitrary and unlawful procedure up 1o now
justifies anvbody in refusing to attend such courts.

B R PR

One of the most serious charges concerns *“‘connection with
a hostile government and intention to summon a hostile army
into the country”. The omly support to this charge is that the
acoused are said to be connected with the Comwnunist Inter-
national. This charge will, on the one hand, show the workers
of Rourmania that it is intended t0 rob them of the most ele-
mentary rights of internatiomal connection with their dass
brothers in other countries, while on the other hand it will
show to the workers of all countries how mmuch credit can be
ﬁilven to the peace asseverations of the Roumanian Foreign

inister and to what extent the oligarchic govermnent of Rou-
mania is burning with hatred against Soviet Russia.

In this trial again the upending series of official murders
will be exposed, along with the horrible swamp of official cor-
ruptiont and the endless chein of violations of all “liberties and
rights of citizen and people” by those who are called upon to
safeguard them. This trial will show clearly to the worker
of the whole world how a bourgeois govermment disreguds and
trakmples upon its own laws when its class interests are at
stake. o

The heroic fight of the accused in the court, however, i
already doomed to failure if the imternational proletariat does
not inlervene in good fime and support the struggle. Just as did
the Rakosi trial, this trial will raise the question of legalising
the Communist Party as well as all revolutionary organisations
of the proletariat. It is now up to the international proletarat
to expedite the solution of this question in a sense favourablk
to the working population of Roumania. It can do this if it writes
on its banners the following slogans:

Fight against the White Terror, against the torturing and
mishandling of the prisoners and against the Siguranza mar-
desers in Roumania!

Fight for the observance of the fundamental laws in Rou-
mania which lay down the right to hold meetings, freedom of
the press and right of combination of the Roumanian proletariat!
. Fight against the Exceptional Laws under which the sin-
ging of “The International” is pumished by five years’ imp::-
sonment!

Fight for the right of seli-determination of the suppressed
nationalities in Roumania!

Fight for a general political and military amnesty, and fight
for the complete legality of the C. P. of Roumania as well as of
all other proletarian organisations in Roumania!

THE WHITE TERROR

Supreme Court of Massachusetts Refuses
to Grant New Trial to Sacco and Vanzetti.

Bourgeois papers publish the news that the Supreme Court
of Massachusetts has rejected the application for the rehearing
of the trial for murder of the workers Sacco and Vanzetti.

This decision of the court means the confirmation of the
death sentence on Sacco and Vanzetti. And now nothing more
stands in the way of it being carried out. The only legal cour<e
still open is the granting of a pardon by Governor Fuller of
Massachusetts. .

Sacco and Vanzetti are therefore to be executed in spite of
the indisputzble proofs of their innocence. and in spite of the
repeated powerful mass prolests of the international working
class. The American bourgeoisie fears a new trial, jor the mom-
strous judical plot that was forged in Massachusetts would
thereby be rendered more clear than this was already the case
in the proceedings on the question of a new ftrial. At these
proccedings the following new facts were established, first, the
murderer and robber Madeiros confessed under oath that he
was a member of a band of bank robbers who committed the
murder. Sacco and Vanzetti had nothing whatever to do with
the deed or its perpetrators. Madeiros is io be executed on the
20th of October. and thus the most irportant witness for the
Defence will be got out of the way. Secondly: the governmeat
of the United States which has officially refused to accept am
responsibility for the case of Sacco and Vanzetti, has in reality
keen the driving force in the preparation of the judicial plot.
and in the archives of the Minister of Justice there are il
today documentary proofs ol the innocence of Sacco and Van-
zetti, These facts are contained in the statements made under
oath of the former agents of justice Letherman and Weyland.
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All these proofs of innocence have not been able to influence
the American Court in its decision to bring Sacco and Vanzetti
to the electric chair. The International working class which has
already so aften by powerful protests prevented the pianned
murder, must this time, raise its voice more quidqy and more
powerfully than ever before. Every moment is precious! Rescue

Sacco and Vanzetti!

Rescue the Victims of the White Terror
in Bulgaria! '

To the Young Commupnist League and the Revolutionary Youth
of Bulgaria.
. Moscow, 8th October 1926.

Dear Comrades! ' ‘

K is zlready two ycars since the revolutionary workers of
the whole world, and among them also the All-Un‘on Leninist
Young Comunun’st Leaguz, are following attentively the struggle
of the Bulgarian Conmumunists and Young Commuiists unexam-
pled in its heroism and revolutionary devotion. Great was the
sorrow and sympathy of the Young Communist Leaguz of the
U.S.S.R. with the Bulgarian comrades because their organisa-
tion was dismemtered and tens of the best Young Communists
were brutally murdered in 1925, but great too was tha joy over
the mews that for the last few months the Bulgarian Communist
League has aga‘n bewn revived. True slowly, with great diffi-
culty, nevertheless the Bulgarian Y.C.L. is again re-gaining iis
influence on the working youth, strengthening it by legal orga-
msational forms (sitass meet'ngs of the working vouth in con-
nection with May 1st), as well as illegal.

The news atout renewed persecutions of the Bulgarian re-
volutionists which fell this time with all its force on the youth,
called forth great commotion among the Young Communists of
the U.S.S.R. Again tens of the best Young Communists are
being arrested, they are being subjacted to most painful tortures,
and being tortured to death. The bloody Liapchev proved him-
self to be a worthy successor to his predecessor Tsankav.

In the face of such brutal destruction of the heraic fighters
for the cause of the liberation of the proletariat, the Leninist
Young Communist League and the working and peasant youth
of the U.S.S.R. call upon the revolutionary proletariat and the
youth of the whole world 1o protest against the unheard of
insolence of the Bulgarian government and the police,

The L.Y.C.L. and the toiling youth of the U.S.S.R. send
their hearty revolutionary greetings to the Young Communist
Leaguz and the workers and peasant youth of Bulgaria, and
express their sincere belief that also the latest outrageous crimes
of the Bulgarian hangmen, as well as their previous Leastly acts,
will not stop the victoriously developing revolutionary mowve-
ment of Bulgaria. In davs of oppression and persecution, Bul-
garian Young Communist Leaguers remember, that the youth of
the Soviet Union is alwavs heart and soul with you.

Down with the bleody terror of the Tsankov successors!

Long live the heroic struggle of the Bulgarian revolutionists!

Long live the proletarian revolution of Bulgaria and the
whole world!

With revolutionary fraternal greetings.
In the name of Workers and Peasant Youth and the Leninist

Young Communist League of the U.S.S. R,
Secretary E.C. L.Y.C.L. Chaplin.

THE YOUTH MOVEMENT

Agenda of the Enlarged Executive of the
: Y. C. L

The following is the Agenda of the Enlarged Executive
Sitting of the Young Communist International w l(;lh has been
convened for 10th November 1926: )

1. Attitude to the Enlarged Executive of the Communist

International. .
2. Report of the [Dresidium and the next tasks of the

Y. C. 1. (Lominadse). — organisation report upon the activity

of the Executive (Gyptuer). )
3. Report on the Leninist Young Communist League of the

Soviet Union.

Interpational Press Correspondence .

I .

4. Questions ol Programme (Schatzkin).

5. 'Lhe Youth organisations of our Opponents (Gorkic).
0. The Reorganisation of the League (Mehring).

7. The Statutes of the Y. C. L

8. Questions of the Leagues. .

| LASOUR ANJ SCIENCE |

To the Memory of Prof. Paul Kamme: er.

From the Presidium of the Communist Academy of the Soviet
. Union.

We have received a wire telling us of the suicide of the
eminent, great tiologist Prof. P. Kammerer, who put an end to
his life in Vienna, shortly before his intended departure for the
Soviet Union, where he was equipping a laboratory for his
world-famed work in the question of heredity at the Communist
Academy. : :

“To the memory of the victim of European science” — thus
might run the title of this memorial of the life and death of
a scholar who was driven to his death by the caste-feeling of
mental obscurantism and conservatism of his “colleagues”.
These “colleagues” united in persecuting a scholar who had the
courage fearlessly to stand up for his scientific point of view
and to uphold his materialist view of life regardiess of religious
and idealistic prejudices. Kammerer’s farewell letter before he
left this world is a heart-rending human document.

Paul Kammerer was born in 1880 and was a pupil of
Proi. B. Hachek in Vienna. Even as a young man he drew
attention to himself by a series of scientitic investigations and
since then he had undertaken a great deal of extremely
remarkable research work in the various fields of biological
science (the transmission of acquired characteristics, regenera-
tion, hybridism, questions of sex, variability etc.)

Many of Kammerer’s treatisss, which are written in brilliant
and extraordinarily clear language, have become widely famous.
His book “General Biology” is certainly the most brillant work
in this domain of recent times (translated into Russian in
1925 by the State printing works of the Soviet Union). His
“Riddle of Heredity” and “Death and Inunortality” have also
appeared in Russian.

Kamimerer’s experiments with regard to the inheritance of
acquired characteristics have achieved specially great fame. In
his theoretical views, Kammerer was one of the leaders of the
so-called mechano-Lamarchism, the materialist deviation from
Lamarchism, i. e. that biological point of view which places in
the foreground the effect of environment, the changes which
take place under its direct influence. The decisive question in
this case was that of transmission to the offspring of changes
which had occured in the paremt organism as the result of
some external influence. .

Kammerer was an enthusiastic protagonist of the heredity
of acquired characteristics and, by his experiments, contri-
buted more than any other scientist to the establishment of
this theory. Kammerer’s investigations as to the heredity of
changed colouring in the salamander and his experiments with
“Alytes” (a species of toad) and Ascidiae are famous throughout
the world and their publication evoked embittered polemics. The
opponents of the heredity of acquired characteristics tried in
every way to discredit Kammerer’s experiments: many of his
experiments were repeated and some scientists, in repeating
them, found exactly opposite results, with the consequence that
the dispute was fanned into fresh flames.

The objective arguments were, in the course of time, more
and more replaced by personal attacks and, as early as in 1913,
Kammerer was accused of dishonesty and was abused in every
imaginable way by his scientific opponents. The young scientist
of European reputation was deprived of his laboratory. he
could obtain no professorial chair, although year by year an
increasing number of confirmations of his experiments were
received from all parts of the world. He was denied any ad-
vancement, although Prof. Pzribram, the Director of the institute
in Vienna, where Kammerer worked, conlirmed the truﬂ-.
worthiness of Kammerer's experiments in a categorical manner
and only reserved his opinion as to the possibility of there

ing other theoretical interpretations. ) o
be 'gf!:)e reasons for the émbitlermcnt‘ ol his opfmﬂt‘"fl;et;
outside the field of a purely scientific dispute. There can
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doubt that some of Kammerer’s opponents, amongst them some
materialists, have a right to claim purely scientific grounds
for their cpposition. It is not however they who give the tone
to the campaign against Kammerer, but those dominant strata
of European and American science who — oonsciously or un-
oonsciously — subordinate scientific questions to their general
view of life, whilst subordinating the latter to the interests of
the ruling bourgeoisie. :

Sometimes under the banner of an open criticism of Darwin,
sommetimes under the mask of defending him from deviations
towards Lamarchism, vitalist opinions are maintained according
to which the evolution both of the species and of the individual
is in the end a variety of forms of manifestation of the inter-
nal “entelechy”.

Kammerer opposed all such attempts and his experiments
refuted them miost decidedly. Wherever he appeared before the
public, he maintained a consistently “monistic”, i. e. materia-
listic point of view. This is what official science could not
pardon. This is why thez banished him from chairs of science
and from laboratories. The leading motif of the attacks directed
against Kammerer sprang from the innermost nature of the
view of life of modern bourgeois science — from a vitalist view
of life arising from the period of decay, from the fear of the
possible triumph of materialism.

It was towards the Soviet Union that the persecuted Kam-
merer turned his gaze. He was no politician, although his ideal
was always the progress of mankind based on labour, on the
definite defeat of clericalism in any form. He was no politician
but he always showed genuine sympathy for the sodialist con-
struction in our country.

When the Communist Academy of the Soviet Union founded
in 1925 wa section for exact and natural sciences, it approached
Kammerer with the proposal to establish a biological institute
for the punposes of his research, where he would have the
possibility of carrying on his experiments. We did not, by
the invitation we issued to Kammerer, declare in advance our
solidarity with his theory, but we regarded it as essential that
it should be experimentally tested under the control of Kammerer
himself. Kanmnerer gladly accepted this proposal and came to
Moscow where he was receiced with homour not only by the
adherents of his theory (E. S. Smirnov, B. S. Kusin, ]. M. Wermel
efc.) but also by all the scientists of Moscow, even by those who
were his opponents. ]

At last everything was in working order, his assistants
began to work, ‘while Prof. Kammerer ﬁimseli wenlt to Vienna
in July of this year in order to buy the necessary apparatus etc.
for his laboratory with the money granted by the Academy and
to despatch his library to Moscow.

As was to be expected, the fact of Kammerer taking up
his abode in the Soviet Union was the signal for renewed attacks
against him. “Sympathy” for Kammerer allied itself with “sym-
pathy™ for the Soviet Union.

In August of the current year, an ariicle bv a certain Dr.
Noble appeared in the London Journal “Nature”, in which
Kammerer was accused of imposture. This accusation is of parti-
cular weight because it is supported by the re-examination of
the preparation of an animal specimen which al one time had
been the object of Kammerer’s experiments and had until now
been preserved in Vienna. It came to light that instead of the
callosities which — according to Kammerer — had developed
in the “Alytes”, there was nothing to be seen but a hypodermic
injection of Indian ink! Although in the same number of the
journal, an article by Professor Pzribram, Director of the In-
stitute was published, in which he again coniirms Kanunerer's
honesty, although in one of the following numbers a scientist
of such repute as MacBride gave exact testimony thai he had
at the time seen the callosities and the sections through them,
and although it is clear that the condition of a long-dead animal
which has recently been tampered with by soie unknowa person
canpot disprove the irrefutable results of experimients made on
the living object -~ the news of the indispufable evidence of
Kammerer's alleged “dishonesty™ spread like wildiire throughout
the scientific world.

At first Ramnwerer met the anacks with calm dignity; he
sorresponded with his Moscow assistants about the preliminaries
tor repeating his experiments on the “Alytes” and worked at a
reply intended for publication. When however the flood-tide of
the malicions joy of his opponents rose higher and higher, when
at the Natu-alists’ Congress the accusation was repeated and
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intensified, when he began to doubt even the support of those
who had hitherto been his friends, he came to the end of his
forces. The fight which had lasted for more than ten years
had undermined his courage. Had he been in our midst at that
time, our true oomradely support might have saved him. It
seems however that he did not meet with it in suificient degree
in Vienna — on the eve of his departure for Moscow he put
an end to his life.

We reproduce below in unabbreviated form Kammerer's
letter of farewell. The original will appear — in German — in
“Wiestnik Communistitscheskoj Akademii” (“The Messenger of
the Communist Academy”):

Wien XH/5, Auhofstrasse 239. — 22. IX. 1926.

To the Presidium of the Communist Academy, Moscow.

Honoured Comrades and Colleagues,

Presumably you all know of the attack directed against me
by Dr. Noble in “Nature” (London) of August 7th 1926, The
attack is based on an examination of my record specimen of
‘Alytes with oestrus callosities wihich Noble, with the consent
of Prol. Pzribram and myself, made at the Vienna Institute for
biological research.

The chief factor in the accusation is an artilicial coloura-
tion, apparently with Indian ink, by which the black discoboura-
fion of the skin in the region where the callosities have developed
is said to have been artificially produced. It would thus be a
case of an imposture which will presumably be laid at wmy
door alone.

After reading the attack, T went %o the Institute for Bio-
logical Research in order ouce more to look at the suspected
object. I found that Dr. Noble’s statements were absolutely cor-
rect; indeed there were other objects (blackened salamanders)
in which my results had evidently been “improved” pos! mortem.
Who, apart from myself, could have had "any interest in pro-
ducing such impostures, can only be faintly surmised; at any
rate it is certain that in this way my whole life’s work is
placed in question.

In view of these facis 1 can no longer regard mysel as
the right person to accept your call, although I had nothing to
do with these falsifications of my record specimens. At the same
time I am completely unable to bear this frustration of my
life’s work and I hope I shall have the courage and power to
put an end to my life to-morrow. .

I have not stopped the packing of my belongings whicl is
already taking place; for in the first place it would excite the
attention of my family who must not suspect anything untit my
plan has been carried through, and secondly it is my absolute
wish, and this is my last disposition, that the Commumist Aca-

y in Moscow should receive my library and thus be com-
pensated for everything it has spent on me to no purpose.

Finally, 1 wish my wormest expression of farewell to
conveyed to the following amongst my friends:

Otto Julevitsch Schmidt, Jefgeni Sergjevitsch Smirnoff and
his wife Nina, Julius Wermel, Boris Sergjevitsch Kusin, Dr.
Levitt, M. S. Navaschin senior and junior, MM. and B. M. Zeva-
dovsky and Miss Ariadne Rossolimo, Kossino.

Begging you to forgive me for all the inconveniences to
which I have put you,

Yours faithfully

(signed) Paul Kammerer.
Paul Kammerer, the talented and courageous scienfist and
materialist is no more. His death will cause severe pangs nol
only to those who share his views but also to all honest scien-
tists in whom a scientific conscience is still alive. To the honour
of Russian science be it said, that all Russian biologists were
deeply moved by his death and that all, Kammerer’s adherents
as well as his scientilic opponents, are equally indignant at the
campaign of persecution which was the cause of his death.
Kammerer’ work, his experiments, will be carried on by
his followers in the laboratory of the Commmnist Academy.
Kammerer was one of the rare advanced materialists amongst
the bourgeo’s scientists of Europe. Our country will, on its path
to Socialisn., produce a number of scientific investigators who
have issucd frem the ranks of the proletariat and for whom
materialismi is an undisputed view of life. In their collective
work they will follow in the footsteps of the illustrious solitary
champions whose memory will continue o live in the hearts ol
the coming generation.

The Presidium of the Communist Academy.
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