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After Thoiry. .

] 1
By A. Kurella (Moscow).~

The foreign policy of the Poincaré government is tollowing
a logical course. Out of the confusion of connections and possi-
bilites which existed at the nme of the [ormation of the govern-
ment, a deiinite line i1s beginning to emerge more and more
dearly ~ that of Franco-German-co-operation.

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

But' this co-operation with Germany 1s not only intended to
serve as a support during the severe time of the coming stabili-
satiop crisis. [he meeting in Thoiry was also connected with the
question  of the active aid of (iermany to France in the carrying
out of the stabilisation of the valuta. Discussion took place over
the conditions ‘which France could fulfil in order to ennbk
Germany to make prompier reparation 'payments.

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

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

Prepared and Larneﬁ out by FEngland with the object of
wmkenmf France’s rale on the Continent, the new tagtics of the
League ol Nations are pow becommg, in the hands of France,
a weapon against their initiator, against I'ngland, Germany,
whom Enﬂjnd and America have set on her feet economically,
and who been Folmca!h rehabilitated and introduced info
“good socneg'" by England in order that she should form a
counter-weight against the influence of France, is now siding
with France. “Thns alliance, if it comes about”, writes Sauerwein
in the “Mann? “is of such a nature, that 1t would be difficult
to overestimate its power ... These two countries would create
a new balance, in the world. They could hold their own against
any other States no mafter how big they miay be”. And what
is meant by “balance” is stated very clearly by bauerwein in his
description of xhe forces Qf these two countries: “a hyndred
million men W ho, as was to be seen during the last war, know

how to xgrbl
The “Temps” is nﬁhf “It is a question here of the commen-
cement of 3 plan of an ingenious and daring policy”. The daring

lies not so in attempt to reconcile the old “hered
en‘:lmes ,but. in the fact that this alliance would bmkl‘iﬂ
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ol Poincaré than of Briand - is on no less a large scale
thgn that which Poincaré sought te carry ou_h,fr l&m
Paincaré s pot for nofhung the fepresentatiyg, ¢ a’%_'y "
stzving. young big capital. i

' _But-these are only plans:
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a.uery. lr.me thing to have. the lree. sal ol the hﬁggﬂn
railway bonds, But the transfer Agent ot the Qaz‘gs Plap, Comi-
niisston has the last word here. If he. sticks to th Ap,r}wpfgftha(

1 ordinary
; il then thé‘bondscuxmlha.h:snld n?r. yed abioad.
The debates which would Arise over this question in (he trans
comyittee (if France and Germany should attempt 4o red)ise
their plan), could become one of the greatest pohtical battles
of recent tumes.

In addition to ths there is the questipn,w_hat market could
take up the bonds if not the American? Will the Armerican
government be 80 simple as mot to notice that France is seeking
by this means to avoid the direct taking up of a loau, because she
wants to avoid the condition attached to it, the ratification of
the Washington agreement? It is hardly thinkable.

When, two years ago, similar projects were in the air and
\merica showed herself inclined to support the tranco-German
coal and iron bloc, Fngland inteyvened with the chacqume of
the occupation of Cologne, and sealed her victory with the
London Conterence and the Dawes Pact. France was weak af that
nme and the Anglo-American iriendship was strong.

Will the Anglo-Saxon alliance now prove to be stromge
than the inducements of the excellent business which Amnntg
could do by a skilful support of the Franco-German alliance?
Ihe near future will decide this. o

One thing s certain: The weakening ol Fngland lt!e coal
dispute and the Chinese events on th:: one side, and the streng-
thening of French imperialism since the liquidation of the Leli
Bloc, have again rendered the relations ol the FEuropean States
very unstable ) '

HANDS OFF CHINA

The Imperialist Antagonisms M{ﬂg 5

Prospects of Intervention in China.

By M. Galkovitch (Moscow)

Ihe victormous offensive of the Northern expedition of the
revolutionary Canton Government and the successful manoeuavres
of the First People’s Army have created a favourable situation
for the cause of the national emmncipation of China. These events
will clear the situation, as in China there are two OpposIing
camps: on the one hand the entire peo le, and before all the
working masses, who are striving for t final annihilation of
imper?jjsm, and on the other hand a small group of Generals
who are sapported by a portion of the :jg bourgeousie of China,
who are financially allied with them, an by foreign capitalists.

The suocesses of the Canton army in the Yangtse provinces
are not omly to be attributed to the support whidh this army
receives from the peasant population. but are also due to the
disintegration of a section of the troops of (reneral Sun Chuan
Fang.

The lack of 2 common united front of the reactionar forces
against the revolution is not only due to the squzﬂzes bet-
ween certain Chinsse Generals, but also 1 the lack of unity
among the foreign Powers. We are witnessing a very singular
phenomenon, the unexpected approximation of the standpotnts of
Japan and the United States in regard to events in China. On
the 11th of September. at an interview between the American
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Jexisi ifferences mween"]a’pa;r‘nm the United
\g#ng m overcome by the policy of co-operati
proda) th of Sem‘mber. Nevertheless it is obvio,

1 with regard to Chinese affairs
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forees s fag as )
her -chief “interests 8 airated fin R
no means imerested 1n a repetition of the events of Tsingtau and
“Shanghai in 1015, When fhe boycott i Chima against Japin
was in full swing. In addition t6 this the danmging of ihe
commeroial interests - gmd the * reduction  of Britdin’s share
Ohinese trade is of * rticular _‘aﬂ'\‘/‘gma%:‘ for Japan. As the
reports regarding the negorations recently hetd “petween Cirea:
Britaip and Japan show, Japan s demanding a very high
price for her co-operation.

The United States on their side have even greater reason
w adopt a negative attitude to the British proposals. 1he
Anglo-Saxon Bloc in China has, resulted in America, the “trad
tional Friend" of China, bcgi.nmrg 10 lose her popularity. Wty
n the “New York Times”, Anpa Strong, who has spent soit
tume in Chipa, states that Americarn influence is beginning *°
decline in that country. ‘America, she says, is stil popular 1
China but not to the extent she was five yvears ago; she no:
shares this popularity ‘with two other States, with Russia a1
Germany, zmd‘whlle the popularity of these two States is n
creasing that of Americalis declining.

An article in the September number of “Current Histor,
also records the decline of American influence 1n China ani
warns ainst the pohkecy of sitfing betweenr two stools, !
co-operating with the great powers on the one sade and t(ryiny
to be triendlv with China on the other

The attitude of the Umited States Ambassador in Chun
Mr. MacMurray, best reflacts this double policy of Americ)
on the one land his coming forward at the Customs Conference :n
favour of co-operation with Great Briam and sending a shi»
note 1o the Chinese government regarding the interng lodu.
and on the other hand his recent holiday trip to Shanghai and
Canton with the oearly expressed purpose of demonstrating
imendship to the Chinese people. Nevertheless il iy dlear iha
America, who in fhe last few years has strengthened hc
economtic posjtion in China at the cost of the decline of English

' “dtadey bas wo ghew desire 1o lose her reputation as the friend
‘Jm C 2 W G

Great Britain is at present in a very awkward position
The cessation in the growth of Brwsh trade in the last feu
vears as a fact which has compelled British business peopi
10 adu{n decisive measures. The Copservatuve government "i
evidently come fo the conclusion that the ounly means whereb
it can preserve British trade from a lurther decline 1s to make
use of direct threats. Threats which are not followed up b
action can. however, scarcely hawe a very great effect; and
the Fnglish Conservatives are striving in the first place o
unite the interested Powers for the purpose of combined inter-
vention in China and in the second place to rally the Chinese
reaction to the fight against the “red danger”. Neither the
first nor the second of these plans of the English Conservative
can be realised. The first obviously runs counter to the inten
nons of Japan and America, and the second cannot be carricd
out owing to the differences among the reactionary militaris
and also owing to the atrocities recently committed by the
English m Wanhsien.

There have been and there will be attempts on the par’
of England to draw Chang Tso Lin into the hght against Canton
But many Cenerals who are nominally under the command of
Chang Tso Lin show very little lust to help Sun Chuan Fang
and Wu Pei Fu. In addition to this General Sun himself has
hastened to declare that he would settle with the Canton arm
with his own forces and does not require any help for this

purpose

’
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;urpose one requires a complefely free hand. The ecounomic
squation of Great Britain, which has been rendered exceedingly
serious by the enormous struggle of the miners, does not permit
the English Conservatives to conduct a finm policy in China.
I'he replacement of MacLay by the new diplomatic representative
Lampson is direct evidence of those difficulties which the
toglish , Cabinet has encountered in its Chinese policy. It is
possible that the Conservative government will make yet another
aempt fo unite the réaction and the Powers for a fight against
ine revolutionary movement. So long however as the struggle
oi the miners is not ended, British ‘imperiatism will not be mn
a position 10 embark on independent intervention, in spite of
the innumerable threats which are appearing every day in the
f nghish Conservative press.

Tihe development of the offensive operations of the Canton
army and of the Peaplels Army is taking place at a moment
when no upity, prevails among the Powers, when Great Britain
s not capable of carrying on an intervention’ poliey by hersell
without sefious consequences, and the Chinese reaction itself is
jorn by a,pumber of inner differences which weaken its fighting
capacidy, The sympatbies of the Chinese people, however, are
wholly angd entirely on the side of Canton.

THE MINERS’ STRUGGLE
IN ENGLAND

The Miners’ Fight in the Balance.
By R. Palme Dutt
London, Ist Qotober 1920.

The jion confronting the miners is now very grave
ndeed. Tﬁgs'Delegme Conference has rentitted the negotiations
ad Government -proposals to the district for tne expression
of thejr opinion, without any recommendation of cither approval
or disapproval, and without amy lead for action. On Oxiober 7
the Delegate Conference meets again to receive the results from
the Districts and to reach a decision.

What are the alternatives beiore the Delegate Comerence
on October 77

Thé Government and the bourgeocisie are now- openly set
i the complete break up and dsruption of the Miners’ Fede-
ration. They no ‘longer seek even ‘a dictated peace with
lefeated enemy’ their calculations and hopes are fixed on the
dividual routing of the enemy; not merely on district, but
on local settlements, separate pit settlements without the union
machinery, and individual returns to work under the lorce of
arvation. This aim is more and more openly proclaimed, in
cew of the ocomplete treachéry and inaction of the whole
leadership of the labour movement, and the hesitations, sur-
renders and paralysis of the miners’ leaders. Thus the “Times”
declares its hope:

 “By the tume  delegates retwn 10 Llondou, the un-
official return of imaners to the pits anay have passed more
definitely beyond the control of the leaders.”

(Times, lfl(){%.)

~ And ever the normally more moderate Govermment organ,
the “Observer”, which habitually preaches moderation in victory,
s now’ in full war-cry, and pours scorn on the surrenders of
*he Miners’ Federation:

“Now!" They could have had it for the asking seven
moaths ago, Nothing on earfh can get the miners, after
more than wenty weeks of the stn the  terms that
were in their six months ago. They will have to
gwe way on hours. They will have to face district agree-
ments,” y

The falsity of the hopes of a' “way out, of goverd-
ment jyteryention ainst  the mn,y,en, “whith the
mners’ leaders have iaac.u ing out as the pdmm.'b‘gg
during the past three months, is now completely exposed.

Government position was sufficiently revealed in the Parliament
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debate on Seplember 27, when there was no longer any need
for concealment. The myth of a fundamentak division of policy.
between Baldwin and Churchill, or betw the Government
and the coalowners, was blawn {o wiml”h was reVealed’
that throughout the negotiations Baldwin and Churchill' ha
been in daily, almost hously, comununication over every mowe,
no less than the Government and the ownpers; and that
throwing over of the Churchill formula of September 8 (enr
bodying a watered down national agreement) E)r the Baldwin
terms of September 17 (District Agreements, Lower Wages,
Longer Hours, and Compulsory Arbitration in special cases)
represented, not a division of ‘the bourgeois fromt, but on the
con‘rary a conscious hardening of the bourgeois pohicy n
relation 4 the strategy of the position. As for the supposed
division between the Government ang the coalowners, which
had become the whole basis of reformiist labour propaganda,
its character was sufficiently shown in Baldwin's speech, when
his sole and solemn answer to the owners' “defilance” of the
Govermment on the question of a national agreement, was, affer
accepting their policy, to reprove them for being so Hdis-
courteous” to the Government. In face of this the ur re-
presentatives could omlv decdlare, as MacDonald dechared, that
they had beén “deceved” But this “deception’ has cost the
mners three months, during which the endurance power of
the anners has been steadily eaten imto, while their leadeis,
mstead of strenghtening the fight, have been pursuing these
ialse hopes of peace, and thereby weakening the unity and con-
fidence of {he miners.

Nothing shows the position more clearly than the facis
declared by the miners’ leader n Parliament Hertshora in the
comrse of the debate. in reference to the Miners’ Federation terms
of a 10% reduction in wages. He showed that these terms, on
a1 basis of pre-subsidy prices, would bring in a profit in every
district except Northumberland of from 34 1o 2s 7d a 1om:
actually the increase in prices would mean a much lagger profit
all round. Nevertheless these terms are rejected as out cf the
queston. Nothug cowld show more clgarly that the conflict
1s more than an economic conflict; the aim ol the Government
i~ a political class aim, 10 break the Muaners' Federation as the
remaning bulwark of fight 1w the working class mcvement.

(O the other hand, if the policy of pacifist hopes, trust
n the intervention of the CGovernmemt as an impartial third
party, etc., has been a failure, only strenghtening the CGovern-
ment’s hands and confusing the miners, no dess has been the
policy of reconciliation with the reformist leaders an the hope
of securing their assistance.

The leaders of the Labour Party and the Ggneral Council
have shown a hundredfold that their only policy s to strangle
the miners’ struggle, whether by their inacfion or by thdir
assistance. Nevertheless the miners' leaders have preferred to
come to terms with themn, and place themselves in their hands,
rather than direcly appeal to the aid of the working ctass. and
stand out against the reformust traitors,

The intervention of MacDonald and the Labour Party pro-
duced the surrender forimula of September 3rd - the acceptance
of a “reduction of labour costs”. This farnwla, MagDonald
Pas since explained, was worked out by himself and Churchill, in
order to cover both wages and hours. What have the miiners
received in return for these “iriendly offices” of MacDonald.
jor which Cook publicly thanked MaoDonali 21 Bourtiernouth?
The immmediate hardening of the Govermsuent terms (o the
destruction. of a national settlement. MacDonald declares that
they have been ‘deceived” — but makes no proposal to meet
such deception by action.

The General Coupcil, to whom Cook btound pimself ancw
by his pact before the Trades Union, Congress 10 make no cri-
ucxszlmoﬁﬂ:hanp. p and ;ctua&nintqry t’o_save them, ha‘»;z
retur is seryice by, ! en, fhe raising of tht
question, of the levy or the aﬁ:%?% the Congress, and have
continued fo sfille any  action or even ofganised material
assistance, of the workj) ,mmvm,ﬂﬂ. desrite the utw«;;d
demand, at yerybdls&ng des, council cooference, as well a8
by wholesale branch resolutions, v eieh
The hypocrisy of the Interhations] Miners Committee ‘st its
meeting at Ostend on tember 30, when it was ‘confronted
again with its pledges international strike action and took
no action, is no less: clear. .
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he s iliati i the miners’ leaders to Mac-
Tar picpg ol rgoomnlung;!_mo T \P:ﬁ)’“b the ‘General
ve

Donald, o, the Parliamentar .
Coupdll, ' tg the m&i' rimist leadership, have brought nol
ane atom of o ‘gain to the miners. Ou’ the other hand,
ey ‘e confuac he Bghi, disbeariencd the mhners, creaied
diitien etlvcen, Whe B+ rtoge e eisalyodd e g

\ , j : : |
mi'm s Teformist leadership and to

t rkers ‘against the i r
come toothh:rn:io o‘r the miners in spite of their leaders.

is 4o se? The path of pacifism and appeals
’W‘lm,jhm,-:stq.heg!qne he :drpav.‘u_ﬁlsim. e
reformist Jeadership is vaie. These have prolonged and weakened

... But equallywain" is''the path of inaction, of draggingt on
and waiting, on'the present pass v : .
G?:t- N':gcm ony qp\e:n eveniually, oft the physical compulsion
of starvation, a 'sporadic dvi!m? back and disorganisation of
the . Cook''himself has said, ‘
fs r 29: , ( : \ ‘ .

. “l could go down to-morrow, to Nofis and Derby doal-

'fields aund get themen who have gone back fo come out

.+ again, but you cannot keep men out whea they have nol

the means. to. live.” ; .

But what does ‘this mean? Cook states it to justify his policy
of mwm ‘vpidyorwtrwbd” jatios. . On  the
! contrary. The very urgency of the tion means that the path
of protracted negotiations merely plays into the enenty’'s hands,
and that, if disorgamisation is not to set 1, either every resource
of action ‘must be t into play at once, or, if all action
has been tried and f , then and then only, a clear and
conscious retreat must be carried through, promptly, deaisively,
and direcily ted, such'as will not disorganise but leave the
miovement ‘all the stronger for a future struggle. " The

afiabtion been taken? Again on the ‘contrary.
w?:‘lﬁst ngwm and of recomciliation with ;l;
rdomustkaderlu‘)',hul,edmn t to comcenmtrate on
one tundamental Qhrq‘—«ﬂwnmﬁ:‘ungd;me ﬁght.and the

direct appeal to the working class. , U8 |

The proposals of the Miners’ Minority Movemeat, con-
sistently put forward at every coplerence in opposition to the
compromnse poligy. of Cook, have never yet been attemipted 10
be carried out, - _

First, the Miners: shoudd bring out ety men in every
pit where coal is sbeirzmrnised.%nok himself has stated that
the demand for the withdrawal of the safety men us .mvevsll
trom every part of the country. The Federation officials have
sometimes &«aﬂ with the threat. The Lancashire Executive
has passed a resolution calling for a National Conference to
decide on the question. Yet nothing has been done, save in a
few localities by rank and file initiative. ,

Second, the Miners’' Federation should appeal over the heads
of the General Council, on whom it is useless fo waste fume,
to every Union, every District Committee and Trades Council
for the fevy and the e ; and should send perso'na! de-
putations to the Executive ol every Union, forcing the issue to
the front. and at fhe same time calling for a ‘Special Trades
Union' Congress.

_ Third, the Miners showd appeal directly to the L L. P
and to the Labour Party.to fight for the levy and the empargo.
Fourth. the Miners should’ appeal straight to the workers
in''the docks, ships and railways against blackleg coal, sending
delegations of miners to orgamse mass demonstrations and
agitate in every port, docks and railway centre. '

] and other measures of inumediate ‘aCtion” are’ measures
o ‘Lhﬁ the response of the whole Britigh- working class,
which has invafiably shown itself ready to resporid to every
sign of arot?, determined and mtifitant % witness
the response 10 InternationaV Unity and to the -l Strike
— fo meet and drive back even at ‘the last the ‘attack of
the Government on the whole working class ¥k the miners.
But fhe need is t, and there'is not a‘day"left for deélay.
Delay means, not “organised retreat” of “whieh- Cook has
spoken, but disprgapisation, drifting back and the break-up ol
the Federation. gl N
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The British Strike and the Tasks of the

International Labour ‘Movement.
oot py'M. Tamsky. g
r‘:' o 1 “',, - B
Our Proposals ‘for the Suppon‘_d :ne Miners,
Hating the represgntahives of the Geuer
Comfc)ﬁ‘ J“'iiiwp..f’ﬂ”oo erepce, of the "An o-Russian Com-

i ; ori of the mimers” should be
midieo a0d: despAndec thah, e sf?gs‘tx,)ﬁl)d ﬂ:i{ir"niﬁ?poﬂam point,

on _the nda . as the il
m“%ngm denmn:nded..,lbqt ouf,_represeftatives d decline
to join in the declaration  whigh had L ) pilssed’ by ihe
A. U. C. T. U, as they eonsxdcraawn an_insuf to the General
Council. - The epresentatives of ¢ Brifigh, ral Council
rejected our proposal. Our representalivgs, on. other hand

declined — and_ they l}veg, _;ng&t in doing s0 — to discuss the
Mfl;amdﬂte kegresgnmves,df the General Coufieil exhibited
a strange logie. 1 we accept a dedlaration which condemns their
congrete mﬁakes they»jegam it 45 interfert uln‘:heu mmextul
aiiairs, but when they emand thaf a resol 'qt:d‘*b{j the
supreme. body of our frade imion movement bé '‘revoked. 1t
is no interference in oyr affairs. ln our ‘opinion however, jusi
this is an interference ‘in''our affsirs, an attempt to force their
conditions. Oeus. We-.anere...right i reject mg‘oﬂuﬁ Rr{;{:» 1,
for we: IR TN G o e e Aol of e
Anglo-Russian i r it ving passed anv
reﬁuﬁons. Smmm%rm took place
in ‘Berlifi “atwhich ' — m-mmmﬂ:dm‘:z hlrhel
I . .
queIS‘: otl;n ofahélhjﬁgﬁm ‘ gﬁgﬁ '35@103?&&?&y‘ and 1
E;)H the necessity of bringing up this  gueston, suntil o
representatives induced them to accept our proposal. When the
question of the support lol the miners was fl;emuyi put T 1::
enda and our represemtative, made a pwmber ol -~ Ul
gmiw very practical, — roposals, they. ;ﬁ)ﬁﬂ very dl])!n
matically that an the first place these proposals were ympracti
cable, and in the Wl place that all these -prgposals had
already been disc and to a large extenf carried through
Is there any logic in this? | cannot hind if. Finally, the English
rejected the proposals of our delegation without discussing them
point by point. '
" As the Committee ias no executive, but only adwisory nights
and as in the Committee the separate l&u&suom are not declierd
a iority but by mutual understanding, our ) were
:{)t rﬁf&yl ask: did the General Council and its represen
{atives act rightly when they rejected our propasals at. the Con-
ference of the Anglo-Russian bxunuttee? In my opinion, the
Congress af Bournemouth, should at least have said a Tew words
on. the subject; she on howgyer is ug} on,  the agenda’
of the Congress, altho these “unpragtical’ Slﬁg&ﬂpm dea
with so important a gquestion as, for .instance, calling upon all
workers to contribute 1% of their ’wagljcs to help ithe miners
for the whole duration, of the strike. Had this proposal been
carnied through, we aught have awaited the issue of the ﬁghw
with calm counfidence; for, although some vacilafion 1s seei
in the ranks of the miners in consequence of their extreme
exhaustion, the situation of the mineowners and of the Govern
ment is by no mears enviable. The month of September is the
most important month in the ocoal-market; 'in this momth stores
of coal are laid ip for the whole winter. It is not difficult 0
understand what this means; furthermore every day of such
a stnike costs many millions. And, if the English workers, cmxlj
in such cirowmstances rely oo really firm international supporl.
would they find themse¢lves n the position {n which .they now
are? Has our support on the other hand no_influepce on the
situation of the mipers? lIs, in the given circumstances, Ol
roposal for a one per cent levy on wiges of alf workers
For ‘the duration of the strike a bad, impracticable suggestio!
After Gur proposal had been rejected, we ‘made the same SuY
gestion to'the workers of ‘the Soviet Unian and received i\
from all pirts of our country-4o the effect that ‘the worke
were prepared to contribute 1% of thg:ir wages 10 tl;e SuPINI
of the fighting miners for the duration of the stgike, There
will of course be individyal voices of sition, . possibly ¢
few backward members of our irade umions, a ) ‘ch:
who lack class-consciousness, of persgns, who. have. takep retuye
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with us. drom the old apparatus of Sﬁtz while preserving their
old it - We have uo-l'-::e‘.sli htdst Jétubn howe'vngr that
our trade wniops and our trade umion members as a whole
will give & Ppositive answer tq thi§ question; they will say
that this is; tbg most practical apd ﬂ}‘e'ouly right attitude (ap-
Plause)“—‘ L (e W, v:.* ,)»' } v

vioices will perhaps be raised .ﬁl;ninuiping, according 1o
the old stock sphrase, that what i , for Russia is not
suitable fon the, English.. Why )sl the method of brotherly
help -which the. workers of- the, Soviet; Union practise be th
right thing im Russia and ot in England or Germany? Why
Is it because the. workers im England earn better wages or
are better educated than ours? Wihy do these nwthods . not
apply ower there? | believe it is because they have corrupt
leadérs (applause) whose actions are not guided by the will
to unite the workers and to develop class solidarity, but whose
policy is directed towards diwi%’ _the waorkers agcording  to
pations, unions, gccupations efc, and | they all cast sheep’s
eves at the employers, This is why our methods do not suit
them. |

Another way in which the Russian workers ‘“interfered”
with the trade unions, was a proposal on the carrying through
of which the fate of the strike largely depends. We proposed to
discuss the question of an' embargo, of preventing the loading
and transport of strike-breaking coal.

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

The miners are locked out, and what is the aititude of the
General Council? Is it for or agaipst the miners fight? We have
received. no. clear answer to this guestion. | have carefudly
studied the speech of the chairman of the congress. He says:

“M, on the principle stated, it is ‘right that the whole
Movement may be required to rally to defence of any
part, i a common éffort, a common sacrifice is required
(this' is absolutely true; in our opinioh, a repetition of the
action — which fafled the first time — 4 now necessary),
it muyst also be accepled "as equally fundamental that the
inerest' of no part of the Movement is superior to the
inferest of the whole.”

According to our view this semence is true in an absolute
sense. The point however is that the miners are now delending
the interests of the mowement as a whole, that the interests of
the whole movement are being decided on the miners’ front.

This is why the movement as a whole must hasten to the help -

of this segtion. The trend of Pugh’s jormula on the other hand
seems to be thai the miners should. sacrifice ves in the
intergsgs of the other workers, thaf ,4;; interests of the British
workers would benefit, if the miners were to yield. Were the
miners to yield up their positions and, according to all the
rules of democracy and of the Coustitulion, to accept the eight
hours’ day instead of the seyen hours’ day, were they to
renopmce | aimy to a natiopal wages agreement and (o accept
district agreements (i. e finally to disintegrate their federation),
were they to accept a reduction of wages, this apparently would
serve the interests of the whole labour movement of nd.
This sophism is dished. .up without any counnection with the
chief tasks of the whole labour movemept in Britain, and the
result is an extrm'lgwdm;hmi di?lomatic turn of speech: “‘on
the one hand — on other hand”. Plaialy stated however, the
question is: Are yqu in favour of the miners or not? i you
are for the miners, how have you supported them? Are the
interests. of the Brjtish, laboywr movement being degided oa this
section of the fronf or are they not? 1. maintain that they are,

ind no one dare dispute it,

What j§ 'the’ Significance of the Refusal ‘of Permits of Enfry

to, the Representatives of the Soyiet Trade Unions?

H is said that the rebusal ‘of permits of entry tor Tomsky
and M\-jnitm is a‘trifle] awgﬂdof Juestion, On-the’ ‘one
g R O i o e
" . B ver ' on
tricans’ d'-mtmi&"tm

with fhie’ thct ‘that the y . ! Hes be
A
W eotsn: trade

at the ‘same time been 3l 1
that ‘the ‘control ‘of the’ tional’ ‘policy “of the

unions is exclusively in the hands of His Majesty’s Conser-

TR i raIMgY ¢
vative Government, How elge qan,‘;we"“immm the fact that |
General Cowwil is not -allowed to send iy délegatgs to sudh
countries as it comsiders desirable and is not alowed to inV
those persons whom it wishes to inyife but only such as are
approved of by the Government? ‘ b

They wish to dispose of this daet by a phrase such u1
that wsed by Clynes and others, saying: “That is not libera
procedure, it is dishonest policy on the part of the Minister
for Home Affairs.” They look for honesty in the class politics of
the bourgeoisie. 1

The refusal of the permits of entry is,a pew blow aimed
by the  Government at the Trades Union Copgre‘g,s. Whay is
the answer of the General Council?: “We protest! Profesting is
easy enought; but what js the valye of a passive protest? It
is a scrap of paper. You are indignant; but what have you
demanded from the Govermment? have you done to free
yourselves from this control, to.jorce thg Government to with-
draw the prohibition of entry? This is the actual question,
and # is . a question which cannot be avoided. We can pever-
theless understand- this difference of aftitude towards the repre-
sentatives of the American and to. those of the Soviet trade
unions, ;

The Fight between two Tendencies in the Labour Movement.

In the international labour movement a strmbnwem
two tendeéncies, two courses, can be cléarly : the
tendency of the American trade union movement and the tendency
of the trade union movement in the Soviet Union. The tine of
the American trade union movement is that of ultra-Reformism,
of Reformism, of opportunism such as has not hitherto been
practised in Furope and is only now reaching us from America.

The second line is the line of our revolutionary class move-
ment. These two lines are now confronting one another. in
Western Europe and the workers of Westerp ope must chose:
Are they for the American methods of fighting and working or
for those of the Soviet Uniop? ' .

The American method is based on the theory that the
working class can be emancipated by means of economic co-
operation with the capitalist class, especially by means of the
realisation of Socialism, thrpugh - Banks which are to be
estatlished with the money of the trade umions, with the savings
of the ‘workers. ‘

They z?' that the working clasé will arrive at Soeialism
by means of the influence of thesé Labour Banks on industry.
For the time being however, the trade union leaders are elected
as directors and 1 of the supervising toards of these
banks with corresponding salaries, they buy shares and speculate
on the Stock Exchange. In practice the result is that the bank
is not influenced ty the trade unions but the trade umons by
the bank. Commissions for the rationalisation of produgtion are
set similar to our conferences on production. They are com-
pos::‘ of equal numrbers of representatives of the workers and of
the administration; they meet and discuss how the produgctivity of
labour of the concern in question can be increased in the interest
of its capability of competing with other undertakings. What an
idyiH'" Just'as ‘with s ‘bt the other way round. 'According to
our method the understaking must first be taken out of the hands
cf the capitalists and only then can conferences take place. They
however have outrun us; first conferences on production’ and
then, with the help'of the banks, in atout 300 years, the hase
of the concerns. The ‘American trade unions are often fo
be taking orders for their ers. We know of examplés of
this. In the opinion of the English bourgeoisie this is a
trade union movement. It is actually the fact that if the «mg;:
has no imoney, he gets money from the Laboir Bank; the trade
union helps- the employer to increase .the.competitive pawer of
the comcern, and if he lacks orders, it helps fum to get ordets.
The Russians work-on somewhat dilferent lines; they say that
trade umion movement-is a class movement, that the trade union

movement is ' not rated drons ' the political movement a
Chineése wall, that at'a) dertdin’stage ok the movemerd,
and ecomomnies fuse.! wined L LT unno of “ Bl
" They''go ev 0" P¢hey ‘saff that the task of the ‘trade
S b g et o
7 ‘ ' the whole ma of
ﬂmqg “of it&di‘as'md"ﬂi the factories

and the land from the ‘banks.
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T re the {wo temdencies which confront one another in

the i ii ir movertient. 1t is not a4 matter 'of indiffe-
renge sts “Whicl'' of these two tendencies carries off
the vi n e ntert labour movement. The refusal of
the ' is actually ‘equivalént 40 a rt of the
Reformist movement on the part of the is roment
of England. The English working. class. understand this.

’

M

The Embargo. - the Las{ Baétle.

Since all the problems of the struggle between the working
class apnd ‘the capialists are being decided on the front of the
miners” fight, the chief question 4s that of the sapport of the
miners. The first step in this support should be o protect the
miners against the import and tra of strike-breaking coal.
We raised this tiont iy ‘'our proposals to the Anglo-Russian
Committe¢, 'but’ received ‘the ‘answer that it was impossible,
as 50% of the English workers are in'a veny serious situation
owuxeto the mipers’ st ."We however are of the opinion
that ‘they will’be in a stifl more serious situation if the miners
suffer a defeat. Do you believe that aber a defeat of the miners,
after the capitalists have got in'a blow at the whole British
labour mowvement by prolonging the hours of work, they will
car; a rda;;‘) for tﬁ)e working class, for the trade unions?” After
suc| feat, will any single group of the capitalists stand in
awe & the trade urions? (%Fdogugepnot; T Konsense to deny
this. A deleat of the mijners would inqv,iubP lead to a loss
al political .and ecomomic. weight on the part of the trade unions.

) The labour movement of Great Britain is faced by a clear
and i question: —-Are they to take up the last fight or
not? The decisive moment of the fight has come, and the British
trade ‘unions must mow decide whether they will.carry on: the
fight ‘4o the last positions. ‘

. If the leaders' wish to correct their mistakes, which they
probably acknowledge to. a certain extent, .it. js their duty to
summon the working class to this last fight. However diificult
thst::ay be, the last b'nlﬂe must be | in serried ranks, —

y proclamation of an embargo. This might be an actual
and decisive lorm of help to the miners on slrik‘g Is the Congr:ss
capable of this? We shall see.

What is fhe Substance of Mr Pugh's Speech?

The chairman’s speech at the Congress was a programmatical
speech which gave the tome to the whole congress. Mr Pugh
first of all stated, as we have said, that the strike was not a
general strike, but a “national” strike. He further said that the
question must be dealt with quite calmfy that the workers should
remember the lesson which the Consc%e Government had given
them. He then stated that this lesson should be “taken o heart”
at the next parliamentary election. These words are criminal.
The 011!( lesson which the English workers should Tearn is that
they will never achieye much as long as the power is in the
hands of the capitalists, as long as the bourgeois democracy
with its parliamentarism, with its constitution, created to deceive
the workers, with its “free”, venal Press, exists. Every form ol
parliamentarism, every constitution is an ipstrument for betraying
apd s essing the workers, is an ingtrument for ensuring the
rule and the dictatorship of the capHalist class. This is the
lesson which, in our apinion, the English workers should deduce
fram the eyents. ,

Thege are, it is frue, among the English trade union func-
tionaries, many persons who. think as follows: Yes, of course,
the Russians have their own methods; they live on the border
between Europe and Asia. They have methods of their own; we

must lead the workers to victory through parliamen-
tary - democracy. There are people who- actually believe that
with: the present bourgeois election apparatus, ‘with the prevailing
system of corruption at elections, -at which the electors are

1o the poll in motors, at which voles are paid for; at
which fhe: elebtors are treated etc. — people who believe that
som: fine +thé.aworkers will carry off dhe victory at the elec-
tions and will have .a majority. in Parliament. JFhey would then
resolve by simple voting that all banks, factories amd works
and all howses should become comumon property and that private

ip of the meamps of production should come’ta.an end.
The- capitaligts will | propose  amendments which will be
“rejected”. Alier the law has been passed, the capitalists will

Correspondence
T tak 5,
leave the factories and EHoc;;l-ensm will be .tilllplehe. In practice
however we see how, well the eoigie knows how to figh
duzincqa strike, ‘We m-veseen% mdhng&rty the petted
sons_of, the bourgeoisie can di,sfuy and we know from the ey
perience of the &usswx revolution that the isie do not
yield up their stolen boofy with -such idyllic serenity; we haye
seen in our country during the revolution that not bulleting by
machine-guns had to be put in action. Even when we had takey
away the means of production, the oisie tried more tha,
oice to ‘win them back, and 'mabilised the world againg
us with this object in view. Can’then 'anyone imagme iny
bun%ins will accomplish anwhg? H any representative of ihe
English -t¥ade’' unions likes to ~any worker, male or femule
of Moscow or ‘vanovo-Vossnessensk efe. how the factories cap
be' taken fromv the capitalists, he will receive the answer iha
it can certainly not be'done through parliamentanism, by means
of volting.

The chairman then continued his pitiflel doddering as 1o
whether any attemipt was made during the strike o paralyse :he
Jife ‘of the country. He said 'that’ no swuch attempt' had beey
made, that it was purely 'a “national” strike.

They bring the raitways and mwotor traffic and the electri.
power works 1o a standstill, saying to the Conservatives at the
same time: '‘“Pray, "do mot imagine that we ‘wish to paral
the' kfe of the country; all- this just happens. And what Vo,
Conservatives do just happens ‘too. It is not a political but .n
economic fight.

Is this tone worthy of a leader of the labour movemen: -
Can  such leaders lead the: »woﬂdnf olass 10 victory? No, ih-
English worker must draw the conclusion that they are incapabic
of it. “Follow our traditions”, said the chairman oz the Congress,
exﬁ:aining that the first congress 58 years dgo “in an equall,
difficult positibn preserved the greatest calm and common-sense.’
This means that in order to preserve the traditions you mus!
act as calmly and ts;;:nsitiiy a;l.‘they d_id’SS yea;ls ago. This
means: — Forg e umperjalist war, forget that capial I
attacking you unggi,s trying to shift the burgen of the costs of
the criminal, predatory war on to your shoulders, forget thul
there has been a ifeﬁcra;l strike during which the police attacked
the workers with truncheons, torgeﬁlgm the miners are starving,
that the children of tﬁ}gmrs‘ suffering, from under-noursh
ment in consequence of the four and a hali months’ strike, are
on the brink of the grave, forget all of this and concern .uu:
selves “calmly and sensibly” with the peity questions on th:
agenda, as was done 58, years ago.

Can such Jeaders. lead the workers 1o victory? No, they are
incapable of it. -

They are afraid that thé British worker is inning 10
understand whepe his class interésts lie, that he will begin 1o
take "an interest'in the bogrgeois offensive. This is no joke. The
British worker is really beginning fo understand — not ve!
sulficiently dlearly’ perhdps — that; as long as power is in the
hands of the bourgeoisie, as long as there is a govermmen: of
mineowners, shipowners, Jandowners and bankers, there will
also be war, ion of the working class ‘and endeavours to
reduce their standard of living. 'We sze ‘to-dsy how'the British
capitalists are” trying 4o bring'd the standard of living of
the English worker to the level of the standard of Yiving of th-
Germian- worker; and, if the leaders of the labour movemen
of Western Eyrope continue to behave '¥s'they are doing i
present, we shall soon see the capitalists beginning to reduce
the standard of living ‘of the German and French workers (0
that of the least organised and most exploited Chinese ind
Indian workers. That is the ideal of ital.

The English bourgeoisie very well understands how ‘o
guard its own imterests, ‘On the occasion of a ¢conflict of the
English navy 'in American ‘waters, when the question w1
raised as to whether the English were in the right, the famo
Pitt, if my memory serves me, said “Right or wrong. my
country.” And now, when it is a question of whether the miners
are’ right or wrong, wé'must say:, Théy  bel to our clas
and that %S all that matfers. Wherever Workers are fighting. 1!
15 the duty of the leaders; to place themselves at the head of the
fight and fo defend the class interests of the workers with might
and main. This is what the Genera} Cowncil ought to do; instead
of which..it joins with the clergy as a mediator, and a mediator
in what kind of alfair? In a fight between miners and
mineowpers, At a time when the gipers are right, in ever
respects. fonithey are carrying, on a fight jor the whole Englsh

‘.
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Pugh warns the ‘Conservativés' | inst) thaking fresh attacks
on the trade unions and, ( j t the trade unions must
continue to exist because, with the Courts and the Parliament,
they! “imtegral parts of sthe lorder of modern society, [his
indeed’#s the ideal of the bourgedisie; to turn: the trade umions
into ‘equally obedient instruments of/the bo is: power as are
the Cearrts'and Parliament. Is: it conceivable Parliament will
ever appose ‘the interests of the capitalists? Never. Do you then
wish' to make the trade unions obedient instruments of the
capitalist class? Such jeaders are incaple of leading the working
class' to victory.

Finally, one passage in his epeech has caused me great
uneasipess; that is the passage about the “national index” and
about the mecessity of the policy of the question of wages being
on a scientific basis. He stated:

“Has not the time come to consider how we can apply
the principle of a'living wage, or bagic wage, corresponding
to the index of natiomal production and aiming at the equi-

' table distribution and spending power in relation to family
needs and the cost of living?”

As regards spending power, it is ipunaterial in this speech,
but as regards the index and the proposal that wages should
be brought into harmony with the index of national production,
| maintain that this is exactly what the German capitalists are
doing by bringing the index of wages into harmony with the
level, of, production in their country, and that the English
mineowners are doing nothing more npor  less than . ptipﬁ
the index of wages to the level of their somewhai backwar
production. What does. this mean? It means the workers sharing
the losses oi the employers, the recomstruction of productiop
at the workers' expense.

A few words on the question' of umity which was also
touched upon by Mr Pui:l Pugh states that he is opposed to
meéchanical unity, but is In favour of a unity which represenis
the “unity of mind and heart. As regards the mind, we should
cf potrrse prefer a unity based on the unity of minds. The idea
which' should lie at the base of such wnpity, should be the 'idea
of ‘the ‘mecessity of revolutionary class war for the final emancipa-
tion ‘of the working class. But for us it is not only ideas which
aré important, but unity of action of workers’ unions in the
fight against capital. We are in favour of an International ‘which
13-prepared at any moment, if a light breaks out between labour
and capital on any section of the fromt, to mobilise millions
and 'miltions of ‘workers and to call upon them 'to make sacri-
figes' and to'act in solidarity for the moral and material support
of their fighting comrades.

We, are in favour of an Interpational of this kind and not
lar, an Lmernational which, at. the moment when a serious fight
is taking place on a decisive  sector of the world frost,, at
the time of the general strike  in England, meets togetber;  is
photographed a parates, which discusses for four months
how the miners can be helped and what interest can be demanded
for such help, We are ppposed to an International of, this kingd,
for with such an International, the workers fighting on . the
separate sections of the front are doomed to defeat.

The Amsterdam International is a sham international labour
organisation; the’ workers ‘favé no ‘real .imternational labour
organisation.  The ‘Amsterdam TIntermational ‘which exists in the
heart; in the centre of Europe and' extends o the most important
European ccuntries, ‘is a' fiction, 'a "deception; the Red lnfer-
national of Labour "Uniouns ‘on the ‘Gther "hand, 'is still weak
in Burope!' We ‘are in favour of an International of deeds, for
an International of 'sohdu%y in action. “

Bth o LE'E B iy El im & i } U

- We hope. that; the Congress will have a word to say on, unity
from the poir?two!nuim,;d the, vital inferests of the, working
lass, What has the English strike shown? It has shown: that
the offensive of capital is not only lowering in the distance,, but
that it exists in Jull agtivity, as an.active attack of the. capitahiet
vlass on the  working: ©l#ssqThe English . sirike represemts, a
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1n a strike of this natire the existence of millions ot workers
is at stake. A strike of this kind demands solidarity and umity
from the working class; a strike like this should be supported
‘by the workers in all countries.

" What has been Proved by the English Strike?

The English strike has proved the necessity of a more cen-
tralised movVemeint of national and international dimensions, of
a centralised movément on an international scale and of the
necessity of organisations with fightin wer. It has been the
best illistration not only of the lnupii ity of action, but' also
ol the treacherous character of ‘fhe Amsterdam International.
As far as T know, a§ lac:"; Gan 'be judged by the bulletins of
the Asisterdam [Iriternational, it 'is 'at last beginning fo develop
a: camwpaign: for the support of the English miners — whecher
at a rate of interest or not is stil unknown. In the fifth month
of the fight Amsterdam is beginning to stir. it apparently hopes
that ‘the strike is nearing its end, that it will soon sulier defeat.
Where was Amsterdam during the first five months? I do nw
for a mament believe that ¢the Amsterdam International is really
thinking of help, as anyone who does not help in the first
moment of the fight and ‘who, at the decisive moment of the
fight, challers about rates of interest, will not and is also
incapable of helping the workers jn their fight; he is much
more concerned with directors jobs in the banks and with
guiding the fight of the workers on to bank liges; he is much
miore anXious not to fan the anger of the bourgeois Press
into flame. i

The Anglo-Russian Comunittee Must Continue to Exist.

“'Is the alliance betweéen thé ‘workers of the Soviet Union ‘and
the ‘workers cf England, which was called into being in the
form of the ‘Anglo-Russian Committee, to continue to exist?” We
consider that it is necessary, that the alliance has proved its
viability. We have sometimes called a spade a spade instea
of disguising it under a more pleasing name. We called treachery
treachery and not “an unfortunjate mstake”, we called cowards
cowards and not “persons lacking decision of character.”
Perhaps this is one of our faults; but fhe alliance between the
proletariat of the two countries has shown that the workers
of the Soviet Union can be relied upon to help in a ﬁFﬁ and,
if anyome is capable of fighting and fighting ruthlessly, it is
the Russian worker. '

We know that we may often need the help of the prcletarians
of 'Western' Furope in the iture] and we count with Fill - con-
fidence 'on their ‘help (applause). We on our part,” $hall always
reply to an appeal for help and rush to the aid of our class
brothers wherever a fight may break out between labour and
capital. (Applause). ‘

Qur whole  history is a proof. that the workers of the
Soviet Union:have always been the first to help their class
brothers. wherever workers were threatened — whether. it was
a case.of Japanese capitalists torturing Chinese workers: im: the
modern . textile, factories by corporal punishment, ar highly
educated Conservatives or Liberals who throttled the English
miners. We have proved the viability of this alliance; it would
be a sad.outlook if the alliance between the $/,» million workers
of the drade wnions of the: Soviet Union: and. the British trade
union: movement which represents 5'/: million workers were to
depend:ion-whether Tomsky quafreled. with Purcell or anyone
else. What are the leaders? They are persous commissioned and
authorised by the -working «class, ipersons who oy theit
confidence; and if they prove incapable, the workers ghose
other- representatives.. The' Mﬁ-.dm has ty of elements
atits disposal to enable it ‘o replace inca - leaders, by mew
and better ones. is it ‘thew admissible for a iraternal
betweety: the (workers./of 1wo. countries fo be dmlm
because: thy deaders ) hawe offended. one avother?  Nai it
be nomsense. | am convinced that the English workers would
not permit it any more than we would, and that, #f the leaders
do not understand this, they will find other leaders.
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We “are 1n favour of a iraternal alliance with the English
workers. We are in favour of ptuewinﬂvthe Anglo-Russian
Committee and of making it more active. ‘d‘ wﬂ‘luml .lw
10 congeal the fact that there are in our circles indivi com-
rades who have said ‘that, since the leaders of t’n:v(.)eneral
Council have betrdyed the English strike — which is a frue
statement — we ought to break up the Anglo-Russian Com-
mittee, as we ought no longer to sit in the same organisation
with the leaders of the General Council. Our alliance with the
English workers should pot, however, depend on the per

sonality or the conduct of the leaders of the General Council.

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

The workers of the Soviet Union and their trade umions
are in favour of a close fraternal alliance with ‘the British
workers, in favour of maintaimng the Anglo-Russian Committee
as l.Eereouiﬁc:tion of that alliance. We wmay have differences
with the leaders, we may criticise one another, we grant everyone
the right to criticise us and claim that right for ourselves; we
make no secret of our dissensions; we extend the warmest
welcome to the delegates of the English miners, but this does
not mean that differences may not exist between wus and the
representatives of the miners; their iti view of life is
quite unknown to us, but the fact that delegates have been sent
is in itself a pledge of the alliance between the workers of
the Soviet Union and the English workers. We are in favour
of the Anglo-Russian Committee being granted far more inde-
pendence. We would wish that the l%ongnc:,s at Bournemouth
would give expression to a desire for greater activity on the
part of the Anglo-Russian Coimmittee, only in the question
of negotiations between the Amsterdamers and the Russian trade
upions and the Profintern, but alsp in the extremely important
questions of the international trade union movement, in the
questions of the danger of war and the offensive of capital, in
the question of the h izing of all mecessary action on all
the battle-fronts of the working class. 1 believe that the workers
of Great Britain have sufficiently grasped the importance and
the necessity of the alliance with our workers; it represents a
pledge of the unity of the international labour movement, a
real ﬁigming unity based on mutual help, on a common struggle,
on mutual solidarity

The Fraternal Alliance is no Empty Phrase.

| believe, comrades, that the English miners and the German
women workers who are present i this hall will be com-
vinced, quite independently of the political differences which
may possibly exist between us, that for our workers, for the
workers of the Soviet Union, to whatever nation they may
belong, the cause of the fraternal alliance 1s no plaything, no
empty phrase. The fraternal alliance is a proletarian fighting
aMliance, the fraternal alliance 1s — preparedness to make
sacrifices, preparedness to fight, preparedness for mutual support.
I am convinced that the delegates here present. regardless of
their political differences of opinion, will returu to their own
countries convinced that an alliance of this kind, if 1t embraced
the workers of all countties, would guarantee a victory over
the offensive of capnal. They will return to thexr homes with
the comviction that our workers will stand up dor a uwmty of
this kind; that our workers have not carried out a national
revolution, that they regard their work as the beginning of
the emancipation oif the whole ipternational proletamat, that the
Russian workers are prepared for every sacrifice in order to
bring about a real and vomplete emancipation of their class
bn&rs. oot in 300 years and not through ballot papers, but
by active revolutionary class struggle. Of this we are convinced,
for this we fight, jor this we make sacrifices and we are always
prepared to hasten to the succour of our class brothers wherever
there is a fight between labour and capstal. (Loud applause.)

| POLITICS

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

Anyone who has watched the Press of Western Europe
in the last few months, may have observed that it has discussed
more and more frequently the question that the European States
could and ought to join in common action against the rival
countries — ‘America and J.ﬁu ~— which have developed sioce
the great war. Views of this kind are to be found in all
imaginable papers, from the “Secolo” to the “‘Vorwirts". I
would seem that it 1s really a case ol a serious growth of
endeavours towards Furopean unity against America. This i
pression 1s intensified we read the Republican Press of
America, when we observe the long delay in negotiations con-
cerning France’s debt to America and when we read some
of the writings of Comrade Trotzky.

i we observe more closely, we find that the papers which
are oopducting this campaign very systematically are eithes
those which give expression to the views of certain petty
bourgeois cirgles or those which appeal to readers of thn
dass. The Pan-Europe vement, started by Count Coudenhove-
Kalergi, recruits its ad s exclusively from the strata ol
the intelligentsia or from those capitalists to whom it seems
important that the intellectual petty bourgeoisie should he
neutralised.

This whole campaign for the establishment of the United
States of Europe (united capitalist states, of course) which 15
said to be possible and necessary, has two sides: either the
reflection of illusions as to the return of the good old times
in the fight against America among the ammuity holders and
taxpayers who have been cheated of their foreign securities
by inflation, or a systematic policy of the large bourgeoisie m
the different countries of Europe to distract attention from the
preparations for war which are actually taking place.

In reality, a union of the capifalist States of Europe »
today less ible than ever. If the whole capitalist world
consisted of nothing but debtors and creditors, if nothing
linked the European States with ome another and with the rest
of the world but war and post-war dehts, then undeed the for-
mation of a “umion of debtors” inst. the creditors or creditor
(America) would be simple a feasible. But it is not for
nothing that the European States were, before the war, the
“smithy” of the warld, it is not for nothing that they held
the hegemony in world industry. To-day, it is frue, that hege-
moany is destroyed. America and Japan have grown imo rivals
of equal rank. ‘gor many years the relations of the world marke!
(the international credit system, shipping, international division
of labour, world trade) have been Qquite paralysed and the
Furopean States to a large extent isolated. This lowest pomt
of the crisis has however now been overcome. Capitalism s
a world system ‘is passing through an epoch of relative stabi-
lisation. Just those relations of world industry have 'been. n
a large measure, restored — although on a different basis. This
restoration, however, is accompanied by the restoration of the
deep-rooted contradictions which are intimately connected with
the imperialist character of the States in question; indeed the
contradictions between the European States are more intense
than before the war

An almost nfinite series of events are evidence of this
thesis: the obstinate dispute between England and France n
the question of the Rhine and the Ruhr; the alternating struggle
for the Balkan and border States; the Tangiers question which
has become a burning one and which was raised through the
Abessynia Agreement between lapd and ltaly; the fight lor
predominance in the League of Nations and for the political
course it should take; the new French policy of alliance — all
these show that beneath the surface of the Pan-European dranw
unsurmountable contradictions between the Furopean States face
one another with an extreme degree of tension.

Is there then no bond of union between the European
States ?

1t would be wrong to assert this; — an alliance between the
capitalist States is possible for one definite purpose; it 15 not
only possible indeed, but already developing; it is an alliance
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for pommon agtion against the Soviet Union. In this {
contmon s of 1tg"l£phd;ist s&am#q&m smtrehgth
that by comtrast with them the contradigtions within Europe
may and do ‘attimes fall into the background. Just now we
are in a period when the endeavours to encircle the Soviet
Union gre gssuming particularly large proportions.

The Pan-Europe policy is intended {o distract the attention
of the masses and above all of the petty bourgeois intelligenisia
from thes¢ preparations. Anyone who still fails to see that
the chief tenqa:lc& of European development to-day is the for-
mationt of an anfi-Soviet and. not of an anti-American block in
Furope, is an accomplice in this camouflage mapoeuvre!

The campaign of the bourgeoisie, the true character and aim
of which we; have depicted, has already been omcd by the
Communist, International at the 6th Enlarged Plenum of its
Executive with the slogan: “United States of Socialist Europe.”
[he essence iof the slogan is in the word “soetalist”, which
expresses the. following ndeas:

1. The ‘chief feature ‘of the umion of the European States
must be an alliance with the firs¢ Union of Socialist Republics
n Eastern Europe. This idea is diametricaly opposed to the
aims of the capitakist Gavernments. .

2. The development which has ﬁain placed the old imperia-
list contradictions in Europe on the in even greater
intensity, has at the same time created the conditions which
make it essential that they should unmite in a socialist spirit.
Further development of the productive forces in the leading
countries of Europe is only possible on'a socialist foundation,
unless it is - ht at the price of wholesale misery and thus
made questionable in its very imception. This has been de-
mounsirated as plainly as possible by the recent great class
conflicts in Eurape.

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

4. In view of the further restriction of the European agrarian
basjs, the further develowlmt of all the countries of FEur
depends on the Stdtes of Western E enteripg into -
and systematic co-operation with a large agrarian country.
Experience 'has hown that a division of labour between the
capifalist industrial States of Western Europe and the Soviet
Union with its export of agrarian products is pot ible n
a form which would exhaust all existing possihilgﬁes. Here
also the prelimipary condition for real co-operation is a com-
version of the capitalist States to socialism.

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

_ The United States of capifalist Europe mean war; — war
with the Soviet Union in the first place or, if the anti-American
dreams of the petty bourgeoisie are fulfilled, war with America.

The United States of Socialist Europe are however a slogan
of peace. Tteir object is to continue in the widest measure the
peaceful ' work of socialist construction which has been begun
gl)c ghlg UE S. S, R. and which ﬁ‘:/o;id be carried through by
Socialist Europe in agreement wif es of the imperialist
colonies who would share in the mpeopl e

The petty bourgeois masses of FEurope and with them
millions of workers are under the illusion that a union of the
Furopean States would be a way of salvation ffrom their diffi-
cult situation. The large ! isie turns ‘this point of view
to acoount by pretending to support their endeavours, while it
uses all this talk as a cover for preparing' a mirderous alliance
of Europe against the U. S. S, R. ;

The Comintérn addresses itself to the masses with the
appeal: A union ‘of Furopeant States — yes! But on a socialist
basis and " with' ‘gocialist construction jin common as s
aim. Let anyone who' strives’ fowards this aim join 'in the work
for the wi of'socialism’ in his owWn ‘counfry and for an
alliance with the U. S, 8. R. g
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The International Iron Cartel. "
. By Giinther Reimann (Berkin).

. The negotiations for the formation of a European

Cartel were concluded on the 30th September in Brrnueils. l'ﬁt:
international nﬁgotintlons of the iron magnajes formed in every
respect a parallel to the negotiations of the League of Nations

at Geneva.

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

This is due to the fact 'that the German iron magnates were
already at the end of 1924 firmly united in national cartels and
syndicates. The German iron industry, during the war and the
inflation time experienced a relative over-development along with
a narrowing of the market owing t6 the decreased consumption
in the country and the strengthemnﬁ of foreign industry. In order
to avoid a competitive struggle which would reduce prices and
profits, the German iron cartels and syndicates endeavoured to
maintain inland prices at a high level by means of heavy tariff
dutries. But the German iron magnates felt very severely the
French inflation competition in %est Germany itself which re-
duced home prices, while at the same time they experienced the
sharp competition abroad, so that prices on the world market
fell considerably. The high profits gained by, the profitable home
market weré, to a great extent, lost by the less profitable dum:
ping abroad.

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

The agreement which has been concluded dealt with two
things:

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

wever, upon the conclusion of a Franco-German conunercial
treaty. '

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

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

The Brussels agreement has laid down the following figures:

Germany 43,18% of the total production
France 3L19% W w #
Belgium . e 1282% 4 . "
Luxemburg . . . . B812% ., , . »
Saar district . . . . 525% , ., . ”

These figures were based on the production for the first
uarter of 1926. For the German r\dustrialists this basis is un.
avourable, for in the Winter of 1925/26 the German iron e:g
steel production was considerably restricted, while the Fre
production reached very high figures owing to inflation. Thus

the production on which the allotment was based p

a 95 to 100% e tion of the capacity of the “and
Belgian iron industry, but only a 75 to 80% exploitation of the
German- iron u s‘?bcuy. In order to arrive at an agrée-
ment the German iron industrialists consented {0 this arrange-

ment. :
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- In order 40 guarantee a- strict carrying out of ‘the limitation
. of production and jnergase 'ices, /a)BaJanging fund is to be
| ol For evefy ton d “witin_tfle._quota .a dollar
must “tnto“4 common fand, and for every ton which foes
beyond thygquots ; the pppcem, A0 uerion das; tplpay four

ars. 2 *

The conclusion .of the agreement has been delayed owing
to the resistence of the Pclg' n iron indystrialists. This was not
only owing of their no b.tfl‘l?'sa_ﬁslied with the quota alread

anted' them. In this there is fo be seen the influence or Englis
inance capital upon Belgian industry, and the influence of the
English iron industrialists who wish to prevent as far as pos-
sible a continental iron bloc which would be directed against
them. 1t is characteristic that Vapdervelde, the social-democratic
Foreign Minister of jum, as the mediator between the iron
industrialists, 'has tried to pursuade the Belgian industrialists to
include' the English iron capitalists in the agreemenf even if it
should not ‘include the English,

‘It is very probable that the Enflish indpstralists will enter
the- cartel later on. For in fhe first placé a sharp go itive
struggle would involve 'very 'eé\‘rgolosss for thgrg lish indu-
stria p::s; th:h morerl 30 as gle‘&“l s;ll% ﬁenr? it very t& 1;:;1;;:3
com on the world’ mark against American competition, a
secondly, the éntry of the Eﬁ;tg[xsh iron industrialists would

arantes that pricé$’would be maj in Europe ifself. It
is ‘anthinkable a state of affairs 1 last long in which
the English iron industry would n%t be hit as an outsider l;{ the
limitations of the cartel, but would make use of the advantages
of the cartel.

In connection with' the German-Franco' iron ¢artel, negotia-
tions have taken place in Vienpa between ”'1{) iron industrialists
of Austria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary and Roumania. A provi-
sional agreement 'has” already been arrived at for the purppse
of limiting production and exports. It is ‘tru Polish iron in-
dustrialists did not take part in the recen otiations, ‘but it is
expectéd that they will come in later. This Internatiopal Iroj
Cartel will not compete with the Franco-German-Belgian" cartel
but will work with it. This is evident from the participation of
the Austrian industry in ‘Which''the Alpine Montan Gesellschaft

ays the most prominent role. This concern is the property of

German Steel Trust, the most powerful ‘German iron concern,
the representative of which played a' leading role at the Paris
iron negotiations, Thus the German Steel Trust immediately. took
pdrt in the negotiations at Paris and Vienna. A o

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

In Germany, France 'etc. the maintenance of high prices at
home would lead to a further increase in the prices of manufac-
fored at the cost of the masses of consumers, and in
partiowlar of the working class. At the same time the intermational

ation of the iron magnates would be directed in the
first place against the working class, as the former would
endeavour to reduce and to lengthen the working day
om an international scale. In the event of a defensive strike of the
workers in one country the iron concerns would be able to
render each other mutual s ;

If the Social Democrats are in favour of the international
iron cartel and only demand a harmiless State control on the
part of the government which is under the influence of the
heavy industnalists, it is not only because they wish to create
fresh illusions regarding the possibility of overcoming the
ctisis by capitalism, but they also expect that the cartel will
result in gigantic profits for the iron industrialists and in
relatively permanemt employment for a section — even if it
be a limited section — of the workers, and whereby the iron
industriatists would eventually be in a position to pay slightly
:Ewr wages to a new labour aristocracy. On the other ,

e is the fact that the iron industrialists will likewise make
use of mass umemplo t in order to dﬁ:ess wages and
worsen working itions, and that by the policy of the
infernational iron profiteers’ cartel the class antagonisms, along
with increased imperialist dangers, will grow again.
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The Unemployment Crisis in Denmark.
By E, Christiansen (Copenhagen).

In the stmmer which is now coming to an epd, unemplo,.
ment in Denmark has assumhed unusual. dimensions. fn July and
August - in the best season of the year for' work — unempi,,.
ment amoumed to 17,4% and 17% respectively,' a higher figure
than has ever been recorded in ‘those months, Even 1021, the
year of crisis did not show such high figres. ‘About one ouf
of every six Danish workers —'a] 50,000 out of 300,000
was out of work'in the summer months of 1926, and that afier
a winter of unemployment. ;

The crisis set in as early as the late autunm of ‘the previous
year, and last winter the number of u loyed'rose to almost
100,000. The Government lnﬁcirmes that in the coming wnter
the number of unemployed will rise to 82,000. All the figures
quoted here are official figures. In reality, however, 'unemploy.
ment is still higher, as not all the unegmployed are registered.

This crisis is partly tonnected with the general economic
erisis within capitdlism, but:partly it is the result bf the policy
adopted by the Social Demoeratic Government with regard 10
currency. In April. 1924, the Government of the large agrarians
which had up to that time been at the helm, found itself in (he
minority through the elections for the People’s Ghamber (2nd
Chamber). Thereupon Sogial Democracy formed :,mqnmcm
with Stauping as Prime Miaister and: Bergbjerg as Minister lor
Social Alffairs, . The Government majority was composed of
55. Social Democrats and 20 Left Radicals, there being 14V
members of the People’'s Chamber.

The question of currency was in the foreground, The Danish
crown was at that time worth about 60 gold oere. Social
Democracy. had carried:dn ifs élection eampaigh with the slogan
that the crown was tq be sétabilised by a tax en capital. The
costs were to be paid by the rich; for, as the Social ocrats
alleged, the crown had only fallen as the ‘result of speculation

In spite of this however, Social Democracy in common with
the bourgeois parties had byried the Bill for a tax on capial
Thereupon the Goverpment isshed a reg la_\pon regarding
carrency which, by means of a %gnera! income 4% and by new
indirect taxes,” for instancé on' oil, caused the Crown to rise
This curr,d‘tﬂ" regulation was' of such a npature that it offered
great ‘possibilitiés of speculation on the Exchange on an upwarl
tendency of the market, And indeed, Danish and fO!‘Qlpr capital
~i.'e. Arfferican — then embarked on énarmious speculdtion and
made large sums. At the same time the crown wis in this wa:
quickly brought to par, which meant a great increase of wealth
for those members of the capitalist class who owned bonds and
similar claims in crowns. It was acknowledged on all sides. even
bv the Sotial Democrats, 'that in this way large sums were
played into the hands of the capitalist class.

The rise of the crown, however, caused crises in seveld!
industries so that unemployment has increased 'greatly since
last autumn, ‘

The Social Democratic Government did not up,dertaketan\
effectual measures to prevent the growth of unemployment. Even
then it omitted to fulfill its promise of a new law concerniiiy
unemployment which it had made befare the election of 1024
It did not even introduce a bill, although it had had a g;cm
following from the ranks of the working class, owing to tf-)‘[
indignation at the bad legislation of the agrarian Governmen

The existing law concerning unemployment u}deed. which
was far from sagtishctory. was not even applied to its full extgnt;
by the Government. This law proyided that the unemp!ﬂ)';‘].
should receive a special allowance for a few weeks after fhe
lapse of the normal benelit.

In the last few months a strong communist agitation has
set in with regard to the question of unemplayment. Furthermore
a demand for complete support of the unemployed was made
not only. at several trade union congresses but also at the
plenary session of the trade upjon. executives in Copenhagen.
Under this strong pressure and with. the fear lest the trade unions
should approach the municipalities with their threats if the

benefits were not increased, Borgbjerg, the Minister for Social
Welfare, at last decided to let the unemployed have that 10
which they were entitled. A short time previously he had declared
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that he could not do so lest the Government should lose its
parliamentary majority. . | '

This is''however not the only cause for the Government
crisis ‘which has set in.1t is also to be explained by the whole
vacillating ‘policy 'of the Government. which on the one hand
strengthens’ ‘the bourgeoisie and “on "thé other hand causes
resentmjent among large numbers ‘of ‘the' working class.

In Workijng ' class circles, ‘including even those organised
in lr;?dg unions, the ‘inclinatiéin to support the (iovermﬁ:nt s
on the declifie, The Communist Party and the Left groups in ithe
wrade, unions are, of course,” not satisfied to have/dorced “the
Governrtient to' do its duty in so small a field. They are raising
much wider claims both as regard$ work and as regards support
for the un?uplgyed, They are agitating for a fight against un-
employment, bein ns for reducing wages, as the

R T o

ment ghélcsed as a mea

u-apiuﬁﬁs,,have succeeded in doing in the course of the year.
The. e glqycrs have, as a matter of fact, succeeded in reducing
wages, y‘ 17% this year on the basis of the Reformist trade
union 1Y, £ y

The 'present situation is for the Danish working elass a
good object lesson on the blessings of the parliameatary methods
of Soctial Democracy. The Sacial Democratic Government has
n the course of two years, greatly enriched and thus strengthene
the capitalists, whereas the situation of the workeérs has gétn
rendered much worse owing to the seriqus unemployment and
reduced wages. .

THE LABOUR_MOVEMENT

The Hamburg Dockwot_l{ef‘s’ '§§ike.
By Paul Merker (Wg).

The strike of 18,000 Hamburg dodeworkers is ol extraor-
dinary importance in two respects. It broke out precisely at the
moment when the English miners, in spite of 5 months of
st lé and in spite of the sharpest attacks of the English
bourgenisie) hgve again Jepi ﬂom . It is,3t the same
time a blow against the German sie, who, supported
by the freacherpus jpassivity of the éforymist ¢rade ,uu@ou‘tadera.
were able to hasten to the aid of the English explbiters by
sending huge supplies of blackleg coal' and thereby made
enormous profits. There is no doubt that the dockworkers strike
will” strengthen and consolidate ‘the tront of the English miners.

The fight, which has been taken up for higher wages and
against langer working hours, is however the first mass move-
ment against the capitalist rationalisaglion in Germany. The
docksworkers are the first to rebel against the Stafe arbitration
systeun, with the help of which the e:’nplogts, ‘with the” benevolent
toleration of the trade union leaders, have for long strangled
the movements ol the workers in_all ~industries, including in
recent -tunes the miners in the Ruyhr and in Upper Silesia
and the inetal workers. The governmefit, employers “dnd re
lormist trade union leaders stand in ome front against the
strikers. They recogni

ise the great importance of the struggie
for the whole working class of Genmany.

The dock-workers demanded the abolition of the double
shift, the restoration of the eight hour working time, holidays
lor the casual dock-warkers, and 20% additional pay for t
second and 30% for the third shift. The bosses replied to
these_demands with the threat of . 10% wage reduction. As
a result of the attitude’ of ‘the ' the''negotiations failed.
Thergupon there took place on the 5th of a national
Conference of the -Workers 'and’-also. 2 eonference of the
dock-workers’ delegates’ frony the North'Sea’ ports in order . to
consider the situafion. ks Joaen it i

The delegates to the National Confereénce demanded from
the Transport Workers” Union the sefting; up. a ginimum demand

of a:30% increase in wages, the. ept of an intensive

mobilisation work um»mm; and_the formation

of a-common fighting fropt along wath, the miners who are

hkewise engaged in a wage dispute;, 1, .., .. . . Mifiis
The delegates of the dock<workers in the North Sea posis,

on the ‘other hand, decided fo ‘termindte the 'wages

m all North Sea ports and t6 put in a demand for a 20
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increase in wages in addition fo the demands already put
ionw;rd within the terms of the tariff, ‘

) mass meeting which .was held on the 24th September
rejected the award of the arbitrators (which did not :“;nt any
increase. in basic wages and attempted by roundabout means
to abolish even the formal eight gour day) and decided fo
submit the question to a ballot vote. The ballot vote resulted
m a m.mnty of four fifths for the rejection of the arbitration
award. ny of the engineers and firemen who belong to the
engineers and firgmen union also took part iu the vote. The
decision yueant the commencement of the struggle on October 1st,
the day of the expiration of the tariff.

The Ministry for Labour now intervened and attempted by
a representative to bring about an agreement in the negotiations
on 20th September. On the same day a Conference of trade union
functionaries unanimously rejected the award withowt discussion.
The representative of the Ministry for Labour demanded the
decision of both parties by 10 o'clock, in order to be able
in the“course of the mext day, to obtain the decision of the
Minister ' for Labour, Braum. This meant nothing else than,
in the eveni of the rejection of the arbitration award by the
workers, that the 'Minister for Labour would itunediately
declare this award to be binding.

_On the 30th September the functionaries of the dock-workers’
Union again met together in order ' to decide on further
measurgs. During this meeting thousands of dock-workers
assembled before the trade union premises in Hamburg and
Fave.dear_ expression to their-fighting will. The conference of
unctionaries again unanimm:sl{ decided for the strike on
Oq'Obfi Ist, and elected a strike cominittee consisting of ten
social cratic agd six commutist members' of the Gerthan
Trapsport Federation, which was sappleménted by a represen-
tatiVe of the ypemployed. = ' '

Already in 'tbswléad morning” hopts of thé ‘1st of October
the call to strike Was followed by ‘over 90% of tHe staffs. At
mass meetings copvered by’ the' écnmn‘ Transport ‘Federation
the dock-workers considered the strike. When' it Ibecame known
that the Minister for Labour had declared the arbitration award
binding, an eager discussion arose which the leaders of the
Union in vain endeavoured to stop. As all ‘the speakers in the
dwcurssnone?muqded a clear stalément’ by the leaders of the
Union whether, in spite of the decldration of the Minister of
Labour they intended to carry qn the 'fight, 'the leaders fled
from the meeting headed by the reformist leader Hildebrand.
The strike committee continyed the ‘meeting and alt the decisions
necessary for the struggle “weré unanimously adopted. FEven
after their flight from the workers 'the reformist dique of
leadle‘;s e;aqeavoured by every means fo prevent the dock-
workers from estering oo the struggle. They distrib a
leaflet which sfafed: % i ! uted

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

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

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

The Congress of the Swedish Trade Union Federation took
place i zqgthx at the beginninig of ‘September, At this Con-
gress ,}heSSQ&;ial bédad,e%on bureaucrats were'in the

mipority, several
feeth in s

1 r by the skin of
3., g, i ¢ ‘deécisive ques-
soas, 'n, conseguence, g " "i"ﬁ'uq" o
indusfry, of mafional” and internations! trade’usion imity and
of unemployment remained unsolved, ‘' °TUUe Lo Lnnid
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Although st copgress in 1922 had resolved that the
craft or o‘gupa‘ﬂgn’:l “unions belonging to the federation should
be reorganised into induytrial unions before the C?Pse of “!925.
the Executive of the Federation had “investigated” and “dealt
with” this question for two years, only to come to the conclusion
that the number of trade unions should be reduced from 34 to
— 33, that two pf the smaller unions were to lz’c dissoved and
incorporated in other so-called “industrial unions”, but ﬂilnt. taken
on the whole, everything was to remain in status quo, as the
time was not vet “ripe” for thorough-going reorgamisation. The
majority of fhe congress took the same attitude as the Executive
of the {’ederation and resolved that any unions \a:,ﬂch should
refuse to comply with the “plan of reorganisation”, should in
no way be forced to observe discipline, or bé exdluded. Vhus,
according to this resolution, every union can do as it Tikes.

The Swedish Trade Union Federation is anly organised for
defence; thus it only pays out allowances in cases of large lock-
outs and not in case of strikes. Many of the local unions there-
fore moved that the Federation should be altered and reorganised
nto a real fighting organisation. A heated debate arose on ‘lhn
question, in which not only the Commumsts but numbers of
Social Democrats, among them leading personalities, spoke in
favour of the suggested reconstruction. In _spite of vnole‘nl
opposition on the part of the leaders of the Federation, a resolu-
tion {0 this effect was passed by 131 votes against 127; the chair-
man however, a former adherent of the renegade Hoglund, was
clever enough to arrange the matter in such a way that the
working out of the plan of reorganisation was entrusted to the
Executive of the Federation. The resqlution is at any rate evidence
of the deep process of fermentation within the Labour moven)re!nt
of Sweden which is under the control of the Reformists. 1;
question of unem&loyed was only dealt with bneﬂy,a;:
superficially, the debate on the subject being throttled by .(_ :j
Social Democratic bureaucrats. A deputation of the unemploy .
of Stockholm was received and heard by the Congress, althou§
the chairman ol the Federation had spoken nst_this. This
deputation proposed that a compulsory unemployment msxg:_nce
be carried through, the municipality and employers alone n;‘g
responsible for the contributions. The majority sup rted t r:
Federation Executive who consider the Ghent system ideal. Apa
from this, 100,000 crowns were granted on the suggestion of t{llc
Communists, to be distributed amongst the unemp yed by the
trades councils. The ial Democrats had only suggested 50,000.

With these exceptions, the Congress hered to the old
regulations, which can only be regarded as prach_m;llydan
¢mergency law against the unemployed. The unions affiliate I‘ﬁ
the Federation are under the obligation of contributing full
sffiliation fees to the Federation for their unemployed n)embe;:.
this circumstance results in every union trying to get rid o!‘ e
unemployed as far as possible and having no _interest in otjgami
sing the unemployed in their own domain. From the point q
view of the Reformist leaders who regard the organisation ex-
clusively as a form of insurance, the ungmplqved who rtfprese.nt
no money are of no value. For the individual unions which
are entirely self-dependent, these exactions are a serious burden.
Thus the union of raitsmen and lumbermen has to hand over
259 of its income to the Federation as contributions for the
unemploved. Conditjons were still worse for the union of saw‘;
mill workers which, while 52% of its members were out of wor
last winter, had to contribute to the usual amount. These regula;
fions were passed in pre-war times when there was na permanern
Jhemoloyment, and now the Social Democrats are much too
conservative o revoke a resolution once }:)assed.t Cin

he Reformists lightly touched upon tlhie question ol infers
natio];ml unity. They ge!:(pxxes;cd their confidence in the .nteri
national leadership and pronounced {hemselves in iavour' 0
maintaining the resolutions passed at the Congress of the .Ams‘eri
dam International at Vienna. Submission and ur_lmndnn:na
affiliation to the Federation s d_emand _'ol the indepen: gnlt
unions and of the Syndicalists. This resolufion was passed with
a majority of 155 votes. While 07 delegates voted for the ﬂlym-
munist motion which demanded reciprocal negotiations with a
view to an amalgamation with the Syndicalists. The latter
Whose leaders lang ago arrived at the point of view of Reformism
. number about 35,000 members, whereas the Trade Union
Federation numbers not quite 400,000. As things are at p.rfesﬂ;t.
it would be quite possible to come to an understanding if only
the leaders of the Trade Union Federation would not take up 33
attitude of victors, and il they were prepared to parley instea
of demanding submission

" tried to pr

present the trade union bigwigs have alwa,.
e''an’ a rance of political neutrality, although
more than 150,000 worﬁers o&n“ised in trade unions are collec
tively affiliated to the Social ocratic party through the trade
unions. ‘The majority of the Congress abandoned this pose by
resolving to make a present of 25,000 crowns: to a;,Som“ Demao
cratic newspaper in North Sweden:so that it might “preserve
the interests of.the Federation” and might cootinue to exist ai
all. This paper was founded as a rival organ fo the much older
“Norrskensilamman”, which is now in the hands of the comui,
nists, bui, it, cannot_get a hold ump% the revojutionary worke:
of-North Sweden. Tﬁe trade unjons decline 10" r ard it as theis
organ, as they consider that its work is dgred{ injurious 1o
the trade umions. Thus, for instance, as the resul of its action
about 30 social democratic workers caused a split in a large
local group of the miners’ union and formed a sypdicalist organ:
sation, because the overwhelming majority of the local ‘group
had granted a loan without interest to the "Norrskensflamman
which has a large circulation in that province. This sort of thing
has been going on for 30 years in South and Central Sweden
where the Reformists are in the majority; nevertheléss action «?i
the kind is regarded as “communist terror” both by the bour
eqisie and the Social Democrats when it takes place in North
weden for 'the beneftt of a communist paper. The Trade Um«;.n.
Federation ‘has now openly taken its stand on the side of the
Social Democrats; but the resolution to give 25,000 crousg:; ll:
fhose who' had caused the sptit in Norrbotten was pas h\-
131 against 105 votes which is evidence of how strong was hc

opposition in various questions. ‘ @

Sociat Pemoerats- only- had about 100_reliable. erent>
iror’nThe‘ ‘WoFkshops, ‘and ;but for 'the &mm_s ompﬁoyed by
the, fade’ ns ei would linevitabl e Jin {he midority.

rkable Tact that the mxi{rrﬂ'y = i 4;;:( y“'\::r‘karofw.
iti ibled of+Sogial Demogratic Jo0- ’ .33
:l‘\::)enmsonly gg‘os'ga:\li'sed communists v?&entznheCOngre“

i i imposiny
the victory of. the Reformists. was by no means 1 "
Irll‘: sit is not out of the question that it will be the last congre

to sail under social democratic colours.
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The Most Recent Development of the
Trade Union Movement in Japan.
By Unzo Taguchi.

i in Japan

the end of 1925 the aumber of trade umions in Ja '
mx)mmtedhe.to 209 with M:;M)O rinm‘beod 1N;h0fr$ie§e,gm hhfi
been ised during the pe o . b
japm;:gg;malim s‘u’foe 1018, of these again 58% 1n the las!
two years 1924 and 1925. . .
R g, ﬂwp@atpgmgialjmﬁmn:mh
whom nd ‘ ! :
eopiary- e N b (;n 1axrised din trade unions, are

m o
‘el:m 2?4:4200“)0"% sl’lzygws.‘thaft'orﬂy 55% of lholT:'
who might be organised in trade unions in Japan, are am:‘:m'a
organised. The percentage ;)fthmhe hv:::k;:)g ahml‘m(;‘ort' a::; s
' re than 18% of the w 0 .
}zrro::mrgen?i workers who could be organised, to about 7% o!
the whole population. o R
rapid growth of trade union organisation in the las
few }:‘:fs, l?as 'bgrougm with it various deieots . N
The first defect which must be mentioned, is that the lr])r;id
nisation of the trade unions has up 10 now fprooeedeg by C:lj't;i
and without any clearly outlined programune. This lasdim':s i
among other things, in the relations between the ez;xi g ol
ments of the labour movement and the rank and file being e
loose. The whole movement therefore, lacks organic umity, 0
ihe orgamised mipority Bnds itself in opposition to an
organised. majority of the working class in Japan.

acond defect is a consequence of the d ¢
diﬁoIhgl sﬂu fabour organisations. The existing 200 Md&:d‘:;:;::‘
with roughly 250,000 members are distributed among 18 g9
groups and 108 individual trade umions. Thus the d:; o
number of members of the individual trade umon d Lo
amount to more than 800. Furthermore these trade m;lpnem
associated in various federations, which are at logger- .

6
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The ! ‘% Jof 1 federaions ar
: .“gﬁgu ma;'w" dederations
I m ,‘Workers’ Unjon . of Japaw),
wm: 'd leading ‘part am ‘the @:éunjmﬁ‘” and are of
curse In consequence; perynangntly,jn a gtpte of competition.

The third defect is the insufficient fighting power of the
trade unions, 76% of all the Jap: workers organised in
irade unions belong 1o two branc| of occupation, 1. e. trans-
port and the metal industry. The organised workers in trans-
port, most of whom are seamen, amount to 41% of the category
of workers in question, i the metal industry to 28%, in the
printing trade to 21% apd in the other ocoupations less
than 10%. :

Special: emphasis should be taid on the fact that the number
of those gflmsed in the spinning-mills, on the railways, in
the electrical industry, in mining and other mmportant branches
of industry omly amounts to 1--3%.

The fourth defect is that the workers employed in large
works dare stil only organised to a comparatively small extent,
and most of those who are organised, belong to the small or
medium wouks. The number of industrial comcerns with more
than 100 workers amounts to 2,359 with 1,055,000 workers
altogether, which represents about 60% of the whole of the
industmal workers of Japan. Among these warks 490 employ
more than 500 workers each; they employ altogether 865,000 wor-
kers, which represents about 38, 7% of the whole of the industrial
workers.

The oumber of organised peasamts amounts 1o about
00000 1. e. about Bo6o% ot the 3,803,341 families of tenant
farmers 1n the country. If we assume that 40%. ol the whole
peasamt population might be organised, the number of those
actually organised, amounts to about 21%.

Amongst the peasant organisations the most prominent is
Nippon Nomin Kumiai (Peasant Union of Japan), consisting
of 961 local peasant unions with a total of 73,000 members.
[his large organisation has only existed for five years. The
other peasant unions have, it is true, altogether about 220,000
members, but they are much dispersed and weak. Chubu Nomin
Kumiai (Central Federation of Peasant Unions), Kita Nippon
Nomin Kumiai (Federation of Peasant Unions of North Japan),
Nippon Nomin Kumiai Rengor (League of Peasant Unions of
Japan) are the three largest federations, but apart from them
there are about 3000 individual local umons.

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

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

A special form of organisation in Japan is the Suiheisha
Musansha Domei (League of Suiheisha Proletarians), composed
of members of a pariah class, with the object of liberating them
rom their oppressed sogial position which dates’ from the pre-
judices of feudal times. The word Suihei itself means equality
ol position. The L eague has more than 50,000 members, Thanks
1o its special position, this organisation -has the greatest figh-
Iing power in the social st against the bourgeoisie and
s influénce extends to more n one million persons in the
whole country. a1l

The proletarian movement has naturally, in the course of
its development, divided into two definite and distinct ten-
dencies of which one aims at Marxism and the other leans
lowards opportunism. It is however a strange and at the same
'me imeresting phenomenon that the split ‘took ‘place ‘in’ Japan
Just at the most reactionary period.
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I'he tendency. fo. divide showed itsalf alceady very plainly
by the ﬁ&f 1022.:6; J.hehmlhsput in.the movement di

cur ruar when the powerful federatiop Ni
3‘0@0 Sodome? AWM the Lokt elements from ' its 2,.«3,"’81
callmgln‘mo being the_Mgru}ou Rodo Kumiai Hyogikai. Thus,
in addition to the few syndicalist groups which are still found
in the ranks of the Japanese workers, two clearly distinguished
camps have arisen in the Japanese labour movement.

Since the division, the two trade union federations, Hyogikai

(Marxist) and Sodomei (Opportunist) have developed as regards
their number of members, as follows: .

1024 1925 1020
Hyogikai 0,000 18,700 34,000
Sodomei 19,000 23,000 43,000

Ihus the federation Hyogikai has increased three-and-a-haMf
times since the split, the federation Sodome: two-and-a-half times,
whilst the other 18 federations and the numerous local trade
wmons have only increased to an inconsiderable extent in the
same period. This gives us evidence of the increasing influence
of the two said federations within the trade union movement.

T'he two federations, however, are in violent opposition and
at pmes of strikes even serious conflicts occur, as for instance
recently in the strike of the Kawasaki cotion factory, during
which the two groups encountered one another in the midst
of violent strike fighting.

T'he Govermment deliberately and systematical'” promotes
the division i the united front of the workers w.ad is now
trying, in co-operation with the Opportunist labour leaders, to
destroy the organisation of the Left trade umions.

The negative attitude taken by the Sodomei with regard
10 the question of the organisation of a proletarian panty, 'led
lo the dissolution of the first proletarian party in December
1925. And when attempts were again made to create a political
party of the proletariat, 10 found a worker and peasant party,
the Sodome: annoupced its intention al the last moment of
withdrawing from the party, should the Hyogikai join the
same organisation.

In these circumstances the Hyogikai and the other revo-
lutionary proletarian elements of the labour movement were
compelled to refrain from joining the new political party ‘in
order to allow of the undisturbed and complete development
of a united proletarian political organisation, the existence of
which is of the utmost importance for the whole proletanian
movement in Japan in ifs present position. When however the
Worker and Peasant Party, which owes 1ts existence in a great
degree to the stimulation of the peasant federation Nippon
Nomin Kumiai, stated in a resolution 1n March 1920 that it
would open 11s doors 10 the proletarian masses without distinc-
tion of trade union membership, the Sodomei again begun its
sabotage by repeatedly expressing its intention to secede from
the party, since the resolution was too lLeft in it tenor.

Thanks to the efforts of the Marxiet labour leaders, a
movement has recently set in for the amalgamation of the local
“labour councils” (trade umon councils) which already exist
in various indystrial dustriots of the country, such as Tokio,
Osaka, Kobe, Kioto etc. In June 1920 a couicrence was held in
Osaka, summoned by the Trade Union Cartel of Osaka, in
which delegates of various trades councils took part and, the
object of which was to create a national trade union council
whieh would einbrace the whole proletarian peasant and worker
population. As was to be expected, the delegates of the Oppor-
tunist Sodomei obstinately opposed the formation of an orga-
msation of the kind, declaring that the time was not yet ripe
and that they could uot take the responsibility in common with
the HyoFikai. The result of this opposition of one of the largest
labour federations was the complete failure of the conference
wh:'::l was postponed without ‘having achieved any concrete
result. ‘

The Rodo Kumiai Hyogikai cannot yet boast of a large
membership and is only rted from without by a few
influential  trade umiops; it is nevertheless a leading 'element
in almost ‘all the digtriet: trade union councils thr the
cotmtry. dn spite of all. obstades it is working i yat
the creation of a united front of the workers and a -united pro-
letarian party.
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The Stefanov Trial and National Slavery

in Roumania.

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

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

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

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

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

The same fight has for long been carried on against the

Bﬂguiu, Magyar, German, Russian and Jewish population
of Roumania.

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

Under the pretext of the inhabitants having taken part in
banditry, entire Bulgarian villages are burnt to the ground
and their population slaughtered. The recent conflict with Bul-
aria has been made use of in the first place in order to intro-

uce an even more severe regime in Dobruja.

As the “Monitorul Official” reports, General Vladescu, the
Comunander of the Constanza division, has been appointed mili-
tary cosmunander of Dobruja, whereby the entire military and
civi! administration has been placed in his hands. At the same
tune the nationalist press of Roumania 1s carrying on an in-
creased campaign for the Roumanising of Dobruja.

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

“Dobruja lacks in the first place the iron hand of a
higher will, which could bring the administrative interests
of this province under a central comtrol... Kadrilator (a
pari of Dobruja) needs ar least for a decade a military
governor with admimstrative powers..."”

To what extent the Averescu government wishes o intro-
duce a regime of the “Black Hundreds” against all national
munorities is shown by an election Manifesto of the govern-
ment Party during the last election in the district of Roman
(Moldavia). This manifesto states:

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

Who are these enemies? In the first place the Jews.
What have they done” They have enriched themselves at the
expense of the poor Rotmanians; they have robbed and
spied and stolen the wealth of the country. Now they wish
to rob us the faith of our fathers. Rally round the great
Roumanian and Christian, General Averescu!”

This manifesto provides the best means of judging the
nationality policy of the Roumanian oligarchy. It also shows
into what a state of barbarism the same government has fallen
which places Stefanov in the dock because he fights against this
nsane policy.

The Next Step in the Industrialisation
of the Spvjet ‘Union.

By W. Milyutin, Moscow.

We can now form a judgement concerning the extent ing
the rate of further development of industrialisation in the up.
proaching economic (x'exr. In this regard, the control figures o
the State Planning Comumission are of great interest. On (he
one hand, they permit us to survey the experience ol last vey
and to judge whether and in what degree our estumates of |i:
year concerning the extent and the rate of industriajisation w re
correct. On the other hand, they afford us a computation for
the next economic year, the first year in which our economy
its totality shows an increase of production as compared with
the pre-war level, and in which the reorganisation of our 120l
nical basis gains predominant significance,

These computations are, however, not final ones and call
for critical remarks on many poims. It sufiices to refer 1o the
resolution of the Council of People’s Commissaries and of 1he
Council for Labour and Defense of September 8th, which con-
tains, besides other suggestions, instructions to the State Plan-
ning Commission, calculated to further augment the allotm:nis
for capital investments and for the promoton of productive
capacity. Nevertheless, on the basis of control figures to hand
we can arrive at a number of conclusions respecting the pre-
sent and also the coming period.

Industrialisation consists, in the general sense of this word,
in the modification of the techmical basis and of the worxing
organisation in the whole of the pational econcmy, through
the transition to big machine production both in industrv and
in agriculture. Under the conditions obtaining in the So. =
Union, industrialisation in the immediate future will find ex-
pression particularly in the augmentation of the specific graviiy
of industry in our natiomal economy (overcoming of the mal-
proportion) and in the technical development of industry:
renovation of plant and in the construction of new works and
factonies.

The concrete data prove that in this sense industrialisation
has achieved indubitable successes. According to the reports of
the State Planning Commission, the accretion of the quantities
of agricultural and industrial products placed on the marke
appears in percentages as follows (1923/24 equalling 100% ):

/ 102425 102520 1020727

Agricultural production (Excepting
State and co-operative society pro-
duction) . . . . . . . . . . 172 1308 150.9
Production of Census Industry®) . . 173,3 230,1 2703

It will be observed that the increase in the quantites ol
industrial products reaching the market is much more rap:d
than that ol the quantities of agricultural products brought 1
market. The percentages in regard to the total quantities of
products reaching the market have varied as follows:

1023/24 192425 102526 1026 27

Agricultural products . . . 54,7 45,0 41,7 403
Industrial products .. . . 453 55,0 58,3 59,7

These figures show how misleading and inaccurate are the
statement of those who depreciate by every means at their dis-
posal the industrialisation process which is being carried out
in our country. It must, of course, be remarked that in the ap
proaching economic year the effective demand of the peasantr
will greatly increase in relation to last year, and will be oul
ol proportion to the quantities of goods which we shall have

*) Factories with at least 16 workers in the case of machine
work and 30 workers in the case of hand work. Ed.
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ready to offer. In the execution of our policy on the home
market we shall have o take this circumstance into serisus
consideration.

‘Other reports of interest are those which also give the rate
of augnmlprgn in the mumber of’ those employedgon the one
hand, in md.ustry._tnnspcm, trade and building, and, on the
other hand, in agrioulture. 1f we take 100 as the figure for the
vear 1013, +the total of workers aged in ag'ricugt;re duri
the year 1923/24 ‘is '102,3, and iﬂhe coming year 1026/27 jt
will reach 1103, mlkinf an advance on the year 1923/24 re-
presepting 8%. The total number engaged in industry, transport,
commerce and building figured at 60,0%, as compared with
1013, and in the economic year 1026/27 will reach 83,3%,
making an increase of 224%. which means a greater rate of
progress than in agriculture, however, the absolute number of
people employed in this province still remains under the pre-war
level. This is the state of things in relation to the advance in
the specific gravity of industry.

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

For the coming vear, the State Planning Conunission pro-
pose plant-improvement work to cost 845 million roubles, and
according to the calculations of the Supreme Economic Council
an expenditure of 010 millions will be necessarv. These figures
are arrived at by means of an analysis and an exact computation
of the materials on hand and, above all, of the importaton
possibilities. But, in spite of this, several factors have to be
decided upon and given thorough consideration when this or
that variant is assumed.

lia our opinion, the experience gained in the economic year
1925/26 teach us the uecessity of leaving to the Presidium of
the Supreme Economic Council a reserve of 25 to 30 million
roubles to permit the Presidium to manoecuvre more freely in
executing the campaign of plant-unprovement work. In the se-
cond place, special attention must be devoted 1o the necessity
of the normal course of the new constructive work. The new
onstrichion work in our couatry is still of very modest com-
pass, but the reorganisation of our technical capacity will find
proper expression chiefly in fresh construction,

There can be no doubt that the specific gravity of the
meaps spent on fresh construction must grow from year to year
within fﬁntotal sum of the expepditure on plant improvement.
In this case alone shall we bring new life into our technical

departments.

In this matter a highly important question is iwolved, viz.,
the. quality of our industry and work. Unfortunately, we find
in the book issued by the State Planning Commission no
analysis of the quality. of our industrialisation, although this
is a question of vital moment. The sums spent by us on plant
uupravement, and, more especially, on fresh plant, must decide
for a number of years to come the character of the develop-
ment of our productive powers, It is not only the m:asure ol
our technical capacity that we are changing, it is also its quality,
whereby we shall make use of the latest achievements of inter-
national science. The problem of electrifiation and the practical
realisation of electrification which was brought forward by
Comrade Lenin, is of immense significance from this point of
view, The analysis of the quality of our plant-improvement work
in all branches of our economy must, therefore, be executed
with especially strict attention.

In the hing economic year we shall take a very
momertous step’ towards industrialisation in carrying out the
instructions decided upon at our last Conmgress.
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How and by whom Wages are Fixed in
the Soviet Union.

By G. Melnitshausky, Moscow.

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

The tormer function is in the hands of the National Lconomic
Authorities of the Trust and Industry Magagements and the
latter function in the hands of the -workers’ organisations and
the trade unions.

As, therefore, two bodies exists, both of them concerned
with questions of wages and conditions of labour, all questions
ol this kind are settled by mutual agreement. These agreements
usually take the form of collective contracts of definite duration

- six months or a year — and are sanctioned by law,

The existing necessity for agreement between these (wo
parties on any and every question, leads to the possibility of
ditferences of opinion whereby occasionally an agreement cannot
be arrived at.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Great significance is attached by us to the negotiations of
the trade unions with the represenfatives of the economic organs
in relation to the conclusion of collective agreement, as well as
to the collective agreement itself.

In accordance with ‘our working regulations, the executive
of the trade union has repare, long before the commencerent
of the negotiations' with ‘the economic organs, the draft of the
collective ;gre;dgm, or, in case an agreement already exists,

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

All such supplements and fresh proposals are recorded in
a protocol, which is passed to the executive of the trade union.
If supplements and fresh proposals are received from all the

factories interested, the executive of the trade union co-ordinates’

the whole of the material and presents it {0 a special conference
of all the industrial councils of the factories concerned for dis-
cussion. At the same time it adds its own judgement concerning
all the proposals received, a judgement which establishes finally
which demands are to be put before the individual ecomomic
organ for the purpose of altering the old collective agreement.
The demands which are confirmed by the conference of factory
councils then constitute the basis of the neggqtiations with the
economic organs.

While the negotiations with the economic orgams are in
progress, the trade union executive must keep the factory councils
constantly informed as to the course of the negotiations and their
prospects.

Wages and conditions of labour in private enterprises are
reguulalaﬁ in the same way as are those of the State enterprises,
i. e. a collective agreement is concluded on the basis of mutual
agreement., whereby appeal is made to the Arbitration Chamber
. or to arbitrators, if necessity arise. In regard to private employers
however, the People’s Commissariat for Labour has not the
right to nominate a chief arbitrator. If the private employer
cannot or will not come to an agreement with the trade. union
then recourse is had to the strike weapon as a means ol struggle.

IN THE INTERNATIONAL

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

The “Death Crisis” in the C. P. of Germany. )

The Communist Party of Germany is once again the object
of the special attention of the Social- ocratic and bourgeois
press. Almost every day the “Vorwirts” publishes in long
articles the “evidence” it has in its hands regarding the ‘“‘serious
crisis” in which the C.P.G., according to the opinion of its
enemies, is involved. The bourgeois press at home and abroad
eagerly seizes on these “revelations” of the “Vorwirts” in order
1o create confusion among the international working class.

lt<s not the first time that the Social Demoratic and bour-
geois press, both at home and abroad, has announced the com-
plete collapse of the C. P G. But the hostile press has always

ved to be a very bad prophet, for from such “crisis” the
arty has always emerged inwardly strengthened.

In the present discussion, in the centre of which stands
the question of socialist construction in the Soviet Union, the
whole Party has gained immensely in ideological clarity. In this
discussion, which has been carried on the broadest basis, in
the factory and street nuclei. it has become evident that the
overwhelming majority of the Party membership is more and
more learning to understand the difficult problems of the vic-
torious revolution, of the Dictatorship of the proletariat, of
cocialist construction and kmow to guard against all degenera-
tions, no matter whether they appear in an ultra-left or op-

rtunist guise. The overwhelming majority of the Party stands
E?mly zx\dg unshakeably by the leadipg Party of the world or-

isation created by {.emn, of the Communist International, —
S:'Comxmnist Party of the Soviet Union, and is prepared, in
an unbroken from, to repel all attacks of the open and concealed
enemies of the C. I’ S U, and with them of the Soviet Union.

The Opposition “Block™" "

The ultra-leit Oppositian, against which the C.P. G, part:-
cularly. since the VI. Enlanged Executive, has conducted an in-
cessant ideological struggle, has in the caurse of the discussion
split up into a number of ps, some of which have already
sunk into complefe insignificance, In the course of this discussion
the Party had fo expel from its ranks some leaders of this
Opposition, alter these leaders had not only advocated view,
that were no longer comipatible with the principles of the Com-
munist Infernational, buf jn addition deliberately and openly set
out to split and destroy the Communist Party and allied them-
selves against the Party with the very worst enemiés of {he
revolutionary Labeur Movement. For such elements there could
no longer be any place in a Communist Party. These “leaders”
are now endeavouring to bring together the various groups and
grouplets which stand in opposition to the Communist Inter-
national, the C.P.S.U. and the C.P.(G. for a general attack
upon the C.P.G. There is no doubt that there is very little
distinction to be drawn .between the various groupings so far
as their anti-Bolshevism is concerned. In their efforts to destroy
the unity of the Communist Party, and thereby to shatter the
strongest bulwark which the revolutionary working class of
Germany possesses, they are all united. The only difierence bei-
ween them is that while Korsch and Schwarz, who stand on
the extreme left wing of the ultra-Leits, openly announce their
intentions, Maslow and Rath Fischer, who have now been joined
by Weber, use more diplomatic language, but in practice seek
to achieve by means of their agents who are still in the Party,
that for which Korsch and Schwarz are working for apenly.
The best proof of the co-operation of Korsch, Maslow, Fischer,
Weber, Urbans is thefr common action, ‘“the declaration of the
7007, which the Social Democratic press makes such a fuss
about and which deliberately aims at splitting the Party.

What the ‘“opposition block” really is can be seen from
the folowing: Schwarz, who has been expelled from the Party
along with Korsch, and is already openly intriguing with the
“anti-parliamentary” and anti-socialist .A.P. (Communist
Labour Party) and is also working hand in glove with Katz, who
sought fo obtain 'a post from the municipal authorities of
Hanover, represents the most Left wing of the opposition.
Schwarz, this “anti-parliamentarian” who, in spite of the urgings
of his comrades, cannot be induced to give up his seat in par-
liament, acouses his former comrade in arms, Korsch, of trea-
chery, of being a political careerist, because he has allied
himself with Maslow and Ruth Fischer. Korsch, on the other
hand, defends his position, which is becoming continually
weaker, in the group of the “decided Left” by declaring that it
is not he, Korsch, who has gone over to Maslow and Ruth
Fischer, but vice versa, that Maslow and Ruth Fischer have
surrendered to him, because in the negotiations over the no-
torious ‘‘declaration of the 700” they in many poinis accepted
sharper formulations insisted upon by him, Our organisation in
the strong working class quarter of Wedding in Berlin, which
was formerlv a stronghold of Ruth Fischer-Maslow, but has
repudiated the latter, still shows sympathy for the Russian
opposition. In the meantime a rift has made its appearance in
this group. Weber, the former leader of the Wedding opposition,
has joined forces with Maslow and Ruth Fischer, and thereby
also with Korsch.

Weber has been deserted by the followers of ‘the “Wedding
Opposition” in the No. 6 administrative district of Berlin, in
the Leipzig organisation and in a local group in the district
of Lower Saxony. Kétter, the leader of this split-off group, ac-
cuses Weber of apostacy, while Weber declares Kotter to be
a renegade. The attitude of the various groupings at the last
Conference of Berlin Delegates was specially characteristic of
the position in the ultra-Left opposition Bloc. At this Con-
ference every group brought forward its own resohution; Weber
dissociated himself from Kotter, and Kotter 1n turn from Weber
and Urbahns. The “decided-Left” Givan brought forward a re-
solution calling for a second revolution in Soviet Russia: a re-
solution which draws the logical consequence of the views of the
“decided-Left”.

The “Saviours” of Leninism.

Korsch, Maslow, Ruth Fischer and their agents in the
Party, together with Schwarz and Katz, proclaim it to be their
chief task to save the world Party of Lenin from reformism,
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to prevent the lalsification of Leninism by the C.P.S.U. and
by ‘the present Central Conunittee of theyACl’. G. They wish
to "achieve this end, just as did Paul Levi and others, by
a g 1o set up ag‘augst Russian, Leuinist Communism an
allege much more revo utiondry and mare Left wing, German,
West-Earopean Communism. These attempts are not new. Al
ready fn 1920 Lenin attacked this “radical” sickness, the ideo-
logical bearers of which at that time were Pfemplert, Pannekoek,
Gorter, whose Party was the Communist Labour Party and in
whose footsteps Ruth Fischer and Maslow are now following.
As is known, at that time this whole tendency collapsed mise-
rably. There has nothing positive remained of it except the
magnificient book of Lenin on “Infantile Sickness of Left Wing
Communism”. In this manuer the Communist Labour Party has
been rendered immortal like the insects embedded in amber.
And it'is just these insects who are now trying 1o pose as
saviours of Leninism.

That Maslow would sooner or later follow: the path of the
Commuanist Labour Party as a transition stage to. social demo-
cracy was already shown by his attitude to the reasons which
led Lenin to write his book on “Infantile Sickness of L eft
Wing Communism”. In the preface which Maslow wrofe to a
new edition of the Lenin broschure, he endeayoured 1o represent
the ultra-Left errors which Lenin sharply opposed in 1920, as a
reaction against the, opportunism of the Communist Party of
Germany at that time: whereby Maslow not only distorted the
history of the German Party,” but turner?p the whole work of
Lenin upside down. :

_ Lenin, already in 1921, on the occasion of the Jena Party
Conference of the German Party, pointed out how "dangerous
for the German movement such people of the type of Maslow

oo::i become. In his letter to the Jena Party Conference Lenin
wrote:

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

A further impo'riant"dmumem for judging Ruth Fischer
and Maslow’s claim to be saviours of the world Party of Lenin

from reformism is the letter that Comrade Zinoviev wrote to the .

Frankfurt Part{ Congress, at which Maslow and Ruth Fischer
took over the leadership of the German Party. He declared:

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

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

~As the Jast document in this connection there should be
mentioned the Open Letter of the Executive which contained a
final  warping to these comrades. They would not hear this
warging. - They proclaimed the struggle and have proceeded
further a t way which was bound to end ouiside of the
ranks of the C,P.G, and info the camp of the enemies of ‘the
world ‘Party of Lenin. And these paqrﬁa.,w}:q are deliberately
working to’ distort Leninism are proclaimi todgy: with great
gestures that their chief task is to rescue the world Party of
Lenin, Their most eagey ally in this struggle is the central organ
of the Party of Noske, Wels and Miiller, the “Vorwirts”, which
on the day of the mvrder of Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxem-
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It would uccupy 100 much space to quote all the political
arguments of the oppositional groupings, I(t{ is charam-rispl?c that
the criticism and attacks of the opposition groups are confined
almost exclusively to the “Russian question” and the action of
the C P.G. against the anti-bolshevist attitude of the opposition.
'he “dedaration of the 700" can be regarded as a summary of
their arguments against the Comintern, against the C.P. of

Russia. and against the C. P. (. In this sham it
S meful document it is

_ “the atmosphere in thy Comintern is poisoned"

The authors of this documept thereby place themselves on the
same lsvel as Kautsky who, in his *‘The luternational and Soviet
Russia”, said the same thing when he wrote:

“The leadership of the 111, International sitting in Mos-
cow is only a tool of the Soviet government, and only lives
from the money the latter supplies it: and with the money
it pays out considers itself to be absolute master of the
Communist Parties which are maintained by it.”

The most serious charges are raised against the Bo i
Party of the Soviet Union. Korsch, Maslos and Ruth émx
and their agents in the C.P.G., Urbans and Weber, maintain
that the C.D.S. U. is faced with a split. The Majority of the
Bolshevik Party have, “befare the eyes of a delighted bour-
geoisie and amidst the yells of joy of all menshevists in and
outside the Comintern, dragged Comrade Zinoviev through the
gutter and, through the columns of the press of all communisi
parties, heaped mud on him?”

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

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

_Postponement of the XV. Party Conference

of the C. P. S, U. |
Moscow, 2ud Ociober 1926,

to a decision of ‘the Central Comimittee of 'the
arty of the Soviet Ufrion, the 15th P Conference

A "
Comumumist

which was arn tos commence on the 15th October has been
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FOR THE UNITY OF THE C. P. S. U. |

Our Difficulties and the Opposition.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Moscow, 4th October 1926.

The Moscow Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union has published the follawing Résolution on the
recent fractional activity of the opposition:

The Bureau of the Moscow Committee points out that
recent; times there have been tuonstrous #acts with regard 1o the

Party-splitting policy of the oppositignal groups which have *

gathered round bankrupt political leaders. The fact of the
spread of illegal hterature, which is difficult to distinguish
from Menshevist literature. of illegal meetings and even illegal
membership contributions proves that the opposition leaders
have gone beyond all bounds of permissible methods of fighting.

On the 1st of October an oppositional group, headed by
Comrade Sapronov, attempted in a discussion in Podmoskevnaya
to open an attack against the Party decisions; but the nucleus
unanimously repelled this attempt at a fractional proceeding and
did not admit Comrade Sapronov to the meeting. On the same
day the members of .the Central Committee, Trotzky, Zinoviev,
Pjatakov and Smilga, as well as Comrades Radek and Sapronov
and other comrades of the above-mentioned group appeared

Y
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at a factory nucleus and attacked in the fiercesi manner the
decisions of the Party. In spite of the presence and of the
active ﬁarti(‘ipation of all the “opposition leaders, they 'suffered
a crushing defeat ‘at the hands of the workers belonging 1o
the Party. Their action infrihfed in the most flagrant manner
the decision of the Plenum of the C. C. and of the C. C. (.
of the C. P. 8. U. regarding the impermissibility of a discussion
and regarding the discipline of the members of the C. C. Under
the cloak of hypocritical phrases regarding unity, they openly
showed that their policy is a policy of disruption,

The Bureau of the Moscow Comynittee considers the aciual
prepardtion of a split by a hapdful of opposition leaders, as
weeﬁ),,as the attempt fo undermine fhe work of the Party, as
a diregt crime against the Parly. The Bureau cf the Moscow
Committee regards such behaviour as a scorning of (he
decisions of the Party, of us Congresses, its Central Committee
and its Central Control Commission. The Bureau, while calling
upon: all members of the Moscow organisation to repel ener.
getically the disruptive elements who; i a very difticult period,
are injuring the unity of the Party, requests the Central
Committee of the Party to call to order thode members of the
C. C. who flout the will of the Party.

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

The Moscow Committee calls wpon all Party nodlei to carry
out the Party decisions regarding the impermissibility of a
Party discussion and not to permit the, opposition leaders 10
drive the Party into an opposition fever. The Moscow Cosmuniti:
believes that the nuclei are bound to follow the example o
the Bolshevist workers of the station Podmoskovnaya and of
the Depot “llytch” who rendered bolshevist resistance o the
maliciops. violators oi Party decisions.

Comrade Stalin Exposes Social Democratic
Forgery.

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

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

Dear Comrade Editor,

Kindly insert the following statement in your paper:

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

I have neither the possibility nor the desire to read all the
inventions of the bourgeois amfy semi-bourgeois papers concer-
ning the Soviet public men, and would not have paid attention
10 this usual falsehood of the capitalist press and of their under-
lings. However, a month after printing these falsfied remarks, the
“rl\}gw Leader” sent me a telegram in which it asked me to “affirm
or deny authenticity of severe criticisms of Zinoviev attributed
o you in American press reports of the proceedings of the
Russian Communist Party Central Committee”. Not considering
it possible to enter into correspondence with an organ which
itself forged in a swindling manner “remarks” from my speech
and now has the audacity to ask me with an appearance of in-
nocence about the genuineness of 'these “remarks”, 1 ask you
to allow me to state through your paper that the report of the
“remarks of Stalin” published in the “New Leader” of August
14th 1926, has absolutely nothing in common with my sp at
the Plenum of the C. C. either in contents or in form or in toue,
and that this report is thus a most complete and ignorant
forgery. ’

With Communist greetings
J. Stalin.
September 21st.
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Resolntion of the Executive Committee of
the Young Communist League of Great
Britian.

(1) The C C of Y. C. L. of G. B. expresses full agreement
with thesgolitlcal decisions and organisational measures of the
I'lenary Session of the C.”P. S. L’fa

(2) These decisions are the guarantee of the successful
carrying through of the historical tasks of the C. P. S U. viz;
I he @ug]dn)g of Socialism in the Soviet Republic, through in-
dustrialisation by means of the closest co-operation between
workers and peasantry, which alone can ensure the successful
continuation of the Proletarian Dictatorship.

('3)_ The pre-condition for the carrying out of these tasis
i~ the irom unity: of the A. U. 'C. P: For thig reason those who
artempt to organise secret facfions inside the Leninist Partv are
undermining the ProletarianDictatorship itself. Lenin fought
with all energy against all elements which endeavoured to
organise factions within the Party. ¢

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

(5) The preservation of the Unity of the Leninist Party is
not only a struggle in the interests of the Russian Party but
the whole Comintern. This is especially necessary in view of
the illegal use of the apparatus ol the Comintern by Comrade
Zimovietf for factional purpose, even aiter he had been given
the fullest possible opportunity of advocating his programme
openly in the Party C. C. and P. B

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

THE YOUTH MOVEMENT

The Reasons for the Decision
of the E. C. Y. C. . regarding the Case of
Vouyovitch.

Moscow, 27th September 1026,

The Secrefariat of the E. C. of the Y. C. I. has 1ssued the
ollowing declaration signed by the ‘secretary of the E. C. com-
rade Chitarov, in the matter of comrade Vouyovitch:

“Immediately after the XiV party congress of the C. D. ol
the U.S.S.R. comrade Vouyovitch who flung in his lot with
the opposition at this congress, attempted together with the
tiiember of the Comintern comrade Guralski to organise frac-
tional activity on an international scale in favour ol the oppo-
sition. These comrades tried chiefly through their position
the Comintern to take up fractional connections with the sections
ol the Comintern and 1o prevent the leading organs of the
turopean Communist Parties from declaring themselves in favour
of the Central Committee ot the C. P. of the U. S. 8. R,

To this end, comrades Guralski and Vouyovitch acting,
without a doubt, upon “a hint from above” attempted to come
v an understanding with a member of the C. P. of France whom
they wished to' send as a fractional plenipotentiary'to various
western European countries. His route and a telegram code were
arranged. The chosen “plenipotentiary” refused however to have
anything to do with “this Iractional conspiracy and gave in-
lormation to the Party concerning it. The inquiry 'which was
instituted corroboratedv all the statements which this comrade
made, even comrades Guralski and Vouyovitch were compelled
10 admit the truth of the accusations. The Party authorities then
decided to suspend comrade Guralski from his Comintern work
and to reprimand comrade Vouyovitch severely. The extremely
mild treatment of comrade Vouyovitch was based on the assum
tion that he would not continue his fractional activity in the
Comintern, that he would recognise his error and make amends.
This assumption however,- proved itself to. be 'without basis.
Comrade Vouyovitch attampted to carry ‘on fractional work in
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the Y.‘C. I against which the delegation of the Y. C. L. of the
U. 8. 8. R. had warned him. The warning was fruitless. Comrade
Vouyovitch proved his fractional opinions by the fact that as
4 member of the C. P. of the 1. $. S, R. and the representative
oi the Y. C. I. in the E. C. C. 1., he refused after a unanimous
decision of the Presidium of the E. C. C. 1. in the matter of
the expulsion of Ruth Fischer and Maslov, to lay this decision
before the Presidium of the Y. C. I. This demonstrative attitude
of comrade Vouyovitch against the Comintern and his indirect
support of the renegades Fischer and Maslov are only to be
evplained by fractional motives. ’

In consequence of these facts and afier the July plenum of
the Central Committee and the Central Control Commission of
the C.P. of the U.S.S.R. had placed comrade Vouyovitch's
fractional activities upon record, the Presidium of the Y. C. I.
considered it nessary to question comrade Vouyovitch concerning
his standpoint and concerning the further work in the Y. C. |.
Comrade Vouyovitch defended and completely maintained . his
standpoint in a session of the Presidium and declared that he
would also in the future everywhere and at all times propagate
his fractional standpoint,

The E. C. of the Y. C. I. can make no objection to the fact
that members are of another opinion from that of the majority,
but it can nevertheless not permit comrades to utilise their
position in the executive to destroy the unity of the Comintern.
Comrade Vouyovitch has however utilised the responsible
position of secretary to the E.C. of the Y.C.I. for fractipnal
rurposes and thus rendered his further activity in the Y.C. 1. im-
possible. The F.C. was therefore compelled to pass a decision
(ismissing comrade Vouyovitch from his position as the segrs-
tary of the E. C. and suspending his work in the Y.C.I.

THE WHITE TERROR

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

The E. C. C. 1 and the E. C. of the Y. C. . have issued
the following appeal to the working men and women and to
the working class youth of the world:

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

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

Down with the blood-stained rulily class of Bulgaria!

Fight for the right to organise the Young Communist League
of Bulgaria!

BOOK REVIEWS !

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

By Bela Kun. e
“Imperialism is the eve of the social ‘revolution of thg
proletariat. This has had world-wide confirmation since 1917.
, Thus wrote Lenin in July 1920 in his preface to the German
~—‘—)~-NTIeu'n: Der iImperialismus als jiingste [Etappe des
Kapitalismus. _revised, completed nn{ corredied edition.
Pnﬁidled by the. “Verlag fiir Literatur und Politik”, Vienna and
Berlin 1926. ../ . . ;
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and French edition of his brochure on imperialism. For a long
time this preface jwas locked up in the writing-desk of some
comrade, until at last, after Lenin’s death — some years after
the manuscript was written — it was published in the journal
“The Communist Intermational” and has now found ifs. right
piace at the beginning ol the German edition of the book.

This new translation cannot be too warmly welcomed.

At the time when the fight entered on a more prosaic phase,
and also today when the bulk of party work consists of com-
munist “detad work”, the Communist Parties are exposed to two
dangers. The first danger, is that their broad outlook should be
lost in ‘detail work”, that it should be lost in narrow-minded
practicism reminisoent of Reformism, the consequence of which
is that the individual activities of the Party and of the working
class remain djsconnected and may disintegrate, and a definite
adtion does not become a promoting factor, a source of power
for new action within the revolutionary strategic plans of the
Communist Party. The second danger is that of anéther form
of the loss of a broad revolutionary outlook, i. e. the danger
that activaty, the achievement and orgamsation of which are
possible in the present situation of the revolution, that the fight
for the maximum obtainable at the present moment might be
paratysed and ousted by revolutionary phrases, and that the
Communist Party should be forced into an attitude of passive
expectation instead of carrying on aodtivities for winning over
the muajority of the masses unmtil a new acute revolutionary
situation arises.

A careful study of Lenin's “kmperialism” is the best
safeguard against these two dangers. There 1s hardly any other
work of Lenin’s in which the objective necessity of the social
revolution is more clearly proved and the revolutionary outlook
more dearly ouflined, liis teaching on the subject of the im-
possibility the theories on ultrasi dalism ias - well as his
teaching. regarding the labour aristocracy, link. the subjective
factor of the revolution, the Comununist Panty, with the objective
neocgssity of the revolution. bmperialism, which is pothipg more
nor less than capitalism which has changed its structure, a
new stage of capitalism, capitalism developed to the wtmost and
already beginning to decay, forms the economic basis of the
theory of revolution and of the strategy of the subjective factor
of the Commnunist Party.

The doctrine of the structural changes within the working
dass under imperialism, the doctrine of the segregation of the
aristocracy of 1abour is précisely that doctrine which we must
on no account forget if we would preserve the tactics of the
united front the only possible and correct tactics for the
Bolshevist party for a long time to come — from becoming
the source of an erroneous, incorrect conception of the part
which the Party should play. This doctrine is the foundation of
the deft in Socialism. of the organisatory severance of the
revolutionary school from the socialist chauvinist Reformist
school, Whereas Marx and Engels discovered the working class
as the bearer of the development towards Socialism and associa-
ted Socialism with class-war, Lenin discovered the stratification
of the working dass and the significance of this stratification
and carried it through consistently in his theory of revolu-
tion. With the aid of the Marxist method and on the basis of
the doctrines of Marxism he thus created . for the class-war,
which Social Democracy was endeavouring to transform and
to a certain extent succeeded in transforming into class coila-
boration, a: ideology raised to a suitable scale of development
and parties capable of leadership. 2t

“It is impossible”, writes Lenin in the above-mentioned
preface, “to advance a single step towards the solution of
the practical tasks of the communist movement and of the

) In the meantime an English edition of this work of
Lenin’s has been published by the Commumist Party of Great
Britain and is obtainable from the Communist Bookshop, King
Street, [.ondon WC. 2.
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approaching social revolution without having understoog

e eCoNQIIC, t , phe g, Wit hav
gxtﬁdmx 'am# ih&?ﬁpomia) “wcvﬁt A mf;.ﬁ;’f-
‘This is 'the freagort avhy | this | fhogk ) Be made

accessible to all party members with any degree of training,
and not only to the functiomaries. There never was a time as
at the present stage of partial and relative stabilisation when
it was so necessary, 10 formn groups of party members in every
party nucleus for the careful study of this book which, if read,
marled and inwardly digested, will act as a protection against
the losp of the revoguliomry outlook — a loss which threateas
us in various forms. For this reason it 18, in our opipion,
imperative that in every party nucleus special attention’ should
be called to the publication of the translation of this book.

Support the Striking Hambu;i'g
Dockworkers! ]

Just before going to press we have received the following

a1\p|;eal of the International Propaganda-Commitiee of the

ransport Workers addressed to the Seamen and Dockworkers
ol all countries:

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

This strike is also of the greatest importance asa solidarity
strike in support of the En{ﬁah ‘Miners, who have now been
locked out for over five momths. Over 30,000 tons of coal were
exported daily from Hamburg harbour. The  strike. means a
blow against the English mineowners, strengthens the resistin
power of the English Miners and increases their prospects o
victory. ‘
The refprmist leaders of the German Transport Workers’
Federation are ready to  come to an understanding-with
hpurgeoi;ie“agpinst the striking orkers.' / Zf} ¥
.. The . seamen and the_dockw: s “ofall. countries.
therefore realise that the victory of the German transport workers
means the victony) of the transport workers of ‘41l copatries, and
that their defeat is our defeat. : )
Boycott the transport and loading of cargoes to Hmbur;!'

Down with the reconciation policy towards the bour-
geoisie!
Long
Workers!

Long live the victory of the German Transport Workers!"

live international solidarity with the Transport

To our Readers!

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

England 2 sh.

America 50 cents

Germany 1,50 marks

Austria 2 (Austrian) Schillings
Norway . 2 crowns,

Sweden 1,50 crowns

Denmark 2 crowns

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

These subscriptions include ‘all Special Numbers besides
the Regular Number. gy ;
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