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1. The question of the direction taken the economic
development of Soviet Russia must be understood and estimated
from two different standpoints by the class conscious workers
of the whole world: firstly, from the standpoint of interest in the
welfare of the first workers' republic in the world, its perman-
ancy, its strength, its enhanced well-being, its evolution towards
socialism; and secondly, from the point of view of the lessons and
conclusions to be drawn from Russian experience, by the prole-
fariat ot other countries for application to constructive activity
after seizure of state power.

2. The methods and rapidity of the economic constructive
activity of the victorious proletariat are determined by: a) the
stage of development which has been reached by the productive
forces, not only in the general economy, but in ifs separate
branches, and especially in the relations between industry and
agriculture; b) the level of culture and organization of the prole-
tariat as the ruling class; c) the political situation subsequent to
the seizure of power by the proletariat (resistance of the fallen
bourgeois classes, the aftitude of the petty bourgeoisie and the
peasaniry, the extent of the civil war and its consequences, mili-
tary interventions from outside, etc.).

5 The more develo the productive forces of a country, the

P r the level of culture and organization of the proletariat,

‘. and the weaker the resistance of the fallen classes, the more rapid,

systematic, regular, and successful can the (ransitiod from capi-

talist to socialist economics be carried out by the victorious
proletariat.

A remarkable combination of historical circumstances has
willed it that Russia is the first country to tread the path of
socialist evolution, and this, although Russia, despite the far-
reaching concentration of the most important branches of its in-

5o, dustry, is economically backward, although its masses of workers
£ and peasants, despite the extraordinarily admirable revolutionary
political quafity of the proletarian vanguard, are backward in

v culture and-drganization.

These contradictions in the economic, soeial, and political
structure of Russi#, and the fact that the Soviet rem:blic'has been,
and remains, surrouaneded capitalism during the whale of its
existence, determine ~fhe fate of the economic- constructive
work of the workérs’ and peasants’ government, deferthine the
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) These theses formed the foundation < the ccpor. given
at the Ath congress of the Comintern, on fife guestion of
omic_position of Soviet R :
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changes made in this constructive work, and the reasons for
adopting the present so-called New Fconomic Policy.

3. The complete expropriation not only of the larger and
middle bourgeoisie, but also of the petly bourgeoisie in town and
country, was a measure neC(‘SsnaleJ by economic expediency and
political necessity alike. The continued rule of capitalism over
all the rest of the world, had the effect that not only the Russian
large bourgeoisie, but even the petty bourgemsie, did not believe
that the workers' state could be maintained and this disbelief
led to the formation of reserves for the bourgeois large-agrarian
counter-revolution. Under these circumstances the resistance of
the bourgeoisie could be broken, and the Soviet power maintained,
only by the complete expropriation of the bourgeoisie and of the
exploiting upper strata of the village population.  Victory for the
workers' state was only secured by this determined and ruthless
policy, which forced the vacillating masses of the peasantry to
choose between the restoration of the land-owners and the wor-
kers’ state.

4. The workers’ state thus came nto possession, imme-
diately on beginning to exercise its power, of the whole of the
industrial undertakings, down fo the very smallest. The mutual
relations of the various branches of industry to one another, had
already been thrown completely out of |n‘||)zu|(‘c and order lon
before the revolution, by the reconstruction of industry during an
for the war. The personnel of the main apparatus of economic
administration had either emigrated or was occupied at the
White fronts. In so far as certain elements were s!ih present in
Russia, these sabotaged where they could.

The conquest and maintenance of power by the working
class was purchased at the price of a rapid and ruthless destruc-
tion of the whole bourgeois apparatus of economic administration,
from top to bottom, in every department, and,all over the country.

These were the conditions under which The so-called ‘““war =
communism” originated.

5. The most urgent task of the new regime consisted in
securing the food supply for the towns and for the army. The
imperialist war had already forced the change from free trade in
corn to monopoly. The workers’ state, having destroyed ail the.
organizations of trading capital under the pressure of the eivil «
war, was naturally unable to make a beginming by reestablishing -
free trade in corn. It was obliged to replace the commercial "
apparatus which' it had destroyed by a state apparatus, this

working on the basis of compulsory collection of the surplus pro-
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The distribution of food-stuffs and other articles of con-
sumption took the form of 8M.f out a emiform stade ration
almost completely irrespective the qualificatiom and pro-
ductivity of the receivers. This “communism” was rightly mamed
“war communism”, mot omly because it replaced economic methods

military ones, buat because it served military purposes above
all others. It was not a question of securing a systematic deve-
lopment of economics wnder the prevailing conditioms, but of
securing the food supply for the ,army at the fronts, amd to
prevent the working class from dying out altogether. ar com-
munism was the regime of a besieged fortress.

6. In the sphere of mdustry a roughly centrafized apparatus
was created, based on t e trade umions, fhis apparatus pursued
the ummediate aim of at ieast getting out of the industrial mnder-
takings —totally ruined by the war, the revolution, and the sabo-
tage- the minimum of products necessary to enable the civil war
to be carried on  Something resembling a uamiform plan was ob-
tained only by utilizing the existing productive forces to am -
considerable extent

7. Had the victory of the Russian proletariat been speedily
followed bv the victory of the Western European proletariat, this
would no! only have shortened the civil war in Russia to an
extraordinary degree, but the resuitant closer refations of Soviet
Russia’'s economy with those of the more highly developed prole-
tarian countries would have unfolded new possibilities of organi-
zation and techmcs for the Russian proletariat. In that case the
transition from “war communism” to real socialism would doubt-
less have been carried out 1 a much shorter time, and without
the convulsions and retreats which isolated proletarian Russia
has had 10 undergo during these 5 years.

8. The ecor ‘nic retreat—r 7, to speak more correcfly: the
political retre. i the econor.. ,ront -was perfectly unaveidabie
as soon as the fact was finally established that Soviet Russia
was confronted with the task 0{ constructing her own ecomomy,
aided solely its own organizations and techmical resources
during the indefinite period required to prepare the proletariat
of Europe for the seizure of power. !

The counter-revolutionary events in Febr uary 1921 showed
that it was quite impossible to further postpone the better adapt-
ation of the economic methods of socialist constructive work $o
the needs of the peasantry. The revolutionary events in Ger-
many, in March 1921, showed that it was absolutely mpossible fo
further postpone a political “retreat”, in the semse of a prepara-
tory siruggle towards winning over the majority of the working
class. These two movements of retreat were coniemporaneous,
and stand, as we have seen, in the closest reciprocal conmection.
They can only be designated as retreats in a qualified sense, for
what they demonstrated was the necessity, in Germany as im
Russia, of a certain iod of preparation: a new economic course

in Russia, a_fight for transitional demands and for the anited
front in the West.

9 The Soviet state turned from the methods of war com-
munism {o the methods of the market. The compulsory coliection
of agricultural surplus was replaced by taxes m kind, the
peasantry thus hemﬁ given the possibility of freely sellmg its
surplus m the market, mometary traific was restored, and a
number of measures taken to stabilize the rate of exchange; the
principles of commercial calculation were re-mtroduced mto the
state industrial undertakings, and wages were again smade de-
pendent on the skill and outpul of the workers; a aumber
of small and medium indus‘rial undertakings were let to private

sons.  The essential character of the “New Fconomic

icy” Lies in the revival of the market, of its methods and

systems.

10. Afier five years of existence of the Soviet republic, its
economics can ‘be roughly oetlined as follows: B

a) All land and ground belongs to the state. About 95 per
cent of the arable land is at the sposal of the peasantry for
cultivation, the taxes in kind paid to the state by the reasantry n
the course of the past year amounted to over 300 million puds of
rye from onme crop, approximately three quarters of a medimm
pre-war crop.

 b) The entire railway system (more than 63,000
versis) 1s state property. The employées and workmen
mxzﬂx‘rmg more than 800,000 perform at the present time, about
one¢ third of the work done bt!:;e the war.

€) All industrial undertakings belong to the state. The
most important of these (more than 4,000 undertakings) emp!
about a rmlhohworkera, and are conducted by the state itself.
About 4,000 urBertakings of second and third rank, employing
about 80,000 workers, are let on lease. Fach state enterprise
employs on an average 207 workers, each leased undertaking am
average of 17 workers. But of the leased undertakings only
about one half are in the hauds of private persons; the other
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half have been leased by separate state bodies or cooperative
organizations. ' '

d) Private capital operates at the t time chi in
the sphere of commerce. According to the ﬁd'cahalaﬁom
kave been shade, but which are oaly asr'oxinh and ‘unreliable,
about 30 gl: cent of the tota? commercial turnover falls to private
capital, the remaining 70 per cent consisting of sums
by the state orgamizations and the cooperative organizations clo-
sely conmected with the state.

e) Fordign trade, amounting during the current year to
one quarter of the pre-war import and a twentieth of the pre-war
export, is completely concentrated in the hands of the state.

il. The methods of war commumism, that s, the methods
of an extremely crude cemtralized registration and distribution,
are replaced by the mew policy: by market methods; by buyimg
and selling, cammerciai calculation, and competition. But in fhis
market the state plays the leading part as fhe most powerful
property owner, and buyer and seller. The overwhelming majo-
wity of the productive forces of i , a8 well as all means of
rajiway trafiic. are directly concentrated in the hands of the stale.
The activity of the stafe economic organs is thus controlled by
the market, and also to a comsider. extent direcied by it.
Commercial calculation and competifion serve for ascertainin if
the separate undertakings are working profitably. The market
serves as the connecting link between agriculture and industry,
between town and country.

) 12. In so far as a free market exists, it is imevitable that
private capital should function T it, and that this should enter
into competition with state capital, at first in commerce omly, bet
later it attempts tognetrate into industry. Civil war between
the proletariat and bourgeoiste is being substituted by com-
petition between proletarian and bourgeois industry. And just
as one of the main points of coniest im civil war is the politscal
conquest of the peasantry, in the same manner the present

ﬂﬂvfgk _ around control of fthe agricultural
marl et.&dl:. ttt;s strugﬁht‘he roletariat has mighty advan

oa its side: wmost highly developed producfive forces of
country, and fhe state power. 'lhhutﬁu‘s‘m,_lheoﬁ:rhd.
possesses the advantage of greater skill, and to a certain extent
of comnections with foreign capital, especially that of the
emigrants.

13 'dmmhhidmmehnﬁmpoﬁqgl
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capitalist incomes o be ufifized for state purposes, not only ‘in
agriculture (taxes in kind), but also in commerce and industry.
In this mamner even private capital (the concessions?) is com-
pelled bL the proletarian dictatorship to pay tribute to the sociafist
accwmulation mow beginming.

On the other kand thhe commercial imdustrial credit concen-
trated in the hamds of the state, suppli (as s proved by the
statistical data of the last fow montis) the state undertakings fo
the extent of 75%, the cooperatives 20%, and fhe private under-
takings 5 per ceat at most.

14, The asserfion of the social democrats, that the
Soviet state has “capitulated” to lism, is thus aun obvious
and crude distortion of fhe actual facts. As a matter of
the Soviet state is following the economic path which it w
doubtless have pursued in the years 1918-1919, had not the
wﬂmdhﬁmﬁ?ﬂhmﬂdﬂ]
expropriate the bourgeoisic at one blow,
grots coomomac apparatus, and fo reptace fhis by fhe apparatus
of war-commmism. .

15. The most important political and economic result
of the new economic policy is the real and permaneht under-
standimg attained with the peasantry which is stimulated to
extend and intensify its alions admission to the free
market. The experience the last few years, especially fhe
increase of winter crops, afford every reason o expect a
continued and systermafic  bettermend of agriculture. This
signifies not only the creafion of a reserve of foodstuffs for
Russia’s industrial ent, but a highly important reserve
of_‘Foods for foreign trade. From now onwards, Russian corn
will appear in ever increasi quamtifies in fhe European
market. The significance of this facter fes. the socialist rwvo-
lution in the West is obyious. ,

16. The branches of indusiry working for inmmediade .

consumption, and especially for the rural market, have made
undoubted and very noticeable progress during the first year of
the new economic policy. The situation of iu industry is
admittedly still exigemely difficult, but this hgnrdneu,d
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heady. industry, cigsed solely by the conditions obfaining ‘durin
the last few years, will be relieved in proportion to ﬂle" grag
made in the reconstruction of the exchange of googn real
impetus can only be given to the develo t of machine
building, metal working, and fuel production, which are
naturally sure of receiving the utmost attention from the state,
after the first successes have been obtained in agriculture and
light industry. Tne state will exténd its economic sphere,
concenirate an ever-increasing furnover capital in its hands,
and then renew {he fundamental capital by meams of state, (the
original socialist”) accumulation, There is absolutely no reason
to assume that state accumulation will proceed more slowly
than private capitalist accumulation, and that private capital
is thus likely to come out of the struggle as victor.

17. In so far as foreign capital is concerned (mixed
companies, concessions, etc.) the roie played by it in Russia,
apart from its own exremely hesitating and cautious policy, is
determined by the considerations and calculations of the
workers’ state, which invariably preserves the limits required
for the maintenance of the state economy when granting
industrial concessions or entering into commercial contracts.
The monopoly of foreign trade is in this respect an extra-
ordinarily imporiant security for socialist development

18. Despite this transference of its economics to the
principles of the market, the workers' state does not renounce
the plan of systematic economics, not even for the coming
period. The fact alone that the whole railway system and the
overwhielminig majority of industrial undertakings are exploited
and financtg by the state, renders a combination of the
centralized state control over these undertakings with the
automatic control of the market inevitable. The state concentrates
more and more attention on heavy industry and means of
traffic, as economic fundamentals, and adapfs its policy with
regard to finance, revenue, concessions, and imposts, to a very
great degree fo the requirements of these factors. Under the
circumstances of the present period the state economic plan
does not set itself the Utopian task of substituting universal
rrcvision for the elementary effects of demand and supply. On
he contrary: starting from the market as the fundamental form
of distribution of economic produce and of regulation of pro-
duction, the present economic plan aims at securing the greatest
possible dominance of the state undertakings in the market by
means of combining all factors of taxation, industry, commerce,
and credit, and at establishing the reciprocal relations between
these undertakings on the highest possible degree of previous
calculation’ and uniformity, so that, supported by the market,
the state can progress rapidly, especially in the sphere of the
reciprocal relations between the state undertakings.

19. The inclusion of the peasantry in the systematized
state plan of economics, that is, of socialist economics, i1s a still
more complicated and tedious task. Cooperative organizations
controlled and directed by the state are paving the way towards
this by satisfying the most imperative needs of the
peasant and his enterprises. This process will be carried out
with the greater ecomomital rapidity in proportion to the in-
creased quantity of the products of fown industry which can
be allotted to the villages through the intermediation of the
cooperative societies. But the socialist principle can only be
com‘pletely victorious in the province of agriculture after the
electrification of agriculture has been accomplished, and the
barbaric disunity of agricultural production put an end to.
The plan of electrification thus forms an important constituent
of the collective state economic plan, .and as its importance
will increase in proportion fo the increase of the productive power
of agriculture, it will gain in ascendancy in the future, finally
rendering it the fufdamental of the whole socialist economy.

20. Economic organization consists of the correct and
Eurposeful distribution of forces and means among the various
ranches and underfakings, and in the rational, that is, the
most economical utilization of these forces and means within
each undertaking,  Capitalism attains this aim by supply and
demand, competition, favorable markefs,- and crises. Socialism
will attain the same aim by the conscious construction of the
national and then of the world economy, as a uniform
whole, on ‘a 1 plan founded on the existing means of
production and on' the existing requirements, and thus completely
comprehensive and at the same time extraordinarily elastic.
a plan cannot be made a priori; it has to be worked out in
aczardance with the economic inheritance bequeathed to the
proletariat by the past, and systematic alterations and recons-
s are t6 be made, with increasing boldness and decision,
in. proportion to the increase _of economic
t cal powers of the proletariat.
. 2L N is qguite clear that a long ‘c{poch must inevitably
elapse. between. capitalist regime and complete socialism,

experience and
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and that durin? this epoch the
methods and forms of organmization of capitalist intercourse
(money, exchlpg_e, banks, commercial calculation) for the
purEose of gaining an ever increasing control of the market,
to the end that this may become so centralized and unified as to be
finally abolqshed, and repaced by a centralized plan based on the
whole previous economic evolution, and forming the pre-
requisite for the further development of economics. The Soviet
republic is now treading this path. But it is only at the
beginning of the path, and still far from the fonl. The fact
that the Soviet republic was compelled by conditions to adopt
war communism, and forced by lﬁ: delay of the revolution in
the West to beat a certain retreat -a retreat however more
formal lhan maferial-—has veiled the picture, and has afforded
opportunity to the petty bourgeois opponents of the workers’
state to speak of a capitulation fo capnaljism. In reality however,
the course of evolution in Soviet Russia is not from socialism,
to capitalism, but from capitalisim—temporarily pressed against
the wall by the methods of so-called war comnmmism -to
socialism. '

22, The assertic. that the decay of productive forces in Rus-
sia is a result of the irrationality of the socialist or communist
economic methods is completely untenable and historically absurd.
In reality this decay was above all a result of the war, further
a result of the revolution in the form 1t took n Russia, that
of a protracted civil war The French Revolution, which created
the premises for the mighty capitalist development of France
and of the whole of Furope, had for its immediate result the
greatest devastation and economuc ruin. 10 vears after the
beginning of the French Revolution, France was poorer than
belore the revolution. The circumstance that n the Soviet
republic, industry did not produce more than a quarter of
the average pre-war producivity during the past year does
not prove the failure of socialist methods, for 1t has mnot
even been possible to apply these vet, but solelv the greatness
of the economic ruin inevilably attendant on revolution as such.
But so long as human class society exists, every great advance
will have to be paid for by the sacrifice of human lives and
of material, wheter the transiton be from feudalism to
capitalism, or the incomparably more far reaching transition
from capitalism to-socialism.

23. The above answers i itself the question as to the
degree in which the economic policy designated as new in Russia,
forms a necessary stage of every pmfcmrmn revolution. Two
elements must be distinguished in the new economic policy:
a) the moment of ‘“retreat” characterized above, b) -the
economic management of the proletarian state on the basis of
the market. with all its methods, procedures, and arrangements.

a) As regards the “retreat”, this can also occur wm other
countries as the result of purely political events, n conse-
quence of the necessity, in the rush of civil war, of ch\rivulg the
enemy of a considerably greater number of undertakings than
the proletariat is economicallv able to orgamize. The partial
retreats resultant on this are likely to occur m every single
country, but in other countries they are not likely 10 bear so
severe a character as in agrarian Russia, where the actual
civil. war did not actually begin until after the proletariat had
seized power. To-day we can no longer doubt that n the
mapority of capitalist countries the proletariat will only come
into power after an obstinate, severe, and lasting avil war, in
other words, the proletariat of Europe will have to strike at
the roots of the enemy's power before conquering state power,
not after this conquest. In any case, however, the resistence of
the bourgeoisie -mulitary, political and economic  will be
weaker in proportion to the number of countries i which the
proletariat has already seized power. This means that the

moment of armed conquest of industry, and the following
moment of economic retreat, will probably play an wmcomparably
more insignificant role in other parts ()J the world than in
Russia.

b) As regards the utilhization of methods and organizations
made by capitalism for regulating our economics, all workers’
states will, in a greater or lesser degree, have to pass through
this stage, on the road from capitalism fo socialism; in other
words, every new workers’ government, “after unavoidably
destroying in a greater or lesser degree the capitalist economic
organizations during the civil war (the exchanges, banks, trusts,
syndicates), will restore these arrangements again, subordinate
them politically, and after having ordered them in the organi-
zation of the collective mechanism of the proletarian (hclatorshlr,
will have to master them by creative work, in order to gradually
carry out with their aid the reconstruction of economics on a
socialist basis. The greater the number of countries in which the

oletariat is already in power, and the more powerful the prole-
ariat eeizing the power in any country, the more difficult it

proletariat must make ude of the
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will be for capital, or even the capitalists, to emigrate, ~nd

the weaker will be the support afforded for sabotage on the
part of administrative and technical intellectuals, and as a
result the slighter will be the derangement of the material and
organized capitalist apparatus, and the easier the work of
mtoring it.

24. The speed with which the workers’ state runs through
this stage, during which the socialism coming into existence
is still enveloped and de\elnpir;g within its capitalist chrysalis—
this speed, as alrea. indicated, will depend upon the military
and political situation; further, on the level of organization and
culture which has been reached by the working class, and on
the degree of development and the condition of the productive
forces existing when the workers' state comes into power. The
further advanced the degree of evolution of these factors, the
more rapid, obviously, will the workers’ state pass through the
transition to socialist economics, and from here to perfect
commuuism.

|  PoOLITICS

The British Government and the
League of Nations
By J. 7. Walton Newbold.

During the first short session of the new parhament re-
cently elected in the United Kingdom, there has manifested itself
very clearly a tendency to attach increasing importance to the
League of Nations. his 1s not onl{ to be accounted for by
reason of the greater numbers of the Labor Party, nearly all of
whose members have an obsession for this most menacing in-
stitution of international autocracy. Every party in the House of
Commons, except the party of which | am the sole direct represen-
tative, has shown a disposition to glorify the League and not the
least among them being the spokesman of the new Tory Govern-
ment and its supporters who, of course, constitute the parliamen-
tary majonity

It may, at first sight, appear strange that the Tory Party,
the party of reaction, should thus champion the cause of the
League of Nations. Yet, in reality 1t is not so. It is as natural
for the Tory Government to seek to enhance the reputation and
extend the authonty of the League as it is for is to seek peace
and- pursue a policy of “tranquility”.

The Tory Party, the party of reaction in Great Britain
and 1n Northern Ireland, is not representative primarily of a
class having its imterests in Ereal landed estates within the
British Isles, but of a class whose landed property consists of
town lands at home and of town and agricultural lands in the

reat self-governing dominions of Canada, South Africa,

ustralia, New Zealand, and in the great republics of the United
States and Argentina. This class consists of persons who have
sold or who have not further developed their family properties at
home but have, joining together in mortgage, land and cattle
ranching companies, become an impersonal and international
type of land exploiters. They have, in order to be such landowners,
to be capitalists. Being capitalists they own not only or even so
much land, as railway stocks and shares at home and all over
the world. They have faken their accumulated rents and bought
government — )Brniah Colonial and Foreign — loan stock and
municipal, mining and all kinds of miscellaneous international
stocks and shares.

It is this class, a metamorphosed landed class, a class of

ssive rather than of active proprietors of both land and capital,
hat *s represented by the Tory Party, the party now ruling Great
Britain.
~The passive proprietors of land and capital, having en-
trusted the custody of their possessions to the banks, the insurance
and the finance companies, who handle their money transactions
for them, are in truth in the hands of these concerns and, as poli-
ticians permit themselves {o be advised and guided in home,
colouial,"and foreign policy in such ways as best fit in with the
interests of the great Cre((-i’it institutions.

The\British Government, under the leadership of Bonar
Law, reflecfd the interests and the desires of the great banking,
insurance, and investment houses.

Lloyd George fell from political office because the interests
which he represented had, from the autumn of 1920 to the autumn
af 1022, become increasingly mortigaged to to these credit houses,

ad, in other words, involuntarily abdicated economic power.

Lloyd George, supported by Austen Chamberlain, the som
and political heir of his great father, and by the Farl of Balfour,
the one time leader of British Toryismain its heyday of imperialist
Wmilitancy, stood for a policy of British ascendency in world

2 .

politics, for all the old assertiveness of British hn?zﬂdhm. for the
maintenance of British sea-power, and British leadership, espe-
cially in the East

The banks and their clients the tories, were, however,
determined at all costs to maintain their class security and to
oppose to the menace of Bolshevism, which they know will follow
urqn the collapse of Central European credit, a united class froat
of international, impersonal bourgeois pfoperty.

Having broken the jingoistic government of British im-
perialism and installed in its place a tranquility government, more
acceptable to the reactionary bourgeoisie of France and America,
they are busnl‘strmgthening the defences of international class
domination. hen, about the beginning of the century, t
social democrats and the Laborists threatened, though their vic-
tory was still remote, to capture the old popularly elected local
educational authorities, the Tories took steps fo make direct
working class control of education much me e difficult. When,
after the war, Laborists gained conircl over certain country
authorities, the Tory elements in the late government removed
from the cuum{( to the central authorities, control of the police
forces and checked the activities of labor majorities on Poor Law
bodies by the veto of the central government,

When revolution was striding across Europe the governin
class, notably the Conservatives Earl Balfour, Lord Robert Ceci{
and Viscount Grey ~ for he is, really, a Tcry, — interested them-
selves in the League of Nations as a new form of governmental
institution, 1 which these subtle serpents saw a means to cl.eck
Labor from conquerin, power in sovereign independent states.
They busied themselves about that delusion and deception, the
Internaticnal Labor Office.

They looked to and found su from the Labor leaders
—those one-eyed politicians who, seeing a superficial antagonism
between Geneva and Paris, thought the League of Nations must
be the thing to advocate and advance. Now that, ify the skilful use
of their economic power, the credit houses have aggravated the
difficulties of the industrial magnates whose capitﬁ, locked up
in unprofitable and non-negotiable means of production, has be-
come a licbility rather than an asset and have put them into
virtual if not always nominal liquidation, all economic po-2r
has passed into the hands of these same credit houses and their
clients, the passive capitalists whom they use as political catspaws.

The passive elements in capitalism, whether mere investors
or investment agencies, deal in the tifle deeds and mortgage bonds
and war-loan certificates and share-warrants of propertiss
situated all over the world and under any form of bourgeois ad-
ministration. . .

To them, the League of Nationis appears, therefore, the
same admirable instrument as that “tranquility” administrati
which, entrenched behind lines and lines of policemen, they
as the acme of domestic bliss.

To the Laborists, the League of Nations is that intér-
national counter-part of parliamentary government which to their
myopic vision only requires themiselves to be duly installed in a
majority in every parliament, to realize the coming to earth amid
trmlinﬁ clouds of celestial glory, of the Prince of Peace. -

t is probable, indeed it is almost certain that to maintain
the illusion that the League of Natioms is not a mere court of
revision and of a 1 from their own national “ parlimentary ”
insfitutions, the British Tory and other bourgeois governments
will not too openly associate themselves with its deliberations and
its decisions.

The British Gowernment, for imstance, will continue the
make-believe of keepilﬁl at arms length their back bench “critie”,
Lord Robert Cecil. is aiming sc , the most h itical,
that the British bourgeoisie has at its beck ‘and call, this js the
man to watch. ~

It is not only those actually in office but thgse liasson
officers of capitalist statecraft who, out of a job, are always
doing a job, that one always needs to watch in order to know
exactly the kind of rascality to which the British governing class
is up to at any given time.

Mosul and the Siraits

By R. Louzon.

On the 30th of March, 1865 in Paris, England forced the
acceptance of the principle tiat the Bosphorus and the Darda<
nelles should be open to the merchant ships of all rs; ‘but
closed to war ships. The Turks, established on Loth banks, were
charged to enforce the decision. They were assigned the role
of guardians of the Black Sea.

In 1922, at /Lausanne, England strenuousl

resists 'ﬂne
continuance of this state of affairs. She mobili and

“
has now mobilized herself, to
conditions which she herself
half a WC?‘“II

fhe reestablishment of the
and which prevailed for
to the general satisfaction of all nations.
) , this change of front?

In the Nineteenth century there was alread
the East and of India, but there was not yet
petroleum. . )

Great Britain caused the closing of the Straits to war shi
because she was afraid that the Russian Fleet, finding an outlet
into the Aegean Sea, would come to menace her naval bases in
the Mediterranean and by penetrating the Suez Canal, interrupt
her commfinications with India and the Fast, and also, because
there was mo need for her fleet to penetrate into the Black Sea.
For at that time the petroleum in tiie Caucasus roused no in-
terest in the owners of the Welsh coal fields.

But the technique of motor production has changed rro-
foundly during the last twenty years. The decelopment of the
automobile, the mauufacture of areoplanes causes the comsump-
t;ion of continually growing quantities of '; ctroleum each year.

Especially. the coming into use of heavy and powerful ol
burners, permitting the use of ?elroleum in the navigation of
ships, has made the question of naval supremacy one of pe
troleum resources.

The use of petroleum in the navigation of battleships,

its an importan! reduction in fuel space, and consequently
increases the amount available for arms and munitions. More
essential still, the use of petroleum renders a fleet invisible at a
distance, for at present, it is the coal smoke which ses a
fleet to the discovery of the ememy, even at a considerable
distance.

These advanta are so great thalt one is justified in
saying that a navy driven by petroleum has the same advantages
over a navy run by coal as an iron-clad has over a w
vessel.

Under these circumstan the possession of fhe splendid
Welsh coal, with its excellent quality, upressl( desfined, it seems,
for stoking the furnaces of the mavy, no longer confers any
special superiority upon Great Britain. England must either
secure the mew fuel for herself, cost what it may, or resign her
position of sugremacy on the high seas.

England’s interest at this moment in the Black Sea s
neither Odessa nor Sebastopol, it is Batum and Novorossisk,
outlets of the petroleum basins of Baku and Groszny.

When England is able to obtain the free passage ol her
cruisers and dreadnoughts inlo the Black Sea and to train her,
g:rns upon the entire coast of the Caucasus, it will -be easy for

to land her troops at the first favorable occasion and to
occupy that nmarrow isthmus which separates the Black Sea and
the gspian, and which contains the richest flow of petroleum
known at present.

Lord Curzon has no other reason for desiring that the
Straits be demilitarized, that is that the obstacles which might
oppose the passage of his ships and his troops be removed.
In demanding f[reedom of passage through the Strails for men-
o-war, or, what amounts lo the same thing, the demilitarization

the Straits, England has publicly admitted her intention of

zing upon the Caucasus and its gelrakum fields. That is wh
the question of the Straits is no different from that of M
In the one case, as in the other, it is conconcerned exdusively
with petroleum. All other reasons given by the diplomats are
mere pretexts to hide the reality.

Thus the sole question which is being discussed ia Lau-
sanne is one of pctrgl petroleum in the Caucasus and in
Armenia. And it is for this reason that the Unifed Stafes is
80 interested.

a question of
e question of
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IN THE R.LL.U.

The Second Congress
of the Profiniern

By A. Lozovsky.

The Second Congress of the Red Trade Union Inter-
national summed the achievements of a period of development
of the intermational revolutionary trade union movement. The
activity of the R.ILL.U. has shown how great are the difficulties
with which ‘the revolutionary labor movement is confronted in all
countries. The international labor movement is extremely
variegated, has different forms, many traditions and many old

ices only being gradually overcome in the course of severe

gles. It has been the task of the R.1.L.U. to crystallize a
solid revolufionary centrepiece out of the whole of this variegated
i lnc‘ union movement, to collect all revolutionary
experiences, and to place this at the common disposal of the

" of work, and unfolded a great mumber of

imternational
most tedious nature, tae

This i & task requiring work of &
: exerfion,
At the same time

and iron pereeverance
Second Congress extended our sphere
. practical questions and
problems, upen which the revolufionary workers of all comtries
must concentrate their attention. There were four questions in
particular which aroused the special attention of the whole con-
gress. First the question of the united fromt, secondly the
question of the unity of the trade omion movement, further the
task of organization 1o be carried out by the revo'utionary federa-
tons, and finally the relations of the R.LLL.U. to the anar.ho-
syndicalist.

Those objections which have hitherto been raised against
the united front, and agamst the wmity of the trade uniom: 1ove-
ment, were no longer to be heard. Some months ago voices may
still have beem heard against the united front, but at tie congress
itself this was no longer the case. Life has proved the severest
teacher. 1t has shown that the tactics of the united front are no
empty imagming of the Mascow Bolshevists, but the sole escape
from the desperate position in which the worl 5 of Furcpe and
America find themselves. And if the Commtern and the R.I.L.U.
have been the first to resort to the uaited fromt, all homor is due
to them for 1. At the Second Congress the united front was
no longer discussed murely as a gemeral qusuon. but the practizal
execution of united front tactics was debated, the question was
raised as to what problems form the mmin points [ inferest for
the working class, and what concrete problem:. _re to be set up
as a central nroint for our propaganda and agitation. The
resolution moved on these points opens out a number of
practical questions, and proposes fhat all revolutionary workers
shall concentrate the attention ol fhe proletariat on the concrete
practical taeks of the daily struggle.

The Congress further occapied itself particularly with
the questiou of the unity of fthe trade umon movemeni. The
participators w the congress felt clearly, that any further split i
the trade union movement .ould mean fhe greatest possible
weakening of the forces of the working class. The R.1.L.U. has, on
s part, adopted every pessible measure for preveni.  th's solik.
Wuﬁ:‘ this object it has applied several times to th: ~amsterdam
International with proposals for puiting an end to the split
But at every pownt 11 has encountered the desire for a split on
ﬁxre( part ol the Amsterdamers, and has fhws been forced to
take up the fight not anly agawmmst capital, bu! ulso agains{ the
Amsterdamers.

How can unity be attawned? In ali its resolutions, declara-
tions, and references, the R.LL.U. has expressed itself willing to
enter into any kind of agreement. Naiurallv unity s only
possible if fhe workers of the Left receive at least a minimum
guarantee of freedom of action. The Amsterdamers shouted at
the top of their voices about unity, but when the French C.G.T.U.
proposed {o the reformist confederatian that they donvene a com-
mon congress based on proportional representation, the reformists,
who are in the minority i France, replied with a cynical reso-
lution stating: we are in the majority, anyone wishing to
complain can do so m our own organizations. The Amster-
damers n (zecho-Slovakia behaved 1m a simi'ar manner. We
for our part were, and still are, ready to re-establish unity
on the condition that the minority alike whether we or the
reformisis be the minority receives beforch.nd a guaran! e,
that it has the liberty to propagate ifs idcas strict dicipline
being at the same time observed in the stri ~le against the
bourgeoisic. The resolutions passed by fhe Second Congress
on this subject are formula with the utmost cearne s and
precision. e shall fight obstinatelv Jor fhe umon of the

rallel trades mmions, for the re-admittance of the expelled, and
?:r the creatiom of a real united front for the fight against bour-
geois reaction. X

The question of unity alse occupied the leading place in
the discussion of_guestions of organization in the trade unions.
The congress had to reply to all questions on the orvanizational .
structure and work r(?{he revolutionary trade umions The
congress was clearly aware that the slogan of strengihening the
tra“& umions may easily be misinterpreted, and that the
strengthening of the trade unions may easily siguify a temporary
enhancement of the influence of the reforgnist leaders. But the
congress relegated these considlerations to ackground under
the conviction that the strengthening of the trade unions implies
a strengthening of the organization of the working class, and
that the str Nihcning of working class organization esfablishes
the basis of the social revolution. IT the reformists derive a

ing advantage from this work, this is no reason to hold us
mnﬁ'aﬂ it. is standpoint could also be observed in the

treatment of the other practical ouestions on the agenda. Tae
ractical tasks in the most important countries were dealt with
rom this point of view. The congress discussed the situation in
one country after another, at fhe same time showing the ¢ .arades
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what practical fasks lie belore them, when they begin to adopt
the general principles and lines of action of the R.ILL.U. in their
respective countries. The congress placed in the forefront of
battle for all workers the united front, the strengthening of the
trade unions, and the gathering together of the working i.1sses
to fight for communism by means of figthing for the daily needs
of the working class.

The congress had to give a practical reply to the question
of the international industrial federations. It 1s well known
p that the international federation secretariats, being under the
3 influence of the Amsterdam International, sysiematically exclude
the revolutionary trade unions These tacics are excused by
t' » statement that the trade un.ons m questions are affili
the RIL.U  These international federation secretariats, which
however only represent European federations, have thus no
scruples about isolating a considerable part of the revolutionary
European workers and the revolutionary workers of the rest of
tk. glote from the o'h-r part of the proletariat

From the first day of its establishment, the R.I.L.U expres-
sed itself opposed to the immediate founding of internationa! revo-
lutionry lra(lh- unjon lederations. And the whole activity of the
R.ILL.U. has been in accordance with this line of action. But the

: R.LLU cannot look on and see the revolutionary trade unions

¢ scattered, and thus even at the First Congress |{|c question of

; the creation of international promaganda comm tees, ‘0 be
arranged according to the different branches of industry, and
around which all revolutionary federations could gather, was
placed on the ac 1.l»

The task of the revolutionary propaganda committees was
¥ to unite the revolutionry trade unions, and fo strive o create a
4 united international i each branch of production. Ithough a
number of the revolutionary workcrs expressed the vish to form
mdustrial and craft internationals, the congre s rejected this
plan.  The Second Ccngress again emphasized the urgent wish
of the R.I.L.U. to create united industrial internationals, and made
it the duty of all revolutionary trade unions to exert every
endeavor to attain tlus end. The revolutionry federations recom-
mended the congres: to keep to the correspond ng international
propaganda commuttees, and to continue their struo~le on {he
same lines as before the Second Congress. The creation of
united internationals now depends on the secretriats belonging
to Amsterdam. We for our part have done all that lies in our
power towards creating an international for everv branch of
industry
I'he congress had also to solve the question of the rela-
tions of the R.I.LL.U. to the Comintern, or rather that of the rela-
b tions between communists and syndicalists. As 1s well known, the
: anarcho-syndicalist orgamzations subjected the r. “lutiors ac-
q cepted by them at the First Congress to severe criticism, especially
that part of ghe resolutions estaltlishing cios  connections be.
tween the Cormintern and the R1.L.U. he French syndicalists
hc.dea this campaign agamnst the resolutions of the Ist congress,
but themselves sphit up into several groups on the matter. One
tendency. the so-callcl “urcly syndicahst, found the results of
the First Congress sufficient cause for the forr fin - of its own
mternational. and was jomed n this by many small svndicalist
roups in some countries, with whose aid 1t then combatted the

i LU The German locahists, and the Itahan, Swedish, and
Dutch syndicalists, agitated for the creation of a new inter
national They used as a pretect the alliance of the R.1.L.U. with

3 the Comintern, and (he necessity of founding an
‘ and in every respect “‘autonomous” international.
\ll this time the anarcho-syndicalists have been carrying
on their fight against the RILL.U under the flag of independence
and au'onomy  But amon- the syndicalists there existed ano...er
fairly powerful tendency, having the closest »ffinity with the
communists, being in favor of the dictatorship of the proletariat,
and of working in common with the communists. This tendency
: however held the opinion that the co-operation of the Comintern
% and the R.1.L.U. should not be an essential part of the organiza-
s tion, but should take place as occasion required. This group of
syndicalists, whose tactics were based on the assumption that the
syndicalists, and not the communists, form the vanguard of the
g-. labor movement, showed a decided wish to establish the united
3 front w)th communists a ainst, the bourgeoisie.  This wish
5 g:rn)(ah-d the resolutions of the congress of the C.G.T.U. held at
int-Etienne.  The proposals made by the French delegation at
our congress were aiso further evidence of this wish.

The communists had come to a definite conclusion on the
subject. For the communists, the connection between Comintern
and the RIL.U. is a matter of course. We were aware that our
syndicalist comrades were still under the influence of old pre-

) judices. But as these are the prejudices of revolutionary workers
2 who are earnestly and anxiously willing to fight, and as they
are not the prejudices of single individuale. but have been held

independent ”

by a fairly large number of labor org#nizations, the co i
nists have here made perfecily conscious cc cessions for .ihe
purpose of enablin~ them to form a united front with thc syndie
calists against reformism and capitalism. The resolution moved
by some of the delegations was based ca this < = nment. We are
desirous of forming a revolutionary bloc with {he syndicalics,
and thus we make concessions in the hope that in the course
of the struggle the correctness of our pont of view will become
apparent.  With this resolution the congress put an eud to the
debates between the R.LL.U. and the anarcho-syndicalist organi-
zations. In order that this question should be even .ette cleared
up, the congress made a special appeal to the anarcho-syndicalist
orgamizauons of all countries, and to the Berlin bureau of the
syndicalists, asking them to work no longer at splitting the inter-
national irade union movement, but to enter .he Rilu, and to
fight within this organization, with the revolutionary workers
of all countries, for the emancipation of the working class.

Mention must also be m. . of the trade union question in

the colomal and .. vi-colomial countries. \V.e must take into
consideration that the RIL.U is a really international organiza-
tion, while the Amsterdam international is merely an European
one. During the past year the Russian revolution set a new world
n motion. [ he labor movement 15 developing rapidly in Java,
China, Japan, and I' 41a. The Russian revoluiion called | =sh
forces in‘o existence. 1. these countries the labor movement is
still tinged with nationalism, especially where a struggle against
foreign rule has 1o be carried on. But never(.. ‘ess in the nmidst
of this gigantic revolutionary stream class s'rivings may be scen
with ever increasing clearness. And the R.I.L.U. and the Comin-
tern are alike confronted with the task of giving this class move-
ment form, of imparting to it an actually revolutionary character,
of filling it with the spirit of communism, that the movement may
be enab?ed to attain the greatest possible success in the struggle
with foreign and national capitalism.

The Second Cengress was above all a practical congress.
It centred around questions of organization, questions of practical
activity. The general principles had been a?read laid down by
the First Congress. Qur pro§ram had already been drawn up
i its main outlines, the revolutionary workers of all countries
know our aims; the present question is as to the best method o
attaining th.se aims. The Congress confirmed the program o
action worked out by the First Congress; it confi it because
it contains the concentrafed experience of the revolut onary-tr- ‘s
union movement in all countries. The Second Congress has not
attemnted to conceal e difficulties confronting the revolutiona
trade union movement. There are many tens of milliong
workers still undcr the influence of the reformists. There are
millions still under the influence of the Catholics, the democ:-
the protestants, etc. And there are ten millions still outside
any organization whatever. As we are faced by a working_ ¢
of which a large organized part still supports capitaﬁs& 't
the Congress has been Oblij"s to work out its tactics and pro-
gram of action accordingly.

The Amsterdam ?nfcrnational. which renresents the con-
servative part ot the working class, is in the habit of boasting
of its millions of members. We are ready to admit that the
numerical strength or the R.I.L.U. is less than that of the Amster-
dam International, but the R.I.LL.U. is an international organiza-
tion, while the Amsterdam International is merely a European one;
the R.I.I.U. is composed of workers, possessing in general the
same program, the same factics, the same desire to fight against
capitalism, while the Amsterdam International has many passive
and reformist elements in its ranks, and on the other han many
workers in actual sympathy with us. We have followers even
within the Amsterdam International while it las none in our
ranks. This strengthens us and weakens the Amsterdamers.
We de not over-estimate our powers, but do not want fo under-
estimafe them.

The Second Congress of the R.1.L.U. showed how great is
the influence which .as already been won by the revoluttonary
idea i the international trade union movemen'. e workers
of Europe, Asia, Africa, and Australia gather round the flag of
the R.l,{v,l’., for on this flag there is inscribed the motto of fight
to the death against capitalism, and of conquest of power for the
working class. How long it will be before this victory will be
attained the Second Congress could not and must nof say. It
could only say one thing: our goal will be reached by systematic
and persevering work towards gathering the masses together,
uniting the workers beneath revolutionary watchwords, a
untiring combat against the bourgeoisie. . :

The Second Congress has i)een a step of the utmost im-
portance along the long road of struggle of the international
proletariat for its emancipation. The intery .uonal proletariat
12 a stage further towards organizing its forces. It will. still
have to suffer many single defeats in battle, but these battles and
defeats only serve to stgel the international organizations of the

working class, the Comintern, and the R.LLL.U,, and will lead the
working class to final victory.

Yesterday and To-day

By Gaston Monmousseau.

In France we have been proud of our past. The revolu-
fionists of the whole world have derived strength from the lessons
of our history. But for some years we have fallen behind the
other countries. We had believed that it would be ours to bear
the torch of revolution, but in reality we are belated stragglers,
limpirclg on the crutches of the old world along the new path
pointed out by the Russian revolution. tveryone has his turn.

And now we are in Moscow, somewhat torn from our
environment, somewhat confused by new methods, but nevertheless
we are in Moscow.

Once, in the year 1793, we made a revolution, and now it
seemed to us that a{ter this experience the bourgeoisie, convinced
of the unconquerable power of the proletariat, would submit to 1t
on_the first xy of the coming fight. We even believed that the
voice of reason would induce the bourgeoisie to bow to the new
order. Our ideal revolntion was to come about as result of the
class consciousness ot the masses of workers and peasants, won
over by the lessons of the new ﬂysp&‘l, and so permeated with
creative spirit that it would only necessary to give them free-
dom to build up a new world.

This was the conception of the social struggle worked out

the French revolutionigts, this was their strategic plan in the
class war, and the federalist spirit of the anarchists was still im
planted in this conception.

The revolutionists of the old school still employed the old
formulas of the democratic republic: Liberty, fraternity, equality.
The liberal bourgeoisie united with the anarchists in the endeavor
to fill the proletariat with the false idea, that revolution is an
act of sentimentality and idealism.

The French revolution overthrew the feudal regime by
force. To-day the proleiariat must fight through the second stage
of its emancrpation, and purchase its freedom with the blood of
its heroes, by the sacrifice of a whole generation. These are the
lessons which we draw from the Russian revolution.

The old Internationa! fell into decay through pacifism. In
the name of pacifism and of fraternity among the peoples it crea-
ted for ilselrn charmed circle and inhaled the chloroform of
national sentimentality, instead of consolidating its structure with
the spirit of class antagonism. In Moscow we feel as if trans-
ported info another world. At every step we lose something of
our old prejudices, the vestiges of our old ideas are dispelled.

No pacifist speeches were delivered at the congress of the
Profintern, but speechs on fighting and strategy. X:lhs of
the proletariats of Germany, Russia, Bulgaria, France, America,
and Japan, all lead in the same direction. In every country our
class enemy reveals the same featuries the same will, the same
strategy, and uses the same weapouns, against the international
proletariat.

In Moscow one is on a workd peak which far out-tops the
mountains and frontiers of one's native land. The army staff
of the international revolution follows the manceuvres of the
enemy, and makes preparations for the fight. Various theses
contend with one amother, and all nationalism ts shattered on
the platform of the congress.

At this congress each one of us discards somtething old, be
he German, Russian, French, Italian, or Pole; we French cast
away our romantic syndicalism, but we do not abandon the whole
of our syndicalism. There is much that is excellent in our syndi-
calist methods, and they correspond to many psychological pecu-
liarties of the French proletariat; a harmony must be found bet-
ween them and the experience and peculiarities of the labor move-
ment of other countries.

There i1s a science of revolution, but this science originates
solely out of revolutionary experience. The revolutionary inter
nationl is the great laboralory in which we work at the common
task of laymg down the main strategic lines of the class war.

In France we have done everything possible to develop our
movement in the direction of revolution. We are discarding the
crutches of tradition, and creating a firm basis for the internation-
al movement. We shall do our utmost to give back to the revolu-
tionary figziitcrs wiio sent us here, everything which we have scen,
and evervihing which we have learnt during our brief sojourn in
Red Russia.

It is only since I have been here that 1 grasp the reasun
why the reformjsts, the bourgeoisie, and the so-called “ideolo-

ists” of revolution, hate the red International so intensely; i. e.
ause it compels our functionaries to think, it forces t to
unite for action. .
Thus the tares will be separated from the wheat.

APPEALS

"Peace on Earth”

The Amsterdamers will deliver you over again defenceless
to the wild beasts of war.

Fellow workers!

Between December 10. and 15. the conference of the Amster-
dam Trades Union International and oi the 2. and 2% inter-
nationals was held at The Hague for the purpose of considering
the best means 10 be adopted by the international working class
against the dangers of a new mpenalist war.

Such a congress was never more suitable than at this
precise moment. he wretched agreement made at Washin ton,
on the hmitation of armaments in the Far Fast. has ot n
ratified up to now. At Gienoa the proposal of the Russian Soviet
government, to place the gquestion of limiatation of armaments on
the agenda, was unammously rejected by the great capitalist
powers. At the very time when the Hague conference was hok
ding its sessions, I’oland, Vinland, Fsthonia, and Latvia these
vassal states of the Fntente, refused to reduce their armaments,
although the Soviet government proposed to reduce the Russian
army to 200,000 men. that .s, by 75 per cent.

In all capitalist countries energetic work is being carried
on fowards developing air fleets and gas weapons, mediums
which will play a decisive part o the next war. In September
the world stood on the verge of war, when the Turks were
victorious over the Cireek vassals of England, and proceeded to
march towards their own capital aty, Constantinople, and to
occupy the Dardanelles as the passage leading to this capital
Had Turkey not renounced the obvious right o being master in
her own house, the world would have been plunged inte a fresh

Balkan war, which would have developed into an Anglo-
French war

The reparations question, that is, the question of how
the Entente should best set about the work of fleecing the
German people, has been transiormed into a wrestling match
between Fngland and trance as to who should dominate in | urope,
and the relations between these two countries become more
acutely antagonistic from day to day. While the position of the
workers becomes daily more wretched, while the states have no
money to provide the unemploy~d with a morsel of bread. while
all cultural work 1s being neglect-J to an extent hitherto unknown,
the capitahist states are expending more on armaments than ever
they did before the war. Among the broadest masses of the
workers the feeling is growing that it is not possible for matters
to continue as they arc. And all bourgeois politicans speak
openly of the danger of a new world war.

An alliance with bourgeois pacifism instead of a prole-
tarian united front against war.

The Hague congress was confronted by a great task: To
gather together all the forces of the working class against the
capitalist attempt to use the proletariat as cannon fodder again.
But unfortunately the Amsierdamers, and the representatives of
the 2. and 2% {nlcmnlinnals. renounced beforehand every idea
of  mobilizing all the forces present i the working
class for this struggle for life 1tself. Although there
can be no actual struggle for peace unless the masses of the
peoples of the Near and Far East participate i the conflict, and
so long as capitalist and miltarist cliques are doing as they like
in these countries, still the leaders of the Amsterdam {'rade
Union International, of the 2. and 2% Internationals, never even
thought of inviting the representatives of the labor organizations
of these countries to the couference. There are trade unions in
Constantinople, in Japan, in China, and in India, which have
already conducted extensive strikes, and which are permeated
with the will to fight in the interest of the workiniz class. But the
arrogant representatives of the Western European labor aristocra
did not even move a finger towards getting these peoples to parti-
cipate in the congress. And more than this: they deliberately kept
away from the congress the three million members of the com-
munist parties belonging to the Communist International of the
whole world, although these parties have been formed by predsely
those proletarian elements who fought niost bravely against war
during the war. They deliberately -excluded from the congress
the millions of workers behind the Red International of Labor
Unions. They invited the Russian trade unions only.

The representatives of the Russian trade unions imme-

diately proposed that the representatives of all communist parties
and of the red trade unions be admitted to the congress, and

ot




declared to the Amsterdamers and social democrats: ‘“We are
divided from you by great antagonisms, but if you are willing to
fight against war, we are with you. In this case we are prepared
to ally ourselves with you- despite your shortcomings, ancrto fight
side {w side with you against the dangers of war. For every
other antagonism must retreat before the danger of war”. The
reply of the Amsterdamers 10 this was abuse of the communists,
of whom they allege that they cause the split in the trade unions.
Hereupon the representatived of the Russian trade unions ans-
“wered: “Fvery child knows that we are opposed to the split in the
trade unions. 1t 1s not we, but you, who expel minorities holding
different opinions from the lra(fves unions. But whoever may be
at fault for the schism in the trade unions, we offer our help
towards overcoming this schism. For strong and united trade
unions are necessary for the war against war. We propose that
committees of action be formed for healing the split in every
country. and for making all further schism mpossible; if you
will only give us the possibility of agitating for our ideas in the
trade unions, we are ready to submit to trade union discipline
in the conflict agzinst capital.” This proposal was scornfully
rejected by the Amsterdamers.

And at the same moment when they were preventing the
formation of a proletarian united front against imperialism, they
allied themselves with the bourgeois pacifists. For the first time
in the history of the present day labor movement, the trade unions
and the political labor organizations held a congress in common
with the representatives of a part of the bourgeasie, and thus
gave the bourgeoisie the possibility of participating in decisions
affecting the most important questions of the labor movement.

The united proletarian front is opposed by the alliance
of the Amsterdamers, the 2. and 2% lInternationals, with the
representatives of a part of the bourgeoisie.

It is attempted to justify this procedure by the statement that all
forces directed against war must be collected for the conflict. But
this assertion 1s a pure swindle. The Amsterdamers have refused
fo ally themselves with the revolutionary workers, the only real
opponents of imperialist war. They oaly ally themselves with the
bourgeois pacifists, the overwhelminig majority of whom went
over into the camp of nationalism, precisely like the Amster-
damers, during the war, and aided imperialism to tear the flesh
from the bones of the proletariat.

Words in place of deeds against the danger of war

When the Amsterdamers and the 2. and 2% Internationals,
rejected the united proletarian front, and formed an alliance
with the bourgeoisie, they pronounced the condemnation of the
Hague conference. People who refuse to join the revolutionary
proletariat, and who prefer to ally themselves with the bourgeoisie,
do not really want to fight seriously against war. lmperialist
war serves the interests of the bourgeoisie, and those who ally
themselves with the bourgeoisie enervate and weaken the workiny
class, and render it impotent to fight against the danger (ﬁ
imperialist war. And thus we have witnessed that the Amster-
damers, the 2. and 2% Internationals, actually went so far as to
make specches for the war against war, oblivious to the fact that aq
the same moment in Lausanne, the allies were throwing a noose
around the necks of the Turkish people endeavouring to force a new
Versailles peace on the Orient, the sure forerunner of a fresh war.
The intervention of the representatives of the Russian trade
unions was required as a reminder that in Jinuary there will be
fresh decisions made the great powers in regard to the
reparation question, which may render the situation very acute
alrovvr the world. But all the endeavours of the Russian dele-
gates failed to persuade these remarkable pacifists

to organize even so much as a demonsti ation strike,

which should show the international bourgeoisie that the prole-
tariat 1s beginning to gather its forces against imperialism.
Instead of orgamzing the fight against the anger of war, the
Amsterdamers threatened an international strike in case of war.
To these threats the representatives of the Russian trade unions
replied that an international strike against war would be a trial
of strength demanding the complete equipment of the proletariat.
“When war breaks out, every nationalist passion is unchained,
military laws are proclaimed, and self-defense is only possible to
a proletariat equipped and trained by years of uninterrupted
class war. ow can the proletariat be prepared for
a revolutionary fight against the outbreak of war, when years of
coalition policy have yoked it to the chariot of the bourgeoisie,
when it has ome accustomed to renounce all revolulionary
Propaganda against the bourgeois idea of defense of native
couniry, when it possesses no illegal organizations, when it has
delivered all weapons into the hangs of the bourgeoisie?

4
Break with the .policy of coalition with the bourgeoisiel

Fight to the autmost against the polic defenc,
the native country! ¢ e b

Prepare the working class for the war against war'."

agitate in the army!

Open up relations with the working masses in the Near
and Far East, and in the colonies! -

These were the watchwords of the Russian trades
unions.  These are the watchwords of the Communist Inter-
national and of the Red International of Labor Unions.
These watchwords were replied to, without causing the
slightest protest in the congress, in a speech by Emile Vander-
velde, former chairman of the 2. International and subsequentt
royal Belgian minister, in which he expressed himself in favor of
defence of native country, and defended the reparations policy.

And in the commission of the congress the former
secretary of the 2. International concisely declared that, should
war break out, the social-democratic parties and the trades
unions wounld be obliged to act as they did in 1914, that is,
hetray the proletariat.

Camille Huysmans told the truth about the sort of conflict
agamst war carried on by the Amsterdamers, the 2. and 2% Inter-
nationals. At present they threaten with the international. general
strike against war, but they do this solely to keep the working
masses quiet, and will deliver these over to imperialism, bound
hand and foot, for they have no intention of fighti ainst the
bourgeoisie. Those who have for years renouncﬁ all idea of
fighting against the bourgeoisie, will not rise against it when it
18 an actual matter of life and death. :

The united proletarian front against the danger of war.

Fellow workers! The Hague conference has proved that
the leaders of the Amsterdam Trades Union International, of the
2. and 2}% Internationals, are not ready to fight against the
growing danger of war, that on the contrary they are doing
everything to make such a fight impossible. 1 ‘you do not want
to be dragged defenceless on to fresh battle-fields and annihilated
in millions, you must gather together in factories, workshops,
and mines, in town and country, even against the will of your
leaders, to form a united frout of the fig ting proletariat. You

must gather together in ome united proletarian front, without

thought of {)urty differences, or another unity may be your lot —
the unity of death on a common battle-field. You must overcome
the paralgzing influence of the reformist leaders, who split your
ranks and ally themselves with the bourgeoisie. You must begin
to-day to fight the war danger in every country, with the greatest
energy; you must liberate the masses from the influence of
imperialism, you must render them capable of rising like one man
against the danger of war. The rhasses of workers in the
victorious capitalist countries must learn to recognize that they
are no less defeated than the masses of the vanquished capitalist
countries.  They must recognize that if they do not oppose the
rapacious raids of their governments, it is not the bourgeoisie of
the conquered countries that will pay tribute, but the masses of
the working people in these countries, that these will sink to the
level of Chinese coolies, and will be driven by want and misery to
work on terms of slavery, enabling the bourgeoisie of ~the
viclorious countries to force their workers to accept siarvation
wages. The workers of the vanquished capitalist countries must
recognize that it is not in coalition with their own bourgeoisie,
but only in

unity wit the proletariat of the victorious countries, that the
chains of Versailes, Trianon, and Neuilly can be broken.

The whole inernational proletariat must gather around
Soviet Russia, the sole proletarian state power opposing the
organized power of 150 million human beings to the rapacious
policy cf international imperialism.

Down with the imperialist policy of the capitalist govern-
ments!

Down with the Versailes treaty of peace!

Long live the united front of the proletariat against the
danger of war!

Away with the coalition with the bourgeoisie!

Away with the reformist leaders, who render the prole-
tariat incapable of fighting!

Long live the Communist International!

Long live the Red International 6t Labor Unions!

Moscow, 19. Dec. 1022.

The Executive of the Communist International. =
The Executive of the Red Intermational of Labor Uniouns,
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" The International Conference in Essen

(Special Report to “ Inprecorr ”.)

Essen, January 6, 1923.

Today there was a meeting here of the representatives of
the Communist Parties of France gmong others Cachin, and
Monmousseau from the C.G.T.U.), England (among others the
newly elected member of Parliament Newbold), Belgium, Italy,
Czecho-Slovakia, Holland, and Germany. There were also
present the tnde union leaders of the revolutionary railwaymen,
metal workers, building workers, and textile workers of France

Germany. Representatives of the Red International of
Labor Unions and of the Communmist Youth International were
also present.

Monrmionsseau brought with him 11,000 franc. for the workers
dismissed through the Ludwigshafen strike.
The agenda was as follows:

1 Fight against the Versailles peace after the failure of

the Paris conference.

2, Org‘nniu relations.

Clara kinwgld Meyer (Germany) and Marcel Cachin
(France) are elected to the chair.

Cachin is the first speaker. He calculates with certainty
on the occupation of the lﬁhr valley. For Poincaré this is a

ion of to be or not to be. He owes it to his Bloc National.

French workers have taken up the -most encrietic fight
against this fresh adventure of French imperialism. connmnon
committee of action has been formed against the Versailles peace
by the French Comm'~ist Party and the Confederation Generale
4.’- Travail Unitare (_.G.T.U.). )

- Monmoussean SEZG.T.U.) speaks to the following effect:
This meeting has nothing in common with that notorious con-
ference held in 1914 in Brussels, where Jouhaux and'Legien
were present. At that time these men made the most sacred
promises of peace, only to break them afterwards. Jouhaux
and Legien, these false apostles of neace, transformed them-
selves later into unscrupulous apostles of war. We are no
pacifists. We are in favor of peace because proletarian inter-
‘ests demand peace. We shall carry out the isions resolved
upon here without reserve. We shall do our utmost to prevent
the occupation of the Ruhr valley.

Brandler reports on the Fosition of the German ty.
This has now been considerably strengthened. Its influence
reaches far beyond the limits of the party itself. Still we must
not over-estimate our powers. But what we undertake to do at
this conference shali be carried out.

« Thalheimer gives a eral survey of the international
situafion. Va-ious possibilities are to be reckoned with. It may
be that England and America will interfere at the last moment.
But on the other hand it is equally possible that the pledges are
seized without mjlitary measures. Should the Ruhr district be
occupied, we must also calculate with the likelihood that the
French government will first try and a se the workers with
sugarpiums, that is, with wages paid in irancs, as the best way
of ‘ecorrusting them. Thatheimer welcomes the energetic atlitude

adopted by the French workers. They may be assured that we
make common cause with them. The present international sis
tuation renders it imperative for the German proletariat to issue
the foreign political slogan of: A bloc between Germany, Soviet
Russia, and Turkey, able to defy the Entente.

Gallagher (Eniland) speaks in favor of the sharpest pos-
sible action against the occupation of the Ruhr valley.

Ker (France) reports that the position of French in-
dustry is comparatively good. The position of state finance, on
the other hand, is very bad. The government utilizes this cir-
cumstance for purposes of nationalist agitation. It casts the
blame on Germany, and makes propaganda for taking military
action. The overwhelming majority of the French people how-
ever, is opmsed to any warlike measures, for it is fully aware
that it is t roletariat that foots the bill in the end, with ifs
property and blood. The occupation of the Ruhr valley would
raisc a mighty storm in the French proletariat.

Prohibition of the international demonstrations against{ the
occupation of the Ruhr district.

The demonstrations announced to take palce against the
ocmpation of the Ruhr valley, at which French, En lish, aqd
Belgian representatives were to speak, have been prohibited in . “J
Diisseldorf and Miinich-Gladbach by the French occupation 7
authorities. :

. . .

(ireat demonstrations in Gelsenkirchen and Duisburg.
Essen, January 7, 1923.

Today, Sunday morning, gigantic demonstrations were
feld in Gelsenkirchen and Duis%ur . These demonstrations were
participated in by workers of all proletarian parties and tenden-
cies, g1 eches were made by French, Bel(fian, English, Italian,
Czech, Geman, and Dutch communists an i
Their speeches were received with frantnc enthusiasm. Tla
whole atmosphere was one of readiness to fight. }
At 3 o'clock in the afternoon the session of the inters
national conference was continued. )
Kreibich (Czecho-Slovakia) pointed out that the Czech -s65ial
democrats do not want to hear ahything about a revision of
the Versailles treaty. They are the most faithful supporters of
the policy of Poincaré-Benesh. At the present time Czechos
Slovakia is shaken to its foundations by a severe economic .
crisis, It is not alone the workers who are opposing the po:ﬁ .
of the government, but also the. officials, petly bourgeois,
peasants. The non-Czech bourgeoisie is also antagonistic to the
sovernmt. The work of the communists is rendered more
ifficult by the circumstance that their aims are misrepresented
as being irredentist. Our struggle must thus be carried on on
intermational lines, in common with the proletariat of France,

4 — pre=—-rerdry
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trade union leaders, . | |
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