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~unconditionally folow the line of the

with Social Democrats. It has laid down with perfect exactness
and clearness, what the slogan of the “workers government” is
and what it cannot be for us. One can be in agreenient with the
standpoint of the V. World Congress or not in agreement. One
cannot however agree with it “to a certain extent”. There is no
reason for the true lollowers of the Communist International in

Czecho-Slovakia 1o demand now any kind of new formulations .

of these questions. Do you, comrade Kreibich and your iriends,
accept the formulations of the V. World Congress? Yes or no?
But in this case without any new reservations, without any “on
the one hand” and “on -the other hand“. And if not, then
explain exactly, you have a right to do so, wherein the decisions
oi the V. World Congress are false and how they must be
altered in order to be made correct.

What does the Communist International actually demand of
the Czecho-Slovakian Party? What revolutionary actions does
the Communist International place belore us? Are we really
asked, he says, to “make” the revolution now, when the pre-
conditions for such do not exist?

It is once again the old method of “Communist” opportunists
to misconstrue the factics ol the Communist International. You,
comrade Kreibich, will not be able to find among the decisions
of the Comununist Infernational passed during the last five
years a single decision which could be construed in the sense of
a bald demand to “make” ‘he revolution. The only thing what
the Communist International demands from is sections is that
they shall remain revolutionary Communists also in the period
of slackness, that under all circumstances they shall prepare the
proletarian revolution, the commencement of which depends of
course not upon our subjective eiforts, but before all upon the
objective conditions,

What, under the present conditions, does the Communist
International demand from its Czecho-Slovakian seciion:

1. That the party be reorganised on the basis of factory
nuclei. A Communist Party cannot be organised in any other
manner. Other principles ol organisations are social democratic
and not communist principles.

2. That the whole propaganda and agitation of the Party
be permeated by the fcvoiutionary spirit, that means, that they
actually correspond to the decisions of the V. World Congress.

3. That the Party devoles far greater atteution to the factory
councils movement than has hitherto been the case and in this
respect gives heed to the experiences made in Germany.

4, That the Party conducts a systematic propaganda and
organisatory activity regarding the creation ol proletarian De-
fence-Units and fighting forces and thereby raises in a serious
form the question of the fight against fascism.

5. That the agitation and entire policy of the Party in the
national question shall be a real communist policy. Comrade
Kreibich is aware that the II. World Congress ol the' Communist
Infernational adopted the theses of Comrade Lenin on the National
question, which contain sufficient clear indications for every
one who wishes to realise the policy of the Communist Inter-
uational regarding the national question and not to misconstrue
it. And the Executive of the Communist International has, on
the instructions of the Congress, recently put these decisions in
a concrete form.

0. To organise appropriate propaganda work among the
peasantry,

8. To advocate the tacti¢s of the united front and the slogan
of the workers government among the working masses of Czecho-
Slowakia in the way decided at the V. World Congress and not
in the way proposed by Brandler, Radek and Kreibich who is

--nine tenths in agreement with them.

9. Regarding the questions in dispute in the German, Russian
and English Communist Parties, the Party shall in the spirit of
the V. Congress oi the C. L. adopt a clear revolutionary attitude
and not support the right wings in these parties.

10. A Central Committee of the Czecho-Slovakian Party shall
be ereated confaining a great number of new members from the
ranks of the workers, who are more active, more straight, less
diplomatic, more in comact with the proletarian masses, and
ommunist International.
These demands of ours are already contained in the 21 con-

 difions adopted at the Second Congress ol the Communist Inter-

| nm?tul if C de Kreibich is seeking i i
R s as 1l Comrade WKreibich 1s seeking in vain fo
¢ t:ighten Eﬁ

Party with a crisis. In the first place there are
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of parliament, Petrini, is being sought by the police.

crises which are beneficial for the Party. This was shown re-
cently by the crisis which Brandler created in the C. P. of
Germany through his opportunist tactics. Secondly however we
believe that the Czecho-Slovakian Conunumst workers have no
reason whatever to share in that pelitical despondency which is
revealed in the article of Kreibich. The great majority of the
Czecho-Slovakian Communist viorkers, will, we are convinced,
as against Comrade ICreibich, adopt with full sincerity without
any reservations the line of the V. World Congress ol the
Communist International.

We do not know whether Comrade Smeral has recently
come forward with an exposition of his opinions over the predent
inner-party situation. we, at least, have found no such expres-
sions on his part. In the article in question Comrade Kreibich
attempts to speak at the same time in the name of Comrade
Smeral. We do not know whether comrade Smeral has authorised
Comrade Kreibich to make this declaration. As regards the
opinion of the Executive of the Communist International, this,
so far as we are aware, is as follows: We recogmse the very
good points ol Comrade Smeral. We are of the opinion that he
1s absolutely necessary as one of the political leaders in the [uture
central committee of the C. P. of Czecho-Slovakia. But we do
not conceal the fact that he has his weak sides. We demand that
Comrade Smeral shal! adopt a definite standpoint regarding the
questions raised and decided at the V. World Congress. We are
convinced in any case that the Czecho-Slovakian Conununist wor-
kers will find suificient forces in their ranks in order to creaie
a central committee which will be up to its tasks. It is in vain
for Comrade Kreibicii in his article to put the question: “Are
we leaders alone guilty lor the short-comings of the party or
is the poity itseli gnlty?” Lvery communist knows that ever:
Communist Party has the central committee that it deserves. And
we now believe that the Czecho-Siovakian Communist Party,
which in its composition’ is a pure workers party, is already
ripe to become a true bolshevist party and therefore to have a
completely bolshevist central committee.

THE WHITE TERROR

Murder of a Communist Fighter in Bulgaria.

The lury of the white terror in Bulgaria demands ever fresh
victims., Comrade Michail Dachine, a brave and untiring stalwart
of the Communist Party of Bulgaria, was murdered on the 18th
August last in the open streets of Solia.

The murderer was a member of a band which were organised
by the Zankoff government in order to massacre the iighting
workers and peasants. It is a matter of course that the perpetrator
has remained unpunished. In Bulgaria the murder of persons
who are Communists or who are considered to be such, is not
only tolerated, but officially and legally organised; it ‘s carried
out by terrorist bands, which are in the pay of the government.
It is a fact that any crowd ol people, even if they have only
gathered out of mere curiosity, are immediately fired upon.

The vile murder ol comrade Dachine has even called forth
the protest of the social democratic paper “Narod”, which calls
attention to the perfect integrity and the bravery of the murdered
victim. It is true, however, that this paper, as well as the whoie
Butlgnnan Social Democracy, is jointly responsible for the bloody
deeds of the Zankoif regime, which they have helped o establish
and which they still continue to defend.

The fate of Dachine constitutes a threat against a number
ol other Bulgarian comrades, as Christo Kabatchieff, Anton
Ivanoff and Nikola Penel, who are still kept in prison, and also
against Hadji Dimofi, who is being persecuted on account of
his fearless attitude in the Sobranje (parliament), and against
all those who stand for the fascist government of Zankoif. Only
recently ftwo members of parliament of the leit peasant wing,
Grentcharofi and Janeil, were arrested; another peasant member

Michail Dachine, who has fallen for the cause of the pro-
letariat of Bulgaria and of the whole world, will, along with the
many thousands of other martyrs of the revolutionary peasants
and workers of Bulgaria, be enshrined in the hearts of the inter-
national working class. ;
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The Sixtieth Anniversary of the First International.
‘The First International.

By Theodor Rothstein (Moscow).

Ten years ago, when the socialist world, just on the eve of
the Fiftieth Anniversary of the First International, flung itself
into the blood and dust of imperialist war, we who witnessed
this unheard-of debacle hardly imagined that we should celebrate
the Sixtieth Anniversary in a situatiou in any way similar to the
present. All is lost, was the thought of most of us. The crushing
of the Paris Commune had thrown back the revolutionary prole-
tariat for many years; for how many decades would the socialist
movement be thrown back by an event which constituted not a
physical, but the most shameful, the most shattering moral defeat
ever experienced by the working class? And n a cerfain and very
important sense we were not mistaken. Only look at the present
“socialist” movement, which appeared as the renaissance of the
former, and which now, with unexampled hypocrisy, is preparing
to make a solemn festival of the anniversary of that very Inter-
national which it so brazenly betrayed on the eve of its anni-
versary ten years ago. .

W);lat does the Second International represent? A whited
sepulchre, even in comparison with that living corpse, which
— as we now realise — constituted Social Democracy on the
eve of the world war. Had there not been the October revolution,
had there not been the foundation of the Third, of the Communist

- International, what would have become of the political movement

of the working class? It would either not have existed at all,
or it would, as a whole, have based itsell on the bourgeois social
order. The Third International, which sprang into being as a
result of the dialectical antagonisms of History, as the ofispring
of that very war which engulfed its predecessor, constituted at
the same time the unique factor which rescued the working class
from the clutches of political death, and raised its organisation

le to a {’e?/el never attained before. And this is the
reason why it is not the Second International — which is seeking

" to maintain the semblance of life in a form of the International

‘Labour Mov which no longer exists — but we, the Third
International, who are the spiritual successors and the heirs of

. that International, the anniversary of the foundation of which we

e now commemorating.
; This does not n:l:ﬁ that the Second International did not
of this development, corres,

the rallying and organising of the
' country in an epoch when the erful
| e Fand. daaforet i

occupy ‘a timate place in the International expression of the
o Ml:givmt. It coustituted not only a Iegmmapt‘e),ﬂd‘l?ut t:n
ng to
opment of capitalism, It reflected the
forces of the pro-

rem- ha

hand, created a poweriul state organism which it required both as
a support and a tool. The lack of such concentrated and organised
forces in all countries except England, constituted the chiel cause
of the decay of the First International. On the basis of nationally
organised labour parties, there arose the Second International, as
the form of their coordination on an International scale. It was
rather a mechanical than an organic uniting of the international”
proletariat, because industrial capital was acting within the limits
of states and nations, and the fight against it could only be con-
ducted within the same limits. To the extent that the Second
International was mainly a mere 1otal of the movements of various
sections of the international proletariat, 1t constituted the negation
of the First International; but as far as it nevertheless moved
and roused into consciousness real masses and not insignificant
vanguards, it constituted the continuation oi the First International
at a higher stage.

Its mission was ended at the very moment when financial
capital began to transcend the limits of states and nations, and
when industrial capital, which became continually more dosdy
allied to it, began to create a uniform world market. If one
regards the period from 1890 to 1900 as the period of the highest
prosperity of industrial capital, so the new century marked the
commencement of the era of the expansion of financial-industrial
capital beyond the limits of the individual states. The Inter-
national ought therefore to have re-aligned its ranks, to have
assumed new forms of organisation and created new ¢
for the fight, not only on an international, but even on a national
scale. The fight against capital by single national sections could
no longer meet with any success as soon as this capital no longer:
confined itself to the limits of one country. From this moment
the
the whole world for arena. Along with this there ought to have
been drawn into the fight the toiling masses of even the t
backward countries. Finally, partial and local gains lost their

importance when confronted with enormously developed and /

tremendously strengthened world capital.

The International ought to have turned to the example

the First International and have become one revolutionary p

This it failed o do, and was therefore bound fo perish

first conflict with this world capital in the world arena.
Hostory repeats itself, but in a hi

the laws of dialectics. The First Inte

international, revolutionary organisa

t ought fo have been conducted on a united front with
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arose so modestly and so unnoticed out of a small meeting in
St. Martin’s Hall in London sixty years ago, constitutes some-
thing greater than a formal historical ceremony, We are the
same First International, but in a far more highly developed
form and which has become richer as the result of the experiences
of the every-day class struggle of the epoch of the Second Inter-
national on the one hand, and of the great October Revolution
on the other. For us, the First International is a stage which has
been outgrown, as can also be rightly said of the nd Inter-
national. Or better said, the First Intérnational is to ‘be found in
ourselves like the germ of which we are the fruit; because in
the First International there was already innate, not so much in
material form as in the thought and genious of Marx, all that we
represent to-day. Although Marx could only find objective support
in the English working class and its experiences, he nevertheless
was able to anticipate such an international organisation of the

‘ s International, the commemoration of that organisation which

Thesis of the Sixtieth Anniversary of the

Foundation of the

i A. The First International.

] ; I. Who Has the Right to Celebrate?

L. In August 1914 a solemn congress of all the social demo-
cratic parties of the Second International was to have been held
in Vienna, to celebrate the fiftieth anniversary of the founda-
tion of the First International and the 25th aonmiversary of the
Second International. Instead of the celebration of international
socialism, and of the manifestation of the solidarity of the inter-
natiohal proletariat, instead of the demonstration :dgainst impe-
rialist war which had for years been loreshadowed, and under
the threat of which the last Congresses of the Second Inter-

¢ national had taken place, the cannons thundered, and the Second
i International hurried to the defence of the various fatherlands.
. The international proletariat was put into uniform and proceeded
_ 1 to murder, dismember and kill one another.

g 5 The Second International celebrated the anniversary of the

& First International on the battlefields of the imperialist slaughter
and celebrated its own anniversary by its dissolution and with
Kautsky’s statement “the International ds an instrument of
peace” — and has no place in war. :

2. Instead of the filtieth we are celebrating the sixtieth anni-
versary. Who has the right to celebrate? Not those who helped
to transform the international solidarity of the proletariat, whose
symbol and instrument the First International was, SMarx said
in a speech at the last Hague Congress of the First International,
“the basic principle of the International is solidarity because the
- revolution must be the work of solidarity”), into the international

_massacre of 1914. Not those who, turning the revolutionary
‘teachings and practice of the First International into their direct
antitheses, glaced the International proletariat in the service of
_ international capitalism. Not those who misused the confidence
- of the masses of the people which they had gained in the
-+ 25 years of their existence and turned the stored-up energy and
organisations created by the international labour movement in
se 25 years against the working class itself, who, instead of
sing luti ry aims ol.tbe workers, realise the

tional aims of capitalist exglﬁxswhon, and who rendered
ce to the reaction of the capitalist class instead of serving
‘revolution of the workin(‘ class,
heroes of the Second International, the social democrats,

- marauders of the proletariat have no right to

TR
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mational proletariat, the world Communist
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1 supported by the organised working masses. The historical working class as has been realised in our International, i. e thef’
| development demanded that the organised mass movements of organisation of all the forces of the international proletariat for |
) the various national parties should be welded together into one the revolutionary fight immediately aiming at the realisation of ||
& firm and indivisible world revolutionary organisation — which  socialism. It was through no fault of Marx that he did not ||
¢ was the characteristic form of the First International — as a  succeed in realising it: even the greatest genius cannot leap =
4 higher synthesis, This higher synthesis took shape in the form beyond the bounds of the possibilities of the given epoch. But fi
{ of the Communist International. We returned to the initial stage, he anticipated it, he saw its historical inevitability, he demon- | '
L but on a higher and improved basis. The confinued existence, strated its inevitability and became the leader of that class which | B
; A however, of the Second International in our epoch, constitutes an  was destined to achieve it. Those who are familiar with the history ,
¢ artificial attempt to dress up an anachronism in a modern garb. of the First International know, that when Marx emphasised the 3,
i It is for tﬁis reason that for us, the members of the Third

importance of Trade Unions, of the reduction of working hours, i
of co-operative societies, of factory legislation, of the political | ¥
struggle, of unrelaxed attention to the problems of foreign po-
licy — know that he did all this in order to mobilise and organise
the backward working masses of the Continent on the basis of
their immediate needs, but at the same time he pointed out that
the masses have to go far beyond the minor questions of the day
and have the task o? carrying out the social revolution.

Another generation, another guiding genius succeeded in
realising for the first time, and on a gigantic scale, that which the
First International only rigrwnted in rough outline, and in
creating, in the shape of the new International, the instrument
for mobilising and organising the most backward working
masses. Between both generations, between both their leaders and
between both Internationals, there exists a vital, ideological and
material connection; and in devoting these days to the commemo-
ration of one of them, we zctually devote them to the contem-
plation of our own being, of our work and of our tasks.

First International.

celebrate the foundation of the First Internationale! They have
not even a right to celebrate the foundation of their own, the .
Second International, for in 1914 they betrayed even their own
past and what was good and useful therein.

3. Only those have a right to celebrate this anniversary who
not only honoured the theories and practice of the First Inter-
national but also transformed them into deeds. Only those who
always remained true to the workers’ revolutionary past and
always fought against the opportunism and treason of inter-
national menshewism and who even at the very moment of the
deepest debasement of the working class, during the imperialist
war, raised the red bammer of international in ignation, of the
revolution, that banner which had been deserted by the social *’
democrats, trodden into the mire and exchanged for the different ‘<
national colours, was the banner with which they placed them- i
selves at the head of the working class!

Only those have a right to celebrate this anniversary who
saved even the good and wuseful in the past, that was in the 3
Second International, from betrayal and annihilation, and who i
had more respect for that past than the Second International
leaders!

Only the communists, only the true heirs of Marx and Lenin
have the right fo celebrate the anniversary of the foundation of
the First International, of the first international of revolutionary = |
solidarity! It is they who contirue the theory and practice of the |
First International; they are the {)ioneers of the international
revolution. The Third International has fulfilled Engel’s hopes,
“ b'el‘i’eve that the next International will be definitely com-
munist”,

=

|

II. The Significance of the First International.

4. The working class must know its history, must honour
its own revolutionary past and must on the hard road to revo-
lutionar;l'_hvictory collect everything that can render this victory
easier. The First International was not an “honourable begin-
ning”, it was a revolutionary instrument shaped by the condi-
tions of the life of the worki 5 i
the greatest thinkers of the working class — Marx
Their , further developed by Lenin, is
weapon in the hands of the revolutionary
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based on this theory, and embodied in the First International,
their fight against the deviation to the “right” and to the “lelt”
in the ranks of the working class at the time, and their prin-
ciples of organisation are not dead, are not merely “the past”;
but contain the germ of what was realised in the Third Com-
munist International — a proof of their correctness and viality.

5. Three great periods can be distinguished in the histor
of the international labour movement. The first period which
reached its climax in the First International is described by Lenin
as follows:

“The first period is the birth of socialist ideas and of the
germs of the class struggle of the proletariat. It is the long
and bitter fight amongst the numerous socialist theories and
tendencies. Socialism seeks its path, seeks itself. The class
struggle of the proletariat, which is just about to rise out
from the mass of the petty-bourgeois ‘people’, is of the nature
of individual violent uprisings such as that of the Lyons
weavers, The working class itself is feeling its way.

“This is the period of the preparation and birth of
Marxism, the only doctrine of socialism which has stood the
test, of history. This period comprises roughly the first two-
thirds of the 19th century and ends with the complete victory
of Marxism, with the bankruptcy of all- pre-Marxist forms
of socialism (principally akter the revolution of 1848), with
the separation of the working class from petty bourgeons
democracy and its entrance upon its own historic path”.

Il. The foundation of the First International.

6. The revolutions of 1848 were belated bourgeois revolu-
tions. They completed the work of the great bourgeois revolu-
tion, principally of the French Revolution. They were of a petty-
bourgeois, pompous nature, and at the same time put the demo-
cratic state, which corresponded to the capitalist development
of Europe, everywhere on its feet. At the same time they were
a turning point for the proletariat. The proletariat, formerly an
ally of the petty-bourgeoisie, appears as an independent
factor in the field and frees itself from the petty-bourgeoisie,
but not from the latter’s illusions. It suffers bloody defeat on
the 28th of June 1848 in Paris. It suffers defeat in English Char-
tism. And it is betrayed by the German Philistine bourgeoisie.

7. The causes ofy this defeat are clear. The proletariat is
from the very beginning of its development to a class inter-
national and especially the conditions of the class struggle of
the proletariat are international. This need of the working class
made its way to the front in the different attempts at inter-
national organisation made by the workinﬁ class, such as the
“Union of the Outlawed”, the “Union of the Just”, which then
was transformed by Marx and Engels into the “Union of Com-
munists”, whose manifesto, the “Communist Manifesto”, they
drew up. But the different countries of Europe were in different
stages of development and consequently the proletariat at diffe-
rent stages of advancement. In England the working class won
the 10 hour day and the right to organise trade unions, but
fought politically together with the bourgeoisie and petty-bour-
geoisie and was betrayed. In France it was forced into inde-

ent action, isolated and deserted, and was decimated. In

rmany the working class only began to stir, but even these
first movements were bloodily suppressed by the bourgeois
classes.

8. At the time of the 1848 revolutions the foundations of
Marxism had already been completed and Marx and Engels
were on the side of the working class. They attempted to
exploit the bourgeois revolution for their ends. The great ﬁoal
for which they fought was the unification of Germany, the hight
gainst Russian Tsarism and the support of all national revo-
fuﬁon in Europe, in short, the creation of European democracy

as a pre-requisite for the fight of the proletariat for emancipation. ,

. 9. After the defeat in 1848 reaction set in. In Bonapartist
rance, in Germany and in Austria the revolutionary fighters

uished in dungeons — over all Europe the Russian gerdarme

stood watch.

None the less, what 1848—49 did not produce:began to
be realised at the end of the Fifties and the nning of the
sixties. In many respects these years, although less noisy and

sonorous than were of greater importance, The iction
s il g A Bespiplog adiy b i

- mary wave would arise with the first economic crisis began to

be The economic crisis broke out in 1857 and br
disiess and misey 0 the working s, 1n 1859 (1 year ol

— and still is
course of society

the publication of Marx’s “Critique of Political Economy”) an
“amnesty” had to be granted simultaneously to the political
prisoners under the pressure of the masses of the people in
France and Germany. The four years’ civil war broke out in
America between the North and the South — the civil war
from which Marx expected for the working class what the
American War of Independence of the 18th century had been
for the bourgeoisie. Then came Italy’s fight for freedom and
of greatest importance the emancipation of the serfs in 1861
in Russia, where Jrom that time on revolutionary movements
followed one another unceasingly until 1905 and 1917 and kept
the Russian ‘‘gendarme” busy enough at home. All this showed
that capifalism in Europe had finally conquered, that the bour-
geoisie was establishing itself, the era of bourgeois revolutions
had ended and that the preparation of the proletarian revolution
had to begin. If then Marx had during these years “liquidated”
his previous conviction that Europe faced a new uprising (this
is maintained today in order to justify the “liquidation” of the
revolution of today), he did so because that had been realised,
though not as he had expected. The ground had been prepared
for the proletarian class struggle; the conditions for the organi-
sation of the revolutionary struggle of the proletariat existed.

10. Thus the “International \gorkingmen's Association”, 1i. e.
the First International was founded on September 28, 1864. The
leaders of the English trade unions were the most vigorous' cham-
pions of an international organisation of workers since just
then the English bourgeoisie began to cast about on the Con-
tinent for strike breakers and cheap foreign labour in order o
break the power of the trade unions. The revolutionary awake-
ning all over Europe and the bloody Polish rebellion, crushed
by Tsarism with unprecedented brutality, drew the attention of
the workers of the principal European couniries to foreign
affairs, to the idea of international solidarity which was instinc-
tive in the working class, and which sought tangible form and
found it in the First International.

Thus two fundamental conditions of the proletarian class
struggle were actual at the very inauguration of the International:

1. The purely trade union problems were a driving force
towards an international organisation of solidarity:

2. This international organisation immediafely ook the
form of a political organisation as well as of a political general
staff of the working class.

IV. The Basic Problems and the Policy of the First International.

11. The ideological and theoretical leadership ofthe First
International was in the hands of Marx and Engels. The first
problem was to make the First International a communist-
Marxist International — in other words breaking with the old
ideas and factics of the working class and ac?a:inﬁng it with
the only correct theory, policy and tactics of Marxism, It was
just during the period of the First International that Marx wrote
his fundamental economic works, “Critique of Political Eco-
nomy” (1859) and “Capital” (1867) and in the first one he for-
mulated clearly and in a masterly manner his new theory of
society, “Historical Materialism”. The working class thus had
a theory meeting the needs of its situation and the condition
of struggle as well as two brilliant leaders who had tested their
theory in the battles of the revolution of 1848 and were trained
tacticians. ]

However, this theory and practice were opposed by other
theories, partly petty-bourgeois reformist and partly revolutio-
nary but adventurous fighting tactics — Proudhonism and Blan-
quism in France and later Bakuninism in Italy, Spain and

Switzerland. These countries, whose industry was still to a 3

Ay

large degree small industry, and whose proletariat was still

largely petty-bourgeois, were again and, again the breeding
places of theories and practices hostile to the class war theor
and practice of the big industrial proletariat, and to Marxis

Thus the fasks of the First International was from the very

beginning a two-fold one: |
1. The organisation and leadership of the fight of the
king class against the bourgeoisie; . ‘
2. The fight against the half-reactionary, half-ad
tendencies within the working class — against sects
an active fighting workers Party.

12. The organisation of the fight against the bour
orking class
q tn
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as the “narrower” policies ol the working class, both of which
are closely comnected with each other. The theory was then
Marxism; today it is Marxism-Leninism. The practice had to
agree with this theory, because just that characterises the great-
ness of Marxism and Leninism, that they are the theoretical
expression only of the living conditions of the modern proletariat,
are not isolated from practice, but both got their being from
practice and serve the needs ol the revolutionary struggle of the
proletariat.

. 13. The first proclamation, the first decision of the First
International, the so-called Inaugural Address, was based upon
the “Communist Manifesto”, even though certain general meaning-
less phrases found their way therein under the pressure of the
petty-bourgeois sentimental representatives of the French workers.
But the fundamental principle of the working class was printed
on lt(he back oi every membership card as the gospei of the
workers:

“The emancipation of the working class must be carried
out by the workers themselves. The fight for the emancipation
of the working class is no fight for new class priviliges but
for the destruction of all class rules. The economic subjection
of the worker to the expropriator of the means of labour, i. e.
of the sources of life, is the root of seridom in all its forms,
of social misery, of inteilectual stunting and of political depen-
dence. The economic emancipation of the working class is
therefore a great goal which all political movements, must
serve. All attempts to reach this goal have hitherto failed
because of the lack of unity among the difierent branches of
labour in each country and among the working class of all
countries. The emancipation of the workers is neither a local
nor a national task. It concerns all countries where modern
society exists. It can only be obtained through the methodical
coordination of these countries. Therefore “Workers of the
world, unite!”

14. This was the formulation of the great fask of the “great
profession” of the working class — “the conquest of political
power” for the reorganisafion of society on the basis of general
cooperation, of socialism. Therefore the working class must keep
abreast of the foreign policy of the ruling classes and their
governments — and must confront it with its own policy.

15. This foreign policy, however, was a policy of war. War.
is no ,accident”, but the inevitable consequence of the capitalistic
economic system. It was so then, it is so now, and will remain
so as long as capitalism exists. The Austro-Prussian and the
Franco-Prussian Wars took place at that time, and the congresses
of the First International often considered this question which 1s
a vital problem of the working class, which is in some ways the
‘philosophers. stone of workers’ organisations, whether they side
with the working class against the bourgeoisie or with the
bourgeoisie against the working class.

10. In 1867, at the Congress of Lausanne, the International
adopted the first detailed resolution on war and its aftitude to
war. It is pointed out in this that for the prevention of war
it is not sufficient to abolish the army but that a change of the
social system is necessary.

In 1868 the International Brussels Congress recommended

- “that the workers down tools in case of war breaking out in
- their own countries”. “For war is today a civil war” — workers

inst workers. Filty years later — that was forgotten.

ting a
e ral Council (led by Marx) adopted in 1866 at the

" The

wmmng of the Austro-Prussian War a resolution in which
) s

‘war is ‘branded as the quarrel of two despots, and the

: proletariat is advised to utilise the given situation for its own

pation.
In july 1868, the General Council wrote to the trade unions
must be the brotherhood of

-~ as follows

iat . ¥The fundaments of society

$¢ tgilen freed from petty nafionalism. Labour has no father-

"And in the address of the General Council on the Franco-

s e official France and official Germany plunge into a
ir lal struggle, the workers send each other messages of
i ip and peace. This one great fact, without precedent in
y of the past, unfolds the prospect of a better future.

jes that, contrary fo the old society with its economic

_and its_political insanity, a new ‘order arises whose

ple will be peace, because the same principle

will rule every mation.”

The spirit of the First International was true internationalism,
which set the international interests of the workers, the interests
of the international revolution, kigher than those of the “father-
land”. And this spirit flamed up brighter than ever, when ever
a “rational” war threatened to involve the workers. “Against
chauvinism” was the slogan of the First International. And that
at a period when national wars were comparatively justified, as
Marx and Engels recognised, and not at a time, as in 1914, when
national wars were only an exception and imperialist wars of
plunder were the rule!

And the young German working class was true to this
international duty! Liebknecht and Bebel did not vote war credits
as later Scheidemann and Haase, but went to jail rather.

V. The Conquest of Power, the Role of Force, and the Role of
the Party.

17. True internationalism was the internationalism of the
revolution. “There are wars and wars; there are unjust and bad
wars and there is the war for one’s own rights — the revolu-
tion. The revolution is violent — The workers must one fine
day seize the political uﬁper hand and must build up the new
organisation of labour, They must overthrow the old politics . . .
If, however, that is the case, we must recognise that in most
of the continental countries force must be the lever of our re-
volution. For the final establishment of the rule of labour, we
must at a given moment appeal to force” (Marx).

Marx therelore saw in the Franco-Prussian war a step for-
ward in the fight of the proletariat for emancipation. “Whatever
the outcome of the war, it has taught the workers io handle
arms and that is the best guarantee lor the future”.

18. A theoretically trained, powerful centralised party, and
allies amongst the {oilers are essential to the proletariat for the
realisation of the revolution.

Marx attempted to secure this by proposing the expropriation
of the landowners and thus winning over the peasautry. ,I am
convinced that the socia! revolution must start from the founda~
tion; must begin with the ownership of land”. Numerous re-
solutions of the congresses of the First International confirm
this view.

19. The establishment of an efficient party served in the fight
against the sects. “The International was founded in order to
establish the real organisation of the working class for struggle
in the place of the socialist or hali-socialist sects. The original
statutes as well as the Inaugural Address show this at a glance.
On the other hand the International would not have been able to
hold its own if history had not already killed sectarianism. The
development of socialist sectarianism and ot the real labour mo-
vement are always inversely proportional to each other. As long
as the sects are justified, (historically speaking) the working
class is not ripe ior independent historical action. As soon as
it reaches this maturity, all sects become basically reactionary.
In the meantime, the history of the International repeated what
had everywhere taken place in the past. Out of date practices
endeavour to reform and maintain themselves within the newly
established body.

yThe history of the International was a confinuous struggle

of the General Council aigainst the sects and amateur attempts

which tried to maintain themselves within the International itself
against the real movement of the working class. This fight was
carried on in the congresses and even more in the private ne-
gotiations of the General Council with the various sections”.

20. The creation of the Party firstly served the subordinationr
of all the phases of the labour movement to the Party, and
secondly the organisation of the International.

In principle at least, the International itself directed the trade

union movement, strikes, etc. The necessity of trade union s e

helped the birth of the First International, Marx and the First
International considered the frade unions as an important part
of the labour movement, as “the school of socialism”, but sub-
ordinated to the Party. “The workers must not . . .

they are fighting against the effects and not against the causes...
that they are employing palliatives but are n:fa curing the disease.
They should inscri
‘Abolition of the Wage System’”. The trade union movement
must therefore develop into the political gle; DU
o paiepent B e M R R T
agai . A | SS a 18
poﬁﬁu’l‘ fight”. i N s s

the final result of their daily struggle. They must not forget that

on their banner the revolutionary slogan:

. class. His example was soon forgottenﬁ)m
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21, The creation of a centralised efficient party was the
object of the statutes of the International. Its basis was the section;
its head the General Council. And, according to Bakunin, this
General Council was dictatorial. In reality this “dictatorship”
was the principle of centralisation as against the loose federative
endeavours of the anarchists. The First International wanted to be
a Party of the class struggle. The Bakunimsts fought against its
becoming a real party. they lought most bitterly against the
incorporation of the following passage in the Swatutes of the
International:

“In its fight against the collective power of the possessing
classes, the proletariat can act as a class when it organises its
own political party, opposed to all parties founded by the owning
classes. Such an organisation of the proletariat in political par-
ties is absolutely necessary for the assurance of the victory of the
social revolution aud of the attainment of its final goal, — the
abolition of classes. The uniting of the forces of labour, already
attained in econoinic struggle, must also serve in the hands of
this class as a lever in the fight against the political power of
its exploiters. In view of the fact that the owners ol the land and

f capital always use their political privileges for the {)rolec-
tion and perpetuation of their economic monopoly and for the
enslavement of labour, the conquest of political power becomes
the great task of the proletariat”.

If the principle of centralisation today, in the period of revo-
lution itself has become a daily necessity of the struggle, but
— since mass parties are fighting this struggle in the four corners
ol the earth — its organisational form must necessarily be
another, the bitter struggle carried on then as now against “cen-
tralisation” by all those who oppose any revolutionary party
at all, proves that this heritage of the First International the
“centralised” party and international are one of the most impor-
tant weapons of the revolutionary struggle. A fight without
organisation is impossible, Organisation without a central head,
a central organ drawing up a unified plan and supervising its
execution, 1s a chimerical organisation.

VI, The First International and the Paris Commune.

The Destruction of the Old State Power.

22, The Paris Commune of 1871 was a turing point in the
modern labour uovement, and was an important step forward
in the theory of Marxism. The Third Address of the General
Council of the First International (“The Civil War in France”)
is the last great deed of the First International. In the glorious
uprising of the Paris workers of 1871 the last of the old illusions
and methods of struggle of the working class were buried, On
the other hand this fight of the exploited revealed the peculiarity
of the revolutionary struggle and the basic forms of the new
proletarian State power. lhe internationalists took active part
in the Paris Commune and their influence was strong. Engels
said: “The influence of the Proudhonists and Blanquists was
however overwhelming”. Now both of these sacrificed them-
selves; both of them assisted in helping the uprising to victory,
and on the other hand used the power of the workinﬁ class for
social reforms in the interest of the workers. None the less the
Paris Comnune on the whole was a defeat both for the petty
bourgeois reformism as well as for sectarian conspiracy. But
since the Paris Commune was a real le’s movement in which
the proletariat played the leading role, it revealed the peculiari-
ties of the social revolution. The destruction of the old State

wer and the creation of a new one, in the service of the
Eght of the working class — the dictatorship of the proletariat —
this was attempted for the first time and Marx incorporated
the t lesson of this heroic fight of the workers into the theory
of ism.

23, Marx, who was against the uprising because he foresaw
its defeat, did not complain, did not say “I told you so”, — he
studied ifs lessons. — He and the members of the first Inter-
national took part in the fight, the internationalists actively on
the battle field and Marx theoretically, with advice and theory.
His action was a model example of what the attitude of the
theorefician and leader should be to the fight of the working
er with the lessons
he learnt, to be rediscovered by the rn communists under
Lenin’s leadership.
e ong the lessons of the

be

to the prevailing hi whid; only had

Paris Commune, not those
ised which explain its defeat, which was due
historical circumstances and

limited temporary and local importance, but those which are
of a fundamental nature. Among them we have already mentioned
the destruction of the old State apparatus. Three other questions
which must here be mentioned because they were closely con-
nected with the activity of the First International, are of almost
as great fundamental importance; the question of the transforma-
tion ol national war info a civil war against the exploiters; the
question of the allies the proletariat requires; and the question
ol the Party.

Ihe Paris Commune arose after the defeat of the French
by theé Germans, and turned this booty:campaign of the French
Emperor into an armed uprising of the Paris proletariat against
its exploiters. The slogan iater proclaimed by Lenin, “Transform
the imperialist war ino civil war”, was not then conscicusly
formulated, and it was precisely the rcvolutioxmg wing of the
proletariat, under the leadership of Blanqui, which
a moment and wanted to employ all its lorces for the “defence”
of the “iatherland” against the German “invasion”. But because
this wing was sincerely revolutionary, this period of hesitation
was only of short duration, and what was not formulated was
none the less carried out. An example was given here for all
later proletarian revolutions — an example from which something
could be learned. The only ones who wanted to learn this lesson
during the imperialist war were Lenin and his comrades.

The principal mistake of the Paris Commune was that it
remained isolated. We have seen that the First International
considered the fundamental task of the revolution the expro-
priation of the large landowners. The Paris Commune instinc-
tively sought the methods through which it could assure the
support of the peasants. It did not find them and remained
isolated.

All these questions brought up by the progress of the revo-
lution — the conquest of State power — the organisation of the
civil war, and the relations of the proletariat to the other oppres-
sed classes — were not answered decisively because the prole-
tariat itself was not organised; there was no trained, conscious,
disciplined party. Without this latter — no victory. Therefore
the Commune was only the spiritual child of the First Inter-

national, as Engels said, but not its real child. For all these .-

questions were precisely those for the realisation of which, under
the given circumstances, the First International fought under
Marx’s leadership. They could not then be solved. Only by Lenin,

by the Commumist Party, by the Third International could they

be taken up again, newly formulated according {o new con-
ditions and solved in a revolutionary manuner.

25. The Paris Commune broke the labour movement. The
centre of gravity was transferred to Germany. What was the
First International? Engels described it as follows:

“ .. The old International is completely finished with,
That is good. It belonged to the period . . . when the
sion ruling Europe and the beginning of the re-awakening of
the labour movement prescribed unity and abstention from all
internal polemics. It was the moment when the common cos-

mopolitan interests of the proletariat could come to the fore.

The theoretical character of the movement was in reality very

unclear in 1864 all over Europe, i. e. amongst the masses ... =
The first great victory had to shatter the naive collaboration of

all the groups. When the International became a moral ro er in
Europe through the Commune, the squabble immediately began.
Each tendency wanted to exploit the victory for its own ends.
The inevitable decay set in... The International dominated ten

ears of European history in the direction in which the fufure

ies, and can look back upon its work with pride.

“But it had outlived itself in its old forms . .. I believe
that the next Imternational — after the writings of Marx have
operated for a few years — will be directly communist and will
unhesitatingly raise the standard of our principles.”

B. The Second International.

25, “The First International (1864-1872) laid the f
for the international organisation of the workers in pre
for their revoluti onslaught against capi
mternational. (1889—1914 m dt‘he mter‘l:ﬁonal

e etarian mov. exparn
nhrgp:ot ry drop in the he!ht of its revols t
a nied by a temporary strengthening o
led in the end to the colla) f ¢

hesitated for

Rt 2 L 2




International Press Correspondence No. 67

1. Three Typés of Labour Movements.

26. What did the Second International do with the great

cy it had inherited? What became of the revolutionary the-
ory of Marxism? What shape did it assume in practice, did it
remain revolutionary? Did it serve the cause of the revolutionary
wmle,? did it correspond with the spirit of the First Inter-
national

i The second International was impregnated with opportunism
g3 and reformism from the very start; slowly but surely the re-
3 volutionary elements eliminated from its theory; the revolutionary
ice of the First International was “forgotten” in the reformuist
ice of the Second; the militant revolutionary organisation of
the First gave place to a “democratic” one in the Second.

27. The labour movement of this period was of three types.
The leadership in the Second International belonged to the German
Party, to the German social democrats. After the fusion of the
| two groups (the followers of Lassalle and Eisenach respectively),

the man Party — with a brief interruption during the time
of the anti-socialist laws — entered upon the broad path of legal
development with more than a million members in the Party,
four million votes in the Reichstag elections, 35 deputies elected
in spite of the anti-socialist law, several hundred thousand
. menzers in the trade unions; with a central organ, “Vorwirts”,
with a circulation equal to that of the big capitalist newspapers,
— the Purt{ was indeed, the mightiest, and leading Party of
the Second International. Nevertheless the handicap of opportu-
nism was soon to reveal itself. The splendid growth of the
German Party, corresponding to the growth of the German prole-
tariat, in its turn kept pace with the great growth of German
capitalism, which was rapidly turning Germany into a big
capitalist State aiter the termination of the Franco- German war.
This growth of capitalism brought in its train a change in the
structure of capitalism, in the shape of imperialism; at the same
time, there arose a section of the proletariat which was to be the
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the Second International — the Labour Democracy.

2 28. Most overwhelming and characteristic was the growth
b4 ’T --of this section in England, where the second type of labour mo-

e IpRpss————

vements came into being. The mighty colonial empire of Great
‘Britain, thanks to the inlamous exploitation of the colonies, had
placed the British capitalists in an exceptional position. Exira
! fits and monopolies enabled the British capitalists to pay

‘ [ i wages to the skilled workers in the heavy industries, thus
i 'f‘i causing the latter to feel interested in the “development” of ca-
: ; . pitalism in “their country”. English workers paid little attention
i1 to the general international interests of the proletariat; the in-
f fluence of socialism was weak; the working class of England
f aided and abetted in the oppression of the colonies, in the

«unions the English working class secured to itself a share of the
~ spoils; the trade unions imbued with a narrow-minded
- and cramped s'pirit. Not only the international interests of the
' Working class failed to meet with a response on the part of the
' English working class but even the unskilled workers and agri-
cul labourers of Great Britain were handed over defenceless
1o the capitalist exploiters.
- 20, The third type was evolved by the labour movement
‘in France. After the suppression of the Commune, the French
_m.;ntovmmt broke up into sects. Even after the subsequent
jons of these sects into a party, this party was and continued
_be weak. The revolutionary past of this country, and particu-
larly of the proletariat, coupled with the great lessons of the
Commune, failed to put the French proletariat on the road to-
W organisation: the Party as well as the trade umions re-
AN d;prgmsa’ t“ihonal' o ly weak. The me:lgd of Marxia_?_hdid ngt
roofs: phrasemongering rei reme. The weak-
of the labour movement wasnﬁ:e next result of the economic
opment of France, which was half agrarian, and in com-
SOT m England and Germany rather of a rural, petty-bour-
na
80. Thus we find that in the three leading countries of Europe,
re the three principal parties of the Second .International
ned, it was the advanced section of the proletariat which
the petty-bourgeois mentality u the workers orga-
the trade unions and in the Party. This was eff in
. In England and in Germany, it led to a community
the bourgeoisie, while in France the whole of
3 became imbued with the petty-bourgeois nature.
of course, it amounted to one and the same thing,

support and basis of the opportunist and reformist practices of

subjugation of Ireland, and so on. Through its mighty trade .

2. The Dissipation of the Labour Movement.

31. The results of this development were twolold:

1. the independence of the separate branches of the labour
movement in regard to the Party;

2. the independence of the Parties in regard to the Inter-
national, . ‘

One of the substantial features of the First International was
the subordination of the whole labour movement to the only real
goal: the revolution. Ali the various questions of the day were
subordinated to this goal; all the organisation questions were
examined from the standpoint of the revolution.

In the Parties of the Second International, the revolution
was in theory partially recognised, but it did not constitute the
desirable “ufylinwle aim”. Since the individual parties relied
chiefly upon the organised workers, i. e. upon the labour aristo-
cracy, the interests of these elements determined the policies of
the Second International.

32. First of all, the trade unions in Germany became more
independent and reformist. Instead of becoming ‘“schools for
socialism”, the mighty font whence the revolutionary movement
was to draw its soldiers who had been trained in the economic
struggle, the trade unions steadily driited away Irom the revo-
lution and from socialism. This was particularly noticeable about
1895, when the trade unions, having a membership of 260.000,
felt themselves strong enough to start an “independent” policy
of their own. Their membership had increased to nearly 700.000
in 1900, and to 1, 340.000 in 1905. The “General Commission”
became master of the situation; it deliberately withdrew the trade
unions from under the control of the Party, transiorming the
revolutionary trade wnions into craft unions. Legal actions,
“solemn battles”, “sobriety and self-criticism” and finally “preser-
vation of the State in the real sense”, these became the avowed
aims and the language used by the trade union bureaucracy.
The greater the class antagonisms grew both nationally and inter-
nationally in consequence of imperialism, the greater the strain
among the different classes, the more anxious were the trade unions
to maintain the peace. They consistently opposed the use of the
strike as a political weapon, they were opposed to “politics” to
the extent in which it spelled “revolution”, and in the debate on
the mass strike at the Cologne trade union congress they openly
declared that “such irresponsible mass risings cannot be pre-
pared, but they arise spontaneously out of the strained relations
and that the labour movement would only render them futile. To
prepare them would mean to prepare the revolution”. They urged
as more important the strengthening of the political and economic
organisations of the proletariat, btecause the latter offered the
best bulwark against violence.

33, The trade unions became entirely indep2ndent of the Party,
they even became the masters of the Party. The same thing
happened with another organ ol the labour movement in Ger-
many: the parliamentary faction. We have seen that the First
International urged the formation of independent labour parties
“lor the purpose of the fight againsl the organised power of
the exploiters”. The Party oufside of parliament and the Party
inside of parliament, were to be the Party of the proletariat, for
the light against the exploiters, and for’ the leadership of this
revolutionary fight. Yet we find that the social democratic fac-
tions in the bou'?ems parliaments became like the other parties,
with the only difierence that they were less class-conscious than
the parties of the bourgeoisie. They made use of their parliamen-
tary privileges not for the ﬁfht against the bourgeoisie, but
against the masses of the proletariat and against the Party, in
as far as the Party sought in any way to influence the reformist
policies of the faction.

34. On the other hand, the individual parties of the Second
International were complete, For a long time the Second Inter-
national had not even a central organ; it was only in 1900, at the
Paris Congress, that the Infernational Socialist Bureau was
formed, on each Party it had 1 or 2 delegates. But the influence
of this Bureau upon the Parties remai extremely theoretical.
There was no trace of centralisation, which constituted the sub-
stance of the First International. The Bureau had no power what-
m;r :tnd in c.:e of conﬂic*th amo?z tha P?irﬁee, _?_r within the

, it could no more than offer its advice.
of the Bureau was Vandervelde. i e promions

3. The Opportunism of the Second International.

35. The result was that the Congresses of the Second Inter- ‘

national formed the ba between reformism

2 battleground | d the
E ,vohrﬁoyan'-left wing of the labour movement. At;.ntbe ng:
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- ould find the leaders of the d that the opportunist
their respective fatherlands, an PPo! uEhl;
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Congress of 1889 the resolution was
( \ passed to celebrate the
First of May as the day of international proletarian solidarity,
on which day the workers in all countries were to unite in the
common fight for the eight hour day.

The Brussles Congress of 1891 and the Zurich Congress of
1893 laid emphasis on the importance of the political struggle,
and all organisations which did not recognise the political
struggle were expelled from the International. Thus the anarchists
were debarred.

Socialist Parties gagW up everywhere, and the International
sleadily increased its scope. At the London Congress of 1896 the
representatives of the illegal organisations of Russia made their
first appearance.

30. Opportunism at the same time raised its head. Already
the Paris Cougress, which was attended by 700 delegates, had
to deal with the Millerand case, i. e. with the question whether
a member of the social democratic party should join a bourgeois
government. Upon this question a compromise was reached. It
was decided that “the class struggle forbids the alliance with any
faction of the capitalist class,” but “there may be exceptional
circumstances rendering such alliance unavoidable”. Under such
“exceptional circumstances” subject to decision and control by
the Party, socialists may be permitted to join” bourgeois govern-
ments. The question of cooperation with bourgeois parties did
not come up again for discussion. At Amsterdam in 1004, at
Stuttgart in 1907, and at Copenhagen in 1910, the difference
between the opportunists and the left wing of social democracy
became more pronounced, on this question as well as on the
question of colonial policy and war, The direction to which the
right wing was steering became manifest at the Stuttgart Con-
gress, when the opportunists demanded the complete independence
of the trade unions in respect of the Party. And it was characte-
ristic of the long drift of opportunism away from the spirit of
the First International whose aim had been to unite the labour
movement for the ultimate goal of revolution, that also upon this
question of all questions, upon the question of the unity of the
labour movement, a compromise was struck; the demand for in-
dependence of the trade unions from the Party was rejected, but
the influence of the Party was restricted to mere ideology. And
even this soppy compromise was effected under pressure from
the left wing.

37. Thus we may distinguish two periods in the history of
the Second International: the first period from the Paris Con-
gress (1889) to the Amsterdam Congress (1904), the second
period from Stuttgart to Basle. “Against tsarism”, was the slogan
of the first period; “against imperialism”, was the slogan of the
second period.

Already the Zurich congress of 1893 dealt exclusively with
the question of war, and since that time this question was not
removed from the agenda. At the Stutigart Congress (1907), at
the Basle Congress (1912), everywhere we find this question in
the centre of the discussion.

The founding of the Second International in the 80s coincided
with the transition period of capitalism to imperialism., The
Franco-Russian alliance had been formed, in opposition to the
Triple Alliance.

4, The Second International and the .War.

38, The Franco-Russian Alliance was quite openly directed
against Germany, and it greatly strengthened the power of
tsarism. ,,Against tsarism!“ became the slogan of the Second
International, as it had once been -the slogan of the First lnter-
national. It had been a revolutionary slogan then: according {o
Marx, the war against Russia was a revolutionary war against
the strongest counter-revolutionary power in Europe, to remove
the obstacles in the path of the proletarian revolution. The slogan:
»against tsarism“ would have continued to bé a revolutionary

, had it not been converted into a slogan of the national
defence by the German Social Democrats, against whose JJather-
land“ the Franco-Russian Alliance was directed. This became
clear the moment the spectre of the war drew near and it was
er to be a war between France and Germany, but an
ist world war. At the International congresses the im-
ialist war was “unan,imousl*" condemned, in words, in reso-

i i evident that the coming war
rcns lwmﬂ:euggeood Infernational ranged on

uvinist leaders would have smashed the

national info pieces long before the war, had they not been united i
on the platiorm of phraseology in order {o conceal their real
plans and designs.

39. Whereas the First International was a revolutionary
thouggcopreparatory organisation of the international proletariat,
the nd International was an organisation of mass parties,
which implied the disappearance of the revolutionary spirit and
the stifling of the revolutionary solidarity of the proletariat in the
individual countries. A total of 25 mil{iou organised socialists,
and in reality a retrogression from the revolutionary spirit, or-
ganisation and tactics of the First International. This retro-
gression revealed itseli also in the theory of the Second Inter- _
national. i

5. The Theory of the Second International.

International Menshevism.

40. The theory of the Second International was “lormally”

that of “revolutionary Marxism”. “Formally” this theory wae
represented by the best Marxists, like Kautsky etc. In reality, the
lead was in the hands of the opportunists and the “orthodox”
Marxists trimmed also their theories to suit the opportunists,
in order not to endanger the “unity of the Party”. Thus the revo-
lutionary theory of Marxism was converted into a collection of
dogmas, which would no longer keep pace with the revolutionary
situation. The following are the chel points on which the
Marxian theory was adulterated:

1. The First International had a revolutionary theory aud ’
e;:deavoured to revonnionise tie practice in accordance with ihe ]
theory.

The Second International had a reformist practice and it
wanted to reform the Marxian theory to suit the reformist prac-
tice (Bernstein, Revisionismi).

2. This was first of all revealed in the basis ol Marxism, in
the theory of the class struggle. Instead of the revolutionary
doctrine that modern society consists of antagonistic classes
(bourgeois and proletariat), among which the antagonism is
bound to grow in acuteness, the opposite theory was evolved to
the effect that this antagonism becomes gradually mitigated,

3. Next, as to the theory of the State. The class society has its
counter part in the class State; the whole struggle of the classes
revolves around the possession of the State as the instrument of
class-subjection. This revolutionary theory was converted into
the theory that the State is a neutral organisation which stands
above the classes ol society, thus a tool of common organisation,
rather than an instrument of subjection. Thus the ground was
prepared for the idea of the “State under Socialist Rule”.

4. The theory of the seizure of power by the proletariat
underwent a reformist change, and was transformed from this
revolutionary process into the peaceful reformist “evolution
towards socialism”. The theory of the dictatorship of the prole-
fariat was dropped and “forgotien”; the destruction of the old
capitalist machinery of the State, this great doctrine of commu-
nism, was substituted by the capturing of the majority in the
‘bourgeois parliaments. The proletariat was told that the only
wnaj' 1o gain power was by constituting a majority in the country
and by developing all the administrative organs efc. already 8
before the revolution. In short, the revolution was substituted by
a democratic system with ballots and majority votes. : o

5. The theory of the role of the Party which Marx, in his
debates with Bakunin and the anarchists, defined in general theo-
retical outline as the leader and guide of the revolutionary -
movement, as the gatherer of the militant and class conscious
elements, of the proletarian vanguard, — this theory was entirely
forgotien, and instead of a disciplined and active Party it bec
a loose democratic conglomeration of voters, whose activity
consisted in voting at elections,

6. The great doctrine of the alliance of all the foilers was
not applied, although the preliminary work in this direction had
been done by Marx. On the contrary, the boundaries between the
proletariat and the petty-bourgeoisie were obliterated. LER

7. The revolutionary kernel was removed from the Mar
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Marxian theory against the theory of Yy
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revolutionary dictatorship of the




period between capitalism and socialism, was eventually substi-
‘tuted b{_ the period of coalition governments.

8, Thus the work of the Second International respecting the
negation of the Marxian theory was accomplished. Al the theo-
ries produced by the First International were thrown overboard.
Instead of Marxism, the new theories of Hilferding (Society) and
the so-called Guild Socialism constitute the theoretical content of
international Menshevism, which wavers between social-fascism
and social-pacifism.

THE DAY OF THE FIRST INTERNATIONAL IS A DAY
OF THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL.

1. The sole-heir to the First International is the Communist
International. It is not only .the sole guardian of the traditions
of the First International in the domain of theory and practice
but it is the executor. !

2. Leninism is the continuation of Marxian theory and prac-
tice in the epoch of imperialism and of social revolution. The
Communist International is the realisation of the world Party
which the First International was intended to be according to
the conception of Marx and Engels, of course upon an enlarged

~ scale. The fight of the Communist International against infer-
national Menshevism is the continuation of the ﬁﬁht against the
various forms of petty-bourgeois socialism in the First Iuter-
national, The fight against sectarianism is continued in the shape
of the fight against the “ultra-left” deviations which do not
understand the importance of the mass organisations of the pro-
letariat.

3. The circumstances of the struggle have naturally changed
considerably. The First International was active in the heyday
of capitalism, and free competition, devoid of strong labour
organisations, The Communist International is fighting in the
epoch of imperialism, the last stage of capitalism. ind the
communist International are not only mass parties which carry
on their revolutionary struggles and the leadership of the Com-
munist International, but also the first proletarian State, the
U.S.S.R. It is now a question of realising the slogans of the
First International: “The capture of political power is the
supreme duty of the working class.”

The Founding of

After the defeat of the revolution in 1848, a defeat involving
the suppression of all movements of the working class on the
continent and in England, ten years passed before the labour
movement began to rise a&nin. and the International Labour As-
sociation emerged from the rising waves. During this decade
of political reaction, and of hitherto unexampled economic pro-
sperity, scarcely impeded by the Crimean war and participated
in by the whole of the countries of Europe, Russia not excluded,
a new generation grew.up, and this generation did not awaken
from its political indifference until the world-wide crisis of
1857—1858, The political revival beginning in 1859, and again
raising many of the national and political questions which had
‘been put before the revolution of 1848, but never answered, again
filled the democratic movement everywhere with fresh life. And
from 1858 onwards the abolition of slavery in the United States
and in Russia became pratical questions of the day.

The English Labour Movement in the Fifties and Sixties.
In England, where Chartism had lost ifs last organ in 1858,

~after Ernest Jones had failed in the attempt to impart to Chartism

the character of a class movement, and it had ceased to exist as
‘united political organisation, the labour movement split up enti-
rely. Its old tendency of dissolving into separate sectional move-
‘ments with different aims, and into various organisations all
competing with one another for the attainment of the same
_object — a tendency to which Chartism had also been liable —
ow gained upm‘ohand again. There was not a trace to be

f a united ur movement with united leadership.
Political conditions most favoured the deve of those
of the labour movement which did not run counter
‘reaction, and thus enjoyed the patronage of bour-

Al

4, In order to realise this, the Communist Parties themselves.
must organise in coniormitf' with the slogans of the Inaugural
Address: “The masses will only throw their weight into the
scales when there is an organisation to hold them together and
knowledge guides them.” In order to win the victory against the
armed forces of the bourgeoisie and of their henchmen, the social
democrats, we must so mould our organisations, in order to
enable them to mobilise for the struggle the majority of the
socially important elements of the proletariat, and meet armed
violence with armed viclence. The factory nuclei are the form
of organisation most likely to ensure the permanent contact with
the working masses, while the tactic of the united front is at this.
stage the best method of stirring up the masses for the light.

5. The Communist Parties in order to be able to lead efiec-
tively, must be in' possession of the whole arsenal of Marxian
and Leninist theory. The problems confronting us at this stage
in the development of the infernational revolution are far too
complex to be understood without a thorough knowledge of
theory. The theory cannot be the privilege of a group of leaders
in the Party, every member o fthe Party must possess a certain
minimum of political knowledge. The Communist Party is the
leader of the proletariat, and every member must be a leader in
his circle of activity. In order to exercise this duty of leadership,
every member of the Party must at least familiarise himself with
the basic principles of Marxism-Leninism.

6. The chiel slogan of the filth Congress of the Communist
International: “To the masses, through the bolshevisation of the
Parties”, is in this sense the realisation of the {raditions of the
First International. The fight against any form of reformism,
the strong militant organisation in the sg;ape of factory nuclei
working in close contact with the masses, in every factory
nucieus a circle for the study of Marxism-Leninism: this is the
way which leads to the bolshevisation of the Communist Parties,
towards the realisation of the heritage of the First International.
Only in this way can the Communist International accomplish
the taks of becoming a real world party and the leader of the
working class in the international revolutionary struggle. "

el il
The Agitation and Propaganda Departement of the
Communist International.

the First International.

By N. Rjasanow.

geois philanthropists, Headed by the honest pioneers of Rochdale,
the co-operative societies gained firm ground in the fifties, and
played a leading role among the forms of activity taken by the
labour movement at that time.

_ The fifties were however not very favorable for the tfrade
union movement. Except for a few exceptional cases, the trade
unions kept going with the greatest difficulty. The tendency gain-
ing the upper hand was that which regarded any political ac-
tion as a disturbing element.

But the situation was changed at one blow after the crisis
of 1857. “The era of strikes” — say the Webbs — “which began
in 1857 with the decline of business, proved how deceitful these
hopes had been.”

_Thi> most important strike of this period was however the
strike in the London building trade,

_ The whole of the English trade unions supported the build-
ing workers of London. For thgag)eriod of half a year (from
21st July 1850 till 6th February 1860) this strike kept the English
working class in a sfate of excitement. The workers’ representa-
tives and members of the committee (formed of del
different trades) — especially G. Odger, the future chairman, and
W. R. Cremer, secretary of the general council of the Internatio-
nal Labour Association — explained the demands of the workers
at the meetings. “If political economy is against us” cried Cremer
at a meeting in Hyde Park: “then we shall fight against it.” The
whole str between the political
economy o
capitalist class.

The first building workers’ strike ended with a compromis
The workers abandoned their main demands for the time being

le was regarded as a fight

~ Despite this, this strike formed a turning point in the hisfory

tes from

e working class and the political economy of the

'by the French proletariat than by axg other. The government
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the English labour movement. The struggle for the right of co-
alition induced even the most peacefully inclined trade unions fo
take part. The trades committees formed during these strikes for
the purpose of organising the collection resulted in many places
in the formation of Trades Councils, amongst others the London
Trades Council (July 1860), which now undertook the task of
defending the common interests of the workers in the struggle
against the capitalists.

And when the next great building strike broke out in the
spring of 1861, the building workers were backed up irom the
beginning by all the London trade unions. The newly formed
London Trades Council exerted its utmost forces in support of
the building workers’ demands. It was this Council which orga-
nised the whole action against the employment of soldiery as
strikebreakers. The deputation sent to the government in accor-
dance with the resolution passed by a delegates meeting of all
London trade unions, convened by the Trades Council, consisted
of the following: S. Coulson, W. Cremer, G. Howell, Henry Mar-
tin, John Hieasz, G. Odger — all members ol the future General
Council of the International.

The second strike brought the building workers not only
the same security for their coalition righfs which the first had
brought, but at the same time shorter working hours. A stand-
ard working dai of 9'/, hours was fixed.

But the strike movement of 1859 till 1861 not only brought
about a closer feeling between the local trade unions, and an
awakening of class solidarity among the English workers, but it
had another important result. The employers, who always brought
up foreign competition when resisting the trade unions, now
threatened to import cheap foreign labour. This threat was no
empty one, as the increasing competition of Germany in the tail-
oring and baking trades speedily showed. The struggle for equal
working conditions had to be extended to the continent. Thus the
international propaganda of the trade wunion organisation be-
came a matter og vital importance for the English workers, and
they became conscious of the need of establlshin% connections
with continental workers, especially in France, Belgium, and
Germany.

The many fugitives living in London offered excellent oppor-
tunity for enfering into such communication. At this time, after
a large number of the French workers had either emigrated to
America or returned to France after the amnesties of 1856, the
central resort of proletarian emigrés was the “Communist Wor-
kers’ Educational Union”, whose members were actually rec-
ruited mainly from the handicraft class (tailors, painters, watch-
makers), and, like Eccarius and Lessner, both members of the
old “Union of Commuypnists”, were at the same time active mem-
bers of the English trade unions. )

There was speedy opportunity of entering into immediate
communication with workers on the continent, through the inter-
mediation of various refugees. The third World Exhibition was
opened in London in May 1862, and was attended by labour de-
legations from various countries. The French delegations were
the most numerous.

French Workmen in England,
The defeat of the revolution of 1848 was felt more severely

which had seized power by a coup d'état now ruthlessly sup-
pressed any independent movement in the working class. Various
police measures and prohibitions were combined with endeavours
on the part of the Empire to reconcile the workers with the new
ime by means of 1 vements in the material situation of
the working class, a kind af “imperial socialism”, i
But the crisis of 1857—58 brought about a change in France,
as in England. All delusions on “imperial socialism” were ab-
ruptly dispelled. Despite the anti-combination-law, the crisis was
immediately followed by a strike movement in defence of the old
wages. The excitement among the working ation was very
great. The Malian war, which had been un in order to
rovide a valve for the discontent prevaili 1
itself, called forth much enthusiasm among the working popu-
lation, but this changed to a storm of indignation as soon as the
itions of the peace of Villa Franca were made known. It
now became evident that there was no turning back. But on the

~ other hand it was equally evident that the further development of
the Htalian fon 3d

] tion would further increase the dissatisfaction of
clergy. ‘R‘:Qbunkr-w!ught could only be formed by the wor-
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within thecountry

empire”, and towards the rapprochement to England which was
expressed in the trade agreement of 1860.

In the imperial family Prince Napoleon was the chief repre-
sentative of the liberal and anti-clerjcal tendencies. His confidant
was Armand Levy, who had been active in the revolution of
1848, and had been tutor to the children of Mickiewicz, the great
Polish writer. He sncceeded in gaining the collaboration of
many representatives of various associations for his newspaper,
which defended the cause of all suppressed nationalities, and de-
voted much space to the labour question. He was successful in
forming a group zmong the Parisian workers, and this su lied
him regularly with correspondence. In collaboration with these
correspondents Levy published a series of pamphlets formulating
the demands of the workers — in the spirit of imperialist
socialism.

It was with this group that the idea originated of forming
an own labour delegation for the London World Exhibition. This
same Levy acted as chief intermediary between the workers and
Prince Napoleon, who was chairmai of the imperial exhibition
committee. It was this circumstance, the alleged semi-official char-
acter of the labour delegation, which was utilised later on various
sides against the French members of the International. =

In reality the matter was very different. Among the Parisian
workers there was another group, mostly followers of Proudhomn,
willing to take part in the delegation under certain conditions
only. This group was headed by Tolain. It was successful in
having the election of the delegates carried out by the workers
themselves. i

But how little the meeting held on 5. August 1862, at which
the French labour delegation was ceremoniously wel , can
be regarded as starting point of the International Labour Asso-
ciation, is demonstrated by the fact that the leaders of the English
trade unions had nothing” whatever to do with the whole matier.

Those arranging the meeting emphasised from the beginning
that the reception was not prepared by the English workers
alone, but by the English employers as well. The meeting was'
arranged under the aegis of those same exploiters who, a few
months before, had fought the English workers with all the
means at their disposal. Thus no definite propositions were made
for bringing about a permanent connection between French and
English workers. The addresses held by French and.Enﬁlldw a-
like did not place the interests of the working class in the fore-
ground, but those of industry, and the necessity of an understan-

—difig between workers and employers was .emphasnsed as so'e
means of improving the unfavourable position of the workin7
class. No word was uttered on the necessity of the workiny
classes of difierent countries combining with one another in thei -
struggle for emancipation. And yet the visit made by the French
to the London world’s exhibition was indirectly of great signi-
ficance, for it proved a very important stage on the road to an
understanding between English and French workmen. The con-
tact with English comrades, and the becoming _personally ac-
quainted with English conditions, have borne fruit.

One of the most important results was the separation of the
workers following in the track of ,,l.mper'ml_soc}ahsm“ 'h'om
those who, under the leadership of Tolain and his friends, wished
to be free from any official control.

There is no doubt but that the French delegates entered into
communication with English trade union leaders, perham through
the intermediation of some of the French emigrés. The connec~
tions- thus jormed were then maintained by the b '
French labour delegation, who found headquarters in London
and settled there permanenty — for instance E. Dupont, the
future secretary of the International for France. :

But these connections between English and French workers,
made during the visit of the delegation, would have been spee-
dily dissolved had not two events — the cotfon famine and the

Polish insurrection — called forth parallel movements on hqp

sides of the Channel. ;

" The cotton famine, a consequence of the civil war in |

America, became exceedingly acute in the years 1862

The situation of the workers in Lancashire was fright

the French textile workers suffered equally. g i

In London a workers’ commitiee was formed,

Odger and Cremer, and in Paris a similar committee

almost simultaneously, under the leadership of T

Kin, and others, for the of I
¢ ‘workers.
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parallel. The English workmen, despite the want and misery
‘c’:‘u;ed them by the civil war in Nortﬁ America, held great mee-
tings for carrying on an energetic campaign against the govern-
ment, which was inclined {fo take the part of the slave-holders.
They also held a number of meetings expressing their sympathy
with the Polish insurrection, which began at the beginning of
1863, and exerted every endeavour to exercise such pressure on the
overnment as woul? induce it to act in a friendly manner to-
wards the Poles. A delegation elected by one of the meetings in
St. James Hall (held on 28th April 1863, under the chairmanship
of lLrofessor Beesly) was received by Palmerston, but received
an evasive reply. In order to put greater pressure on the govern-
ment, it was decided to convene another meeting, participated in
this time by the representatives of the French workers. )
Tolain aud his Iriends accepted the mvxlat’xon of the English
workers. The meeting was held in St. James’ Hall on 22. July
1863. Cremer spoke for the English workers, and subjected the
whole of Palmerstons’ foreign policy to a severe criticism. Odger
also spoke on behalf of the English workers, and demanded war
against Russia. Tolain spoke on the same lines, eloquently des-
cribing the sufferings l?t the Pg;e%a and emphasising the necessity
putting a stop to Russian barbarism.
o pi‘nnngdiatelypaher the meeting, the English and French wor-
kers. held consultations, discussing the necessity of closer gnd
1 permanent connection. ) _
monj\nd now it was the London Trades Council which grasped
the initiative as fully authorised representative of the workers of
London, On 23rd July the Council arranged a festive reception for
the French workers. The secretary, Odger, welcomed the French
workers, and expressed the hope that the day was not far distant
when the workers of all countries would join together, when war
and slavery would disappear, and their place be filled by libert
and universal welfare. A Polish delegation was also present.

explained. The fundamental principles of the manifesto were
ngoudhon's, but with the dilference that the “sixty” declared
themselves in favour of active participation in the elections,
whilst Proudhon was opposed to this.

It was not until aiter these elections that negotiations with
the English workers were renewed. The intermediaries were
Henri Lefort, who is still alive, and his friends among the French
refugees. Lelort had also lent his aid in the elections. It was
decided that the address replying to the English workers should
be carried to London by a delegation elected for the“B:;epse;
On the 17th September 1864 the English labour paper, the ive’
published the announcement that on Wednesday 23th September,
1864 ,a meeting would be held in St. Martin’s Hall, Longacre,
at which a labour deputation from Paris would read their address
in reply to the English workers, and submit a plan for the
attainment of a better understanding among the peoples.

“The Meeting at which the International was Fouunded.

At the meeting, which Marx described in a letter to Engels
as “cr<t>wded to su% ocation”, the chair was occurled by the same
Prof. Beesly who had conducted the great Poland meeting the
year before. His speech, in which he emphasised the necessity
of an alliance between England and France, and expressed the
hope that the result of the meeting would be co-operation and
brotherly feeling between the workers of England and those of
all other countries, was followed by the reading, by er, of
the address sent by the English workers to the French, olain
replied on behalf of the French delegation: .

“Workers of all countries, if you want 1o be free, it is now
our turn 1o hold congresses; the people, now awakened to the
consciousness of their power, are rising against the tyranny
of the political system, against the monopoly in social economy;
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for the French, by
acclamation,

This is all we know about this historical meeting. The
members of the provisional ceniral council were commissioned

to work out the statutes, but no definite lines were prescribed for

this. Even the name of the newly founded association was not

decided upon. The committee was left to pour basis principles
into the new mould of an international association as best they
oould. The formulation of this declaration of principles was

!?U?f left to the varying opinions obtaining in the committee
itself.

Forbes for the Irish, and was passed with

Marx and the International.

It is to the German communist Karl Marx that thanks are
mainly due for the program drawn up and the statutes draited
for the International Association thus created by the English
and French workers.

In the official report his name is first mentioned among
the members of the elected committee, where it takes the last
place. This circumstance alone proves that his name was known
to the conveners of the meeting. He himself writes as follows
on the subject: b

“A certain Le Lubez was sent to me, asking if I would
participate on behalf of the German workers, and especially
if I would send a German speaker for the meeting, eftc. 1 sent
Eccarius, who managed splendidly, whilst I assisted him as
dumb figure on the platiorm. I knew that on this occasion
real “powers” both from London and Paris would be figu-
ring, and thus decided to depart from my otherwise fixed
rule of declining all such invitations.”

W. C. Cremer, a carpenter, had invited him {o the meeting
in a letter, which reads as follows:

Dear Sir,

The committee organising the meetinﬁl announced in the
enclosed invitation begs respectiully for the honour of your
presence. The production of this letter will gain you entrance

Thus, though it is scarcely possible to designate Marx as
the founder of the International Labour Association, still there
is no doubt but he was its intellectual leader from the time
of the first session of the provisional general council. With the
help of Eccarius he opposed every attempt towards transfor-
ming the new association into a new variation of the former
“International Association”, or to amalgamate it with another,
as for instance the “Universal League”, on whose premises the
provisional council held its first meetings. A

At the second session (12th October 1864) a resolution was
passed, proposed by Eccarius and Whitlok, giving the new ‘so-
ciety the name of “International Labour Association”.

In the subcommission, commissioned to draft the statutes,
Marx succeeded in securing victory for the fundamental ideas
of scientific socialism. He was obliged to grant some conces-
sions in the debate with French ang Italian” revolutionists, but
on the whole the “Inaugural Adress” proposed by him, as also
his declaration of principles, were approved as best expression
of the demands of the working class by almost all the workers
in the General Council. At the fourth session of the provisional
General Council, on 1st November 1804, Marx read his work,
which, with a few alterations in the style, was unanimously
accepled.

From this day onwards the First International had its pro-
gramm, and on this day the young organisation could begin its
work of propaganda. :

The “Inaugural Address” of the International Labour Asso-
ciation closed with that same appeal of: “workers of the world,
unite”, which had formed the closing words of the Inaugural
Address of the first International Workers' Union, the Commu-
nist Manifesto, the first to proclaim united action among the
workers of all countries as one of the most important conditions
for the emancipation of the proletariat.

But that which had been the appeal of a tiny minority, of
a small ﬁroup whose internationality lay mostly in its pro-
gramme, had now become transfonnedv into an appeal sent forth
by a labour organisation internationl in its membership and its

to the room in which the committee meets at half past 7. programme alike. Thousands and thousands of workers gathered
¢ ] . , together for self-emancipation in the sections and groups of the
ver, spoke of the advantageous effects of t developing its productive forces day by day, Yours truly, ) > (
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i ngl?hmx: is yl;'gtafurthered by the union of the workers impassible barrier before th_lst dntsastr%qfsfe?g&te!& ss“e’s 1 int;wa mkesoommon iction i;emirg xgi “gr oland, ng upon them found an International Labour Association, whose General Council
o ! L i DIC LV i X 1 . ; 1 : .

1 of all’ ocuntries. An international coogress is proposed as inter Other-wfls:ta?;gean‘:!u??::tl;{isgg obeirnv:s an the one hand, and a The Parisians for their part sent a deputation over here, ;;tto havehltsl ilgdquar}ers "‘fLGOe"dO"’ anrll t;’ acl; as intermediary
& mediary. ‘ "l"as:e%f overfed snobs and mandarins on the other. Let us help headed by a workman called Tolain, who was actually labour lau\ive?? the i rthur ““‘o'l‘seg A "m"y’t taly, m:f? land Eng-
21 “Let us convene a meeting of representatives from France, cliq ther by solidarity, that our goal may be reached. This candidate at the last election in Paris, and who is a very nice land. I v!;eaic, e _erlrsegso\}/\ ° pqnvo;‘ae a gepera’ fabour Qof-

R England, Italy, Poland, and all the countries possessing the will one anof brothers have to propose to our English fellow. (His companions were very good fellows 100.) A public £ress in Belgium in 1865. A provisional committee was nominated
4! futual work for humanity. Let us hold our congresses, let is what our French brothers meeting was convened in St. Martin's Hall for 28th September by 4t the meeting, Odger, Cremer, and many others, in paxt ol
4! tl.tl"sn(‘ililscuaatlml wgr‘e g?e‘:nt qu&stiox'ls upon which the peace of the b"°'h°’5‘: bez, Wwho travslated Tolain's speech into. English; Odger (Shoemaker, chairman of the local London Trades Counci)i Chartists, old Owenites, etc., for England. Major Wolf, ontana,

2 ¢ » 10] .

8 pwp'l;:edmgiution of the peoples is the first necessity for thenL:ubnl\lined to the meeting the plan of action proposed by

; tshl::H councgl of alllidla.osnggn trac;e l:miﬁg:,d:m e‘sjpecia!ly of the

: ission, formed of workers : rage ropaga ety of the n trade unions, con-
}';ng;?lm:c‘:)u\ng'litse,rs\&a: tc:nlgalst?b'?i?l::tsilg: Lgndon, whilst sub- ' ﬂfdedg with Bright) and Cremer, a stone-mason and secretary
commissions were to be appointed in all the capital cities of

of the stone masons trade union, (These two men brought about
Europe, and to correspond with the central commission in Lon- the t meeting of the trade unions for North America, under

and other Halians for Italy; Le Lubez, etc., for France; Eccarius

and I for Germany. The committee was authorised to add as many
members as it thought necessary.

So far good. I attended the first meeting of the committee, ;

of labour. For whenever we attempt to improve our
3 ¥ sociathe cl.‘ggsition by shorter working hours or increased wages,
48 our employers threaten to bring over Frenchmen, Germans, or

ho will ds work for lower wages. We are un- fi ( Bright, at the St James’ Hall, as also the Garibaldi manifestation) c?rasxbz(;)m? lm:t?o?nogtfi[::’?ﬂci(;ia?gw ﬁ“;)\;i:ﬁ)wmde&? ;
, W o our | ; . tasl i tions for 4 ’ s WAL Bty : 3 . : ;
8 mn:ely obliged to admit that this l}uu a:t":?)'mm‘:ggg gpn- s':i}:)en C&‘}t‘{g"‘ v‘if;‘:“;ﬁ:’no‘:o ‘ﬁzssiﬁfmé‘ﬁmqu&m by A certain Le Lubez was sent to me, a,s?s B1 would participate  was prevented by illness from att the session of the
IR h not through an mwmi::k%li :ler palar and systematic a;?c:uboox;missionS, and the result communicated to the central . on ‘hg part of ﬂ;e Gemgrwtﬁékm ¢ :‘}gecl‘alslzn ':fl;!o;?im‘j ?ll:_bcomnultee, and the session of the whole committee following
v onmnme ~m°°°23$§’ c;uh:: 'wr(g'lane' slaves of all countries. We hope commission. oD e o :

i i ill be actualised, for our principle of
rwm:o\:uawgi gadly paid workers as far as possible to
~ the level of the better paid workers is one which puts an end
' o the emgo yers’ device Mnf us off one against the other,
s dg | thus lowering our s of living 1o suit their mercenary
* P ¢ M '
Mo

who managed spendidly, whilst I assisted him as dumb figure
on the platform. 1 knew that on this occasion real “powers”
both from London and Paris would be rEFuing, and thus decided
to depart from my otherwise fixed rule of declining' all such
invitations.

_ Le Lubez is a young Frenchman, that is, he is in the thirties,
,gxthewasbrougtu in Jersey and London, splendid

- English, and is an excellent intermediary between the French and utilisedbythemwauoc_iaﬁon.luwﬁe
_English workers. He is a music teacher, and has given French obviously a piece of s
oppo- for an International tion. At the same time it ;

Mazzini's )
‘ as well. i for yoursell in what spirit and in what
by a committee, authorised fo increase its m:pmhimeomm. : R VR e i X ,

incl Ctleﬁn:the ned to draw up the statutes tnd‘rquhﬁqolot , : i i iy

ess was to be held in Belgium in the course of the
iollo»‘:i:gngrw, attended by representatives of all the working
classes of the different countries. This congress would arma
the final form of the organisation. After an address of Le.io s
had been read, Wheeler proposed the following resolution:

Y i ing h the reply sent our French
" More than ei tmﬁnmbdm'“'dd’“‘in““{hg “The weshing; Laving beard wtfcimm?r

At these two meetings — the one held by the swoomtm' 7
followed by that of the whole committee — at which I was
present, the following had occurred:

Major Wolff had submitted his

Unions (which possess a central or
later, consist essentially of associated a

; ; . ch workers. brothers to our ad , once more uni“mh dele

was received in London from the Frenct were tion, and as their plan is calculated to further tY“'“"C
'delay is 1 the fact that the Parisian workers the draft just read as the basis
ey s to b e ‘ballot clections held In March 1864, he workers, the meeting accepls i -

association.” The resolution was secon: b
half of ttih?:' Germans, by Major .Wolﬂ for the
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‘question, the labour question, was dealt with. And how the
‘nationality matters were eldged in.

Besides this, a program had been drawn up by an old
QOwenite — Weston, now himself a manulacturer, a most agreeable
and well meaning man full of the utmost coniusion and of un-
speakable breadth.

The general committee session following this had commissio-
ned the subcommitiee to remodel Weston’s program and Wolii's
statutes. Wolff himself left for Naples, to attend the conference
of the London union of Italian workers there, and to induce
this union to join the London Labour Association.

The subcommittee held another meeting, at which 1 was
again not present, as I gol. 1o know of the rendezvous too late,
l'fere ‘Le Lubez had submitted a declaration of principles and a
revision of the Wolif statutes; these had been accepted by the
+  subcommittee for submitting to the general committee. = The
general committee met on 18th October. As Eccarius had written
me that danger was to be expected, 1 attended, and was truly
horrified ton%war the good Le Lubez read an introduction, in
, frightful phraseologdy, badly written, and entirely immature,
i claiming to be a declaration of principles. Mazzini peeped
4 - B thromgh everywhere, overlaid with the vaguest shreds of French
o socialism. Besides this, the Italian statutes had been almost com- -
pletely accepted, although, apart from their other faults, they
actually aim at something entirely im ible, a sort of central
overnment (with Mazzini in the background of course) of the

uropean working classes. I opposed mildly, and alter much
discussion Eccarius proposed that the subcommittee should once
more submit the matter to a fresh “editing” contained in the
Lubez declaration were however accepted.

Two days later, on 20th October, there was a meeting at my
house; Cremer for the English, Fontana (Italy), and Le Lubez.
(Weston was unable to come). | had not had the papers in my
hands up to then (Wolfi’s and Le Lubez') and was unable to

repare anything, but was fully determined that not one line of
510 stuli was to be allowed to stand. In order to gain time, 1
m.sugsested that we should discuss the “statutes” before beginning
to “edit”. This was done. It was one o’clock in the morning
before the first of 40 statutes was accepted. Cremer said (and

this is what I had been aiming at): we have nothing 1o subinit
to the committee meeting on 25th October. We must postpone this
meeting until 1st November. The subcommittee, on the other hand,
can meet on 27th October, and try to come {o a definite result.
This was agreed to, and the “papers” left behind with me for
me to look through. .

I saw that it was impossible to make anything of the stuff,
In order fo justily the extremely peculiar way in which I inten-
ded to “edit” the “accepted principles”, I wrote an address to
the working class (though this was not in the original plan):
a sort of review of the development of the working class since
1845. On the pretext that all essentials were confained in this
address, and that we must not repeat the same things three

“times, | altered the whole introduction, threw out the declaration

of principles, and finally replaced the 40 statutes by 10. In so
far as iuternational politics are mentioned in the address, I speak
of countries, not of nationalities, and denounce Russia, not the
smaller states. My proposals were all accepted by the sub-
committee, I was however obliged to take up two “duty” and
“right” phrases, and one on “truth, morality, and justice” in
the indroduction to the statutes, but they are so placed that they
cannot do any damage.

My address, etc. was accepted with great enthusiasm
(unanimously) at the session of the general commitiee. The debate
on the manner in which it is to be printed, etc., takes place on
Tuesday. Le Lubez has received a copy for translation into
French, Fontana one for translation into Italian. 1 myself have to
translate the stufi into English.

It has been very difficuli to manage the matter so that our
views can appear in a form acceptable to the present standpoint
of the labour movement. These same people will be holding mee-
tings within a few weeks for sufirage, with Bright and Cobden.
It will take time before the reawakened movement permits of the
old boldness of speech. We must hold firmly to the cause itself,
but be moderate in form. As soon as the thing is printed you
shall have it.

Salut.
Yours,
K. M.

(Correspondence. Vol. 11l p. 186.)

cipation by constituting itseli as

and capitalists. In the condition

inseparably united.”

. Workers of the

“The working class can only carry on its struggle for eman-

a political party, which differs

from all parties of the possesing classes and adopts a hostile
attitude to them. This constitution of the working class into a
political class is unavoidable in order to bring about the triumph
of the social revolution. The rallying of the forces which the
working class already possesses for its economic struggles, shall
.also serve as a lever against the political power of the landowners

of war in Wwhich the working

class finds itself, the economic movement and political action are

Resolution of the Hague Congress of the 1. International 1872.
*

World, unite!

(Inaugutal Address.) \
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Leave it to the Americans.
By . Amter.

come off the naval budget, if Coolidge has his wa i
supported "b the "13::0p1e" at the coﬁling election, {'hias"dwi’ﬁ
tickle the “little man”, who does not want the government to i
spend so much money; and it will cut into the support that La = |
Follette might get from the pacifists and all ‘!;)eace-loving" '7‘
people, Coolidge is assailed as the agent of Wall Street, which is
openly waging imperialist campaigns, which must result in im- ;
perialist wars. Coolidge, the agent of Wall Sireet, is now trying
to prove the contrary. Fifty millions from the marine budget
at one strike - when the world is peppered with wars; when
the Dawes rt-{)aratlon plan threatens new complvicarions;' when
China and Morocco are ablaze; when revolution menaces in
Bulgaria; when Mussolini is falling; de Rivera about to” be
succeeded; Ireland flaring up; strikes in every country. Yes

“ Coohdge,'the peace-loving agent of Wall Streef, will have peact; :
at :ng pr;ce — even at the price of fifty millions.

. but let us examine this a little closer. In 1922 &
Disarmament Conlerence in. Washington, 1he—mti('>ln o? t’f:'.’::?it \.\52:
fixed for battleships, Both England and America knew that if
one country began the race for the erection of battleships, it
would be answered by the other. Hence there was a restriction
in the building of this type of man-killer, This was accomplished

{ A ~ The United States Government has invented a new ferm in

ot B diplomacy: the “unofficial observer.” This unoificial observer
- binds nobody, merely expresses opinions and good wishes.
body is compromised if nothing is attained — and above all,

the people at home, the good American people, do not believe

that Amerx_ca 1s getting mixed up in “European entanglments”.

. The American people has expressly stated that it will have
nothing to do with European alfairs, having enough of its

own to take care of. So the “unofficial observer” goes to all
international conferences, does the bidding of his masters in Wall
treet, and everything is correct, as it should be, in internationg}

diplomacy. & :
The election campaign is on in the United States, and the

- Manchester Guardian reports that it has “developed neither inci-
dent nor interest”. In fact, the Guardian declares that in many

: | ; ith no chagrin, but with loud h h i
ways “there has never been a more apathetic cam oTh bl 4 ‘ bl Juimiag okia
Bl e been 8 pa?tis gk plllm:e%ﬁblicm: ‘new era” of peace. Armaments were limited: this wouﬁi lead

— eventually, but not now — to complete disarmament
Wasl)mgton_ConﬂeqenCe was another of lf)he farces and lies e )
the international imperialists foist on the WO

them away from the main issue. Of course, the B
battleships was limited. It paid the governments o arrange the
conference for that purpose, for ‘battleships were obsolete, as the
last war demonstrated and the experi with aeropla

aerial bombs showed quite conclusively. At any s

publican administration of the United States h )

3uhﬂd brought abot 1
"%‘iimrmm isarmament”

mocratic and La Follette’s party — is the Ku Klux Klan,

which is practically the “only issue”. The Berliner Tageblatt on

ber 18, reported something more of interest than even the

KuKlux Klan. Coolidge has suddenly discovered that “economy”

the watchword of the hour. He had been accused of effecting

L curtailment in the budget only at the expense of minor

Atems and of the workers. Now  Coolidge intends to make a
 further cuf, this time at the expense of the navy. He is bei

by _of the Navy Wilbur, bit declares with m

that he will not relent. Fifty million dollars ‘are o

[111ed
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