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ON THE END OF CAPITALIST STABILISATION 
SPEEcH HY CoMRADE MANlJILSKY. 

'/'he New Fca,fures itt tlw lutematiorUll 
Situatiuu. 

T HE most important and newest problem in 
the thesis submitted to the Plenum, the 

approach of which Comrade Stalin sig-mtlled sonw 
time ago, is tlw question of the emf of capitalist 
stalJilisatiuu. One can s.ay, without exaggeration, 
that this is the most significant 1 hing that has 
been said by the (~om intern since 1 he end of th(' 
first round of wars and revolutions. This fact 
will determine the policy of the (~om intern for the 
next years to come. Because of the swift changT 
of events, which occurs as a result of the end of 
capitalist stabilisation, we shall have to re
orientate the ( 'ommunist Parties in accordance 
with the change in the surrounding conditions. 

The end of capitalist stabilis:ttion means a 
sharp change in the international situation (the 
breakdown of the Dawes Plan, 1he Young Plan 
of Reparations, of the Washington AgreenH'nt 
and an unprecedented sharpening- of antagonisms 
between the imperialist robbers) as well as of the 
inner class relationships in the capitalist countries 
(the pauperisation of the toiling· masses, their 
enslavement by fin:111ce capital to a gre<tter degree, 
th<' growth of Fascism and the upsurge of tht· 
revolutionary strugg-le on the basis of 1 he 
sharpened class struggle). 11 abo means a 
change in the attitude of the imperialis1 p<n\crs 
to the colonies (a furious onslaught upon tlw 
colonies, war in ( 'hina, mass executions in India, 
Indo-( ~hina, and the nnswcr to th;tt-the upsurg{· 
of the national-revolutionary .'move.ment in the 
colonies). Finally, there is the change in the atti
tude of tlw impcrinlist robbers to the U.S.S.R. 
(the entrance of the U.S.S.R. into the period of 
Socialism and its progress in the construct ion of 
Socialist societv, \Vhich rouses the furions h:t1n·tl 
of the capitalist \vorld and \vhich :tlso proves th<~t 
the "respite" gi\'l·n to tlw Soviet llnion is coming 
to an end). 

The significance of this c<tntwt IH' \\Takcncd h~ 
the fact that the proc-ess which brought ahout the 
end of capitalist stabilisation is not yet compkt(•d, 
that the ooeration of all the basic contradict ions 
of eapitali~m develops unevenly in different coun
tries. Such countnes as the U.S.A., Franc(', 
China or India arc equally witnessing tlw end of 
capitalist stabilisation, although the depth ot the 
class movement, the degree of class antag-onisms, 
as we11 as the int<'rnattonal situation of each of 
these countries is altog-ether different. 

The end of capit:tlist stabilisation-is a fact not 
of local, hut of international sig-nificance. From 

it we shall have to make tactical nmdusions of 
au international character. Hut Comrm.k: 
KuusineJt was right in warning us, in his report, 
ag-;11nst treatmg- these tactical conclusions too 
lig-htly, without taking- the peculiarities of dilfer
ent countnes, and the uneven development of 
revolutionary processes into ;uTount. 

This cannot he mJtJgatc<l t'\Cn by the fact that 
the end of capitalist stabiliscttion docs not mean 
1hat to-morrow we sha11 havl' the crash of the 
Versailles Treaty. ~'c an· only at the beg-inning 
of this crash. As or old, ( i(·rm;mv and Austria 
an· still being- choked; as of old, "the Versailles 
i'rontil·rs arc still being- guarded; as of old, French 
imperialism surrounds itself with a chain of v;ts
sals-allies (Poland, Czecho-Slovakia, Roumania, 
Jugo-SiavJn). Around this Versailles system 
(rcpamtions, frontiers, ;1rmaments) there Is now 
de\ eloping an unprecedented struggle which is 
speeding up the end of capitalist stabilisation. 

This fac1 of \\·orld-wide signitic;uwe is not 
altered though the end of capitalist stabilisation 
is accompanied by t IH: ( 'ommunist 1':1 rt 1es lagg-ing 
behind the objective conditions. This lagging 
behind only retards the collapse of capitalism, and 
the pnwcss of transforming the end ol capit<tlist 
stahilis;t1 ion into a revolutionary, crisis. Becaust· 
of this situation, there will he ,; dclinitc lapse of 
time between 1he end of capit;dist stabilisation 
;md tlw revolutionary crisis in the most import
ant imperialist countries. The length of this 
time, discounting thl' nhjcc1ive conditions, will 
depend upon 1 he activity of the Communist 
P;1rtics. However, no matter how great the( 
acti,·it\· of tlw Communist Partit·s will he, the 
1ransl;mnat1on of tlw end of c:tpitalist stnbilis
ation into a n.·,·olutionary nisi" \\'ill (l<·vclop un
t'Vl'nly in different count ne<;. 

w;. have vcr_v little reilSOtl to tmag-me tll<tt 
'this short sp<Wl' of time which n·prcst·nts thl' 
tr<lnSJtJOn to tt1e Sel·nnd round of \\ ;1rs and rC\"()-. 
lutions 1s a sort of "fourth period'' which ,,·ill 
lead to a "fifth period" of getwral r('volutionar\' 
nisis. A 1 the VI Cong-ress Wl' ch~H<lderisell t II<' 
"third period'' <IS tlw sharpC'ning- of the funda
nwnt;tl eont radict ions of 1·apitalism which is 
in<'vit:1hly leading the capit;tlis1 world to" second 
round of wars <~nd rl'volutions. It is, however, 
the C'nd of capitalist stabilis;ll ion which nw kl's 
up, so fo say, th(' ''soul" of th<' third period. 

"This third p<'riod, rends the resolution 
of the VI Congress, in \vhich the ('(llltradiction 
h('tw<'en the g-rowtl1 of tlte pr(lcluctin· forces and 
th<' <'IJnfr;wtion of mnrkl'ls hlTill111' p:trtinllarly 
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accentuated ; is inevitably giving rise to fresh 
~erie~ of imperinli~t wars: Hnlong the imperilt1ist 
stntes them!;cJves; \\'ars of t hP imperialist slates 
agniu!';t the lT .S.S. R. ; wars of national liberation 
Hgainst imperialism and impcrinlist intervention 
:tnc1 to gigantic dass battles. The intensific-ation 
of a11 intertlationlll nntagoni~ms (antagonisms be
tween the capitalist States and the U.S.S.R., tht! 
military occupation of Northern China-which is 
the beginning of the partition of Chinn - the 
mutual strugg-les between the tmperialists, etc.), 
the intensiflc'atinn of the iuternal antagonisms in 
capitali~t countric!'l (the swing to the left of tlw 
masses of the working- dass, growing acut(•twss 
of the dnss strugg-le), and the wide development 
of colottial. mo'l.,ements (China, India and Syria) 
which arc htking place in this period, will 
inevitably lead, - throug-h the further d<.~velop
ment of the contra<iictions of capitalist stabilis
atkm,-to capitalist stc.tbilisatton becoming still 
more precarious ancl to the !->evcrc intensification 
of the gcucral crisis of capitctlism. . . . " 

11 Hence, t ht• maturing- of a new series of 
gigantic military contlic'ts, of wars of intervention 

. ngainst the LT.S.S.R. and tlw intervention 11ow 
proceeding ;tt full pace in China. Therefort•, the 
~levelopment of the contradictions of capitalist 
stabilisation inevitably leads, in the final analysis, 
to the present g-rowing- into " period of gig-antic 
c;ttadysms. '' 

There wets a time when certain comrades wt•rc 
inclined to accept various powerful strikes and 
(lemonstratio11~ as events which overlap the 
boundaries of the third period. At the X Plenum 
;tlready, voices were lll·ard asking whether it i~ 
not high time to transfer the world revolutionary 
movement to t1w "fourth class." The comra<ies 
''':ho put this que'stion diet not understand the 
revolutionary character of the third period. \Vt!, 
had to dl~cisiv<.·ly combat this playing at periods, 
which served as a substitute for the serious revo
lutionary evaluation of events; we had to fig-ht 
against hollow-sounding- schemes, which say 
nothin:.,:-, and have no relation to the international 
and d;:~ss situation. To present the end of 
~~apitalist stabiliscttion as a sort of special period 
without wars and revolutions, is to portray this 
perioo as the natural decay of the capitalist 
system, while the working class is completely 
passive. This means to portray the fate of 
monopoly ('npitalism like that of nncient fireec(• 
or Rome-the ctel'omposition of a socio-politica 1 
system, without any action on the part 'l1f th<' 
dass which is to push l:his system into the nhyss. 

Rut if we cannot fon•tcll the <iav and d<'termitw 
the exact duration of the period ·of transition of 
the end of capitalist stahilisation to the zone of 
revolution and wars. \\'{' nrl' nlso unable to accept· 

fatalistknlly, beforehand, that this period of the 
decay of capitalism will be of very long durtttion. 
The answt~r to this questi,')n belongs, above all, 
to the working- dass. 

The problem of the end of eHpitaJist stubilis
atton is also of tremendous significance bct·ausc 
it decictes the question of the new stage of the 
g-eneral crisis of capitalism. The new point on 
this question in our thesis is thHt the general 
world crisis of capitalism is approaching ~l new 
stag-e of <ll~velopmcnt. How will this new stage 
of the genernl crisis of t•apitalism present itself? 
What will be its content? Predsely-the new 
round of wars ~mel revolutions. In order to 
understand this new development of the general 
crisis of capitalism WL' must have a dear and con
l'retc idea of what tht· socio-political consequences 
of the end of capitalist stabilisation will bt~. 

TIIF. GROW fH OF THE CONTRAl>ICTIOSS OF 

l"AP1'1 "LISM. 

World capitalist economy has never repre
sented a harmonious unit. Rut even the relative 
unity of t ht~ world capitalist economy which 
existed before tlw world war, was destroyed by 
the proletarian revolutio~l in Russia, which split 
world economy into two altogether diffen•nt 
\\·orJds. The ris" of Socialist economy in the 
U.S.S.R. was the most important cause of the 
g-eneral world crisis of capitalism. But the pre
sent economic crisis has caused further damage 
to world capitalist economy. It lws disintegrated 
fltis l'Cmwmy into its uatimwl-state pa.rfs. 

The pl·riod that has elapsed between the X I 
and :X I I Plenums was characterised by the fact 
thflt the disinteg-ration o( \vorhl economy into 
small parts readu~d very larg·c proportions. A 
wave of ~o-called "economic nationalism" (tlw 
dc,·clopment of protectionism, prohibition of 
export of currency, tariff wars, import quotas, 
pn·fcrcnce, l'lc. ), has swept the capitalist world. 
This tendenev towards economic isolation 
(autarchy) h<•s ·begun to develop at a furious rate. 
Tlw capitalist worlci rest.•mhles a sinking
"Titanic," when~ everyone tries to save himself. 
and at tlw expense of his neig-hbour. This is the 
cconomi1· hnsis of .the wave of nationalism, the 
~rowth of which has been pointed out in the 
thesis of tlw XII Plenum, and which is connected, 
in the most intimate manner \vith the devolop
ment of Fascism. This is one of the manifesta
tions of the end of capitalist stabilisation which 
raises t h<' gen<>ral crisis of capitalism to et nt.'\\' 

stag-c. 
But the grm.ving- wn.ve of nationalistic senti

ment not only fosll'rs Fascism; it gives rise to a 
,,·ar mentality in the <'apitnlist world. To-da,·, 
more t h:m t lw ('\'l' of H)J4, t hf> capitalist world 
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resembles a powder magazine. Only the under
ground passages of this magazine have been 
changed. To the old contradictions of Europe, 
there are now added 'the antagonisms of the 
Pacific. The end of the era of capitalist stabilis
ation in the Pacific not only means a war against 
China, and a threat of war against the U.S.S.R.; 
it also means a growing conflict between Japan 
and the United States. The Washington five
power treaty is already scrapped ; the era of 
world conflicts in the Pacific, which includes the 
sum total of European conflicts on the Mediter
ranean and Atlantic, is the herald of a terrible 
and unprecedented world war which will bring 
aU the continents of the globe into action. 

This maturing world war is being wedged into 
the complicated system of colonial movements, 
into the heated internal relations of the capitalist 
countries which reek with social conflicts. 

All these contradictions of capitalism are mani
festing themselves on a wider scale. And while 
the first round of wars and revolutions primarily 
bore a European character, the second round will 
bring the toilers of the whole world into this con
flict. Such events as the strained relations be
tween Germany and Poland over the Danzig 
corridor, war in China, the brandishing of 
weapons in Japan and the United States, and 
finally, the openly-expressed plans for an attack 
on the U.S.S.R. from the west and the east-all 
these new aspects are closely bound up with the 
end of capitalist stabilisation. 

Is it an accident-that in addition to Germany 
and Poland, Japan and China are now becoming 
key positions in the world revolutionary move
ment? It is towards these countries that the gaze 
of the international proletariat is now directed. 
This is the political synthesis of Halkanised 
Europe and the tightening of the knot of antagon
isms in the Pacific. 

Germany is the country which has the strongest 
mass Communist Party, the country which 
stands nearer to the proletarian revolution thnn 
all other advanced capitalist countries. A 
revolution in Germany means a revolution 
in the whole of Central and Eastern Europe. 
~his would mean the creation of a mighty revolu
tiOnary fist against the rest of the capitalist 
world which would give decisive superiority to 
the land of the proletarian dictatorship over the 
rest of the capitalist world. Germany is the main 
link in the Versailles Treaty. Its economic 
system is more shattered than that of any of the 
?ther big .capitalist countries. Of aJl the capital
ISt countnes Germany has the sharpest internal 
class struggles, it is the open wound of Europe 
(the German question, after the U.S.S.R. is the 

most troublesome problem to the capitalist 
world), it is the struggle of an advanced capitalist 
country, against the domination of imperialism. 

Poland, the country where the workers' and 
peasants' movement has fighting revolution
ary traditions, is the bridge to the proletarian 
revolution in Germany. Poland is at the same 
time the capitalist outpost against the U.S.S.R. 
It is also the fist of world imperialism (particu
larly France) which is preparing a war against 
the First Workers' Republic. Poland is the gen
darme of reactionary Fascism in Eastern Europe, 
at the sftme time it is a land in decline, revealing 
the bankruptcy of Fascism. 

Alongside of these two countries there is 
China, which plays !a most important re,le in 
undermining capitalist stabilisation. China is 
the nerve-centre of the antagonisms among the 
most powerful capitalist cauntries in the Pacific; 
it is developing all the antagonistic conflicts be
tween Japan and the United States. With its 
revolution, it is rousing the peoples of Indo
China, India, Philippines, the Malay Islands and 
other colonies. It is the centre of instability of 
the whole colonial system of world imperialism 
which reaches on the East, through Mongolia to 
the Soviet Union and China with its tremendous 
Soviet territory-and unconquerable Red Army. 
Remember that since the XI Plenum the Kuornin
tang has undertaken three offensives (altogether 
four) against the Soviet territory of China and 
aJI these were repelled by the ·victorious Red 
Army. This was an historical test of the possi
bility of applying the Soviet system, not only to 
China, but in general to the colonial peoples. In 
this struggle, millions "voted with arms in their 
hands'' for the Soviet government in China. 
Since the XI Plenum, the national revolutionary 
movement in China, because of the Japanese 
invasion, has reached unprecedented heights, 
leaving the revolutionary wave which we wit
nessed in 1925-27 far behind in its sweep. This 
anti-Japanese movement was really a movement 
of all the Chinese workers. 

And are these facts less indicative of the end 
of capitalist stabilisation than the decrease in 
production, etc.? 

Finally, Japan is a country which is under
mining capitalist stabilisation not only with the 
depreciation of currency, but with her war-her 
aggressive policy in the Far East dictated by her 
desire to rule over all Asia, and, to rule the 
Asiatic waters of the Paci'fic, with the aid of her 
strong navy. Besides the war and the raging 
military-Fascist reaction, capitalist stabilisation 
is also being undermined bv the growing revolu-
tionary crisis in Japan. · .. 
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SHARPENING <.:LASS STRUGGLES AND THE GROWTH 

OF FASCISM. 

Secondly, the end of capitalist stabilisatiOn 
means the sharpening of class struggle, and the 
growth of Fascism. As the usual formula of our 
thesis and resolutions, this, of course, does not 
represent anything new. But the degree of 
Fascisation of the capitalist countries, i!l this 
new stage of development, will be different from 
what it ha~ been hitherto. What is taking place 
in Germany now is an example of the path which 
will be taken hy all capitalist countries, unl.es."i 
the militant, revolutionary actions of the proit:
tariat, or proletarian re.volution retard the prt'
cess, or put an end to 1t. If we are to spedk 
seriously about the end of capitalist stabilisntion, 
we must also point out that so-called bourgeois 
democracy is also experiencing a sharp crisis, 
which is leading to its political death-agony. The 
development of the crisis of bourgeois democracy 
will be determined by two factors ; the growt!1 of 
the revolutionary upsurge, and the development 
of Fascism. 

Hitherto we have said that the bourgeoisie 
governs with the help of its two wings - the 
Social-Democracy and Fascist Party. The period 
~f capitalist stabilisation was characteriseJ by 
th(! fact that the bourgeoisie utilised Social
Democracy as its main weapon (coalition govern
ments, and Social-Democratic governments). The 
end of capitalist stabilisation increases the specific 
gravity of Fascism in capitalist governrnt~nt 
actmmistrattons. It would be premature to say 
that Social-Democracy has already become Rn 
inmate ot a home for the aged, maintained for 
past services, but at the same time, we must not 
think that the end of capitalist stabilisation ts not 
altering the position of Social-Democracy in the 
system of capitalist governments. 

Nor must Fascism, particularly during the end 
of capitalist stabilisation, be represented as a 
one-sided process of the growth of reaction. 
Civil war parties are not organised if there is no 
one to fight, if the elements of this war do not 
exist in reality.· It is silly to think that the 
development of Fascism will grow if ab5olute 
passivity reigns in the camp of the prolet!lriat. 
That is true of separate countries, and of inter
national relations. First of all, Fascism, being 
a product of the decay of capitalism, as Comrade 
Kuusinen correctly pointed out, is itself suhiect 
to decay. Even in the rising curve of German 
Fascism, we already observe elements of its de
cline. Secondly, the end of capitalist stabilis
ation is characterised by the fact that those 
Fascist dictatorships which had established them
selves in the period of capitalist stabilisation 

(Jugo-Slavia, Poland, Italy) are now under the 
blows of the revolutionary mass upsurge. 1 t 
would be wrong then, in the conditions of the 
new phase of the general crisis of capitalism, to 
depict the development of Fascism in the form of 
a rising curve only. There will be curves going 
in the opposite direction also. These will repre
sent the elements of the revolutionary upsurge 
and of the growing revolutionary crisi~. 

Our thesis characterises the present situation 
as a struggle of antagonistic forces, in some 
places very intense, and in some more restrained. 
This struggle of antagonistic forces represents 
the maturing of the elements of revolution and 
counter-revolution which are inherent in the pre
sent unstable situation. Marx was fully justified 
in saying: 11 The Party of revolution rallies the 
party of reaction.', 

Fascism, dS a political party, is as unstable as 
the whole present situation. As a product of the 
decay of capitalism, it reveals symptoms of decay 
even in moments of its greatest upsurge: and if 
many years were required for the defeat of 
Social-Democracy, the defeat of Fascism in the 
period of the end of capitalist stabilisation, wilt 
be achieved in a much shorter period. 

But Fascism does not decay automatically. It 
will not collapse, unless it is pushed. Not a 
single class, not a single regime falls, as Lenin 
correctly pointed out, unless it is pushed over. 

At the XI Plenum we had to combat the under
estimation of Fascism (the theory of the general 
offensive, the theory that we have barred the way 
of Fascism, that Fascism represents the defence 
of capitalism, that it is only a product of decay
theories created by Comrade Neuman, m Ger
many). Now, however, at the moment of the 
end of capitalist stabilisation, a new danger arisel 
-the under-estimation of Fascism as an element 
of the decay of capitalism, and the treatment of 
the Fascist dictatorship as the consolidating 
factor in the class domination of the bourgeoisie. 
It has already been correctly pointed out here, 
that it is impossible to compare Fascism during 
the period of the end of capitalist stabilisation, 
with Fascism at the beginning of capitalist 
stabilisation. Who will now assert that a govern
ment led by '·' Reichs-Chancellor" Hitler would 
succeed in leading capitalism out of a blind alley 
and in re-establishing capitalist stabilisation? 
That is why the clever, cunning, German bour
geoisie therefore does not allow Hitler to take 
power, for it fears to compromise its reserve 
forces; it fears that the Hitlerites will make the 
internal situation in Germany still more compli
cated, will create an extremely strained inter
national atmosphere, and speed up the outbreak 
of the revolutionary crisis in Germany. 
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It must not be forgotten that Germany is not 
a semi-agrarian country like Italy or Poland. 
(iermany is a t•ountry with a mighty proletariat, 
among whom the memory of the proletarian revo
lution of 1918 (though unsuccessful) still lives. 
Germany is a country with a strong Communist 
Party, with a strong proletarian revolutionary 
tradition and a long history of class struggle. 
The government of Papen-Schleichcr will not 
suc,~ecd in 'putting a Fascist muzzle on these 
masses, or crucifying them on the Fascist 
Swastika. 

Thirdly, it must not be forgotten that Hitler's 
accession to power in Germany would create a 
different international situation than, for instance, 
the accession of Mussolini or Pilsudski. Hitler's 
accession to power would mean a sharpening of 
the t."'ntradictions of the Versailles Treatv, and 
unprecedently strained relations in Europe,· which 
would speed up the growing revolutionary crisis 
in its central section-Germany. 

This is true not only of Germany. Fascism, 
in the period of the end of capitalist stabilisation, 
is also a source of international adventurism an<l 
of sharp armed conflicts. _Im:.~gine f~r a mo?'cnt 
what Europe would look hkc m the mtcrnat1onal 
sense if it were to become Fascist. It would pre
sent a picture of bristling bayonets, cha~¥e.d 
guns, crawling tanks--a :vcltcr of war.. I h1s 
would correspond very httlc *to the tdcal ~f 
capitalist stabilisation. And that, of coursc, 1s 
not accidental. 

Fe~scism, at the end of capitalist stabilisation, 
more and more displays the symptoms of the 
further decay of capitalism. This docs not mean, 
however that the clements of terrorist dictator-
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ship will not develop any further. It 1s th1s, II\ 

fact, which we have not said at the XI Plenum, 
and which we must point out at the XII Plenum. 
But this situation compels t'he bourgeoisie to 
manccuvrc, with the aid of Fascism, before tlw 
wide masses. In Finland and Germany we st·t· 
a bourgeoisie \\'hich has established a Fascist 
dictatorship, but deliberately covers it up. 
Meanwhile, we sec that the bourgeosic is holding· 
the Lapuaski and Hitler gangs in reserve as a 
weapon of terrorist pressure upon the masses 
whom they want to compel to accept the present 
phase of Fascist dictatorship. 

Our government is not yet a Fascist g-overn
ment-says the bourgeoisie to the masses-but 
if you don't accept this government, we shall gin· 
way to Hitler. 

Rut what docs the Fascist dictatorship with its 
reserve, a sample of \\'hich we see in (iermany. 
represent? \Ve cannot, of course, say that tlw 
government of Papl'n-Schleicher, and that of 

Bruning arc one and the same; but even the 
g-overnment of Papen-Schleicher is not the 
tinal form of the Fascist ciictatorship. And 
is it possible in general to hnvc a com
plete form of Fascist dictatorship of thl· 
type of Italian Fascism, under the present 
unstable conditions, when ntpitalist stabilisation 
has CQmC to an end? On the other hand, we 
cannot say that because Fascism in Italy, after 
it came to power, temporarily permitted the 
existence of a workers' press (At•afltt), of workers' 
organisations-trade unions, and even permitteci 
I he Communist Party to exist semi-legally, it 
therefore ceased to be a Fascist dictatorship. 
And, because it suppressed the labour movement 
several months afterwards, that it was not a 
Fascist dictatorship Ill the first month of its 
accession to power. 

W c think that we already have a Fascist dic
tatorship in Germany, but whether Hitler comes 
i~to power, or the Papen-Schleicher regime con
tmues, depends on a whole series of internal and 
international conditions. In the first place, it 
depends upon the activity of the working class, 
whether the Party will be able to organise a 
united anti-Fascist front and unitt• the widest 
masses of the German proletariat around its 
slogans. 1 t would be a mistake, however, to 
transform the work of the Plenum into academic 
debate, instead of analysing the situation of the 
( icrman proletariat, anci the problems which con
front it in connection with the struggle again!'t 
( icrman Fascism, which has g·rown considerably 
since the X I Plenum. 

THE END OF THE PERIOD OF SOCIAL REFORMS. 

The third point in the end of capitalist stabilis
ation is that it marks the end of the period of 
social reforms, the undermining of the position 
of the aristocracy of labour, a new standard of 
living- for the w'orking class in tlw midst of a 
ruined peasantry, a ruined petty-bourgeoisie; in 
other words, the mass proletarianisation of tht· 
broad masses of the toilers. \V e cannot represent 
the new stage in the general crisis of capitalism 
as a purely economic process; we must also takc 
into consideration the socio-political conscquenn·s 
of the economic changes. Otlwrwise \\'e shall not 
understand thl· dialectics of the ~harpcning- of the 
dass struggle; or Fascism, or the revolutionarv 
upsurge of the masses. This is the key to th~· 
proletarian revolution. This is the reason \vhv 
the Communists should now. more than eve;, 
concentrate their attention on the <~very-day needs 
of the masses, rouse the masst·s for the strugg-ll' 
for the most elementary ecc-nomic demands. 
Particularly now. when ·soci;ti-D<·mol·racy. and 
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the reformists, swimming in the waters of capital
ist ideology, defend capitalism by urguing that 
it is powerless to give new reforms, to improve 
the condition of the working eta~~' and that be
cause of the world crisis is L'ompelle<l to reduce 
wages. It is precisely at this time that we Com
munists should present our militant policy of 
fighting for the partial demands of the working· 
class. We must, with greater energy than ever, 
expose Social-Democracy, which, under the cloak 
of verbal radicalism, demoralises the workers and 
cultivates passivity and capitulation. It is the 
economic needs of the masses which is the funda
mental basis for the transformation of the revolu
tionary upsurge into a revolutionary crisis. 

One must be mad to think that the working 
class of the New Hemisphere and Europe, which, 
whatever may be said, has decades of experience 
of fighting for its standards of living, .and organ
isational traditions, will allow itself, without pro
test, to be transformed into a slave class bereft 
of rights, satisfied with that standard of living 
which was typical for the workers at the dawn of 
capitalism. The working class still harbours 
illusions of the possibility of a return to normal 
times of capitalist stabilisation : it regards the 
present situation as being temporary. Here and 
there, the most backward clements among the un
employed workers believe that a war, or some 
sort of a legendary Third Empire, will give them 
work. But the end of capitalist stabilisation will 
open their eyes. The prospect of great struggles 
is not an invention of the Communists; to-day it 
is becoming a reality; to-morrow, it will thrust 
tlw capitalist world into the abyss. 

At this Plenum we must cal1 upon the Com
munists of all countries to wage a ruthles~ 
struggle against the theory of identifying the end 
of social' reforms with the end of the struggle for 
the partial demands of the working class. Th<" 
t~nd of social reforms means that the bourgeoisi<' 
will no longer be able to mend and patch capital
ism, and make it more acceptable to the mass~s: 
but this does not mean that the working classes 
cannot fight successfully. for its· partial demands, 
and that the fight for the partial demands is 
merely revolutionary gymnastics, and nothing 
more. The revolutionary significance of .the 
struggle for partial demands assumes tremendous 
proportions in the period of the end of capitalist 
stabilisation. Every fight of this sort' is a breach 
in the capitalist system. The struggles for par
tial demands to-day, are different from the 
struggles previously waged by a Social
Democracy for "social reforms'' which helped to 
entrench and consolidate l'apitalism. At the 
prC's(•nt time, every mov<'ment for th~ partial 
.:lcmands of the workers brings the work<'rs int.:l 

closer contact with the realities of capitalist 
existence and cont<lins within itself tremendous 
revolutionary possibilities. To-day, out of the 
smallest encounter, out of the most elementary 
local movement, a tremenuous revolutionary 
movement of national significance arises. Those 
who do not see the revolutionary side of this 
struggle for partial demands fall into the pre-war 
position of Social-Democracy on the question 1lf 

''social reforms. •· 

THE I~ OLE OF THE SO\'IET lJNION. 

Then tlwrc is the fourth point-the role of the 
Soviet Union in the approach of the end of capital
ist stabilisation. The end of capitalist stabilis
ation is characterised not only by the fact that 
capitalism lws fallen from its position of relative 
stabilisation, but also by the fact that the Soviet 
Union is uninterruptedly marching forward. 
These two diametrically opposed lines of develop
ment, deepening the abyss between the two con
tradictory worlds, sharpening the contradictions 
between them, transfers the question still more 
sharply and decisively: .. ,,Vho--Whom* to the 
international arena.,, 

THE REVOLUTIONARY lJHSURGE. 

Finally, there is the revolutionary upsurge. 
Capitalist stabilisation, as is well known, was 
ushered in as a result of three main factors : the 
economic factor,-the restoration of the pre-war 
level of world economy (stabilisation of t:urrency, 
capitalist rationalisation and some diminution in 
the diverg-ence between the prices of manufac
tured goods and agricultural produce - the so
called "scissors") ; the international factor :-the 
agreement among· the imperialists to exploit 
(iermany (the Dawes Plan) China, the colonies 
and the "stabilisation" of relations with the 
U.S.S.R. ; the political factor: - the temporary 
suppression by the bourg-eoisie of the revolution
ary movement in ( 'entral Europe and the repulse 
hy the world bourg-eoisie of the first post-war 
attack of the \vorl <I proletariat. We particularly 
stress the last factor . This is a subjective fac
tor. The collaps<' of capitalist stabilisation coulrl 
not be only a result of objective factors: world 
economic crisis (the g-rowth of Fascism and war) 
and the break-down of the established alignment 
of forces in the international arena. It also 
occurred as a result of class strug-g-les in every 
capitalist country, extenderl, so to say, to th<" 
international arC'na in the form of a revolutionary 
movement of all peoples ag-ainst imperialis-t 
oppression. 

* rn Russinn: "Kt•1 Kovo"--\\'ho-\\'hom. Th.f' f:tmn 11 .., 
f<rmul:ttion of L•·n:n tn•·anin~ \\·lwtltt•r St>ci:tli..,m \\'ill 
h•·:tl C:tpit:tlism or v:ct· ,-,·r-.:t.--Ed. 
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Not only has the development of the world 
economic crisis during the last three years sharp
ened class antagonisms, but the extension of the 
class struggle, has, in its turn, been a most import
ant factor in sharpening and deepening the world 
economic crisis. It is sufficient to remember 
what influence the movement in the British Navy 
had on the fall of the English pound. Such 
events as the revolutionary upsurge in China with 
its 400,000,000 population, which brought about 
the establishment of Soviet rule in one-seventh 
of the territory of China, the tremendous anti
Japanese movement which has broken through all 
the barriers of Kuomintang terror, the revolution
tionary upsurge in India during the past year, 
which found expression in the growth of the civil 
disobedience into nascent rebellion, the five and 
a half rni1lion Communist votes in the very heart 
of Europe - Germany, the revolutionary 
struggles in Spain, the wave of strikes in Poland, 
Czecho-Slovakia, United States, the textile and 
miners' strikes in France, the miners' strike in 
Belgium, the present Lancashire strike, have 
played, and arc now playing <ll tremendous role in 
ending capitalist stabilisation, and sharpening all 
its economic and political consequences. 

Take, for instance, the latest events in France 
in connection with the air manreuvres on the 
eastern frontier, and the charged atmosphere in 
which the whole capitalist world now finds itself 
-these arc indicative of something, are they not? 

Take the unity between the revolutionary 
peasantry and the revolutionary working class 
movement in a number of capitalist countries; in 
such countries like Bulgaria, which have liued 
through a wr.ve of b~oody white dictatorship; it 
has brought about an unprecedented growth in 
the influence of our Communist Party among the 
peasant masses - this is also indicative of the 
growing world revolutionary upsurge. 

It is doubtful whether we can say already that 
between the XI and XII Plenums a new stage of 
the revolutionary upsurge was reached. But 
there is no doubt, as Comrade Kuusinen pointed 
out, that since the XI Plenum the world revolu
tionary movement has not gone backward, but 
forward. 

We cannot interpret the thesis on point 1 to 
mean that because certain additional difficulties 
have arisen in the process of the maturing of the 
revolutionary crisis in Germany, this means that 
the world revolutionary upsurge is sliding down
wards like a sleigh on a Russian toboggan road. 
The end of capitalist stabilisation has merely in
creased the disproportion between the insufficient 
upswing of the world revolutionarv movement 
and the objective conditions. And this dispropor
tion has rliminished the significance of the fact 

that almost everywhere our Communist Parties, 
with the exception of the United States and 
France, have grown numerically and widened 
their influence. But this growth and widening of 
thet influence of the Communist Party is very in
adequate compared with the existing possibilities. 
But what influence will the end of capitalist 
stabilisation have on the development of the revo
lutionary upsurge? Undoubtedly, it will, in the 
near future, give rise to a new stage in which, in 
those countries which are at present in the general 
stage of revolutionary upsurge, this upsurge will 
develop into a revolutionary crisis, while in those 
countries in which the elements of the revolution
ary crisis are already mature, a revolutionary 
situation will arise. We see the first symptoms 
of this process in Japan, for example, where side 
by side with the elemC'nts of Fascism and war, the 
elements of a revolutionary crisis are also matur
mg. 

Two principles, like Ormuzd and Ariman, will 
confront e<1ch other in the shape of two classes, 
advocating- two opposite ways out of the general 
crisis of capitalism, and contending against each 
other; war and Fascism on the one hand, revolu
tion--on the other. 

Whether it will be the lot of the working masses 
to suffer through the further development of 
Fascism and wars, before they accomplish the 
proletarian revolution depends primarily upon the 
Communist Parties, for at present there is no 
other power on earth that can mobilise the work
ing- masses, unite them around its militant 
slogans, organise them into class organisations, 
and lead them in the fight to destroY Fascism and 
overthrow capitalism. · 

Theoretically speaking, we cannot exclude from 
the development of events the possibility that in 
separate capitalist countries Fascism and war 
will precede the proletarian revolution, while in 
others they will develop parallel to it ; but we 
shall most decisively combat the fatalistic idea, 
which has penetrated certain links in the Com
musist Parties which take it for granted, before
hand, that this course of historical events is in
evitable. According to this fatalistic concept the 
historic work of preparing the proletarian revolu
tion will be carried out for us by war and Fascism, 
that war and Fascism will undermine and destrov 
the influence of Social-Democracv, which is the 
main obstacle on the path of the proletarian revo
lution-that in the meantime there is no need 
for us to engage in economic struggles and take 
the risk of being- thrown out of the factories, or 
to fight against Fascism, because according to 
this theory, Fascism is an inevitable stage in thC' 
development of capitalism; that the sooner 
Fascism comes into power, tlw sooner will it 
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spend itself and become bankrupt, and finally, 
that the Fascist masses will come over to our side 
spontaneously. 

Reliance on spontaniety represents the second 
phase of this concept. At the present time, in the 
period of the end of capitalist stabilisation, this 
theory represents the gravest danger for us. It 
demoralises the working class, and creates an 
ideology of "tail ism"* and passivity. It lulls the 
vigilance of the masses, and together with the 
policy of "the lesser evil" it paves the way for 
Fascism coming into power unobserved. This 
is a profoundly Right wing opportunist ideology, 
an ideology of capitulation, a doctrine of im
potence, fear and consternation. The absence of 
strikes in Germany at the present time, the fact 
that our struggle against Fascism is lag-ging be
hind the rate at which Fascism is growing, then, 
must be ascribed, in addition to the corrupting 
work of Social-Democracy, to those who are 
spreading opinions of this kind. The fact that 
the Communist Party of Germany did not, on the 
2oth of July, react sufficiently quickly to th<' 
"coup d'etat" of the Papen government, the fact 
that it developed its action like a too cumbersome 
machine, the speed of which did not correspond 
to the speed of events, must also be regarded as 
a reflection of these moods. But, comrades, I 
think I shall express the opinion of the Plenum in 
declaring that the Comintern wholly and entirely 
supports the leadership of the German Party 
which is confronted by tremendous tasks and 
which has to work under very difficult conditivns. 
(Applause). The Comintern has, and always will, 
fight against those disruptive measures taken by 
certain elements who are trying to create strife 
in the ranks of the active Party members, instead 
of exerting every effort to help the Party leader
ship to carry out the responsible tasks that con
front the Communist Party of Germany. 

But comrades, the whole Plenum v;ants an 
answer to the question as to why in Germany, 
where the Communist Party is, next to the Com
munist Party of the Soviet Union, the largest 
Party in the Comintern, there are so few 
eoon~mic strikes. Strikes occur in Spain, in 
Poland and in Czecho-Slovakia, but there are 
very fe\v strikes in Germany. This question is a 
very acute one in the period of the end of capital
ist stabilisation. First of all, we must note that 
in Germany there are a number of specific diffi
culties in developing strike struggles, which do 
not exist in other countries. 

Secondly, we must bear in mind that lately, the 
Cerman proletariat has been more and more fre-

* Tlw sper1ker usC>d the Russian term "Klwostism," 
from thl' word "kh,·ost," m<'aning tail, i.e .. dragging at 
thf' tail (·nd of th'" mo\'f'mPnt instf'ad of leading it.-Ed. 

quently resorting to separate political strikes; 
thirdly, that the German working masses employ 
other means of struggle, as, for instance, the 
street, particularly in their fight against Fascism. 
But all this does not exhaust the question. It 
is said that the strikes in Germany are hindered 
because of the difficult international situation of 
that country. Influenced by Social-Democratic 
propag-anda, the working class still believes that 
it is its duty to save capitalist Germany, which 
was defeated in the imperialist war, from the 
terrifi(' pressure of world imperialism (primarily 
of Frunce). The preaching of national un_ity and 
"common sacrifices" is fostered by the Versailles 
Treaty, because that treaty not only creates the 
elements of a revolutionary crisis, but also 
creates supplementary obstacles to the maturing 
of these elements. Furthermore, it is said that 
a strong- Social-Democracy, and the strong re
formist trade unions are obstacles to the develop
ment of strikes; it has been said that to this 
must be added the illusions that are still enter
tained on the possibility of a return to capitalist 
stabilisation, if the country is not subjected to 
shocks in the form of outbreaks of class struggle. 
It has been said that the widespread victimisation 
exercised by the employers, which puts the 
workers in danger of being thrown out of their 
employment, plays a tremendous role in Germany, 
even more than in other countries. All this is 
true. But we, as revolutionary politicians, should 
not only see these difficulties, but understand the 
new and wide possibilities for economic struggles 
which <lrise, and will vet arise, with the end of 
capitalist stabilisation.-

The fact that capitalism has already spent itself 
in regard to social reforms, that the capitalist 
g-overnments arc more and more throv.·ing off 
their social responsibilities to the toilers, and 
becoming more and more openly organs of 
political oppression, the fact that finance capital 
in all its ramifications is becoming monstrously 
inter-dependent and interwoven with the appara
tus of the state, of cvurse, creates a number of 
obstacles to the development of strikes. All 
these traits of monopoly capital in the period 
of its general crisis were already maturing in 
the womb of capitalist stabilisation. Now, how
ever, in the period of the end of capitalist stabilis
ation, thev are further stimulated. Social
Democracy says to the masses : the bourgeoisie 
declares itself bankrupt, it cannot increase your 
wages, it cannot pay for social insurance, its 
government cannot fulfil any social :functions; 
hence it is useless engaging in :the economic 
struggle, it is useless fighting for economic de
mands because the chances for success in these 
struggles are diminishing. Separate sections of 
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the proll'tariat \\hich throw themselves into the 
struggle arc powerless in the face of monopoly 
l'apital and will be beaten one by one. Therefore, 
says Soci;d-Deml><.:racy, it is necessary to capitu
l:ttc,-·and to w:tit for a more decisive struggle
add the .Right wing and ''Left'' opportunists. 

The theory that strikes :tre impossible in the 
period of el'llllornic crisis, is to-day g-rowing- into 
the theory that partial struggles are impossible in 
the period of the end of capitalist stabilisation. 
But if there arc no economic struggles, th<'n the 
conditions for a decisive struggle for the prole
tarian dictatorship have not yet m<ttured, if par
ti;d political struggles arc broken against the 
armour of the capitalist government which Jws 
grown to monstrous proportivns, then the only 
thing left to do is to reg-ard war and Fascism as 
our allies. 

Our most important t<tsk is to overcome t hesc 
rnoods, which arc so dangerous to the cause of 
the proletarian revolution. If the proletariat 
\Verc to reject strikes, as a method of struggle, 
it would disarm itself completely in the face of 
the capitalist Oillensive; it would give capitalism 
a free hand in dealing with the standard of living 
of the working- masses. It is said that struggles 
arc hard, but why do 01,1r Polish and Spanish 
comrades, in countries where , there arc smaller 
Communist Parties and a "poor<'r" capitalism, 
tarry on successful struggles and not only pre
vent w;1g-c cuts, but even gain inc~eases 111 

wages? 
Let us :tssumc that there arc a number of speci, 

fie difficulties which hinder the development ol 
the strike struggle-but then it is th<' cluty of thC' 
Party to utilise other forms of strug·gle in lead
rng the masses into economic and political mas!' 
fights. In this struggle the prolctari:tt \\·ill kCirn 
how to utilise stronger mc:tsures to compel its 
C"Jwmics to retreat until it has leanwd to use the 
strongest of all nwasures - the proletarian 
rf'vnlution. 

\Ve must particularly emphasise the fact that 
rconomil· stntg·g·les in the period of the end of 
capitalist st:tbilisation develop into polil ical 
struggles mtwh more quickly than they did he
fore, and t h;tt economic st rikcs become closelv 
interwoven with politicCll strikes. In the llt':;r 
fut urc \\T sh;dl have to put the quest ion of mass 
political strikes in :t different way. As the prolC'
tariat g:tins experience in the struggle, it "·ill 
convince itself that without such a cmwentratrd 
blm,·, it will he impossible to break the rcsistanct· 
pf the cl~ss enemy. And this method of struggle 
is aln·ady beginning to be adopted by the masses. 
That is precisely why Social-Democracy, aw;tre 
of the s(·ntimcnts of the masses, is playing with 
the slog:m ()r a general strik(·. We must lc:1rn 

to distinguio;h the true will of the masses, from 
these manreuvres of Social-Democracy, othcr
wisl~ we will leave the masses in the power of 
the demagogic Social-Democrats. 

We must tear this weapon out of the hanJs of 
Social-Democracy, by placing the question of 
preparing and carrying out mass political strikes 
before the wide forum of the working class, who 
arc now le<trning· from experience, that Social
Democracy is only fooling them with its lofty 
slogans. \V c must remember that in the period 
of the end of capitalist stabilisation, the mass 
political strike will become one of the most im
portant and etlective weapons in the struggle of 
the working class. In advancing the slogan of 
the political mass strike, Communists must tak\· 
into account the concrete conditions required for 
its realisation, so that the slogan of mass political 
strike shall not remain hang-ing in the air, as ha~ 
happen('d morl' than once in the work· of our 
Communist Parties. But when W\' r·Rise the 
question of proletari-an dictiltnrship, or of the 
mass political struggle, does that menn that we 
must treat our everyday work in strengthening 
our connections with the masses contemptuously~ 
This everyday work is the only way by which we 
can guarantee that our struggle for proletarian 
dictatorship, our preparation and organisation of 
the mass political strike, will not be transformed 
into an l'mpty and meaningless revolution::try 
phr;1se. 

The \\·hole Plenum listcrwd \Yith great interest 
to that part of Comrade K uusinen 's report in 
which he pointed out how t'norrnously i111 portant 
it ·was (or the ConJnllmist Parties to eslablislz 
closer ties ·wit I! the lllllSSI'S. Evt"nonc of us in 
this hall felt, that this is the thing the majority 
o( the Communist Partil·s lack. Thi!" is the key 
to t lw successful solution of the prohlem ~;r 
mobilising and org-anising the masses, on the 
basis of the defence of imml'diate dt.:.mands, in our 
t>veryday work, and of leading the1i. in tlw causl' 
of cnmomic and political hattles to tlu• rlcTisin· 
strugg·)C' for the proll.'tarian didatorship. 

It is impossible to speak ahout a rcn>lutinnary 
upsurgt~ withmtt being in the \'Cry micbt of tl;C' 
Wl)rking- ,·lass. without kiVJwing its nt'l'ds and 
formulating its basic demands in concr<:l<' and 
cl1•ar slog;ms. Although our French comrades, 
for instanet', draw up very radical theses, at their 
congresses, about the reyoJutionary upsu rgl'; 
tlwt dt,es not n·t mean that \\·e arc makin~·· !wad
way in the \\:ork of establishing- closer ·.~onnl'\'
tions with the masses in Fr:tlll'('. This p;lrt of 
Comrade' Kuusinen 's report is .significant f.H-causc 
it attacked th(' Rig-ht and ''Left" wing \·erbosity 
\\·hich Wl' have not as yet OH'rcome, ;111d v.:hich 
tries to cover up the absence or real mas .... wnrl'. 
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Jt attacked the theory of spontaneity uy means 
of which some sections of the ( 'omintern arc try
ing to dodge the important tasks of mobilising 
and org-anising- the masses. There is not a 
question nbout which so mw·h has been written 
as this one, but we have not yet made up for 
lost ground in this field of mass work 

Tht~ task of winning the masses was put before 
the Communists already at the Third•( 'ongress of 
th~ Comintern. And it is no wonder that our 
lagging behind compels the Executive ( :ommit
tee of the Communist International, in the period 
of the end of capitalist stabilisation, to concen
trate the attention of the Communist Parties on 
the decisions of the first three Congresses, which 
formulated very clearly to the Communist Parties 
that were then being- <.'rganised, their tasks of 
winnin~ over the masses. But does that mean 
that we identify the present political situation of 
the Communist Parties with the period which 
they were in during the First, Second and Third 
Congresses? Docs that mean that there is a gulf 
between our thesis regarding the end of capitalist 
stabilisation. and the task which they impose -
the task of winning the masses into which the 
wide perspective of the world revolutionary 
movement has disappeared; and that its place 
has bet·n taken by the tactics of fighting- exclus
ively for everyday demands? Those who think 
that by raising the question of fighting- to win the 
masses, and of mobilbing, organising and pre
paring them militantly for the decisive struggles 
for the proletarian dictatorship, we are withdraw
ing the question of revolutionary perspective, are 
sadlv mistaken. Understand, that if after the 
nurn"crous resolutions that have been passed by 
six World Congresses and eleven Plenums, we 
have not vet carried out the decisions of the first 
three Con-gresses, then it is- our duty to state this 
to all the sections of the Communist I ntcrnational. 
But is not our characterisation of the present 
situation as the end of cnpitnlist stnbilisation the 
most important revolutionary perspective which, 
with the present relation of forces, we can give 
tn the Communist movement? It is precisely 
this perspective that causes us to raise the ques
tion •>f proletarian dictatorship in a new way in 
the period now opening before us. Our propa
g-anda and agitation for the slogan of the pro1r
tarian dictatorship will grow more and more into 
a slogan of action of the wide masses who, around 
their everyday demands, arc ri~ing for struggle 
for thr establishment of the proletarian dictator
ship. The clements of pure propaganda will 
move somewhat into the background. vVe shall 
also have to approach the slogans of the transition 
period difTerently. To-day we do not put forward 
sn<'h slogans anywhere, but the development of 

events may put this question ut:fore the Comin
tern in individual capitalist countries to-morrow. 
Such slogans as the confiscation of reserves of 
food and objects of prime necessity by militant 
representative organs of the working class to, be 
'l11ppiied t11 the needy masses of the unemployed 
population, or to capture dosed up factt)ries and 
bPgin k operate them with the forces of tht· 
\vorkers, etc., may become particularly real. 
\.Vhen sp,~aking tc-day about what is apparently 
vc~ry modest spa,ic work, the everyday mass 
work:, we must visualise at the same time tlH' 
possibility or spontaneous outbursts of mass 
movements. If, in the period or partial stabilis
iltion ul capitalism we saw such movements as 
1 he protest movement .tgainst the CX<.'cution or" 
Sacco and Venzetti, the June Days in Vienna, a~ 
th(~ Eng-lish ( ;eneral Strike which shook the 
capitalist system in Eng-land to its very found
ation, what may we expect now, when the capital
ist world has entered the pcriocl of the end of 
capitalist stabilisntion. Just think what the 
<:apitalist world would look like now, if a rca~, 
mass Bobhevik Party had been at th~ head of 
the Gener~l Strike i-n Eng-land, instead of the 
treacherous General ( 'ouncil. If we nrc to speak 
of r. gap in the revolutionary perspective, then 
we must say that our we:tk connections with the 
mass<.'s caused ~ g-ap between the powerful revo
lutionary movements which hav<' :uis<'n, and 
th<'ir poor re~ults. When we want to fill these 
gaps, we are told thClt we arc losing- our revolu
tionary perspective, and attempts arc made to 
~ubstitute reliance on sp,1ntaneity for the latter. 
And yet, we would be V<'ry bad revolutionaries 
if we did not take the spontaneous movement 
into account. Probably a number of our sections 
will have to fight for the lcader~hip of such 
elemental movements, not. under the organis
ational e1nd political conditions that we would 
like, but under those which hi~tory will create. 
Theoretically speaking, it is possible that we shall 
have to fight to win th<' majority of the working
class in the midst of great revolutionary out
bursts, as in Spain. And since the Plenum thesis 
covers only the next year and a half or two ye:trs 
the period of the end of capitalist stabilisation, wt' 
must foresee all possibilities and oricntah· tlw 
Sections of thP. Comintern in that dirrction. 

SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY, 

The.· last question : What eft"ect will the' l'tHI of 
capitalist stabilisation have on Social-Democracy? 
What changes are taking- place in the ranks of 
Social-Democracy in this new period? In order 
to understand these changes we must first of all 
nnswcr the question,-what has hecn the basis 
of the influence of Social-Democracy up till now? 
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Social-Democracy was supported by a thin 
layer of the labour aristocracy which widened in 
the period when Social-Democracy became 
merged with the State, and of the shattering of 
capitalist stabilisation, by drawing into its ranks 
wider layers of government, trade union, munici
pal and co-operative bureaucrats. The end of 
capitalist stabilisation undermines the economic 
base of the labour aristocracy. The Fascist 
bands who want to get ncar to the government 
pie are squeezing the Social-Democrats out of 
their fat jobs. 

After the crisis which was broug-ht aLout by 
the World vVar and thlej October R~volution, 
Social-Democracy consolidated its position as a 
party of capitalist stabilisation. The end of 
capitalist stabilisation undermines its bast~. 

After 1914 Social-Democracy played with 
Pacifism, and made a lot of noise about the 
League of Nations, it tried to prove that capital
ism can guarantee peace during the reign of 
''democracy." The war in the Far East, the 
danger of onslaught upon the U.S.S.R., the 
entire present pre-war situation has robbed the 
Social-Democrats of the weapon with which they 
fool the masses who fear war. Social-Demo
cracy defended democracy - Fascism took that 
away from it too. It based itself on social re
forms-capitalism took that possibility away; it 
kept its position by spreading the fear of up
heavals, amidst those layers of the working class 
who arc still infected with petty hourgeois ideas. 
But capitalism entered a period of the most diffi
cult upheavals, dragging <lfter itself millions of 
people, including the Social-Democrats. 

These are the causes that determine the pre
sent transformation of Social-Democracy. This 
transformation, like all processes of a social
political order, cannot be presented in a purely 
mechanical manner. TheY. must not be portrayed 
as though occurring at the same time and in the 
same way on a world scale. In different countries 
this process will occur differently, according to 
the degree of the intensity of the crisis, class 
struggle, the growth of Fascism, radicalisation 
of the masses, etc. But, fundamentally, this 
process of transformation of Social-Democracy 
will be reduced to the following two types; (a) 
one part of Social-Democracy represented by 
Ma~Donald, Thomas, Snowden, etc., will c,penly 
go mto tht' camp of reaction; {b) the second part 
will vaccilate under the pressure of the masses, 
and try to prevent the masses from gomg over 
to Communism (the English Independent Labour 
Party, the Scidewitz-Rosenfeld Group), - the 
basic nucleus of Social-Democracy, which has a 
left wing, and will once again try to side-track the 
radicalisation of the working class, by putting 

forward a series of radically sounding slogans. 
In the most important capitalist countries, we 
~tlready see this type of manreuvring on the part 
of Social-Democracy. This is the new feature in 
the development of Social-Democracy, brought 
about by the end of capitalist stabilisation. 

The~ four most important features of the 
manreuvH~S of the Social-Demucrat s arc as 
follow:-

First martmuvre : Social-Democracy, whtch for 
decades has posed as the party of social reform, 
suddenly announ~es itself as the party of Social
ism, striving for the final goal of the working· 
class movement, Socialism. Of course, this 
Socialism is democratic, and is to be achieved 
without a proletarian revolution. On the con
trary, it is to be accomplished by ~arrying
through within the framewor~ of capitalism "a 
programme of nationalisation." Social-Dcmo
nacy tries to confuse the minds of the workers 
with this manreuvrc, and fool them with projects 
of socialisation as they did in 1918-1g. It is this 
ctrcumstance that dictates to us Communists the 
necessity of putting the question of proletarian 
dictatorship very clearly before the masses. This 
~s, at present, the main link. in our struggle 
against Social-Democracy, which we must tug 
on. Uur slogans in tl•c present stage o~· develop
ment, must therefore be very distinct, and iea\'e 
no doubt whatever as to their content. Social
Democracy already formally accepts a whole 
series of our militant slogans, of course, squee7.
iug the revolutionary content out of them. In 
some places they raise the slogan of a workers' 
and peasants' government, in other places, thl' 
slogan of the dictatorship of the proletariat, etc. 
There is no doubt that they will also utilise the 
slogan of proletarian democracy. Therefore our 
old militant slogan of the proletarian dictator
ship, the slogan ot power, must be put forward 
clearly in the struggle ,against the demagogy 
which the Social-Democrats are raising- around 
the question of Socialism. 

The Second .i\lanrnuvre : Social-Democracy is 
now playing at "opposition'' to the bourgeois 
g-overnment. If Wets now declares that German 
Social-Demucracy, after having considered 
(notice, not spontaneously, but after having <...'On
sirlered it) the question, came to the conclusion 
that capitalism has spent itself, and that Social
ism is now on the order of the day; then Vander
velde makt~s the statement t~nt a return to the 
policy ol coalition is no longer possible. Social
Democracy makes· the struggle against itself 
more comphc~ted with such demagogic statc~
ments; it sows the illusion among the masses 
that Social-Fascism will turn, face about, and 
adopt class politics. And this makes it nt'<'<=~-
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scary for our PHrtics, not simply to agitate about 
the deceit an,J treachery of the Social-Democratic 
leaders, but to utilise the mood of the Sociai
Uemocrntic workers against the bourgeois 
governmeut to develop it into real action, in the 
process of which, the anasses would learn from 
their own experience the value of the pseudo
opposition of the Social-Democratic leaders. 

This situation cHn al~o give rise to the follow
ing question among certain Communists. As a 
rC'sult of this; ami of the growth of Fascism, will 
not Social-Democracy cease to be the main social 
support of the bourgeoisie, If we could imagine 
such a paradoxical situation, viz., that we have 
destroyed Social-Democracy, while Fascism is on 
the upgrade, we would, of course, have to re
examine our old Leninist thesis of Sociai-Demo
eracy as the mai.n social support of the bour
geoisie. But if this happened in Germany, for 
example, there would be neither Fascism nor 
capitalism there. If Social-Democracy did not 
exercise influence in the ranks of the working· 
class, the world would look differently to-day. 

It has been said that we cannot regard Social
Democracy in Italy as the main social support 
of the bourgeoisie. \Veil, and who gave power 
to I tali an Fascism? On whose shoulders did it 
rise in Germany? \Vho hinders the struggle of 
the working masses against Fascist terror in all 
the capitalist l'OUntries? To be the majn social 
support means to hinder the struggle of the only 
revolutionary class that is fighting against the 
bourgeois dictatorship in all its forms. 

Second question : Will not the process of 
Fascisation of Social-Democracy be retarded in 
the period of the end of capitalist stabilisation? 
On the contrary. It will go on even further, just 
as it went on in those countries where Social
Democracy did not directly participate in the 
government. A party which supports capitalism 
even in the period of. the end of capitalist stabilis
at iOR cannot help becoming more Fascist. M. 
Blum (in France) has not participated in a coali
tion government; but he has defended, and will 
dt>fend, capitalism no worse than Noske, in fact 
he wilJ do it better, more cleverly, more flexibly. 
The Fascisation of Social-Democracy means the 
increase in its fury against the vanguard of the 
revolutionary working class, against the Commun
ist Parties, against the U.S.S.R. \Vho would say 
that Sociai-Democnu·y's frantic hatred of the 
Party of proletarian revolution, of the U.S.S.R. 
has diminished in the period of the end of capital
ist stabilisation? 

Thi1'd M unmuvre : Social-Democracy plays 
with the idea of the unity of the working dass. 
In the face of the furious capitalist offensive, the 
urowth of reaction and Fascism, the beginning 

of a new round of wars and the menace of a new 
world war, the masses feel the necessity for the 
unity of the working class--a unity which assures 
the success of struggle for emancipation. One 
can foresee that Social-Uemocracy will seize upon 
this slogan of the masses, squeeze the revolution
ary content out of it and reduce it to sentimental 
verbosity about the evil of splits, the ~vii of 
impatience, etc. We Communists must take the 
initiative in this mass movement into our hands, 
and show the sint.:erity of our Jesires for real 
class unity of the working masses. We must 
expose the r6le Social-Democracy has played and 
is playing, that it is preparing to politically dis
arm the working class in the face of its class 
enemy. \Ve must show how it has systematically 
split the ranks of the proletariat to help the 
c<tpitalist otTensive. We must show the masses 
by experience that only the Communists defend 
the unity of the working class on the basis of 
class politics and the class struggle. 

And finally, the fou1'th manmuvre: The dema
gogic slogans Social-Democracy has raised 
around the general strike - of which we have 
:liready spoken and will not consider here 111 

detail 

CONCLUSIONS. 

To sum up : The end of capitalist stabilisation, 
which is a composite part of the third period, 
signifies a new round of wars and revolutions as 
the social-political expression of the new stage in 
the development in the general crisis of capital
ism. The end of capitalist stabilisation is already 
t!Xpressing itself in the wars that are going on 
now, or are maturing in various forms of re
actions and Fascism, the growth of the revolu
tionary upsurge everywhere, the maturing of a 
revolutionary crisis in a number of capitalist 
countries, and in the change in the relations be
tween the capitalist countries and the U.S.S.R. 
which is the base of the world proletarian move
ment. As a result of the end of capitalist stabil
isation it is necessary to introduce a number of 
extensions into our tactics in regard to Fascism, 
the struggle for the partial demands of the work
ing class, transition slogans, mass political 
strikes, the struggle for the dictatorship of the 
proletariat and the tasks of the Communist 
Parties in regard to Social-Democracy. Without 
for a moment abandoning our wide revolutionary 
perspective, steering our course in the direction 
of tremendous mass movements, the Communist• 
Parties must concentrate all their forces fJJl 
Bolshevik mass wo1'k, as a condition for tht> 
winning over of the majority of the working clas::;. 
and for a successful struggle for the proletarian 
dictatorship. 
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We mu!it liquidate the lagging of the Com
munist Parties behind the favourable objective 
possibilities nnd not console ourselves with the 
fact that, fortl\natcly for us, capitalism is lngging
behincl even more than we arc. The present 
situation gives us a great deal, but much is dc
m�incled of us. We don't know under what cir-

cumstances the next Plenum will foregather, but 
we do know that it will gather in a situation that 
will be more tense for the bourgeoisie than the 
present. Do atJ those present here realise this; 
do they know the duties that are imposed on the 
parties they represent? It's up to you, 
comrades! 

THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF GREAT BRITAIN IN 

THE FIGHT FOR THE MASSES 
S1•EECH uY CoM. H. PoLI,ITT. 

C
OMRADES, in spite of the desperate efforts 
of the British capitalist class to find a way

out of the crisis, the outstanding- feature of the 
situation in Engfand to-clay is not an alleviation 
of the crisis, but a steady deepening- and this 
in spite of the fact that a revolution is taking 
place in the fiscal policy of England, expressed 
in the tra<litional free trade country embarking 
upon the system of tariffs. And now the tem
porary gains which the change in fiscal policy 
and the going off the gold standard un
doubtedly brought to a certain section of industry 
last autumn have disappeared. The position in 
basic industries is steadily getting worse. The 
Ottawa Conference not only revealed the growing 
disinegration in the Empire, hut it has also con
siderably sharpened the conflicting interests 
between various groups of Rritish capitalists and 
its meaning for the British \\·orkers as a whole 
is a tremendous increase in the cost of living. 

What have bet•n some of the social conse
quences of tht· cri�is in Britain? Even (iovern
ment figures have to admit an unemployed army 
of three million. If ,ve takc> into account the 
hundreds of thousands of workers who are no 
longer registered unemployed, we have in 
England an unemployed arm)'· of J½ million. In 
1920 the averngf:' earnings of a miner were £5 
1 s. 6d., whereas to-day they are £1 15s. wcl. For 
a building- worker they were £5 2s. 6cl., to-day 
they an· £3 , 2s. 6d. For a railway porter £3 
12s., to-day they are £2 6s. In HJ20 the average 
earnings of a woman weaver in Laneashire were 
£1 qs. 6cl., to-clay they are 11 s. 4d. This tre
mendous fall in wages, in spite of the growing 
resist a net· of: the workers '.to-clay, 1has demon
stra tecl to the workers better than any theory 
could have clone that wag-e reductions do not 
bring back the old conditions. 

In many big industrial centres \\'hich were for
merly looked upon as beehives of industry and 
prosperity, such as (ilasgow, Slwffield, Open-

shaw, etc., there are tremendous factorie5\ not a 
single worker is employed lo-day. In many 
principal mining towns not one worker is 
employed. 

Another important factor which sometimes in 
our propaganda we did not make sufficient use 
of, is the deliberate destruction of the fac
tories, which is now being carried through on 
instructions of the banks to limit competition, and 
the further fact of the complete rationalisation of 
British industry which the banks are aiming at. 

For example, in the last twelve months, twelve 
big shipbuilding yards closed down, seventy-one 
berths have been destroyed, and in one case, a 
shipyard, which in 1920 was laid down with evP-ry 
phase of labour-saving machinery, since then ·has 
not constructed a sing-le ship, and the machinery 
has been burned and solcl for scrap iron. In one 
of the big-.gest combines in Manchester before the 
war, and which recently employed 7,500 workers, 
to-day there is employed only 500 workers. In 
I<)20 the directors of this firm constructed a new 
factory which ,vas filled with the latest type of 
heavy engineering machinery, amongst which at 
that time was considered to be the finest set of 
elr.ctrical turbine engines in the country. That 
machinery never produced a single thing. It is 
now being sold for scrap iron. 

The National Government came into power on 
an unprecedented majority, with the slogan of 
"work and wages,,, men an<l women, which un
doubtedly succeeded in deceiving masses of 
workers into voting for the National Government 
at the last election. 

It is now clear to all, as the last two br
clectio1is shmn·d, that disillusionment with the 
Government's policy has already set in; that the 
chief line they arc trying to carry through is 
attacks on the working class and this is t·hcir line 
on an international scale. 

Firstly, they carry through their programme of 
economics and cuts prepared by the Labour 


