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The Struggle of the British Miners and the
Anglo-Russian Committee.

By A. Andr.eyev.

Comrade Andreyev was the Chairman of the
delegation of the Trade Unions of the U.S.8.R. to
the conference of the Anglo-Russian Committee
which has just concluded its sessions in Berlin. Ed.

We have expressed our opinion tepeatedly and with ex-
haustive clearness in the decisions of the Central Council of the
Trade Unions of the Soviet Union concerning the estimation of
the events in England. The latest happenings in connection with
the miners' strugple have completely proved the correctness of
our estimation. o

The struggle of the miners has become a lengthy business and
has already lasted four months. We can only wonder at the
Persistenrce and heroism with which the miners are carrying on
1hgrr fight. The miners are prepared to be victorious even at the
Price of tremendous privation and sacrifice. Their struggle is all
the greater, becruse all forces are mobilised against them.

The unhindered transport of strike bresking coal from

abroad to England and the transport of this coal in England is
a specially great er for the strike. It gives the enemies of the
miners — the enwloyers and the governmeent — a powerful
weapon with which to throttle the strike. ‘

It has already been proved with complete clarity that the
Conservative government in Great Britain is directly supporting
the employers. The latest news concerning the mobilisation of
the police to protect strike breakers provides a special verifica-
tion of this fact. Some English trade unton leaders do not yet
or will not grasp this fact, but every honest proletarian under-
stands perfectly that the Conservative government is determined
to defeat the miners at all costs.

The situation of the miners which is in any case difficult
enough, is made more difficult by the insufficient material sup-
port from the international proletariat and by the lack of ne-
cessary support on the part of the trade union leaders in Eng-
land. This lack of support means starvation and inhuman priva-
tion for the miners and their families.
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1 believe that an estimation of the situation shows that the
niiners are now as before literally isolated in their struggle,
although the leaders of the British trade union movement declare
in words that they support the minets.

Taken together, all this must cause honest anxiety con-
cerning the outcome of the struggle in the hearts of all those
who je2l themselves interested in the heroic struggle of the
miners, in the hearts of all those who feel themselves joined
with fraternal bonds to the fighting miners, and in the hearts
of all those who wish them victory. The Trade Unions and the
whole working class of the Soviet Union are dolinﬁeeverything
in their power fo assist our brothers, t fighting
miners. Up to the present over 5 million roubles (ap-
proximately 500,000 pounds) collected in coppers from the
proletarians of the Soviet Union, have been handed over
to the Miners’ Federation of Great Britain. We do not
regard this as anything especially praiseworthy on our part, we
have done only our simple class duty to our brothers in their
struggle. We will continue to do our duty in the future, but with
still greater persistence and energy, despite all the calumnies of
the English bourgeoisie, concerning our honest and fraternally
expressed solidarity which shows itself in our material support
of the miners.

We are, however, o fthe opinion, that our assistince alone
is very little to ensure victory for the miners. For this reason
we requested the calling together of the Anglo-Russian Committee
in order {o discuss at its conference the extension and strengthen-
ing of all possible ways and means for supporting the British
miners, materially, morally and otherwise, both in England and
the Soviet Union and upon an international scale. We did this
with the one honest wish, to give the campaign of support a
broader basis.

Unfortunately, as has already been reported in the press, we
were not successful in getting this question placed upon the agen-
da of the last conference of the Anglo-Russian Committee which
took place about a month ago in Paris.

We have raised this question, however, exhaustively in the
Conference of the Anglo-Russian Committee which has just ended
in Berlin. Jf this conference does not result in immediate support
for the striking miners, then we hope that every worker will
clearly understand that the fault is not ours.

I can give no details concerning the conference until the dele-
gation has presented its report to the Central Council of the Trade
Unions of the Soviet Union. I say and wish to stress with all
clearness that the contention that the Trade Unions of the Soviet
Union wished to lead and to dictate to the British trade union
movement is a malicious calumny. The English bourgeois press
1s doing all in its power to spread this calumnv, in order to break
the fraternal bonds between the British and Russian workers.
This is also being done by those representatives of the reformist
camp who are unsatisfied with the friendly relations between the
British and Russian trade union movements.

We have often declared and declare again now that the Trade
Unions of the Soviet Union have no other idea than to profer
fraternal assistance and to help in a joint struggle against the
offensive of capital. We have no other motive than a wholehearted
desire for joint work in the establishment of the real unity of the
trade union movement. '

We consider it 10 be our proletarian duty to the workers of
the Soviet Union and also to the workers of the whole world to
c¥press our opinion on the leadership of the General Strike, but
we are convinced that the tactics of the leaders can at present only
be influenced by the British working class itself and by no one
else. For this reason it is a base calumny to speak of an inter-
ference of the Russian trade unions in the affairs of the British
trade union movement,

We are firmly cominced that this calwnny and misrepresen-
tation by our class enemies and bv the opponents of international
trade union unity will not succeed in breaking the fraternal bonds
which exist between the Fuglish and Russian trade union move-
ments,

L POLITICS

The lmperialist Policy bf Primo de Rivera,

By Jar (Madrid).

Notwithstanding the negotiations and conferences held in
Paris between the french and Spanish delegates to disouss the
future policy as regards the Morococo question, this problem is
once more vivid and acute on account of the Spanish-Italian
treaty being actually signed by the Dictators of Italy and Spain
and because of the recent declarations of Primo de Rivera on
Tangiers published by “A.B.C.” on August the 14th. There is
no quastion, the old rivalries between France and Spain in
Morocco persist in spite of all the comununiqués of friendship
between the two countries.

The “Treaty of Madrid”, signed by Primo de Rivera and
Mussolini, is the realisation of the policy initiated in 1923 by
Mr. Santiago Alba, the Minister of Foreign Afiairs. In those
days relations to France were very strained. this was why Mr.
Alba created a new policy for a friendlier attitude towards ltals
and planned the visit of the Spanish King to ltaly.

The designs of France for the Tangiers Statute ought to be
frustrated; this was Mr. Alba’s plan.

But this policy had to be interrupted in April 1924 on ac-
count of the sharpness of the Riffian assaults. Primo de Rivera’s
Government was forced into a war alliance with France, being
impotent to stop the attacks with its own means of defence.
But this alliance did not mean a general policy of relationship
with France. As the Spanish army’s feelings were against it, the
g\ilitary Directory ‘was not able to develop a real friendship with

rance.

At present the Statute of Tangiers means for Primo de Ri-
vera and Mussolini a fine pretext for their immperialist aims.
The signification of the Treaty of Madrid, of which the decla-
rations of the Spanish Minister for Foreign Affairs to the cor-
respondents of “The Times” and ‘“Le Temps” seemed so sa-
tisfactory, is entirely that of the acute imperialist policy. There
is no mystery in its significance as “The Times” declared lately
in one of its editorials. And coinciding with the signature of
the Treaty of Madrid, between Italy and Spain, Primo de
Rivera has made to one of the editors of “A.B.C.” affirmations
of violent imperialism on the problem of Tangiers. Very crudely
speaking, feeling himself as a great conqueror, he menaces both
France and England, and especially the latter.

Primo de Rivera declares that “Europe and the whole world
will not see the end of the Tangiers problem, nor will the deep
clouds, more dangerous than ever which menace European peace
disappear, until the European nations recognise the Spanish right
to Tangiers and give Spain the government and administration
of the International Zone of Tangiers.”

The Spanish nationalists and their official organisation, the
“African League” (Liga Africanista) take the following view:
Spain who has to endure an English Gibraitar, ought not to
permit, through weakness in its relations with other nations.
another Gibraltar, a French Gibraltar, to be formed behind its
protectorate zone in the Riff, and another English “Gibraltar in
Tangiers”. The problem of national supremacy is traced in this
way. When the requirements of war forced the Spanish and
French armies to work together and develop a common cam+
paign, the nationalist question was incidentally forgotten. but
the compensation of Tangiers and Gibraltar was kept in mind.
At present. the war problem seems abruptly ended; therefore,
the imperialist aims appear once more. Some weeks ago the
“Correspondencia Militar” stated: The African problem will be
solved favorably for Spain, and in the near future, with Gibraltar.
that will at last belong again to Spain, a new Andalusian pro-
vince should be formed on the African coast.

Primo de Rivera is carrving into practice a political pro-
gram, that he himsell designates “International policy”. The
three am™itions maintained during the last years of the pust
century and since the first vears of the current one by the
Spanish traditionalists; 1. The dominion of North Africa, 2 Aw
alliance with Portugal and 3. a Spanish-South-American blocr.
have been adopted bv Primo de Rivera's Directory and con-
stitute the three main points of their program, and. therefore
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the crossing of the Atlantic, the “Plus Ultra’s” “raid”, departing
from the little port of Palos, from which Columbus sailed in
1492 for the New World, the Madrid-Manila air raid, carried
out by “El Cano”, must be understood as the first imperialist
attempts to form the Spanish South-American-Block. The public
speech pronounced by King Alfonso XIII. at Palos, to comr
memorate the triumphant end of the Palos-Buenos Aires mid,
was of such an imperialist tone that the Censorship did not
allow the press to publish the words of the King of Spain. And
the hostility, each day more clearly manifested, of the South and
Central American Republics against the United States supremacy,
is being exploited by Primo de Rivera to favour his policy. All
the factics of the Spanish Monarchy are determined by this
{mperialist tendency; oconsequently its intolerant attitude at
Geneva, on the question of the permanemt place in the League
of Nations: Spain is trying to break definitively with the League
of Nations, because its aim is to initiate a Spanish-South-Ame-
rican block.

Abd-el-Krim’s surrender and the French and Spanish troops’
advance acrdss the Riff, have determined the revival of the im-
perialist aims which were those of the Spanish Momarchy from
the very first days of the current century. Actually Primo de
Rivera considers the military dictatorship strong and sure
enough, to carry out this policy with success: Primo de Rivera
thinks himself the real successor of the glorious conquerors in
the military history of Spain. .

Spain is actually enduring one of the most acute natiomalist
phases ever known. After the colonmal war of 1898, the indepen-
dence of Cuba and Philippines and our defeat in the war with
the United States, the Spanish Monarchy was not strong enough
to carry out any imperialist aims; Morocco was considered the
only possible direction for mationalist expansion. In the past
years, the European war awakened the imperialist zeal: the
Spanish natiomalists were looking fowards Germany for the
realisation of their ideals. The German defeat stopped these
impulses which now again find an opportunity to develop: the
Military Dictatorship and the Morocco problem. Primo de Ri-
vera’s declarations to the editor of “A.B.C.” reflect the acuteness
and gravity of the moment. The possession of Tangiers makes it
Possible to qualify England’s control of the Straits of Gibraltar:
1t also leads to weaken French influence in Morocco. This is
the real meaning of the alliance between Primo de Rivera and
Mussolini and the significance of the Treaty of Madrid. The
problems of Morocco and the Mediterranean are eptering upon
an interesting phase. .

The Fight for Abyssinia and Abyssinia’s

Protest to the League of Nations.
By A. F. Neumann.

ltaly’s endeavours to create a colonial empire at any price
have led to Abyssinia’s becoming within recent times the source
of almost chronic conflicts between ‘England, France and Italy,
1. &, between the countries participating in the treaty of 1006.
The significance, the eventual results of these comflicts will be
'n no way miligated by the fact that Abyssinia, as far as England
an.d France are concerned, is not only an object of their licy but
also a trump of high value in their play for gains which have
nothing in common with Abyssinia.
. England has a very close interest in the Lake of Tana and
in the Blue Nile, because these are very important for the
Vatering of the cotton-plantations owned by the English in the
Elldan and Egypt. It is naturally difficult to estimate whether
thﬂglzmd is really so veéry interested to procure immediately from
the Abyssinian ‘Govermment the permission to build shiices on
e Nile and a highway from the frontier of the Sudan as far
agzghe Lake of Tana. It is still remarkable that in December of
ol the English quite unexpectedly supported those claims of
o Y which in 1919 they regarded as incompatible with their
WD interests and that they believe it necessary to come to agree-
‘c'i‘ems with Italy without the knowledge of France, despite the
tol'cmtancq that it would be much more favourable to them
re\\;ork_w'nth France, because the clash of interests between
Hé Britain and France in connection with the basin of the
e ﬂ}?elon]ger exists.
only possible explanation is that the agreements betw
Kaly and England are on a broader basis andgfhat Abyssin.iaeeilsl

the price which England is prepared to pay fo gain the support
of ltaly in other questions. That the solution of the probiem
is to be found here is proved by the ooincidence of the English
note of Decentber 14th, 1925, in which Haly is promised English
support of her claims in Abyssinia, and the decision of the
League of Nations on December 17th, 1925, in favour of England
in the Mosul question. Naturally, the English Press makes no
mention of the relation between Mosul and Abyssinia. On the
other hand, the problem is discussed with all the more vehemence
in the French Press.

France’s interests in Abyssinia are chiefly centred about the
railway which connects the French port of Dghibuti with the
Abyssiman Capital, Adis Ababa. This line is of decisive ium-
portance to Abyssinia’s export trade and alfords France an
especially advantageous position in Abyssinia, both economically
and politically. ‘A division of Abyssinia, which would
reduce France’s sphere of influence, and the construction of a
new railway, such as Italy contemplates, would the mo-
nopoly held by the French Dshibuti-Adis Ababa railway. At
the same time, France interests in Abyssinia are not of decisive
importance, inasmuch as the whole of Abyssinia’s foreign trade
(export and import) amounts to no more than £2500,000 per
year. In other words, France is desirous, no less than England,
of using Abyssinia as a means to an end.

Even though the reasons which govern French conduct in
the Abyssinian question, may not be clear, and even h the
price which France requires for its support of the ltalian cdaims
may also be unknown to us, one thing is certain: Negotiations
on this point are being held between Italy and Framce. The
Halian Press protests more and more clamorously against the
French attempts at extortion and against French efforts to make
the Abyssinian question dependent upon the Italian daims in
Tunis and Tangiers. This connection is confirmed by the com-
muniqué of the French Ministry for Foreign Affairs of July 4th,
in which the simultaneous discussion of the Abyssinian question
and “a number of Mediterranean problems” is stressed, as also
by the conference between Briand and the Malian ambassador in
Paris, Baron Avezzano.

In bringing up the Abyssinian problesn, France is not
pursuing its aims in Abyssinia, but in Morocco and Tunis.
France would probably be willing to pay a high price, even its
consent to the Halian plans in Abyssinia, if Italy would refrain
from objection to French expansion in North Africa. Thisein no
way affects the application of the Regent of Abyssinia 1o the
League of Nations, which application the Italian and English
newspapers allege to have been instigated by France; for, as
may be clearly seen from a notice which appeared in the
“Temps” of July 31st, 1926, it is not in the interests of France to
bring the subject to the forum of the League of Nations and
to discuss it before the general public. The “Tenips” writes;

. “Nobody can gain by making the question complicated . . .

it is possible that negotiations might iead to the dearing

up of misunderstandings in regard to the sense and the
purpose of the Anglo-ltalian agreement.”

o In -:l}e “T emt;lrls” }c;f Aug(l){xst 3rd, it is siated that Chamberlain’s
explanations in the House of Commons regarding the ¢
between England and Maly may be aregcceptedmas dam,
filfhoug'l)lj these explanations did not alter the situaiion. The
“Temps” must, therefore, be guided by some other motive. This
:)sf glefdwr% to preveelia-t the affair being setiled by the League

ations. Irance prefers negotiations behi . ,

a ego(t)ia ﬁ:’h"s o iy egot behind the- scenes to the
n the other hand; it is not impossible that Chamberlain’s
statement that England does not contemplate bring pressure to
bear upon Abyssinia, was a frank one. England perhaps prefers,
now that it has gained a favourable solution of the Mosul
question, to leave itself a free hand in regard to Abyssinia and
not to bind itself to Italy. It is within the bounds of possibility
that England, in contrast to Italy, will try fo find through
":)egrg"b';’“o‘.’tsuaif Gepetva al;1 e}):'pediem from the somewhat uncon-
e situation into which it intri
game it has played. it has got through the intricate

_The case for Italy is a very different one. Italy’s colonial
policy is in a large measure decided by the question of prestige
and not exclusively by the economic needs of Italian Imperialism.
An important part in ltaly’s Abyssinian plans is plaved by the
Halian desire to incorporate West Abyssinia in the Italian sphere
of influence, in order to form a connection between Eritrea and
Halian Somaliland and thus create out of Italy’s colonial frag-
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ments a real oolony. This does not mean that Italy will be pre-
pared to pay the price which France demands, and abandon
Italian efforts at expansion in North Africa, but it means that
ltaly is as little inclined as France to submit the affair to the
forum of the League of Nations and that it finds it preferable to
carry on direct negotiations for a settlement.

Abyssinia cannot, therefore, count upon the support of any
of the big powers in the League of Nations. The Abyssinian
problem has also not yet been placed upon the agenda of the
September Session of the League of Nations. But Abyssinia has
made it clear that in case of failure it will appeal {o the Inter-
national Court of Arbitration at the Hague. But there again it
will probable not find sanction for its claims. The League of
Nations is neither able nor willing to help Abyssinia; it will
only display once more its function as a tool of Imperialism.

The Rote of the Poincaré Government.
By Paul Marion (Paris).

The latest measures of the Pcincaré Cabinet (the foundation
of a treasury for the administration of the floating debt, the
formation 6f a find to support the franc by the necessary ma-
noeuvring) disclose the strategical plan and the tactics of the
French by capitalists.

The Poincaré Cabinet is about to make a thorough attempt
to rescue thé French bourgeoisie from its present disastrous
situation at the cost of the middle class, the peasants and the
proletariat.

Poincaré is adopting not only the measures recommended
in the Experts’ Report as a way out of the crisis, but he has
also taken io consideration those poinis from the project of
Léon Blum, the leader of the French Socialist par.iamentar?'
fraction, which could be of use to the capitalists (“imtermal”
eHorts, deflation by raising the rate of interest). The help of
certain private banks has enabled the Poincaré Goverament to
make certain stock exchange manoeuvres to support the franc,
and this has placed the first actions of this cabinet.in- a good
light.

£ The Poincaré Cabinet represents the joint action of all ca-
pritalist  groupings in France, but its plans show a pre-
dominance on the part of exporting heavy industry.

Aeiew months ago the “Journée industrielle”, the organ of
big industry, pointed out that one day the policy of inllation,
which, as the German example shows, is dangerous, would have
to end, and discussed the fiscal and social measures which would
be necessary to stabilise French finances without threatening
the interests of big exporters.

Its programme may be summed up as follows: When, aiter

the inflation period, French industry can no longer profit from
the export premium offered by a permanently depreciating cur-
rency, then it will be unavoidable to reduce the cost of produc-
tion of French products by abolishing the taxes which “burden”
heavy industry. War profits must be spared from the inroads
of the state. The consumer masses must be compelled to econo-
mise by a rigid application of indirect taxes. Further measures
would be: The abolition of the eight hour day; the sale of state
monopolies; the abolition of social lahour laws, which un-
necessarily burdened the budget, and finallv a strong govern-
ment must be in power in order to overcome the social difficulties
which would be unavoidable in the transition period.

That is the programme which the Cabinet of Poincaré is
about to put into operation.

Poincaré can only be successful if he is able to overcome
a whole series of financial, econromic and class difficulties, in
particular the difficulty of co-operation between the various ca-
pitalist groups which are supporting him and whose contra-
dictory interests mav clash again tomorrow. He must, above all,
be able to outlive the anger of the middle classes and the prole-
tariat who will be the victims of the unavoidable economic crisis.

- *

Above all it is necessary to remember under what circum-
stances the Nattonal. that is to say the capitalist.Bleck took the
place of the Lelt Block.

It must be remembered that after the demission of Péret and
of the ninth Cabinet oi Briand on June 1th this vear. for the
first time the formation of a Ministry trom the National Block
was brutally demanded.

*

All bourgeois statesmen including the leaders of the Left
Block were ol one opinion upon the necessily of abolishing
everything in the mational finances which had a democratic ap-
pearance. _

The abolition of the control forms Tor income from securities,
the abrogation of the law prohibiting the export of capital, the
reduction of taxes upon personal as distinct from real property
and upon income, all this was already decided upon by the pen-
ultimate Briand Cabinét. But the varied opinions of 1¥|e finance
and capitalist groups showed themselves with regard to the
following question: How and at what time should the franc be
stabilised ? '

* The representatives of export industry and their direct re-
presentatives in parliament (Poncet, de Wendel, and Louis Marin)
were irterested in continuing a mild inflation as long as possible
in order to permit them to commpete easily with foreign industries.

The tzar and bull speculators of the franc were similarly
enemies of stabilisation.

But the deposit banks which exist from a systematic exploi-
tation of the small depositers, and certain business banks which
would receive advantages from measures of deflation, demarnded
stabftisation. The Experts' Report which attempted to recon-
ciliate all these interests and which was accepted by the repre-
semtatives of the Comité des Forges out of fear for the coming
crisis and consideration for the whole interests of the capitalist
class, proposed the following four ohiet measures:

1. The balancing of the state budget by indirect taxation; the
recovery of capital placed abroad by reducing direct taxation
and abolishing all real fiscal control.

2. The relieving of the state treasury from the floating deb!
by the creation of a treasury for the administration of the Na-
tional Defence and treasury bonds.

3. The obtaining of foreign loans in order to control the
exchange crarket and to ensure the stabitisation; this assumes
he ratification of the Washington Convention and the signature
ol the acreements with Great Britain. ,

4. The decreeing of legal stabilisation by converting the
notes of the Banc of France to a definite value in gold, this
value to te determined by experience during the course of the
preparatory period.

Although French heavy industry has declared itself in
agreement with the principle of stabilisation in the face of finan-
cial necessitv. and in order to avoid a crisis the comsequences
of which would be incalculable, it nevertheless insisted that this
far reaching aqperation should be carried out under its leader-
ship and under its direct control.

This was the reason for the mistrust against Caillaux who
did not seem to be sufficiently safe and who looked like a much
too hasty stabiliser, therefore the campaign in favour of Poin-
caré, the confident of the French industrialists, the war Lord of
1914 and of the occupation of the Ruhr.

A stabilisation at the cost of the middle classes and the
working class could not ke carried out, so declared the Experts
Report cvnicallv. without adopting certain political protective
measures. Therefore the interest of the capitalists was as follows:

1. To make the cabinet a cabinet to defend the franc, even
a cabinet to represent a holy unity in order to milden the protest
of the demiacratic pelty bourgeoisie -— therefore the parti-
cipation of Herriot and Painlevé in the Cabinet of Poincaré.

2. To preserve the appsarance of democratic legality whilst
at the same tive treading upon parliamentary privileges.

In this way the six members of the Leit Block in the cabinet
and also the hundred socialist members of parliament whose
opposition 4s as legal as it is useless, give the French big
capitalists the possibility of lulling the fears of a section of the
middle classes and of the working class and avoiding the imme-
diate and wild revolt of those who reject stabilisation at the cost
of the poor.

It is the task of the Communist Party to smash through this
circle of violence and cunning by an energetic nolitical campaign
during the course of which the French big bourgeoisie and its
direct agemt Doincaré together with his assistants, the leaders
of the Leit Block. and the silent opposition, the Socialist leaders.
st be unrasked and defested.

The Communist Party must organise the struggle against
stabilisation by the Poincaré methods all the more quickly be-
canse the prouressive application of the bourgeoisie plans for
stabilisation will bring with it a financial, economic and soctil
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crisis which will be more difficult than any crisis through which
capitalist Francz has ever passed. )

‘The measu-es of Poincaré — 11,000 millions indirect taxes;
the creation of a treasury for the admrinistration of the floating

debt which can demand advances in bank notes; the raising

of the rate of interest from 6 to 7,5% and the purchase of pounds

and doliars by means of newly issued bank notes, — all this

will unavoidably result in: o .
1. A general increase in the cost of living (as a conseguence

of the indirect taxes). _

2. A demand for the redemption of the bonds; the bank-
ruptcy of midle and smaller undertakings as a consequence of the
rise in the rate of inferests and the limitation of credit.

3. A new wave of inflation which must result at the same
through the redemption of the bonds, in the increase of the cost
of living and the purchase of foreign currency at the cost of
the state.

Over and above that there is the ever increasing pressure of
Anglo-Saxon finance capital upon French economy.

In this way the crisis in France is becoming ever more in-
tense. The French proletariat will recognise, however, that the
only solution which is calculated not only to stabilise the currency
and to emerge from the post-war period without foreign loans,
to bring about the emancipation from home and foreign capital
and to bring the finances in order at the cost of the rich, is the

solution which has been adopted in Russia.

Imperialist War Manoeuvres and Oppor-
tunist Peace Manoeuvres.
By John Pepper (Mosoow).

The Independent Labour Party has addressed a memorandum
on war danger and disarmament to the Executive of the 1. In-
ternational.

Th: memorandum demands complete and immediate disar-
mament in every country, criticises the “partial disarmament
conferences” of the Leagus of Nations, and umveils the mili-
tarist policy of British Imperialism. The L L.P. declares that
there is a danger that every agreement made by the govern-
ments on the subject of restricted armaments is likely to serve
the sole purpose of gemerating a false ieeling of safety among
the workers, for it distracts their attention from the dangerous
- rolicy pursued by the government, The memorandum staies it
to be tha duty of the socialist movement to prevent this by
censtantly exposing the Imperialist policy which is the cause
of wars. As oounteractive the I.L.P. then proposes the or-
Zansation of a world campaign of all socialisis for a general
Jisarmament and for the organisation of the resistance of the
working class against the danger of war, this resistance to
includ2 the laying down of tools in the key industrics, and the
refusal to give war service or to make ammunition.

These are the fundamental outlines of the LL.P. memo-
randum. This memorandum is a remarkable mixture of correct
criticism of the Imperialist policy of Great Britain and of the
ieague of Nations, mingled with pompous radical phraseology
and tearful pacifism. One sentence of the memorandum kills
another. It declares that as long as the governments pursue
an Imgperialist policy no disarmament is possible, and in the
next sentence it proposes a lengthy and detailed programme
for a partial disarmamemt within the limits prescribed by the
disarmament conferences of the League of Nations. It admits
that war and war danger are indivisibly bound up with the
essential characler of Imperialism. But it does mot simul-
faﬂeou?ly Ppropose that Imperialism be overcome by social
revolution. It admits that no real disarmament is possible
without the co-operation of the Sowviet Republics, but it does
'"hOf utter a singie word of criticism or condemnation against

¢ Imperialist powers who are making this co-operation im-
I:}?ssnble. It proposes that the workers in the key industries
; ould go on strike, and that all workers should refuse mili-
ary service, in the case of war, but it does not waste a word
;’t" the organisatory preparations to be made for the proletarian
ofm%gle agamst Imperialist war, nor a word on the united front
. the working class as prerequisite for preventing war, nor

word on the transformation of Imperialist war into civil war.
lhe }Tif}:ge memorandum to the IL International is the L.L.P. to
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The LL.P. recemly issued the slogan of: “Realisation of
Socialism in our time”. But at the same time it declared itseif
against armed insurrection, against the dictatorship of the
proletariat, that first fundamental prerequisite for the realisation
of socialism. The L L.P. recently issu2d the slogan of a
“living wage”. But in practice it has not raised a finger to
aid the miners in their struggle against the reduction of wages,
though this is a question involving the subsistence minimum.
Theuri. L. P. announces the Utopian slogan of: “No more war”,
Utopian because the I L. P. supplements this slogan by another
cn “no revolution on amy account”. A few months ago the
1.L.P. proposed to the Executive of the II. Internatomal that
it should take steps towards the amalgamation of the II. and
1. Internationals. But at the same time it rejected the most
moderate united fromt proposals made by the Commmmist Party
of Great Britain in the defence of the imprisoned communists,
and for the prevemtion of scab coal transport,

The L L.P. applies to the Executive of the iI. International
in this pompous memorandum for aid against the war danger,
but forgets that the whole H. International joins hands ua-
reservedly in the fraudulent policy of the League of Nations.
The L. L.P. finds the right words of censure for the disarma-
ment swindles practised by the lmperialist governments, ser-
ving no other end than to awaken false feclings of security
ammong the workers. It will not see that the H. International
and all its parties have never dome anything else, on amy occu-
sion, except awaken and intensifg this false feeling of security
among the workers. The LL.P. memorandum characterises
very rightly the mmilitarist policy of the British government in
Singapore, iv India, in Egypt, in" Irac, in China, in the Sudan,
in the Suez canal, and in all the oceans; but it shuts its eyes
to the fact that the MacDonald government, which was almost
identical with the L.L.P. pursued precisely the same policy,
and that the parliamentary Labour Party, two thirds of which
are members of the I. L. P., entirely approved of this imperialist
policy,
%,he new memorandum of the L.L.P. is just the same as
the whole policy of the 1. L. P. It is a combination of a brilliant
Utopia, intended to dazzle the workers, and of an opportunist
and frequently dirty practical policy. . ’
© We know the LLL.P., it is an old acquaintance of ours.
It has taken a “radical” fit for the second time.

As early as 1620 it wanted to *‘approach” the Communist
International. At that time it was impelled forward by the
E)resswre ol the revolutionary committees of action which had

rmed in many places among the British proletariat, of the
mighty. protest movement of the English working class against
the Polish war and for thHe Soviet Republic, At that time it
even broke from the II. International, and began o “study”
the programume and statutes of the HI. International.

And now the ILL.P. begins once more to drivel about
the amalgamation with the Communist International. It has
discovered that there is a danger of war, it is anxious for the
“rapid” realisation of Socialism, it promises to carry on a
systematic “ieft”” opposition within the II. Internatonal. This
“radical” mood of the LL.P. has once more its cause in the
radicalisation of the British working masses.

. The mighty economic crisis in England, the decay of the
British Empire. the growing unemployment, the example given
by the building up of Socialism in" the Soviet Union, the
disaprointment with the Labour government, the increasing
danger of war, the class struggle becoming more acute from
day to day, all tend to turn the British working class more
to the Left. All the appeals, memoranda, proposals, and Uto-
pian advances of the 1.L.P. are merely the weak reflection
of this turn to the Left among the working masses. The more
the offensive of the bourgeoisie against the proletariat makes
itself felt, the greater will be the radicalisation offensive in
the 1. L. P The o_ﬁensive of British capital against the wor-
king class is anything but a manoeuvre, but the radicalisation
offensives of the leaders of the I L.P. are nothing but a
manoeuvre,

. But despite all this, it would be false were we not fo
discern, btmeath all these petty tricks and windings and radi-
calisaton offensives and smali manoeuvres. the growing dis-
content, the real revolutionary bitterness arsing in the masses
of the I.L. P. What is merely a manocuvre to the leaders of
the LL.P, is deadly earncst to the masses. Jh> working
classes of England are radicalising sincerely. They are truly
anxious for an agreement with the trade unions of the Soviet
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Union, they really want to co-operate with the Communist
International, they are really prepared to join in the fight
against Imperialist war danger. It would be wrong to see
merely a petty manoeuvre in this memorandum of the L.L.P,,
we must see at the same time the significant symptoms of the
beginning revolutionising of the British working class which
it contains.

Our reply to the leaders of the I.L.P. must be tc tear the
veil from their opportunist intentions. The working masses
in the I.L.P. must however receive a positive reply from us.
We must state clearly: We Communists are ready at any time
to lead the way in a common struggle for the realisation of
Socialism in our time, or in a common struggie against war
danger. The Commmunist International differs trom the II. In-
ternational in having realised Socialism by the dictatorship of
the proletariat. The reason why the Communist International
split away from the II. International was that the Il. Inter-
national identified itself with Imperialist war, and that the
Sccial Democratic parties sank in the bog of “national defence”.
The Communist International was born of the struggle and in
the struggle against Social Chauvinism. And even now the
Communist Parties are the sole leadars in the struggie against
Imperialist war. In France it was only the Communist Party
which fought against the Morocco war. The socialists and
adherents of the II. Intermational supported the disgraceful
Morocco adventure, The Soviet Union is the sole power pursuing
a peace policy. But the II. International accuses it, the sole and
proletarian peace power, of warlike .intentions. The centrai
organ of the I.L.P. itself stated, after the World Congress of
the II. International in Marszilles, that what this Congress
combatted was not French Militarism, nor British Imperialism,
nor German Monarchism, tut solely Russian Communism. We
must say to the masses of the Independent Labour Party that
they can only carry on the fight against French Militarism,
against German Mouarchism, and against British Imperialism,
it they jo'n forces with “Russian” Communism, or, rightly
expressed, with the Communist International.

The Political Situation in Czechoslovakia
and the Gayda Affair.
By P. Stary (Prague).

The so-called “Gajda afiair” has been the centre of political
interest in Czechoslovakia for the last few weeks. It is a question
of no less importance than the conviction of the assistant chief
of the General Staffi — in reality the actual chief — of carrying
on espionage in France for a foreign power, allegedly. the
Soviet Union.

The great nervousness. through which this aifair has come
to be one of the greatest political sensations, is due to the fact
that the rule of the Czech bourgeoisie has come to a critical
turning point at which no slight danger is to be encountered.
The turning point is formed by the circumstance that the “Pan-
National Coalition™ of the Czech bourgeoisie with the Social
Patriotic Parties, which ruled the country for no less than
sevent vears up to the last parliamentary elections on November
I5th, 1025, is now broken.

The elections of November 15th showed that the continu-
ation of stalnlisation under the “Pan-National Coalition™ is no
longer possible: the masses had become radicalised, and the
Social Patriotic Parties, on account of their collaboration with
the bourgeoisie, emerged from the elections greatly weakened.
while the C. > increased their number of seats from 238 to 41
and became the second strongest party in Parliament.

The Czech bourgeoisie was suddenly disposed to forget the
ttadional enmitv for the Germans, or, rather. for the German
bourgenisie. Direct Government on the part of the united Czech,
Slovakian and CGerman bourgeoisie would still be too sudden
a transition; it would too conspicuously disclose to the broad
strite of the petry bouigeoisie and 1o the backward portions of
the proletariat the true nature of that bourgeois Nationalism with
which the Dourgeoisie has fed them ior seven vears. For this
resson the “Super-Party™ Ofhcials’ Government of Cerny came
it being. s task was to carrv out with the support of the
bourgeois parties of all nationalines the next requisite step
towards the consalidation of the bourgeois class regime, and,
among other measures. to introduce high import duties on the
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most important agricultural products, and to perfect the deve-
lopment of the army by introducing the eighteen-month term of
service and by withdrawing the soldiers’ right to vote.

By means of a broad application of the umited front tactics
the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia drew a large body of
the reformist masses into a bitter fight against the demands of
the united bourgeoisie and thereby forced the reformist parties
to depart for the time being from their habitual attitude of sham
opposition. In connection with this united front the big and
bloody street demonstrations took place in Prague about the
middle of June and, in the following weeks, in the whole of the
Republic.

The Social Patriots looked for a way out of their awkward
position. The old coalition is dead and, for good reasons, a new
one cannot be countenanced. They are, therefore, speculating
upon a fusion of all the Socialist parties — the Czech and
German Social Democrats and the Czech Socialists — and upon
a collaboration: of these parties with several Left wing bourgeois
groups. But even in the camp of the bourgeoisie there are fac-
tions and temddencies towards co-operation with the reformists,
and up to the present the Work Party, which has ceded from the
National Democrats, and the Legionaries’ group have expressed
themselves more or less openly in favour of this direction. The
point of concentration of the whole of these formations is the
so-called Residence i, e. President Masaryk and Foreign Mi-
nister Benes with their entourage. This Right wing b'cck of the
united international bourgeoisie of this State is faced by a
Leftwing block of the united Czecho-German Social-Patriots
with Left wing bourgeois groups in tow.

The second fresh phenomenon in the inner-political life of
Czechoslovakia is Fascism. The representatives of the Czech
big bourgecisie, the National Democratic Party, is the one
which is openly developing into a Fascist party. The chief cause
of their commotion is not the “national traditional enemy”. the
Germans, but the “Residence” namely, Masaryk and Benes. The
reason is that at the present moment the “Residence”, by its
¢florts to form a Left wing block, threatens to frustrate the plan
for a dictatorship of the united ultra-reactionary bourgeoisie.

1t can be understood why Czech Fascism clung with hands
°nd feet to a man of the type of “General” Gajda. Gajda is
hailed by the ultra.reactionary Czech parties as the “Hero of
Siberia”, the ally of Koltshak and butcher of the Russian revo-
lutionary workers and peasants. But Gajda, too, for his part is
by reason of his qualities the proper man for Czech Fascism:
lacking in character. unscrupulous., an adventurer of the worst
order. he will stop at nothing.

When, in 1024, the Communists disclosed in Parliament
and in the Press the whole dispicable role played by Gajda in
the Russian revolution and proved that. when the Soviet Army
stood outside Warsaw in 1020, he had offered his services to
the Soviets. though without success, the former Coalition with
its Social Patriotic components tried to counter the attack by
a conspiracy of silence. on the one hand. and. on the: other, by
ridicule of the Communist accusations. Fven the Press of the
parties closely related to Gajda admit that the Communists alone
put up a consistent fight against Gajda from the very beginning.

Why was Gajda set upon by the “Residence” parties just at
this particular time? There are two rather weighty reasons.
First of all. Gaijda. while still Chief of the General Staff, flirted
ouite oseuly with the Fascists: at all their public meetings and
denonstrations he was treated as their hero and the “man of
the future”. without a single word of objection from him. He
was elected “military expert” of the future regime of the Right
block. Secondlv, the “Residence” parties undertook an open
attack upon the Right block because Gaida offered the necessary
opportenity, for the big collection of damaging evidence which
the Corvrvunists had comipiled against him, was sufficient to
compromise Gajda. at least, abroad. In this attack the “Resi-
dence™ narties actually gained a victory. On August 13th Gajda
was retired.

The Communist Party did not confine itseli to the sharp
fight agninst Gajda and his mentors and against the half-hear-
tediess and cowardice of the “Re<idence™ parties. but displayed
the whole connection between this aliair and the antagonisms
m the camn of the bourceoisie. Their standpoint is best illu-
strated Dy the following <logans: Down with Gajda. the slaugh-
terer of Russian revolutionary workers and peasants! Bitter fight
against the ultra-reactionary united bourgeoisie. who want 10
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have Gajda continue his Siberian role in Czechoslovakia! Equally
bitter fight against the “Residence” parties, who by their “Left”
phrases are trying to catch the exasperated masses without
vigorous action against the ultra-reactionary united front of the
bourgeoisie! Against the dictatorship plans of the Right and
Left blocks of the bourgeoisie — the united front of the working
class for the Workers’ and Peasants’” Government!

UNION OF SOVIET REPUBLICS.

The Successes and Perfects of the Economy

Campaign in the Soviet Union.
Stalin and

Proclamation by Comrades A. Rykov, I
V. Kuybysheyv.

To all Party and Soviet Organisations!

The slogan of economy issued by the Party and the govern-
ment has aroused the deepest interest and a‘;proval among the
broad masses of the workers and peasants. The economy cam-
paign expresses the will and determination of the active ele-
ments of the working class to carry on every branch of econo-
mics and administration in the spirit of thrift, and thus to
ensure the necessary speed of industrialisation for the country.
The necessity of thrift, of economy, as one of the most imperative
prerequisites of socialist accumulation, and as the first prere-
quisite ensuring the proper employment of the means accumu-
lated for the purpose of industrialisation, is being realised by
ever increasing masses of the working people. It is becoming
clear to everyone today that the penetration of economics and
administration with the spirit of thrift must not be merely a
temporary campaign, called forth by the exigencies of the emer-
gency, but must become the permanent slogan for a whole period
of our economic development.

Thus the comparatively brief period which has elapsed since
the proclamation of the economy slogan can only be regarded
as a preliminary stage oft the campaign, consisting of endea-
vours to enlighten the masses on the subject of the tasks
mvolved by the slogan, and to lay down the main lines and
methods to be loyed. But brief as this period has been, we
are nevertheless already able to sum up the first results of the
campaign, and to draw such oconclusions from the successes and
defects so far observed as can be extremely useful for the
further pursuance of the campaign.

The most important success recorded for the campaign is
the change which has taken place, the transition from unecono-
mical and extravagant methods to sensible and economical ones,
to frugality in the expenditure of the means of the state, and to
such employment of these means as is best adapted to serve the
end in view. This change has been accomplished by the eco-
nomy campaign. Every expenditure made by our economic

" organs in now undertacken from the standpoint of economy, of
careful and responsible consideration as to the advisability of
expending public means, of the necessity of avoiding unneces-
sary expense. A point of special importance is the watchfulness
exercised by the Soviets, and by the working class, in questions
involving the economical expenditure of the wealth of the people.
This watchfulness is redoubled and aided by the economy
Campaign. It must be admitted that up to the present results
have been slight and inadequate. But it is incontestable that a
change has set in, and this change is a pledge of further
progress.

Another important success of the campaign is the distinct
frend towards the improvement, simplification, reduction, and
Ch%Penm_g of the apparatus of production, transport, trade,
C0-operation, and administration, plainly observable of late.
This new trend is expressed in the greater significance attached
Since the campaign to the necessity of rationalising every branch

economic and state life. It need not be said that here too the
resus so far attained are but slight and insufficient. There is
still more talk than action with regard to the simplification,
reduction, and rationalisation of the apparatus. But the first
Successes have been gained, the attention of the active elements
of the Wworking class has been directed to this question, a rhange
:)Smbgergemmng, and this beginning must be the pledge of further

SS.

One of the most important achievements of the campaign
is the fact that it has finally drawn the enemies of thrift and
economy into the light of day. These ehemies are: a) the petri-
fication and bureaucratism in many of our economic organs,
-which obstinately resist the execution of measures of economy;
b) the limited viewpoint and red-tapeism existing in other of
our economic organs, which seek to buy themselves off from
the obligations of the economy campaign by means of hureau-
cratising this campaign, and gaining on -inconsiderable trifles
whilst leaving the main evil untouched; c) the criminally good
natured conduct of a number of responsible functionaries with
reference to these manoeuvres of bureaucracy and officialdom;
the lack of determination o crush bureaucratism and red tape,
and to raise the campaign to the level of a mass movement.
The importance of exposing these enemies to economy is very
great, for it preserves the campaign from a fruitless division
of forces among a multitude of ftrifles, enables its fire to be
concentrated on the most important centres, and thus ensures
further success for the whole campaign. ,

These are the main succsses to be recorded for the economy
campaign.

But at the same time there are a number of serious defects
to be recorded, distortions of both the idea and the actual
.practics of economy. These defects must be exposed at once,
or their. further development involves the danger that the
campaign becomes isolated from the masses, and degenerates
into bureaucratic enactments, which would lead to the ship-
wreck of the whole campaign.

. These defects are: )
In the first place the misrepresentation of the idea and the

political import of the measures of economy. These are re-
presented as merely being a temporary attempt to bridle excessive
extravagance and unthriitiness. At best they are regarded as
as a secondary task, as an effort *“to save something for
industry”, but are not connected in any way with the general
political tasks of the Party.

It need not be said that this conception of our economical
measures has nothing in common with real economy. Thne economy
campaign is in reality one of the leading political tasks of the

* Party under the circumstances now given by the development
towards industrialisation. The economy campaign is the reali-
sation of the fact that cur industry cannot develope with suffi-
cient speed on its own resources only, that it needs additional
means. The economy campaign is the realisation that these
additional means have to be raised in our own country. The
economy campaign signifies that we cannot raise these means
if we continue our present methods of economics and admini-
stration, and continue to maintain our present expensive and
bureaucratic apparatus. The economy campaign signifies that
we must reduce, cheapen, and simplify our apparatus of pro-
duction, transport, trade, co-operation, administration, etc. to
the utmost extent possible, to the end that both now and in the
future we may save hundreds of millions of roubles for the
industrialisation of the country.

There are two ways of raising these hundreds of millions:
One way is to take away as much from the peasant as possible,
and fo utilise the means thus exported for the requirements of
industry. Some of our comrades urge us 1o take this way, but
we cannot do so, for it would mean a rupture between the
workers and the peasantry, the breakdown of the alliance bet-
ween workers and peasants, an undermining of the dictatorship
of the proletariat, the reduction to poverty of the peasantry, and
with this the weakening of industry.

The other way is: The greatest possible reduction of our
whole cconomic and administrative apparatus, from the top to
the tottom; the cheapening and simplification of this apparatus,
enabling hundreds of millions to be saved for the requirements
of industry. Cur economic and administrative apparatus swallows
up about 2 milliard roubles vearly. There is no reason to doub:
that this expenditure could ke reduced by 300 to 400 million
roubles, and additional means for our industry thus won. This
is not only possible, but absoolutely necessary, if the spirit of
bureaucracy and petrification is to be banned from our apparatus,
and its cheapening and simplification achieved.

. These are the two ways possible. There is no third way.
[he econcmy camipaign means that the second way, the sole way
really adapled to its purpose, is to be chosen. This is the idea
ard the import of the economy campaign. The question of the
economy campaign is thus the question of the maintenance of



1022 International Press

Correspondence No. 60

the alliance between the workers and peasants, the question of
the further development of our industry, the question of the
struggle against the bureaucratism of our ecomomic and ad-
ministrative organs.

Only one of two things is possible: Either we carry out
the measures of economy, reduce and cheapen the ecomomic and
administrative apparatus wherever possible, save the means needed
for industrialisation, and thus preserve and strengthen the
alliance between the workers and the peasantry; or we do not
carry out the measures of economy, but throw the burden of
supporting the unwieldly bureaucratic apparatus upon the
peasaniry, and thus desiroy the alliance between workers and
peasants and with this our hopes of industrialisation.

This is the question today. Lemin regarded it from the
same aspect when he wrote:

“It must be our endeavour to build up a state in which
the workers retain their leadership over the peasantry and
preserve the confidence of the peasantry in the proletariat,
at the same time removing even the slightest trace of extra-
vagance from their social conditions by means of the
strictest economy. We must adjust our state apparatus on
lines of the utmost ecomomy.... If we preserve the leader-
ship of the proletariat over the peasantry, we shall have
the possibility of utilising even the smallest amount saved
by our strict state economy for the purpose of developing
our great machine industry and the electrification of the
country.” .

The second defect is the' distortion, of the practical appli-
cation of the measures of economy. This distortion is express
in the perfectly unallowable measures taken by certain economic
organs, interfering seriously with the workers’ standard of living,
and worsening the material position of the workers. Many such
forms of the wrongful interpretation of the idea of economy
might be cited: the reduction of the compulsory care of
juveniles, the worsened quality of working clothes, withdrawal
of tea water, withdrawal of lighting for the worker’s clubs,
reduction of technical schools, mechanical interpretation of the
question of reducing working staffs, attempts at altering works
rules without the agreement of the tfrade umions, too hasty
revision or even violation of the collective agreements, veiled
reductions in wages, elc.

These evils are much aggravated by the fact that they exist
at a juncture when we have still an excessive and bureaucratic
staff of workers in our administrative organs, when we have
still “high officials” (who are by no means to be confused with
the honest specialists devoled to their work) in receipt of entirely
unallowable advantages — the use of motor cars and other
means of transport, the receipt of royalties, concealed increases
of salary in the form of endless business travels or of cash
advances which cannot be repaid.

Such evils become actual crimes when called into existence
under the flag of economic measures, for they undermine the
whole conception of economy, whether deliberately or un-
consciously. The originators of these unallowable measures
obviowsly do not grasp that the main goal of our measures of
economy — the development of socialist industry — cannot be
realised without improving the material position and raising the
cultural level of the workers. The originators of these unallow-
able measures obviously do not grasp that the task of these
economical measures is not fo lower, but to raise the material
and cultural level of the worker. Is it to be wondered at that
this false interpretation of economy alienates the working dass
from the whole economv campaign, that they blame the cam-
pa.en for the evils existing in its name, and the main demand

of the campaign increased labour productivity — is not
reatised? ’
The Party and the government derand that these evils

shauld be energeticallv and finally liquidated.
~Ihe Party and the govermment declare that
evils recur, the guilty will be severely punished.

The Party declares that it will expel in disgrace from its
rans all communists who fail in the Tuture to combat these
cvils with adequate energy.

‘The third defect is: The broad masses of the workers and
roasants have not been induced to participate sufficiently in the
economy campaign, the production conferences of the workers
areinsafficiendy utilised, the trade unions are not <ufficiently
aotve in Jeading the campaign. The circular issued by the C.C.

if the above

a',nd the C.C. on 25. April 1926, on the economy campaign,
states that :
“the campaign can only be successful if participated in by
the broadest masses of the workers and peasants”,
and that for this reason it is necessary

“to arouse the attention of the muasses of workers and
peasants, and to obtain the active participation of the masse:
of workers and peasants for this work.”

It must be recorded that up to0 now this task has been accom-
plished in a very slight degree, if at all, by the economy cam
paign. We have not yet succeeded, or not to a sufficient extent.
in mobilising broad masses for the tasks of the cammpaign. The
production confererces held by the workers, these mrass organi-
sations of leading importance, still stand aside from the cam-
paign for the most part.

In view of these facts, the first task before the campaign is
to develope the activities of the production conferences, fo
actuate their participation in the conferences of the engineers
and technicians, to accord increased attemtion to those sugge
stions of the workers which are subzitied through the confe-
Tences, to exercise systematic control over the execution of the
decisions accepted, to grant premiums for separate achievements
tending towards perfecting the process of production, and to
provide for a greater degree of guidance and instruction to be
given by the trade unions to the production conferences.

~» The form of organisation mostly employed for carrying
out the campaign is the commissions formed administratively
in the undertakings, and in the Soviet and co-operative organs.
The activity of these commissions is for the «rost part extremely
limited and internal in character, and fails to touch the masses
of the workers. The production conferences, the economic com-
missions, and the economic councils, are cailed upon to parti-
cipate in the campaign in a sense, but the chief drawback is
that the essential organisatory form leading the cam-paigg still
consists of the commissions of the economic organs. Serious
faults must be found everywhere in the work of these commus-
sions, Here the resistance of the bureaucratic group of our
Soviet economic apparatus is felt most strongly. Many of these
commissions work slackly, remain passive, restrict themselves
to removing trifles, or 1o pointing out abnormal conditions, but
without adopting anv energetic measures for removing the
abnormality; they work along the line of least resistance. The
comntissions though in reality simply the auxiliary organs of
the works managers, take over irom these the responsibility for
the success of the campaign. .

It is thus the task oi the campaign io combine the activities
of the best adapted commissions with those of the lorms of
mass work (production conferenczs, workers’ conferences. eco-
nomic commissions sections, commissions of the municinal S0-
viets, etc.), and to liquidate those comirissions whose existende
is superfluous, and whose aciivities remove from the corrasnoil-
ding production and administrative organs the responsibility
for the carrying out of the campaign.

These are chief defects of the economy campaign.

The Party and the governmeni, in thus drawing aitention
to the successes of the economy campaign and appealing for
the further development of these successes, point out at the
same time to the Party and Soviel organisations the faults detri-
mental to the campaign. The Party and the government demand
that all needful measures ke taken fo remove these defects. The
masses are to be enlightened on the real idea and the political
imzort of the economy campaign. the oresent manner of cam:
paign is 1o he altered into a campaign carried on by the broad
inasses of workers and peasants for the simplification, impro-
vemient, and cheapenming, of our econcric and administrative
apparatus, and all misrepresentations of the economv campaign
are to be combuafted — these are the first tasks of the present
(‘C()“()ll]) (‘:lmnmgn.

~ The whole of the work of our Soviet and Party organi-
sations, and of our agitators and proragandists, mmst be per-
meated throuch and through by a spirit of determined fight for
econdmy. The activity and the initiative of the bhroad masses
must he gained for the actual work of carrving our mothods of
saving and thrift. The present defects of the ¢21pajen must be
wwer! away, and with them the bureaucratic dictortions of our
mechanism of production. transport, trade. co-operation. and
administration. ’ T
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In this work of accomplishing an efficient campaign of
economy, the chief task falls to the organs of the Control Com-
missions, headed by the united Central Control Commission oi
the C.P.S.U., and by the People’s Commissariat for Workers’
and Peasants’ Imspection. These must exercise an unwearying
contral over the actual execution of the ireasures of economy.
They mmust ensure.that the measures are so carried out thai
means necessary for thz industrialisation of our coumdry are

saved.

Moscow, 16. August 1926.
A. L Rykov,
Chairman of the Council of People’s Commissaries.

I. V. Stalin,
Secretary of the C.C. of the C.P. of the Soviet Union.

V. V. Kuybyshev,
Chairman of the C.C.C. of the C.P.S. U.

Decree of the Soviet Government concer-
ning Wage Increases in the Soviet Union.

After hearing the proposal of the Central Council of the
Trade Unions of the Soviet Union which stressed the necessity
of rdising wages upon the occasion of the renewal of the collec-
tive agrecments and upon the basis of the successes in the
economic situation of the country, the Council of Peopl¢’s Com-
missars of the U.S.S.R. decides:

1) In order to protect the interests of those groups of
workers whose wages have remained behind the general level
of wages and in the interests of the greatest possible systematisa-
tion in the raising of wages, a special commission under the
control of the Pesple’s Commissarita for Labour of the U.S.S. R.
will be formed with the following composition:

Chairman: The People’s Commissar for Labour of the
U.S.8.R., Comrade Schmidt.

Ordinary members: From the Central Council of the Trade
Unions of the Soviet Union: Comrade Dogadov (substitute: Com-
rade Vladimirov); from the Economic Commission of the
U.S.8.R.: Comrade Strumilin; from the People’s Commissariat
for Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspection of the U.S.S.R.: Com-
rade Jamsom; from the Supreme Economic Council of the
U.S.8.R.: Comrade Quiring (substitute: Comrade Kraval); from
the People’s Commissariat for Traffic: Comrade Khalatov (sub-
stitute: Comwade Rudi); from the People’s Commissariat for
Finance of the U.S.S.R: Comrade Kusnetzov (substitude: Com-
rade Polyudov). ‘

2) The Commission is instructed to determine the extent
and the time of the possible wage increases according to the
resources of the state industry and the traffic system inside
two wecks and at the same time to work out measures to ensure
an mcrease of the productivity of labour and a reduction of
unjustifiable absences from work.

3) Al state [institutions and undertakings are :instructed to
Tegard the decisions of the commission as a guiding line in
Tenewing the collective agreements.

Moscow, Kreml, August 17th, 1926,
The Chairman of the Council of People’s

Commissars of the U.S. S.R.
A. Rykov.

The Substitute BuSiness Manager of the Council
of People’s Commissars of the U. S.S. R.:
1. Miroshaikov..

‘THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

Conference of the Italian Trade Union
League and the Position of the Trade
Unions in Italy.

By Giovaniii Germanetto (Milan),

After so much work and talk for and about the Trade Usion
Law, the monopoly unions and the Ministry for Trade Unioas,
we have finally arrived at the application of the law. The police
demand the lists of members, and, as even this decree does not
do away with the class-warfare nor prevent the outbreak of
strikes here and there, we have the first sentences on workers on
account of striking and they are numerous and severe as those
for insulting the Prime Minister.

The section of the law which governs the relations between
employer and employed, is of special interest. The settlement of

" all disputes and judgement concerning all breaches of contracts

between the official associations (the other trade unions cannot
conclude contracts) and the industrialists come within the juris-
diction of the Appeal Courts, which function as labour authorities.
Non-compliance with judgements of the Courts of Appeal are
punishable: with imprisonment from one month to one year and
with fines ranging from 100 to 5000 lire. Functionaries of official
associations may be punished with imprisonment irom six months
to two years and fines from 2000 to 10,000 lire. Functionaries of
associations, who instigate lock-outs or strikes, are sentenced
under the criminal law.

The law, it will be seen, is directed against the workers.
They may be fined from 100 to 1000 lire, while strike leaders
may be given sentences ranging from six months’ to two years’
imprisonment, and their right to hold public office way be
suspended for three years. Still heavier sentences (3 to 7 years’
imprisonment) threaten organisers, instigators and leaders of
strikes or passive resistence direcled against the dispositions oz
measures of State institutes. In this manner the class trade unions
are completely incapacitated.

The leaders of the C. G. L. (Coniederazione Generale del
Lavoro — General Trade Union League) are at present doing as
little as they ever did in recent times to steady the wavers, to
collect stragglers or even to help those in prison.

What attitude have the Maximalists (Socialist Party) taken in
regard to these alfairs? For a long time the Party Executive has
been resorting to all kinds of evasions while nominally holding
with the Anglo-Russian Commrittee. The Socialist Party leaders
acknowledged the Anglo-Russian Commitiee merely because they
were forced in this direction by pressure exercised by the wor-
kers, who, under the influence of slogans of the Communist Party,

Jong ago decided in favour of the Anglo-Russian Committee and

the defence of trade union unity. Our comrades of the Trade
Union Committee of the Communist Party proposed a manifesto
to the Maximalists, as well as circulars and common announce-
ments. This proposition was rejected. The Maximalists forbade
their members to attend shop meetings of the Committees for
the Unity of the Trade Union Movement and to participate in
the Committees for the Despatch of a Delegation to Russia, while
even the left wing of the Christian Socialists took part.

Under these circumstances, the Executive of the C. G. L. con-
voked a congress, or, to be more exact, a national conference.
In this connection the Trade Union Committee of the Maximalists
published a communication in which they promised to partici-
pate, “in special cases”, in the opposition against the class colla-
boration policy of the leading reformist of the C. G. L.

The following organisations and categories took part in the
Conference: Building-Trade Workers’ Union, Hatters’ Union,

Foodstuff Workers' Union, Metal Workers’ Union, Polv-
graphic Union, Tramway Workers’ Union. Farm Labourers’
Union, Textile Workers’ Union, Electricians’ Union, muni-

capal  workers, private employees, wood workers, transport
labourers.  The first invitation to the Conference was
addressed  to the representatives of the local organi-
sations. Consequently participation was limited fo the organi-
sation functionaries. The reporf to the C. (i. L. Fxecutive was
nothing more than a report concerning the retreat of the executive.
There was not a single sentence about the prospective fight ot
the proletariat, though much mention was made of the growing

- Tl amemm T sz
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necessity for centralisation. A number of resolutions were passed,
including a memorandum addressed to the Government and con-
cerning the liberty of the trade union organisation and the Trade
Union Law, the London World Migration Congress, the Eighth
International Labour Conference, etc. A comprehensive reso-
lution was accepted in regard to questions of organisation.

The Communist delegates, representatives of the wood wor-
kers and private employes, issued a declaration of their own in
this regard. The Communists also proposed a political resolution
in which it was stressed that the class trade union can neither
be suppressed nor functionally supplanted, and that its activity
cannot be interrupted or modified even for a moment. Since
December, 1924, the C. G. L. has not been carrying out a trade
union policy of any kind; its sole activity has consisted of
measures against the Communist workers, in throtfling the metal
workers’ strike of March, 1925, and in the decree which abolished
Democracy in the trade unions. The economic and {rade union
position of the workers demands from the C. G. L. an
active intervention. The pessimism of the leaders and their
inclination to defeatism increases the depression, -which
Fascism consistently strives by every means in its power to spread
among the masses. The interests of the working class demand a
strong and determined trade union leadership, which will ob-
serve a programme showing how the Italian working class can
once more retrieve completely their former liberty.

The Communists, who induded these ideas in their reso-
lutions, condemned the bureaucratic regime of the C. G. L. ana
proposed a number of measures of organisation calculated to
reanimate the trade unions. The six Maximalists who were
present, held aloof from these burning questions; among them-
selves they were completely at variance. In reply to a direct
guestion put by the Communists, the General retary of the

. G. L., Buozzi, declared that the matter would be studied care-
fully. The resolutions and the accepted agenda reflected exactly
the reformist spirit of the present leadership of the C. G. L.

Such is our present trade union position. In truth, the Com-
munists are che only ones who are working for trade union
unity. The Maximalists belong to the Paris Bureau and work
there together with the allies of Archduke Nicolaus. The Refor-
mists occupy a place on the right wing of the Amsterdam
International.

FOR THE UNITY OF THE TRADE UNION
MOVEMENT

Creation of Unity in the Trade Unions of
Bulgaria.
By A. Nin (Moscow).

In Bulgaria unity has been established in the trade unions.
This is an important step lorward. which will be greeted by the
workers of all ccuntrizs with great satisfaction. For the first time
for many years the Bulgarian working class has succeeded in
concemrating its strength in a single trade union organisation.
Tke Bulgarian workers received the news with enthusiasm and
thousands of tham struck up the “International”, even though this
song, as an expression of ihe unshakakble faith in biberation, which
the most cruel oopression can never stamp out, is prohibited by
the Bulgarian executioner Government.

The Amsterdam International hastened to claim the realisat’on
of unny in the Bulgarian trade unions as their victory. They should
refrain from adormng themseives with faurels which they have not
really wen. For it was this body which carried on throughout the
Balkans an exwensive policy of disruption which reached its climax
at the conference of Sofia in April of this vear. It is well known
that at this conference the Amsterdam people refused o negotiate
with the Indezendant Trade Unions, which embrace the majority
of the orgamised profuariat, and thev declared that unity on a
national sl was pas<itle only within the Lounds of the relormist
organisat.on ani on an imernaticual scale, only within the pale
ot the Amsterdam Internauonal. hose disruptive tactics were
completely wieckod.

Unziv was eswblished by the fusion of all organisations in a
new cential organisaton: this orgamsation is managed by a
commitice <etoupr oonoa parity basiso Hoat is true that the
new  ceitire has resohed 1o establish “intelligence  relations™
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with the Amsterdam Internatiomal — in view of the brutal
regime of oppression in Bulgaria, it is not possible to establish
such relations with the Red International of Labour Unions — itis
no less certain that it has manifested its leaning towards inter-
national unity of the trade union movement in that it has joined the
Anglo-Russian Committee “and declared itseli decidedly in favour
of the creation of a united trade upion international. Lastly, the new
Centre has resolved to leave the final solution of the question of
international relations until the Fusion Congress in Bulgaria, which
s to take place in six months’ time.

The establishing of unity in the Bulgarian trade umions mus,
therefore, be regarded as a victory for the Independent Trade
Unions and by no means as a victory for the Amsierdam adbe-
rents. The Fusion Congress will have to decide upon the principle
and the policy of the new central organisation.

The Independent Trade Unions should exploit the six months
which they have before them, to intensify their agitation against
reformist ideology and tactics, against affiliation to Amsterdam and
in favour of consolidation of unity on the basis of unwavering
class-warfare. The Independent Trade Unions will, of course,
submit to the resolutions passed by the majority of the Congress.
Even in the unlikely case that they find themselves in the minority,
they will continue their work within the confines of the uaited
central organisation. But we have no fear concerning the decision
of the working class. We are quite convinced that, in case the
Bulgarian proletariat is allowed the opportunity of giving ex-
pression to its will in the matter, the decision of the Fusion
Congress will not be in favcur of the reformist attitude,

THE MINERS’ STRUGGLE
IN ENGLAND

The Session of the
Anglo-Russian Committee in Paris.

Report of Comrade Andreyev in the Extraordinary Plenary
Session of the Central Council of the Trade Unions of the Soviet
Union, August 12, 1926,

(Conclusion.)

This was the declaration they gave us. We promised to
publish it in the report of the Central Council of the Trade
Unions of the Soviet Union. But even if it is true that Hicks
and Purcell did not say that of which they are accused, we had
nevertheless sufficient grcunds to believe such accusations. Our
workers had sufficient ground to believe it after Hicks and Pur-
cell had voted to reject the Russian money. There was then
suificient ground to believe that Hicks had spoken of the “damned
Russian money” and one must remark, by the way. that Hicks
remained silent upon the question for almost two months; eved
after the publication of the declaration of our Central Council
he did not make any denial. The Russian workers and we also
aithough some of us know Hicks personally, had grounds to be-
lieve that through the British strike some of the British leaders
had gone so far to the Right that one could not any longer
tell who were actually the Leits and who the Rights. We were
able to convince ourselves of this fact at the last conference of
the Anglo-Russian Committee.

It was said that we had received incorrect information. |
believe, however. that wow after a considerable period for the
examination of this information, correct or incorrect, has passed.
we are all convinced that our information upon the events in
CGrear Britain and cur attitude which expressed itself in our
estimation of the British events, have been corroborated by the
subseqiient events und information, There is no need to correct
our verdict upon the attitude of the General Council. The question
ol miormation does not comz into consideration, because all the
subsrquent events and in particular the last session of the Anglo-
Russian Commiitee in which the British delegates refused to
discuss the question of sunport for the miners, have been exa-
mined, and this examination has completely  verified the cor-
rectiess of our verdict upon the standpoint of the General Coun-
cil during the last strike. (Interruption: Correct!)
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Our Attitude at the Conference of the Anglo-Russian Committee.

What attitude did we take up at the session of the Anglo-
Russian Conwnittee? Our attitude was. that from the beginning
we answered the attempt to criticise our Central Council by
dedaring that its verdict upon the events in Great Britain and its
declaration concerning them was correct. With regard to the
formal side of the question, we declared that the declaration of
our Central Council could not be examined at the Conference of
the Anglo-Rusian Committee without a previous examination of
the activity and the attitude of thé General Couxcil in all its
details during the general strike. Should it be proved thai the
General Council was right, then we are wrong, but for the
moment we hold the opposite opinion: the General Council did
not employ a oorrect tactic. Citrine declared that the British dele-

ates were not empowered to discuss the activities of the General

il before the Anglo-Rusisan Committee. To this we replied
that as things stood we also were not empowered to discuss the
declaration of our Central Coumncil, or to come to any decision in
this connection. We had no such powers. (Interruption: Correct!)

Our attitude at the Conference of the Anglo-Russian Com-
miftee was that we repeated the criticism which was expressed in
the attitude of the Central Council of Trade Unions of the Soviet
Upion and in the declaration issued by our Plemun. We pointed
out, however, that it was not the most important task of the Rus-
sian delegates 1o the Conference of the Anglo-Russian Committee
to criticise the General Council. There had been differences of opi-
nion between us previously, we had, however, been able to find a
common language in the interests of a common cause, the inter-
national umity of the trade union movement. We expressed the
opinion that it was possible, if the representatives of the Council
only wished it, to find a comimon language also at this conference
of the Anglo-Russian Committee, in order 1o discuss the most
important task, that of elaborating ways and means to streng-
then the support for the miners. That is the chief task. That was
the first point which our delegation placed before the Anglo-
Russian Committee for discussion.

We raised also various other questions in connection with
an estimation of the international situation and the conclusions
therefrom for the further struggle to create intermational unity.
We proved that the international situation is characterised in
general not only by the ocontinuation, but also by the streng-
thening of the offensive of capital against the working class. The
lock-out of the miners in Great Britain is an expression of this
Oﬁelm\(e of capital against the working class, as also is the in-
troduction of the nine hour day in Italy, and a number of lock-
outs in various other countries, which, although they are mot so
wide-spread as the lock-out in Great Britain, are nevertheless
all links in the chain of the strengthened offensive of capitalism
upon a world scale.

Capitalism is attempting to recover its economic balance by
worsening the working conditions of the proletariat. The capi-
talists are trying to force the better paid workers down to the
level of their worst paid comrades. That is the most important
characteristic of the international situation. Further, it is ne-
Cessary to regard it as proved by experience that the general
strike is a powerful weapon in the hands of the fighting working
dass when it is correctly applied. The British strike proved
that this weapon is the strongest in the armoury of the working
dass, this was proved not by the end of the sirike, but by the
@rrying out of the strike. The participation of the broad masses
Proved that the strike is a powerful weapon, but that, how-
Cver, til'lus weapon must not be used as it was used by the General

And thirdly, an estimation of the situation proves with
absolute clearness that now every economic conflict, every more
g" less great conflict between labour and capital inevitably
]evelopes from_an economic collision to a general political
‘C” ;zs;l struggle. This was proved excellently by the British strike,
hy the whole state system, parliament, the justiciary, the po-
EQ, the army, the Church, etc., were mobilished against it.
K?Y}'fhl{lg was done in order to break the General Strike.

Is strike proved that at the present moment a more or less
g;&'ﬂ economic conflict cannot be regard by the working class
Suc; purely economic and industrial conflict, and carried out as
oty The B?hsh bourgeoisie and the British Conservatives
chrle;edththat' rom the first day of the general strike, they de-
dat at it was a political strike, a strike against the foun-

lons of the constitution. This connection between ecomomics

and politics is understood by every simple worker in the Soviet
Union. The leaders of the General Council have not grasped ii,
however. They swore again and again that the strike was a
urely economic industrial strike, and that it could by no meass
regarded as a blow against the British Constitution. They
appealed to the workers to indulge in sports.

Fourthly one can regard it as absolutely proved that in an
international offensive of capital against the working class, there
is not sufficient unity in the ranks of the latter to secure it a
victory. This unity does not exist. There is no fighting imter-
national which could. be a real leader of the international
struggle of the working class against capital. That is true. The -
lack of unity is making itself very painfully felt at the moment
and has delivered the struggle ot the miners in Great Britain
over to the direct blows ol the enemy. The events in Great
Britain have corroborated with particular clarity and persistence
the necessity for the real creation of international trade union
unity and for the formaion of an International which is really
capable of leading and supporting the class struggle of the
workers against the offensive of capital. This is exceillently proved
by the actions of the present International to which the British
unions are affiliated, the actions of the Amsterdam iInternational
which, instead of helping, is sabofaging the help of others.

This conclusion upon the necessity of a still more intensive
struggle for unity corroborated the correctness of the attitude
of the Anglo-Russian Committee in its previous decisions which
were, however, not carried out, as for .instance the decisions of
the Berlin Conference of the Anglo-Russian Comunittee. That was
not our fault. They were not carried out because the other party
undertook to carry them out. We did everything which depended
upon us. We negotiated and corresponded with Amsterdam,
which, however, rejected the calling of an unconditional con-
ference. We were therefore of the opinion that imn accordance
with the estimation of the international situation, the second
question with which the Paris Conference of the Anglo-Russian
Committee would have to deal, was the question of unity in the
light of the latest happenings and that the Anglo-Russian Com-
mittee should adopt some decision in this matter which would
without a doubt have been of tremendous significance for the

further struggle for wnity.

. We also declared that it would be good if the Anglo-Russian
Committee would adopt a decision concerning the danger of
war, for the estimation of the whole situation proves that the
danger of war is growing every day. The present state of peace
is resting upon a tremendous growth of militarism, upon ar-
maments in every individual capitalist country, and for this
reason a spark will be enough to commence a new and great
imperialist war. In various countries, for instance in China, in
the Balkans, in Morocco, efc. one can already clearly hear the
sabre rattling. All this together is a proof of the hopelessness -
and the complete bankruptcy of bourgeois pacifism, that bour-
geois pacifism which expressed itself in the formation of the
all-forgiving League of Nations and the disarmament conferences
which actually are nothing but a cover for a treendous growth
of militarism.

In particular we pointed out that recently au attempt is being
made in Poland, nof without support of the British Conservatives,
to prepare an armed intervention against the Soviet Union as
a reprisal for the support which the Russian workers have given
to their British comrades. For this reason we considered it ne-
cessary fo raise the question in the Anglo-Russian Committee
of adopting a decision warning the world proletariat of this
threatening danger. '

And finally, we proposed that a declaration signed by both
parties should be issued stressing the necessity for the continued
existence of the Anglo-Russian Committee, in order in this way
to destroy the hopes of our class enemies for a speedy end of
the Anglo-Russian Committee,

The Anglo—Ru;ssian Committee in which both parties are
represented, in which the representatives of the trade union mo-
vements of both countries sit, must make such a public declara-
tion in orfielj to assure the working class of both countries that
no break is mtendgd. that both parties stand for the maintenance
of the Anglo-Russian' Committee. The proposal to publish such
a declaration was laid before the Conference of the Anglo-Russian
Committee by us as an addition fo the other quesiions.
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The Attitude of the British Delegates at the Conference of the
Anglo-Russian Committee.

The British delegates rejected all our attempts to raise these
practical quesiions at the conference of the Anglo-Russian Com-
mittee and refused to discuss them. They declared that the ac-
tivity of the Anglo-Russian Committee could only be taken up
alter the General Council had been informed of the discussions
at the Conference of the Committee and after the decisions of our
Central Council had been disavowed by the latter. This was
declared by the English delegates in their speeches. We tried in
particular to get a practical answer from the British delegates in
the qusstion of the miners: “What do you say to our pr
concerning the miners?” 1 must now report that the chief argu-
ment which the British delegates used in their answer to our
proposal to discuss the miners’ question at the conference of the
Anglo-Russian Committee was that “the discussion of the miners’
question at the Conference of the Anglo-Russian Committee can
do more harm than good”. This was literally the same argument
which they used when they refused the money of the Russian
workers.

Without beating about the bush we told them that they
were repeating the tactics they had used in rejecting the momey
of the Russian workers. They replied that the discussion of such
questions did not belong to the competency of the Anglo-Russian
Commiittee. We contended, however, in my opinion, in all the
previous mweetings of the Anglo-Russian Com'mittee that we were
lexding a struggle against capitalism together. Now it seems to
me that the organisation of assistance for the miners belongs to
this struggle. The British delegates now declared upon the in-
structions of the General Council, that the discussion of this
quéstion does not lie within the competency of the Anglo-Russian
Cemmittee. What is, then the competency of the Anglo-Russian
Committee? (Interruption: “Drinking tee!” Amusement.)

We Russian delegates were of the opinion that considering
the passivity and sabotage of the Amsterdam Internatiomal and
the individual Trade Secretariats and also of the General Counril
towards the struggle of the British miners, a decision of the
Anglo-Russian Commiittee for the organisation of assistance for
th: miners would have had a tremendous significance. We had
the opportunity of listening to the declarations of the British
representatives. The following is an extract from the protocol
of the spzech of Pugh:

“Comrade Pugh declares further that the question of
supporting the miners was discussed in the session of the
Commission for Foreign Relations and that it was pointed
out in this commission that the raising of the question on
an international scale bv the Anglo-Russian Com rittee would
do much more harm than good.

The discussion of the question of supporting the miners
here can, as has already been said by the Commission for
Foreign Relations. only do more harm than good. For this
reason Comirade Pugh sees no necessity to do this.”

In the first place the British delegates refused to discuss any
nractical questions and to make any decisions and declared that
the meeting must limit itself to an exchange of opinions and a
discussion. and that the General Council had to be inforved,
<ccondly the British delegates were in a great hurry. When we
requested an interruption of the Conference in order that we
could at least set ourselves in telegraphic connection with our
Ceniral Council, because a situation had arisen of decisive im-
roriance for the future fate of the Anglo-Russian Committee, the
British delegates refused our request, they had apparently made
a firm decision upon this point before their journey to Paris;
they deciared that they could not agree o an interruption of the
meeting bocause they had no time. Purcell was journeving to
Amierica, the tickets were already bought, the rest of the dele-
vates had to return to London. Thev were therefore not able to
agree to an imterrustion of the meeting.

That was their attitude to a discussion of the question of
su-~rorting the miners, whilst three million people are suffering.
Alter a <hort interruption of the se<sion of one hour. we agreed
amonast oursehves in our delegation to present the Committee
wrth a declaration of the hapoenings.

Our Declaration and their Declaration.

I'hev read us their prorosal upon the assuration that i
wai'd be acceptable to us. Their pronosal was as follows:

“A long discussion took place upon the declaration of the
Russian Trade Unions concerning the General Council of
the British Trade Union Congress and its attitude during
the recent national strike.

The British representatives stress that the General
‘Council could not permit an interference in the intermal
affairs of the British Trade Union movement and demanded
the withdrawal of the above mentioned declaration. The
Russian represemtatives pointed out the impossibility of
fulfilling this demand. is no definite decision was ed,
the conlerence was then indefinitely postponed. Both parties
will report back to their Central bodies.”

We declared that this resolution was complefely unacceptable
for us and read our own declaration:

“Having regard to the fact that the British delegation refu-
ses to discuss the questions placed before the Anglo-Russian
Committee by the Russian delegation and that it declares
that its General Council must first be informed concerning
the results of the exchange of opinirns at the present Con-
ference of the Anglo-Russian Committee, the Kussian dele-
gation will report this to the Central Council of the Trade
Unions of the Soviet Union:

1. We express our deepest regret that the British Com-
rades hasten their departure although a number of most
important practical tasks lie before the Anglo-Russian Com-
mittee for discussion.

2. We stand for the maintenance of the Anglo-Russian
Committee, particularly in the present moment, when the
offensive of capital against the working class is intensilying
and the danger of new wars is becoming ever more real, we
hold that the existence and activity of the Anglo-Russian
Commiitiee in such a situation will be of the greatest ad-
vantage to the working class. '

3. We consider, however, the refusal of the British dele-
gation to discuss the extreniely important practical questions
concerning the organisation oi support lor the British miners,
which have been placed before the Anglo-Russian Committee
by us, to be incorrect.

4. We declare at the same time in the name of the Central
Council of the Trade Unions of the Soviet Union that the
Russian Unions, despite all this, wall continue to suppor
the fighting porkers i Great Britain.”

The Further Course of the Negotiations,

I must say that our declaration confused the British zlcle;
gation to a cerfain extent. Qur open declaration ihat ihey had
retused to discuss the question of supporting the miners and the
expression of our regret that they were in such a hurry, made a
very unpleasant impression upon them. As 1 have said, the
British delegation was coniused and a further exchinge oi
opinion took place whercupon the British delegaiion detired
upon its part that it considered it necess yv i posione the
conference until the following day. That was o Joly $uth, Aiter
the declaration that the conierence was postponcld, onr comr e
in private discussions put the question: “What do von actuaill
want?” We were told that it was naturally passible that much
ot that which we proposed would be acceptable. Try to work
out a resolution, they told ns, which we can Jisipas tromnarmn
morning with clear heads (laughter). There was nothing leit
for our delegation to do but to accept this proposal.

Our delegation prepared ¢ rescluticn for  the morning
sescion which was approximately” as follows: It raised the
questicn of organising assistance for the British miners upon
an imternational scale: it raised the question of the possibility
of preventing the transport of coal. It discussed the attitude of
Amsterdam and the Trade Secrelariats towards the support O
the miners. The resolution contained a number of proposai*
upon unity, and upon the danger of war, proposals based upon
an estimatisn of the inernational situation. It also contained a
declaration concerning the necessity for the continusd existence
of the Anglo-Russian Committee. That was. in short. the contents
of the resolution which was worked out by u< and presented to
the British delegation for their approved. When, however, the
conference of the \ngelo-Rusian Committee met ayrain - after the
interruption. the British delezates declared that they considered
it impossible to adopt any practical decisions, etc.” and that if
was their duty to report first to the Cieneral Council. AN this
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only convinced us that the whole factics of the delegation were
decided upon beforehand and worked out by the leaders of the
General Council beiore the Conference.

After they had refused to discuss our resolutiorn. they pre-
sented a new declaration as follows: ’

“The British delegates raised the question of the decla-
ration issued by the Cenral Council of the Trade Unions of
the Soviet Union concerning the policy of the British General
Council during the recent national strike.

. The British delegates stressed cathegorically that the
General Council would not grant anyone the right to interfere
in the internal :zifairs of the British trade union move:ren:
and demanded that the above mentioned declaraiion be
withdrawn and that for the future an agreement be made
concerning this question,

This question was debated at great length without, ho-
wever, arriving at any definite decision. The British delegates
therefore pointed out that they were not in a siuation fo
examine the other questions before they had reported upon
the discussion to the General Council.

The question of the conflict in the British mining ii-
dustry was raised. The British delegates explained the steps
taken by the General Council to organise international
assistance for the miners. They expressed also their deepest
satisfaction with the noble financial support of the miners
on the part of the Russian trade union movement and under-
took to present the General Council with any practical
proposal that the Russian delegates might make with re-
gard to further support.

With regard to the gemeral international situation the
Committee was unanimously of the opinion that the creation
of international unity in the trade union movement was
urgently necessary and that the British. and Russian move-,
nents - are determined to comtinue their work to. obtain
this end.” : ;

Thereupon we added the following text to our declaration

of the previous evening:

“Further, the declaration of the Russian delegation was
heard that in their opinion the declaration of the Central
Council of the Trade Unions of the Soviet Union could not
be regarded as an interference on the part of the Russian
Unions in the affairs of the British trade union movement
and that they, the Russian delegates, did' not consider it
possible to discuss the declaration of the Central Council
of the Trade Unions of the Soviet Union at the Conference
of the Anglo-Russian Committee without receiving per-
mission of the Central Council to do so. The main instruc-
tions which the Russian delegates received from their
Central Council were to raise the question of the support
for the British miners in the Angio-Russian Committee.
This, however, could unfortunately not be done, because,
according to the declaration of the British delegation, ghs
latter was not empowered to do so by its General Council.

We thenr proposed to enter our drait resolution into the
protocol. Thus ended the conference of the Anglo-Russian Com-
mittee, The British delegates proposed to regard the session as
postponed and to continue it in two or three weeks time. We
declared that the question of a future meeting could be arranged
by negotiations between the Central Council and the General

uncil. Thus ended, as we have said. the Conference of the
Anglo-Russian Conference.

Conclusions.

In our opinion the conclusions to be drawn from the Con-
ference of the Anglo-Russian Comirittee can only be the follow-
Ing: The Central Council of the Trade Unions of the Soviet
Union must clearly place on record that the British delegation
and the General Council definitely refused to examine the question
of support for the miners and that upon our part we did
everything possible to raise this question both in our own
Country and upon an international scale.

.. The strike has now entered a phase of severe struggle and
if 2 defeat is possible, if, as Purcell himself declared, three mil-
lion people are starving and suffering all possible privations,
then it is the General Council which is responsible for this
(Interruption: Correct!). There can be no other conclusion from
the tactics of the representatives of the General Council at the
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Conference of the Anglo-Russian Committee. They knew weeks
ago that it was our intention to raise the question of support
to the miners at the Conference of the Anglo-Russian Committee.
They declared nevertheless that they had mo power to discuss
this question. That is the first thing which the Central Council
of the Trade Unions of the Soviet Union must place with all
clarity upon record.

A s2cond thing which it must place on record is the fact
that the attempt to put the question of the declaration of the
Central Council, our criticism of the General Council, under dis-
cussion was nothing but an attempt fo avoid discussing the
question which we had put forward, i. e. the question of sup-
porting the miners. The tactic of the delegation of the General
Council to the Conference of the Anglo-Russian Committee can-
not be described in any other way. With regard to the declara-
tion, in cur opinion fhe Central Council has absolutely no reason
to alter the declaration adopted by the Plenum of ‘the Central
Council in any way whatever. :

All subsequent events and the sutsequent tactic of the Ge-
neral Council, particularly the tactic of its delegation to the last

ference of the Anglo-Russian Committee corroborate perfectly

e correctness of our attitude. I believe that we should declare
in our decision that we stand for the maintenance of the Anglo-
Russian Committee, that this Commrittee has become an impor-
tant factor in the struggle for the unity of the international wor-
king class moverrent and that its liquidation or undermining
would only be of advantage, to the class enemies of the prole-
tariat and assist them to a triumph,

We must declare that the attitude of the General Council and
its delegation to the Anglo-Russian Committce can be regarded as
nothing else but as the first step to a breaking up of the Anglo-
Russian Committee. The attitude of the General Council and its
delegation when it refused to discuss the tremendously impor-
tant question of sucporting the mriners, a question which was
well within the commetency of the Anglo-Russian Comrrittee, can
be judeed in no other way. We must therefore declare that we
stand for the maintenance of the Anglo-Russian Committee, an
Anglo-Russian Committee which is not merely a sign-board, not
merely a fiction, but a real organ of the struggle for the inter-
national unitv of the trade union movement and the struggle
against the offensive of capital. The British trade union leaders
represented by the General Council and its delegation tonk the
first great step at the Paris conference to break up the Anglo-
Russian Conmittee. . ‘

Another rrain conclusion is that our trade union movement,
desnite the policv of the General Council, must declare, that we
shall not in the least weaken our moral and material assistance
for the striking miners of Great Britain. We will do whatever
depends uron us, because this will consolidate the fraternal and
friendly relations between us and the British workers, quite in-
dependent of the will of the trade union leaders. (Applause.)

Resolution of the Plenum of the Central

Council of the Trade Unions of the Soviet

Union upon the Paris Conference of the
Anglo-Russian Committee,

‘(Unanimously adopted on August 12th 1926 after the speech of

Comrade Andreyev, chairman of the U. S. S, R. Trade Unions
Delegation to the Paris Conference.)

After hearing the report upon the conference of the Anglo-
Russian Committee in Paris and upon the work of the delegation
of the Central Council of the Trade Unions of the Soviet Union.
the Plenum of the Central Council of the Trade Unions of the
Soviet Union ratifies the actions of the delegation during the
conference.

The Plenum points out that the British delegation to the
Paris conferenca took up an attitude contrary to the interests
of the broad masses of the British miners.

The chief question is that of supporting the heroic struggle
of the British miners. The striking miners, their wives and
children, are suffering the greatest nced and privations. All
the fo-ces of the bourgeoisie — the government, the mine owncrs:
tha police, strikebreakers, and espionage organisations — are
directzd aszinst the miners. The hypocritical “iriends” are at-
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tempting to cripple the will to struggle of the miners and to
spread defeatism in their ranks in order to force them to sur-
render. The miners are in great need; and it is the duty of every
honest supportet of the workers cause to regard the support of
the miners as the chief task.

It is for this reason that the Central Council took the
initiative in calling together the Anglo-Russian Commrittee and
proposed the question of support for the British miners as
the one and only point on the agenda, a support which would
oppose the insolent attacke of capitalism not only in words
but also in deeds. The U. S. S. R. Trade Unions have done
everythimg within their power to this end. They considered
it necessary to increase the amount of support, and to enlarge
the campaign to inchude the whole international proletariat. “A
friend in need is.a friend indeed”. But although the privations
of the miners have become very great, and the attacks of the
bourgeoisie have become particularly sharp, the British dele-
gation refused to discuss the question of supporting the miners.
, The Central Council regards this attitude as wrong both
in substance and in form.

Formally this attitude 'is wrong because the answering
telegram of the General Council of the British Trade Union
Congress accepting the offer of a conference made no protest
against the agenda proposed by the U. S. S. R. Trade Unions
which contained only ome point, the question of supporting the
miners.

In substance this attitude of the British delegation is the
continuation of that policy of capitulation and sabotage pur-
sued by the leaders of the General Council during the, general
strike which damaged the working class movement and above
all the interests of the miners severely.

The Plenum of the Central Council wishes to place the
fact on record that through this attitude the British delegation
must take the responsibility for any lack of sufficient support for
the miners.

The Plenum is of the opinion that the demand which the
British delegates placed before the U. S. S. R. delegates calling
for the withdrawal of the declaration of the Central Council
of the U. S. S. R. Trade Unions in connection with the British
General Strike is more than unfounded. The Central Council
sees no reason to alter iis analysis of the British events and
the role played by the General Council and its present leaders
in it. Particularly as not only the history of the strike, but also
the attitude of the British delegation at the Paris conference
fully corroborates the basic contentions of this declaration.

The Plenum wishes to place the fact on record that the
refusal of the British delegation to discuss the question of
support for the British miners and its covering of this refusal
by the demand for the withdrawal of the declaration of the
Central Council of the U. S. S. R. Trade Unions are in fact
a step towards the breaking up of the Anglo-Russian Conunittee
and an attempt to make the international campaign of assistance
for the British miners impossible. Although the working masses
of Great Britain and other countries are closing in more and
more round the banner of unity, although the possibilities of
activity for the Anglo-Russian Committee are becoming ever
greater and although the working masses are regarding the
Anglo-Russian Conunittee with ever more sympathy, never-
theless the leaders of the British trade unions have taken the
responsibility for the first step towards breaking up the Com-
mittee.

The Plenum declares that the responsibility for this step
rests absolutely and comipletely on the shoulders of the British
delegation in the Anglo-Russian Committee.

The Plenum is of the opinion that it is the duty of the
Trades Unions of the Soviet Union despite the attitude of the
British delegation to prosecute the idea of the unity of the
trade union movement with all the means at its disposal. For
the U. S, S R. Trade Unions the Anglo-Russian Committee is
not a block of leaders, but the embodiment of the friendship
and solidarity between the working masses of Great Britain and
the Soviet Union.

Thercfore the Central Cowncil of the U. S. S. R. Trade
Unions in the conviclion thai the maintenance of the Anglo-
Russian Committee is neces<arv in the interests of the inter-

national proletariat, witl continue to demand from the Aaglo-
Russian Comitiee an active support of the workers against
thee copitalists. 3 suroort not in words but in deeds,

This is
the only honest working class policy. The Plenum is of the

opinion that it is the duty of the Anglo-Russian Commiittee io
use all the means of its power to support the miners. The
Plenum considers a refusal of this support to be tantamount
to an indirect support of the capitalists and all class enemies of
the proletariat.

The Plenum stresses the necessity for a complete freedom
of mutual criticism inside the Anglo-Russian Commmittee. The
Central Council of the Trade Unions of the Soviet Union as
an organisation of the victorious proletariat of the Soviet Union
has had immense experience of tife class struggle, and its trade
unions have conducted victorious general strikes against the
enemy more than once. It will not keep silent when the in-
correct policy of the leaders of the General Council damages
the cause of the working class struggle. The Central Council
makes not the least demand to be allowed to “interfere in
internal matters”. It wishes to assist the British proletariat both
materially and ideologically.

The Cemtral Council observes with indignation the strike
breaking attitude of the Amsterdam International and the leaders
of the International Miners’ Federation and the other inter-
natiomal organisations who for the sake of the bourgeoisie have
refused deplorably to support the heroic British workers.

' The Plenum of the Central Council considers it necessary fo
continue the energetic campaign of assistance for the Brifish
miners.

The Plenum of the Central Council of the Trade Union of the
Soviet Union instructs the Presidium to publish the complete fext
of the report and the discussions and also the present resolution,
n the press.

IN THE INTERNATIONAL

Resolution of the Central Committee of the

Communist Party of Czechoslovakia upon

the Events in the Russian and German
Brother Parties.

The Plenary Session of the Central Commmittee of the Com-
munist Party of Czechoslovakia adopted the following resolution
upon August 2lst:

1) The Central Committee of the C.P. of Czechoslovakia
endorses the full text of the resolution of the Political Bureau
of the Party of July 30, 1926 in the Russian question approving
of all the measures adopted by the leadership of the Russian
Party against the attacks of the opposition upon the unity of the
C. P. of the Soviet Union, and it declares its complete agreement
with this resolution. With this decision the Central Committee
regards the question as settled and does not consider it neces-
sary to open up a discussion in the Party upon it.

2) At the same time the Central Committee follows care
fully the struggle of the Communist brother Party in Germany
to clean itself from the disruptors who are attempting to injuré
the unity and discipline of the party. The Central Comumittce
hopes that the expulsion of Ruth Fischer, Maslov and others will
be a warning for all who may feel inclined to attack the unity
of the Comumunist Party of Germany.

The Central Committee believes that all members of the
Communist Party of Germany and all its organisations and
nuclei will place themselves behind the leadership of the party
and defend with it the Leninist and Bolshevist line in the C.P.
of Giermanv against all fractional attacks whether from the Right
or the Lett.

The Central Committee of the C.P. of Czechoslovakia ex-
presses its sympathy with the German brother Party and ifs
leadership and hopes that the fractional attacks of Ruth Fischer,
Maslov and others will in a short time be just such a comr
pletely overcome and insignificant episode for the C.P. of Ger-
manv as today the secession of Bubnik and his followers is for
the C. P. of Czechoslovakia.

Long live the fighting determination and Bolshevist discipline
of the Comomuist Party!

Long live the Communist Internationall!
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Party Conference of the C. P. S, U.

A Party Conference of the Commmist Party of the Soviet
Union has been arranged for the 15th October in Moscow. The
agenda is the following: 1) Report of Comrade Bukharin upon
questions of international policy. 2) Report of Comrade Rykov

upon the economic situation. 3) Report of Comrade Tomski upon

po
the results of the work of the trade unions of the Soviet Union
and their future tasks.

IN THE COLONIES

Tho Revolutionary Movement in Indo-China
By A. F.

Economically, Indo-China is ruled by the Bank of Indo-China,
which in the year 1924 possessed a capital of 64,400,000 francs,
and the transactions of which during the 'same year amounted to
4,5 milliards. It has in its hands the ,,Credit Industriel et Commer-
cial”, the French Coal Company of Tonkin (which exports 1,400,000
tons of coal in the year) and the Railway Company of Yunam.

The total trade of the colony amounts to more than 4 milliard
francs. The sale of opium and alcohol bring in more than one
milliard, of which sum the administration costs 200 millions. The
rest is pocketed by the monopolists. In this manner French Im-

rialism earns 415 millions a year just for poisoning the natives.
he budget of the colony totals 1,327,000,000 francs. Exports of
rice figure at 15,000,000 centners, exports of rubber at 80,000
centners.

The wealth of Indo-China accrues to the exdusive advantage
of the French. A miner earns 32 centimes a day, a female worker
28 centimes and a juvenile 16 centimes. Furthermore, they are
not paid regularly and, even so. not always in money. The coal
company erects shops at which the workers are obliged to buy
their requirements at prices about 10% higher than those ruling
on the market. Wages are often paid in kind, and the worker
gets his money in many cases a fortnight or even a month later.
By these methods the company prevents the workers from desert-
ing. Of the 15,907 miners counted in 1916, not one reached the
age of sixty. And out of this consideration workers’ pensions for
the natives have been refused as being superfluous.

The life of the peasant is no better. The soil is lean, the
methods of working it belong to the Middle Ages, and the crop
Is consequently slight. While in Europe a hectar yields 4,67 kilo-
grammes of grain, the same measure of ground produces only
1,21 kilogrammes in Indo-China. The Government levies upon the
Peasants a revenue tax of 10% in gold. Furthermore, the peasant
must pay so much for irrigation, manure, seed, hire of draught
cattle, labourers, etc., that he works with a deficit of 3,75 Dollar
per “Mau” (ground measure).How is it prossible for the peasant
to live and pay his taxes? The answer is very simple: It does not
matter. The principal thing is: He pays and lives.

An Annamitic proverb says: “If a man works, he dies of
hunger; if he does not work, then hunger kills him.” Through
thousands of years of tradition and through force of circumstances
they are tied to the land. They would gladly escape from the
ungrateful land,if they could; but where can they go to? The
majority of them eat nothing but potatoes and vegetables the
whole year round. Only on great holidays do they eat the precious
rice.

. It is not only under taxation that the natives groan, though
this has increased by 550% in the course of ten years.
following is taken from a native paper “Khaihoa du Tomkin”:
“People are often arrested illegally. They are kept in
prisen for months ... the soldiers compel them to pay this
and that and also brutalise them... One was so seriously
maltreated that he had to be taken to hospital. When a very
poor man has the misfortune to be arrested, there is nothing
for him to do but sell his wife and child in order to pay the
fine, even though his conviction be unjust.”

But there are even more serious cases. The Governor of Cam-
bodsha built a summer palace for 57 millions, which the natives
had 1o raise, and on the road which he had laid from his re-
Sidence to the palace, 1900 natives met their deaths.

.In November of last year the natives handed to the mewly
arrived Governor, the “Socialist” Varenne, the “Claims of the
Amnamites”. Thev related to rights in conmection with the free-

dom of the Press, freedom of speech, meetings and coalition, efc.
Varenne promised everything and gave nothing, just as his pre-
decessors had done. At the same time, the French police in
Shanghai arrested the old Nationalist, Phan-Boi-Chow, who had
been living abroad for twenty years. He was brought to Tonkin
for trial. Although the matter was kept quiet, the rumour of the
arrest spread about and, after the arrival of Varenne in Indo-
China, the students held demonstrations which were directed
particularly against the colonial rule. This was the first time that
anything of the kind had occurred in Indo-China. Varenne was
obliged to release the old Nationalist and content Limseli. with
having him watched secretly. Since that time the students’ move-
ment has continued and since March of this year it has become
much more animated.

In connection with the return of the Nationalist Bui Queng-
Chieu from France, where he had been carrying on propaganda
against the corruption in the colonial administration, there was
another demonstration in which thousands took part. The French
Fascists organised a counter-demonstration, and soldiery, police
and gendarmerie were mobilised. Despite all the provocations,
the Fascists did not succeed in causing any bloodshed, much as
they wished to do so. About this time another Nationalist, Fan
Chau-Trink, an old political prisoner, died, and 30,000 Anna-
mites of Indo-China accompanied his corpse to the grave.
Throughout the country national mourning celebrations were held.
Collections were made and 100,000 dollars were raised within a
few days. All the students went into mourning.

The French were startled by this national movemest and
took measures against it. They forbade the students to wear
mourning and to make collections. They prohibited the mouraing
celebrations. The students answered with a strike, which was
carried out in all the big towns. Even the little school girls
joined in. A slight incident iflustrated the natiomal spirit of the
students: In a school in Saigom somebody wrote on the black-
board: “Ablf.” This means “A bas les Francais”. (“Down with
the French”). The French teachers demanded that the students
showld clean it off. All the students refused to do so. The “So-
cialist” Varenne gave instructions that severe measures should
be taken against the students. There were arrests and expulsions,
and in Saigon alone more than 500 students were removed from

the schools.

In Tonkin there is a secret organisation known as “Fuc-
Viet” (Liberation of Amnam). It recemtly published its pro-
gramme. The following is an extract from it:

“France keeps. Anmam under. It has oppressed our

people for years . . . . our population of 25 million must
form a solid block in order to end the tyranny . . . .
which is already perishing. AH the nations are answering
to the signal of the Russian revolution. India and Egypt are
awakening and will recover their freedom. Is it possible
that the people of Annam will sleep for centuries? If the
ordinary methods will not suffice to liberate us, then we
must have recourse to extreme violence in order . .. to
capture our place. People of Annam, awake!”

In Cochinchina there is a group known as the “Constitu-
tional Party” and consisting of intellectuals who have been
brought up according to French ideas. It is thoroughly moderate
and preaches “co-operation of the French and Annamites upon
the basis of equality”. In reality they have no organisations. But
as it often attacks the French adminmistration — in all loyalty,
of course — it enjoys a certain amount of influence with the
natives.

Another group is called “Young Anmam”. This is more ad-
vanced and very active, Its official organ — managed by a young
Annamite — often publishes articles taken from “L’Humanité”.
It published the Comanunist Manifesto in the form of feuilletons.
The French administration naturally tried to destroy the or-
ganisation. In March the “Young Annam” arranged a meeting
of protest against the exiling of Tonkinese; more than 3000
people attended it and a sharp resolution was adopted. Among
other things it demanded freedom for the native press, abolition of
corporal punishment, freedom of education, freedom of move-
ment etc. In the proclamation of the demonstration the phrase
occurred: “. . . we swear to work for the liberation of the
Annamite people”. On account of this phrase which was copied
in the “Tribune of Young Anmam”, two writers of the pro-
clamation, the organisers of the meeting and the director as
weil as the manager of the paper were sentenced to two years
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imprisonment. The judgement gave rise to a renewal of the
strike in the schools.

The political situation in the colony is best of all iHustrated
by a plaint in one of the French journals of Tonkin: “This agi-
tation is transforming our country, which has previously been
so quiet, into a seat of commeotion and disorder.’

AGITPROP.

The American Party School.
By A. G. Bosse (Moscow).

For three or four years educational work in the New York
District 'was not taken seriously, the policy was one of drift,
and the situation was complicated by the year amd a hali
factional struggle, the absorption of the leading comrades in
other Party work and the general lack of interest on the part
of the membership. In November of last year with the re-
organisation of the Party, with the organisation of the Agitprop
Department under Comrade Wolfe, the educational work of the
district was transtormed.

The slogan of the schoot is:

“Training for the class

struggle”, and its success both as a Party training school and -

as a Leit Wing school with a mass following, has been great.

The Party training course consists of classes in Marxism,
Leninism, the Party’s history, structure and problems, and
Communist work in the trade unions. About 150 students applied
and half were selected. The students were sent by the street
and shop nuclei and were admitted on the basis of Party
activity, trade union activity, and theoretical preparation. Most
of those taking the course were Party functionaries, active trade
unionists, and leading Party workers. The teachers were the
Agitorop director of the district (Wolle), and his assistant
(Benjamin). the General Secretary of the district (Weinstein),
and the industrial organiser (Miller, later Zack). In the trade
union cc:use other comrades who are specialists in their parii-
cular field of work, were drawn in for special sessions of the
class. .

The other Party training course, “Fundamentals of Leni-
nism”, was for members of the shop nuclei only. When the
course began, the Party was in the process of -eorganisation,
and most of the comrades were still in territorial branches.
The nucleus selected the comrade, usually ihe organiser, paid
his fee and exacted regular attendance from him. The class
met every other week and in alternate weacks, the comrade led
the political discussion in the nucleus on the matters ;scussed
in class. The course dealt wich “the theory and practice of
Leninism in their concrete application fo the American Party
in general, and the nceds and problems of the shop nuclei in
particular.” The instructor was the organisation secretary of
the district (Stachel).

The other courses were open to all workers who wished to
attend. The English courses were graded from elementary
courses for those unable 1o speak English, to advanced English,
advanced public speaking, workers correspondents, and modern
literature from the point of view of historic materialism. In
economtics there were elemeniary and advanced ceurses,

Financially, the school w.as faced with greas difficulties at the
beginning. The director was pard now ad then, the secretary
served voluntarily, and ihe only one piid regulariv was the
clerical secretary. The vent was paid ardilv. the chairs broken,
and other facilities lacking. Tae classes were held in the district
headquarters and despite constant noise of PPartv and fraction
meetings in adjacent rooms, the classes carried on with great
regularitv. To put the school on its leet tinanciallv, the Agitprop
Commmitice decided upon a drive for funds.

An apphoation to the Gariand Fund (a million-dollar fund
whose 1nterest was used for labour, education. the labour press,
labour publication, and the like) was refused on the ground
that the school taugnt sectarian doctrines and was not a real
workers' svhool, The Agitprop Committee decided to go ahead
with tts drive, and bogan with a banquet to which as manv
warkers' organisations as could be reached —wvere invited. At this
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banquet a couple of thousand dollars was pledged. A concert
and mass meeting brought anotlier 2500 dotlars and a six-week’s
intensive drive in the Party, the trade umions, fraternal and
other workers’ organisations, brought the total to 8,000 dollars.
The Garland Fund which had granted the librany 1,000 dollars
was asked to send a representative to investigate the school,
and the favourable report made resulted in a grant of

5,000 dollars. With the fees which students paid the school was

put up on its feet financially, and the director was able to
eat and breathe freely again.

All the students paid fees (unless on strike or unemployed)
of. 250 for a 1-hour a week three-mouths term, and 1.00 for
the 3-hour a week Party training course. The febs helped fo
pay a large part of the scaool expenses for remt, iight, tele-
phone, printing, etc. The teachers were paid, but all turped
their wages back to the school. (They are all Party members).

Next year the school is to be broadened out into a Left
Wing school, by the addition of some symgpathetic non-Party
instructors. The Agitpron Committee of the district rums the
school, and has approved of this extension of activities. An
attempt was made this year to supply teachers to the unions.
but due to a shortage of teachers and to mass strikes in which
many of the Left Wing unions were engaged, little was done
along this line. A new building, probably together with the
district office ,will be the object of another drive this comting
school year. The school attempted by the reactionary A. F. of L.
Central Labour Council of New York, (with 800,000 members
affiliated) has been a failure, and the Socialist Party Rand
School is practically dead. The Workers’ School has the field
to itsell, and is successfully burying its roots in the local mass
organisations of workers.

The mass character of the school is indicated by the
800 students registered last year (November 1925 to June 1926).
Of these more than half remained in regular attendance through
June. How good a record this is can be seen if we contrast it
with the work in the public evening schools where only
200 students out of a gegistration of 800 remain after six months.
Half the students were Party members and half non-Part:
workers, mostly of Lelt Wing organisations. Most of them were
members of unions. The content of the courses was such as
to constantly link up the class-room work with the mass
struggles of the workers. The basic course, which was given at
the central school and at all the section branches in New York
and in nearby cities, was the Fundamentals of Leninism. The
text used was the “ABC of Communism” by Bucharin and
Preabrashensky, but at teachers’ conferences, “stress was laid
upon the adaptation of this text to American conditions.

The slogan “Discover America” indicates the attempt to
concretise and ‘‘Americanise” all the teaching. When the Passaic
textile strike broke out, all the energies of the school were
directed toward aiding towin the strike. Teachers spoke in the
strike aren (Comrade Weisbord, the leader of the strike, had
been a teacher of one of the branch classes); the English classes
used the strike in their reading and composition work and in
their workers correspondents’ class; the class in econmomics
studied the centralisation of industry and the concentration of
canital of the textile industry; the research class turned its
efforts toward conditions in the industry, profits, interlocking
directorates, and foreign connections; the trade union class took
un the question of organisation of the unorganised and similar
questions in the light of the Passaic strike.

In the Furrier's strike a delegation of the administration,
teachers and students appeared before the strike commmittee, and
ofiered to put the school at the disposal of the strikers. The
hall committee of the strikers asked the school administration
to help out with speakers, musical talent and entertainment of
other sorts. and the school got in touch with some of the
people it had hsted for such work.

The most interesting feature of the work of the past year
has been the success with which the school has combined the
functions of a truly Communist training school with those of
a Left Wing mass school. The prospects of the coming year
are verv favourable for a still further broadening oot of its
work. An intensive training course for selected Party hme-
tionaries lrom all over the country combined with an institute
for teachers lor the next vear is the chief work of the summer.
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