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THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL 

AGAINST OPPORTUNIST LEGALISM 
(On the Suppression of the Revolutionary Freethinkers' League in Germany) 

T HE economic crisis, which is deepening from 
day to day, against the background of the 

general crisis of the capitalist system, is accentu
ating both the internal class contradictions and 
the external antagonisms between the individual 
imperialist states to an extraordinary degree. f.Ve 
place the revolutionary way out of the crisis on 
the agenda of history; our enemies, however
point to the capitalist way out of the crisis, by 
violently repressing the revolutionary movements 
of the proletariat and peasantry, and imperialist 
war. 

In connection with this the growth of Fascism is 
becoming a general, an international phenomenon. 
And this gives the following thesis from the reso
lution of the Second Congress of the Communist 
International an especial significance for us 
to-day: 

"For all countries, even for the freest, most 
legal and most peaceful (in the sense of the 
class struggle being least accentuated) the 
period has fully matured when it is absolutely 
essential for every Communist Party systematic
ally to combine legal and ~llegal work, legal and 
illegal organisation. For even in the freest 
and most enlightened countries with the most 
'stable' bourgeois-democratic order of society, 
the governments are already beginning, despite 
their lying and hypocritical asseverations, 
systematically to make up secret lists of Com
munists, to violate their own constitutions in 
endless ways, to give secret and semi-secret 
support to the White Guardists and to 
assassinate Communists in all countries, to 
smuggle agent~ provocateurs into Communist 
Circles, etc. Only the most reactionary philis
tines-however fine, 'democratic' and pacifist 
the phrases with which they may seek to cloak 
themselves-can deny this fact or the neces
sary consequence of it : the immediate form
ation of illegal organisations by all Communist 
Parties with a view to carrying on systematic 
illegal work, and complete preparation for the 
moment when the bourgeois persecution 
begins." 
At the same time the question of all workers' 

organisations defending themselves against 
attempts to repress them likewise acquires an 
especial significance. At the present moment we 
may expect an intensification of the campaign 
against revolutionary workers' organisations 
everywhere by an accentuation of the Fascist and 
government terror-even in those countries where 
our parties have hitherto been legal. The 

attempts to repress our organisations in those 
countries are increasing in number. In most 
cases the bourgeoisie attempts to isolate the 
Communist Party by repressing the mass organ
isations, so as to more easily proceed to the pro
scription of the Party itself (e.g., Germany and 
Czecho-Slovakia). Full use must be made of the 
lessons to be learned from the experience of 
the Bolshevik Party of the Soviet Union to ensure 
success in the struggle to defend all workerli' 
organisations. They may be summarised as 
follows: 

1. To ensure that the organ'1sation, while 
still legal, will be able to maintain its existence 
in illegality. 

2. Not to surrender any legal position 
without a stubborn struggle, and to mobilise 
the masses for the defence of every such 
position. 

3· To correctly combine legal and illegal 
work. To continue open mass work, and the 
mass struggle. in the most varied forms, and 
under the most diverse assumed names, by 
constructing the illegal apparatus carefully and 
in good time. 

4· To always wage a prompt struggle against 
opportunistic legalism, which surrenders 
revolutionary principles from motives of 
expediency, and against the no less dangerous 
sectarianism, which divides the Party from the 
masses. 

5· To employ every favourable opportunity 
which presents itself to emerge from the 
depths of illegality! and break throug~ . the 
legal barriers, to wm back the open positions 
for Party work. 
Such events as we have witnessed in connec

tion with the suppression of the German Free
thinkers' League warn ~s of the ~r~at 
dangers of legalism, which IS to-~ay acqumng 
international significance and wh1ch must be 
fought against, averted and overcome. . 

Although the reactionary powers of the ~asc1st 
bourgeoisie in Germany have. been demandmg the 
prohibition of the Revolutwnary Freet~ought 
Organisation for some time past and desp1te the 
fact that the press organs of the Briinin_g 
government, in particular those of the ~athollc 
Centre Party, have obviou.sly been l?rep.anng for 
the suppression of th1s orgamsatwn_, th~ 
National Committee of the Freethmkers 
League organised practically no defensive 
struggle. (On the one hand, there was 
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no adequate ~trutrgle for legality, for the defence 
of the orgamsabon, and at the same time the 
internal preparations for the suppression :nade 
wi!~in. th~ or!fanisation, were also inad~quate.) 
lmbatlve m this sphere was taken only by individ
~1 ~roups. The national committee of the organ
IsatiOn made no sort of internal organisational 
preparations against the suppression. 

If,. in those countries now going over to 
Fascism, the mass organisations of the 
revolutionary proletariat, living as they are 
under a constant menace, and finally even 
our own Communist Parties, were not to wage a 
struggle for the defence of their legal positions, 
what would be the result of such passivity? It 
would. be. quite intolerable. All attacks upon our 
or~amsatlons must be answered by the· organis
ation of a mass .s.truggle, by mobilising. the 
workers at the vanous works and factories the 
unem~loy~d at the Exchanges, etc., and all :nass 
orgamsatlons. The proletariat must not sur
render any position without a struggle. 

Despite the correct attitude of individual Com
munist fractions in the Freethinkers' League the 
national committee of this organisation committed 
c~rtain mistakes immediately before the suppres
sion and subsequent to it? What were these 
mistakes? 

In the first place this organisation of I7o,ooo 
persons was not sufficiently disposed, either 
ideologically, poli~ically or organisationally, to 
defy the suppresston. For this reason the situ
ation which arose, the legislative gap intervening 
between the issue qf the decree and executiw 
instructions, could not be utilised for the holding 
of de!Do~strations or protest meetings. The 
orgamsabon was not ready for this. It was 
beyond the power of 'the Bruning government to 
give the executive instructions which have not 
been issued to this day, as it collapsed of its own 
accord. The offices were abandoned and no 
management committee was left behind, even only 
a committee of marked men. In these circum
stances the police did not even require to act. 
The police occupied none of the offices and 
employed no violence, since the "well-disciplined'' 
German Freethinkers acknowledged the legality of 
the dictatorial decree and cleared out of their own 
accord. There were, however, spontaneous 
demonstrations and protest meetings of tb~ 
workers on the streets, before the buildings ot 
the Freethought Society offices, showing that tltP 
workers, in many cases, held quite different 
opinions to those of the national committee. 

The second mistake of the national com
mittee was that . they pursued (in effect) 
a policy of self-dissolution on the part of · 
the central militant organisations, and were 

thankful that the continuation of the burial con
veniences connected with the organisation was 
still permitted by the bourgeoisie. The national 
committee recommended all members to immedi
ately form new local organisations, as the old 
ones were suppress.ed, on a legal basis, witho1tt 
any central comprehensi-ve leadership and to 
make use of the burial organisation as: a reser-voir 
for further recruiting. As there were in actual 
f~ct, many more members adhering to the Revolu
tionary Freethinkers' League than to the burial 
organisation, this meant that thousands of 
adherents were deliberately turned away. 

The th~rd mistake was that the National Com
mittee recommended the members to immediately 
create new local organisations on a broad scale. 
They should have learned their lesson from the 
suppression of the Red Front Fighters' League·, 
when the same premature course was taken. 
When the bourgeoisie suppre$sed the "Ruh,-
wackt" and the "A ntifa" they did this on thP 
pretext that these organisations were a continu
ation of the Red Front Fighters. Since however, 
the organisations had not yet attained 'an organ
ised stability, a large percentage of the adherents 
were lost, when they were suppressed. This mis
take of the National Committee was the child of 
the opportunistic legalism which prevailed in its 
raiJkS and which will become a great danger if it 
infects the Party. 

The workers, however, were to a large extent, 
of a quite different opinion from the N a tiona) 
Committee of the Freethinkers. Thus, in almost 
all the lower organisations, resolutions were 
adopted defying the ban, to maintain and consoli
date the organisation, to make use of all remain
ing possibilities, legal or semi-legal, for mass 
work, and to make a serious effort to break 
through the prohibition by the force of the masses. 
After the district committees of the Party had 
applied to the Central Committee of the Party, 
drawing the attention of the latter to the oppor
tunistic instructions of the National Committee 
of Fre!(thinkers, the Central Committee criticised 
them. The functionaries ';of the Freethinkers' 
organisation welcomed this. assistance from the 
Central ·Committee of the Party. It is already 
apparent that the Freet~inkers Organisation 
still has great chances of legal mass work 
and that this way to new, legal, mass organis
ations can best be paved by illegal mass organ
isations. 

Another political mistake of the same sort was 
the formation of militant committees for secession 
from· he church, instead of forming militant 
committees for the defence of the revolu
tionary workers' organisations. Such com
mittees as the former ought to be formed, 
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but, by transferring the main emphasis of 
the struggle to the recruiting of members 
for secession from the church, the basis of the 
united militant front was restricted, instead of 
being extended, and the suppression of the Free
thinkers' organisation was not analysed as a pre
paratory measure for the general campaign 
against proletarian organisations and a measure 
to make social and cultural reaction more easy. 
This would, without doubt, have done better 
service to the movement for secession from the 
church than was actually done by the incorrect 
policy pursued. This mistake was likewise the 
child of opportunistic tendencies. 

All this shows clearly and unmistakably what 
dangers are threatening the Communist move
ment in the face of the growing Fascist reaction, 
unless a timely struggle is waged against this 
legalism which precludes any offensive policy, and 
neither creates nor consolidates the illegal 
apparatus. 

Hand-in-hand with these tendencies went 
tendencies to sectarianism, which represent an 
equal danger. Thus, after the opportunistic line 
-of the N a tiona! Committee had been corrected, 
there was a tendency to think that the organis
ation should only be continued after it had been 
purged. The alleged meaning of this purge was 
that the organisation should only be freed of 
unreliable elements. In reality, the discussion 
on the subject of the purge reflected all sorts of 
sectarian ideas. "The purgers" were likewise 
unwilling to make use of the great opportunities 
for legal mass struggle, which still existed and 
even went so far as to ,:uggest that propaganda 
and organisationaJ work in tavour of the chun·h 
secessiOn movement should only be carrier.! on 
within the mass organisations. The sectarians like
wise did not reflect that now in view of the threat
ened suppression of the reformist Freethinkers' 
confederation it is just the time when the fraction 
work in this confederation should be enliveQed, 
so that a better and more vital policy of the united 
front can be developed from below. The lying 
assertion of the reformists' management com
mittee who alleged that . the revolutionary 
Freethinkers' league had . only been suppressed 
because of the offensive manner of its 
atheist propaganda, was likewise not com
bated with sufficient energy. It was sup
pressed because it was a proletarian organ
isation for the class struggle, suppressed 
with the active participation of the Social
ist Party of Germany. The latter now wants to 
conceal this fact, but our Party must ruthlessly 
unmask it. The recruiting methods of these 
Social-Democrats were likewise not brandmarked 
as they should have been, when they declared 
that the members of the suppressed organisations 
should come to them, since the reformist con-

federation had not been suppressed. Now 
the suppression of the reformists' .confedera
tion is threatened too. In our opinion the 
management committee of the Social-Democratic 
confederation will swallow anything that the 
reactionary government demands in order to save 
their 01ganisations from being suppressed. The 
Social-Democratic petty bourgeois will not have 
the courage to continue their organisation on an 
illegal basis. But for this reason the policy of a 
united front with the Social-Democratic workers 
on the basis of a struggle for legal mass work 

. must first be pursued along the correct lines. 
Another great failing in the work of the Free

thinkers'. League was that they were too slow in 
transferring the district organisations from a 
residential Social-Democratic basis to an indus
trial· one. Thus, at the time of the suppression 
there were still very few factory groups, most of 
them being located in the industrial area of the 
Rhine and Westphalia. But, there too, the exist
ing factory groups, some thirty in number, are 
nothing like as numerous as the great industrial 
enterprises, and far from what the revolutionary 
possibilities demand. This organisational policy 
naturally had its effect upon all deviations from 
the militant revolutionary line against the sup
pression and from the correct organisational 
strategy after the suppression. . , : 

If, despite all these weaknesses and failings and 
despite these political mistakes, the organisation 
(with a tew exceptions) has, according to the 
latest reports maintained its numerical strength 
and continues its work, we must attribute this in 
the mam to the sound political will of the masses. 
The masses are beginning to resist opportunism 
to defy reaction. These are symptoms of a revo
lutionising process. 

The Party itself, in most parts of the. country, 
did not get beyond making a feeble protest. This 
is likewise a sign that the Party has not sufficiently 
organised the struggle for the defence of the mass 
organisations and that instructions from above 
are not promptly tl"ansmitted to the rank and file. 
It is also a bitter pill that the directives of tha 
Central Committee often (as a result of inadequate 
control) reach the rank and file in a distorted 
shape and that the lower organs fail to develop 
their own initiative to an adequate degree. The 
Party has not given enough P?litical guidance. to 
this most vital mass struggle m the lower umts. 

The lessons to be learned from the suppression 
measures taken up to date in Germany, Czecho
Slovakia and other countries must be turned to 
good account. This means promptly fi&"hting 
against the dangers that threaten us, both m the 
way of legal opportunism and of Left sectarian
ism, so that the remnants of Social-Democracy 
may be uprooted from our own ranks. 
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THE MINERS' STRIKE IN CZECHO-SLOVAKIA AND 
ITS LESSONS 

T HE Central Committee of the Czecho
Slovakian Communist Party met on the 19th 

and 2oth of March, 1932. In the resolution 
unanimously adopted it was said that : 

"In the recent period the Party and the Red 
Unions were better able than hitherto to lead 
the opposition in the factories against the 
offensive of the employers. To-day, however, 
the attacks of the capitalists enter on a new 
stage ; they are making a simultaneous frontal 
attack upon huge sections of the workers, 
whole branches of industry. This, and the 
successful development of the small strikes, 
calls for the transition to big mass struggles 
and strikes. The success of this task depends 
upon the further development of our influence 
in the factories." 

The Central Committee was led to this con
clusion by the following train of thought which 
was given expression in the reports and discus
sion in the committee. 

The Party was successful in securing a some
what significant success among the unemployed, 
by establishing a broad united front movement 
of the unemployed under its undisputed leader
ship. It developed-particularly in the Car
pathian Ukraine--a broad and keen mass move
ment of the small peasants against Czechish 
imperialism. In many branches of industry 
(building workers, land labourers), it led a great 
number of small, and in the majority of instances, 
successful local strikes. But the decisive short
ooming of the mass resistaace against the 
capitalist offensive, organised by the Party, was 
the absence of any big strike movements in the 
principal important industries. There the resist
ance in the first stage was in the form of guerilla 
warfare, of small fights. Action in individual 
factories, demonstrations outside the factories, 
short demonstrative strikes-this was the form of 
the development of the struggle, in the course of 
which the Communists and the Red Trade Unions 
fought slowly and stubbornly to develop the faith 
of the working masses in bigger struggle by 
means of the defence also of the smallest day-to
day interests of the workers. For the rest, this 
form of struggle also accorded with the 
form of the capitalist offensive; for in the majority 
of instances the employers did not give notice to 
end the collective agreements. They abandoned 
the higher cost of living increase, individually 
reduced the agreed wage-rates, enormously· 
increased the measures of rationalisation, gave 

notice to individual workers, and gradually 
carried through the dismissals. 

In the recent period, with the rapid develop
ment of the crisis, the employers' offensive also 
proceeded at a faster rate. The capitalists went 
over to a great frontal attack; they terminated 
the agreements for whole sections of the workers ; 
there was a setting aside of wage-rates and mass 
dismissals in whole sections. The old form of 
resistance no longer answered to the requirements 
of the situation. If the Communist Party is to 
win the confidence of the masses in the revolu
tionary way out of the crisis, it must defend the 
interests of the masses by a great struggle 
against the capitalist attempts to seek a solution 
of the crisis by means of a fearful impoverisl)ment 
of the working masses. The position imperiously 
demanded the transition from guerilla warfare in 
the factories to the organisation of mass strikes. 

On the other hand the guerilla warfare pre
supposed the solution of this task. For only 
through a number of small struggles can lihe 
Communists harness the masses, raise their self
consciousness and persuade them that the Com
munists not only are able correctly to estimate 
the situation and to show the perspectives, but 
also that they are able energetically ap.d success
fully to lead the daily struggle of the workers. 

For these re;J.sons the Central Committee put 
forward the transition to mass strikes, and par
ticularly the organisation of the miners' strike, 
as the vital question. This happened on March 
2oth. On March 23rd the great miners' strike 
began. 

* * 
The prerequisite of a successful development 

of the great miners' strike against the will of the 
Social-Fascist leaders and in spite of the raging 
terror of the State apparatus was a number of 
small strikes, which had been already organised 
in all important districts under the leadership of 
the Party and the Red Unions since last autumn. 
Already in November of last year, in the Northern 
Bohemian mining district a broad movement was 
organised for the payment of the cost-of-living 
increase-abandoned by the employers. This 
demand at that time brought the rnasses for the 
most part into action. The correct tactic of pro
letarian united front was employed. A broad 
united front conference was organised and a 
United Area Committee elected, in which a 
number of Reformist factory committees and 
functionaries of the Reformist trade union groups 
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were represented. In December there was organ
ised in the pits a number of short demonstra
tive strikes to demand payment of the cost-of
living increase, in which more than half the 
workers involved participated. At the State pits 
the action was successful in getting the cost-of
living increase granted. And it was precisely 
this wave of small fights and also the partial 
successes which the workers in many pits 
achieved, which strengthened the fighting deter
mination of the North Bohemian miners and 
created the basis for a broad united front of mine
workers. 

In December in the Kladno district the Com
munist Party and the Red Unions organised a 
fight for the concrete partial demands of the mine
workers, for the cost-of-living increase, against 
the reduction of miners' insurance, against dis
missals, and for the six-hour day without wage 
adjustment. At the end of December this fight 
reached its summit in a united action of the 
Kladno mineworkers, linked up with short demon
strative strikes at the pits, demonstrations of the 
miners, their women folk and the unemployed 
before the pits and on the streets of Kladno. This 
action secured-as compared with Brilx-no 
material success, but it mobilised the masses and 
thereby prepared the solidarity action of the 
Kladno district for the Briix strike. 

In the Ostrau district as well the Party led a 
long preparatory campaign. Here in the fore
ground, besides the cost-of-living increase and 
the fight against dismissals, stood the special 
demands of the young mineworkers. A number 
of united front conferences mobilised the masses 
already in the summer and autumn of last year. 
The movement rose to demonstrative strikes at 
individual pits where workers had been dismissed. 

While this action in all districts led to wide 
propaganda for the slogan of "Not a man to be 
dismissed : Not a farthing wage reduction," and 
for the six-hour day without wage reductions, and 
popularised the strike weapon, so also a situation 
was created in the districts in which the masses 
were ready to answer a new attack of the coal 
barons with a strike--a situation in which a 
spark would start an explosion. 

* * * 
At the beginning of March the broad offensive 

of the coal barons began. They demanded the 
dismissal of rs,ooo mineworkers, wage reductions 
up to 30 per cent. and the worsening of a number 
of conditions in the agreement. (As regards 
Saturday allowances, etc.) It was clear that 
this was the beginning of a frontal attack of 
the coal magnates in all districts and the signal 
for a broad offensive against all wages. The 

Party put forward a slogan of defence against 
these attacks by strong action, and began to 
mobilise the radicalised workers. The Social
Fascist leaders began to manmuvre. They called 
a Unity conference of all the representatives of 
factory councils and local leaders of the district, 
and also invited the Red Trade Unions, 1who 
hitherto had always been strictly boycotted. They 
vowed solemnly to reject the conditions of the 
coal barons and that they would never willingly 
agree to wage reductions and dismissals. They 
spoke solemnly and at great length about the 
necessity of working-class unity and invited the 
Red Unions this time to the negotiations with the 
employers, although they were no parties to the 
contract, and although previously they had 
sought to keep their representatives far removed 
from all negotiations. But at the same time they 
endeavoured to lull the workers and to hinder 
all concrete measures of struggle as well as the 
establishment of a united front organisation. The 
mistakes of the Ostrau comrades, with which we 
shall be concerned later, made it possible for them 
to win time and to prolong negotiations. 

In the meantime, the offensive of the coal 
barons commenced also in the district of Northern 
Bohemia ; indeed, here the employers did not 
come forward with an open declaration of their 
demands, but they planned a ro per cent. to r2 
per cent. wage cut and began with dismissals. 
Shortly after a pit disaster, which had been 
brought about by rationalisation, and in which 
eight lives had been sacrificed and the mine
workers brought into a state of great agitation, 
the Briix Mining Co. gave notice to the whole 
of the workers at the Humboldt pit, about 340 
men. On the proposal of the Communists the 
workers replied with an immediate strike. The 
strikers pulled out the neighbouring pits and 

·brought them to a standstill. Two days after-
wards all the pits of this c-ompany were on strike. 
The Party put forward the slogan of an all-district 
strike. On the 27th March a Unity conference 
took place, called by the Pit Council, at the 
Humboldt pit, which put forward the demand for a 
general mineworkers' strike of the whole district. 
The Social-Democratic, National-Socialist and 
Fascist leaders declared the strike to be "wild" 
and called upon all their members to break the 
strike, forbade them to participate in the elected 
strike committees which everywhere had been 
rapidly established. Reinforcements of the police, 
gendarmerie and military quickly came into the 
district. The Ministry promised again to go into 
the question of compensation for the shutting 
down of the Humboldt pit. The district authori
ties issued a publication saying that thereby the 
grounds for striking ·had been removed and there-
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fore they would suppress the strike "by every 
meaJ:!s. '' The miners, with their womenfolk and 
the unemployed, went from pit to pit, and in spite 
of the prohibition, held daily meetings (at which 
Communist representatives spoke) fought the 
gendarmes who had established themsel~s at 
the pits; and always the effect was the same; 
further enterprises refused to work under the 
"protection" of the gendarmes, came out, elected 
pit committees, established mass picketing and 
joined in the strike. 

On the 23rd March, thirty-five pits were at a 
standstill ; on the 29th March fifty-two, on the 
3oth eighty~eight, and on the JISt the strike was 
as complete as ever seen in this district ; 
out of over IOO pits not one person was at work 
and from the whole area: not a single piece of coal 
was transported without the permission of the 
central leadership. 

The pits at Kladno came out on strike, and in 
a few days here also the strike spread to all pits 
in the district with the exception of two. 

All this, in spite of the demands of the Social
Fascist leaders for the breaking of the strike; all 
this, in spite of the fact that at the strike of one 
of the pits longest at work, Julius V. in Komotau, 
the gendarmerie had already turned the guns on 
the crowd. The mineworkers answered with new 
mighty demonstrations. They did not, it is true, 
force their way through .the military and police 
cordons up to Julius V. Pit. But the men 
answered the bloodbath by joining in the strike. 

On February 27 the broad united front confer
ence met in Briix. It put forward the demands: 
Withdrawal of all notices, guarantees against all 
dismissals' and wage reductions for the period of 
a year, compensation for short time, holidays at 
employers' cost, six-hour day without wage 
adjustment, safety and sanitation .for mine
workers, insurance at the employers' and State 
expense, State maintenance for all unemployed 
and abolition of Geneva system, prohibition of the 
fl.lling of pit wagons during the days when not 
hauled, pit inspectors (safety measures) elected 
by all workers and paid by the State, immediate 
recall from the district of gendarmes and the 
military. A broad strike leadership was elected 
from all the organisations concerned (the organ
ised Communists were in a minority, but had 
t,mdisputed leadership). It was decided to extend 
the strike over the whole district, ·everywhere 
to elect strike committees, representative of and 
Jed by mineworkers only, and to set up mass 
picketing. The conference turned towards the 
Ostrau mineworkers with the invitation to join in 
a common fight against a common foe. · 

In the meantime the Party took up the line of 
the extension of the strike into a general strike of 

mineworkers. It was decided to do everything 
to secure the participation of the other districts 
in the strike as quickly as possible. 

On March 29, in spite of the most raging 
terror, in spite of the occupation of all the pits 
and mining colonies by hundr·eds of gendarmes, 
in spite of colossal endeavours of the reformist 
apparatus to break the strike, seven pits in the 
Silesian part of the Ostrau district came out. In 
two days the strike spread altogether to thirteen 
pits and .embraced 8,ooo mineworkers. The 
State apparatus answered by shooting, two mine
workers being ){!illed and a number wounded. 
The police forbade any sort of strike agitation, 
no meetings, even if they were of T.U. groups 
or committees ( !) , were tolerated. In spite of 
that, great demonstrations took place in Karwina. 

On March 3 I, the first three pits in Kladno 
came out on strike. Here also in a few days 
the strike spread to all the pits in the district wfth 
the exception of two. 

Thus the prophecy of the secretary of the 
Social-Fascist Union, Brozik, was contradicted 
by events. A week before the strike, at a private 
meeting, he had said that in the Ostrau district 
"nothing would move them." Thus all the 
Social-Fascist and liquidatory prophecies were 
given the lie, prophecies which the day before 
the strike were confidently declaiming that JJhere 
in Kladno no action would be taken. 

Now the Social-Fascists began to manreuvre. 
For Ostrau an agreement was made that the 
notices fixed already for April Ist should for the 
time being be withdrawn, and that during negotia
tions no worker would be discharged. The 
Government forbade for the time being the dis
missal of the workers at the Humboldt pit and 
the Nelson pit in Northern Bohemia. The Social
Fascists brought into Parliament the proposals 
for the nationalisation of the mines. 

And while all their organisations, the Czechish 
Social-Democrats, Svaz, the German Social
Democratic Union, the Czech-Socialist, Jednota, 
the Hakenkreuzler (the Czechish Fascists) and the 
Christian Socialists in Ostrau, in Kladno, in the 
small mining area of Falkenau, where in conse
quence of the lack of brown coal there 
arose a boom, all these organisations, together 
with the State apparatus, strangled the 
"wild" strike, organised open strike-breaking, 
terrorised their own membership to drive them 
back to work, and adopted in the Northern 
Bohemian district, where they were compelled by 
mass pressure of tiheir own members, a "flexible" 
tactic. 

The Social-Democrats were the most determined 
strike-breakers. Thev continued to denounce the 
strike as "wild," again forbade (certainly without 
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success) their members to take part in the strike 
leadership, and carried on a shameless persecu
tion of the strikers, against whom their Minister 
sent gendarmes and military forces. They no 
longer dared directly to summon their members 
to work. They now took up a "neutral" stand 
and left the responsibility to the "Communist 
witches.'' 

The Czechish Socialists were still more 
"elastic." They declared the strike to be 
"correct," but "undertaken at an inopportune 
time.'' They did noi: forbid their people to par
ticipate in the strike leadership (although it 
wouldn't have made any difference if they had). 
In speeches at the meetings of the mineworkers 
they attempted to support the "correct" struggle 
and at the same time permitted the gendarmes 
and soldiers to shoot down the miners, gendarmes 
and soldiers whom their Minister sent into the 
district. At the same time they strangled the 
strike in all other areas in order to isolate the 
Briix strikers. 

The Hakenkreuzler went the furthest. They 
were on all strike committees, voted for all the 
Communist proposals, carried through all 
decisions (for they must, if they were not to lose 
all influence) ... but simultaneously, together 
with the Social-Democratic bureaucrats, throttled 
the strike in Falkenau. 

In the meantime Parliament met. The Com
munists put forward as their proposals the 
demands of the strikers: Ban on dismissals for a 
year, shortening of the working day, tax on the 
profits of the coal barons for the benefit of the 
unemployed mineworkers, immediate recall of the 
gendarmerie and military forces. . . The Social
Fascists, who had just put forward the proposal 
for "nationalisation of the mines," voted against 
these proposals and exposed themselves in the 
eyes of their own members. 

The concrete proposals for the continuance, 
extension, and increasing of the fight unveiled the 
false "friends" of the mineworkers in the. dis
tricts. The mineworkers were clearly persuaded 
of the correctness of the Communist estimation of 
the Social-Fascist leaders. 

On March 31, there occurred, however, a seri
ous repulse to the hitherto continually extending 
strike front. As it was not possible for the 
Mii.hr (Ostrau) part of the Ostrau-Karwin district 
to come out with the others (for the Social
Democrats have a predominant influence in this 
part), the Silesian pits began to vacillate and 
at some pits in Silesian Ostrau the strike col
lapsed. In the eastern part, in Karwin and 
Orlau, the strikers held fast and over 8o per cent. 
of the men were out. But in the absence of the 

leading Party representative, who led the strike 
in the Ostrau area, the Ostrau comrades, in spite 
of strictly contrary instructions from the Centr·e, 
made a fatal mistake and broke the strike with
out close examination of the situation and without 
taking the decision of the workers themselves. 
The miners went into the pits, but still their fight
ing determination was so great that the employers 
dare not provoke them by any kind of persecu
tion. At the funeral of the shot comrades, 25,000 

mineworkers vowed to avenge themselves and 
resolved to take up the fight again as quickly as 
possible. 

Still the breach in the fight had great effect. 
In Kladno the strike began to crumble away; it 
was necessary, after the exhaustion of all means 
for continuing it, to secure an organised retreat. 
In the small districts, where preparations had 
been made to join in the fight, it was necessary 
either to be satisfied with a demonstrative strike 
(Rossitz and Handlovia in Slovakia, where the 
demands were partially achieved) or single strikes 
which quickly caved in (Falkenau). 

In the Ostrau district itself the Centre corrected 
the mistake. On April 3 a new conference of 
Red mineworkers was held with the participation 
of a number of Reformist delegates. The mis~ 
take of the Ostrau leadership was openly criticised 
by the Centre with the support of the worker 
delegates. The stoppage of the breakaway which 
had begun was thereby urged and the conference 
voted unanimously and enthusiastically for 
resumption of the strike in the next few days. 
Nevertheless, during the following week (April 
3: to 10) only individual pits came out on strike, 
and it was not yet possible, through the continu
ance at work of the "Social-Democratic" pits 
in the Ostrau ar·ea, to win for strike action the 
decisive part of the district. 

In this situation the bourgeoisie directed all 
their forces on the Northern Bohemia district 
in order to strangle the strik·e there. The 
employers gave out communications in which 
they demanded an immediate return to work. The 
authorities issued a decree on April r announc
ing that the Briix Central Strike Committee was 
an "illegal body," since, it was alleged, the 
withdrawal of the notices at the Humboldt pit 
(which had provided the immediate cause of the 
breaking of the strike front) had taken away the 
grounds for strike. On the same day all the 
Reformist unions and the Czechish Social-Fascists 
called conferences of their organisations and 
directed their huge authority (among their big 
guns was the member of the Senate, Soukup, and 
member of the Executive of the Second Inter" 
national), towards carrying through the return to 
work on the 4th April. 
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Still the mineworkers put up their measures of 
resistance. After the dissolution of the strike 
leadership committee the Red Mineworkers' 
Union alone took over the leadership of the 
strike, called upon the mineworkers to persevere 
in and to sharpen the struggle. In the w·hole 
country the Communist Party of Czecho-Slovakia 
organised demonstrations and demonstrative 
strikes against the dissolution of the elected 
organ of struggle. As early as the 3rd of April 
a Unity conference of mineworkers was held in 
Briix in which 774 delegates took part, 185 of 
whoin were unorganised and 144 members of 
Reformist and Fascist organisations. The con
ference decided unanimously in favour of continu
ance of the struggle, demonstratively re..elected 
all members of the dissolved strike leadership on 
to a new strike committee, declared that this 
alone had the right to represent the strikers, 
withdrew its permission for the transportation of 
the coal already hauled for necessary social ser
vices until such time as the new strike leadership 
was recognised by the authorities ; and called for 
a mass meeting on April 5th of the whole district 
at Briix. 

Meanwhile the Reformist conference met. The 
workers and the members of the leading organs 
of the strike, showed their sharp opposition to the 
strike-breaking leaders. The leaders were out
voted, and found it necessary to call a stop to 
the summons for the return to work ; their resolu
tions were defeated by a majority. 

The Social-Fascists were surprised. As early 
as the 4th April an organ of the Czechish 
Socialists , declared: "To-day all the Northern 
Bohemian miners will go back to work.'' Already 
in the evening of the same day they adopted 
another tone : for in the whole district not a single 
mineworker had returned to work. 

Deputations of mineworkers threatened the 
withdrawal of the safety workers if the . strike 
leadership were not recognised. The authorities 
were forced to recognise the new strike com
mittee and their officials made a request for 
permission for the transport of coal which two 
days before had been wi~hdrawn, since they 
viewed the hindrance of the free disposition of the 
coal baron's accumulated supplies as an "illegal" 
act. 

The demonstration in Briix was permitted. On 
the 5th April all the gendarmerie, police and 
military forces disappeared from the streets ; 
40,000 workers from the whole district marched 
in unity to Briix and expressed their determina
tion to continue the struggle until victory. 
Numerous enterprises stopped work. The move-. 
ment became so much strengthened that the petty 
bourgeoisie were carried along with it. As an 

example of solidarity the shopkeepers closed the 
shops, and distributed foodstuffs among the 
demonstrators. 

Throughout the whole land meetings were held 
in which masses of Reformist workers took part, 
in spite of the prohibition of their leaders. A 
broad solidarity action developed in numerous 
meetings and demonstrations. This was linked 
up with the contemporary anti-war week which 
was particularly strong in Slovakia. In Briinn, 
under the influence of the struggle of the miners, 
several thousand textile workers came out on 
strike. In Pilsen a strong movement was started 
against the dismissals in the Skoda works. 

Even in the Carpathian-Ukraine there took 
place solidarity demonstrations and protest 
strikes (Uzhorod, Mukacevo, Bockov, Akna
Slatina). 

Again the bourgeoisie adopted an intensified 
terror. The Government sent Dragoons into the 
district which rode through the towns and villages 
with drawn sabres. At some pits an attempt 
was made, under gendarmerie and militarv pro
tection, to transport the accumulated coal.' 

As an answer to this and as a further intensifi
cation of the struggle the strike leadership 
decided on a one-day g·eneral strike of all workers 
in the Northern Bohemia district for Wednesday, 
13th April, and called for mighty demonstrations. 

On 1oth April, in Komotau, Aussig, Dux, Briix 
and Teplitz conferences of the working people 
were held. Workers from all branches of industry 
as well as numerous members of the middle class 
and their organisations were represented. One 
conference was broken up by the authorities ; at 
the rest, the workers fought for legality. The 
general strike was everywhere unanimously sup
ported and measures were taken for its carrying 
through. 

Now the bourgeoisie decided upon a trial of 
strength. The Reformist unions forbade partici
pation in the g>Emeral strike. The demonstrations 
were forbidden ; military forces and the gen
darmerie appeared in masses; the Government put 
its whole power and prestige in frustrating the 
general strike and the mass meeting. 

But in vain. At once the majority of the 
enterprises in the Briix, Dux and Komotau areas 
came out on strike. In Oberleutensdorf, in the 
forenoon, collisions took place. Thereupon more 
enterprises came out on strike, as well as the 
workers on an electric railway line. From all 
sides the masses marched to Briix. The authori
ties shot at the crowd ; in Briix some workers 
were killed. The enraged masses defended them
selves. Cavalry charges were repulsed by barri
cades. Dragoons were wounded and also taken 
prisoner by the masses. Police officers were 
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beaten up. In Komotau the workers burned the 
motor lorries in which the gendarmerie reinforce
ments had been brought up. Only in Dux, 
where the authorities permitted the demonstra
tion, were the proceedings peaceful. In short; 
the masses captured the streets, they did not 
permit themselv·es to be intimidated, the strike 
held fast. 

A new wave of protest strikes and demonstra
tions took place over the whole country. This 
time there wer·e protest strikes in Cesko
Moravska, the biggest factory in Prague, in the 
Reichenberger textile mills, demonstrations in 
Pilsen, Briinn and Koniggriitz. In Reichenberg 
the authorities attempted to strangle the protest 
movement by arresting all the higher Party 
functionaries. Mass protests clemanclecl their 
liberation. Under the influence of the workers, 
even the Reformist members of the factory com
mittee at the Pilsen Skoda w01·ks demanded the 
resignation of the Minister of the Interior, only 
in order, it is true, to divert the workers. 

And at the funeral demonstration of the 
murdered \vorkers, so,ooo demonstrators took 
part. As the State power did not venture to 
appear •upon the streets the demonstration was 
held without any collisions. 

Meanwhile, the Ostrau district ended the strike 
for the third time. In the days during which the 
Social-Fascists hoped to throttle the strike, they 
had entered into a shameful pact with the coal 
barons: they gav·e them the right to dismiss 
workers individually, which meant acceding the 
permission to dismiss up to 10 per cent. of the 
employees. Concerning further dismissals they 
agreed to a short-time rota, which meant 
that every month 12,ooo mineworkers would 
be stood off for an unpaid holiday, whereby 
they would, in the mpnth that they worked, 
have to pay the insurance contributions for two 
months ; they accepted wage reductions of the 
mineworkers up to 20 per cent. 

This inevitably let loose a storm of indignation 
in the district and also opened the eyes of those 
mineworkers who hitherto had believed in the 
Social-Fascists. 

The Red Union, which was represented at the 
negotiations, immediately informed the mine
workers and mobilised them to defence, and also 
constantly at the negotiations, put forward the 
demand of "Not a man to be dismissed, not a 
farthing off the pay." And they refused natur
ally to sign the agreement. All the other organ
isations signed the agreement. 

On 10th April the conference of the organisa
tions met. The Social-Fascists refused to call a 
united-front conference, although they had previ-

ously given assurances that the L'nity conference 
alone would take the decision. 

The conference of the Red Union, supported by 
the participation of 44-4 pit delegates, 54 of whom 
were from organisations and 57 of whom were 
unorganised, rejected the pact and again decided 
for strike. 

But also in the other conferences the opposition 
organised a stormy resistance against the leaders. 
The Czechish Socialists and the Christian 
Socialists rejected the pact; among the Social
Democrats the leaders found it necessary to adopt 
a new manceuvre and permitted a secret vote in 
their groups ; among the Czechish Fascists the 
leaders decided to agree to the pact only under 
the pretence that other organisations had already 
clone so. 

In this way the situation called for a new strike. 
On 13th April, the' day of the Northern Bohemian 
strike, there took place in Peterswald, a new, 
and this time, really broad Unity conference, at 
which over 1 ,ooo delegates participated, among 
them hWldreds of non-Communists. The decision 
to strike was taken. In spite of the most raging 
terror, armed occupation of the pits, prohibition 
of all meetings, anti-strike decisions of all other 
organisations, twenty pits, with 16,ooo men, came 
out on strike until the 17th April. This time the 
basis was much broader. The strike had also 
enveloped some "social-i:lemocratic" pits on the 
Mahr side of the district ; Reformist and Fascist 
organised workers joined in the strike, also some 
of the functionaries of these organisations parti
cipated in spite of the order of their leaders. At 
the pits broadly-elected strike committees began 
to be established. 

But also this third strike met with a frightful 
terror on the part of the reactionary trade-union 
leaders and the State apparatus. And as the 
number of strikers were onlv to a small extent 
firmly organised, the strike· broke down under 
this terror. On 18th and 19th April work had 
been resumed at a number of pits; at others the 
Communists remained isolated. In these condi
tions it was necessary for the Party to give the 
lead for calling off the strike. 

In the Briix district the coal barons and the 
authorities found it convenient, after all these 
struggles, finally to enter into negotiations. 
Besides the pardes to the agreement (that is, 
Reformists and Fascists) they also invited the 
Red Unions; but, nevertheless, they refused to 
invite the strike committee. At the opening of 
the negotiations the representative of the Red 
Union energetically demanded the invitation of 
the strike committee. After the Social-Fascists 
were turned down at the enterprises, the strike 
leadership empowered the representative of the 
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Red Union also to represent them, and the Red 
Union declared that it would not be willing to 
sign any settlement without the endorsement of 
the strike committee. 

The result of the negotiations was the accept
ance of a pact which the Social-Fascists already 
previously had agreed to with the employers and 
the authorities. The conditions, as a result of 
the influence of the united struggle, were incom
parably better than the conditions of the Ostrau 
pact, but they did not fulfil many demands of the 
strikers and left open all possibilities for dismis
sals and wage reductions. The conditions were: 
the notices to the Humboldt pit to be withdrawn 
until the end of 1933· Individual dismissals 
should be admissible, mass dismissals inadmis
sible except if all the pits of a company should 
be unable to keep working more than three days 
in the week. Overtime should not be permissible, 
also the filling of the wagons during the day 
when not hauled, should only take place in excep
tional circumstances. 

A general pardon to be given to the members of 
all the organisations which immediately signed 
the pact, with the others persecution to be applied. 

This last condition the representative of the 
Red Union was to be compelled to sign without 
consultation with the strike committee. The com
rades refused. The strlke committee callerl a new 
Unity conference for Sunday, April 18th. This 
Unity conference firmly declared that the pact 
did not answer the demands of the strikers and 
that the leaders of the coalition of the unions had 
betrayed the rightful demands. They passed 
sharp judgment on their policy, decided unitedly 
to continue the strike, and called a new conference 
for the 2oth April, which according to circum
stances would decide further. 

The Reformists put the brake on at their con
fe~ences .and this time were successful-certainly 
w1th .resistance from the worker delegates - in 
carrymg- through a decision for the termination of 
this strike. Thereby the leaders finally restrained 
the Social-Democrats as well as the Czechish 
Socialists. 

And this time also the Hakenkreuzler 
put forward a secret ballot and called upon their 
people to abandon the strike committee. Their 
leaders abandon~d the Unity conference, but the 
workers remained and condemned their treachery. 

On Monday, 18th April, the Unity confer
ence again scored a victory over the Social
Fascist strike-breaking tactics. In the centre 
of the district, in the Briix and Dux areas. 
the strike remained unbroken. All the Dux 
pits were at a complete standstill. In the 
Rand area, particularly around Teplitz, the· 
strike, however, began to crumble away. 

There at the Unity conference, held on 
April 19th, it was decided to end the strike in 
order to maintain the unity of the workers, which 
was the most valuable feature of the fight. 

Against any kind of measures of persecution 
or new offensive of the coal barons the workers 
would remain unitedly prepared for strike. The 
strike committees would be transformed into unity 
committees and arranged, as the next general 
task, to create great demonstrations for the 1st 
May. So ran the unanimous resolution of the 
conference. 

On 2oth April the mineworkers unitedly 
returned to work. Although the "general 
pardon" included only the Reformists, the 
employers did not dare to attempt any persecu
tion. 

* * * 
I have described the course of the struggle in 

l>rder to make it possible for foreign comrades to 
g-et an understanding of the concrete situations in 
which the Party decided upon the individual 
metical measures. 

Now I will deal with the most important 
lessons. 

The most decisive question in every strike 
under present-day conditions - where the great 
majority of workers are not yet under our influ
ence - i.~ the correct application of the united
front tactic. In the Northern Bohemia strike 
the united-front tactic during the whole struggle 
was correctly-one might say exemplarily
applied. The struggle ended there with a con-

siderable material partial success and with an 
undisputed political victory of the Communist 
Party. In the Ostrau district, where the united
front tactic was applied only with serious mis
takes, no success was achieved in spreading and 
holding the strike over the whole area, despite 
the heroic endeavours of the revolutionary section 
of the mineworkers ; the coal barons on the whole 
exert'ed their dominance and the political success 
was much smaller. 

In what consists the essence of the correct 
application of the united-front tactic in the 
Northern Bohemia district? Firstly, in that 
the Party understood how to win the great mass 
of mineworkers for every demand and every 
tactical measure, and so to select their proposals 
and measures of struggle that they were under
standable to the great masses and regarded as 
necessary, while at the same time the Social
Fascist and Fascist leaders were forced into the 
position of openly serving capitalism. 

Secondly, that on the initiative of the Party and 
the Red Unions at all pits in all areas, united
front organs were created, broadly and really 
democratically elected and acknowledged hy all 
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workers; which really led,the fight and enjoyed an 
eno-rmous authority among the workers. 

In almost all strike committees and also in the 
Central Strike Committee in Brux the non-Com
munists were in a majority. On these committees 
workers from all organi~ations, Czechish and 
German Social-Democrats, Czechish National 
Socialists, followers of the Czechish Fascist 
Narodny Sdruzeni, German Hakenkreuzler, 
Christian Socialists and unorganised workers 
were represented. These strike committees 
operated permanently, dealt with all questions, 
accepted in ·every instance the proposals of the 
Communists. In can be said that in the Northern 
Bohemia strike there was not a single important 
decision made, not a single tactical turn carried 
through, about which the Central Committee of 
the Party had not previously decided. But, not 
a single one of these decisions was carried 
through before the democratically-elected organs 
of the whole of the striking workers, the strike 
committees, had thoroug-hly discussed and 
accepted it. The Communists had undisputed 
leadership in the united-front organs, but this 
leadership was not mechanical. The Communists 
took the lead because they had the greatest experi
ence and initiative, because they always came 
forward with the correct proposals at the oppor
tune moment, and all workers were persauded of 
their correctness and necessity. 

Thereby the decisions of the strike committees 
stood openly under the control of all strikers. 
The majority of the decisions of the central 
strike leadership were unanimously taken up. 
\N"hen, however, in one instance, a Reformist 
member vacillated during the day and on one 
decision abstained from voting, he was, the same 
evening, called before the miners he represented, 
to give a report and was so belaboured by the 
workers, among whom also were many Reformist 
members, that the next day he declared in the 
Central Strike Committee that he saw his mistake 
and was persuaded of the correctness of the 
resolution. 

The resolutions of the Central Strike Com
mittee were carried through by all the strikers 
with enthusiasm. Frequently it happened that 
huge meetings of strikers in the localities (which 
actually were not permitted by the authorities and 
were really "illegal") waited several hours in 
order to receive from the delegates who had been 
to the Central Strike Committee a report on the 
resolutions of that body in order to be able to 
carry them through at once. Without waiting 
for the resolution of the Central Strike Committee 
the safety men refused to remain at work. V\lith
out permission of the Central Strike Committee 
not a single piece of the coal already brought to 

the top of the pits dare be transported, and in 
the ante-room of the Central Strike Committee 
the directors of the hospitals, the schools, the 
electricity and water-works and extinguished 
glass factory waited to beg permission for the 
transport of some wagons of coal. Even the 
officials of the Borough and the Garrison, nay, 
even the mining companies who required coai for 
their offices, visite<l the Strike Committee in order 
to appeal ror their permission that from their 
"own" depots, coal might be transported for their 
"own" offices. Naturally, all these requests, 
except those from the hospitals and the schools, 
were rejected. But they revealed the authority 
and power which the Strike Committee enjoyed. 
This authority extended, by the way, not only 
over the strikers, but also over other sections of 
the working class. The unemployed and working 
women carried through the resolutions of the 
Strike Committee, on which they had their repre
sentatives, with the same enthusiasm and dis
cipline. When the strike leadership called for a 
general strike of the whole district on the 13th 
April, and confirmed their r·esolution at five broad 
Unity conferences, the majority of the factories 
in the districts struck work. \Vhen thev sum
moned the closing of the shops, the small traders 
and shop peopl·e closed their shops, although it 
was forbidden by the authorities, and a fine for 
disobeying the order imposed. And after the end 
of the strike a deputation from a Brux factory 
came to the strike leaders with a request that the 
Strike Committee should take up and organise 
the fight of the workers at this factory, who were 
completely unorganised, and engage in a wage 
struggle. 

The authorities had attempted to dissolve the 
Strike Committee. This was not possible, thanks 
to the mass resistance of the workers. Two days 
after the dissolution of the strike committees 
(which was caused, among other things, by the 
fact that the strike leaders had had the "arro
gance" to decide on the question of the trans
portation of coal out of the depots which, after 
all, belonged to the employers), it was necessary 
for the authorities to again recognise the strike 
leadership, and the Borough officials presented 
their official request for a quantity of coal, which 
two days before they had .withdrmvn. If the 
strike leadership resolved to organise a demon
stration, it "·as carried through whether the 
authorities permitted it or not. And in the end 
things developed so far that the Borough official 
of Komotau heatedly asked a Communist func
tionary: "\7\Tho actually is the Borough official 
here ? I or vou?" 

The drawi~g in of the Reformist workers m 
the united-front organs awoke the initiative of 
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the masses and provided the strike with ·hundreds 
of new functionaries. In the Northern Bohemia 
fight, there was certainly no scarcity of function
aries. The whole day long in the headquarters 
of the Central Strike CQmmittee, dozens of mine
workers were at hand, ready to go as messengers 
or as reporters in the localities and to the pits. 
In almost all places, local district and pit com
mittees held mass meetings daily. In this 
common work the united front of the fighters 
was welded firmly together. The summons of 
the Social-Democratic leaders to resign from the 
common strike committee was simply taken no 
notice of by the Reformist workers. And when, 
in critical moments-aft{;r the breaking of the 
first Ostrau strike-the Social-Fascists called 
together conferences of their organisations and 
through their functionaries sought to carry 
through the breaking of this strike behind the 
backs of the strikers, they came up against the 
vigorous resistance of their own functionar:ies and 
were turned down by their own conferences. 

There were individual comrades who, at the 
beginning of the strike, worked so defectively 
that the leading r61e of the Communist Party 
was.hardly at all expressed. They saw the "defect" 
in that all decisions should be planned and 
announced in the name of the elected strike com
mittees. They w<mld rather have seen the leading 
r61e of the Party expressed perhaps in the fact 
that at the headquarters of the strike committee, 
the inscription "Office of the Central Strike Com
mittee" should have had in addition the words, 
"Under the leadership of the Communist Partv"! 
But the leading r61e of the Party is not expressed 
by declamations and mechanical instruction. The 
mineworkers struggled so unitedl.y and deter
minedly against all foes-including the Social
Fascist leaders-because they were conscious of 
the fact that they themselves, by means of their 
elected united-front organs, determined the 
leadership of the struggle. And· in these organs 
they accepted all the proposals of the Communists 
and enthusiastically carried them out because 
they .were themselves persuaded -of the correct
aess and necessity of these proposals. When 
the first strike committee was dissolved bv the 
authorities and. the Red mineworkers' union 
alone took in -its hands the leadership of the 
strike, all strikers understood that and welcomed 
it. They were evidently convinced that it was 
the only trade-union organisation which will and 
can lead their struggle successfully. When the 
coal barons refused to negotiate with the strike 
committee, .the Central Strike Committee unani
mously entrusted the representative of the Red 
11\ineworkers' trade union to represent the strike 
committee and all the strikers at the negotiations, 

while the Red· mineworkers' union deelared that 
without the endorsement of the strike committee 
they would have no truck with any decision made 
at the negotiations. In the unanimous resolu
tions of the united-front conferences at which 
non-Communists were more numerous and finallv 
were in a great majority, the strike-breaking r61~ 
of the Social-Fascist and Fascist leaders continu
ally became more and more evident. And at the 
end of the strike a huge conference (over x,ooo 
present) in which the Communists composed 
hardly a quarter, resolved unanimously that the 
Red union had alone defended the interests of 
the miners against the strike-breaking of the 
leaders of all the other organisations, and called 
for mass recruiting into the Red union. 

To-day in Czecho-Slovakia there is not a single 
rational person who is able to deny that the strike 
of the mineworkers was led bv the Communists. 

Still, this leadership cannot come into being 
mechanically, but through the initiative, through 
energetically, consciously and dexterously setting 
up the broad united-front organs which work 
independently, which develop the initiative of the 
masses, which hold fast together the unity of the 
fighters, and which win for themselves enormous 
authority. 

Through the initiative of the Communists and 
the conviction of the broad masses of their 
correctness, the "left" manceuvre of the Social
Fascists in. the Northern Bohemia struggle was 
also exposed. 

The Social-Democratic leaders placed them
selves openly against the strike from the begin
ning. They declared it to be a "wild" strike, 
refused participation at the start, campaigned 
against the strikers in their Press in the wildest 
manner, and sent gendarmerie and the military 
into the district. Several times they attempted, 
behind the backs of the strikers, to send out 
orders to return to work and thus break 
the strike. When they were not able to achieve 
this and were defeated at their own conferences, 
they began to "tolerate" the strike, although 
they "rejected all responsibil-ity," and ordered 
their members to come out of the strike com
mittees. These instructions, however, were not 
followed by their members, and in Northern 
Bohemia the Social-Democratic leaders were 
powerless ; for which also the bourgeois Press 
very sharply reproved them. 

On the other hand, the leaders of the N ationai
Socialists attempted to apply an "elastic" tactic 
of breaking the strike. After their first attempt 
at open strike-breaking had run aground, they 
announced their "solidaritv" with the Northern. 
Bohemian strike, but at the same time attcwpted 
to throttle the struggle in all the other ciistricts, 
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in order to isolate the Northern Bohemian mine
workers, and they regarded with favour a11 tl:e 
Government measures for the forceful suppression 
of the strike. 

The Hakenkreuzler, in their manreuvres, went 
still further. They participated officially in the 
strike committees, voted there-because they were 
forced to--for all the fighting resolutions, and 
carried them out. At the same time, together 
with the Social-Democratic leaders, which they 
otherwise savagely "attacked,.'. they throttled 
the strike in the Falkenau district. And at the 
decisive moment of the struggle they recalled 
their members from the strike committees and 
negotiated in secret with the Ministry over the 
signing of the agreement which had been turned 
down by the Unity conference. Thereby they 
exposed themselves before their own members, 
and instead of securing the expected victory at 
the expense of Social-Democracy, there now 
developed among their members a movement of 
recruitment into the Red union. 

How did the Communists oppose these 
manreuvres? They exposed the "false friends" 
of the mineworkers in that they put before the 
masses clear proposals for the further develop
ment, extension and intensification of the 
struggle, which were obvious and understand
able to every Reformist worker, but were 
unacceptable to the agents of capital. Therefore, 
the work;ers were pe~suaded by their own experi
ence of the treacherous r6le of the Social-Fascist 
and Fascist leaders, and of the deceitfulness of 
their phrasemongering. 

One of the manreuvres deserves special atten
tion. During the struggle, the Czechish Social
Democrats and National Socialists, put forward 
in Parliament the proposals for the "Nationalisa
tion of the Mines." The Party castigated this 
swindle and explained to the workers that within 
the framework of capitalism the nationalisation 
of .industry is impossible, that the State ownership 
of an individual enterprise-even if it were 
possible-would signify a still greater exploita
tion and repression of the workers. The Party, 
however, was not content merely with this pro
paganda of exposure. 

In accordance with the demands of the Central 
Strike Committee, the Communist parliamentary 
fraction put forward the following proposals : 
That until the end of the vear all dismissals at 
the pits be forbidden ; that" the net ·profits of the 
coal barons be heavily taxed for the benefit of the 
unemployed mirieworkers ; the six-hour day with 
full wage-compensation be intrqduced in the pits ; 
inspection over the protection of life and health 
of the mineworkers be· placed in the control of 

organs elected by the workers ; the gendarmerie 
and the military be immediately withdrawn from 
the districts and the strikers guaranteed full free
dom. for meetings and demonstrations. The 
Social-Fascists, together with other bourgeois 
parties, rejected all these proposals. And thereby 
their swindle of "nationalisation" was completely 
exposed even before the most backward workers. 
''How can we believe that they are earnest about 
nationalisation"--declared the workers-"if they 
reject the mere prohibition of dismissals .for a 
year and taxation of the profits of the coal. 
masters?" 

* * * 
\Vhile one can describe the Northern Bohemia 

strike as a model of correct application of the 
united-front tactic, one can, on the other hand, 
find serious mistakes in the application of the 
same tactic in the strike in th~ Ostrau-Karwin 
district. 

The objective situation in this district was still 
more favourable than in Northern Bohemia. The 
attack of the employers was much more severe 
and directly threatened 12,000 mineworkers with 
dismissals, and the rest with wage reductions up 
to 30 per cent. 

The preparatory campaign, which had already 
been carried through since the summer of the 
previous year, was, also in Ostrau, quite good. 
As a result of small fights, a number of demon
strations, demonstrative strikes and also small 
strikes (at the Wilzek pits, for example) the 
district was so well prepared that the Social
Fascists were compelled to meet the enormous 
militancy of the mineworkers by announcement 
of the employers' new attack and their determina
tion to fight ; and by means of thoroughgoing 
"left" manreuvres. 

The Social-Fascist leaders declared that it was 
impossible to lie down before the dictatorship of 
the coal masters ; in their agitation they made 
the slogan of the Red union, "Not a man off the 
job, not a farthing off the pay," sound as if it 
were their own ; they declared that unity was the 
great need, declared that all previous discords 
should be forgotten, and invited the Red mine
workers' union to the negotiations with the coal 
barons, although they were not parties to the 
collective agreement ; and they called a united 
conference of all the factory councils and chairmen 
of the trade-union groups of all the unions. 

At this moment the opportunistic mistake of the 
Ostrau district leadership began. It had its roots 
in the false theory of the "double-edgedness" of 
the Social-Fascist "left" manreuvres. The 
Ostrau comrades thought that the Social-Fascist 
leaders involuntarily radicalise the masses by their 
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"left" manreuvre and thus make it easier for us 
to approach the Reformist workers. Conse
quently we must not exert ourselves so much with 
criticism since "for the time being" the Reformist 
workers would not yet understand \Ve only 
need to say "Yes" and "Amen" to the promises 
of the Social-Fascists, and in the course of the 
struggle the traitors would quickly expose them
selves. From that resulted, at the beginning of 
the fight, an essentially passive, waiting, tactic. 
The Ostrau comrades argued that the coal barons 
would stick to their dictates and finally the Social
Fascists would be compelled, under the pressure 
of the masses, either to begin the struggle or to 
refuse to do so and then we would show them 
up and begin with our action. Conclusively and 
finally this false theory of the "double-edgedness" 
of the "left" manreuvres of the Social-Fascist 
leaders led to the !iquidalion of the principl·e of 
independent leadership of the economic struggles. 

The comrades fundamentally misunderstood the 
meaning of the "left" manreuvres. The "left" 
manreuvre was not the cause but the consequence 
of the already-experienced radicalisation of the 
masses. Their subjective and objective signifi
cance was not a possibility of our approach to 
the Reformist workers, not the erection for us 
of a bridge to the Reformist workers, but, on the 
contrary, the Social-Fascist leaders aimed, by 
this manreuvre, at erecting a new barrier between 
us and the radicalised masses, in order to catch 
hold of the leftward-swinging masses and again 
deceive them in the interests of capital. 

The "participation" of the Social-Fascist 
leaders in the struggle was certainly not quite 
excluded from the perspective, but only as a by
product of our course of the independent develop
ment of the strike. The Social-Fascists would 
"accompany," but only when there should really 
be no other way-if we should have beaten them 
among the masses. And only for this reason
in order to ensure new influence through "accom
panying" the struggle, and with it break the 
strike. In every case our chief task was the line 
of independent leadership of the struggle even in 
the first stage of the conflict, and consequently 
the ruthless criticism of the Social-Fascist leaders, 
the entry into the struggle with independent 
initiative and the erection of a united front from 
below against the will of the bur·eaucrats was the 
precondition for this. 

The Ostrau comrades did not understand that. 
In spite of opposite instructions from the Centre 
they went to the Unity conference of the 5th 
March without their own resolution and their own 
proposals for the immediate preservation and 
development of the fight. They even gave their 
support to a "unity" resolution, which indeed 

was not lacking in radical phrases, but which 
assured the mineworkers that all organisations 
were now in unison, that the destiny of the 
struggle rested in good hands, that the mine
workers should wait and not undertake anything 
without the decision of the trade union. It was 
a direct warning of the need for initiative in the 
construction of the united front from below; it 
was a substitute of the united front from below 
by the false "unity" from above. 

No wonder then that in the following week, all 
endeavours to create a real unit.ed-front organ at 
the pits came to nothing. Our comrades, by their 
support of the resolution, had themselves actually 
given ammunition for use against the creation of 
these organs; and the Reformist workers did not 
see their necessity if "without that everything 
was already united above.'' 

The Centre of the Communist Party of Czecho
Slovakia immediately criticised this mistake in the 
sharpest terms and also laid bare its roots. The 
Ostrau comrades acknowledged this criticism. 
They began, two days after the conference, to 
criticise sharply the Social-Fascists. But the 
mistake had already brought about a certain fear 
in the mass of minework·ers and to a certain 
extent also "among our own cadres. And the 
Ostrau comrades did not energetically enough 
fight against this frame of mind. The fateful 
"waiting" tactic had dug itself in too deeply. 
The Reformist workers were persauded that the 
decision as regards the fight must be held over 
until the conclusion of the negotiations with the 
employers. And a section of our own comrades 
remained of this persuasion-that before the ter
mination of these negotiations nothing could be 
commenced. 

In the meantime the Northern Bohemia strike 
began. The Centre took up the quite correct line 
of extending the strike to a general strike of mine
workers and gave the lead also to Ostrau, in
structing them that the strike should be begun 
without waiting until the end of the negotiations, 
in which already the Social-Fascists had openly 
betrayed the mineworkers. 

The outbr·eak of the first Ostrau strike which 
very quickly covered more than a third of the 
district showed the correctness of this decision. 
The Social-Fascists were surprised, the strike 
expanded itself. Under its influence the Kladno 
district came into the struggle and some small 
areas (Rositz, Falkenau, Hancllova) made pre
parations for a quick entry into the fight. 

Nevertheless, the old. mistake avenged itself. 
It was not possible, in the Mahr half of the dis
trict where the Social-Fascists had predominant 
influence, to bring them quickly enough into the 
fight. It was not possible because the Reformist 



THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL 

workers, as a result of our mistake, still had faith 
in the Social-Fascists and awaited the course of 
the negotiations. And when the strike was 
broken at three of the twelve pits which had come 
out, the Ostrau comrades fell into a panic, and 
despite strict telephonic instructions to the con
trary from the Centre, they passed the fateful 
resolution to cal! off the strike at all the pits. 
This took place without consultation with the 
strikers and their organs. This took place despite 
the fact that, as we shall show later, on the day 
of the breaking of the strike, over So per cent. 
of the workers, according to the official report 
of the employers, remained firm, and in place of 
the three pits who had gone back, two new pits 
joined in the strike. This break, which took 
place against the will of the Centre and the 
majority of the strikers, was a heavy blow 
against the extension of the strike into a general 
strike of mineworkers of all districts. Under its 
influence the struggle in the Kladnau district 
began to crumble away, which, despite all 
endeavours, continued for a week up to the 
collapse of the strike. Under its influence the 
strike movement in Rositz, Halkenau and Hand
lova did not develop to a stoppage of work in 
these small district. And against the Northern 
Bohemia district, the Social-Fascists, employers 
and the State apparatus concentrated the whole 
of their attack, which, nevertheless, was repulsed 
by the correct application of the unit·ed-front 
tactic. 

This mistake of the Ostrau comrades was also 
not accidental. It was a result of their failure 
to tirelessly root out the "waiting tactic." They 
went into the first struggle without beirlg correctly 
persuaded of the right line and as a consequence 
of this capitulated at the first big difficulty, 
although the course of the strike itself gav·e the 
lie to their pessimism. Besides that, it was 
revealed-quite the contrary to Northern Bohemia 
-that there was at this first strike in Ostrau 
and its break, an underestimation of the organs 
of the united front, and the false attempts to sub
stitute the united-front decisions by the decisions 
of the Party leadership, and council-board 
ordinances made without the consultation of all 
the workers. 

The Centre again intervened, criticised before 
the mineworkers the mistakes which had been 
begun, energetically explained the question of the 
independent leadership of the struggle, and two . 
days after the breakaway the conference of the 
Red Mineworkers' Union, with participation of 
the Reformist worker delegations, unanimously 
adopted a new strike resolution. 

In the second ·and particularly in the third 
strike at Ostrau the mistake was corrected. The 

whole district revolted against the treacherous 
pact wh!ch, in ~he meantime, .had been signed by 
the Sooal-Fascists and Fascists. In the third 
strike we led already twenty pits into the strike, 
among them also some purely "reformist" and 
"Fascist" pits, against the will of their treacher
ous leaders. The third strike was led upon a 
broad united-front basis from below. But this 
third strike did not indeed lead to material suc
cess. · It was not possible to tear up the 
treacherous pact; but it was a political success 
for the Party. It made it evident to the masses 
that it is possible to fight and that the Communists 
and the Red trade unions are the only people 
which defend the interests of the mineworkers. 
It powerfully shattered the position of the Social
Fascists and particularly the Fascist Narodny 
Sdreziny. That was revealed in the Municipal 
Elections which followed in some mining areas, 
where all opponents lost heavily and the Commun
ists were easily victorious. It was revealed in the 
great increase of the number of demonstrators on 
the 1st May and finally also in a comparatively big 
recruitment into the Red Mineworkers' Union 
(after this strike the Union in the Ostrau district 
won about I,ooo new members). 

But if this Reformist mistake had not been 
made at the beginning of the strike the success 
would have been much greater and the Ostrau 
Mineworkers would perhaps have warded off the 
attack of the employers in the form of a general 
strike of all mineworkers in Czecho-Slovakia. The 
Ostrau mistake should now be studied, tog-ether 
with the great positive experiences of Northern 
Bohemia as well as of the Ostrau struggle, in a 
broad enlightenment campaign. They show 
together with the immensely important lessons of 
the correct application of the united-front tactic 
in Northern Bohemia, the dangers of its false 
opportunistic misrepresentation and the danger of 
the false theory of the automatic "double-edged
ness" of the Social-Fascist "left" manreuvre. 

Still a few word<> on the termination of the 
Northern Bohemian strike: In order to assure the 
greatest possible matenal and political success, 
it is certainly very important to choose the right 
moment for the termination of the strike. 

The Social-Fascist and Fascist Unions, as was 
known, had concluded an ag-reement with the 
elllployers in the Northern Bohemian district 
behind the backs of the mineworkers. This pact 
contained some concessions of the coalmasters. 
The dismissals at the pits, which constituted a 
direct cause for the outbreak of the strike, were 
postponed for a year. The coalmasters promised 
the whole of the district that "on principle" they 
would carry through no mass dismissals. Several 
small demands of the strikers were acceded to 
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such as on the question of overtime, forbidding 
the filling of the wagons during the day when not 
hauled, etc. In comparison with the Ostrau pact 
there was a tremendous difference. There 12,000 

mineworkers were to have compulsory short-time, 
wages were to be reduced up to 20 per cent. Here 
(in Northern Bohemia) no dismissals and no wage 
reductions were provided for. 

Nevertheless the conditions of the Northern 
Bohemia pact were also completely insufficient and 
did not fulfil the demands of the strikers. The 
pact was full of reservations by means of which 
the coalmasters can evade all their obligations. 
And al100 in the principal question - protection 
against dismissals - the pact gave no real 
guarantee, for it contained the condition that mass 
dismissals are permissible in exceptional cases 
where the sale of coal would not once permit, the 
working of the pits in three shifts per week. The 
Northern Bohemian mmeworkers saw, indeed, the 
tremendous difference between the pact for Ostrau 
where the employers were successful in throttlmg 
the strike, and the pact for Northern Bohemia 
which came into being under the pressure of their 
powerful and united strike. But they saw at the 
same time that they had been betrayed of the full 
fruits of their fight by the treachery of the Social
Fascist leaders, and that without this treachery 
of the Social-Fascist leaders it would have been 
possible to achieve much more. 

The Social-Fascists and Fascists signed the 
pact. unconditionally, and promised that the 
miners would return to work the following Mon
day. The Red Union refused to sign th~ pact anrl 
the unity conference also decided to reject it and 
to persevere in the struggle. 

Once more it was possible to repel the concen
trated attack. On the Monday the strike in the 
centre of the district stood firm. At all the bigger 
pits the workers struck solidly ; the instructions 
of the Social-Fascists were not heeded. Still, at 
the periphery of the district the strike began to 
crumble, a number of small pits returned to work, 
and this time the Social-Fascist and Fascist 
leaders were able to carry through at the confer
ences of their organisations the resolution for 
stopping the strike. Thereby the treacherous 
leaders were again exposed before the masses, 
and this time alsO the Hakenkreuzler who had 
previously manreuvred so cunningly. 

The strike had reached its apex. The political 
success, the confidence of the masses in the Com
munist Party was stronger than ever. All the 
enemies of the mineworkers were exposed and 
compromised. 

The pact was indeed insufficient, but still it 
was a partial success and everybody was aware 
that the partial success was a result of the leader-

ship of the strike and the Red union ; its insuffi
ciency, however, the result of the Social-Fascist 
and Fascist treachery. 

On the other hand it was clear that the best 
guarantee against further attacks of the coal
masters lay not in the clauses of the pact but in 
resoluteness and unity, with which the fight would 
bt: conducted and with which the miners would 
also end it. 

To carry on the strike, signified in the first 
place the perspective of a long struggle in the 
most solid centre of the district. On the other hand 
it meant a crumbling away at the periphery of 
the district and a struggle between the mine
workers themselves, between, on the one side, 
those who had persevered in the struggle, and on 
the other those who, having fought heroically for 
four weeks, had then, through hunger and 
treachery, preferred the unsatisfactory pact 
to a; further lengthy strike. 

The means for sharpening the strike in the 
district itself were for the most part already 
employed. As is well known, the strike had 
already previously been raised to a one-day 
general strike in the whole district with great 
illegal demonstrations and severe collisions with 
the armed forces. The strikers used excellently 
the threat to withdraw the safety men and flood 
the pits. They used the withdrawal as a threat 
after the dissolution of the first strike Committee 
and had compelled recognition of the newly
elected strike leadership. At some pits they with
drew the safety men since the authorities 
endeavoured under military protection to trans
port coal from the dep6ts. 

The best chances for the continuation of the 
fight was naturally its extension, the leading of 
further sections of workers in the country into 
the struggle. Yet at this time there was no real 
prospect of a quick realisation of this. 

The mineworkers' strike in Kladno was ended ; 
in Ostrau it was impossible to take the whole 
district along in the struggle and the third partial 
strike in Ostrau was defeated by the forces of 
t~rror and the treacherv of the Social-Fascists; 
the other small areas we~e forced to content them
selves with partial struggles and demonstrations. 
In Brunn the textile workers' strike was already 
terminat~cl. 

In thes~ circumstances the termination of the 
strike was the only correct thing to do. The 
struggle was ended at the moment of the greatest 
political success of the Communists and the 
proletarian united front. The mineworkers 

. returned to the pits unit~ and with fighting 
resoluteness. They were resolved to answer every 
attack of the employers with a new struggle. 
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This slogan was no empty phrase. Since the 
t~rm!nation of the great struggle in the mining 
d1stnct of Northern Bohemia there have already 
been seven pit strikes. The cause was always the 
same. Some workers were late in starting work 
for the simple reason that they had been 
arrested, i.e., for accidental causes. The pact 
promised to take on only those who turned up for 
work at the right time. When, however, the pit 
managers refused to re-employ one worker only, 
the whole of the men came out on strike-with 
always the same result. In all the seven instances 
the bosses were forced to re-employ the men. 

ThP. strikP. committees remained together and 
transf?rmed themselves into mineworkers' unity 
committees. At a number of pits campaigns were 
inaugurated for an immediate new election of the 
pit councils and it was possible thereby to win the 
legallJ: prescribed two-thirds majority. The unity 
committee summoned a general Red Mav Dav 
demonstration which took place with the partici
pation of tens of thousm~ds of workers of all 
political tendencies, while the Social-Fascist 
festivities shrunk into small gatherings. In the 
district an active recruiting campaign for the Red 
MinP. Workers' Union took place. Whole groups 
of Reformists and Hakenkreuzler workers joined 
the Red Union. All this showed that the Party 
and the Red union had not only led the strike 
correctly but had also ended it at the most oppor
TUnP. moment in the correct manner; had thus 
created conditions for a shattering of the Fascist 
and the Social-Fascist influence in the district, 
and for a permanent strengthening- of the revolu
twnary front. 

The mineworkers' strike in Czecho-Slovakia 
has had great significance for the class struggle 
in that country. For the first time the Party and 
the Red Trade Unions, during a period of 
economic crisis, were able to lead independently 
a great mass strike. Of all the 8o,ooo mine
workers in all the districts, ss,ooo, even accord
ing to official statistics, took part in the strike. 

In the Northern Bohemia distri<"t it was possible 
to bring the attack of the coalmasters to a stand
still. In other districts proof was conclusively 
brought forth that the workers can fight and that 
the Communist Party is the only party which 
really defends the interests of the workers. 

All the strike-breaking arguments of the Social
Fascists were contradicted through the struggle. 
It was shown that it is a lie to say that during 
crisis the workers cannot fight, for never before 
was the mineworkers' struggle in Northern 
Bohemia so united and so complete. lt was 
revealed that the Social-Fascists had lied when 
they declared that the unemployed would stab the 
strikers in the back; on the contrary, the unem-

ploy~d had supported the strike in exemplary 
fashwn and at the end of the strike the Social
Fascists exposed the mendacity of their arguments 
themselves in that they said that only the unem
ployed prevented the mineworkcrs from returning 
to ":'ork (wh!ch naturally, was a new lie). The 
falsity of the1r arguments was revealed that with
out :;ufficient funds no strike could be successfully 
earned through, when on the one hand the miner~ 
without any regular support showed the greatest 
endurance in the strike, and on the other hand it 
was possible to organise a broad parallel solidarity 
campaign amongst all sections of the working 
class and, in spite of the prohibition of the reform
ist organisations, to collect hundreds of thousands 
of Kronen for the strikers. It was also revealed 
that the arguments of the Social-Fascists, that it 
was ·impossible to strike because the coalmasters 
had gigantic stores of coal at the depots which 
they would sell during the strike, were an empty 
threat, as, for the first time in the history of 
Northern Bohemian miners' strikes, the strikers 
successtully prevented the transport of coal from 
the depots, and at the end of the strike, there was 
a perceptible scarcity of brown coal. 

The miners' strike revealed to the workers, 
particularly the Nationalist and Reformist 
adherents, the role of the bourgeois State 
apparatus ; but it also revealed that it 
was possible to fight successfully against 
the severest terrorist measures. The mass 
of mineworkers fought for their right to strike 
and their right to the streets. Under their 
pressure the dissolved strike committees were 
again permitted. The general strike and the mass 
demonstration of the 13th April were carried out 
in spite of the ban, gendarmerie, military forces 
and the shooting. 

The miners' strike showed clearly that by the 
consistent and dexterous application of the United 
Front from below, it is possible to come up suc
cessfully against the treachery and the strike
breaking of the Social-Fascists and the Fascist 
leaders. In the Northern Bohemia district the 
Reformist leaders were powerless. No one heeded 
their instructions. Their own caretully-sift"'d 
delegate conferences turned down their proposals. 
Their influence was tremendously shaken. 

These lessons do not remain without effect on 
the broadest masses of the Czecho-Slovakian 
proletariat. 

During the mmers' strike we also had a rise 
of the strike movement in other districts. W1· 
had a strike of the textile workers in Briinn 
against the reduction of the cost of Jiving increase, 
which, to be true, embraced only a part of the 
industry and after a few days was compelled to 
break up. But under this pressure the employers 
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no longer dared to reduce the whole cost of living 
increase and to a certam extent granted it. We 
had a strike in the Rima M uranga Rail•way works 
in East Slovakia. A strike lasting eight weeks 
was unitedly carried out in the textile factory of 
Doubleby in East Bohemia and ended, despite no 
material success, in the strengthening of the Red 
Trade Union. And of the support which the 
workers' struggle produced among the working 
masses the following incident is characteristic. In 
the Richter textile factory in Mildenau in Northern 
Bohemia, the employers gave notice to thirteen 
workers. Thereupon the whole of the worker:;,, 
numbering I, 100 men, came out under the slogan 
of "Not a man off the job," and after three days 
enforced the re-employment of all the discharged 
men. 

After the miners' strike a wave of strikes 
developed in a number of areas and branches of 
industry. 

The building workers for some time led a suc
cessful small struggle against the attacks of the 
employers. According to the statistics of the Red 
Building Workers' Union, from the beginning of 
the year to the middle of April, 2o,ooo building 
and stoneworkers in 350 enterprises (building and 
quarries) had taken part in partial and demon
strative strikes under their leadership. During 
this period the Union had recruited 4,507 new 
members. 

Now, however, the question of the transition to 
a greater strike in the building trade stands on the 
order of the day; a strike which will embrace the 
whole of the workers, in which tens of thousands 
of building workers, under the leadership of the 
elected strike committees, the organ of the united 
front, will carry on their successful struggle. 

The landworkers in the Galanta territory in 
Slovakia (about 4,500 men) had fought a united 
struggle for a 30 per: cent. wage increase on the 
existing wages, payment for overtime and the 
recognition of their elected and trusted represent
atives. This strike was carried out against the 
collective agreement signed by the Reformists. It 
was won in a district of the greatest terror where 
the previous year the notorious shooting took 
place in Kossuth. Now the strike encompasses :1 

number of more distant areas of the Slovakian 
landworkers. In the Carpatho-Ukraine the strike 
of wine-workers ended with a partial victory. 

In the textile industry there was a number of 
partial struggles. For July a great strike against 
wage reductions and rationalisation was prepared 
in the East and Northern Bohemia districts 
included in the agreement. The position is the 
same in many other branches of industry. . 

At an organisers' conference, the C.C. of the 
Czecho-Slovakian Party, nfter a thorough exam-

ination of the lessons of the miners' strike dis
cussed and laid down concrete tasks tor the 
development of the economic struggles in all 
spheres. It is expected that the attacks of the 
employers will come up against resolute resistance 
of the working masses organised by the Commun
ists, and that they will lead to further mass 
struggles in the course of which the Communists 
will lead still broader masses and win them for 
the fight for the liberation of the working class. 
At the same time the Party mobilises the masses 
for resistance against the application in Czecho
Slovakia of emergency measures on the model of 
Brunning and Von Papen in Germany. 

As is known, the rudder of the Czecho-Slovakian 
State has up to now been held by a "great coali
tion" of almost all the bourgeois and Social
Fascist parties, which possess a great majority in 
Parliament. 

Still, in recent times, more and more frequent 
complaints have been made within the bourgeois 
camp that the Government acts too slowly and 
with insufficient energy, that Parliament is too 
lethargic, and that a great new form of govern
ment is required. 

The rapid development of the crisis, the hope
lessness of a quick realisation of the Tardieu 
middle-European plans leading to some kind of 
"amelioration" of the crisis, the shaking of the 
Social-Fascist influence over the masses, the suc
f'f'Ss ot the Communists, all make necessary a new 
manceuvre. 

The bourgeoisie plans new attacks on the living 
standards of the working masses; reduction of 
wages and the salaries of civil servants; reduction 
of the wretched unemployment relief and the 
introduction of compulsory labour for the unem
ployed ; new indirect tax-es; reduction of rent 
protection, etc. 

And above all the war plans of the Czechish 
bourgeoisie make quick action necessary. 

For these reasons the tendency to displace the 
great coalition by a cabinet of officials or a 
"cabinet of personalities" grows rapidly, to set it 
up through a law of authorisation with full 
powers as in Germany Bruning had and Von 
Papen has to-day, to dissolve parliament, to drive 
forward in the severest manner against the revo
lutionary working class movement, up to the dis
solution of the Communist Party. The first step 
towards that has been the banning of the W.I.R. 
and LL.D. as well as the Young Communist 
League. The Social-Democrats would be able 
further to play their r61e of the chief social sup
port of the bourgeoisie, but in. a slightly a~t~r.ed 
form. They would reject all dtrect responstbtltty 
for the deeds of the "Government of the Strong 
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Hand," but support this Government on the 
principle of the "lesser evil." 

This whole programme is presented rather un,
disguisedly in the speech of Klofac, the leader of 
the Czechish National Socialists, a confidante of 
Masaryk. He demands the end of the "Kerensky 
regime" which, in recent times, and especially 
during the mineworkers' strike, has ostensibly 
insinuated itself, recommends the appointment ot 
a "War Cabinet" of quick action,-ostensibly for 
war against the crisis - and exposes his pte
gramme with the slogan of a "Second Republic," 
which is damnably similar to the Hitlerite slogan 
of the "third Reich." 

Simultaneously w1th the rise of the struggle for 
economic partial demands, the Party begins a 
broad campaign of exposure of these plans which 
are closely linked together with the war prepara
tions bf the Czechish bourgeoisie, and for the 
mobilisation of the masses against capitalist 
dictatorship,-for the revolutionary way out of 
the crisis. And also here the fight for the reform
ist workers, the fight to win them over into the 
proletarian united front is a central question,-in 
full accord with the experiences and lesson:; given 
to us by the great miners' strike. 

NEW MANOEUVRES OF POLISH SOCIAL-FASCISTS 
By ]. LENSKY. 

T HE graver the economic crisis, the more 
energetic the resistance offered by the toiling 

masses to the capitalist offensive, the faster the 
revolutionary crisis matures, the more determined 
become the manoeuvres of Social-Fascism, the 
main social buttress of the· bourgeoisie. While 
the bourgeoisie seeks to solve the crisis by a 
frantic offensive upon the toiling masses and by 
new imperialist wars, primarily by a counter
revolutionary war against the U.S.S.R., while the 
fmnt of the internal counter-revolution closely 
interweaves everywhere with feverish pre
parations for war, all the manoeuvres of 
Social-Fascism have the aim of diverting 
the toiling masses from the revolutionary 
solution of the cnsts, of directing them 
to the path of "democracy" in the name of the 
salvation of capitalism and away from the prole
tarian revolution with a view to "unnoticeably" 
embroiling the masses in the whirlpool of 
imperialist war. 

Social-Fascism makes use of a complete scale 
of various manoeuvres which frequently come as 
a surprise to our Party. \Vith the speed dic
tated by the ever-aggravating situation the 
Social-Fascists of the different countries spread 
among the masses new "theories" and deceitful 
"left" slogans. In regard to this question some 
.of the chief exponents in the Second International 
are the Social-Fascists of Poland. .They have 
borrowed a good deal from their foreign com
rades, chiefly from the German and Austrian 
Social-Democrats, from Hilferding and Bauer, 
whose ideas are being transplanted into Polish 
soil by the N edzialkovskys and Czapinskys. 
There is no lack, however, of original ideas as 
equally well designed to dupe the masses, which, 

in turn, other sections of the Second International 
are borrowing from the Poles. 

It can hardly be said that we have succeeded 
in exposing these manoeuvres. On the contrary, 
we are constrained to note a certain weakening 
of the vigilance of our Party with regard to these 
manoeuvres, which sow illusions not only among 
the masses but to some extent also among our 
Party members. To use the examples of the 
everyday struggle for the purpose of explaining 
concretely each new manoeuvre, to strengthen our 
leadership of the struggle, to expose the close con
nection between the theory and the counter
revolutionary practice of the Social-Fascists, to 
unmask before the masses every new deceit, -
such is the only means of capturing the majority 
of the working class for a revolutionary solution 
of the crisis. 

THE SOCIAL-FASCIST PROGRAMME OF THE SOLUTION 

OF THE CRISIS. 

The basic cause forcing Social-Fascism to resort 
to new programmes and slogans cloaked in revo
lutionary phrases is the ever-aggravating crisis, 
the growth of the revolutionary movement in 
the capitalist countries, and the enormous suc
cesses of socialist construction in the U.S.S.R., 
which is passing from the laying of the founda
tion of socialism in the first successfully com
pleted Five-Year Plan to the "final liquidation 
of the capitalist elements and classes in general," 
to the creation of a classless socialist society. The 
tremendous influence exercised over the toiling 
masses of all countries by the Soviet Union which 
points out to these masses the revolutionary solu
tion of the crisis, the immense popularity of the 
socialist Five-Year Plan among the millions of 
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the international proletariat, deprive the Social
Fascists of the opportunity of denying the facts 
which testify to the successful fulfilment of the 
Five-Year Plan. Actually these facts are now 
unanimously recognised even by the official Polish 
bourgeois press. 

While recognising the "planfulness of the 
Soviet economy" which promotes a high degree 
of development of the productive forces, the Polish 
Social-Fascists, like the Second International as 
a whole, make every effort to "prove" that the 
U.S.S.R. is not building socialism but State capi
talism, that the Five-Year Plan is being fulfilled 
with the aid of "feudal" serfdom, that the inter
national proletariat canno.t follow the example of 
the U.S.S.R. 

The home-grown "theoretician" of Polish 
Social-Fascism, Nedzialkovsky, in his articles on 
the Five-Year Plan, attempts to hide from the 
masses the class essence which distinguishes 
socialist industry, the industry of the proletarian 
State, from the State industries of capitalism. 

N edzialkovsky cannot deny the fact that the 
Five-Year Plan has raised the welfare and cul
tural level of the millions in the U.S.S.R. This 
is admitted also by the official "Gazeta Pol:;ka." 
In unison with the Fascist scribes he consoles 
himself by prattle about ''feudal relations in 
Soviet Russia." In this respect, as well as in the 
general appraisal of the Five-Year Plan, the 
socialist "Robotnik" and the "Gazeta Polska" 
are in complete agreement. 

But the Nedzialkovskys are forced to consider 
the sympathy of the masses for the Five-Year 
Plan. It is not easy to go to these masses and 
fulminate against the Five-Year Plan. They 
therefore :;eek to frighten the masses by the 
patriotic threat of the loss of "independence" in 
case the Five-Year Plan should be extended to 
Poland. 

"He who dreams of extending to Poland the 
concrete plan of the Soviet Piatiletka," writes the 
"Robotnik," "must, irrespective of his desires, 
include Poland in the economic system of the 
U.S.S.R., in other words, he must put an end to 
Poland's independence." · 

Nedzialkovsky suddenly forgets that bour
geois Poland constitutes a link of the capitalist 
economic system, 'that she depends upon the big 
imperialist powers, that she fulfils the r6le of the 
gendarme of international imperialism. The Polish 
Socialist Party wants to preserve this r6le for 
Poland. The victory of the proletarian revolution 
would overthrow the yoke of native and "allied" 
imperiali:;m which the Nedzialkovskys style "inde
pendence.'' Poland would no longer be the 
gendarme of capitalism, it would become an equal 
member of the world Union of Socialist Republics. 

A fraternal alliance with the U.S.S.R. would help 
the Polish proletariat quickly to take up the build
ing of socialism, this being a true guarantee of 
the genuine independence of the proletarian State 
from the capitalist States. 

"How does socialism reply to the legend of the 
Five-Year Plan?" asks "Robotnik." "Without 
irony and without malice. It oppose;; it by the 
conception of a planned economy developing, not 
on the basis of a 'feudal' dependence of the 
masses upon a dictatorship, but upon the basis of 
a Social-Democ'l'acy inseparably connected with 
political democ'l'acv." 

A planned economy not based upon the dictator
ship of the proletariat, not controlled by a prole
tarian democracy as represented by the Soviets 
of Workers', Peasants' nnd Red Army Deputies, 
but by a Parliamentary democracy, the bankrupt 
form of bourgeois dictatorship, such is the solu
tion of the crisis recommended by the P.S.P. 
which covers it up by lying phrases about a 
"super-class" social and political democracy. 

In addition the C.C. of the P.S.P. has promul
gated the so-called programme of "immediate 
mitigation of the effects of the capitalist crisis.'' 
This programme contains the following demands : 

(a) Socialisation of the sufficiently-developed 
industries. 

(b) Establishment of workers' control over all 
industrial undertakings. 

(c) Re-opening of the closed undertakmg-s. 
(d) Centralisation of savings in the Bank of 

Poland. 
(e) Organisation of export and import by the 

establishment of a State monopoly of 
foreign trade. 

Who is to carry this programme into effect 
"to-day"? Evidently the capitalist State. This 
programme follows the line of the further con
centration of capital and the strengthening of the 
fascist dictatorship by means of an extension of its 
economic functions. Essentially the question 
resolves itself into the salvation (at the expense 
of the toilers) of the bankrupt enterprises, to the 
throwing of the debts of the bourgeoisie upon the 
backs of the masses and to the strengthening 
of the customs barriers promoting higher prices 
on the home market. This. i:; precisely how the 
"nationalisation" of the bankrupt factories and 
banks by the capitalist State, the instrument of 
the class rule of the bourgeoisie, would take 
place. 

"A State monopoly under capitalism," says 
Lenin, "merely rep1·esents a means of increasing 

. and securing the profits of the millionaires of this 
or that industry standing on the brink of bank
I·uptcy." 
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Like the entire Second International the P.S.P. 
advocates a peaceful "growth into socialism" by 
the strengthening of the elements of State capital
ism. In the sphere of State capitalist dema
gogy it imitates German Social-Democracy. 
Following the example of Hilferding who called 
Bruning's fourth emergency decree "a piece of 
socialism," the editors of "Robotnik" see in this 
decree. a symptom of an anti-capitalist policy 
which will develop into a socialist policy. 

"The nationalisation of the banks," writes 
"Robotnik" in connection with BrUning's bank 
decree, "may prove to be a stage on the road to 
the socialisation of the banks . . . The task of 
the German working class will be to see to it that 
development should follow precisely this direction. 
Under the pressure of necessity Germany's 
Government has been forced to take up the path 
of an anti-capitalist policy. The working class 
will see to it that this anti-capitalist policy should 
develop into a socialist policy." 

Thus, the capitalist measure of Bruning's 
Government adopted in order to save the insol
vent banks, adopted in the interests of finance 
capital, is pictured by "Robotnik" as the path 
to socialism. 

The economic programme proposed by the 
P.S.P. for to-day also signifies a consolidation of 
the economic positions of the bourgeois State for 
war against the U.S.S.R. The same object is 
pursued by the policy carried out by the fascist 
Government in regard to the cartels. While pre
tending to oppose the cartels Pilsudsky's Govern
ment actually accelerates the establishment of 
c11rtels of industry, not only from the point of view 
of the civil, but also from the point of view of the 
military interests of monopoly capital. Such is 
the character of the decrees on the reorganisation 
of the coal and oil industries, on the basis of 
which, the Government with the aid of the cartels, 
has powers to regulate the production and distri
bution of coal ·and oil products. 

The National-Democratic press describes the 
coal decree as the nationalisation of the coal indus
try. This is, at best 2 gross exaggeration. 

"In one of the most important industries,'' says 
"Gazeta Warszawska," "there has been intro
duced the so-called planned economy of which the 
socialist camp is the strongest adherent. This 
does not mean that the coal decree will be car
ried out in the socialist spirit. It may possibly 
benefit not the workers but the industrial 
bureaucracy .employed in the cartels and the 
Governmental bureaucracy controlling these 
cartels." 

"Gazeta Warszawska" is right about this being 
only "so-called" planned economy, for as long 

as the capitalist system survives the anarchy in 
economy cannot be eliminated by any decrees. 

The P.S.P. programme of the planned "mitiga
tion of the effects of the crisis" of capitalism, a 
programme ostensibly pointing "the way to the 
planned socialist economy," represents a new 
fraud designed to distract the masses from the 
revolutionary solution of the crisis. This fraud 
is based upon the portrayal of the bourgeois State 
as a super-class State organisation capable of 
exercising control over the capitalist monopolies 
in the interests of the toiling masses. Our task 
consists in showing to the masses that a planned 
economy is possible only after the overthrow of 
the bourgeoisie under the dictatorship of the prole
tariat. An instance of such an economy is found 
in the U.S.S.R. The only way to it leads through 
the proletarian revolution. 

The false programmes of the P. S. P. are aimed 
against the U.S.S.R. In the arsenal of the anti
Soviet war preparations they represent a sub
sidiary ideological weapon of the bourgeoisie. 
The tremendous sympathies of the toiling masses 
for the U.S.S.R., the State building socialism, 
does not permit the Social-Fascists openly to con
duct anti-Soviet war agitation. For this reason 
they carefully undermine the faith of the masses 
in the socialist character of the Five-Year Plan, 
describing it as a product of State capitalism and 
the enslavement of the working class. 

The P.S.P. does not dare to come out with an 
open call for a military intervention against the 
U.S.S.R., though it fully shares the intervention
ist view of Kautsky. Such a position was taken 
up by the P.S.P. in the discussion which has long 
been proceeding in the Second International on 
the question of the Five-Year Plan. This is 
evidenced by the diplomatic accounts published in 
the "Robotnik." 

Together with the entire bourgeoisie the P.S.P. 
seeks a way out of the crisis in a counter-revolu
tionary war against the U.S.S.R. But its par
ticipation in the preparation of the war is disguised 
by a heavy veil of social-pacifist phraseology. The 
P.S.P. policy of manoeuvring on the question of 
war is closely connected with its opposition 
manoeuvres towards the Pilsudsky Government. 
This explains why the representatives of the 
P.S.P. in the Seym have for the first time voted 
against the budget and the conscription order. 
But this has nothing in common with voting 
against the military preparations of the Polish 
bourgeoisie. In a veiled declaration the P.S.P. 
proceeded from the premise that Pilsudsky's 
Government cannot ensure successful preparations 
fo1· war and that it will fail to attract the masses 
to an offensive against the U.S.S.R. According 
to the leaders of the P.S.P. this task can be solved 
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only by a Government of unity, by a national 
coalition under a democratic Populist exterior, 
such as the VVitos-Daszinsky Government of 1920. 
It was under thi~ slogan that the recent celebra
tion of the Daszinsky jubilee was held. 

The P.S.P. carefully hides from the masses the 
preparation of an armed intervention against the 
U.S.S.R. It weakens the vigilance of the masses 
with regard to the imperialist war begun by 
Japanese imperialism by assurances about the 
peaceful interference of the League of Nations. 
With "As soon as Japan hears the resolute voice 
of the League of Nations she will begin to evacu
ate," the "Robotnik" attempts to dispel the sus
picions of the toiling masses. The League of 
Nations will "put an end to the hostilities." Hen
derson's election as Chairman of the Disarmament 
Commission, according to "Napszed," meant that 
~'the desire to realise disarmament has won.'·' 
The League of Nations is an unquestionable 
instrument of peace. That this instrument invari
ably kills all the disarmament proposals coming 
from the Soviet delegation is something about 
which the P.S.P. Press keeps completey silent, 
while eulogising the mock project of moral dis
armament which "disguises" the feverish arming 
of the imperialist States. While shouting about 
peace the P.S.P., through the mouth of Pujak, 
who addressed the Military Commission, demands 
an "extension of military training which in our 
country is backward." 

Instead of planful growth into socialism we 
have a planful growth into an imperialist war, 
planful preparation of a new offensive against the 
U.S.S.R. Such is the counter-revolutionary 
essence of the Social-Fascist programme of solv
ing the crisis which cannot be obscured either by 
the bombastic sophisms of the Nedzialkovskys or 
by the. polemical acrobatics of the Czapinskys who 
furiously attacked my article in the January issue 
of. the "Communist International." 

THE STRUGGLE OF THE SOCIAL-FASCISTS FOR THE 

MASSES. 

The speedy gmwth of the revolutionary crisis 
determines the policy of the P.S.P. in its struggle 
for the masses. The leaders of the P. S. P. believe 
that the bourgeoisie will succeed in prolonging 
their existence only if they succeed in preserving 
and extending their influence over the masses. 

The strike wave is growing·. The heroic strike 
of the Dombrow miners ha~ opened up a series of 
battles over a wide front against the capitalist 
offensive and the fascist dictatorship. The fact 
that the strike lasted a whole month, that the 
mining proletariat of Dombrow unanimously 
rejected Government arbitration, that despite the 
terrible distress the ·workers twice voted against 

a return to work, th?t for a long period, despite 
the tremendous unemployment, the number of 
strikebreakers was negligible, all these facts testi
fied to the powerful fighting enthusiasm of the 
masses. 

The example of the Dombrow miners caused a 
movement of solidarity strikes, raised the fighting 
sentiments of the entire proletariat, and especially 
of its basic sections. The frontal attack of capital 
and of the Government upon the social gains, the 
further attempts to cut the wages and the mass 
dismissals in practically all the industries, the 
highly-strained political situation, the speedy 
extension of the strike front, all this awakens in 
the working class a desire for uniting their forces 
for joint struggle, stimulates the idea of and leads 
to a general strike. 

The Dombrow strike at the same time served 
as an example of a mass adoption of more acute 
forms of struggle. These consisted not only of 
stubborn bloody clashes with the police but of a 
fight for the removal from work of the mainten
ance staff who were employed under police protec
tion. The slogan of a "black strike" advanced 
by the masses developed into a formidable warn
ing to the coal barons. 

An example of a heroic strike struggle involv
ing the seizure of a factory was shown by the 
worker:;; of the '' Gortensia. ' ' 

Crowds of unemployed besiege the city halls, 
engage in bloody battles with the police, stop the 
trains. The bourgeois Press reports attacks by 
"organised and armed bands" of hundreds of 
people against whom "the police are helpless." 

In the villages the peasant masses cut down the 
woods and drive out the police. Vigorous resist
ance to the collection of taxes has become a mass 
phenomenon. 

The influence of Communism grows from day 
to day. The number of Communists arrested in 
1931 was twice as large as in 1930. 

'' . The Government has not enough forces 
to deal with Communism," "Robotnik" com
plains. "Our Government becomes 'stronger,' 
but Communism, too, grows stronger. One might 
even hazard the statement that the 'stronger' the 
Government's 'clean sweep,' the stronger is Com
munism. Yet we constantly hear about the 
liquidation of the Communist centre, about the 
crushing of the Communist organisation, about 
the arrest of the Communist leaders." 

Under these conditions the new manoeuvres 
have the object of preventing the growth of the 
proletarian revolution. Such was the character 
of the one-day general strike throughout .Poland 
proclaimed by the P. S. P. This fact signalises a 
change in the tactical policy of the P.S.P. The 
strike policy of the P.S.P. leaders began to change 
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already at the time of the second strike of the 
tramwaymen. The experience of the first strike 
of the Warsaw tramwaymen confronted the P.S.P. 
with the danger of breaking away from the masses 
and the speedy growth among them of the influ
ence of Communism in all its acuteness. The 
strike of the Lodz silk mill workers and tramway
men confirm the threat of this danger. As a 
result of the concentration of the initiative and 
leadership of the strike primarily in the hands of 
the Communists the mass basis of the P.S.P. 
began to fall away. The fact that the Social
Fascists came to the ma~>ses already in the pro-· 
cess of the strike struggle organised or taken up 
by the Communists, considerably weakened, and 
at times completely killed the chances of preserv
ing influence over the masses and disrupting their 
~truggle from within. For this reason the 
leaders of the P.S.P. have now begun to arrive at 
the right time, that is, at the moment when the 
struggle has become inevitable but has not yet 
begun. This helps them to mitigate the acute
ness of the situation and oppose the extension of 
the struggle. This helps them also to dampen 
the fighting spirits of the masses by the applica
tion of a peaceful protest strike. 

This preventive policy of the P.S.P. is a hun
dred times more dangerous than all its previous 
manoeuvres. With its aid the P.S.P. seeks to 
gain control of the powerful mass sentiments in 
favour of unity against the capitalist offensive. 
They want to take over the initiative of the mass 
united front not only on a loci!.l but on a national 
scale. With the aid of "big" actions they are 
.attempting to turn the revolutionary sentiments 
of the masses to the path of a "democnttic solu
tion of the crisis." The latest strike actions of 
P.S.P. have a clear-cut political character (in the 
spirit peculiar to it). The strike of the municipal 
employees was conducted by it under the slogan 
of democratic self-government .as part of the 
"Parliamentary democracy." In connection with 
the strike the P.S.P. on March 16 advanced the 

·-slogan of a Polish People's Republic as well as 
of a "Worker-Peasant Government." By these 
actions the P.S.P. also seeks to raise the import
ance of Social-Fascism in the camp of the bour
geoisie as its saviour and as a pretender to power. 

The general strike proclaimed by the P.S.P. 
on March 16 was a far-fetched manoeuvre. But 
thanks to the revolutionary sentiments of the 
masses and the efforts of our organisations the 
strike assumed extensive proportions and its 
character did not justify the hopes of the P.S.P. 
which failed to confine· the mass actions within the 
boundaries of "a peaceful demonstration." Con
trary to the leaders of the P. S. P., the masses went 
on to the streets, congregated in the squares, 

held meetings and demonstrations. In a number 
of places the walkout of March 16 developed into 
a mass revolutionary strike. It revealed the pre
paredness of the great proletarian masses to take 
up the political struggle. Even that section of 
the proletariat which had not previously partici
pated in the strike movement, such as the metal 
workers and to some extent the munition workers 
participated in the strike of March 16. ' 

The resolution of the Party Central Committee 
analyses at length our achievements and defects, 
the weaknesses and mistakes committed during 
the campaign of March 16. We want to warn the 
comrades both against the Right (and most dan
gerous) as well a!; against the Left-nihilist attitude 
towards the manoeuvres of the P.S.P. again. 
In the first ca11e the achievements of our Party are 
interpreted as a by-product of P.S.P. action. The 
P. S. P. appears in the rl'>le of a factor unleashing 
the revolutionary actions of the masses, of a 
factor facilitating, through its tegality, the leader
ship of the masses by us. This conception con
tains an underestimation of the counter-revolution
ary character of the Social-Fa11cist manoeuvres, 
to the P.S.P. is assigned an objectively revolu
tionary r6le. and the independent r6le of our 
Party, which opposes the P.S.P. in principle and 
mobilises the masses for rev0lutionary actions 
despite and over the head of the P.S.P., dis• 
appears. This conception leads to the surrender 
of the initiative to the P. S. P. as a legal cover or 
a temporary ally, and in consequence leaves us 
at the tail of the P.S.P. This is surrendering to 
the difficulties in the organisation of the mass 
struggle, it is an expression of the underestima
tion of the revolutionary sentiments of the masses, 
of the distrust of the forces ·of the Party which 
grow, despite all the difficulties, thanks to the 
objective conditions. 

The other point of view ignores the fact of the 
proclamation of the one-day general strike by the 
P. S. P. instead' of convincingly explaining to the 
masses the causes, character and aim of such 
manoeuvres. Such a mistake was committed also 
in the April appeal of the C.C. giving an estima
tion of March 16. 

"March 16," we read in it, "again revealed how 
deceitful the work of the P.S.P. tricksters wa!l. 
The words of the Communists have been con
firmed: the leaders of the P.S.P., while making it 
appear tha.t they we'l'e proclaiming a general 
strike, did everything possible to prevent it, to 
extract its revolutionary sting, to destroy your 
will for a general strike. " 

Here is interwoven a correct analysis with an 
incorrect denial of and simplification of the facts. 
It is true that the leaders of the P.S.P. sought to 
narrow down the strike, clearly sabotaging it at 
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such important sectors as those of the railway
men and tramwaymen, and endeavoured to 
''extract the revolutionary sting of the strike.'' 
But it is useless to deny (without merely contra
dicting all reason) that they, for their obvious 
counter-revolutionary aims, did proclaim this 
strike and in some cases led it in their own way. 
Nor can we close our eyes to the fact that in some 
labour centres, particularly in the provinces, the 
P.S.P. succeeded in giving the strike a peaceful 
character. The argument that "the leaders of 
the P.S.P. only pretended to proclaim a one-day 
·general strike" does not sound convincing either 
to the P.S.P. members or to the members of our 
Party. 

The basic task confronting our Party in con
nection with March 16 has been the correct treat
ment of the general strike question. The material 
published throughout the country is noted for a 
lack of clarity on this question. What we are con
cerned with is to co-ordinate the Leninist slogan 
of the general strike with the political situation, 
with the question of the struggle for power, with 
the slogan of an armed uprising. From this 
point of view the C.C. appeal took up a wrong 
position. 

The resolution of the c. c. on March 16 empha
sises that the question of a national general strike 
must now be treated differently. 

"Under modern conditions such a strike 
developing out of the great economic battles, of 
the mass political :;trikes, demonstrations, etc., 
may become a matter of the near future ; each 
big acute partial struggle (a general strike in 
Warsaw or a railwaymen's strike) may under our 
leadership develop not only into a rehearsal of a 
general strike but also into a national general 
strike. For this reason the popularisation of the 
general strike is to-day no longer :;ufficient; at 
present the Party must adopt a m9re determined 
policy of going over from big battles to a national 
general strike. The agit~tion in favour of such 
a strike and the preparation of the masses for it 
by the extension of the strike front, by political 
strikes and demonstrations mu:;t be closely con
nected with systematic popularisation of the 
armed uprising of the workers, peasants and 
soldiers as the only means of overthrowing the 
dictatorship of tlie bourgeoisie. " 

Yet, the March appeal of the C. C. create:; the 
illusion that the general mass political strike alone 
is capable of "overthrowing the power of the 
manufacturers and landlords," thus breaking 
away the agitation in favour of this strike from 
the popularisation of the. slogan of an armed 
uprising which was completely forgotten. Thus 
the general strike becortles the most impof'tant 

form of ·struggle instead of the armed uprising. 
This contradicts the Leninist position. 

"The general political strike," says Lenin, 
"must be regarded at the given moment of the 
movement not so much as an independent means 
of struggle but a:; subsidiar"y to the uprising"· 
(Collected Works, Volume IX., page 42). 

The promulgation of the isolated slogan of the 
general strike without the propaganda of an 
armed uprising resembles the position of the 
Anarcho-Syndicalists who still see in the general 
strike the highest independent and all-powerful 
means of struggle and who, where they are :;trong 
(Spain), have virtually in their main section 
degenerated to the r61e of Social-Fascism. 

As far back as the 8o's this point of view was 
sharply .criticised by Engels in his polemic against 
the Bakunists. 

The linking up of the general strike slogan 
t~roughout the country with the propagand~t of an 
armed uprising does llOt yet mean that every strike 
of this kind must af once develop into an armed 
uprising. A revolutionary general strike is · pos
sible without the existence of a situation making 
for an armed uprising, which will not automatically 
sprirlg forth from the general strike, but will come 
as a result of a series of important class battles. 
This is demonstrated by the experience ;)£ the 
revolution of 1905. This is how the question of · 
general strikes was regarded by Lenin. The 
closest approximation to our own situation is the 
directive contained in the resolution on the strike 
movement adopted by the Summer Conference of 
the Bol:;hevik C.C. in 1913 (the present situation 
in Poland having reached a higher stage of revo
lutionary development). 

"The conference greets the initiative of the 
St. Petersburg Committee and of a number of 
Party groups of Moscow who raised the question. 
of the general political strike and took steps in 
this direction in July and September of this year. 
The conference recognises that the movement is 
approaching the point where an All-Russian poli
tical strike will become the order of the day. 
Systematic agitation in preparation for this strike 
must be started immediately everywhere.'' 

This is followed by the basic slogans of the 
political strikes : a democratic Republic, an eight
hour day, confiscation of the landlords' estates. 
Such a treatment of the general strike que:;tion 
excludes the automatic connection of this strike 
with an armed uprising; i.e., automatic in the 
sense of its being independent of the degree of 
maturity of the objective situation, 

Some comrades in Poland wanted on March 16 
to advance the slogan, ''Long Live the General 
Strike to the Point of Victory.'' Stt<'ll a slogan 
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would have remained suspended in the air and 
would have been a paper slogan. 

But it is always necessary to remember that 
each truly national general strike confronts the 
masses point-blank with the necessity of a direct 
struggle for power; and confronts the Party with 
the question of organising the forces for an armed 
uprising. 

''The general strike," says our May-Day 
appeal, "represents an opening battle developing 
into a revolution, an opening attack preceding 
the general storm, the armed uprising.'' 

In other words, the armed uprising will not 
automatically jump out of this strike but will 
depend upon the degree of maturity of the objec
tive factors and of the preparation of the forces. 
It is clear that under the conditions of an rJrmed 
uprising the question of the strike is subordinated 
to the strategy of this uprising. 

We have discussed these questions at some 
length since only a clear Bolshevist attitude 
towards them can help successfully to expose the 
new manoeuvres of the P.S.P. The central point 
in this exposure must be the question of power 
and of the roads leading to the capture of power. 

OUR STRUGGLE AGAINST SOCIAL-FASCISM. 

It is difficult to foresee now how the P.S.P. 
will manoeuvre in the future. It is necessary to 
bear in mind that with the sharpening of the crisis 
the manoeuvres of the Social-Fascists will become 
more elastic and dexterous. At the present 
moment the P.S.P. is seeking by all means to 
avoid the streets (with the exception of the May
Day celebrations which are legal to Social
Fascism), where the masses are led by our Party. 
But this does not mean that at the moment when 
the masses will fill the streets, breaking down the 
barriers of the fascist syst_em, Social-Fascism will 
not attempt to head the movement of the masses, 
to break our leadership, and prevent a direct 
struggle against the dictatorship of the bour
geoisie on the part of the masses. 

Right now we must warn the masses against 
democratic illusions during the period of the 
revolutionary crisis. We must foresee different 
democratic manoeuvres such as "free elections to 
the Seym,'' ''Parliamentary Governments,'' 
"People's Governments," etc., and such other 
means of saving the dictatorship of the bour
geoisie. In its agitation the P.S.P. advocates a 
return to 1918. Our task consists in reminding 
the masses of the experience of the "democracy" 
of that time as one of the forms of the class rule 
of the bourgeoisie, and showing that such 
Governments (dunng a period of revolutivnan· 
crisis) essentially signify a pseudo-democratic 
variety of the fascist system, as they would com-

bin~ ~he fascist ~ethods of struggle against the 
soc1ahst proletanan revolution with large-scale 
deceptive democratic manoeuvres. 

The P.S.P. platform of May-Day slogans 
sounds very revolutionary. Here we find both 
the "struggle for socialism, for the overthrow of 
capitalism, peace between the nations, down with 
the threat of new war, down with the fascist 
dictatorship, for a worker-peasant Government 
for a Polish-Socialist Republic," etc. This rich 
menu of paper slogans, some of which have been 
borrowe_d from us (the overthrow of capitalism, 
down w1th the fa.scist dictatorship, etc.) is capable 
of misleading the uninitiated worke~s and of 
creating among the P.S.P. workers the 1mpression 
that their Party has developed from an "opposi
tion". P~rty, into a thoroughly revolutionary 
orgamsatJon. 

In our agitation a bigger role must be given to 
slogans, with the aid of which a sh~r·p line is 
drawn between Communism, the camp of the 
proletarian revolution, and Social-Fascism and 
the entire bourgeois counter-revolution ; the 
slogans of the dictatorship of the proletariat, of 
Soviets of w·orkers, pea<Sants and Red Army· 
deputies, of an armed uprising as the only means· 
of overthrowing the dictatorship of the blour
geosie. 

\Ve must give these slogans more pfomi'nence· 
and drive them home to the consciousness of the 
masses. In opposition to the Parli'amentary-. 
democratic fraud of the Social-Fascists we must 
more and more resolutely popularise the slogan 
of Soviets of \Vorkers, Peasants and Red· Army 
Deputies as the only form of working-class demo
cracy. Our basic slogans <ietermining the atti~ 
tude of the Communists towards the questions of' 
power must be concretelv co-ordinated with the 
existing situation, with the current battles, must 
point out concretely to the mas~es the revolution
ary way out of the crisis. 

Another series of slogans contrasti·ng us to the 
Soc-ial-Fascists are those slogan:> which cause the 
masses to clash directly with the fascist State· 
apparatus, which place before them the question 
of power and facilitate the transition to higher· 
forms of struggle. Ever mote insistent become5 
the nee<i for the systematic promulgatiot, an<i; 
depending upon the concrete conditions, of the 
carrying into effect of these slogans which are 
fully in accord with the conditions of the severe 
ccnnomic crisis, with th1~ tremendous destitution 
of the masses and with their growing aggre5sive· 
ness. The slogan, "Not a penny taxes," has 
become extremely popular. But there is still no 
extensive agitation for the slogan ih favour of 
the confiscation of foodstuffs, the seizure and use 
of the pastures and woods, the protectii111 anci: 
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release of the political prisoners, the disarming of 
the police and fascist detachments ; while the 
masses are spontaneously beginning to take 
this path. 

The struggle against the aggression of 
Japanese imperialism in China, for the defence of 
the U.S.S.R. against the imperialist intervention 
must become part of the united front of the toiling 
masses, with the active participation of the 
workers and peasants from the Social-Fasci!>t and 
National-Fascist parties. On this question we 
can expose very forcefully before the masst:s the 
counter-revolutionary essence of the P.S.P. At 
each meeting, at each factory gathering, at each 
peasant meeting, this question must be clearly 
raised in order to preclude the possibility of 
manoeuvres on the part of the Social-Fascists and 
National-Fascists. The centre of activity must 
now be concentrated upon actions of the workmg 
class and revolutionary peasantry, upun a mass 
refusal to pay taxes, upon demonstrations, upon 
go-slow strikes and protest strikes, against the 
preparation and pr<:>vocation of war, upon the 
detention of· transports with arms, etc. 

A necessary condition to the successful frustra
tion of the new manoeuvres of Social-Fascism 
consists in the strengthening of our initiative, of 
our organisational and leading r6le in the strike 
struggle. In the past the Communists played a 
predominant part in these struggles. However, 
the last weeks signalise a growth of difficulties. 
The lessons of Dombrow and Silesia teach us that 
the question of our strike leadership to-day stands 
more acutely than in the past period, the period 
of mainly successful strike battles. Lately the 
Social-Fascists have sometimes been successful 
in taking up or capturing the leadership of the 
strikes, weakening them and causing their col
lapse with the aid of various manoeuvres. Social
Fascism speculates on the g·rowing difiiculties of 
the struggle, taking advantage of their leg·ality 
before the masses, urging the masses that without 
their mediation it is impossible to get along·, an(! 
in this way penetrating even the strikes .leJ by us. 
We must strengthen our efforts tenfold in the 
creation of strike committees, of uPited-front 
organs, in order successfully to repulse the strike 
manoeuvres of the Soci;=tl-Fascists. We must 
particularly expose the Social-Fascist policy of 
manoeuvring combined with the slogan of a 
demonstrative general strike as a means of giving 
vent to and dampening the revolutionary Sl!nti
ments of the masses. These manoeuvn.s deflect 
the attention of the masses from the everyday 
partial struggle, from the response by a stdke 
to every wage cut and dismissal. With the aid 
of the manoeuvre of March 16 the P.S.P. suc
ceeded in delaying the strike of the municipal 

employees. The P.S.P. has been somewhat 
successful in the application of this policy among 
the farm workers and is attempting to carry it 
out among the Lodz textile workers. 

The Dombrow strike is evidence that we have 
entered a phase of big strike battles. But it 
would be a mistake to forget that these battles 
w~ll. develop on the basis of varic;ms, perhaps very 
tntlmg, everyday struggles agamst the capitalist 
offensive. The organisation and development of 
these battles represents and will continue to repre
sent a most important vital task of the Party. 

It is necessary to avoid replacing this everyday 
work by empty talk of general <>tnkes as was the 
case in the Dombrow Basin, where the organisa
tion called upon the miners to declare a gencr~tl 
strike even when the strike had already been 
broken and the bulk of the workers had returned 
to work. There were cases of the Party organisa
tions proclaiming a general strike in individual 
industries on paper alone without a sober estima
tion of the strike sentiments and without :my 
preparations. 

Some comrades do not even understand the 
difference existing between the policy of a general 
strike and the actual proclamation of such a 
general strike in any given industry or district. 
This policy must be adopted and carried into effect 
whenever a favourable situation arises. The pro
clamation of a strike on a definite day demands 
a correct estimation of the sentiments of the 
masses, the choice of a proper moment, a sober 
account of the forces and a concentration of the 
efforts upon the decisive strategical centres. Any 
verbal juggling with the general strike slogan 
weakens tht• authority of the Party among the 
masses and helps the Social-Fascists to under
mine the faith of the masses in our Party. · 

The strike of March r6 revealed considerable 
possibilities of attracting the metal workers, rail
waymen and armament workers into the strike 
struggle. The extension of the strike struggle 
among these sections of the proletariat must 
become a par·amount task of the Party as a serious 
factor in the struggle against the imperialist war, 
against the attack upon China, against the anti
Soviet intervention. 

Finally, a basic condition of successful struggle 
for the masses is the constant. persistent, stead
fast struggle against all concessions to the 
manoeuvres of Social-Fascism in the ranks of our 
Party, against all expectation of initiative on the 
part of the P.S.P., which leads to the replacing of 
the leading r6le of the Party by a sort of opposi
tion for the P.S.P. 

The Dombrow strike revealed a growth of new 
illusions in relation to the P.S.P. The illusions 
of our active members applied not so much to the 
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leaders as to the P.S.P. delegates who are directly 
in charge of the masses and who act under their 
pressure. There were cases of our comrades 
refusing to elect strike committees under the 
influence of the P. S. P. delegates. It is neces
sary to make it clear to the whole Party that the 
united front from below means a joint struggle 
with the lower workers from the P.S.P., the 
Bund, etc., under the. leadership of the Com
munists. We are fighting against the theory of 
the "small Zorgiebels." But this does not mean 
that a P.S.P. delegate pursuing the line of his 
Party can also be our ally. Only that delegate 
who acts contrary to the direction!-' from above, 
actively participating in the revolutionary struggle 
of the masses, is capable of establishing the umted 
front with us from below. We will be able to 
attract such delegates only if we fight against 
their views; Any obscuring of the difference of 
view actually marks a desertion into the camp of 
Social-Fascism. 

The rank and file of the Social-Fascist and 
National-Fascist parties are speedily being 
radicalised. The deep economic crisis and the 
growing class struggle create highly favourable 
conditions for wresting away these masses and 
attracting them to the revolutionary struggle. 
This process can be accelerated only by an able 
and energetic exposure of the manoeuvre!> of 
Socia•l-Fascism which consists in pointing to the 
masses the "peaceful democratic solution of the 
crisis." 

We must not pursue the united-front policy from 
time to time only. It must be i:leveloped along 
the entire front of struggle, against the offensive 
of capital and the fascist Government. At each 
factory, in each union and at each meeting the 
Communists must act as initiators and organisers 
of ~he united front of the masses against the 
funous attacks of capital and bloody outrages of 
the fascist terror, they must ably co-ordinate the 
economic strikes with the political, more and 
more frequently lead the masses into the streets 
and resort to the mass political strike. 

It is necessary to create an unbroken united 
front so as to unite the entire struggle taking 
place at present and the campaigns organised by 
the Party into a single political whole, and turn 
our face to the workers who follow the Social
Fascist Parties. Such a campaign has recently 
been opened by the C.C. of the C.P. of Poland. 

It is necessary on the basis of the experience of 
the everyday struggles to convince the million
strong masses that the Fascist dictatorship will 
not resign on its own accord and that capitalism 
will not collapse of itself as the Social-Fascists 
maintain. It is necessary patiently to explain to 
the masses our solution of the crisis by means of 
the proletarian revolution and, extending the 
front of the everyday struggle, to lead along this 
road hundreds of thousands, the millions of 
workers and peasants. 

EDITORIAL NOTE 
The editors desire to draw the readers' atten

tion to the fact that owing to careless translation 
and faulty editing the first part of Com. Piatnit
sky's article: "The Bolshevisation of the Com
munist Parties of the Capitalist Countries by 
Means of Overcoming Social Democratic Tradi
tions," published in No. 8 of the "Communist 
International" for May 1st, 1932, contains a 

number of inaccuracies which distort the author's 
meaning. The translation has now lbeen care
fLJily revised and the whole article will be re
printed in pamphlet form by Modern Books, Ltd. 
Readers are asked to note that the pamphlet 
version alone gives a correct rendering of the 
views Com. Piatnitsky expressed in this article. 

-Editors, ''Communist International.'' 
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LESSONS OF THE MINERS' STRIKE STRUGGLE IN THE 
RUHR IN 1931-32 

By S. PEREVOZNIKOV. 

I N the Ruhr district is represented one of t~e 
decisive sections of the class struggle m 

Lrermany. Despite the growing replacement of 
coal by new synthetic fuels, the Ruhr coal basin 
still remains the chief fuel and power base of 
Germany. In addition to coal, the leading section 
of the German metal industry is also located in 
the Ruhr. "The reduction of the cost of pro
duction and the increase of the competitive power 
of our industry can be begun only with the Ruhr," 
this slogan thrown out by the "Bergwerks
zeitung" (j~urnal of the coal industry) al;ea?y 
at the beginning of the introduction of capttahst 
rationalisation, has been stressed and enforced 
partic~larly du;iQg the year.s. of the. cri~is. The 
capitahst solutwn of the cnsts, whtch mvolve~ a 
reduction of the living standards of the workmg 
class, begins with, and in a great measure 
depends upon, a constant and strong pressure 
upon the workers, particularly of this coal and 
metal base of the German industry. And for this 
very reason the struggle of the Ruhr "':ork_ers is 
of the greatest importance to the orgamsatwn of 
resistance and a counter-offensive of the German 
proletariat against the effort of the bourgeois~~ to 
solve the crisis at the expense of the great tot!mg 
masses. 

The C.P. of Germany and the revolutionary 
trade union opposition of the Ruhr province ha':e 
been able to accumulate a great deal of expen
ence in independent leadership of the economic 
struggle. The original ~pplication ?f this policy 
of independent leadershtp began m the Ruhr 
during the lockout of the 2!3,000 metal workers 
in 1928. The first mass stnke prepared and con
ducted from the beginning to the end by the Red 
Trade-Union Opposition of Germ~ny also took 
place in the Ruhr, namely_ the stnke. of 6o,ooo 
miners in 1931. . For thts reason tt. appears 
especially important to trace on the basts of the 
experience of t~e Ru_hr, t~e causes of the ?-bsence 
of big economtc stnkes m Germany durmg the 
past year despite the growing acuteness of all 
the class contradictions. 

In the first half of 1931 the C.P. of Germany 
and the Red Trade-Union Opposition of the Ruhr 
Province had a series of remar~able_ suc~ess~s. 
They independently conducted a btg ~mer~ stn~e 
in January, 1931, and in connectiOn wtt? thts 
struggle created the all-German Red u~uon ?f 
miners. The factory committee elections m 
March and April, 1931, revealed the growth of 

the political influence of the Party and of the Red 
Trade-Union Opposition in the factories: the Red 
tickets received in 120 mines 68,324 votes against 
35,262 at the previous elections, while the Social
Democratic and reformist trade unions lost 
26,ooo votes. These elections showed that the 
masses approved of the policy of the Party and 
revolutionary trade-union opposition in the 
January strike, as well as of the creation of a 
Red union. 

Since then the stnke struggle m the Ruhr has 
been marked by a steady decline. In October, 
1931, the Party and the Red union succeeded in 
leading in the fight against the 7 per cent. wage· 
cut only scattered groups of miners (about 25,ooo-
3o,ooo on the whole) and keeping them in the 
strike for only a few days. In January, 1932, 
the Communist Party of Germany and the Red 
Trade-Union Opposition of the Ruhr mobilised 
an even smaller number of miners against 
Bruning's emergency decree, only a few 
thousand miners striking for one or two days in 
six mines. This decline of the strike movement 
in the Ruhr has been accompanied by a retard
ation of the growth of the political influence of the 
Party (and even by its weakening) and by stag
nation in the Party organisations, in the Red 
miners' union and in the revolutionary trade
union opposition of the Ruhr province. ln the 
elections to the Prussian Landtag last April the 
C.P. of Germany polled in the Ruhr (Westfell
North and South) 25,ooo votes less than in the 
Reichstag elections of the autumn t>f 1930, not to 
mention the fact that it failed to capture the 
8o,ooo votes lost by the Social-Democratic Party 
during this period. The Fa!icists (Nazi) who 
gained 380,000 votes chiefly at the expense of the 
bourgeois parties, became the second strongest 
Party (next to the Centre) in this proletarian 
region. 

One of the main causes of the temporary dis
continuation of the growth and partial decline of 
the influence of the Party among the masses of 
the Ruhr consists in that the C.P. of Germany 
and the Red Trade-Union Opposition failed to 
organise the workers' resistance to the lowering 
of their living standards. 

During the past year the situation of the Ruhr 
miners has been steadily deteriorating. Accord
ing to the "Gewerkschaftsarchiv"- (January, 
I9J2), the wages of a miner working full tim<" 
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and receiving full rates amounted on the average 
to the following : 

Skilled 
I929/30 I2o.8 marks 
January, I93I II4·3 
November, I93I 105.8 , 
January, 1932 95· 2 , 

Unskilled 
75·7 marks 
71.9 
66.4 
59·8 " 

" 
The actual monthly wages of a Ruhr hewer, 

that is of a skilled miner, are shown in the 
following figures : 
In July, I93I, a hewer received for 

20 I J 5 shifts 
Plus the "family allowance" 

Total 

I62.74 marks 
5-26 

I68.oo marks 

The following deductions were made : 
Insurance ... 
The wage tax and the "crisis tax" 
Repairing instruments 

'fotal : 
Rent 

Total: 

23.02 marks 
4·05 
2-55 " 

29.62 marks 
38.o5 

67.67 
Remainder for living expenses ... I00.33 marks 

Already in January, I93I, the wages of this 
worker were reduced by I I.3I marks (before 
January he earned 174.05 marks). The wage cut 
in October, 193I, and the reduction of the 
"family allowance" by six pfennigs further 
reduced his wages by 9.72 marks per month 
while the wage cut under the fourth emergency 
decree issued in January, I932, brought with it 
a new reduction of wages hy I5.02 marks. 

It is necessary to remember that a large pro
portion of the miners have 4-5 free shifts per 
month amounting to a loss of 30-35 marks out 
of the monthly wages. According to the news
paper of the Christian Union of Miners, in 
February, I93I, the average number of free shifts 
per miner in the Ruhr amounted to 3i per month. 
During the succeeding months this figure did not 
decrease but actually increased. 

In the budget of many of the workers of the 
"Thyssen" mine there are references to cuts in 
the monthly wages by ID-I5 marks effected in 
the summer and autumn of I93I through trans
fers to lower wage groups. This is a very wide
spread practice of cutting wages in the Ruhr. In 
this connection the "Ruhr Echo" writes: 

"In the mining industry for instance, the. 
situation is such that the employers reduce cer
tain groups of workers to lower grade scales. 
Such examples have taken place not only in the 
mining industry in which there are about 30 
different rates, but also, in the other industries." 

The organisation of the struggle of the Ruhr 

miners against this pressure of the employers upon 
their living standards has unquestionably met 
with a number of objective difficulties. 

The first of these is the existence of a huge 
army of unemployed and the constant growth of 
this army. The total number of miners employed 
in the Ruhr decreased between December, I929, 
and January, 193I, from 382,33I to 290,3I3. 
This means that 92,498 miners were dismissed 
in the course of one year. Between January and 
July, I93I, to January, I9:P, between 2o,ooo and 
25,000 more miners lost employment. The fear 
of the employed workers losing their jobs in 
consequence of a strike plays a definite part in 
the organisation of the economic struggle. 

Another difficulty is presented by the ever
growing terror of the police, employers and 
FascistS! against the strikers which leads in each 
strike to the purging of the mines from the most 
militant revolutionary workers. In a speech 
delivered at the meeting of the all-German Com
mittee of the revolutionary trade-union opposition 
in March, I932, the Chairman of the Red Miners' 
Union stated : 

"We have no Jess than 4,ooo functionaries who 
have been victimised while thousands have been 
discharged this year. There are places in which 
the Red shop-committee members have been dis
missed five times in succession. . . . Complete 
pit groups (of the Union and Red opposition) 
have been thrown out of the mines, not once, 
but several times" (Stenogram, page 31 I). 

The slight reduction of tile prices of consumers' 
goods, while lagging far behind the wage cuts, 
still enabled the employers and the trade-union 
bureaucrats to lull the miners by talk of "pre
serving the real standard of living despite the 
wage cuts." 

A characteristic thing about the price move
ment is the fact that the prices of bread, potatoes 
and sugar, which hold an important place in the 
budget of the poorly-paid workers not only did 
not go down, but actually went up. 

The basic difficulty in the organisation of the 
miners' struggle consists of the extensive 
influence of the Reformist and Christian trade
un_ion bureaucracy, who seek by all means (by 
skilful manreuvres and open strike-breaking) to 
keep the miners from taking part in the struggle 
and who broke the strikes whenever they did 
occur. The Reformist union of miners has about 
40,000 members in the Ruhr, while the Christian 
union has about 3o,ooo ~embers (the member
ship of the Red union in the Ruhr amounting to 
I6,ooo). In all the strikes of the miners during 
the past period-in the general strike of 193 I, in 
the October strike of the same year and in the 
January movement of I932-the Reformist and 
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Christian trade unions of miners proclaimed the 
strikes to be "outlawed" and urged their mem
bers to continue to work. Their tactics in break
ing up the strikes we shall deal with further on. 
on. 

Experience has shown that all these difficulties 
can be overcome (the January strike of 1931, the 
extensive strike movement of the miners in Poland 
and Czecho-Slovakia where the biggest of these 
difficulties also exist) and that the sharpening of 
the class contradictions in Germany creates addi
tional opportunities for the development of the 
"struggle of the masses (the growth of the dis
content among the workers, the growing fermen
tation among the members of the Reformist and 
Christian trade unions, the class solidarity and 
activity of the unemployed, the unceasing pressure 
of the bourgeoisie which again and again stimu
lates the workers towards militant ret;istance, 
etc.). The most important cause of the decline 
of the class struggle in the Ruhr during this 
period is to be found in the weaknesses of the 
subjective factor--of the Party, Red trade-union 
and revolutionary trade-union opposition of the 
Ruhr valley. 

The mam weaknesses of the Party and of the 
Red Trade-Union Opposition as displayed in the 
economic struggle in the Ruhr since the XI 
Plenum of the E.C.C.I. are as follow: 

a. The insufficient political initiative and 
political aggressiveness towards the enemy 
(instead of an independent choice of the time for 
the struggle as was the case in January, 1931, 
they wait for the blows and manreuvres of the 
employers; instead of a political offensive against 
the Social-Bemocrats and the· Reformist trade
umon bureaucracy (whose position has been even 
less tenable by their support of Bruning and the 
introduction of wage cuts), defence against their 
manreuvres. 

b. The incorrect methods of preparation for 
and leadership of the struggle (schematism, 
regimentation, the absence of the united front 
from below, an incorrect approach to the Reform
ist and Christian workers; preparations from 
above, instead of at the places of work). 

c. The incorrect methods of the leadership of 
the Red Miners' Union by the Party organis
ation (petty appraisal, supplantation, etc.). 

d. The opportunist fluctuations in the estima
tion of the importance of partial strikes and on 
the question of the! general strike. 

e. The weakness of the entire mass work in 
the mines and pits, the weak connection with the 
masses. 

f. The practically complete absence of work in 
the Reformist and Christian trade unions (the 

liquidation of the groups of the Red Trade-Union 
Opposition in the mines, etc.). 

In January, 193 I, the trade-union opposition 
organised a strike of 6o,ooo miners, against the 
12 per cent. wage cut demanded by the employers. 
During this period no Red Union of Miners existed 
in the Ruhr, while the Red Trade-Union Opposi
tion among the miners had only 4,ooo mem
bers. What made the organisation of that strike 
possible? First of all, the fact that the Red 
Trade-Union Opposition seriously prepared for 
the strike, most of the· preparatory work being 
carried out in the mines. In its report on the 
preparation for the struggle the all-German 
leadership of the Red Trade-Union Opposition of 
the miners, wrote: 

"The preparation for the miners' strike began 
in June, 1930 . . . About I,ooo meetings were 
held in the mines (from December 9, 1930). The 
"Ruhr Echo" devoted a page every day to the 
miners' struggle under the heading "The Mines 
are Prepared to Fight," this page containing 
reports of the Central Committee for the Prepar
ation of the Struggle. This page was published 
separately every day in s,ooo copies and distri
buted in 134 mines and was also posted in the 
workers' villages and in the streets leading to the 
pits .... 

"Preparatory committees of struggle were set 
up in IOI mines. . . . About so of them carried 
on their work every day. 

. . . "In 30 mines programmes of demands 
were worked out at general meetings which 
helped to mobilise the miners." 

Further, the fa:ct that the Party was mobilised 
for the preparation and condu_ct of the struggle : 

"The C.P. of Germany ably supported the pre
paration for the struggle. By calling special 
Party conferences locally and meetings of the 
groups the Party was mobilised down to its last 
organised unit." (From the same report). 

Then there was the fact that the Red Trade
Union Opposition, basing itself upon the con
nection with the masses in the mines established 
during the period of the preparation for the 
struggle, succeeded in completely retaining the 
initiative of fixing the date of the struggle, 
following the correct policy of taking the enemy 
by surprise. . 

"On December 12, the conference (of mme 
delegates) adopted a decision that the signal to 
strike will consist of a notification of the Central 
Committee of Struggle to the effect that the fight 
is to begin. This decision was necessary in order 
to catch the enemy unawares and prevent him 
from taking counter measures" (report of the 

· all-German leadership of the Miners' Red Trade
Union Opposition). 
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This decision was discussed at the general 
mine meetings. 
. By displaying considerable initiative and carry
mg on mass preparatory work the Red Trade
Union Opposition succeeded in quickly reacting 
to the manreuvres of the trade-union bureaucracy. 

The leadership of the miners' Reformist trade 
union at first responded to our strike preparations 
by the statement that '·'at a time of a crisis it is 
impossible to advance wage demands and decide 
upon the cancellation of the wage agreenu:nt. '' 
(From the same report). However, when the 
Red Trade-Union Opposition declared at the 
mine meetings that this means that the trade-union 
bureaucracy is prepared to accept a wage cut the 
Reformist leadership, confronted with the grow
ing strike sentiments among the workers, carried 
out a manreuvre; after the wage agreement had 
been annulled by the employers the Executive 
Committee of the reformist union of miners put 
forward the demand for a so pfennig wage 
increase and a seven-hour shift. The Red Trade
Union Opposition then withdrew its demands for 
a wage increase of one mark and a six hour shift 
cleclaring that in the interests of unity in the 
struggle it was prepared to fight for the demands 
advanced by the Reformist trade union, being 
confident that these demands could be secured 
only by means of a strike. Since the Reformist 
leadership naturally did nothing to prepare for 
a struggle for its own demands, this manreuvre 
was exposed by the Red Trade-Union Opposition 
hdore the masses. 

All this made it possible for the Red Trade
Union Opposition to mobilise the workers for the 
strike on its own record. On January 2, even 
before the negotiations between the employers, 
the trade unions and the arbitration bodies for a 
reduction of the wages led to any definite 
decision, to their complete surprise, a strike 
was declared in 32 mines. On January 3, 53 
mines were on strike (37 completely and 16 par
tially). The decision to open the strike was 
adopted on January 1 at a conference of mine 
delegates and was confirmed in the morning of 
January 2, at the pit meetings which added to 
the former demands the following : 

"The immediate cancellation of all dismissals; 
the mine administrations must undertake not to 
reduce the wages; for giving work to the unem
ployed " 

These demands were tmmediately presented to 
the administration. 

"The workers' meetings (held in the morning 
of January 2) authorised the committees of 
struggle immediately to open negotiations with 
the administration of the mines and pits. Up 
to the completion of the negotiations the workers 

remain at the meetings held in the washing rooms. 
In case the demands should be rejected th<" 
strikes would begin at once." (Ibid). 

The power of the Red Trade-Union Opposition 
in the organisation of this strike consisted in that 
it did everything in the closest contact with the 
masses of miners. This contact was maintained 
during the days of the strike as well. 

"Strikers' meetings were held daily ... 
Between the Central Strike Committee numbering 
So members which was elected at the conferencP 
of January and which included Social-Democratic 
and Christian workers . . . and the district and 
mine strike committees' constant connections were 
maintained through messengers and instructors. 

Despite the unprecedented police terror 
there were mass strike pickets . . . in which the 
unemployed took an active part. . . . Where, 
owing to the police terror, it was impossible to 
picket the mines the strike committees organised 
pickets in the mining villages. . . During the 
days of the strike the masses were on the 
streets.'' 

The political initiative, the activity and the 
mass preparations created the conditions for the 
organisation and conduct of the strike against 
the will of the trade-union bureaucracy and made 
it possible to attract more than 62,000 miners into 
the struggle despite the savage terror. The 
Government hastened to issue the · compulsorv 
arbitration award cutting the wages by 61 per 
cent. (the employers demanded an 8 per cent. 
wage cut in the last negotiations while the 
Reformist trade-unton bureaucracy agreed. to a 
4 per cent cut. From January 6 the strike began 
to decline and several days later came to an end. 
Upon the conclusion of the strike a Red Unton 
of Miners was organised at a conference of mine 
delegates. 

The January strike of 1931, in the Ruhr, could 
unquestionably have served as a poin~ of depar
ture for the development of the economic struggle 
in the Ruhr and throughout the ·country. It 
could not but have stimulated the growth of 
militant sentiments among the workers and the 
strengthening of the prestige of the Red Tr,~d~
U nion Opposition among the . masses. I his 
should have been ably utilised with a view to the 
changing situation. However, neither the Party, 
the newly-created Red Union, nor the Red Trade-
Union Opposition, did this. . . 

It is necessary to note that already m t~Is 
generally well-prepared and well-conducted stnke 
a number of weaknesses were demonstrated 
which subsequently were particularly aggravated. 
The most important of these was the narrow base 
of the united front from below. Of the 101 pre
paratory committees of struggle only 47 proved 
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to be real organs of the united front. The other 
54 committees did not succeed in leading their 
mines in the struggle chiefly owing to the fact 
tha:t they were founded upon a very narrow basis 
.and were passive. The Red Trade-Union 
Opposition succeeded in gaining very little sup
port among the Reformist and Christian workers 
in the strike ; the big conferences held during the 
preparation for the struggle, such as the confer
ence held on July 6, 1931, with the, participation 
of 720 members, were attended by only 3 Social
Democrats and one Christian worker. Even at 
the conference held during the strike (January x) 
there were among the Boo delegates from the 
mines only 36 members of the Reformist union, 
12 members of the Christian union and 4 Fascists. 
There were also cases of none but members of 
the Party and Red Trade-Union Opposition join
ing the strike. In a letter on the strike it was 
reported, for instance, that "there have been such 
cases as 10 or 30 comrades alone leaving the 
mine, believing that in this way they were sup
·porting the miners' struggle." 

To overcome these weaknesses and, with a 
view to the experience of the successfully-organ
ised mass strike, to develop a great struggle of 
the miners against all further pressure upon their 
living standards-such was the task. 

To do this it was necessary first of all to take 
into consideration the changed methods of the 
enemy. At the end of 1930 the German bour
.geoisie started an offensive all allong the front 
upon the wage rates of the workers after the 
:super-tariff rates had already been reduced. 
Having met with resistance on the part of the 
Berlin metal workers in November, 1930, and of 
·the Ruhr miners in January, 1931, the employers 
took up highly diverse forms of lowering the 
-standards of life. · 

In the Ruhr constant dismissals an<! transfers 
-of workers to lower grades have been practised 
in the mines ever since the spring of 1931. In 
June, the so-called "family allowances" were 
reduced while the working day was lengthened. 

Ever more extensively, beginning with Walden
burg and spreading to all the other mine fields, 
the so-called "Krimper-system" began to be 
·employed involving the 1·eplacement of the 
workers for two or three months with the sub
sequent re-employment of the former workers. 
thus establishing turns between the employed and 
unemployed workers. Every time that one set of 

·workers was replaced by another the number of 
workers was reduced and the piece rates were cut. 

As regards discharges, up to 40,000 miners 
lost employment during the first half of 1931 
.alone. 

Under these new conditions the Party, the Red 

Trade Union and the Revolutionary Trade-Un1on 
Opposition did not concentrate their attention 
upon the organisation of the workers' struggle m 
the mine against the new forms of lowering theu 
living standards. The entire Party and trade
union press ("Ruhr-Echo," "Grubenarbeiter") 
wrote about preparing tor the coming "fight of 
soo,ooo" (that is miners and metal workers) while 
it was necessary to develop the struggle 'it the 
place.s of work without any delay. The abstract 
directions about preparing "a fight of soo,ooo" 
distracted the organisations from the L'Oncrete 
struggle of the day. For the first 7-8 months of 
1931 the partial struggle in the shops was practic· 
ally neglected. 

This situation was due to the weak connect10n 
with the shops and to the underestimation· of the 
importance of the partial strikes. 

As regards the partial strikes, the Chairmau of 
the Miners' Red Union had to note as one of the 
biggest weaknesses of this period : 

"The underestimation of the importance of the 
partial strikes : Our comrades had the idea that a 
successful struggle is possible if there is "firing 
all along the line." (Comrade Funk's article in 
"Ingewerkspress," No. 81, 1931). 

The Red Union of Miners, which during this 
period built up its pit groups, thus developed 
without connection with the concrete struggle in 
the pits, without connection with the defence 
of the every-day needs of the workers, with their 
protection against dismissals and with the 
various forms by which their living standards 
were lowered. 

The failure to protect the daily needs of th(' 
workers in the pits during this whole period 
constitutes the main reason of the setbacks in 
October and in January, 1932. For it was pre
cisely during this period that the Red Trade 
Union and the Red Trade-Union. Opposition 
could and should have gained the confidence 
of the workers and brought the workers 
into motion by organising hundreds an'l 
thousands of strikes in the mines, protest strikes, 
demonstrations, etc., could have unquestionably 
scored victories in hundreds of cases and thus 
best prepared for mass strike struggles. To Com
rade Dahlen's question of why the workers in the 
Ruhr did not strike in Jnnuary, 1932, when they 
were called upon to strike by the Red members 
of the factory committees and why they did not 
defend the factory committee members against 
being arrested, he received fr<>m a miner the 
following reply : 

"During the last year and a half the piece rates 
in the mine have been reduced in several stages 
from 2 marks to 87 pfennigs without resistance on 
the part of the Red Trade Union, without resist-
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ance on the part of the Red factory committee 
members. The workers do not feel confident that 
this time the Red Trade Union Opposition and 
the Red Trade Union will act any better in case 
of a wage cut." (Stenographic report of the 
Enlarged Plenum of the all-German Committer 
of the Red Trade-Union Opposition held March 
.2, 193.2). 

Without a consideration of th1~ factor it JS 

difficult to determine correctly the cause of the 
declining tendency of the economic struggle m 
the Ruhr since the January strike of 1931. During 
these months, when the employers conducted a 
systematic attack upon the workers in the mines 
and pits while the Red Trade Union and the Red 
Trade-Union OppositiOn remained passive they 
lost the initiative in the struggle and the con
nection with the masses which they had in the 
January strike of 1931. 

* * * • 
In October, 1931, the employers in the mining 

industry again took up an offensive along a wide 
front, demanding a 1.2 per cent. wage cut. 
Remembering the experience of the January strike 
of 1931, they now made every preparation tn 
attack the workers unexpectedly and take them 
by surprise. For this purpose they first of all 
agreed with the trade-union bureaucracy not to 
talk "too much" about the annullment by them 
of the wage agreement and their intention to cut 
wages by 1.2 per cent. When this demand of the 
employers became known from the words of the 
Secretary of the Christian Union, Recklinghausen, 
the Red Union issued in August an appeal to the 
workers to be ready to strike. The new demand 
for a wage cut aroused a wave of indignation in 
the mines and pits. This was reported by the 
bourgeois newspapers, such as the '' Hessische 
Landeszeitung" of September which wrote : "The 
dalnger which threatens us. ,(from the possible 
strike in the Ruhr) is greater to the State and 
business than the currency prices in London." 
Immediately the employers and trade-union 
bureaucrats started manreuvring. The latter 
issued a denial that any "wage cut and a can
cellation of the wage agreement are impending.'' 
The entire bourgeois press; inspired by the 
Employers' Association, published the statement 
that the Reichskanzler intended to prolong by 
means of an emergency decree the existing wage 
agreement, many of the bourgeois newspapers, for 
greater effect, wrote about the "grave position of 
the miners." The Red Trade Union and. the Red 
Opposition did not properly react to the employers' 
manreuvres, and according to the report of the 
union leadership "the strike sentiments during 
this period-in the middle of September - had 
subsided." This means, in effect, that the work 

o_f the Red Un!on and of the Trade-Union Opposi
tion of prepanng for a struggle was temporarily 
weakened. The employers secured what they 
wanted; namely, they gained time. The decision 
of the arbitration court to cut wages by 7 per 
cent. came as a complete surprise to the workers. 
A fresh wave of discontent developed. The organ 
of the Reformist Union of Miners "Ber~bau
industrie," No. 41, wrote as follows: 

"The arbitration. a~ard ?f a 7 per cent. wage 
cut arou~ed great md1gnat10n among the miners 
and had 1t not been altered the Communist tactics 
of putsches and strikes would have been more 
successful." 

I;Iow~ver, it was no~ so much the change of the 
~rb1t_rat10n award wh1ch came during the strike 
1tself, as the manreuvres of the Reformist trade
union bureaucracy, and our own weaknesses 
which decid~d the fail~re of ~:mr strike slogan. 
~he Reform1st leadersh1p earned out a series of 
b1g manreuvres. They knew very well what a 
mass miners' strike in October would have meant 
to the de~elopment of. the c!ass struggle in Ger
many dunng the commg wmter, the worst in a 
hundred. years. In very radical language the 
trade-u~10n bure.aucrats opposed this new wage 
cut, while declarmg at the same time that : 

"I sola ted strikes will not achieve the object, 
the workers must be prepared for a general strike 
unless the unbearable policy of cutting wages by 
7 and 10 per cent. is discontinued." (From th.e 
speech of a member of the Executive of the 
Reformist Union in Bohum). 

They called union membership meetings in some 
parts of the Ruhr valley, which they had not dune 
before, and declared there as well that the trade 
unions at the necessary moment will issue a call 
for "big action," that in the meantime it is 
important "not to divide up the forces." Only 
at a few of th'e meetings, according to the Reform
ist "Bergbauindustriezeitung," did the C'.A>mmun
ists come out with a call for a strike. The "Ruhr
echo" and "Grubenarbeiter" did not even report 
these meetings. · 

The Red Trade Union and the Trade-Union 
Opposition did not succeed in at once exposmg
thls manreuvre. On the contrary, our function
aries themselves fell into the trap. About the 
sentiments "for a general strike" Comrade Funk 
wrote as follows : 

"The general strike is the only weapon agamst 
the wage robbers, this tendency prevails not so 
much among the miners as among a section of 
our functionaries." (See "lngewerk!'press" of 
November 3., 1931). 

Another important manoeuvre of the Reformist 
trade-union bureaucracy at this moment was the 
slogan of the "united front of the trade unions." 
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On October I, all the Reformist and Christian 
newspapers published an appeal by all the trade 
unions (of the all-German Federation of Trade 
Unions, the Christian and the Hirsch-Dunker 
organisations) calling for "united action." 

Our Press in the Ruhr practically failed to react 
to this demagogic trick of the Reformists. 

Already after the arbitration award has been 
announced the Executive of the Reformist Miners' 
Trade Union carried out a new ma.nreuvre; 
namely, it sent a telegram to the Ministry of 
Labour asking that the arbitration award should 
not be made compulsory. They gave great 
publicity to their "action," and since the Red 
Union and the Trade-Union Opposition proved 
themselves to be quite helpless in the face of the 
Reformist ma:nreuvres in all the weeks preceding 
the strike, this manreuvre also had its effect. 

"When the Red factory-committee members 
spoke to the miners in the wash-rooms on the 
first day of the strike they heard on all sides the 
reply: '•'Let us wait and see whether the award 
will be made compulsory." 

While the employers and the trade-uruon 
bureaucrats displayed a large variety of 
manreuvres the Party organisation, the Red 
Union and the Revolutionary Trade-Union 
Opposition displayed, despite their apparent 
activity (appeals, long appeals, to struggle in 
the Press), extremely limited initiative. The 
mass preparation in the mines was muc.h weaker 
than it was in January. Most of the work con
sisted of proving that a reduction ot wages was 
inevitable and of a weak defence against the 
manreuvres of the employers and trade-union 
bureaucracy. The actions and statements of the 
Reformists (the demand not to make the arbitra
tion award compulsory, ''the united front of the 
trade unions," "the general strike" in the 
future) rather than our slogan of the strike, 
rather than our demands (the wages to remain 
at the pre-January level, a seven-hour shift with 
-equal wages, etc.) served as the maio subject of 
discussions among the workers. This was a 
result of our weak initiative and insufficient ma.ss 
preparation. The choice of the moment for the 
declaration of the strike followed the same line, 
it was declared immediately after the publication 
of the arbitration ·award. The employers who 
had expected the strike to be declared just then 
appointed at the last moment free shifts during 
these days in the biggest mines. Thus, these 
mines were excluded from the strike. 

Altogether about 2o,ooo workers struck 'in the 
Ruhr and about ro,ooo in the other regions 
(Upper Silesia, Waldenburg), the strike lasting 
only a few days. The Government issued a 
decision to reduce the workers' contributions to 

insurance by i per cent. so that the wage cut 
amounted to 3! per cent. 

A most important factor responsible for the 
weak extent of the strike was the insufficient 
organisation of a united front with the Reformist 
workers and influence of the Reformist trade 
union. 

"The workers of 6o mines discussed in the 
morning (of the day when the strike wa!i 
declared) in the wash-rooms the question of the 
strike. Under the influence of the Reformist 
factory committee members they went down into 
the mines." (Sefkov at the Plenum of the All
German Committee in; October, 1931). 

This fact strikingly reveals that the members 
of the Party and of the Red Trade-Union Opposi
tion during the preparatory period did not raise 
within the Reformist trade unions the question 
of the strike before the Reformist workers, before 
the lower Reformist functionaries, that no 
attempt was made to break through to them, 
that previously the question was not put point 
blank to the Reformist factory committees and 
to the lower Reformist trade union organisations 
of what they would do in case of a wage cut and 
a declaration of a strike against it. This not 
having been done the Reformist workers and 
functionaries had to decide at the last moment 
whether they were to go against their own union 
together with the Red Opposition or they were 
to submit to the decisions of the union. It was 
clear that to convince them at the very last 
minute, without preliminary systematic wor~ with 
them, that it was necessary to go against their 
leadership, was a difficult task. 

During the strike the Party organisations and 
the Red Opposition committed left-sectarian and 
right-opportunist mistakes. In a number of 
mines the attempt was made to replace the mass 
preparation by leading into the strike only the 
advanced workers, the members of the Party and 
of the Red Union. 

A grave error and an expression of dismay and 
political disorientation during the strike was the 
communication sent to the Ruhr leadership of the 
German Federation of Trade Unions, - on the 
third day of the strike when it was already on 
the point of collapse, - proposing a joint 
struggle. 

Another serious right-opportunist mistake was 
the direction issued by the leadership of the Red 
Trade-Union Opposition to all the Red shop com
mittees to send to Bruning resolutions of protest 
against the wage cut. 

All this represents an attempt to replace the 
.real political initiative, the leadership and mass 
work by top machinations and the decreeing of 
strikes (calling out only the union members, etc.), 
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this being a result of the weak connection exist
ing between the organisation and the factories, 
of the lack, for a number of months following the 
XI Plenum of the E.C.C.I., of every-day work of 
protecting the interests of the workers. 

* * * * 
All the weaknesses in the work of the Party, 

Red Trade Union and Revolutionary Trade-Union 
Opposition of the Ruhr were revealed in the most 
concentrated form in the January movement of 
1932 opposed to the emergency decree of the 
Bruning Government, which provided for a 1o-15 
per cent. wage-cut for all the workers. 

The preparation for the movement against the 
emergency decree was preceded by two important 
Plenums of the AU-German Committee of the Red 
Trade Union Opposition in September and at the 
end of October, 1931. In September, the C.C. 
of the C.P. of Germany published the resolution 
of its Politbureau dealing with .the weaknesses of 
the Party in the organisation of the economic 
struggle. This resolution and the decisions of 
the Plenums of the All-German Committee (the 
resolution of the October Plenum of the Red 
Trade-Union Opposition) subjected to just criti
cism the weaknesses in the organisation of the 
united front from below, in the preparation of the 
strikes in the work at the factories and within 
the R;.formist trade unions. They contained 
essentially correct suggestions as to the measures 
necessary to overcome these weaknesses. The 
regional leadership of the Party organisation and 
of the Red Trade-Union Opposition of the Ruhr 
fully endorsed these decisions. Here it is neces
sary to state that when a concrete case arose 
necessitating clear self-criticism on the part. of 
the Party organisation and the Red Trade-Umon 
Opposition regarding the estimation of . the 
October strike this self-criticism was entirely 
insufficient. The resolution of the regional cow· 
mittee of the Party on the lessons of th~ October 
strike, while pointing out a number of Important 
defects, estimated the strike as a "success" and 
a step forwards. The experience of the January 
movement of 1932 in the Ruhr shows that the 
lessons of the October strike, the instructions 
of the R.I. L. U. and the rlecisions of the leader
ship of the C.P. of Germany and of the Red Trad.:
Union Opposition in the Ruhr had not been 
assimilated and carried. out. 

In the first place it is necessary to note that the 
emergency decree aroused tremendous indignation 
among the workers of the Ruhr. In a letter to 
the C.C. of the C.P. of Germany dated December 
29 the Ruhr Regional Committee wrote : 

"The strike movement against the emergency 
decree in the mining industry will have greater 

proportions than the first independent strike after 
the Fifth Congress held in January, 193 I." 

This was based firstly upon the very militant 
sentiments of the workers and secondly upon the 
efficient preparation for the strike. The former 
was true. That the workers' sentiments were 
highly militant is shown also by the report of the 
instructor ot the C.C. and by the statemP.nt ot 
Comrade Dahlen who happened to be in the Ruhr 
Province at that time, that : 

"In January and October, 1931, Husemann 
was still able to put up against us in the Ruhr 
fighting corps, the workers affiliated to the 
Reformist trade unions marched solidly, some
ti'!les armed and protected by the police, to the 
mmes. 

" ... In the January (1932) movement the 
masses of membt•rs of the free trade unions 
refused to do this . , . '' (Stenographic Report of 
the Plenum of tht• All-German Committee, 
March, 1932). 

Even judging by the Social-Democratic Press 
it is possible tu note that moreover, even among 
the Reformist workers strike sentiments prevailed 
("Bergbauindustriezeitung''), and it was pre
cisely because of this that the Reformist trade
union bureaucracy resorted to a series of fraudu
lent manoeuvres. These militant sentiments, how
ever, are far from tantamount to a readiness to 
respond immediately to the first strike call. The 
struggle had to be organised, prepared, it had 
to have perfectly clear slogans, mass work had 
to be conducted. None of this took place in the 
Ruhr. The assertion made in the letter of Decem
ber, 2q, about good preparation was a baseless 
phrase founded upon the hope that the militant 
sentiments would "of themselves" take the form 
of a strike movement. 

The policy itself in the organisation of the 
January movement in the Ruhr was unclear. It 
consisted of the slogan of a mass political' strike 
unconnected with the programme . of partial 
economic demands. For this reason the factory 
demands which did; exist dnring lthc October 
strike even if in a small number, were nearly 
totally absent. 

"In the Ruhr district the mistake consisted in 
that the factory demands were completely over
looked the political strike alone being advanced 
to th~ forefront as the slogan of action." 
(Stenogram of the Plenum of the Red Trade
Union Opposition, held in March, 1932). 

The Press ("Ruhrecho," "Grubenarbeiter") 
and the meetings dealt only with a strike against 
Bruning. In the agitation con<lucted during this 
movement there was a great deal of talk and 
"strong expressions" : "To crush," "To smash," 
''An unprecedented proletarian storm is develop-
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ing," "A wave of labour anger is sweeping the 
Ruhr," etc. And in the shops the situation was 
as follows : 40 preparatory committees were sup
posed to have existed, but in reality there were 
only .2.2 and not one of them conducted syste
matic preparations for the struggle. The factory 
demands were not advanced, the workers in the 
shops were not prepared for the struggle. The 
entire mass preparation actually resolved itself 
into active agitation for a strike by the groups of 
unemployed who congregated before the shops, 
distributed leaflets, etc., and to a<;tive work on 
the part of a few union functionaries. 

Having failed to submit the question before 
the workers, to see to the organisation of com
mittees of struggle at the workers' meetings, the 
Central Strike Committee decreed the beginning 
of the strike. 

"The Central Strike Committee decided in 
accordance with a ·previous resolution to begin 
the strike on Monday, January 4, all along the 
line. Upon the publication of this decision it 
was necessary to strain every ounce of energy 
for aCtion. The shops which did not go on strike 
on Monday had to be brought out by the workers 
already on strike on January 5 and 6." 
(Announcement of the Central Strike Committee 
of January 3, 193.2). 

In order to give the workers courage the strike 
committee published in its bulletin on the previous 
day (December .26 and in No. 4) the statement 
that: 

"On January .2, a great political mass strike 
begins in the Ruhr, in Berlin and in the decisive 
plants throughout Germany. 

" ... It .is already clear that things will 
develop into a great political mass strike.'' 

Thus, the attempt was made to replace clear 
slogans and mass work by phrases and orders. 

In a number of enterprises only the members 
of the Party and Red Union went on strike. A 
large number of Red factory committee members 
opportunistically retreated before the task of 
calling the workers on strike. The members of 
the Red shop committees of two pits refused to 
address the workers in the morning of the day 
of the strike declaration. In another pit a number 
of members of the Red shop committees arrived 
an hour or two . late after the workers had 
already gone to work. The police terror in 
January was even more ruthless than in the 
October strike when the police occupied not only 
a number of mines but also the wash-rooms in 
whioh the miners usually meet in the Ruhr. The 
entire Ruhr was under martial law. It is eharac
teristic of the way the workers reacted to the 
police terror that in two mine~ in which most <?f 
the workers had already dec1dl'd to work, thrs 

decision was immediately reversed as soon as the 
wash-rooms were occupied by the police. The 
workers of these mines (Westerhold and Berg
manngliick) drove the police out and went on 
strike. The total number of mines which 
responded to the strike call in the Ruhr in JanuaFy 
was six whiTe the number of strikers was approxi
mately 3,ooo. 

The executive committees of the Reformist and 
Christian Trade Unions came out against the 
strike and called upon their members "to go to 
work solidly and not to be provoked by the Com
munist terror and putschism." The Reformist 
trade-union bureaucracy again vigorously came 
out against the strike with the argument that it 
was necessary to avoid splitting the forces of the 
workers, that partial strikes would not lead any
where. In this matter they were vigorously 
assisted by the ·'left" Social-Fascist Party of 
Seidewitz, the Brandlerites and the Trotzkists 
who maintained in unison that it was necessary 
to prepare tor a general strike and to avoid dissi
pating the forces. Further, the Social-Demo
cratic Party and the Reformist trade-union 
bureaucracy conducted a campaign for "lower 
prices," and urged that the emergency decree 
would rbring a series oft .'improvements to the 
workers (lower rents). The Ruhr newspapers of 
the Social-Democratic Party reported the emerg
ency decree under the same caption as the 
"Vorwiirts": "A reduction of wages, prices and 
rent." The press of the Communist Party, Red 
Trade-Union and unemployed committees some
what vigorously exposed this manamvre, con
vincingly arguing that the wages were cut much 
more drastically than the prices and t_hat the 
price of bread was even increasing. However, 
in this agitation as well, things did not pass 
without schematism (the "Ruhr-Echo" : "Con
sumers' goods have not been cheapened"). The 
next manreuvre of the Social-Democrats designed 
to dupe the workers was the introduction in the 
Reichstag of a Bill nationalising the mining 
industry. This manreuvre was accompanied by 
extensive agitation of the Reformists among the 
miners, the organ of the Reformist union of 
miners (" Bergbauindustriezeitung") stressing 
particularly that this was an '•'international 
action" in which the Reformist International of 
Miners participated. The exposure of this 
manreuvre by the Party and the Red Trade-Union 
Opposition was very weak. At first they failed 
altogether to react to this manreuvre and later 
they devoted a few articles to it, some of which 
P-xposed rather vaguely the deceitful character of 
this manreuvre (they did not contrast this 

·manreuvre with our conception of nationalisation 
and did not oppose the Reformist demagogy by 
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·concrete _demands for the immediate improvement 
of the mmers' conditions). A certain section of 
the wo~kers were definitely influenced by the 
~efot_:mist ma~m~uvres. However, the biggest 
role m the failure of the January movement in 
~he Ruhr 'Yas ~layed by the mistaken slogans 
and the enti~ely mcorrect methods of preparation 
and leaders~Ip ?f the struggle on the part of the 
~arty orgamsatwn and Red Trade-Union Opposi
tion of the Ruhr Province. That even the Reform
ists had counted on the possibility of a broader 
moven:ent in January, 19.32, is shown by the 
fo1lowmg statement published in the Social
Fascist "Vorwiirts" after the January movement 
of 1932: 

"When one thinks of the fact that these days 
not only among the miners but in every industrial 
region destitution is rampant, that everywhere the 
wage cuts lead to. the belts being tightened 
another notch, it appears miraculous that the 
spark of the Communist strike slogan did not 
cause a fire. " 

* * * * 
The methods of regimentation which were 

revealed with special acuteness in the movement 
of January, 1932, were not accidental. The 
relations between the regional Party leadership 
and the trade-union organisation in the Ruhr 
cannot be regarded as correct, they must be 
rebuilt on the basis of the experience of the 
movement during the past year. 

In t~e January movement of 1932 the Union 
was completely overshadowed. The instructor 
of the C.C. of the Party writes that "The con
solidated Union of miners does not appear on the 
scene because it is not allowed to do so." 

This applies not only to this strike, in the entire 
daily work the Party organisations of the Ruhr 
not only advanced and decided but carried into 
effect questions (elections of the lower union 
managements, etc.) which represent part and 
parcel of the work of the Union itself. 

It is quite obvious that the methods of regi
mentation and petty guardianship do not make 
for a development of initiative by the union organ
isations and their conversion into truly mass 
organisations. 

The weak connection with the factories revealed 
in all the strikes of the past period is due to the 
fact that the pit groups of the Union carry on 
their work outside the pits. 

"There, in the Ruhr, our pit groups have slid 
all along the line into the position of territorial 
groups. • . . Not only are their meetings held 
in the villages but the agenda of these meetings 
essentially consists of questions unconnected with 
the mine." (Stenogram of the Plenum of the Red 
Trade-Union Opposition, held in March 1932). 

This serves as a reflection of the fact that the 
groups do not engage in their basic task that of 
the_ organisation of the everyday struggle for 
their demands. 

Worst of all is the condition of the work within 
the R_eformist and Christian miners' unions. The 
expenence of all the three strikes of 1931/32 in 
the Ruhr shows that the progress and result of 
the strikes are mainly decided by the position of 
the workers organised in the Reformist union 
And it was a grave error to have liquidated th~ 
Red opposition groups in the mines after the 
foundation of the Red Union of Miners. The 
leading comrades of the Red Trade-Union 
Opposition themselves admit that with tlw 
foundation of the Union : 

"The regional committee of the Red Trade
D nion Opposition issued a circular stating : 'All 
~he groups of the Red Trade-Union Opposition 
m the shops have ceased to exist, they must be 
transferred to the Red Union! . . . Already in 
February, 1931, there were no groups of the Red 
Trade-Union Opposition in the phs. (Stenogram 
of the Plenum of the R.T.U.O., March, 1932). 

It may be confidently stated that had active 
groups existed within the Reformist Miners' 
Union during the preparation for the October 
strike we would have been able to capture a 
number of union meetings called to disrupt the 
struggle. We would have been able to lead to 
the struggle most of the 6o mines in whirh the 
workers hesitated to join the strike and where 
the decisive word was uttered bv the Reformist 
factory-committee members. Du~ing the January 
movement of 1932, when the Reformist workers 
were in a state of the greatest indignation, it 
became particularly apparent that the absence of 
work within the Reformist union facilitates the 
trade-union bureaucracy in all their manoeuvres. 

In the Christian union work had never been 
conducted and the position remains unchang-ed 
to this day. · 

The Party and the Red Trade-Union Opposi
tion almost completely ignored the activity of the 
Fascists during these strikes. During the 
January strike of 1931 the Fascist leadership 
organised shock detachments against the strikers; 
during the October strike the Regional Commit
tee of the National Socialist Party openly 
agitated against the strike. The C. P. of Ger
many did not react to this in any way. During 
the January movement of 1932 the Ruhr news
paper of the National Socialists published 
articles in the spirit of the Berlin "Angriff" 
urging fighting readiness "for the great retribu
tion" and, like the Social-Fascists, containing 
warnings, against the "dissipation of the forces." 
According to the report of Comrade Dahlem : 
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"The Krupp management carried out the fol
lowing manreuvre : on this day they put to work 
the so-called 'Nazi shift.' This is the shift 
among which the Nazis have the greatest 
influence." (Stenogram of the Plenum of the 
Red Trade-Union Opposition, March, 1932). 

The Red Trade-Union Opposition and the 
Party did not react to this as well as to a number 
of similar factors despite the fact that they made 
possible an exposure of the demagogy of the 
Fascists among those workers whom they arc 
trying to influence. 

After the movement of January, 1932, the 
Ruhr organisation criticised many of the mistakes, 
particularly the underestimation of the organis
ation in the shops, of the workers' struggle for 
their daily needs. However, here, opposite mis
takes were made. Thus, the editorial of the 
"Ruhr-Echo" on partial strikes said: 

"Only the sum of many factory battles can 
develop into a general struggle whose political 

· importance will grow powerfully with each new 
fighting factory.'' 

Here is revealed the non-appreciation of the 

task of the organisation of the mass struggle for 
which the individual factory strikes represent the 
best preparation but which is not at all made up 
of the addition, of the "sum of the many factory 
battles." 

This new mistake shows that the leading organs 
of the Party and of the Red Trade Union Opposi
tion must help their Ruhr organisations both to 
correct their mistakes and to overc0me the short
comings in the concrete mass work. 

The alteration of the methods of work, active 
work within the tradf' unions of the Reformist 
workers, a change of the approach to them, tlie 
overcoming of the view that '' it is impossible to 
do anything with them anyway,'' courageous and 
concrete organisation of the united front wi'th 
these workers and with the lower functionaries 
of the Reformist trade unions for joint struggle, 
an active struggle against the penetration of 
Fascists into the factories, a truly mass work ·in 
the defence of the interests of the workers in the 
factories-it is in this direction that the turn in 
the work of the Red Trade-Union Opposition 
must primarily be made. 

ANGLO-AMERICAN NAVAL RIVALRY AND THE 
STRATEGICAL SITUATION IN THE FAR EAST 

By A. IVANOV. 

A MONG the different aspects of Anglo
American antagonisms, which, as is well 

known, constitute the most important antagon
isms within the imperialist camp, the struggle of 
the two largest capitalist countries for naval 
supremacy, and their rivalry in the sphere of 
armaments occupy an important place. Anglo
American naval rivalry is by no means the least 
of the important; factors which must be taken into 
consideration in appraising the strategical situa
tion in the Far East, which is a matter of extreme 
interest at the present time. 

Of course, naval rivalry is not the principal 
factor that determines Anglo-American antagon
isms.* On the contrary, it is the result of far 
deeper causes, of the economic factors which lie 
at the root of these antagonisms. It is the ex
pression of the growing antagonism of the two 
greatest powers and of their preparations for an 
armed conflict. However, in so far as it deter
mines the relations of armed forces, it is worth 
while investigating this point more closely. In 
its contemporary aspect, Anglo-American rivalry 
commenced at the time of the world war. After 

-ll- See No. 7, "Communist International." 

the war it passed through several stages. On 
the whole, Anglo-American naval rivalry can be 
characterised, in line with the general develop
ment of Anglo-American relations, as American 
imperialism's attack on British imperialism's 
positions, on the one hand. and the latter's 
stubborn defence of her positions, on the 
other. In this struggle, England has had 
to make several concessions; but it would 
be a mistake to describe this as the com
plete surr·ender of her positions by British 
imperialism. She is desperately trying to retain 
them, and is slowly retreating to positions pre
pared beforehand, determined to cling to these 
positions of sea power as long as possible and 
play for time in order, at the next stage of naval 
rivalrv to strike out on a new basis and to retain 
her maritime supremacy in one form or another. 
In examining the roots of Anglo~American naval 
rivalrv we come face to face with the historical 
problems of the "freedom of the seas." The 
essence o.f this problem is that while in all past 
wars England's strongest weapon against tier 
enemies was the naval blockade, it was extremelv 
important for America to maintain unhamperecl 
commercial intercourse with the belligerent 
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countries. On this basis arose the so-called 
doctrine of the "freedom of the seas," i.e., the 
right of neutral countries to trade with counrties 
at war. We shall not go into the details of the 
past history of this question; but merely point 
out that, during the world war, the conflict be
tween England and the United States, on this 
question, nearly caused a rupture between the 
two powers, owing to the fact that the British 
navy enforced a close blockade of the Central 
Powers. It is true that eve1,1tually, for a number 
of reasons, America was drawn into the war on 
the side of England and against Germany, but 
the problem of the antagonisms around the ques
tion of the freedom of the seas was not solved 
in the least. 

After America failed to secure recognition of 
the freedom of the right to trade with belligerent 
countries, she decided to build a fleet every bit 
as powerful as that of England. In 1916, the 
United States Congress adopted an extensive 
programme of naval construction which was 
mainly a programme of battleship construction. 
The aim of this programme was to make the 
United States battle fleet "second to none." 
Immediately the programme was adopted by 
Congress the United States naval authorities 
began to carry it through with the utmost energy. 
When the United States entered the war against 
Germany and the fighting resources of England 
and America were united for the time being, 
America stopped building battleships, partly for 
strategical considerations and partly as a result 
of the pressure of England. She concentrated 
on building vessels that were then extremely 
necessary in the fight against the German sub
marine menace, viz., small, fast vessels, and 
chiefly destroyers. (America built about 250 of 
them, which proves once again the potential 
possibilities of American ship-building.) 

In spite of the fact that England and America 
had fought side by side against Germany, and in 
spite of their temporary agreement, the question 
of the freedom of the seas was bound to come up 
again immediately after the termination of the 
war in a more aggravated form than ever. At 
the Versailles Peace Conference the American 
delegation, represented by President Wilson, in
sisted on the recognition of the principle of the 
freedom of the seas, so that this principle could 
be included in the future peace treaty. The 
British delegation was absolutely opposed to this. 
Materials published since the war, particularly 
the memoirs of Colonel House, President Wil
son's closest advisor as well as the memoirs of 
the late Chief of the British General Staff, Sir 
Henry Wilson, dealing with the peace conference, 
and other materials, strikingly reveal the strenu-

ous fight that \vas waged at the peace confet·ence 
on the question of recognition of the principle of 
the freedom of the seas. On this question 
England remained adamant. She did not wish to 
renounce her most important, historical weapon 
ensuring British naval supremacy, by which shP
had secured the defeat of enemies who had 
threatened her ,,·orld Colonial Empire in the past. 
Having met a rebuff to her claim for the freedom 
of the seas, America accepted the challenge, and 
in 1919 resumed the shipbuilding programme 
which she had stopped in 1916, on a large scale. 
Plans were made for building ten battleships, 
six cnuisers, a large number of light vessels and 
submarines. This was a programme which, if 
carried out, would have assured America suprem
acy. Attempts on the part of England to come 
to an understanding with America to curtail 
American naval forces, failed. 'The visit of Sir 
Edward Grey, cx--:\1inister of Foreign Affairs to 
the United States, on a special mission in 1919 
likewise proved unsuccessful. 

After the war England enjoyed undivided 
supremacy in European waters. She had just 
settled accounts with her strongest rival, the 
German fleet, which went to the bottom off Scapa 
Flow. She had no rivals among the European 
powers, for the naval forces of France and Italy 
were insignificant compared with the British 
fleet which had grown to such monstrous dimen
sions. But across the Atlantic, a rival appeared 
on the horizon who possessed unlimited resources 
for building a navy not inferior to that of the 
British. In the very first years after the world 
war, naval rivalry between England and America 
broke out with exceptional force. This rivalry 
became still more acute as a consequence of the 
entry of a third party, Japan, who strove to seize 
the key positions in the Far East, to complete 
and consolidate the gains she acquired as ;1 result 
of the imperialist war and who could not reconcile 
herself to an increase in America's naval power. 
Japan retaliated to America's 1919 programme 
with her programme of "8-8" (eight battleships 
and eight cruisers) which, if carried out, woul<i 
make the Japanese navy a very dangerous rival 
to that of the United States. Thus, naval rivalry 
proceeded in a form of an imperialist triangle. 
The first compromise to be reached, which how
ever, did not destroy the roots of this conflict
was the \Vashington agreement of 1922. Each 
of the imperialist powers had its own reasons for 
concluding the Vv'ashington agreement. England 
found it extremelv difficult to maintain her navv 
at the size to which it had grown. She would 
not have been able to maintain a fleet of such 
dimensions and at the same time preserve its 
quality. After the world war the British Admir-. 
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alty began to reduce the fleet by eliminating its 
obsolete units and retaining in commission only 
the most modern and most powerful units in all 
classes, of course. The process of reducing the 
dimensions of the British fleet went on very in
tensively. But there were reasons of a different 
kind which induced the United States to come to 
an agreement, while increasing the power of the 
vessels in her navy, the United States lacked a 
sufficient number of skilled cadres to man these 
vessels. It takes many years to train skilled men 
for the navy, and the process of training skilled 
men for the United States navy was a compara
tivelv slow one. This is the principal reason why 
the United States agreed to suspend the creation 
of large naval forces to some extent. For all 
these reasons on February 6, 1922, the Washing
ton agreement was conch.ided, which put a stop to 
rivalry in a single category of warships which 
at that time was regarded as the decisive cate
gory, viz., battleships. We emphasise at that 
time ·because since then there has been an extra
ordinarily rapid development in naval techniqllle, 
which has brought about a re~estimation of 
values, as a consequence of which doubt has been 
thrown upon the utility of battleships. Briefly 
stated, the terms of the Washington Agreement 
were that the construction of new battleships was 
to cease for a period of ten years, a considerable 
proportion of existing battleships, mainly obsolete 
ones, were to be scrapped, and a ratio of battle
ships for England, America and Japan was 
established in the proportion of 5 :s :3 : respec
tively, which gave parity in battleships as between 
England and the United States and allowed 
Japan to have three-fifths of the number owned 
bv England or the United States, respectively. 
This compromise, however, was accompanied by 
a number of reservations. Japan,-there are 
grounds for believing that in this she was in
spired by England-insisted on being allowed to 
complete two modern fighting units; but these 
two ships were included in the ratio that was laid 
down for her. Arising out of this, America 
claimed the right to complete three units and this 
was agreed to. It was England, however, that 
gained most. At the time the war came to an 
end, England did not have a single battleship in 
construction and on these "legitimate" grounds 
claimed the right to lay down two new battle
ships, which was also agreed to. The construc
tion of these two battleships, the Rodney and the 
Nelson, between 1922-1927, to a considerable 
extent nullified the parity established between the 
American and British fleets even in this category 
of ship. Although · the number of battleships 
each country was to have was finally equalised at 
the London Conference in 1930 which gave each 

of the two powers fifteen units, England now has 
more modern, newer and more powerfully armed 
battleships thnn her rival. Among these battle
ships there are two post-war units of a type 
which the United States navy completely lacks. 
Thus the compromise reached on the question of 
the construction of battleships resulted in a con
sideJ·able gain for Englan_d w~o maintained ~er 
supremacy if not in quanttty-m so far as pa_nty 
was established between her and the Umted 
States in this respect-then at all events in 
quality. 

The Washington compromise, which affected 
the construction of the largest and most costly 
vessels did not eliminate Anglo-American rivalry ; 
it continu~d to develop after the Washington 
Conference. The rivalry was merely transferred 
to other categories of ships. ~ivalry be~ame 
particularly keen in the const!uc_tJon of crmsers, 
i.e., the class. of vessel that 1s mtended for t?e 
purpose of paralysing t~e. world C.O?JmercJal 
trading routes and for stnk.mg_ a decisive blow 
at the main lines of commumcat1on of the enemy. 
England very carefully maintained the supremacy 
of her cruiser fleet.. The \Vashington Confer
ence placed no restriction on the number of 
cruisers and submarines each country could have. 
England was able to manoeuvre successfully 
thanks to the position taken up by other powers, 
particularly France, who was opposed to a?y 
rates of tonnage being fixed, that would _restnct 
i:he construction of light vessels, particularly 
cruisers and also submarines. In view of the 
fact that France's fleet of battleships was com
paratively insignificant, she readily agreed to the 
ratio of 1.75 :s for battleships as between herse~f 
and England and America! particul_arl.l:' as th1s 
was only a quantitative ratio. Quahtatlvely, t~e 
French battleship fleet, until recently was quite 
insignificant. In Washingt?n, F ranee re~erved 
to herself the right to unrestncted constructiOn of 
light vessels and submarines. This served as a 
good pretext for England to retain ~ free hand 
in regard to building of cruisers in pomt of n~m
bers the British cruiser fleet after the Washmg
ton Conference exceeded that of the United States 
five times, but in spite of that, in subsequent 
years, the number of British cruis~rs wa~ fever
ishlv increased. In 1924-we will remmd the 
reader that this was the year in which the first 
Labour Government was in power-the British 
Admiraltv feverishly increased the cons~ruction 
of cruisers of the maximum tonnage permitted by 
the Washington Conference, w~ic~ did not fix 
the number of cnuisers to be bUilt m the future, 
but merely fixed the maximum tonnage of each 
vessel ( 1o,ooo tons) and. the calibre of its _guns 
( 10-lnch). Cruisers of th1s tonnage and eqUipped 
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with such armament, known as "Washington 
Cruisers,'' are the largest of their class in dimen
sions and armament. After I924, England still 
further increased her cruiser fleet which was 
already far superior to that of any other country. 
Sooner or later the fulfilment of this cnuiser pro
gramme' had to be taken by the United States as 
a challenge. The~ United States who had claimed 
the principle of building a navy "second to none," 
particularly in regard to the British navy, could 
not reconcile itself to the fact that England 
had agreed to this principle in words at Washing
ton and that she was nullifying it in deeds. And 
so, after repeated warnings, America began to 
increase her cruiser fleet to an extent corres
ponding to her great potential resources. By this 
time America had partly solved the problems of 
manning her warships. This gave America the 
opportunity to revert to extensive naval construc
tion. Before making use of that opportunity, 
America at the conference of the three powers in 
Geneva in I927 attempted to extend the Wash
ington proportion of 5 :s :3 to the construction of 
light vessels. This attempt met with strong 
opposition from England. Eng-land reserved the 
right to construct an unlimited number of small 
cruisers. The significance of this question is 
great, because for America with her lack of naval 
bases,-which we shall show later,-it is of the 
l!ltmost importance to build ships with a maximum 
radius of action, which means, ships of maximum 
tonnage. England, who has naval bases in 
every conceivable theatre of naval warfare, finds 
it more advantageous to construct light y;essels. 
While England needs the maximum number of 
vessels, America needs the maximum power for 
each of her units. No compromise could he 
reached between England and America in Geneva, 
on this question. The British proposal to reduce 
the Washington limit was categorically rejected 
by America. On the other hand, America could 
not accept the proposal that England should have 
the right of unlimited construction of light 
vessels. As a result the conference of the three 
powers failed, and Ang·lo-American rivalry re
ceived still further impetus. 

The American programme of I927 followed 
soon after, which provided for the construction 
of light vessels with a view to levelling up with 
and even surpassing the British fleet. The pro
gramme provided for the construction of 2S 
cnuisers of heavy tonnage, five airplane carriers, 
32 submarines, etc. This was an extensive 
programme of naval construction intended to 
drive England from her position. In order to cut 
the ground from under the feet of the advocates 
of a big navy in the United States, England began 
to slow down somewhat the completion of her 

own programme of naval construction, and tried 
to make a great deal of political capital out of 
this. As a result of this manoeuvre on the Eng
lish side, that England was prepared to make 
concessions, and agree to an actual reduction, 
which England could comparatively well afford 
to do in view of her development, she; was able 
to secure a reduction of the original American 
programme of I924, from 2S to IS cruisers, and 
the construction of other classes of vessels is 
temporarily postponed. But even in the form of 
the \Vilbur* programme which was passed by 
Congress in I929, i.e., IS very powerful cruisers, 
the programme was a menace to England. At 
that time England was completing the construc
tion of IS "Washington" cruisers, and America 
had eight cruisers, and was constructing- Is more. 
This meant that eventually America would have 
23 units, or superiority over England, in the 
matter of heavy cruisers. America at that time 
was at the height of prosperity, and the expen
diture of hundreds of millions of dollars for the 
shipbuilding programme did not present much 
difficulty. England, who was passing through 
financial difficulties, could not enter into rivalry 
on such a scale. Thus British imperialism was 
obliged to make some: concessions to America. 
On the other hand, America came to the conclu
sion, that it will be impossible to fully carry out 
he1· plan of bringing her cruiser fleet up to the 
level of the English fleet and so made some minor 
concessions to England. That is the essence of 
the Anglo-American compromise reached as a 
result of MacDonald's sensational visit to America 
in the autumn of I929 and definitely formulated 
at the London Conference in 1930_- This com
promise means, that whereas America had a 
slight superiority in the heavy cruisers category 
--of w'hich she is greatly in need, because of her 
extreme l.ack of naval bases, i.e., I8 units as 
against IS English-England retained h~r con
siderable superiority in the tonnage of light 
cruisers armed with six-inch guns and is thus 
able to have a larger number of light cruisers 
than America. But this temporary respite which 
was brought about by no means removed Anglo
American naval rivalry. Fir_stly, for America to 
attain the rate settled by the London Naval 
Agreement, it was necessary to develop by I936, 
i.e., as long as the naval ag-reement remains in 
force, an ·extensive programme of naval construc
tion, in the field of construction of cruisers as 
well as in the field of light vessels of other cate
g-ories. Although England is not able to increase 
the number of her cruisers and light vessels in 
other categories she is quite able, however, to 
renovate the ships in these categories, becaltlse 

·> Then Unil€d States S.-cretary for the Navy. 
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the majority of her cruisers, as well as her des
troyers and submarines, were built during the 
war, and the London Agreement fixed an age 
limit beyond which these ships must be scrapped. 

England has wide opportunities, therefore, of 
retaining her fleet of light vessels by replacing 
old vessels by new ones. Although the rivalry 
between England and America in the building of 
light vessels was regulated in so far as numbers 
are concerned, there is still plenty of room for 
it to become greatly intensified in regard to the 
quality of warships. This applies to a consider
able extent also to battleships. 

Although the Washington Agreement of 1922 
established a ten-year respite in the building of 
battleships which was prolonged to 1936 by the 
London Agreement, England and America are 
evading this difficulty by modernising their exist
ing battleships. It takes almost. two years to 
modernise each ship, airpost as much time as it 
takes· to construct a new one. \Vhile refraining 
from building new battleships both England and 
America are in fact evading the Washington 
Agreement and are completely reconstructing 
their existing ships. We see, therefore, that 
both in regard to the construction of light vessels, 
and in modernisation of battleships, the rivalry 
between these two imperialist powers is as intense 
as ever, after ~both the Washington and the Lon
don "disarmament" conferences. 

The third participant in imperialist rivalry in 
naval armaments, Japan, is, of oourse, clinging 
to the position she won at Washington and 
London. In London she secured a more favour
able proportion of cruisers than was established 
for battleships at Washington-not 3:5 but 2 :3 
(for big cruisers) and 7 :ro (for light cruisers) 
and parity with England and America in regard 
to submarines. From the point of view of 
qruality the Japanese submarine fleet is second to 
none 1n the world. Thus Japan is taking an 
active part in the rivalry between the imperialist 
powers and is intensively increasing her arma
ments which will enable her to fight for the com
mand of the Far East. 

Anglo-American naval rivalry is further compli
cated by the position taken up by two other 
powers, namely, France and Italy. At the time 
of the Washington Conference the French navy 
was relatively insignificant. During the past ten 
years, however, the situation has radically 
changed. At the beginning of 1922, and particu
larly in 1924, France began furiously to build 
submarines and light vessels. First of all, taking 
advantage of the fact that the Washington 
Agreement placed no restriction on the building 
of submarines, she beR"an to build ail enormorus 
submarine fleet. In the course of the last ten 

years, she has built more than 100 of these ships, 
and thus created a submarine fleet greater in 
number than that of any other country. But 
France does not stop at this; she is creating a 
powerful surface fleet. She is intensively build· 
ing cruisers of the Washington type and also 
light cruisers which officially are called destroy
ers, but which in fact are powerful fighting 
ships in so far as they have a large tonnage, 
powerful armaments and enormous speed. 
F ranee built 30 cruisers of this type and this 
transformed her cruiser fleet into a first-class fleet 
and a sufficiently dangerous potential opponent 
even of England. In so far as France's principal 
naval forces are located in the Mediterranean Sea, 
the principal line of communication of the British 
Empire, this menace is particularly real. But 
that is not all. The matter: is still further com
plicated by Franco-Italian naval rivalry. In view 
of the sharp antagonisms between Italy and 
France, Italy strives to make no concessions 
whatever to France. In the sphere of naval 
armaments she is definitely striving to rise to the 
level of France., 

Since 1924 the Fascist government of Italy. has 
been retaliating to every naval programme an
nounced by France with a programme of its own 
at least equal to. it, with the result that although 
the Italian fleet is not vet on a par with that of 
France it is, neverthele-ss, an imposing opponent 
of it and in certain categories (light cruiser, for 
example) is quite equal to that of France. The 
most recent naval programmes of Italy and par
ticularly those of 1928, 1929 and 1930, exceed 
the programmes of F ranee of the corresponding 
years, especially in regard to cruisers. In regard 
to submarines also Italy is trying to make up the 
leeway between herself and her rival (the Italian 
programme for 1930 alone provides for the con
struction of 22 vessels). Thus two first-class 
powers have grown up, each having a powerful 
submarine and light cruiser fleet. It is very im
portant for England to preserve the principle of 
the "two powers standard" in European waters, 
i.e., the principle that the British fleet in European 
waters must be equal to the two next strongest 
fleets combined. Having recognised the principle 
of parity between her fleet and the American 
fleet, England more than ever clings to the prin
ciple of parity between her own fleet and the com
bined fleets of two other European Continental 
powers. This principle i:S important to England 
at the present time, because in the CIVent of a 
conflict between her and America she must make 
secure her rear in Europe. Hence, the British 
~dmiralty regards the naval construction of 
France and Italy, partiaularly that of France, as 
a threat to the interests of the British Empire. 
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At the London Naval Conference, French im
perialism thwarted England's efforts to reach a 
compromise with America, which would have 
given British imperialism another respite, and 
would have enabled her to establish herself in 
her new positions and retain her naval supremacy. 
Since France and Italy did not adhere to the 
decisive part of the London Agreement which 
laid down the relation of forces of the three prin
cipal naval powers-England, America and 
Japan-in cruisers, destroyers and submarines, 
and since France and Italy refused to agree to 
any rates in these categories, there is the danger 
that the London Naval Agreement may break 
down, and that the compromise which, at least, 
for a time, retards the unrestricted development 
of Anglo-American rivalry and creates the appear
ance of a temporary truce, may collapse. We 
say the appearance of a temporary truce, because, 
as a matter of fact, the rivalry continued and 
continues to this day in spite of the Washington 
and London Agreements. It may turn out that 
the increased naval construction in European 
waters may cause England to resort to clause 21, 
the "safety" clause in the London Agreement 
which enables any signatory to increase the pro
portion of vessels in any category laid down by 
that agreement, in the event of a power not a 
signatory to the agreement threateningly increas
ing its forces. If England did that, it would 
nullify the London Agreement, and Anglo
American rivalry would develop to an inensity 
and scale that would undoubtedly reveal that both 
powers were preparing for a conflict, and would 
prevent the British and the American Admiralties 
and Governments from camouflaging their war 
preparations and concealing from the masses of 
the people the fact that they were increasing their 
armaments, to be able to occupy the most favour
able position in the impending inevitable war. 

This is the situation at the present time. A 
few words must still be said concerning the effect 
the world economic crises is having on the growth 
of the naval forces of England and America, after 
the London Conference. We must note the fact 
that notwithstanding her serious financial diffi
culties, England is continuing systematically and 
unswervingly to carry out her programme of re
newing her fleet. It is precisely after the London 
Conference that she yearly adopts a . fresh pro
gramme of constructing a definite numlber of new 
vessels. This programme is not an astonishing 
one, but in so far as it is regularly repeated the 
sum total of it is the intense increase of British 
naval forces. Every year three new cruisers, 
nine destroyers and three submarines are laid 
down. Meanwhile America is merely carrying 
out her original programme of building big 

cruisers of the vVashington type. She is striving 
to reach parity in this class of vessel with Eng
land as quicklv as possible. The weakness of 
American naval construction is that it is sporadic 
and not sufficiently planned. This is to be ex
plained by America's lack of experience in naval 
construction, by the ~;hortage of man-power, etc. 
At each particular moment she concentrates on 
the building of a particular category of vessel, 
whereas England carries out her programme 
systematically and evenly and lays down all 
categories of vessels. In view of financial diffi
culties, and the difficulties in regard to man
power to which reference has been repeatedly 
made, the United States temporarily suspended 
the work of increasing her fleet after the London 
Conference. No new naval programmes have 
been passed by Congress during the past two 
years, nor has the United States laid down any 
new vessels in this period, but has limited herself 
to completing the cruisers laid down by the Wil
bur programme. This is not due to any desire 
to maintain the London Agreement or to preserve 
the compromise reached with England, but is 
entirely due to the United States' financial diffi
culties resulting from the crisis (in the present 
fiscal year, 1931-1932, the budget deficit will in 
all probability exceed so per cent. of the Federal 
Budget). While the present "Disarmament" 
Conference is in session in Geneva, an extensive 
programme has been introduced in the United 
States Congress for the systematic increase of 
the navy not only during the period of opera!ion 
of the London Agreement, but even after that. 
This programme provides for the construction of 
four airplane carriers, nine large new cruisers, 
85 destroyers and 23 submarines. This pro
gramme has been passed by the naval committee 
of the House of Representatives but has not yet 
been discussed by Congress. The discussion of 
this programme has been postponed partly for 
diplomatic reasons, in so far as the Geneva Con
ference is ·in session, and partly for Bnancial 
reasons. Now that the Presidential elections are 
pe!nding, it will be difficult to seaure the passage 
of such a huge programme of naval construction, 
requiring enormous expenditure (not less than 
616 million dollars) through Congress, but there 
is no doubt that this programme will be passed 
after the Presidential elections. 

It is necessary to emphasise still another factor 
in Anglo-American rivalry which partly explains 
the periodical compromises like the \Vashington 
compromise of 1922 and the London compromise 
of 1929-H)30. This factor is the change that is 
taking place in naval technique. At the time of 
the last imperialist war battleships were gener
ally regarded as the principal class of warship 
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which determined the naval power of the given 
country. The development of new instruments 
of warfare, particularly aviation and submarines, 
has thrown doubt on the value of battleships. 
This explains why, at the Washington Confer
ence, America and England so readily agreed to 
stop the construction of huge, exceedingly vulner
able, giants; difficult to employ in modern war
fare; and concentrate on the lighter type of 
vessels which can be more widely used in modern 
warfare-particularly cruisers. F1Urther progress 
in naval technique has resulted in even the 
cruiser, particularly of the Washington type, 
being regarded as too vulnerable a target. This 
facilitated the compromise between England and 
America on the question of cruisers. On the 
other hand, it is the small vessel that is becoming 
the decisive factor in war, because they are less 
vulnerable targets for modern instruments of 
war, primarily for rapidly progressing aviation. 
This is causing the rivalry to be transferred to 
small, fast, less vulnerable vessels, but this does 
not alter the character or the degree of intensity 
of this rivalry ; the problem of aviation is acquir
ing enormous significance in Anglo-American 
relationships. Hence, the establishment of new 
air lines and the fig'ht for new. air routes deserves 
to be carefully studied, because this is really a 
struggle for the most advantageous strategical 
positions in the coming conflict. 

In the main, the deductions which can be 
drawn from the study of Anglo-American naval 
rivalry may be formulated as follows : 

From the time of the imperialist war, America 
has been con<;Iucting an intensive attack upon 
England's position as a naval power, and' has 
been striving to break her supremacy. England 
is stubbornly holding on to her positions, and 
when compelled to retreat from her first line of 
positions, she stubbornly clings to the next line 
until the subsequent line of retreat has been pre
pared, which is facilitated by the progress and 
evolution of naval technique. Hence, notwith
standing America's successes, her growth as a 
first-class power and her approaching parity with 
England, the latter still manages to retain her 
naval supremacy. England's important perma
nent advantages in this connection are, first, her 
possession of a first-class system of naval bases 
which enables her to throw her naval forces to 
any point that is threatened, whereas America 
lacks such bases. Second, England possesses 
large naval cadres, excellently trained man-power 
th~t ean man any fleet, whereas for. America the 
tr~ining of such cadres is a complicated problem 
which has been only partly solved. Of course, 
with the enormous material resources tbat 
America possesses, America can solve this prob-

!em in the end, and she is solving it, but she has 
not yet solved it. England's third advantage is 
that she possesses an enormous mercantile fleet 
which, on the one hand, provides a reserve of 
man-power for the navy to be! used in the event 
of necessity, and on the other hand, provides a 
large number of auxiliary cruisers in time o£ war. 
This is yet another factor which enables England 
to make concessions to America with relative ease 
in regard to parity, in this or that category of 
warship. As the British writer Harris expresses 
it: 

''If all war vessels were a:bolished to-morrow 
we would still remain the premier naval power 
because we coul.d create any number of cruisers 
out of our mercantile fleet.''* 

England retains these advantages, which enable 
her to cling to previously prepared positions in 
spite of periodical retreats on the question of the 
relative proportions between British and American 
naval forces. On the other hand America enjoys 
enormous advantages of another kind, viz., her 
overwhelming superiority in material resources. 
It is true that the world economic crisis may 1have 
hit America harder than it has hit England ; 
nevertheless, America still enjoys the main ad
vantage which enabled her, after the world war, 
to bring pressure to bear upon England, and 
compel her to retreat. 

Subject to the influence of these contra
dictory factors, the rivalry between England 
and America continues intensively. England, 
although weakened, continues to occupy the 
position of the premier naval power. America 
continues to attack energetically England's 
position. The rivalry between the two imperialist 
powers is proceeding at an accelerated and inten
sified rate, and is an important element in their 
preparations for the coming clash. 

Anglo-American antagonisms are an extremely 
important element in the present strategical situa
tion in the Far East. This situation, however, 
demands that careful allowance be made for the 
independent r61e in naval policy played by a third 
power, viz., imperialist Japan. From the military 
standpoint the Japanese navy undoubtedly com
mands the Far Eastern seas that wash the shores 
of China. The Japanese naval positions, which 
are extremely strong, have protected communica
tions with the Asiatic Continent, and with China 
in particular, which serve Japan as a means for 
pursuing her policy of aggression against the 
Soviet Union. Hence, the maintenance of Japan's 
command of the Yellow and East China seas is 
the most important function of the Japanese navy. 
Japan's command of the ~eas, that wash the cOast 

* Harris, Naval Disarmament. 
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of China, is secured by four powerful naval bases : 
Yokohama, Kure, Sasebo and Maidura. These 
bases represent a powerful strategical square 
which guarantees the domination of the Japanese 
fleet in East Asiatic waters. 

Japan is sufficiently protected from any other 
fleet by its bases and its naval forces. In regard 
to the number of battleships, the Japanese navy 
is inferior to that of England and America (nine 
units to fifteen), but it is only slightly inferior 
in regard to heavy cruisers; in regard to light 
cruisers it is inferior only to that of England and 
considerably superior to that of United States 
(seventeen units to ten American). Finally, 
Japan's submarine fleet, in point of numbers, is 
second only to that of F ranee, and in point of 
quality, is first in the world. Japan has 72 sub
marines, all of big tonnage, extraordinarily 
powerful, with a wide radius of action and excel
lently equipped for ocean operations. Her power· 
ful fleet protects Japan from di.rect attacks by an 
enemy which lacks naval bases in close proximity 
to Japan. The situation in regard to the naval 
bases in the Pacific at the present time is as 
follows : At the Washington Conference Japan 
agreed to the proportion of s-s-3 on the condition 
that America refrains from fortifying the Pacific 
Islands-the Philippines and Guam. The con
struction of naval bases on these islands would 
create a menace to Japan's command of the 
Eastern Asiatic waters. This demand was con
ceded by America, not only on diplomatic 
grounds, but largely because of strategical con
siderations. Even if America had intended to 
construct a naval base in the Philippines, she 
would find it difficult to retain that base in the 
process of construction, because that would be 
looked upon by Japan. as a challenge, and it is 
more than doubtful whether the American fleet 
would have been able to prevent the islands from 
being seized by Japan. Being unable to con
struct bases on the Philippines and Guam-in the 
immediate vicinity of the Japanese islands and 
at a great distanoe away from the United States 
-America, after the Washington Conference, is 
striving to strengthen her position in the middle 
Pacific. She is constructing the powerful Pearl 
Harbour base on the Haiwaii Islands, which may 
serve as the main base for the operations of the 
AmeriJ:;an fleet, and also near bases on Mayor 
Island, near San Francisco, and San Diego and 
San Pedro in California. The base equipped on 
the Hawaii Islands can gerve the main forces of 
the United States navy. This guarantees the 
United States navy the command of the Eastern 
zone of the Pacific and renders•. active operations 
on the part of any opponent against the Pacific 
coast of America difficult. But these bases are 

so remote from the Philippines and Guam that 
frontal operations by the American fleet in the 
western zone of the Pacific are rendered extremelv 
difficult, · 

On the other hand, it is very difficult for Japan 
to carry on active operations against America. 
Thus, this strategic barrier between America and 
Japan, which modern technique has not yet been 
able to overcome, is an extremely important, 
although not a decisive factor, which must be 
taken into consideration in appraising the 
strategic situation in the Paeific. 

America is striving to overcome the difficulty 
created by her lack of naval bases. Recently she 
has begun to establish a naval base at Dutch 
Harbour in Alaska. So far the base has been 
established there for light forces and hydroplanes. 
This base is much nearer to the Japanese Islands 
than to Haiwaii. Nevertheless, the distance !rem 
Dutch Harbour to the most important points in 
Japan is too great to expect that, at the present 
stage of development of aviation, air attacks on a 
large scale against Japan can be undertaken. As 
long as the radius of an aeroplane carrying a 
useful load of bombs is restricted to a distance 
not exceeding r ,ooo kilometres, it is inconceiv
able that they can do a great deal of damage. It 
will be a different thing when the technique of 
aviation will have considerably increased the 
radius of action of. aeroplanes ; then their rl'ile 
will be menacing. 

Hence in the process of preparation for the 
Anglo-American war it is not only the develop
ment of naval forces that is of first-class signifi
cance, but also, and to an even greater degree, 
the progress of aviation. In the future, as future 
progress is made in naval and aviation technique, 
distances will be shortened. The tendencies are 
for economics and politics to overcome geo
graphy. Thus, as military technique develops, 
the possibility of a clash between Japan and 
America rapidly develops. At the present time, 
however, the strategic situation is still such that 
a conflict between America and Japan in single 
combat is improbable. On the other hand, war 
between these two countries is likelv if a third 
country, England, participates in it: As has 
already been stated above, unlike America, 
England has a system of naval bases in every 
pot·ential theatre of war. Hence, her forces may 
be thrown to any theatre of war; in particular 
the British navy has a number of intermediary 
bases on the route from the Mediterranean Sea 
to the Pacific. In the north there is the Suez 
Canal, Suez, Port Said, Port Sudan and Aden 
in the Red Sea; then comes Tricomali and 
Colombo in Ceylon, then a potential base in 
India itself, Bombay, and another in Rang-oon, 
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Burma, and, finally, still further to the East, at 
the crossroads of the world's sea routes, there 
is being created a first-class naval base for a 
battleship fleet in Singapore. The significance 
of the construction of the Singapore base, which 
was decided on at the Imperial Conference in 
1921, is very great. Against whom is this base 
directed? Apparently it is primarily directed 
against America. In the event of war, it will 
enable the British fleet to seize the Philippines. 
By this operation the American naval forces could 
be diverted to the Pacific. It should be borne in 
mind that England has a number of bases in the 
Atlantic whic'h could be used against the United 
States in the event of war. As against America's 
five naval bases, England has nine. Thus British 
naval forces could be hurled against the Panama 
Canal and against America's vital centres in the 
Atlantic, i".e., New York, Boston, etc. England's 
naval operations in the Atlantic would be facili
tated by acts of diversion against America's 
possessions in the· Pacific. Singapore will enable 
England in the event of war to conduct extensive 
operations for the purpose of diverting the forces 
of the United States. If the necessitv arose, 
however, this base could be used against Japan. 
As a matter of fact, it was the Dominions of 
Australia and New Zealana which insisted on the 
construction of the Singapore base, on the plea 
that they were threatened by the "yellow peril." 
The construction of the Singapore base, · simul
taneously with the construction of a base at Port 
Darwin in North Australia, creates a powerful 
barrier which protects those British possessions 
from attack by Japan. Thus the Singapore base 
may play an . exceedingly important r6le in the 
future as a defensive base against Japan. 
Immediately, however, this base does not appear 
to be directed against Japan. Although the 
Japanese press expressed its dissatisfaction at 
the British constructing a base at Singapore, 
Japanese officers were allowed to examine the 
Singapore docks and batteries which would not 
have be.en the case if the base were being built 
against Japan. Hence, it must be surmised that 
immediately the Singapore base is directed 
against the United States. Generally speaking, 
in so far as this base will enable the British to 
throw their naval forces to the Pacific, it 
strengthens England's position in the fight against 
any potential enemy. Moreover, by strengthen
ing its position in the Pacific, British imperialism 
obtains wide opportunities for bargaining with 
earh of the conflicting sides in the Pacific, in 
the event of a Japano-American war, for example, 
because the opportunity to use the· naval bases 

of England as a third party, would be of decisive 
strategical advantage for the sake of which each 
of the two sides, America and Japan, would 
desire to keep in England's good graces and for 
which they would be willing to pay. By creat
ing a first-class base in Singapore and having in 
addition an advance base of operations in Chinese 
waters in Hong-Kong, England possesses import~ 
ant points d'appui ·which gives her tremendous 
advantage, and in order to secure England's co
operation, or at least her friendly neutrality, both 
Japan and America would have to make.definite 
concessions. We see that in the process of the 
conflict in the Far East the gaze of Washington, 
as the Times correspondent put it, was turned, 
not so much towards Shanghai, as towards 
London, because the opportunity to use Singa
pore and Hong-Kong would enable the American 
fleet to throw its main forces into Asiatic waters. 
The exceptional advantages which England's 
naval bases afford her are obvious. Although 
England scowled at the Japanese seizure of 
Shanghai (for it affects her interests in the 
Yangtse Valley), Anglo-American antagonisms, 
the world rivalry between England and America 
robbed England of any desire to pull the chestnuts 
out of the fire for her principal rival, and by not 
giving America the opportunity to use her bases 
for demonstrations against Japan, she upset all 
the calculations of American imperialism on being 
able to bring pressure upon Japan. 

* * * 
England's way out of the situation created by 

Japan's aggression on the Asiatic Continent is to 
try and divert this aggression into channels desir
able for herself. 'J1his is necessary for England 
for a twofold reason-through the medium of 
Japan to deliver a decisive blow at the Soviet 
Union, and in addition to distract Japan from 
Shanghai and Hong-Kong. Japan's north
westerly strivings would be extremely advantage
ous for England, because this would divert Japan 
from the southern section of the Chinese Sea and 
would remove, or at all events diminish, a possible 
Japanese threat to British maritime communica
tions. England would undoubtedly take advan
tage of a Japanese blow against the· Soviet Union 
in order to strengthen :still further her strategic 
positions in the Pacific. This is the principal 
consideration that induces the British diplomats 
and militarists to strive to liquidate the Shanghai 
incident on the one hand, and to encourage Japan 
in her aggressive policy in Manchuria. This is 
an important factor which increases the danger 
of war against the Soviet Union and from this 
the necessary deductions should be drawri. 
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REVOLUTIONARY UNDERGROUND WORK 
How Not to Prepare for Underground Conditions of Revolutionary Work. 

0. WEBER. 

A CIRCULAR has come into our hands 
which, several months ago, was addressed 

by the Central Committee of the Young Com
munist League in a certain country, to its district 
committees. In this circular a nnm'ber of 
methods of control were suggested to local organ
isations in preparation for going into strictly 
underground conditions in the event of war. 
Among others, the following suggestions were 
made to the district committees: (a) All district 
committees must prepare special addresses; (b). 
they must inform the Central Committee within 
eight days exactly where the district committees 
can be found when they go underground; (c) 
that they must submit to the Central Committee 
within eight days the names and addresses of 
the deputy district secretaries who are to take 
over the leadership of district committees in the 
event of the arrest or conscription of the present 
secretaries. · There were a few other instructions 
of a similar character. 

In regard to this document the following ob
servations must be made. 

The authors of a document must be congratu
lated for the zeal they show in preparing the 
Young Communist League organisations for 
underground work in the event of war breaking 
out; but they must be pulled up sharply for this 
circular. Such things must never be written. 
There is no guarantee that such a document will 
not fall into the hands of the police, and if it does, 
will give the clue by which the police will be able 
to discover and break up the illegal organisations 
which will have been built up on the lines of the 
circular. Instructions on concrete organisational 
questions regarding preparation for underground 
conditions must be given only. verbally and only 
by absolutely tried and trustworthy people. Only 
in extreme cases should instructions be given in 
writing and these should contain only the most 
general instructions and should be written in such 
a manner as to give the police no clue as to whom 
to look for and where toi find them if the instruc
tions do fall into their hands. The worst pro
posal of all in this circulaii is that the nam·es and 
addresses of the deputy leaders of the local Y.C.I. 
committees should be sent to the Central Com
mittee. This would give the police direct in
formation. At the very least it should have been 
specified that these names and addresses be given 
strictly orally and by a trusted comrade. Sending 
such information by post should have been 

strictly forbidden under penalty of expulsion from 
the League. In the old days the Bolsheviks, it 
is true, did send secret addresses through the 
post. But it should be borne in mind that Russia 
is a much larger country than the one which we 
are now concerned with in connection with this 
circular. The vastness of the country made per
sonal communication between Party organisations 
very difficult in Russia. Moreover, and this is 
very important to remember, the Russian Bolshe
viks who carried on this work had had consider
able experience in carrying on secret work ; they 
knew how to use secret codes, invisible ink, etc., 
etc. Furthermore, they had a well-equipped, 
secret apparatus at their disposal. 

A few remarks must be made concerning the 
so-called "deputy leaders" referred to by the 
authors in this unfortunate circular. Are such 
deputy leaders necessary ? Obviously, in build
ing up any kind of Party leadership (legal or 
illegal) that leadership must be so organised that 
in case a leading worker drops out, for whatever 
reason, another equally qualified member of the 
Party committee can take his place. To keep 
some of the best Party workers in reserve against 
the event of ?rrest of the Party leadership, as 
some illegal parties do, is an altogether different 
thing. When certain comrades are kept in re
serve in this way, they are divorced from active 
Party work, they are put in "cold storage" as 
it were. Experience shows that this method of 
organisation is suitable only in two cases : (I) in 
times of big strikes and other great, mass revo
lutionary movements ; but even in this case the 
method should not be applied to the Party com
mittees but to the mass organs of struggle elected 
at such times. It is useful in such cases to have 
two or three emergency staffs for the militant 
committees, who, on the arrest of the first com
mittee, can immediately take up its duties. (2) 
in time of war (imperialist war or civil war), 
when, in connection with impending military 
operations (or sudden mobilisation) it is neces
sary in good time to select several persons who 
shall give up regular Party work for a time and 
effectively conceal themselves in order that they 
may be available to carry on the Party work as 
soon as the Party organisation is disrupted by 
mobilisation or military operations. Incidentally, 
in preparing the Party organisations for imperial
ist wars, provision must be made for training 
working women and peasant women for work in 
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the leading Party and Y.C.L. organisations as 
well as for work in the illegal Party and Y.C.L. 
apparatus. In the) colllrse of the ordinary, every
day work of the legal parties, however, it is 
inexpedient to set aside special deputy leaders. (Jet 
alone reserve committees or bureaux of commit
tees). Why? Firstly, in view of the extreme 
shortage of leading workers in all Parties, it is 
very difficult, and sometimes impossible, to put 
tried and reliable, leading comrades out of action 
for. a time. Secondly, even if it were possible to 
take a few• leading workers from active work and 
put them into reserve, these comrades would 
become divorced from everyday Party work, 
would lose contact with it, and so would not be 
in the position to take over the duties of leader
ship when the contingency arose. Thirdly and 
finally, in case of a raid and the arrest of the 
members of the acting Party committee, these 
deputy leaders would inevitably have much diffi
culty in getting the necessary contacts with the 
iJlegal Party apparatus, with its cells and frac
tions working in the mass organisations under 
the leadership of the Party committees. There
fore, in the light of international experience, to 
ensure continuity in the work, of the iJiegal Party 
committees, it is better in ordinary circum
stances, instead of creating special reserves 
which would be kept in a state. of inaction, to 
adopt the foliowing organisational measures :· ( r) 
To remove immediately from active work ail 
members of the Party committees (and particu
larly of Party Bureaux) who, it is believed, are 
being watched by the police, or who have been 
involved through the arrest of other comrades or 
through provocation. With ali due precautions 
being taken, 'these comrades, whenever possible, 
should be sent to another town. (2) As a rule, 
work in the illegal Party apparatus should not 
be entrusted to the members of the Party com
mittees but to special apparatus workers who 
must be effectively concealed and work under the 
guidance of the respective members of the Party 
committees as their direct assistants. (3) In 
case of the discovery and arrest of individual 
members of the illegal Party! committee, these 
must be replaced at once by members appointed 
by the higher Party Committee as well as by 
co-opting members on the recommendation of the 
remaining committee members and particularly 
by active Party members nominated by the most 
important factory ceJls and fractions in important 
mass organisations. (4) Members of the Party 
committee (or members of the bureaux of Party 
committees) should not, as a rule, attend com
mittee meetingS' or conferences or Party meetings 
ali at the same time, so that in the event of the 
members attending the meetings being arrested, 

the members remaining at liberty can quickly 
restore the organisation and maintain continuity 
in the Party leadership. 

ORGANISATIONAL EXPERIENCE OF THE COMMUNIST 
PARTY OF POLAND. 

In February this year, the Plenum of the Cen
b·al Committee of the Polish Party took place at 
which a detailed resolution on the organisational 
problems of the C. P. of Poland was adopted. 
This resolution is an important document for the 
C.P. of Poland and for the whole of the Com
munist International. The C.P. of Poland has 
many important successes to record in 1931 in 
regard to the organisational consolidation of the 
Partv. These successes are ··reflected in the 
doubling of the membership of the Party ~n 1931 
(an increase of 107 per cent.) and particularly 
in the leadership of the strike movemetnt. The 
statistics of the strike movement in Poland, which 
have already beoo quoted in the pages of the 
"Communist International," show that in the 
first quarter of 1931, 25 per cent. of the spon
taneous strikes and 45 per cent. of all strikes 
ended in defeat for the workers, whereas in the 
fourth quarter of 1931, only nine per cent. of the 
spontaneous strikes and five per cent. of aU the 
strikes ended in defeat. These figures show 
that the C.P. of Poland is now very closely linked 
with the masses of the proletariat and that it has 
learned to commence strikes and to bring them 
to an end at the opportune moment. The reso
lution adopted at the plenum of the C.P. of 
Poland points out that while there have been 
achievements in regard to organisation, serious 
organisational weaknesses have be~ome. re':'ealed 
in the Party which are expressed pnmanly m the 
continued weakness of the factory groups, 
These are very serious and very true statements in 
the resolution on organisation passed by the Cen
tral Committee of the C.P. of Poland. The success
ful struggle against the _capitalist o~ensiv~ :;nd 
against the war preparatwns of the 1mpenahs~s 
can be organised only if the Party succeeds. m 
establishing strong factory groups. The resolutiOn 
o£ the February Plenum of the Central Committee 
of the C.P. of Poland enumerates the following 
reasons for the weakness of the factory groups in 
Poland : ( r) The small number of factory groups 
and the tendency that is observed in the Party to 
deliberately restrict the membership of the facto~y 
groups to very small limits on the plea that it IS 

necessary to maintain secrecy;. (2) The fact~xy 
groups are not suffi~iently active, even durmg 
strikes. The resolution quotes cases when the 
driving force of strikes were the trade union de
partments of the respective Party committees, 
while the factory groups played hardly any r6le at 
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all; (3) The continuation within the Party of 
P.S.P. (Polish Socialist Party) and Bund (Jewish 
Social Democratic League) traditions regarding 
organisational questions (for example, the exist
ence until recently, of separate Polish and Jewish 
groups, in spite of the repeated instructions of the 
Central Committee to dissolve such). 

The resolution calls for a fight against this 
tendency in the Party to restrict the membership 
of the factory groups and points out that in order 
to maintain strictest secrecy, the factory groups 
should be organised according to shops, all shop 
groups to be subordinated to a leading Party body 
covering the whole factory. The resolution also 
calls for more detailed instruction to be given by 
the leading Party bodies to the factory groups. 
Both the proposals contained in the resolution on 
organisation passed by the Central Committee of 
C.P. of Poland are quite correct, but quite inade
quate. We on our part would like to add the 
following: 

Shop, shift and gang ruuclei should be organised 
irrespective of the number of members in the 
factory nucleus. Party work in the factory 
should be commenced with the organisation of 
Party groups in the shops, shifts and gangs, in 
short in every unit of the factory where Party 
members are employed. Unless these Party 
groups are established it will be impossible to 
organise the work of the factory nucleus as a 
whole, as the instructions of the Comintern on 
work in the factories published in I93I have 
already pointed out. In regard to the Party 
committees giving instructions to the factory 
nuclei we would add that these ins~ructions must 
be serious andi concrete to the highest degree. 
One of the principal reasons for the unsatisfactory 
nature of the work of factory nuclei is the had 
internal organisation of the factory nucleus, one 
of the features of which is the absence of a proper 
division of labour among the members of the 
factory nucleus. 

The Plenum of the Central Committee of the 
C.P. of Poland should have carefully discussed 
the instructions of the C. I. on work in the fac
tories and should have adapted them to rr.eet 
Polish conditions and at the same time should have 
suggested modifications for the internal structure 
of the factory nuclei. We would like to suggest 
the following plan for the division of labour within 
the factory nucleus : (I) The secretary of the 
factory nucleus. His functions should be to main
tain contacts between the shop, shift and g-ang 
nuclei and with the individual comrades working 
in those shops where nuclei have not yet been 
established; maintain contacts with the Y.C.L. 
nucleus and with the respective Party committees ; 
make arrangements for the meetings of the bureau 

of the factory nucleus, for meetings of the .1ctive 
workers in the factory and for general factory 
nucleus meetings. (2) A treasurer. (3) The 
leader of the factory newspaper who should also 
act as organiser of the distribution of Party 
literature in the factory. (4) A comrade to main
tain contacts with the fraction in the trade union 
whosCi members are employed in the given factory 
and also to act as organiser of the trade union 
work in the factory. 

The question of the structure of the factorv 
nucleus is closely linked up with the question of 
the structure and methods of work of the Party 
Committees which guide the activities of factory 
nuclei. The resolution on organisation passed by 
the February Plenum of the Central Committee 
of the C.P. of Poland calls the Party's attention 
to two serious organisational weak~esses in the 
lower Party committees: (I) They are set up in 
a haphazard fashion; (2) in setting up these Party 
committees and in their work, the principles of 
internal Party democracy are not sufficiently 
adhered to. While these two statements are 
absolutely correct they are not sufficiently con
crete. Admittedly difficult as the conditions are 
in Poland in view! of the police regime, the Party 
must nevertheless see to it that all the leading 
bodies are elected at Party meetings (or Party 
conferences). Experience has shown that this is 
possible in Poland. The director of the organ
isational department of the Central Committee of 
the C.P. of Poland reported to the Comintern that 
in I93I the C.P. of Poland organised several 
regional conferences at which numerous factory 
nuclei were represented. At these conferences 
all the important questions of Party life were 
discussed and not a single one of these confer
ences were discovered by the police. These facts 
support the claim that the Party committees of 
the C.P. of Poland must be elected committees. 
It goes without saying, of course, that in each 
separate case the election of the Party committee 
must be very carefully prepared and all the rules 
of secrecy must be very strictly observed. 

The membership of the Party committees must 
be such that the members themselves will be able 
to maintain good contacts with the important 
factory nuclei and Partv fractions in the important 
mass organisations. Hence, in preparing for the 
election of Party committees, a very care
ful selection of the candidates put forward 
by the organisations operating on these 
important sectors of the class struggle must be 
made. Experience in revolutionary underground 
work has shown that one of the best forms of 
carrying through the election of illegal Party 
committees is the following: (I) The Party con
ference (or general meeting) elects a small com-
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mittee of from three to five persons consisting of 
the most trustworthy comrades (including a 
member of the higher Party committee). This 
committee takes a vote of the members by secret 
ballot and counts the vote. The committee re
ports the result of the election only to the 
representative of the higher Party committee and 
to the successful candidates. Provision must be 
made for the event of members dropping out from 
the illegal Party committee, for whatever reason, 
in the interval between Party conferences. In 
that event, they must be replaced in the manner 
suggested above without waiting for the next 
Party conference to be held. In the event of it 
being impossible to convene a Party conference 
for the election of a Party committee, then it 
would be best to form the latter with the aid of a 
higher Party Committee which appoints several 
members to form a small, strictly secret core of 
the Party committee to which elected representa
tives of the important factory nuclei and Party 
fractions in the important mass organisations 
should be added to complete the required number 
of committee men. Finally, the February Plenum 
of the Central Committee of the C.P. of Poland 
should have discussed the question of the internal 
structure of the Party committees. The resolu
tion vaguely recommends that the work of the 
departments be improved. But of which depart
ments? We would like to suggest the following 
plan for the division of labour within the illegal 
Party committee. 

( 1) A secretary, to act also as Party organiser. 
His function should be to maintain contact with 
the nuclei and local organisaions as well as with 
the higher Party bodies, and be responsible for 
preparing the agenda and proposals for the meet
ings of the bureau and of the! plenum of the Party 
committee. In order to carry out these functions 
the secretary recruits a small body of active 
members to carry out the technical side of the 
work, for example: (a) a comrade to take charge 
of the records; (b) a comrade to write the corres
pondence, take charge of the secret code, etc. (c) 
a comrade to make arrangements for rooms for 
meetings, addresses for correspondence, etc. 

(2) A treasurer, to act also as the organiser 

of all the financial affairs of the Party committee. 
He, too, has a small body of helpers which may 
include non-proletarian elements-intellectuals, 
etc. 

(3) One comrade must be in charge of the 
secret printing press and be responsible for the 
distribution of Party literature (legal, semi-legal 
and illegal). 

(4) One comrade must be appointed to main
tain contacts with the fractions in the various 
legal and semi-legal organisations (trade unions, 
co-operative societies, sports organisations, etc.) 
operating in the area of the given Party organ
isation. It should be the function of this comrade 
also to assist the illegal apparatus of the Party 
committee in taking advantage of the various 
legal and semi-legal opportunities. 

(5) In those districts where military barracks 
are situated, a comrade must be appointed to lead 
a special apparatus for carrying on work among 
the soidiers (soldiers' nuclei, contact with these 
nuclei, special literature, etc.) . The fact that a 
special apparatus has been set up for this work 
does not relieve the general Party apparatus of 
the task of conducting mass anti-militarist work. 

(6) In connection with the development of the 
workers' and peasants' self-defence movement, 
in those districts where fair-sized factory and 
village workers' and peasants' defence corps 
already exist, a special instructor must be 
appointed as assistant to the secretary whose 
function shall be to lead this work. He must 
carry on this work in close co-operation with the 
corresponding nuclei as part of the work of 
strengthening the organisational positions of the 
Party in the factories and among the agricultural 
labourers and poor peasants in the villages. 

This suggested plan must under no circum
stances be adopted mechanically. The question 
of separating or combining various functions in 
Party work must be decided after carefully 
weig-hing- up the personal qualities of the members 
of the 'Party committee, their ability to lead this 
or that branch of Party work. For the purpose 
of carrying out any special task the Party com
mittee mav establish special temporary groups 
and committees. 
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