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Stakhanov and Current Anti-Soviet
Misrepresentations

By L. SHARKEY

Since the birth of the Soviet Union in 1917, the enemies of
the working class movement, open and concealed, have attemp-

. ted to keep concealed from the gaze of the toiling masses of

¥

the world the great historical processes developing in the Soviet
Union, its tremendous successes and achievements. With a wall
of lies and veritable fog of misrepresentation and distortion, the
hourgeoisie and their agents in all sorts of disguises strive to
conceal the very nature of the Soviet Government.

Naturally enough, the screen of lies that composes this mental
“wordon sanitaire” changes from time to time and as far as possi-
ble is adapted to the changing situation in the Soviet Union, and
the changing international situation. When the Soviets first seized
power, the world bourgeoisie and its propagandists attempted to
“laugh it off,” declaring that a government based on the pro-
claimed principles of the Soviet Government was “against human
nature” and consequently they spent the first year or so of the
existence of the Soviet Government predicting that if its down-
fall did not take place in time for the early morning editions
of the daily press, it certainly would take place later in the day,
or, at any rate, not later than next week. Then came 1:.he
civil war, forced upon the Soviet working class by the imperial-
ists, who armed and aided the White Guards to raise rebellion
and themselves provided armies of intervention. The bour-
geoisie, fresh from the slaughter of millions in the greatest
massacre of history, dripping with blood and dirt, pictured the
stypical Bolshevik” as a bewhiskered individual indiseriminately
&urling bombs, and the new-born Soviet Republic as a land of
loodshed, murder and terror. At the same moment the bour-
. reaction in Germany, Italy, Hungary, and other countries,
‘defeat of the proletarian revolution, were murdering

and torturing thousands of defenceless working-class men and
wom The bourgeoisie always abrogates the international
agre t regarding prisoners of war and always murders ou}.:g
of prisoners from the proletarian ranks who have foug!

way or another, not necessarily even with arms in their
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hands, for the aims of their class. Then came the “ho,
stories connected with the Volga famine, when natural cq)
accentuated a thousandfold because of the imperialist block
of the country and the fearful destruction perpetrated hy
White Guards, who, in their retreat, destroyed the cropg
bridges, the railways, the factories, and carried off ever|
they could lay hands on, a practice followed by armiecs .
perialist intervention; for example, in Siberia, the J: 5
:inva_ders carried off the engines from the riverboats. 1\hep th,
fau'!me was overcome and Lenin proclaimed the New Fconom:
1_’ol_lcy, allowing a restricted and temporary return of capitaliss
: whﬂst. retail_ling State power and the basic industries, the “
manding heights of industry,” as Lenin described them, in th:
hands gf t_he working class; every little ignorant scribbler
the c_apltahst press was now just as sure, as he had been a fe
revmusly, that “Secialism was against human nature,” th:
at Lenin “had ordered a return to capialism, proving finall
the unworkableness of Socialism and Communism.” The writ.
worked in an enteljprlse at this period where a faked quotatio
eulled_f_rom the-Rl‘ga. lie factory, or some such authority, “re
@?}wlfg Con‘l‘mumsm” was painted over the door. The “star-
;: lordl and E:urder_- stories” persisted up till recently, rein-
a’:'ﬁen by the “dumping” and “slave timber,” “burying priests
altve™ and such like campaigns from time to time.
i E.ut with _1:]_1e visits of workers’ delegations and the testimony
%o ﬁ;t;ngst visitors, together with the enormous successes of
5 {;; industry and the rapid rise in the material well-being
- he S::’)wet masses, these old cradle tales of the “starving
ussians® and the “Boshevik bombs,” have worn thin, and it
'S ow necessary for the masses in the capitalist world ,if theyv
are to be further deceived about the Soviet Union, to be cirenchold
In more “subtle” propaganda. '
~_ Now that unemployment has vanished from the U.S.S.R. for
the last five years, that wages have rapidly risen, that enormous
cultural progress has been made, scientific investigations ad-
vanced, the country changed from a backward peasant one
to the second place among the industrial nations of the
world, and now that the Stakhanov movement is raising
the productivity of labor beyond anything known in the capitliSt
world, we are informed that it is because the Soviet Union
Is once again “reverting to capitalist methods,” and that the
Stakhanov results are obtained by the familiar speed-

slave-driving methods of capitalism. _'45) and

If that were the case, then the obvious questi
ST 2 estion is: ;
does not capitalism get the same result in Egglan;' i Atg'{' why
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America, Germany, etc., why does it not solve the unemployed
rroblem and ensure a progressively rising economic and cultural
standard in the capitalist countries? The increasing prosperity
and strength of the Soviet Union is obtained precisely because
it is a Socialist country with a planned economic system and has
renounced capitalism and all its works.

There are no capitalists in the Soviet Union owning the
means of production. Political power is in the hands of the
working class. The great landowners, bankers, and industrial
capitalists were expropriated in 1917. They were followed by
the kulaks and Nepmen during the Five-Year Plan. By 1937,
the “remnants of classes” will have been abolished. The schools,
press, wireless, and literature teach Socialism to the masses.
These decisive factors at once disprove the latest furphy about
an approach towards capitalism.

On what do the professional poisoners of the mind of the
masses attempt to base their latest fables? Mainly that the
workers do not receive uniform, equal rates of pay. The bour-
geois propagandists and their reformist Social-Democratic aides-
de-camp pretended that Socialism meant a ‘“‘dull, drab uni-
formity.” On the basis of this caricature, invented by them-
selves, they now accused the Bolsheviks, the truest disciples of
Marx, who smiled at such phantasies, of having departed from
it. In our ideological struggle with the bhourgeoisie and their
agents, the “Gotha Programme’” gives us all the weapons and
ammunition necessary to rapidly dissipate these latest fables.
We, however much we despise the weakness and futility of the
“defenders” of Marxism-Leninism, such as the leader-writers of
the “Sydney Morning Herald” and Solomon Brigg in the “Labor
Daily,” must equip ourselves to combat and to explain in simple
terms, Marxism-Leninism to the masses in connection with the
questions involved. The questions arise in connection with what
actually exists in the U.S.S.R. at the present time: Did Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Stalin, teach that it was posyble to jump
from capitalism to Communism overnight: Here is what Marx
taught in the “Gotha Programme” on this, and Lenin in his
“State and Revolution”:

“What we have to deal with here is a Communist society,
not as if it had developed on a basis of its own, but, on
the contrary, as it emerges from capita_list society, which
is thus in every respect tainted economically, morally ar;d
intellectually with the hereditary diseases of the 1?hd
society from whose womb it is emerging. In this way "tlﬁ
individual producer receives back again from society, Wi
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' deductions, exactly what he gives. What he has given -
 society is his individual amount of labor. For examj
_ the social working-day consists of the sum of the ind;
- yidt hours of work. The individual working-time -
the individual producer is that part of the social workiny
day contributed by him, his part thereof. He recei..
from society a voucher that he has contributed such =
and such a quantity of work (after deductions from hi
~ for the common fund) and draws through thi
voucher on the social storehouse as much of the mear
of consumption as the same quantity of work costs. The
same amount of work which he has given to societ. .
_one form, he receives back in another.
- “Here, obviously, the same principle prevails as tr
~ which | the exchange of commodities so far

~ this exchange is of equal values. Content and form =r:

~ changed because under the changed conditions no one can
~ contribute anything except his labor and, on the other

- hand, nothing can pass into the possession of individuale
. except individual objects of consumption. But, so far a¢
g ?lfe;ﬁnhﬂmhnn of the latter among individual producers
is concerned, the same principle prevails as in the ex-
~of commodity-equivalents, ie., equal quantities
* in one form are exchanged for equal quantities
bor in another form.

e equal right is here still based on the same principle
bourg right, although principle and practice are ho
ger at daggers drawn, while the exchange of equiva-
~ lents in commeodity exchange only exists for the average
~ and not for the individual case.

~_“In spite of this advance, this equal right is still con-

tinually handicapped by bourgeois limitations. The right
of the producers is proportional to the amount of labor
they contribute; the equality consists in the
everything is measured by an equal measure, lab

“But one man will excel another physically
ally, and so contributes in the same time
can labor for a longer time; and labor, to
sure, must be defined by its duration or
wise it ceases to be a standard measure.
is an unegual right for unequal work.
class differences because every worker ra
like his fellows, but it taeitly recognises
endowment, and thus capacities for prod

e T —
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privileges. It is, therefore, a right of inequality in its
content, as in general is every right. Right can by its
very nature only consist in the application of an equal
standard; but unequal individuals (and they would not be
different individuals if they were not unequal) are only
measurable by an equal standard in so far as they can be
brought under an equal observation, be regarded from one
definite aspect only, e.g., in the case under review, they
must be considered only as workers and nothing more be
seen in them, everything else being ignored. Further, one
worker is married, another single, one hag more children
than another, and so on. Given an equal capacity for
labor, and thence an equal ghare in the funds for social
consumption, the one will in practice receive more than the
other, the one will be richer than the other, and so forth.
To avoid all these inconveniences, rights must be unequal
instead of being equal.

“But these deficiencies are unavoidable in the first phage
of Communhist society, when it is just emerging after pro-
longed hirth-pangs from capitalist society. Right can
never be higher than the economic structure and the cul-
tural development of society conditioned by_ it. :

“In a higher phase of Communist society, after the
tyrannical subordination of individuals according to the
distribution of labor and therby also the d;st_lnctmn he-
tween manual and intellectual work, have chsgppeareq.
after labor has become not merely a means to live but 15_
in iteelf the first necessity of living, after the powers
of production have also increased and all the springs of (_:tul;
operative wealth are gushing rnc_Jre'f}'eely, together u;:‘
the all-round development of the 1nd1_v1d ual, then, and t ifri
only, can the narrow bourgeois horizon of nghta:; blljwl‘f.
far behind and society will inscribe on its banner: l'rEr_n
each according to his capacity, to each according to hig
need.’ P

“] have dealt for some considerable tim‘e on the h‘;‘\v, l'ful;
proceeds of labor’ on the one hand, and on equa} right r:i: ¢
‘equitable distribution’ on the other, to show th“P_ =
chievous it is, on the one hand, to force on "i“’; ; ‘:me
again as dogmas, ideas which at a certain w”;ﬁd' :t‘ .
had some meaning, but have now hecome out-of- dw;rting
sensical phraseology, while, on the gthe_r hand, per e .

in the realistic conceptions, in which it h_a.s heen instr
e et ulty and which have at last
ted with such enormous difficulty an
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‘that Marx terms th

- to the whole of ‘society. Ever

{m_mns of ideological phraseology af,,
nonsense of the democrats and Frey, |
Marx, “Critique of the Gotha Programm,.

analysis of the transitional Socialist .

and Revolution”) :— e
‘Critique of the Gotha Pro :
itique of gramme,” Marx g0
_d_e_ta_;l to disprove the Lassallean idea of
-@e_‘celwng under Socialism the ‘undiminished’
roduct of their labor.” Marx shows that out of |
of the social labor of society, it is necessary to ded
fund, a fund for the expansion of production, f
jaeement of worn-out machinery and so on; the
bt?ft Iﬂ;e means offconsumption must be deduct
1 for expenses of management, fo hools, h
3 'homefstfl:)r the aged, and so on. o
nstead of the hazy, obscure, general ph 84
g ( » Obs . phrase of Lassall:

—-fi‘t;il_eifull product of his labor for the Worker‘j‘mu\

gfmh a sober es_tlma.te of exactly how a Socialist socici:
 have to manage its affairs, Marx undertakes a concret
lysis of the conditions of life of a society in which there

is no capitalism, and says:

“‘What we are dealing with here (analysi

W) I ysing th 0-
Emmme of the Pm:ty} is not a Communist socjigety ivr?i!;:h
Eas_ ﬂeveloped_ on its own foundations, but, on the con-
rary, one which is just emerging from capitalist society
and which ther_efore in all respects—economie, moral and,
intellectual—still bears the birthmarks of the old society

from whose womb it sprung.’

“And it is this Communist societ i i
3 Is t] y—a society wh S
i::_t ;:‘mpe 1ntoAth7e world out of the womb of ca;ﬂtalisl:zl :r?g
ich, in all respects, bears the stamp of the old sucie'ty—J

i e ‘first,’ or lower, phase of Communist

“The means of production

ns of are no longer the private
property of individuals. The means of pr%duction p;‘goarf;
f y member of socie -
g, ﬁ:a tzergam part of socially-necessary work, ;géefvegs
g c}x;om society to the effect that he has done
e s;:e h a quantity of work. According to ™
e receives from the public warehouses, e

consumption are stor | -_wherc

. d, a col
tity of products. Deducting the

; - ing that prop
wlm;h goes to tE!e public fund, ever;lr)
receives from society as much as he has : i

¢ ‘Fquality’ seems to reign supreme.

“But when Lassalle, having in view such a social order
(generally called Socialism, but termed by Marx the first
phase of Communism), speaks of this as ‘just distribu-
tion’ and says that this is ‘the equal right of each to an
equal product of labor,” Lassalle is mistaken, and Marx
exposes his error.

“‘Equal right,’ says Marx, we indeed have here; but it
it still a ‘bourgeoisie right,” which, like every right, pre-
supposes inequality. Every right is an application of the
same measure to different people who, in fact, are not the
same and are not equal to one another; this is why ‘equal
right’ is really a violation of equality, and an injustice.
In effect, every man having done as much social labor as
every other, receives an equal share of the social products
(with the above-mentioned deductions).

«But different people are not alike: one is strong, an-
other is weak: one is married, the other ig not; one has
more children, another has less, and so on.

“«  With equal labor,” Marx concludes, ‘and therefore
an equal share in the social consumption fund, one man,
in fact, receives more than the other, one is richer than
the other, and so forth. In order to avaid all these,de-
fects, rights, instead of being equal, must be unequal.

“The first phase of Communism, therefore, still cannot
produce justice and equality; differences—and S.Injl:lst
differences—in wealth will still exist, but the exploitation
of man by man will have become impossible, because it
will be impossible to seize as private property the means
of production, the factories, machines, lanq, and
g0 on. In tearing down Lassalle’s petty:bourgems, con-
fused phrase about ‘equality’ and ‘justice’ in gel}era], N_lar?c
shows the course of development of Comrqurlust‘sn'cmty,
which is forced at first to destroy only the ‘injustice’ that
consists in the means of production having been seized
by private individuals, and which is not cgpab_le of deﬁ!rﬂ-
ing at once the further injustice cgnsustmg in the dis r};
bution of the articles of consumption ‘according to wor
performed’ (and not according to need).

“The vulgar economists, including the bour :
sors and also ‘our’ Tugan-Baranovsky, cor}atant!y reprol -
the Socialists with forgetting the inequality of T{L"J'fl)]“f' *‘;18_
with ‘dreaming of destroying this inequality.” 5“2 A pr
proach, as we see, only proves the extreme ignorance

geois profes-
proach
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the gentlemen propounding bourgeois ideology.
“Marx not only takes into account with the greate.

~ curacy the inevitable inequality of men; he also takc.

account the fact that the mere conversion of the m,

~of production into the common property of the

~ of society (‘Socialism’ in the generally accepted sen-

~ the word) does not remove the defects of distributioy

~ the inequality of ‘bourgeois right’ which continu:

~ rule as long as the products are divided ‘according to

- performed.’

“‘But these defects,” Marx continues, ‘are unavoi

~in the first phase of Communist society, when, after

. -riravail, it first emerges from capitalist society. Justi

never rise superior to the economic conditions of -

and the cultural development conditioned by them.’

“And so, in the first phase of Communist society (o

~ ally called Socialism), ‘bourgeois right’ is mot abol
in its eptlrety, but only in part, only in proportion to

economic transformation so far attained, i.e., only in

spect of the means of production. ‘Bourgeois righi’ rec

- mises them as the private property of separate individus

esxizlnathsm m(izonverts them into common property. To th:
tent, and to that extent alone, does ‘bourgeois right

~ disappear.

_ “However, it continues to exist as far as its other pa
1s concerned; it remains in the capacity of regulate
(_determmmg factor) distributing the products and allo
- ting labor among the members of society. ‘He who do
not work shall not eat’—this Socialist principle is alread:
realised; ‘for an equal quantity of labor, an equal qua
tity of products’—this Socialist principle is already re:
ised. However, this is not yet Communism, and th
gioe_s not abolish ‘bourgeois right,” which gives ’to uneq u;
individuals, in return for an unequal (in reality u EIl’;
amount of work, an equal quantity of pmd'uctny e
“This is a ‘defect,” says Marx, it i i
ing ?he first phase of (:,‘ommunis?'f];!;t lftu;-s ;lfngvmmble -
fall into utopianism, we cannot imagine ’that !
thrown capitalism, people will at once learn to
society without any standards of right; in
tion of capitalism does not immediately lay
foundations for such a change.

“And there is no other standard vet tha
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geois right.” To this extent, therefore, a form of State
is still necessary, which, while maintaining public owner-
ship of the means of production, would preserve the
equality of labor and equality in the distribution of
products.

“The State is withering away in so far as there are no
longer any capitalists, any classes, and, consequently, no
class can be suppressed.

: “But the State has not yet altogether withered away,
since there still remains the protection of ‘bourgeois right’
which sanctifies actual inequalities. For the complete ex-
tinction of the State, complete Communism is necessary.”

In connection with Communist Saturdays, Lenin said in
December, 1919:

“If we ask ourselves what distinguishes Communism
from Socialism, we must say that Socialism is the society
which grows directly out of capitalism, it is the first form
of the new society. Communism, however, is a higher
form of society, and it can only develop when Socialism
has been completely consolidated. Socialism implies work
without the help of capitalists, social labor with strict ac-
counting, control and supervision by the organised advance
ruard, the foremost section of the workers; for that rea-
son both the norms of labor must be laid down. The fixing

7 of these is necessary because capitalist society has he-

. queathed to us such tendencies and such habits as
absence from work, distrust of social economy, old habits
of the small farmer which are prevalent in all peasant
countries. All of this takes place in spite of an actual
Communist economy. We call Communisrp the system
in which people act in fulfilment of §oc1a1 obligations
without any special apparatus of coerclomn, when un?aul
labor for society has become universal.” (Vok XXIV, p.
651, Lenin’s “Works,” Russian edition.)

In “Anti-Duehring,” Engels writes as follows in regard to
the demand for equality:

“The demand for equality in the mouth r:'nf t_he prol'e-‘

tariat has, however, a double meaning. It is eltheigta:

was the case at the very start, for example m_the peﬂ:.‘:dﬂl 8

wars— the natural reaction against the crying social !}?

equalities, against the contrast between the 'l‘l('h dan‘(tl’tv:_
poor, the feudal lords and their serfs, surfeit and star

Hion+ as such it is the simple expression of the revahitain



"COMMUNIST REVIEW

May, 193

instinct, and finds its justification in that, and indo.g
that, Or, on the other hand, the proletarian dem:,
. equality has arisen as the reaction against the 1,
geois demand for equality, drawing more or less corro
‘and more far-reaching demands from this bourge..
demand, and serving as material for agitation in order
 rouse the workers against the capitalists on the basis
e capitalists’ own assertions; and in this case it staus
and falls with civil equality itself. In both cases, the reul
content of the proletarian demand for equality is (-
‘demand for the abolition of classes. Any demand (.
‘equality which goes beyond this of necessity passes o
absurdity.”
In his recent interview with Howard, Comrade Stalin g
following answer to a question on “Socialism’ and “Comnriin
" (“International Press Correspondence,” No. 14) :

---‘-'!iOW}.\RD: Admittedly, Communism has not becn
achieved in Russia. State Socialism has been built. Hav.
not Fascism in Italy and National-Socialism in German)
claimed they have attained similar results?

- “STALIN: ‘State Socialism’ is not precise. Under this

‘ :m,_ many understand a state of society in which a
23 aertam part of the wealth, sometimes quite a considerable
- part, passes into State ownership or control, while in the

~ great majority of cases the ownership of plants, factories,
?.nd lands remains in private hands. Many understand

State Socialism’ in this way. Sometimes a system is

concealed behind this term, under which a capitalist State,

in the interests of the preparation or the conduct of war,
takes upon itself the maintenance of a certain number of
private enterprises. The society which we have built can

In no sense be termed ‘State Socialism.” Our Soviet society

is Socialist because the private ownership of factories

planfs, land, banks, means of transportation has been.
abolished in our country and replaced by public ownership

‘The social organisation which we have created can be
termed Soviet; the Socialist organisation is not yet quite

completed, but in it is the root of the Socialist ofgmsgﬁ n

of society. The foundation of this society is public b

ship, State ownership, namely, ownership by th owrtlgr-

people, as well as co-operative-collective fa,mj'p" e

“Neither Italian Fascism nor i .

‘St.)ciali‘sm’ has anything in common wﬁiﬂ?*

primarily because the private ownership

ary
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plants, land, banks, and means of transportation remain
untouched there, and therefore capitalism in Germany and
Italy remains in full force.

“Yes, you are right: we have not yet built a Communist
society. It is not so easy to build such a society. The
difference between Communist and Socialist society is
probably known to you. In Socialist society a certain
inequality in regard to property still exists. But in
Socialist society there is already no unemployment, no
exploitation, no oppression of nationalities. In Socialist
society, everyone is obliged to work, even though he is
remunerated for his labor, not yet according to his require-
ments, but according to the quantity and quality of labor
expended. Therefore, wages still exist, and unequal,
differentiated wages at that. Only when we succeed in
creating an order of society under which people receive
from society for their labor, not according to the quantity
and quality of their labor, but according to their require-
ments, will it be possible to say that we have built up a

. Communist society.”

There are thus two phases, the Socialist and the Communist.
Inequalities still exist in the first, but all are workers; everyone
is becoming an employee of the State, and it is only the higher
stage when “the State will wither away” and the watchword
“From each according to his capacity, to each according to his
need,” will be realised—Communism. Marxism means by
“equality’ a classless society, and that is fast being realised in
the Soviet Union and without classes, without a privileged class
enjoying a monopoly of the means of production; exploitation
of man by man cannot exist, and is abolished.

We note from that reply by Comrade Stalin and a review of
the actual position and achievements in the U.S.S.R. that every-
thing thal Marx and Lenin demanded of the first stage—
Socialism—has been amply fulfilled in the Soviet Union. Hence
the efforts of the bourgeoisie and reformist reactionaries to
seize upon this or that detail or upon this or that.transltmnal
organisational form in industry or agriculture to build up a case
to the effect that Marxism has been repudiated can get t'hem

nowhere in face of the decisive facts: the social ownership of
the means of production, political power in the hands of the
proletariat, the liquidation of the kulaks as a class, ete., ete.

Other arguments adduced to show departure from Marx are
hardly serious, such as the remarks of one wiseacre who fet_als
in the marrow of his bones that, having witnessed the Soviet
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proletariat playing football and dancing the Rumba, that
munism is irretrievably doomed, or the remark of Miss p,.
Holman, who, reporting favorably of what she saw in a4 1,
tourist visit, says the Russians are too cheerful, laughing ;
merry to “make good material for industrialism,” thereby iy
the lie to Dunningham & Co., who said that no one ever'l:‘.lq--‘
in the Soviet Union. Certainly, the working class have 1.1,
to laugh .about in regard to capitalist industrialism, but th, 8
superstitious and solemn half-starved Russian peasani, ,
transformed into a Socialist worker and collective farm: ; ;
merry worker precisely because Socialist industrialism is o

ing about his economic liberation, just as Sovie ey
'assure_d him of political and social freedom. A sﬁmlixo‘: 11‘-"“
has discovered a mew “evidence” in that “love,” it ‘s'-l\-‘”!""
ret_urmng in the Soviet Union.” Had the person ’respmlln(;i'i :
this screed read Engels’ “Origin of the Family,” he w-c:{l}c-l
know_n that Engels,_‘more than half a century ago showwl| t
marriage u‘nder Socialism would be purified of the ’econnmn. ar
social motives that enter into it under capitalism and :

marriage would n
P be based upon and endure as long as mut

A second set of falsifications are d
-?;eztion ;)}:f proletarian dictatorship. And h:;;el‘igeﬂavzrgg;;]“ !
dicta%oi h_e line of reformism, which is to lump proletaris
e rgh;p wflth Fascist dictatorship. The State is alway
5 countrieg O'tﬁ class. The bourgeoisie still rule in a numb
g Oth‘zll' the alt_i of bourgeois democracy, of Parliame
¥ion thoy haves mure_dlrectly thx_'eatened by proletarian revo
e substituted Fascism, in which the armed a
e s ion of the bourgeois State, instead of bein:
g d, 8 -rought forward in. its sharpest form—Fascism.
Hiﬁer:ainesﬁgt;gn here is to prate of the dictators, Mussolini an
o A thm?l_. breath as Comrade Stalin, and unfortunate!
i icrizre rec?)gn?:;mr tE]’:a.rty play a leading role in this rega:
proletarian dictatnrshfp. i sout positi_atm E
The Fascists made

= no isiv r 3 gL
in the way of givi decisive changes in the bourgeois Stat

- ng the people t :
opposite. They tramp] people greater control—just th
The ey trampled on the concepts of bourgeois liberali
&Wanys;'E:fxrtt 1.clhcta‘m_rss did not take the ﬁ'ua:almir{e 3;;“ i
dimitalict cobral ook prek e - The T e
£+ Thé "89] rol over production and the lives of'mmgthenw
Soviats: 0}?1§_t‘ Government acted exactly the masses.
viets;” the” “workers’ councils,” are the Gove 4

i the proletarian dictatorship prepares the

ving. for the White Guard hangmen and
a: Tsarist régime.

¢ employees, and all toiling people, the vast majority in society,
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capitalists have been driven away.

The bourgeois dictatorship, in its democratic or Fascist form,
is the dictatorship of the exploiting minority, keeping the masses
in subjection, whilst the proletarian dictatorship is the suppres-
sion of the exploiting minority by the majority of toilers. The
bourgeois State strives to strengthen itself against the masses;
conditions for its owm
Ywithering away,” its own ultimate abolition. The leaders of
the Labor Party, with their false claim of the “extinction of
democracy” in the Soviet Union, do but plead for ‘“‘democracy”
stranglers of the overthrown
Their cry that Communism stands for rule by

a minority is a false cry. The Soviets are a million times more

. democratic than any bourgeois republi¢, Lenin declared at the

very inception of the proletarian dictatorship.
The Communists aim to lead the workers, small farmers,
to

establish their own absolute rule, or “dictatorship,” in place of

: the absolute rule of the bourgeoisie and their Fascist hangmen.

hurl back in their teeth the mis-
the establishment of “the rule of

We must on each occasion
representation of our aims as

 a minority.” Marx pointed out as long ago as the publication of
| “The Manifesto of the Communist Party” that Communists

fought to “win the battle of democracy” in the interest of “the

;. great majority.”

Much of the latest campaign of misrepresentation of the
Soviet Union centres around the Stakhanov movement. The

. Stakhanov movement is not something that we must excuse, but
. iz the most glorious event since 1917. Russians, we were

told
by the bourgeoisie, were not a race adapted to industyialism.
Their “national characteristics” were against industrial effi-
ciency. Therefore, the “grandiose” Five-Year Plans must fail
because of this “glothfulness.” Not being materialists, they
did not understand the difference in behavior of peoplg sul?]ected
to brutal and backward despotism, crushing all initiative like the
Tsars, and the same people, when transformed in a new Socialist
environment, which brought forward all their latent talents:.!
This bourgeois “theory” in connection with “national character

can be described as “bosh.”

The Stakhanov movement now breaks all industrial records ;
it is not a capitalist speed-up method, but the grand upsurge of
Socialist initiative, bursting all the ponds and limitations
imposed in class society. The Soviet Central Executive defines

. the Stakhanov movement :



“The Stakhanov movement means reorganisi o 7 1 —--—EEE@QN—“}T B TR R 2
‘on a new basis, rationalisation of technical . . 5 y
~ a division of labor suited to the needs of produ]c]i]i.._ 5 V. I. Lenin and the First of May
 freeing of specially skilled workers from subsidia, By N. KRUPSKAYA
eparal dl{tles, better a}'r.angement of workpl:...' : . .
rapid m in the pr?duetlvlty of labor, and a con.i/, THE celebrations on May 1 have always played a great part in
~ able e in the earnings of manual and non-n.. our country for the organisation of the masses of the workers,

for rousing them to class-consciousness, and for gathering them
around the Party. Every May Day has reflected, as in a mirror,
the position of the labor movement at a given moment. The
TR : I articles and speeches of Lenin with reference to May Day, taken
‘ ﬁu‘;h:r:n:?:::]“ﬁb;r 1s 10‘}](6& upon as the most ho in chronological order, sharply illuminate the successive decisive
B iroes of modern ind ‘m"r"i’i valor” (Stalin), and the stages of our labor movement, and his role as leader and
B Rsing achic = ustry and science, the result must | organiser of our Party.

vements of the Stakhanovites. Lenin spoke . 1896. The labor movement had commenced to develop. The

will agree that such a method of organisation i
: 8 ganisation is sane .
‘and when it is harnessed to Socialist Enthu;ii::rjr.

m&%ﬁt };alept in the lap of §ocia_1ist. labor, The Farty did not yet exist. But in Pete_rsburg the “Militant League
Sotentility eralds the‘awakemng of this slc. .. for the Emancipation of the Working Class” had already been
But m‘Wﬂ‘ld-histon 4 < g organised—a group of revolutionary Socialists. Lenin was 11
Comrade Stalin: "Thec importance lies in the declaratio -  Prison. With chemical ink he wrote a leaflet to the workers, and
eonditions o th- g OV movement prepares succeeded in getting it out of the prison. Two thousand copies

or the transition to Communism.” were hectographed and circulated in 40 works and factories in St.

- We are then not i 3 : : . -
when Socialist apologists, but victors! Lenin said (h.- FPetersburg. This leaflet was entitled “The Workers’ Festival
% - nin 8¢ th: 5 X it 2 iy fe
efficiency, in productién could surpass capitalist pijdﬁdt:ﬁ,,;]nn of May 1.” (“Lenin’s Works,” Russian edition, Vol. 1, p. 452.)
i mée mem"d“‘:t"ltyy then it would indubitably have prove This leaflet was written in a very popular language. It did not

' o correctness of our claim T " contain any foreign words, not even the words “proletariat” or
m&&ﬁwfmm the g&%ﬁ Saoncéa:l}f; \I:_n(:: “gQocialism,” but spoke clearly and comprehensively of the inter-
This is would be assured. : ] national struggle of the workers under the slogan “Workers of
Stakhanov mﬂmmbﬂﬁg the knowledge of what the World, Unite!” In the year following, Lenin was sent to
Stakhanov movement really means: Socialism is not inefici  PXionment i Sherts -
Ufﬁfe;but-km‘ talism ! in producing the necessaries and luxu: 1900. The labor movement had ‘cummence_d to grow every-
We are on the offenci superior. where in the industrial centres. Lenin, after his term of banish-

In connection with the Stakhan ment had expired, went abroad in order to publish the newspaper

wk hm glorious victory for internatior “lskra” (“Spark’), which was to carry to the whole of Russia

A8, the initiative for the growing struggle for unity of action. In
o 2 November, 1900, Vladimir Tlvich wrote the preface to the
N - pamphlet “May Day in Kharkov.” which was published by the
e T “Igkra” in January, 1901 (Vol. IV, p. 47). This pamphlet, to0,

i ds was written in an extremely popular style, though obviously

addressed to strata of workers on 3 higher level of class-
consciousness—to the body of labor functionaries which had
come into existence in the course of the years just ‘.:L'i[)i‘fd-

_ This preface makes suggestions for the f:f::]ebratmn of M.ayhl.
Not only the number of participants is important, but the
efficient organisation and the class-consciousness of the demon-
stration. The May Day demonstrations must be headed by a
powerful revolutionary leadership, capable of leading the actions
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g!»ﬂu workers: an organisation extending over the who
Rugﬂa was necessary, the Party. o
nin went on to deal with the character of the pr:
demands. These demands had not to be of a na:‘rva].-‘“.-‘?"
:;tgre; they had not to be the demands of individual (‘Elff‘],;n“
f _;Jfrkers.‘One demand which had to be put forward was fo #
e:% t-hh_our day, a demand made by the whole of the 1)1‘0\]01-["-.
gnt is demand was not to be put to the individual eni :(l .
11} It;;ofihe State power in its totality. e
; . In an article entitled “Gaol Directi >
dicts,” published in NG, 10 of the “Iskra” (Vol. ?Sva?;:a Ak

Lenin described the cruel treatment by-the Tsarist Governm i

of the workers of the Obuchovo
: works, who had demande
reinstatement of 26 of their fellow-workers disirﬂ;;:tc{ii

“absenting themselves £ < :
e rom work” on May 1. The article c¢lo-«

“The Government, after already taki
participanis in the demonstration by means of h 1.
rioting as x{rélis determined to have them sentencczi by
i s }‘0 this we reply by gathering togeth
Whb ahi iy orces, by bt:mging over to our <idvmu
systematic pllj‘gp‘;s;ii?or?yf ?ﬁarlst _despotism, and -h\- the
the whole people,” of the uprising which will embace

1904. At the SeCOIld art Y ongress t llE (0]} galllsdl n

N=im P C i i I

questy le e plit in BOlShe ikl a’.nd Men& he ‘1.{. & ;‘
ue on d i() “l ) '[I V. S &Y 1. Il

Russi i
K :fésrgzgll::;%n?ﬁt:hevents developed. Op February 9, 1
and demonstratio - '.Iap&ﬂ- Workers and students’ me t'gm'
e ;::P;i afamst war commenced. Strike:% amrfl(; n’;}%
e 00. The Russian troops suffered a degf 1:E
e raec i v\:’rgcte a 1eaﬁet for May 1 (Vol. VI 33‘;a
that the war against Jn ten in fiery language, and efnp'h ')'d
Seeiviat’ doat i apan will expose the whole crim'p ity o
seize upon fresh te Which had initiated the war i o
erritory and to enslave more peglp]grdel"l‘}t;o
S. e

war will open the e
; ves of even th ‘
The leaflet pointed out the jointe iﬁ‘ijﬁe:gss—conmwus e cers.

J .

ﬂl]flll;g;e Wfé'llltietfsdm their struggle against OjatﬁelRusgian god

leaflet: hears the title “The Taspe o e B e Day lea

lution. Plan for I\?l JARRE = o the Proletari:y; e

draft contains three va Day Leaflet” (Vol. XXX, p. R

o of thousht, at the sonsthinn Lo expresiion to Lenins

2ht, ime of th i . 0 Lenin’

all three variations he spoke of thg gg;gnfra; tgng (;%Ws. I)?

| the coming

i
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revolution. In the first variation he deals with the proletarian
struggle for the republic and for Socialism, and makes the state-
ment that the Russian revolutionary proletariat will march at
the head of the revolutionary world proletariat. The second
variation deals with the armed uprising and the aims of the
struggle. The third adds a point on the world historical im-
portance of the Russian revolution.

1912. The years of the revolution and of the subsequent
reaction were OVer. The movement was on the upsurge again
In January, 1912, all parts of Russia were represented at the
Conference of the Russian Social-Democratic Party in Prague.
From thig moment onwards our Party broke off finally all formal
connection with the Mensheviki.

In January, 1912, Lenin published an article in the legal
wNevskaya Svyesda” (“Star of the Neva”) (Vol. XV, pp. 518-
522) entitled “The Economic and the Political Strike” Writing
under the name of Ivan Petrov, he stressed the necessity of link-
ing up the slogans of the intermational solidarity of the prole-
tariat with the practical day to day demands which had moved
into the foreground by the course of events. This viewpoint
was violently opposed by the liberals and the liquidators, _who
were anxious to castrate the revolutionary content, the militant
gpirit of the May Day demonstrations.

“The “Sozialdemokrat” contains an article by Lenin under
the title, “The Revolutionary Upswing,” giving a survey of the
events of the May Day strikes (Vol. XV, pp. 535-538). This
article deals with the approaching revolution and the necessity
of setting up the slogans appropriate for the given st-agE,
the slogans for the eight - hour day, for the confisca-
tion of the land of the large landowners, and for the estab-
lishment of the republic. Lenin defined these questions even
more sharply in an article publisned in the same number of the
«qozialdemokrat,” under the title, “The Slogans ?f the All:
Russian Conference of the Russian Social-Democratic Workerg
Party in January, 1912, and the May Day Movement.” (}701. _XV',
pp. 539-543). In this article Lenin severely Conde‘r}ms ]_T‘i_'ol_zkl\':
who was endeavoring by means of protestation (_)f conciliation -
to prevent the working class from taking part in 1'«':\*(\1L1t1olll‘c1‘11.\
aetions and to narrow down the whole character of the strugg 3

1913. The "Sozialdemokrat” published an article by _Lemn
undey the title, “The May Day Celebrations of the Revolutionary
Proletariat” (Vol: XVI, p. 484). In a survey of‘ the events’oi }he
May Day celebrations on May 1, 1913, Lenin writes that this N ayff
Day had demonstrated to the whole world that the proletariat o



May

. had once again turned to the path of revoluti,,

Tie

1915. A few months had passed since the declaraii,
war, The resume of an address by Lenin on “Ist May and i,
War"” has been preserved (Vol. XXX, p. 224). This is profoun
interesting. Lenin states that war represents a tremend
crisis, and that “every crisis signifies: (a) an accelerati
developments; (b) an intensification of antagonisms; (c)
appearance of these antagonisms; (d) a collapse of all deca
elements,” etc.

Lenin linked up the guestion of the May Day celebraf
with the question of the crisis caused by the war. He poi
out that objective conditions were ripe for socialism. The
passed through by official Marxism (1895 to 1915), comple

eaten up by opportunism, must be utilised for the consolida
of revolutionary Marxism.

1917. This was the first anniversary of May Day after t
defeat of the rule of despotism. On May 1 Lenin addressed t!
workers of Petrograd on the Marsfeld (Vol. XX, p. 712). TI
speech has not been preserved.

1919.

pp. 268 to 271). He dealt with Soviet Hungary, Soviet Bavaria
and the retreat of the British and French intervention fron
Odessa and the Crimea. His conclusions were: Socialism i
triumphing, Socialism is no Utopia, all available forces must b
concentrated on building up Socialism.

1920. All over the country the Subotnik (volunteer wou
done in leisure time) was carried out on May 1. In the mornin
Lenin took part in the Subotnik, working with a number o
others in the Kremlin at transporting firewood. At 2 o’clock 1
the afternoon he took part in the laying of the foundation ston:
of the monument for Karl Marx, and delivered a speech. Al :
in the afternoon he gave an address at the unveiling of th
monument “Emancipated Work,” after which he spoke at mee!
ings in the Moscow districts of Samoskvorechye and Bauman
In the evening he delivered speches at the opening of the
“Workers’ Palace SBagorsky” and at a meeting of the workers o'
the Prochorov Factory (Vol. XXV, p. 698). i

The results of this Subotnik were summed u; Ben i -
article, “From the First Subotnik on the Moscovlv]-' Lenn e
to the May Day Subotnik All Over Russia.”

On May 1 Lenin spoke in the Red Square in Moscow.
A chronicle of his three speeches has been preserved (Vol. XXIV,
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i i “The Subnotnik on

i i aper issued for this day only, T! bnc
Il\]imteld”m ]E}cleilfn Eet‘ers in this article to the new Socialist W(_)rk
d.ay‘ line to the new forms of social contrgct, to the reshaplp%
lfsckl\?lmar’l being. “We shall attain the victory of Commu;g.;
(\)NO}.'k " are the closing words of the article (Vol. XXV, pp. -

256) .
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" Australia’s Fights for Freedom, Democ

_ And Progress 4
By J. N. RAWLING

V—Bligh of the “Bounty” and Another Mutiny

B s T
as ams ra 7 £
whgl.ly'ﬁctl_tzous odor of pnpularitygthat clb{m;mtjo‘ L{lte“(-:
which inevitably drew attention to the actual tyrannv—lil-
? Governor who was answerable to nobody in Australia b
nar aw:zy from England that he was practically al‘lSW(;l‘é(l]‘ﬁ
tﬁ;:;e ? all—and helped to give rise to a protest against if
- la_a.oone were the acts of Macarthur and his clique cond
A ag agf;eig. Otherwise, the “Revolution” was nothing 1
ens :c ;ﬁyhzin;t;gs:inog}:%s of th; Corps and their cronie
: 1 er, and a mutiny in which the !
;ﬂgﬁeﬁé’iﬁ?ﬂv&ﬁ; %1153\3’3& a passive role, their sympathies, in
main, being with Bligh. The latter, in his evidence at the la
i ot 0,fw :r} the soldiers came looking for him, he h
et getting away to the Hawkeshury where he wa
e mutml;su;ga;chelfarmers to action in his c,lefen'ce-.'. s
S T e R
fook de eil‘rf 18 reason to believe that the plannin
together with six of hi i Do
convivial evening. Ats t?}f: el“:riﬁdges tOfdthe T e
appoint i s b i i
ppointed to act with the Judge Advocate, ugt;r;sde t}ixfu{:lfgt(i‘\tl

of the court and defi
was evident St a1 o < otne QRS Govrnor

i : hur was determi

point from which s determined to use his trial as

deposition. to attack the Governor and ‘(:t)'l:pli'inlgi5 ;lloloaLlltd.h.

When he was th

Major Joh us defied by the six offic . .

Ston sl i B Céommandmg Officer of tl'{niei%?' B.hgh gent fo
and go Straighglzoa:;;ﬁlt not too sick to ride i!fgc?,Sy‘égehelii.
Bligh and released Ma arracks. There he agreed to act ggain-w

+ ¥ carthur, who h
nlfgaffﬂd"d to arrest the Governor :gdbe;an t?auestei iy
r and others drew up a “reques’t"o e story ran later

and this was signed b to Johns
1 y officers of the C Johnson so to act,
eor eaked out (o St o gl o
ad dawned on the conspirators that it w&:r the arrest,

gsary to
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try to furnish some mass basis for their action. On the other

hand, the Petitions and Memorials of the free settlers, sent to°
England after the deposition of Bligh, show that, not only was
there no popular demand for action against Bligh, but, in the
words of one of the Petitions, “not twenty of the inhabitants
were consulted before the arrest took place.” (“Historical
Records of Australia,” Series I, Vol. 7, p. 138.) These petifions
bear evidence of Bligh's popularity among the farmers, of their
hatred and fear of Macarthur, and of the unpopularity of the
“revolutionary” regime.

However, Bligh was arrested and declared deposed, and Major
Johnson assumed the title of Lieutenant-Governor, with John
Macarthur as the power behind the throne. The rum-traders
and rich pastoralists were firmly in the saddle.

VI—“Australia’s First Patriot”

The first Governors, as has already been pointed out, were
autocrats, and were meant to be nothing else. They were naval
officers in charge of a huge prison. They wished to maintain the
colony as a huge prison, and frowned on anything that would
tend to alter its prison character—even the finding of a route
across that excellent prison wall, the Blue Mountains. It is one
point to the credit of John Macarthur that he envisaged New
South Wales as something other than a prison—a place to make
his home. In the first years, very few looked upon the mew
country as a home. It was a place where one was forced to stop
or else a place where one could make money easily and then
return “home.”

It was in Governor Macquarie’s time that the change came.
Macquarie was sent out to clear up the mess left by the teuq
between Bligh and Macarthur. By his policy of puilding ana
road-making he helped to bring some self-respect to a colony
where he found few roads and many ramshackle dwellings .anci
public buildings. Moreover, the first generation of Australian-
born had grown to manhood and womanhmd—-people who hﬁrl_
no “home” but Australia. The farmers, as we have already

seen (see “C.R.” April), were looking forward to ge-i
government. Protest was in the air. Macquarie was destined

to be the last of Australia’s absolute despots.

The man who was the first to see something
of the new country was William Charles Wentwprth.
born at Norfolk Island in 1793, so > Was |
younger than the colony itself. He grew with it and 100ke(é HF(;I;
it as his home. He became the spokesman of the new AL;_S ra 1he
people. Having been sent to England for hig education,

of the destiny
He was
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competed, at the University of Cambridge, for thancel
‘medal for ghe best poem on Australasia, fnd gainteh(f %(((}tl:lll E
In it he voices the love of a new land in the southerh s .-h- s
England was for him “y foreign strand”! E
Wentworth, in his poem, described with the fervor
native-born the beauty of Sydney Harbor, the '’
“ . . placid bay
Where Sydney’s infant turretspproudlf?l"ise
The new-born glory of the southern skies;” !

and told of the Blue Mountai
oy untains, whose gecret paths h

“The houndless champaign i

I paign [plaing] burst upon our sig

'511}, nearer seen, the beauteous landscapepgre\\}l g e
pning like Canaan on rapt Israel’s view.” :

And, 115 years ago, this
1, 115 ago, young poet of a young co Py VOl
nationalism which must have struck horror igIltO utr}llté \h:{:al

the Cambridge do -
2o ns who ol
Britain’s successor: were to award the prize, and san

“And Australasia float, wi
! , with fl
A new Britannia in another w:i)grllil.]}’fuﬂedj

It is

rival,ngta?db;ﬁ‘gmdgred at that the prize went to Wentwo:
bt hangineie andpalitg,m an Australasia where nothing exi:
Telles snl i virtue, even in convict ghips, where é01"
warders and in th H}Ts excited the pity of rough sailors ?
quickly “becaimg (?h appy hunting-grounds of the black :Hl 1
with geatle Wk _!:,sigans and lived on terms of b]_’OS{hv(;]?f‘]r
e Tucks and noble missionaties with “silvered ha
golden sky.” O{BtenEd eye, fixed in deep raptlfree ondl[}.

In 1819 he publish :
; ) shed a b A
tical, Historical, and Po]itiga:)]k]g:s?;? native country: “A Stati

South Wales and Its Dependent Sett pHtn o the Colony of N

th i : i
e slowness of Australia’s progres I:ments." e ascribe
s to the lack of good Govery

ment. New South W.
i 4 ales, he sai
colonies which had “Eithélf repﬂ%‘a&iﬁi&‘i only one of Britain’

trial by jury. 7
there shJoulfi bzvggfw orth suggested a Cons%?i?tﬁ:linment e
bership. Members s}l:p a Legislative Counei] w‘on’ e
acres freehold, and lnutld Dossess a property q'lﬂ-‘l a paid mem
of £5 per yeaf- or ; ;c ors one of 20 acres fr u_ahﬁcatmn o
should be establi ha ousehold of £10 per y eehold, a leasehol!
Courts. Thu d-ls ed, as well as a Supréma“’ ‘Trial by jury
' ¢ did Wentworth supply the mn;f‘?“!_‘t &;‘ Circuit
rints of reforms
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he later helped to achieve. When old and respectable, Wentworth
became a reactionary, but that does not alter the fact that he
was Australia’s first patriot, who helped to wrest from officialdom
and reaction many of the demoeratic rights that are to-day being
filched from us.

VII—The Fight for Constitutional Government

The constitutional history of N.8.W. can be divided inte five
periods: (1) 1738-1823. During this period the Governor was
supreme in the legislative, administrative and judicial spheres
He was responsible to no one in Australia, and had no official
advisers. He was under the British Secretary of State for Home
Affairs. (2) 1893-1842. In this period, the powers of the
(Governor were partially limited as the result of the existence
of a legislative council, whose members, however, were nomi-
nated and not elected. (3) From 1842 to 1850, the Legislafive
Council was partly elective and partly nominee. There was 2
property qualification for the electors. (4) From 1850, there
have been two Houges—the Legislative Council (nominee) and
the Legislative Assembly (elected). The powers of Parliament
have been added to and the franchise extended since then. (5)
In 1901, New South Wales entered the Commonwealth, having
to hand over to the Federal Parliament certain powers hitherto
During the last twenty-five years, and especially
since the War, many of the rights and liberties that our fathers
had gained and enjoyed have been taken from us.

Each step made in the attainment of democratic rights has
been made only as the result of struggle and gacrifice upon the
part of our fathers. None was made voluntarily by the
authorities. g

We have already mentioned that in Macquarie’s reign, N.S.W.
was losing its character of a vast prison. Tts people, free and
convict or ex-convict and the sons of both were also pecoming
politically minded. Commissioner Bigge, who came here to
prepare a report for the British Government, noticed that
N.S.W. was unlike any other British colony in that the colonists
looked upon it as their home. The days of the rule of the
adventurer were gone. A new and stable community had _gl‘O_WII
up that sought for a measure of self-government. Agitation
to that end began. Public meetings were held, and petitions
prepared.

One such meeting was held in the peginning of 1819, and
appointed a committee to draw up & petition to the Prince
Regent. That pelition was dvawn up and then signed by 1260
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It asked for trial by

 adm officers by civil, and freer trade. The first v,
tioned demand was the one that agitated most minds. Th
reports of such meetings, the troubles between emancipists

ves, about which we shall have something to say 1a

scontent with Macquarie’s autoeracy, and other ma:

a troublous nature forced the Home Government to send

missioner Bigge in 1819.

>
‘The result of his report was the “New South Wales Jud
m'A@, 1823.” By it, a Legislative Council was seth\lu-.
;.ﬁgmmt of five, six, or seven members, to be appointed by
- Home Govgrnment, that is in reality by the Governor e
The Council pould not initiate legislation, and the Goven
could oppose its d_ecis'mns if supported by one of its memb:
or w,l,thout even him in case of “rebellion or apprehended reb
lion.” Moreover, the Chief Justice had to certify that any p
posed _leglsk.\_tldn was in harmony with English law T
Goun:::l_l had little power, it will therefore be seen. But—‘éhe d:
9f military rule had ceased, and civilians were having some =
1rﬁ‘agovernment. In 1828, the Act of 1823 was amended to increa
E nm%)lgr of coq_nclllars to 10 or 15, and to add unofficial me!
S “t;,l‘% Weli mortv; was made, also, in reply to agitation in whi
e %hw‘? , who had returned to N.S.W., was the princip:
1 i at campaign, concerned also with freedom of th
press and trial by jury, will be touched on later.

its gtli Il:lf:li.bﬂrle ﬁgﬁhﬁve Council became partly elective. (-
arilithe remgi:.; elve were still to be nominated by the crow)
Phillip, and onenguz:'le;::;z:g ]?Ee ﬁe:'lected; R encnt Por

! elbourne | igl e
it S 8 th Gt e Bt ot ot 1

his own Prime Minister, he had independent control over financ:

~ wielded in it a big influence th ekt :
Eormed_ themselves into the %ﬁﬂ?gﬂ m @ nominees, Who
ranchise was a limited one. But it was anot} ~ Moreover, the
one won as a result qf discontent and ap .;{Ehﬁl‘-ad\.rance, and
pg;od of Chartist agitation and the beginnin n. This was the
class movement in England. In 1832, ﬁhe"‘g g _g'l". the working-
the ':rote to the middle class in England, inm' Act had given
ham’s report, drawn up as the result "of ) Lord Dur-
advised giving a measure of self-government | Canada,

In 1848 — the year of revolutions in Eu !

=3
03

jury, the replacing of mility,,

It was not yet responsible government. The Governor was “-”
2 g 5

had the right to introduce measures into the Council and
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whom we have met before, proposed a new constitution that
roused the people of N.S.W. to fever heat. It proposed a system
of double election. There were to be district councils elected by
property owners and these were to be local governing bodies.
Then the district councils were to elect the members of the
Legislative Council! It was to include a clause empowering the
Governor to issue warrants requiring district treasurers to pay
the sum assessed the district and, failing the payment, the Gov-
ernor could order the sale of his property and the property
of the other councillors and of other inhabitants! Nothing
more reactionary has ever been proposed constitutionally in
Australia! Would the people of N.S.W. stand it!

Meetings of protest against Earl Grey’s proposals were held
all over the colony and the “Sydney Morning Herald” was the
mouthpiece of the protestants. Never less than three columms
did it give when reporting a meeting and, in reporting the big
Sydney meeting held on January 19, 1848, it gave up ten columns
in addition to a leader—17,000 words! That meeting was held
in the Royal Victoria Theatre, and was addressed by W. C.
Wentworth, James Martin, James Norton, Styart Donaldson
(later first Premier of N.S.W.), James Macarthur (son of John
Macarthur), Charles Kemp and Robert Lowe (afterwards Lord
Sherbrooke).

In announcing the meeting in its issue of January 1, the
«Herald” said its object was ‘‘to preserve to the colonists one
of the dearest and most inalienable of the birthrights of British
subjects.” Earl Grey was charged with attempting to foist upon
them a ‘‘scheme alien to the notion of Englishmen, and adverse
to the settled usages of the colonists.” How was the proposal
to be resisted? The “Herald” commended Lowe’s passive resis-
tance proposal——the proposal, namely, that “there will be no
candidates for the House of Assembly, consequently the d1'str1ct
councils can return no members. There will be no candidates
for the district councils, consequently the people can_return
no councillors” (USIMUHL, 99/1/48). Perhaps there might be
“g few craven dullards” offering themselves as candidates, but
the above plan, it was anticipated, would make the proposed con-
stitution unworkable. The colonists themselves ‘.jvould suffer,
it was admitted, but “their ancestors guffered in the same
struggle, and they suffered with a heroism and a fortitude which
their Australian descendants, if the occasion shall require, will
joyfully emulate” (“S.M.H.," 29,/1/48). S0 it will be seen that
Granny in her unregenerate youth was capable of & 11:c‘t]e revolu-
tionary enthusiasm. «And they,” it concluded, “like their
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the interests of a section. The Puritans fought for power for
merchant capitalists with words of liberfy upon their lips—and
the magses of England rallied to fight and die for them

Washington mobilised the masses of the Thirteen States to ﬁght.
for the right of the American hourgeoisie to exploit them—under
the noblest slogans, and the industrial bourgeoisie of 19th
century England, whose idealistic phrases are still quoted, were
carried to power by the workers to whom they had promised
everything, and whom they treacherously betrayed. In the
17th century, the few who wished to rouse the masses for their
own emancipation—the Levellers and Fifth Monarchy Men—
were crushed by the bourgeoisie in power; the workers of the
new United States found {heir conditions worse under the new
republic than in the old colony; and the English workers were
crushed and broken for a generation by their masters whom
they placed in power!

But still these were all necessary steps in progress, and each
victory was one over reaction. By the dialectical process of history
it is required that the oppressed classes help successive classes
to power until they themselves are strong enough and capable
enough of seizing power for themselves. In the 17th century,
the victory was over feudalism—and the workers were not suf-
ficient in numbers to play an independent role. Eighteenth
century America was an undeveloped country—its workers could
play no independent role. In 19th century England, however,
the workers were numerous enough and strong enough, if they
had had insight enough, to play an independent role—and came
very near to playing it. But, as events proved, history and in-
dustrial developments had not been able to teach them the
necessity.

S0, in Australia, in 1848, it was a middle-class battle that
was being waged, but one that was a necessary step in our pro-
gress towards a real democracy. This period in Australia’s
history was its 1642, its 1775 and its 1832. The agitation of the
whole people saved the vote for its enfranchised section which
later was to be extended until it embraced the whole people.
The clarion call for resistance to the reactionary proposal was
made by the “Sydney Morning Herald”:

“The alarm has spread through the length and breadth
of the land. . . . A people s0 thoroughly imbued vgith the
instinets of a free nation deserve to be free; and in spite
of all the blunders and artifices of men in office, must,
will be free. . . The colonists are unanimously of
opinion that the proposed transfer of the elective franchise
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oy Howard’s Interview with Comrade Stalin

B reprint here the complete re i i i

y : port of the interview given b
Comrade S_talm to Roy Howard, the head of thegScrippi-r
‘mewspaper chain, on March 1, 1936:— v
i HOWARD: What will, in your opinion, be the consequences

an one loud hay. 9 : :
mwﬁ.‘eﬁ’ l;ls el ‘;L.\ .é‘ﬁfagf?e“t events in Japan in regard to the situation in the Far
e shall be slaves’ | 1
S Lhat thCu\'t‘ > . 'STALIN{ So far it is difficult to say. Too little material
- exists for this. The picture is insufficiently clear.

g Street, plausillc S8

ded, contains (hc = HOWARD: What would be the attitude of the Soviet Union
s oy f Japa.n,sh'ould embark upon a serious military drive against
Bhrd as to t the Mongolian People’s Republic?

fp that we v Ii ~ STALIN: If Japan ventures to attack the Mongolian People’s
pult; we v ceking to destroy its independence, we will have to
loyal to t! ist the Mongolian People’s Republic. Litvinoy's assistant,
onest to ol eady informed the Japanese Ambassador
constitutic

1 Moscow of the fact, after pointing out the invariably friendly

elations which the U.S.S.R. has entertained with the Mongolian
11 assist the Mongolian

pression Ty :

othing to © People’s Republic since 1921. We wi

our tents, ( zzPeople’s Republic in the same way as we helped it in 1921.

e the con > HOWARD: Would a Japanese attempt to seize Ulanbator

e necessitate positive action by the USS.R.?
; QTALIN: Yes, it would.
) HOWARD: Have there recently been any new Japanese
2 activities in this region which are construed by the Soviet Gov-
% ernment as of an aggressive nature?

STALIN: The Japanese seem to be continuing to concentrate
troops near the frontier of the Mongolian People’s Republic, but

go far no new attempts at frontier clashes have been observed.
~ HOWARD: The Soviet Union appears to believe that Ger-
many and Poland have aggressive designs against the Soviet
- Union and are planning military co-operation in the realisation
d its unwilling-

of these designs. Poland has, however, proteste
i i to use its territory as a base

How does the Soviet L]n_ion
ssion by Germany? From what position,
would the German forces operate?

hows that when some State ig intent on
even though it be mnot

: - ~ STALIN: History s
k E«'aking war against another State,

e s SRR

i et TSR

g
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acent, it begins to seek frontiers across which it could reg
‘e frontiers of the State it desires to attack. Usually 1)
_aggressive State finds such frontiers. It finds them either wiy
~ the aid of force, as in 1914, when Germany invaded Belgium i
~ order to deal a blow at France, or it “borrows” such a frontie

as Germany did with regard to Latvia, for instance, in 1013
when the Germans attempted to break through to Leningrag
across Latvia.

1 do not know what specific frontiers Germany could use fo
her purposes, but I think that those willing to “lend” her g
frontier could be found.

HOWARD: Seemingly the entire world is to-day predic

another great war. If war proves inevitable, when do you ti
it will come?

STALIN: That is impossible to predict. War may break

unexpectedly. Nowadays wars are not declared. They sim

start. But, on th_e other_hand, 1 believe that the position of t :
friends of peace is growing stronger. The friends of peace

able to vqm:k in the open, basing themselves upon the force
publ}e opinion. They have at their disposal such instruments a
for instance, the League of Nations.

activities against war are based on the wide masses of the peopl
There is no people in the world desiring war. As regards tl
enemies of peace, they are forced to work secretly. This is
disadvantage to the enemies of peace. However, there remai
the possﬂ)_}l}ty that on account of this very fact they may emba
upon a military adventure as an act of desperation. One of Ul
newest successes of the friends of peace is the ratification of 1!
Franco-Soviet Pact of Mutual Assistance by the Fren
Sﬁr:;)cir- This pact represents a certain obstacle to the enemi
HOWARD: Tf war should come, where is it most likely

break out? - g
e ?he e ?\Vhere are war clouds most menacing—in the Ea:

STALIN: In my opinion, there ar l

; : e tw i £
danger—one in the Far East, in the zone ofo.r&;f;} p%rifst(}fh\;\l
in mind are repeated statements of Japanese miﬁtary f;,eﬂ Q‘ul'

taining threats against other 8t i
in the zone of Germany. It issdgi:ﬁ B o oint

menacing war danger. They both ék;:s:o;g ;vhie]): R

ing. Compared with either of these principal

danger, the Ttalo-Abyssinian war represent
At the moment, perhaps, the situation

S This is an advantage fo
the friends of peace. Their strength lies in the fact that thei
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more menacing, but the centre of danger may shift to Burope.
Rvidence of this is provided, for instance, in Herr Hitler’s recent
interview given to a French newspaper. In this interview Hitler
seems to attempt to say peaceful things, but this “peaceableness”
of his he so thickly intersperses with threats against France and
the Soviet Union that nothing remains of “peaceableness.”” As
you can see, even when Hitler desires to speak of peace he cannot
dispense with threats. This is symptomatic.

HOWARD: What situation or condition, in your opinion,
furnishes the chief war menace to-day?

STALIN: Capitalism. :

HOWARD: In which specific manifestations of capitalism ?

STALIN: In its imperialistic annexationist manifestations.
You remember how the first world war broke out. Tt broke out
as a result of the desire to redivide the‘world. To-day the back-
ground is the same. There are capitalist States which consider
themselves cheated during the previous redivision of spheres of
influence, territories, sources of raw materials, mar}{ets, efc., fwnd
which would again desire to redivide them to their own ad‘x-a‘m‘r-1
tage. Capitalism in its imperialistic phase 1s a system v»_hlcl
regards war as a legitimate method for settling mternat;o;ma
disputes—a method which is legitimate in fact, if not lega L\.h

HOWARD: May there not be an element o_f d?.nger HE t e
genuine fear, existing in what you term the capgtahst C{)u'fl r1f::é
of an intention on the part of t};e Soviet Union to force 1

itical theories on other nations?!
pOhg'%ﬁLIN: There is no justification for such fears. Itfhgx?nli
think that the people of the Soxtiiet 1?1112{11 hfa::eag%yt ggs;flt: e
selves, and moreover by force, to alter the e
i ’ r _ The people of the
ing States, then you are ‘padh mistaken i
Soviet Union naturally desire jthat the face 0 L

« should change, but this is the business of the su i
gi:.tzz b;h{()ams-zel*\res.fjI fail to see what dangers tl?g f}lllrrou;tclltr:ai
States can see in the ideas of the deT'let people 1 ese
Y firmly seated in their saddles.

areﬁ%%yARD:yDoes this statement of yours {neanaﬁgajtn tg;le-
Soviet Union has to any degree ?btgnd(;ned its plans
i vine about a world revoll ion? ] ;
tmng'IJ‘cKI}jINF We never had any guch plans or ugttle‘ntu;ﬁz.t <

HOWARD: You appreciate, no doubt, Mr. Stalin, fhat 3
of the world has for long entertained a dlf‘ferc?r}:t 11&1_]1)11 z

STALIN: This is the product of mls:unq?els anding.

HOWARD: A tragic misunderstanding -

STALIN: No, comic. Or perhaps tragi-comic. You see, W€
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Jess of the question of who he contemplates as the victi i

cﬂmlnal.attack. Apparently the right of asylun‘lnc:g(;i(\)ri:\ 1:
broader interpretation in the United States than in our counfry
Well, we do not complain. Perhaps you would object that wé
sympathlse with those political emigres who arrive upon our
territory. .But are there no Americans sympathigsing with White
Guard emigres who conduct propaganda in favor of capitalism

" and against the Soviets? Then what is the point at issue?

The point is not to assist these persons, net to finance their
activities. The point is that officials of both countries should not
interfere with the internal affairs of the other country. Our
officials are honestly carrying out this obligation. If any one of
them be guilty of not doing so, let us be informed. If things
should go too far, and the deportation of all White Guard
emigres from the United States should be demanded, this would
be an attack upon the right of asylum existing in the United
States and the U.S.8.R.*

Here we must recognise certain reasonable limits for claims
Litvinov signed his letter to President
Roosevelt not in a private capacity but as the representative of
our State, just as President Roosevelt did. Their agreement
represents an agreement between the two States. In signing
this agreement, both Litvinov and President Roosevelt, as repre-
sentatives of two States, had in mind the activities of the agents
of their States who should not and will not interfere with each
other's internal affairs. The right of asylum promulgated in
both countries could not be affected by this agreement. Within
this' framework, the Roosevelt-Litvinov agreement should be
interpreted as an agreement between representatives of two
States.

HOWARD: Did not Browder and Darey, American Com-
munists, appearing before the Seventh Congress of the Commun-
ist International in Moscow last summer, appeal for the over-
throw by force of the American Government?

STALIN: I admit I do not recall the speeches of Comrades
Browder and Darcy. I even do not recall what they spoke about.
It is possible they said something of this nature. But it was not

the Soviet people who created the American Communist Party.

t was created by Americans. It exists in the '_U.S.A. legally :
t nominates its candidates at elections, including the Presi-
ential elections. Comrades Browder and Darcy, may have made
ne speech in Moscow, yet at home in the United States they
de similar and doubtless even more determined speeclges
Jundreds of times. American Communists have the opportunity
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~private ownership of factories, pl
2ans o_f tyansportation remains untguacr}lnt:é };?1:(1%23 b;a.:ét séh:rr'ted
re capitalism in Germany and Italy remains in full force -
_Yes, you are right: we have not yet built a Comm;,mist
ty. Itis not so easy to build such a society. The difference
ween Comr_nunist and Socialist society is probably known to
I I S'or:lal‘ist society a certain inequality in regard to
operty still exists. But in Socialist society there is already no
employment, no exploitation, no oppression of nationalities.
 Socialist society everyone is obliged to work, even though he
s remunerated for his labor not vet according to his require-
nents but according to the quantity and quality of labor
cpended. Therefore wages still exist, and unequal, differenti-
ted wages at that. Only when we succeed in creating an order
- society under which people receive from society for their
or, not according to the quantity and quality of their labor,
t according to their requirements, will it be possible to say that
e have built-up a Communist society.
You say that in order to build our Socialist society we sacri-
ficed personal liberty and suffered privations. In your question
ppears the notion that Socialist society negates personal liberty.
his is incorrect. Of course, in order to build something new,
one has to economise and accumulate means and temporarily
limit one’s requirements, and borrow from others. If you want
to build a new house, you save money and temporarily limit your
requirements, otherwise you will not build your house. This is
all the more true when the puilding-up of a quite new human
society is concerned. Itwas necessary temporarily to limit certain
requirements, to accumulate the necessary means, to strain our
forces. We acted precisely in this way, and built a Socialist
society. But we built this society not for curbing personal
liberty, but in order that the human personality might feel
really free. We built it for the sake of real personal liberty,
liberty without inverted commas.

It is difficult for me to imagine what ‘“personal liberty” can
be had by an unemployed man who goes hungry and cannot find
‘a means of using his labor. Real liberty exists only there where

_exploitation has been annihilated, where no oppression of some
peoples by others exists, where there is no unemployment, 1no

verty, where a person does not tremble because to-morrow he

av lose his job, his home, his food. Only in such a society is a
not illusory, liberty, in the personal and in every other

, a possibility.

HOWARD: Do you view as compatible the coincidental

t3
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- Why will our elections be universal? Becaus it
with the exception of those deprived by the 32?11}:: gltﬁglff;}fﬁ
to vote, will have the right to vote and the right to be elected

e Why‘ will our elections be equa_l? Because neither the diﬁ'er-
ences with regard to property (differences partly still existing)
‘nor the differences of race or nationality will give any privileges
or cause any disadvantages. Women will enjoy the right to elect
anda})e elected equally with men. Our elections will be really
equal. ;

Why will they be secret? Because we want to give the Soviet
people absolute liberty to vote for those they want to elect, to
elect those they trust to ensure their interests.

Why direct? Because direct election on the spot for all

representative bodies, right up to the supreme representative
bodies, are a better guarantee of the interests of the working
population of our boundless country.
~  You think there will be no election struggle. But there will
‘be. And I foresee a very animated election struggle. There are
quite a number of organisations in our country which function
poorly. Sometimes it happens that this or that local government
body does not know how to satisfy one or another of the many-
sided and ever-increasing demands of the working population of
town and countryside. Have you, or have you not, built a good
school? Have you improved living conditions? Are you not a
bureaucrat? Have you helped to make our labor more effective,
our life more cultured? Such will be the criteria with which
millions of voters will approach the candidates, casting aside
those who are unfit, striking them off the lists, advancing better
ones, nominating them for elections. Yes, the electoral struggle
will be animated; it will proceed around numerous very sharp
questions, mainly practical questions, having first-rate signifi-
cance for the people. Our new election system will spur on all
institutions and organisations and will force them to improve
their work. Universal, equal, direct, and secret elections in _the
U.S.SR. will be a whip in the hands of the population against
poorly-functioning organs of Government. Our new Sovu?t
Constitution will, in my opinion, be the most democratic
institution of all existing in the world.
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rEmunist. P : - ur_ldpr the hammer-blows of the real application of the
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A ers, the 1 m, and a spirit of Socialist competition between the
camp ever held. | groups, and branches—a feeling that our victory is
_,0cmhst competi- 1 ganised.
al managenont {8 condly, the adaptation of the forms of our organisation
participation I (= e activities and desires of our members, the building
firand seventy | a gctive, virile clubs in the place of stagnant cells and
Many members | .
the youthful 8 reat reduction of the very high fluctuation in our mem-
glimpse of how p, the doubling of the active membership, and, together
d in the intcr- | ¥ this, the development of an energetic leadership that now
ag the problems of the younger generation in a Communist

uccess has been [N on.
and adapting However, the first beginnings must not go to tur heads,
aments of tht st keep our vision clear to conguer the difficult road that
tion to this fore us. The ruling class has not yet felt the sting of an
of a united younger generation. Soon the municipal councils will
rether too littl twice about closing the parks on SQunday; soon the Gov-
of the Leaguc. nt will have to take into account ‘what the unemployed
peace, for desire; soon they will feel the rapier thrusts of a y;_mth—
o the cam @btermined organisation, the decisions and legdershlp of
he BerlD _ will shatter the veil of hypocrisy and deception now .be-
d. But al ed to drag the youth into a filthy epoch of degeneration,

he desires C ifon and war.

¥ mem-
played

T

e

T
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ite of the obvious importance of this question, in
lear, strikingly manifest harmfulness of militari'sm,
for the proletariat to find another question on which
much vacillation, so much discord among the Western
s in the controversy over anti-militarist tactics.
neiples of the premises for the correct solution of this
fNotes,” “gi.. ere lai(_i down quite firmly long ago, and they do not
like hail: ), ] any dlffqrences of opinion. Contemporary militarism
BGf the crovi( [ of capitalism: it is the “living manifestation” of

glasses of chan. n both its forms: as a military force used by the
at when ravens | ali tates in th_eu‘ external conflicts (external militarism,
he Congervativ ! pmans put it) and as a weapon in the hands of the

agses for the suppression of all movements—economic

it that “we are ¥ ; : : e
ieal—of the proletariat (internal militarism). A num-

g at stake, when [

ossibility of | : ;
'gf thtél qu\ I.il ongress in 1891, the Zurich Congress in 1893, and

ongress in 1907) in their resolutions, gave
‘ormulated expression of this view. The connectjon be-
L Porsia ilitarism and capitalism was most tully explained in

“anh £ i tgart resolution, although in accordance with the agenda

i | ] 1 Conflicts”), the Stuttgart Congress was
e " neerned with that aspect of militarism which the Ger-
§ appenda.c {8 11 “Militaris Nach Aussen”*. The following is the pas-
e{ﬁé fégﬂj | £ that resolution bearing on it:

i in ar “Wars between capitalist Qtates are, as a rule, the result

T their competition en the world market, because every
. State strives not only to safeguard itsvold markets, bu‘g_ to

win new makets, and in this_connectmn the _sul')Julgfa 1_:‘1';1
~ of foreign nations and countries plays the prm‘::!pa1 pa ir;
‘hese wars are also caused b\, .contmu‘ous : rw}f. ryrin_
rmaments, called forth by militarism, which 1s tde ?the
n of the class rule of the bourgeoisie an }o
d political subjugation of the wqul_ng @ \?tfslfi'ch
tacilitated by nationalist prejudices, s
ally fostered in the civilised countfrﬁ;':vg;t s
irete oF the min s 5 v Sk nd o

jian masses 1ro 1 !

igg' pt“lﬂaiar;i? forget their duty of international class

ol i ture of capitalism;
"Thu n the very nature oL L

"Thuaf (‘:Zig ifl‘layr:f}f:r? ;he capitalist system 15 aboh_shtzci,
e enormity of human and monetary s i o
the development of military technique the

cumulating of =
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anti-militarist propaganda 5 i '

; must amount to in t {
lence in Stutigart, Herve proposed the followingndra}}i

" |

forth by armame,

tem. The Working
ainly drawn ang 1,
“borne, is particy,.
§ conflict with the
“an economic sys. 8
Jystem that wi) §
's-l!

The congress demands that every declaration of war,

whatever quarter it ma
A : Yy emanate, be answ
'y strike and insurrection.” : b

are the two “extreme” poeitions on this i

tre £ question held
the Western Socialists. The two diseases, which still
he activity of the Socialist proletariat in the west, are

of militarism {8 : sl
in them “like the sun in a drop of water”: opportunist

Socialists,

€ : ;
However, [ es on one side, anarchist phrasemongering on the other.
:_c]eﬁne the [ ist of all, a few remarks about patriotism. That the “pro-
e the prac- |8 ns have no fatherland” is actually stated in “The Com-

Of mili- | Manifesto”; that the position of Vollmar, Noske, and
‘a “flagrant violation” of this fundamental proposition of
ational Socialism is equally true. But it does not follow
this that Herve and the Herveists are right when they
that it is immaterial to the proletariat in which father-
it lives; whether it lives in monarchist Germany, republi-
ance or despotic Turkey. The fatherland, ie., the given
al, cultural and social environment, is the most powerful
in the class struggle of the proletariat, and if Vollmar is
in establishing a kind of “truly German” attitude of the
iat towards the “fatherland,” Herve is not less wrong In
¢ such an important factor of the proletarian struggle for
neipation in an unpardonably uncritical fashion. The prole-
t cannot treat the political, social and cultural condltlpns of
uggle with indifference or equanimity, consequently, it can-
remain indifferent to the destiny of its country. But it 18
sted in the destiny of its country in so far as 1:‘: affects
ass struggle, and not by virtue of some bourgeois patrl'ot-
» which sounds altogether indecent on the lips of a Social-

must defen!
ound to tak:
‘to declar
10t prevent u

crat deputy.
mt of a war

; jon is re complicated — the attitude to-
e nﬁ) i8 obvigus at the very first glance
at Herve confuses these two questions unpardonably am‘l for-
rets the cause and effect as between capitallsm and war; if thfl:
i'ﬁletariat'ha_d adopted Herve's tacties it wguld have (:cmdemm(ei
[itself to futile work; it would have used all its fighting prepared-
ness (he talks of insurrection, does he not?) to fight the cm;o--
sequences r) while allowing the cause (capitalism) to
eontinue, S

. The am \ethod of reasoning is revealed here in full



WHE COMMUNIST REVIEW Page 47
ppropriate; it may,
] revolution, resort
f the pro-

MEly‘

REVIEW _
B Y. log

‘The blind faith in the mi

” &

i ﬁ n 3 m“'a{:ulous ower
al social ﬂn?l Bg;??et[ioq of this “diregt a?:lti of evepy
'm'.ﬂ e Bie r%ﬂrh.mtuatlon without ana(}nr-,- frong
‘phenomena” (according t ifrary mechanical concop ;.. |
0 K. Liebknecht's expresﬂ:i g

S510n)

% it finds it expedient and a
thods of achieving the socia
strike; but it is not in the interests o
itself down to the “tactical recipe.”
ise}y the way the Stuttgart International Con-
d this controversial question.

11T

is

ervé’si,]an- “, ¥ 4 ;
of war the Soci IS.. very gilmple”':- on th 1
et e L B the el
W s i e:fﬁatﬁhome_ L, and the reservists dec): 1
. { stg’ . . ; = 2Clare
;?;1 Blam wonld soon S:;'lske_:s not passive resistance :
2 this latter would i o to open resistance, t ! the worl.-
active army would be Ona:?}tlzél;mre_chs,nce of éucc’egg lgsurrecuc. ‘
i )€ on the frontier of the con , because tl
e country.”_ . H
o . Herv.

iats are “heroic folly,” the

Vollmar, Noske and their adherents of the “Right
the other hand, opportunist cowardice. Since mili-

e offspring of capital and will fall with it—they argued
rt, and especially in Essen—there is no need for special
rist agitation: no should be carried on.

such agitation
yas the rejoinder made to them in Stuttgart—the radical
on of the labor and wome or instance, is also

n’s problems, £
le so long as the capitalist system prevails; neverthe-
or legislation, n of

& the views of the Herve

i'Leén' Paﬁ‘le,”
uch is this i 5 2 de]
of its success effective, direct e,

. 2 Herv, ¢ E practi »

e - s Herve. proposea o ¥euly 10 every deoronier.

As i3 clearl ke and ins to every declarati

Whether th early seen from the ghove. the . i ion o
it tﬁiitariat Shoild e . ;‘ihe
centres roun ) thé}:] l?e::ir;,ligw 1t dee;

ion. Th e are fighting for lab 1 for the extensiol
: e controversy ights to women, etc. Special anti-militarist propaganda
) . be conducted all the more energetically because cases

ces in the struggle between

het;
her the Pr@letax-jgt i ' :
he intervention of military for ]
ingly frequent, and the import-
t struggle of the

question here i
e ere is no
ms it expedient, repl:

& To ado
pt the latte
T pOllcy m Lok
Y Insurrect
Drole P ¢y and capital become increasing
of militarism, not only during the presen ]
in the future, at the moment of the social

foletariat, but also ; 1
v olution, becomes increasingly obvious.
" The need for gpecial anti-militarist propagand

d on principles, but also
in this respect

4 is supported
by important
js in advance

When it jg
well 0 =
oo e bourgeois 7 g vhen the
en the condition Chts could
10m8 Wi b ot only by proof, base
el L istoric};l experience. Belgium 1
'of all the other countries. The Belgian Labor Party, apart from
; a of the ideas of anti-militarism, has or-
47 (“Jeunes

declarati
on of such a war 5 ;
pagand
t youth, the “Young Guar s
the distric

pa'triOtic a .

nd ch i S Spec' .
population : auvinist genti ially ca

a 1men b g

» 2 war that would isolt:teaTli): ‘ | the general pro £ Sociali

ised groups ol Jocialis You

. %i%ggi"f T}he groups of the same dlStl’l(‘t‘form ]
trict federations in their turn, are unltg
“General council” at their

federation ; all the dis?

in a national federation, 1
the “Young Guard”’—

s—have a CII-

Eoe whai head. The organs of

% PO Martial ] Pavenir,” “De Caserne,” «De Loteling,” and others— :
Sl » culation of tens of thousands! The Walloon Federation, consist-
| 3 ing of sixty-two local groups with 10,000 members, is the strong-
e in all, the “Young Guard’’ now consists

with the :
“],a Jeunesse-C c:st

In fore
Kautsk o
SKYy 1s righ
B2 airike ag'fnsf t when he say . S
noble, heroic but _tWar Was prompt; est of all the federations; 1N
. It 15 heroi 5 ‘ £ 121 local groups.
o ol k- 4 Simultaneously with agitation in the press, intense oral
agitation is carried on: in January and September (the mor}ths
called up) popular meetings and processions
at open AaIr

The proletar;
etariat mg
Y reply to th -
L] dec]a
recruits are
when JEHE le cities of Belgium ;

are organised in the prineip




‘meaning of militarism to the young recruits.

'l‘h
~council” of the “Young Guard” has set up a “griey

anceg

the function of which is to collect informatio,

- ganda does not stop at the doorstep
st soldiers form groups for the
ganda in the army.

- such groups (“Soldie

Thus, speeial-anti—militan'_s-
necessary, but practically e:
inasmuch ag Vollmar Oppos
conditions in Germany an
tions being smasheq cn this
4 concrete analysis of the ¢
question of fact ang not to g
this connectjon, too, Jaures
as German Soeial—Democra 2,
hgrd times of the Antj

S Therefor
88ible poli
Party organiss
Vas reduced 1.

. Voll is doubly
anti-militarist Propaganda

Not less OPportunistic is the conyic
Iowers_that it is the duty of Socjalpy
lefensive gy Kautsky’s brilliant |
h_shed these views, Kautsky pointed
clalI_y N a moment of Patriotic intoxi

possible to be clegy as to whether the
by defensive op offensive aims (the exs
did Japan attack or defend herself at th

dpanese war?), ial-
5e ). Social Democratg wou

* Mairie: Town Hall—gq,, Eng. ed,

T An interesting feature of the work carried on
Bation of the S0-called “spldier’s sou”; every week a y
SECTEary of his union: the sums gathereq in this way
as a reminder of the fact that even while in soldier’s L
thg exploited class and that they must not forget this

E COMMUNIST REVIEW T
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outside the premises of the mairies, * Socialist spe;, kepg

S 1 Con
This Informat;,

party, “Le Peup]e
Propad
] ¢ the Soc¢i. 4
of carrying on Prop;.
ihere are about fifi, n
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otiations if they took it into thefirq ll}ﬁﬁd:
> n'etgde towards war on the basis 0' 8 b
Dattlocl:lrats may even find lhcm?elvfgzién(fhe
ok 381V ars. In

i1 aggressive wa : ;
o t'Od de?ﬁ‘}c(ci) reﬁember this) Marx d{lfl'aEFfi) 2

e tlgew art of Germany agalmtbl[‘w;minibn e
b Unthey la;'.i;i;empted to influence pu g]itn g tp L
1o i d to go to war agins 58
Ka '10 linduccoensEt?glc?i‘l the following hypothetical
Kautsky g

- 7 move-
_. » he says, “that the revolu'tll;l)(l;;%‘}the P
i Zsiuﬁ]ii%ow in Russia anqnttgattfle hands of the
gains & : . DOWer passes 1 let ug assume
e of this VlCtOl’}: i the other hand, le &l
stariat in Fran%’rool?ean monarchs is fﬂm‘:;ia‘zf; pro-
a coalition ax ']}linternational Soma]-l)fll;g assistance
new Russia. Wﬁe ublic then Cf’“‘es.topatriotism and
it if the Frﬁlcllzlallt?k\': “Our Views on
ilnsia ?’—K. Kaulsy

ews on “patri%téirr;hé
- war,

; «jve or defensive Chal.‘a.cﬁiagifa?ir rather, o5
bt the offensive O‘fru"gle of the l)m(lf the proletariat that
Bts of the class Jational movement trom which the ques-
rests of the mteu;i’bl e point of "Ie“'ac\f towards a gweg
fesent the only POssih Social-Dermosiert e considered an

n of the 'aif[tittli't(iational relationship ¢
jenomenon 1n 1

lved.
" To what

stion (as also 1n Vi

ine in these
< Bt le of golng
s opportunism 15 fidllf?t}:érance of JRILEGE: 1:'2
lengths wn by the recen ] situation in an .Obscuof
stions, too, is Showhl = internatiott Gefends the alliance ti
ues R e R e ) . . -
xgreq“ing hlﬁl‘llm‘l;“;r(eoiq newspeles ’in:t the accusation of an
: e oo e ] : ga
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.Germa'n

P tee

& ussia a : a ‘‘guaran
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France a ]l consiae
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ived to see an
. ¥ 7] ave not live
intentions .dlgr‘leq the fact that ggjgmt i v

eace’ ; he welco and Russia, two an of “Die Neue Zeil,
Ofllp nce of England anc in the latest 1ssue
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i &
i f this view a
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reply to your protest: whoever approves of
] l}Bt approve of the means, whovever regards the
4 with Tsarist Russia as a guarantee of interna-
sace must accept everything that strengthens that
and fosters friendship.
at would you have said if Socialists and revolution-
had been found in Germany, in Russia and in Eng-
ho, ‘in the interests of peace,” had recommended an
ce with the Government of the restoration if the
ment of Cavaignac, or the Government of Thiers
Jules Favre, and had lent such an alliance their moral
i
letter speaks for itself, and the Russian Social-Demo-
' only congratulate Comrade Rosa Luxemburg on this
of hers and on the defence of the Russian revolution
the international proletariat.
(July), 1908.

£ foreign relation,
ars, too, cannot
lﬁn'{ats, and tha
n this score, byt
& d the impoterca

e appraisal of
which Jaures
d Tsarism to

rctory over
resorting
- despotic

y the Administrati o
of tﬁ: Socialist Pa.g; ?lg;iﬁ;t F
with the protest which fervently
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tion, that canker must be cut out, root

VSBE collabora

i S ‘-en,s Strike il the labor movement is to survive and realise its
Bhion in history. We have drawn attention to this

i el ! The seamen’s strike has greatly sharpened kih»;-
ss than

¥¥ ons uinder tho Sy oaGOll A that s i-aised it with more directness and bluntne
_decided to reject the Dethridge award and :Dpflgz i:?men e, A brief review of the strike will prove this beyond
plication in November of last year. Not only were they uhdzl:q
taking a struggle against the most powerful and rapacious
financial interests in Australia, who control the capitalisi pres:;
and govern the governments, but they had also to contend witfl
the opposition, sabotage, and treachery of their own officials
]Joilmson, Clarke, and Casey and other reformist officials, partictll-'
agi y Monk and Crofts, of the A.C.T.U. That the seamen were
?hrz,e u:—i?ft }Ei;e: 2d¥§i1l')setco€diiiﬁms, to continue the struggle for
ute to the magnificent solidarit hich

marked the struggle from the first to the last days B i
%rlllgcéhﬂ:c;s 81:11;;;11‘1:51 c?:fd -lt:e_pt z'iliv;a };;y th‘e'gn!i;ig:r};mﬁ:aﬁ;ﬁ
ey eat is no fault of their own—it i ;
responsibility of a secti e e
spirﬁd and t\}niorked to %r?élg (;fbafgf? é‘:f::;ﬂ i vfrho o

was these latter who, after viewing t1 structi

:::mtzzouhght, in a self-satisfied air said :H%Itt];ﬁdd;t{fl:)t'lgn ‘J‘G%]‘?:
st should never have fought.” No! They should be wort] 1
eir enslavement and, like the Johnsons, Clarkes ang gmﬁtﬁs\

The Beginnings of the Struggle 2o
s Dethridge award, scheduled to come into operation as
ecember 1, 1935, was delivered early in November. The
s scheming for its acceptance, 111‘0.Cialme('l that it con-
more “gains” than losses. Actually it provided for:
. o gveraging £8 per month;

a) Wage reductions averaging r mo

Eb)) The maintenance of the 56-hour week; HE
= (e) Seamen doing the work of waterside workers In
¢ ¢t of the latter striking; - e
"the((f)ve'i‘lheo application of certain pen'fa.l Clallbfhf.k\ﬁhl(!h

aimed at depriving the seamen of the right to strike. :
‘Dethridge gave the shipowners all they wan‘ted tancfl glféel
J, Seamen were to be put through the whole gamut 0

; s s revolt
i inor - and, if - they shoulesEavg
, long hours, strike-breaking (%t was this that Johnson,

bainst this, gaol awaited them. was to their advantage.

Clarke told the seamen e £ the
ey, and to leak out, the OPPOSIt“()jI:)n?mittee

grovel before their masters, th
. : z i ankful to_ be ex loi 3 "‘ an = ’
ot oo, e i o Ghvusgt i i . W e Sonisnt T o e o 3 Dl
. , 38 & 3 soqlly sped a
bt’-t%rh tiun%g. - plague, any action to enforce f Management ffiﬁ?"“ilg B onducted with  the. annﬁﬁ
ists! &ThatJ}?Pt' cowardly, soulless creatures are f) T i the membe@nep-t e attitude to the awands SIS wc;) of
The Be:mef"i}’;éuéd,éi?ocritical traitors! i ot to dt\et;?}l;gmdefefring of any decision tilntliladth;orﬁg inta
0 e e h mean fter the awars
g That which the ave 1936, three months after ‘1\.;; At stop-work meet-

February, ) . were of no avail. :
Foperation. heir flifo&?;} ;‘L ere | ia, and South _Austrahi., tﬁg
ings in New &;loc;l%‘_ the av;’ard was decisively rejected—a tin
November 26, 1935, < allied only five votes out of a meeting

i hnson ra
Qydney meeting 49 G als. :
:‘E 1500 for his infamous 1]101305“1" t i . Nothing was

sought to destroy was won b i
ggllt in struggle. 'I_‘hey were B;uf‘tF 1;;%:5}3. t Tflilgll;tw
wherrrlmtr}? contemptible than the suggestion that
gy e conquests of decades were crashing ah
ey should slink away, whining like wlfipab

not better to chance def. i
! i ce defeat in the strugple, to : i I i
}]};e é}ﬂ'amaes of eaplta:hsm in silence, thaigto’ag]‘; g‘*““ﬁhiﬁ”;ﬂ? %larke, however, to carry out the dec1s‘1rgt;a
DT}?SS cachiise, w1thout e m done by Jo jn{we ting to organise resistance to prevent t}lle av .
is to biz ﬁgi?nilzl fo’li‘%hg and lost—but from their of m"" n?i;h;a.lmahed Despite this, the seamen ll)‘?ﬁan“fgr:ﬂ?e in
: o ir from being December 2, seven snips ;
mportant hips and by Monday,Desember 3, meetings of the seamen 11l

which must i : ;
sear its way into the brain of every On Tuesday, sion, Johnson

that the canker which i i gydney i 1
dney- : On this occa
Ty 1s gnawing at the very By s voted solidly for strike. ( reagely
t X yOrts Sydney mee mg.)
Tl sounsclpa i :lh-kl'L.: »d three votes out of 200(:;}ffe;}:lgneflr thér seamen with the

submission i :
, which would sacrifice the working On the same day, Lyons

TR o<
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Transport Act, givi ' — % T
giving them 4 S ; ;
served only t:} strengthen  t hsﬁhgéltresr tq ret'urn to work. Thig cease operations in the
?}?‘d to arouse the opposition of the \I:rlmlz:tlon of the strikers = later stages there we
fli stage victory was within grasp %‘hers everywhere, At than striking geamen.
soectlile seamen, the enthusiastic, Spol'lt-aneoue amazing solidarity: h the metal unions despite the fact that hundreds of
s ?)ri'st(})lf the working cless; pdde ﬂemss:rsupport from other mbers engage in ships repair work and were, therefore,
Yo beenu‘i movement into a solid front and )?:honly the organi- Fected. On the other hand, representatives were prés
S i tombﬁ position to dictate terms. The e seamen would the taxi-drivers and coachmakers and other small
seek guara;:teeszthe support of other maritiml;n umrf-dla'te prob- hose members Were Jess affected than the miners an
This was not the ;;::nrz C:?lJtll‘lade union centres of 132:i:tnd b g
If in the first | ohnson, Casey, or Clar - ances g O
accept the a.vcnaf‘iil cetifg‘f’_ﬁ_’-_ tried to get the searlr?érlfeic however. jon of the conference W
, they now set their course to i o silently ommended to the seare
rse to isolate the nd apply to the court for varia

first stages of the strike,
re actually more miners ‘“‘on
Nor were representatives in-

£ this picking and choosing is o be found in the
hich tacitly condemned fhe strike
n that they return to work forth-
tions of the award. Need-
jected the proposals. But

strikers and precipi
: pitat
The shipowners m:hﬁlilsssrge&zgg!’tsﬁ of the struggle say, the seam L iive]
italist G say, 8 en decisively re
press to swing pub- and Crofts had done their work well. By excluding the
the miners and metal unions, they evaded a

able to deal a staggering
ithin the conference.

entatives of
amination of the issues and were
, at the seamen without opposition W
say staggering blow deliberately, for not only did the ship-
ers’ press, and the “Labor Daily,” use the decisions of the
pference to condemn the strike but other unions were very
rongly influenced. At the stop-work meeting of the Sydney
aterside workers on December 1 __the most important and
rgely attended meeting in ,\‘ears——the decisions of the Mel-
ourne conference were ﬁuccessfully used to crush the move to
al]l the whartf workers out in sympathy with the seamen.
" Thus were Johnson, Monk and Crofts msponsiblg for stifling
Any extension of the dispute to other m;n'itnﬂe unions. Thus,
were they successful in pre\-'enting that line up of \\'01'k1ng'class
forces which would have cont‘mnted the shipowners with a

" golid bloc and unquestionab]y have put the geamen 1N the posi-

tion to dictate terms.

lic opinion agai
C gainst the stri

them with the strikers. It was Joh
full that fact t}?:énilﬁlélté%l._ lThus, the pregzo?lt}v{ggdsﬂpniied
made great capi cials were e o0 the
: pital out of opposing the : _
.aWa.‘rd impro an the argument ¢ strike; it
in wages” ; DRl sl S B et the
it that i A seamen sought arbitration increase of 25/-
owners, ete., etc Ii?:g;ble to fight the Goverind now rejected
seamen, was hrok Oui, when Johnson, afte!-ment and ship-
his concocted story of of a meeting, the pr ro"‘?klhg the
it featured his statem l'obbery_ to detract frop ess seized upon
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obtained from Johmsoggl‘z and at every sta, o the miners. On
struggle only several to attack the strike'ge statements were
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Already in the first stages of the dispute a
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i a1l negotiations, organising relief, publicity, picket-
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. ¢ i ift its 3 > that
st temporarily shift its headquarters to Sydney, and

! t:esp:f Federal unions be called without delay. Procras-
ion marked every move of Monk and Crofts. The executive
ot transferred to Sydney. It was not until much presﬂal;fé
thers and were left to fight the battle after the rest had re- “prought to bear by the seamen and thg_: 'nun.is;:s-;nthz;t?F e
' 1d be repeated, etc erence of Federal unions was called. ven then, € th;
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forts. The miners’ leaders were unable to overcome the con-
fusion and doubt which had crept in, and in the ballot on
January 8 the proposal for an all-out struggle was rejected by
5,852 votes to 1,158. OE

_ Thus, when the stage was set for one of the greatest victories
in the history of the labor movement, which would have placed
the trade unions in a most powerful position to demand a resto-
ration of conditions, the reformists threw a spanner into the

~ To this form of propaganda was added statements to the
i t that if the miners struck, no support would be forthcoming
. other unions, and they would be starved back to work;
the 1917 struggle, when the miners struck in support of

y 24, an interview wa\-:larranged With‘thl:!.‘il':llfl—]
representatives of the A.C.T.U. ant
No satisfactory terms were forth-
. geamen virtually
to lifting the
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rs to discuss terms—
amen being in attendance. : : ‘

ing, the shipowners demanding that the
ula,\te Menzies was interviewed relative
ences, but without satisfaction.

1 1 wners
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- mbsh;’ps,isclearevidenee of this. What the miners were
 not decided upon, however —and this is where the militants
- erred—was the extent of this support. ‘Hence, the reformists,
using their powerful propaganda machine, were able to swing
the miners against the policy of all out. ; ax
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" they were to have the first T"'Cf‘:rﬁjr}ceu]-r-'xil; r 'a'r.‘r! the dangerous
P sults & Melbourne discussior= 2 = ative P
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aumber of scabs as a standing reminder to the seamen that they
were the victors and to help foster the defeatism being shown
by the reformists. But their efforts will be of no avail. If, after
the defeat of the 1917 general strike and later, in 1928-29, the
waterside workers and timberworkers, the reformists poisoned
the labor movement with deadly defeatism, which still held
sway in many industries, it was because there was absent a
virile Communist movement to inspire the confidence of the
workers in their own strength and organisation, even in the
most adverse conditions. To-day, the contact, influence and
Jeadership which the Communists exert in the trade unions is
the guarantee that defeatism will not strike deep roots. This
is why the mass of the seamen regard their retreat as man-
ceuvre which will give them a temporary breathing space in
which to reorganise their forces in order that they may renew
the attack later.
The seamen have received a heavy blow, but, like the miners,
their recovery will be quick. The time is not far distant when
they shall once again take their place in the foremost ranks of
the fighting detachments of the Australian working class.
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