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great deal of opposition to us in the Strike Committee: we were
known as “the strike stranglers.”

Exactly the same process was conducted by the Labour
Party and Trades Union Congress General Council leadership
in the British General Strike of 1926, which was only called,
according to MacDonald (Socialist Review, June 1926), because
“if no general strike had been declared industry would have
been almost as much paralysed by unauthorised strikes.”
J. H. Thomas explained subsequently in the capitalist journal
Answers, that, although opposed to the strike, he “did not
resign because I felt certain that I could do far more good by
staying in than by going out.” The object of the leadership, he
explained to the House of Commons on May 13, 1926, was to
prevent the struggle “getting out of the hands of those who
would be able to exercise some control.” The Conservative
Home Secretary, Joynson-Hicks, analysing the causes of the
defeat of the General Strike, put forward as the main cause that
“the responsible trade-union leaders retained their hold upon
the trade unions, and took the constitutional course of admit-
ting the general strike was illegal and called it off” (Joynson-
Hicks, letter to the Twickenham Conservative Association,
August 14, 1926).

The same process was demonstrated in Italy over the occupa-
tion of the factories, where the reformist leadership achieved
what all the Government forces had to confess themselves unable
to achieve—the restoration of the factories to capitalism.

But this direct strike-breaking (examples of which on a
greater or lesser scale are familiar every year and almost every
month to the workers in every country) is only the plainest and
simplest expression of a universal process of disorganisation and
disruption of the working-class front, preaching of confidence
in capitalism, close alliances with the class enemy, and war on
the militant workers.

1t is only after conspicuous and repeated disruption of the
working-class front after this fashion by Social Democracy from
within, and consequent weakening and discouragement of the
workers, that the way is opened for Fascism to advance.

The betrayal of the General Strike was followed by Mond-
ism—a first step towards Fascism, and welcomed as such by
the Italian Fascist Press (it may be noted that Mond openly
declared his sympathy for Fascism).
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The surrender of the factories in Italy was followed im-
mediately by the Fascist offensive, opening at Bologna and
going continuously forward to the establishment of the Fascist
State in 1922.

The second Labour Government’s assistance to the offensive
against the workers was followed by the landslide of the
National Government vote of 1931 and the first beginnings of a
serious Fascist movement in Britain.

The Social Democratic support of the Briining dictatorship
and hunger-offensive was immediately followed by the sweep-
ing advance of Fascism in Germany.

This is the principal way in which Social Democracy assists
the advance of Fascism to power—Dby disorganising the working-
class front, by breaking strikes, by denunciation of the class
struggle, by preaching legalism and trust in capitalism, by
expulsion of all militant elements and splitting of the trade
unions and working-class organisations.

The war on Communism is placed in the forefront by Social
Democracy. The German example has shown to what lengths
of direct alliance with the militarist and White Guards Social
Democracy will go in order to crush the revolutionary workers.*
But the slogan of the war on Communism is the slogan of Fas-
cism. Social Democracy and Fascism offer, in effect, rival
services to the bourgeoisie for the slaying of Communism.

With the further development of the post-war period Social
Democracy helps forward the advance towards Fascism more
and more positively by assisting the strengthening of the capital-
ist mechanism and of the capitalist dictatorship. Social Democ-
racy assists to carry through the economic measures for the
strengthening of capitalist monopoly (rationalisation, etc.); it
supports all the Briining and Roosevelt types of intensified capi-
talist dictatorship, and itself helps to introduce and operate
measures of intensified dictatorship. This was signally shown
by the second Labour Government of 1929-31, with its Coal
Mines Act and London Traffic Bill, its imposition of textile wage
cuts by arbitration awards, its arrest and sentencing of hundreds
of workers under the Trade Union Act, and its lathi-rule and

* Compare the statement of the first British Labour Prime Minister, Mac-
Donrald, over the forged Zinoviev letter in 1924:
“Who is it that has stood against Bolshevism? Liberals have contributed
nothing, Tories nothing. . . . All the work has been done by Labour Leaders
and Labour Party leaders.”
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imprisonment of sixty thousand in India. In the same way
Severing as Minister of the Interior shot down the workers’ May
Day demonstrations in Berlin in 1929. Similarly, the Prussian
Social Democratic Government actually boasted in its own de-
fence, when removed by von Papen, that it “had caused more
deaths on the Left than on the Right”:

The Prussian Government is in a position with police-statistics
to prove that police interference has caused more deaths on the
Left than on the Right, and that police measures have caused more
wounds on the Left than on the Right.

(Braun-Severing Memorandum to Hindenburg, protesting
against deposition: B. Z. am Mittag, July 19, 1932.)

In the final stage, as the Fascist movement advances closer
to fiirect power, Social Democracy gives its final and decisive
assistance by opposing and banning the united working-class
fron.t against Fascism—the sole means to prevent Fascism
coming to power—and concentrating hopes in illusory legal
defences, the ballot, “democracy,” moderate bourgeois govern-
ments and finally even the support of pre-Fascist and near-
Fascist dictatorships (Briining, Dollfuss) as the “lesser evil.”

It is the Social Democratic Minister Severing that bans and
dissolves the Red Front, while permitting the Storm Troops.

It is Social Democracy that refuses the repeated urgent
appeals of Communism for the united front during the critical
year of 1932 and the first quarter of 1933. A

This line makes inevitable the victory of Fascism.

4. The Question of the Split in the Working Class.

'I:he crucial importance of the united working-class fight
against Fascism is seen by all to-day, especially after the
German example of the disastrous consequences of disruption.

Nevertheless, in spite of the German example, Social Democ-
racy continues to refuse and oppose the united front in all
countries. At the same time, alongside this direct refusal of the
united front, the cause of the split in the working class is often
attempted to be misrepresented by Social Democracy as due
to Communism and the Communist International, which are
accused of dividing the working-class forces.

It is therefore necessary to give further consideration to this
all-important question of the split in the working class and its
causes.
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The analysis of the split in the working class as due to Com-
munism and the Communist International is both historically
and in current practice incorrect.

The split in the working class dates from 1914—before the
Communist International existed. It was caused by the
dominant official leadership of the Social Democratic Parties
abandoning their pledges and obligations before the Inter-
national, directly contravening the principles on which their
parties were built, and passing to unity with capitalism. The
split took formal shape when this leadership expelled those
deputies who voted against the war credits, in accordance with
their international obligations, and the sections who supported
them. All this took place already during the war, before the
Communist International existed. To argue that the respon-
sibility for the split rests with the revolutionaries is to argue
that Liebknecht should have voted the war credits.

The split deepened as the issue of the imperialist war
developed into the issue of the working-class revolution or the
support of the White Guards in shooting down the workers’
revolution. The Mensheviks united with the Tsarists and
foreign imperialism to take up arms against the workers’ rule;
the German Social Democratic leaders armed the counter-
revolutionary officers’ corps to shoot down the revolutionary
workers. The breach of 1914 had widened to civil war, with
Social Democracy on the capitalist side of the barricades. An
unbridgeable barrier was created—as unbridgeable as the
division of the classes. All this process of 1914-19 had already
developed, revealing to the full the fact of the division of the
working class, owing to the existence of an imperialist wing
in the working-class camp, before the revolutionary sections
finally organised the Communist International in 1919. To
regard the Communist International as the cause of the split
is to mistake the effect for the cause.

Lenin gave the call for the formation of the Communist
International already in the autumn of 1914, only after and
because the majority Social Democratic leadership had destroyed
the old Second International, trampled international socialism
under foot, and openly united with capitalism. There was no
other way to continue the struggle for international socialism.

It is obvious that the responsibility of the split lies wholly
with those sections that abandoned the party programme and



