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) {_It is argucd 11 Point 25 that the first phase of the bour-
geois-democralic revoluiion consists of two stages, In the firs\
slage the Jaudal-imperialist bloc is in power. The naii:nal-bour-
geon_c i1 the miosl important of these countrieh plays a prepon-
eratingly oppositional although a vacillating role. Ms aafional-
relormist pariies gxcicise considerable influence over 1he niassesy
tic. In thig stage i} is-incumbent on the Communist Party 10 win
over' and moblisg the workers and peasants |lor mass demon-
4 strations a'ﬁainst the ruling bloc and for organised struggle for
lbeir everyaay demauds, exposure of the-nationsl-reformist Pary,

eic. ‘

. ! ; '
.. In the secom; stage the bourgeois parties join in a very
marked manner the jmperialist-feudal ruling bloc, iheir oppo-
sition begins logplay a-very secondary role and their counter-
revolutionary st Liggle against the workers and peasant move-
ment, becoines. paramount, Finally,' the bourgeois parties are

;h'awh._‘ipt.o ‘parlicipation in the mighest gm‘rerhment organs, el

In this stage [t is:incumbent on the Commbunist Party to pwirf
-over and mobilise the workers and peasants under the slogan of
the overthrow. of lthe’ entarged ruling bloc, not only the imperia-
list and feudal lords; but also the Parties df the "hational biy
bourgeoisie, and alsp {o launch thé general dgrarian revolution
ardil'to steer the course towards the sejzure ¢t Stafe ppwer. But
e very imporiant point.is the situation betweétn the [ift an.d the
second stage. Here /it should be émphasised with the utmog

Communist Parly to wait lor the bourgeois parties 1o assume
power before raising the question!of the overthrow of the bour-
Fems government and of 1he agrarian revolution. The Communisi
‘arty should avoid, as lar as this is possible, a development of
.the sccond stage in which it has to raise the question of the
agritian revolution loo soon, in which it is compelled to bring
forward -the question ‘of workers! and peasants’ government ht
the turning: point between' the first and second stage. Let us take
for: instance the Wuhan period. The mistake of the Communist
Party consisted in its inabilily [to raise the question of the
agrarian revolution and of the seizure of power by the workers
‘and peasants. soon- enough| atreatly belore the beginning of the
Wuhaneperiod.” If our Ghinese, Communist Party had rajsed at
theright " time the question of agrarian revolution and seizure of
power, seizure .of meer by us would have been possible il not
cerlain. We .should have been workjng towards this possibility,

There is-also'a véry long Point 26 in the Theses where the
possibility of such 2 development-is certainly mentioned. But in
view of the schemalic. altjtude of most ofsour parties and the
serious errors..of our Chinese Party, we cannot allopt a rigid
division info two stages a4 given in the Theses, | ~ )

has 'been treated by the Comintern like a stepchild, namely, Ire-
land. I think that the time has come to deal seriously with Ire-
land. One could of course say  lreland. is a free siate, a Do-

mistake. Ireland is 2 free st2t€ or a Dominion only in name, In
- reality lreland is still in fhe position of a colony. Wgnl was given
" here as the characletistic of a- Dominion? That the British white
bourgeoisie pushes the nafives into the background and creates
“a new whilc state which, economically and politically,. is an
agency of the mother coyntry. Anolhkep comrade will deal in
greater detail with the DSMfigion question. I think that this for-
mula does nol {zke inlo considerzlion the centrifuga) tendencies.

- oppression;of a whole people by British imperialism. Tn Ireland
the social policy of the conquerors aimed at depriving the native
population of land. We witness there the typical economic
policy of imperialism towirds a subject race. i it is true for a
coloty that the-“mother country” impedes the productive lorces,
it is cerfainly !true for Ireland whete British imperialism 'is
ruthlessly impeding the productive fofces of the country. I Ire-
land bears formally the charac¢ter ol a Dominion, this is due fo a
Tevolution ‘which had ‘its course between 1016 and 1923. This
revolution ended in a compromise between the national bour-
" reoisie and Beritish imperialism. This revolution was hrought to
.- an end by a sanguinary, civil’ war of the hew ruling bloc of the
imperialisis and the national bourgeoisie agains} {he petty bour-
.- reoisie "and the workers and peasants who wanted to continue
;the struggle for’ full independence. The revolution cime to 1
slanfiatill hall way, but the Irish question is not yet solved. Ire-
.- land has not yel secured independence and national unity. On
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- agree will, Comrade Caraey that it is now nothing bul an agengy .
.ol British imperialisin, If it is necessary- lor us to-take up a very | -~

_in lreland a yenuine Communist Party capabie of leading the na-,

energy that it is nol necessaty #nd even notipermissible for the’

. sation. Bul we must demand more. We must ‘demand that this
. ‘nryranisation be transformed info a political organisation, inlo &

‘I should like to say also a*few words about a couniry w ich

minion, and rest content with, this. But- this would be a serjous

- In'Irelaad the situalion is utterly different. We witness there the

. economic and political simeation of the c¢olonial .and semis’ -

discussion on the Programme. NeveMheless. | should likesto -i',
“urge the need of a thoraugh study of the, eolonial, semi-colonial ot "33
and dependent countries, \ > s - FL

On the question of the bourgeoisbdemocratic and agrarian - 3%
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‘ . . W
the cpntrary, Geeat Britam has driven a wedge into the nations) ~ .
unity} The agrariansquestion s not yer solved in Ireland, it is - /S
probably not known that peasant rebeilions have taken place - - JEE.
ately in lreland, We witnessed in 1922.- 23 seizure of langd on .t 48
a large scale by poor “and middle peasants, eslabhsﬁytml'pl" S

Soviels it rural districts, the unfurling ot the Red Banner on the: v
buitdings of the big landlords. - . :

PR

Everyone knows about the miserable position of the agris
cultzral labourers in [reland, but the labour movement, foo, I8
in a miserable position in lreland. As to the Labour Party 1,

dyfinite attitude towards the Labour Party in Britain, this is all
tire more negessary i Irgland. Tha the most important point j8
that in Ireland we have no revolutionary, no Communist Party,’ "o
There is cerfainly the fact that the Trish Workers League has begun
lately 1o be polinically aclive, for instance, i 1he 1927 elecjjons. - -
But it is not yet a Party in the true sense ok the word: it ig not . -.5
et @ Commmaist Party, and as louy as,we have no Comm}min- St
anly n Ireland, we will #dt be able to make ‘any headwayl We .-
wilnessed it the last years a big political crisis in Ireland, We . -
will comtinue to lag behiid also in future if we do not establish:
tional and social hberation struggle, R D, oL
Hegemony has already béen in the hands of the labour mo~ "
vement in Irefand, namely, in the revolutionary yéars 19161918, -
in the Easter insurrection and also later. At that time the lrish
labour movement committed a Ing mistake; it gave up hegemony ..
and indepeadence and became. only an appendage ol the petty -
Bourgeois republican movement. The result was —*a break up - .~
of the revoluliopary labour movement and’ a reinforcement of -
the reformist Jabour organisatiqus. In this{ respect a change has_ .
talten place lately, and we are progressing. This year the frisit
Workers Leaghic has begun to act as a kind of political organis

Communist Party. We Have Communigt Partied in China and =

India, which work even under the pressure ol while terror and
in very complicated situations, why should not we have ‘2~ |
Communist Party in Ireland? Are we 1o rest content thefe with
diverse lahour organisations and keep silent on the fact that we *:
.stand in need of a Communist Party? We mus! not dp sa. It is *
high time 10 lake 4 slep Iorwarj. all the more 80 as there are '
good elements in Ireland which we can use, and not only ju'the -
political groups of the workers, but also in trade unions, There
are also many honest revolutionary “elements among the Re- * .
publicans whom we can win over to our side. Such a Party would . .
pive an impefus 1o the labour movement and could also catry ...
out the slliance policy w'\th the peasantry which is one ol the "
main problems in Ireland. “With the support of the C..l. and the
‘British -Party, such a Party could achieve considerable reaults -
i the Irizh revolulionary movement, | .
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Comrade PAREDES (Ecuador):

on the whole the colonial theses are fquite .ac-'
ceptable. Nérvertheless 1 should like to pass some crilical
remarks on ‘ar few points, ' :

The classification of the different countries in these thesed
is better than in the Dralit Programme. Nevertheless | believe
that there should .b& a different sub-division as regards the
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colonial countries. In the discussion on itheé -[rogramme -
pointed oul the necessity of imfroducing a néw group of:
countries 1o be described as “dependent couniries”, This question
is ol imporfance in working out the proper factics for these
countries, 1 am nnl going to dwell upon this question, notr
upon ‘a number of other points ‘which 'F have raised in the
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revotution, stress onght _to be laid aibppn four chiel” points: -
1. the economy of the country; L the dey¥ge of economic pene-
tration by Linperialisin; 1) the pn!iiica! strefieth ol the country,
and 4. the political sway ol imperialism. In coanection with
the first point it is essential 1o make an attentive study of the - .




/1 - Induslrialisation.
ey ‘countries shopld be  distinguished:
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. tpriang, who éannql}écomp the driving force ol ihe revolution -

o Pltmeni.-
) the cha

... Hirst -
'/ ] the, population:

S Must thie
7 revolittion? | .
+ adbantagés Wwill be reaped! by the bourgeoisie? I believe this
‘. question -ought* to be answered in the negative. -

|71~ From ‘the| point of view of economic development -the si-

[ Whien © ind
17 Arnerica whi
| 'in | petroleum,

: “cularly, in th
. vance
n

o ﬂ-oup.‘

L :dor).. [and: b) | colonial |
. the, problem of national emancipation stands in the foreground.

=0 ‘helieve -the farce ol the -national-houruzeaisie has b

H
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| ‘éprrelation oflthe clagses.' Yet this question has not so far hogn

‘ sufiiicienlly': «leared up, hence ‘our Parties and the prolefarfat
at [larpe receiye .wrong taclical directives. -

protetariat ‘dccomplish *the_ hour%ze%is-dcmoci‘ﬁlic
ust’ it accomplish a revohition from which ithe
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“fyation in the¢ individual dependent. colonial and semi-colonial
coyniries varjes, 'p.uriiculafly as regards - the degree ol their
- In this respect the !ollgwing four groups .of

" 1, The' lirst group ig!

. made up of those countries which
dre also clisy

‘in the théges amolry the first group (althougrh

.. this: does \ ngf| relate to some couhtries). These countries have

ol growinﬂ

‘ industry. and aljo important sources of raw maferial
..f-which *in

ustty requires (Jor-linstance,” the countries' of Latin
are rich in vdrious minerals and fuels, chielly
as well as lin agricultural raw material). They
have,the possibility for Sdcialist construction in the not far
distaft !uﬁu‘q he group . of countries with possibilities fo
Socialist construction s :irger han is indicated in the prg-
‘gramime. 1t oyght to be mentioned further Yhat the existence/of
‘Soviet. Russia cqnst:lules"aT. tmportant su;fpor( for the creafipn
.of,i new -prolejarian Siates.!’ln some of /these gountries, parti-
'and properly is concentrated in the hands of a small
nother lavourable iiaclor‘ to,the tealisation ol Socialisin
jcon®ined in the fact that in thé domain ol agriculture the
soil if but little divided (tremendous estates, sometimes strongly

: industrialised). For political repsons it would be advisable to

'divide, the first groun of counfries into two sub-groups: a) de-.
i pendeht’ countries (Argenti 16, Brazil, Uriiguay, Mexics, ‘Ecua-
a;ﬁ.semi-colonial couniries. in which

-2, To the second greu

it belong: all thé couniries with a Tow
ol economic development, wilth small numbers of prole-

" nofwithstanding th
“group of countri
by designated |a
- 113 The th

'l]er very litlle or an entire absence of large fin-
"such countrieg the' proletariat forms guite o weak
wing o the exteedingly ‘slight class differentiation,

support of {he peasantry. As regards this
. the bqurgeois-democrafic revolution should
the immadiate task.. [ L :

sk 1s the tevolution for the national emancipation of,

"/ In "the .second 'and third group it is the fask of the Com-
‘the growth ol (the forces- &f production i the country. and 1o
‘win, the maximitm bl political freedom atd- economic advantaires
~for {he poor strata of -the population,

- vements of the. proletariat and the peasaniry differs in 1he"in{

i . dividisal” countries? 'In the dependent™ couttiries, where the 'na; .
i

tjonal-bourgeoisie’ constitutes alreadv a_ defidite political force,
it-does nof apply - its force against the imperialisis, but: against
the, nr(;)lflar

iin. thesd ‘countries| our.chief strugyle is against the natiopal-
bourgepisie, the ’al‘jr of the: imperialists. In Mexico the problem
is;somewhat dilferent, iin view of the profound economlc pene-
fration of imperialism and the (eep-tonted .historic hatred of
‘the Mexican people against thé imperialists of North-America.
in’ all “these coufitrjes the fight.achingt imperialiatn wiil don-
‘stituleione of the Kchiel problems of the prolefarian revolidion.
een under-
estimated ‘in the theses. Mence comes the. mistake that the piro:
blém of _the .strugjrle against imperialism takes up almost the
whole. atlention.” whilst the struggle against the nitional-bour-
'geoizie has been consigned & oblivion, so 1o speak.

", The lorce of the pralgtariat in{the dependent, colonial
I semi-colonial counirids of the first group is not onlv.a nyfleri-
i eal force, bec-‘?usq it has already] fought with the greatest

courage and sell:sacrilice against the hourgeoisie {(China, Mexico, -
“Brazil, Argenfine, (Chile,_Pern, Feundor). In the theses the rote
! of (e proletariat| js under-estimated.  Moreover, the attitide
~ lowards . the peasainr-j 15 not ]\rope_r!y staled. 1t is said in the.

- t C/ i . | D
. ! . . . L
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dependent: countries, cohcentration has far ad-' -
'y s oo

ol group-cdmprises exceedingly backward\coun-

relations are s yel very vaguc. In such couniries oir
N

hY

runist arties ‘to |develop! the nascent proletariat,. to pronfote

The role of the nafional badrgeoisic in the different mo-.

at thal .is fighting for its-class-demands. Therefore -
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theses that the peasants are the most numerous class; this does
not|correspond to the facts. In a great number of these couniries
the| rural proletariat is far more r}mmerou‘s than the peasantry,
Nafurally, the industrial proletafiat’ and the rural proletarin
cunthot be placed on the same lével, neveriheless the concen-
tration of a large number of wage-earnert upon the agriculmral
esittes constitues gn important factor, Owing to the under

estimation of the bourgeoisie and the proletariat and the over. |

estimmafion of! the peasantry, the problems of these countries
are| tackled exclusively from -the standpoint of the division of
lheELlnnd arlld the strugele against imperialism.

Having regard fo all these elements, 1 now procecd (o the
question of the ‘bourgeois-democratic revolution in these ccun-
"tries. Above all, what are the elements likely to take part in the
bourgeois-democratic and agrarian revolution, in the revol-
tiol agrainst imperialism? Let us first of all consider the possi-
bility of the participation of the big bourggoisie. Relertigy to
myi siatements in jile discussion on the Programme, | Sdould
like| 10 add here -only that.in these couniries the big bourgeoisie
forms part of the 'Government” and is allied 10 imperialism (the
participation of the big bourgeoisic in the Govermment has
reathped a diiferent degree in the diflerent countries), As regards
-lhqldependem countries, the big bourgrecisie will always be
aga
_turfied against it. Also in. the colonial and semi-colonial coun-
triep,” where the .question of the hegemony_ of the proletariat
amd] the peasantry is coming clearly info view, the big bour-
geg’:{;sie_will be opposed to the proletariat and the peasantiv.

.E:Iu {he theses the role of lkzc national bourgeoisie, as regards.
thif economic. power, which is tremendous in some of the co-
loffial, sémi-colonial and Jependent countries, has been rather
updler-egtimated. On the other haud:! believe their role in the
anlilni-imﬁerialist struffrle has been over-estimated. The national
bourgeoisie of nearly all these cpuniries is moat jntimately allisd’
to imperialisi,-and not only ecoronucally. but also by a cariain
sl'fafing of polifical power with it )

. As regards the petly-bourgeoisie, we believe it will play 2
ve‘rT big role in nearly all these countries, In some countriss of
Lailn-Anerica. ¢ g Venezuela, Peru. Brazil, Chile. Bolivia,
Colbmbia, elci, the pelly-bourgeois revoltion is already upon

no ;Communist Parfy and np trade-union movement of ‘any im-
portance, the pzaity-bourgeoisie will consequently play a pre
gominant role in a coming. revoluticn. Nevertheless the peity-
boyrgeoisic s a wavering class which will betray the ravolutio-
nary ‘movement, if the prolefarial and the peasantry will nol
-make (he proper use ol .. ' .

\ L'ln those couniries where the petly-bourgeoisie. already pos-
eshes positical power (Mexico, Ecuador} it may happen that the
retly-bourgeois governments will temporarily play 2 revolutit:r
naty role, that in some gases, e, g. in the case of a world wa
they\ will fura ayainst imperialism.

e peasantry will play a foremost role in the revolu-
tiohary\strugyle. Yet when | speak about the peasar'ltrl‘y 1 have in
mind alsg the agricultural 1dbourers who in nearly all'the Latin-
American\countries formed fthe most impor{ant part of the toiling
section of ‘the rural population. It is possible that the revolu-
liopary struggle will be started by a revolt of the agricultural
labourers and, peasants against the big landowners and the go-
verlnment. Neévertheless the proletariat. .which in some Latin
Atderican coinfies hds already acquired revolutionary tradi-
tions:in 'tiie courdgeous fight against the employers will quickly
intérvene and place\ilself at the head of the movement, |

il the theses to consider all the problems
ol lonr countries frofy the agricultural standpoint, chiefly as
peasanl problems.. I syqutite right that 'in some of the graatly
Fackward colonial and 3emi-colonial countries where thare is

. alntost no proletariat or where it existi.only in its embryonic stage

(toinc of the nomadic peoples, some African cgionics), the pro-
tlem i3 essentially a peasantproblem, a problem of the national
indtpendence ‘and the establishgent of a democratic govarnmant
in Which the largest number ‘of workers and peasants shall
prrticipate. .
. I The queslion of sub-dividipg

ccopomic penviration into 1wo gr
dependent countries — is important |

he countries of imperialist
Ips  —- ‘semi-colonial and
pm the standpoint of the

*

.

nst’ the revolution, hecause the latter -will eventually be |

thellorder ofl the day. In Venezuela and ‘in Peru, where thers is
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beginning of the struggle which is going 10 be diderent in the'
lwo categories of countries, whereas the ultimate problem will
be didentical and will be determined by the respechive degree ol
economic developmens. ’ A 1

In the theses the lact is overlooked thal in some qf the de-
pendent countries there has been already in existence for stme

time a bourgeois-democratic regime (Argentina, Uruguay), as
. well as a_peny-bourgeois order, against which the proletamat will

hiave to fight in order to- overthrow imperialism and establish
the hegemony ol the proletariat and the peasamtry, . . -

The proper estimation of the role of the pulty-bourgecis »

revolution, which is going to be accomplished in some of the

. Latin-American couniriés, is necessary lor us lor the establish-

ment of the hegeinony of the proletanal amd the peasantry. The
cuicome ol this revolutionary movement, will be exiremely varied,

. depending on whether a Communist Party exifts or does not

exist in a given counliry, The proletariat will be able to-win the

] ) nly if it has a Com-

ist Party. i ’
I R ' .

| The pety-bourgeois revolutions, which have lately occurred

in the Latin-American countries, should be sfudied by us with -

“attention. Comrade Lacerda has already spoken aloui the petiy-

bourgeots Revolution!in Brazil. The Mexican comrades wil) have
16 ‘tell the same.story about their own country, and { should like.
to say here a lew words about Chile and Ecuador. The second
coup d'&at’in Chila in -1625 whs a petty-bourgeois movement in
which the peasanfryjand the ‘organised working class took an
aclive part. This movement had somne progressive features.” Ho-
wever, the third coup d'¢tat of lbanez was outl and out reactio-
‘nary and was distinctly of a Fascist charactet, The Mexican

revolulion of 1910—17 was directed apainst -{the power of the -
-big landowners, the, pational big bourgvoisie, the church, and

imperialism. The movement of the- toiling rural.population had
an .aspect of its own and constiluted a-biy driving force in the
revolution. Nevertheless this revolution, in spite of the partici-
pation and the big role played by the orgamsed workers, is ot
a typidal petty-bourgeois character,

{ herg was since 1395 4 boﬁrgeois-(_!emocralic
hich wwmplished by * the nascent’ national-
and was directed_against the power of the tandlords

" - In Ecua
revolution
bourgéoisi

~and the church. On the other—hand, the 1925 revolution was

directed ag
big landlords, anitpartly «)s0 against)
banking capital whic

rialism. chieily against
hayd held political sway over the couniry
for a period of 13years. Politically the Ieadershig of the revo-
lution was in the’ hangs \g! the petty-bourgeoisie which was Tigh-
ting againsi the monbpolyyot the big bourgeoisie (somelof its
actually abolished). A considerable nole in

ihis revolution was p by the organised. working class, A

' -E:nsam movement developed independently of the revolytion,

img the consequencd of the revolutiomary lerment among the <y o) iion Tooks upon the export of capital and the role of

rural population which was the after-efiect of the ievolution of
1925, ‘Fhus-, the 1925 revolution was not caused by tlie moveément
of the agricuMural labourers and peasants, as was 'slated| by
l'(’lomrade Humbert-Droz in his excellent reporl. The Govern-
‘menis ‘0of Mexico aml Ecuador are losing day by day ftheir
-revolutionary force, supgendering more and more 10 imperialism,
Into- these ow:rnmeﬁ%, ihere have gradually crept big bour-
.geois elements, the new estate owners, and even some of the
old estale ownera-(this however does not mean that the Me-
Xicah government is a wal
ravin). Some Mexican comrades believe
that the Mexican Revolution is continuing to develop. I"do not
believe this is the'case, It is true, the situation in Mexico is ai
revolutionary one, but it is not the revolution itsell. The pro-
lelariat and the peasantry are driving forward, the Government
is pulling backward, and a new revolulion is imminent, Never:
theless, we should not exaggerate {0 the extent of saying l!l:n the
'Dovernments of Mexico and Ecuador zre already reaclionary.
+For the {ime being they are still progressive forces. .

- As regaidis (ie perspective of the bourgeois-democratic
revolution; it bught to be said that in some countries, & g.
Argentina, the revolution may be of a proletarian character
from the start. Furthermore, a series of revolations will ensue in
@hich the ieadership wills be in the hands of the petty-bour-
geoisie, but the proletariat and the peasaniry will take a -wore

|
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%; power of the nafional big bourgeoisie, the .

““and DBegtie

overnmeni of liberal landowners, as was , also =ays. that thesn

the different coun-~

e

O |
, 4

wies pass lheough a aumber ol various jstages, depending upos
the correlation- ol the class toreds in the movenent and upon. the

respeclive strength ot imperialism.  Ndvertheless, the momemt. |
that we shall achieve the hegemony in
vevolution, the momnent the proletariat apd the peasantry witl be ~
able 10 establish their dictatorship, theibig bourgepisie in each

of those countries will deliberately tupn, against us; The-big
bourgeoisie will pla;.fl '
countries we shall have to light it frdin the very hirst, In &
countries it. will be counter-revolutionary towards the dicta

e bourgevis-democratic -

a counter-revolutionary role, and in some - 32

i
[

torship of the prolaturiat and the peasaniry. ln this respect the " I

tusks ol our Parties are stated quite incomplelely in the thesey, "
It would be a great dauger to the Révolution il we were to leave -
our enemy. the higg bourgeoisie, in possession of the ecomomic
power. 1 am firmly convinced that once we have heen able w0°
establish. the prolelarian-peasant dictatorship, we shal] be:

alzo to expropriate/ihe by bourgeoisie, . T

. . 1. :
AS regards the division of the expropriated land, 1]be
lieve this should be carried out more or less in the following:

manner: the land leased 1o the peasants must be left to them
upon the terms ol collective tillage, while_the rest of the jsoil
ought 10 be- used for the purpose of establishing bip estates -

owned by the State, 1f we should directly divide the tand arf :
the peasants,.it wonld mean the rine of a farge number ol stna
holders,” of a’ rural petty-bourgeoisie, wHich would considerably.-
eopa
eri: wo
constitute 2
other hand, 1

He turned into small-holders i This, in its tyrn, would -
reat hindance to. socialist construction, Ot the”
existence of large estatés, largely run on-

or less industrialised lines, will aliord the opportunily ol'm.-“:‘- B
the hands of the : §

cenlraling a considerable portion of,the land in
State. - -
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. On these grounds [ am opposed to the formulae contained::
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the power. of the proletarial,|because the fural woe- -
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in the theses concerning the tasks of the agrarian revolution.in ‘M

those cases where a prolelarian-peasant’ dictatorship is esta-

hlished. If we let these formulae ‘stand as they are, we shall.imge’

vitably 'arrive at & wrong condlusion. We shall then consider §
those povernments which have already accomplished some of fhe:

iasks of the bourgeois-democralic agrarian’ revolution (the' Me-: %

xican Covernment, and partly also the Ecuador

capable of carrying out the agrarian revolution to the e‘nd.;ﬁ

all these prounds [ believe that the theses must be altered in'the’
sense indicated above, . . JON

Comrade MARTYNOV: .

(E)ken the floor to speak a;,lfainst Comrade Hdler'
% argugients. Comrade Heller brought forward -
ol critical

A |
T have

whole serigs
resolution.

"Comrade Meller says that the has the ‘impression as

remarks or addendd
' *

it
finance capital as something abnormal, as something cuunl..
Te emphasises that the exrorl of capital is. the spexilic cha
racteristic of imperialism. ls Comrade Heller right in saying.
Ce
N

s0? Of course he is right in this. The export ol capital s
‘specilic characteristic ol imperialism, L

i ! . T |
He also saya that the peasants.} the colonies and. semi- [

colonies are Jdwawn now not only into the world market- Js-
Comride Heller ‘gight in saying so? Of conrse he is’ right, He-

is also correct. Ly .
. T , .
that faciories ir‘ Ching and lndia:

He savs furthermore,
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to the colontal" “j
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ative Indian proluction is developing. This
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are cquipped according 1o the latest American technique. s i

Comrade lleiler right in sayiny so? Of course he is right.?

Shanghai which is not imported from America but is- manus %

factured in Shanghai itselt, Is Comrade Heller vight in’ saylag .

so, Yes, he is right, U '
Furthermore he says: there j# ;ﬂ)qcrn textile - machinfiry| in -
“Finally, he says-that in the Conyd.lhe number of indust
workers  has considerably incred eh‘belwem 1916 and 19240
1s Comrade Heller right? Of courke e is right, Co
But if one considers the facts “apd explanations of .
de Heller. altogvether, one gel» a ite false and distorted
Picture of imperialisin.
it
perialism does not impede the development but, on

i}

Atvcording 1o Hellgr the situatiog ™ is 1L

it all these facts are die to imperialism as such, as if ime.ig8
the. cou- P8
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