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Eighteenth Session.*)

- Report oftomrade Lozovsky.

Comrade Thilmann’s extensive and detailed report on the
question of Economic Fights and the Tasks of Communists, a
report with which I fully and entirely agree, deals exhau-
stively with a number of questions, while by preliminary ar-
rangement. 1 am going to deal with a number of other
questions.

THE STRIKE AS A VARIETY OF THE GENERAL CLASS
‘ : STRUGGLE.

The first question which, to my mind, ought to be se-
riously discussed, especially at the present moment, may be
formulated as follows: what is the place occupied by ‘the eco-
nomic fights in the general class struggle of the proletariat?

There is not the least doubt that the economic struggle,
and its most important form — the strike, constitutes a variety
of the class struggle. The strike is one of the forms of the
struggle applied by the proletariat in order to achieve its aims
and purposes by means of direct action against the employers.
The basic methods of the struggle of the working class may
be classified in the following order: the economic strike, the
political strike, the revolt, and finally the civil war. All these
are links of a common chain, different forms and means of
the struggle of the working class at different stages of its po-
litical level, and under the different conditions in which the
working class finds itself. .

If we establish this chain — the economic strike, the po-
litical strike, the revolt, and the civil war — thereby we do
not mean to say that there is something like an impassable
boundary between the different methods of the struggle; as
the struggle goes on, one of these forms passes into the other,
and we may say that this does not happen accidentally, be-
cause they are links in the system of the struggle of the wor-
king class in its different stages and in its different phases.
We may state that the proletarian struggle assumes one form
or another, depending upon the circumstances, upon the level
of political development and the correlation of the forces, as
well as upon the degree of organisation existing in the pro-
letarian party.

While the highest forms of this struggle — the civil war
or the revolt — usually include also the other forms of the
struggle, i. e. the civil war and the revolt are frequently com-
bined with economic and political strikes, — the economic and
political strikes, in their turn, frequently take place without
reaching the climax in the shape of revolt or civil war.

~ "It would be erroneous to think that there are here some
fixed boundary lines, that the transition from one form of the
struggle to another requires a very lengthy period of time,
or that the primitive, more elementary forms do not contain
in themselves also the traits of the higher forms and methods
of the struggle. The experience of the international labour
movement tells us that the strike is one of the sharpest and
most effective forms of the struggle, and that it always ac-
centuates — if not subjectively to the strikers, then objectively
— the contrast between.the exploited and the exploiters.

*) The 18th Session commenced with the conclusion of the
report of Comrade Thilmann, which, for the sake of simpli-
city;, we have included in the protocol of the 17th Session.
In the same manner we publish the whole of the report of
Comrade Lozovsky in the protocol of the 18th Session, although
the concluding portion of the report was delivered at the 19th
Session. Ed. ‘

EVERY ECONOMIC STRIKE IS A POLITICAL FIGHT.

If it be true that the economic strike is a variety of the
class struggle, then the further deduction must be made from
this premise. Marx said that every class struggle is a political
struggle. On the other hand, we know that every economic
struggle contains in itself political elements, since it puts the
workers in icontrast to the employers. The degree of the poli-
tical character of the strike, its scope, demands, and specific
features, i. e. everything which determines the final shape of
the strike, depends upon a whole number of conditions. Yet
on the whole, as a rule, it cannot be doubted that every eco-
nomic strike contains in itself the elements of the political
struggle.

This was true also in the past, but it is particularly co
at the present time when we are witnessing the last phase of
capitalism — monopoly capitalism, when we see the unmista-
kable fusion of the reformist T.U. apparatus with the bour-
geois State, and when the fascist reaction holds sway in a
number of countries. It is under such circumstances that the
political traits of each economic strike stand out in particular
relief. And I believe we may recognise it as a law that under
the specific social circumstances of the present, under mono-
poly capitalism, under the fusion of the T.U. bureaucracy with
the bourgeois State, under the conditions of fascist reaction,
every economic strike constitutes a political fight.

Insurrection is an art. A still greater art is civil war.
Yet, it is also an art to lead strikes, especially when scores
and hundreds of thousands of workers are involved in the fight.
Experience and Marxian theory have worked out the forms and
methods of leadership by the party of the proletariat in the
event of the armed insurrection, whereas the question of the
leadership of strikes has not been worked out, and yet the
study of this domain of proletarian strategy and tactics ac-
quires exceptionally great importance in the present phase of
the struggle. The art to arouse the masses is a difficult and
intricate art, but we should master it upon the basis of study-
ing the great wealth of experience gained in the class fights
of the proletariat.

MILITARY SCIENCE AND CLASS WAR.

Wherein is the weakest, the most vulnerable point of all our
Parties? Not in the fact that there is insufficient activity of the
masses, nor that the Parties run on ahead while the masses
lag behind, but in the fact that the parties are lagging behind
the masses, We have a tremendous upheaval among the mas-
ses, and inadequate adaptability and manoeuvring ability of
our Party in connection with mass movements. Under the pre-
sent circumstances, when scores and hundreds of thousands of
workers are drawn into the class fights, the problem of leader-
ship in these fights becomes one of the most essential pro-
blems. And here we may apply not only those principles which
were laid down by Marx and Lenin as regards leadership of
the armed insurrection, but we may and should also borrow
something from elementary military science. It was mnot ac-
cidental that Lenin had made a careful study of the works of
some military specialists, particularly Clausewitz.

The counsels given by Lenin on the eve of October 1917,
the famous “Counsels by an Outsider”, were not only in the
nature of advice given by “an outsider”, but they were also
definite instructions. In those instructions,.in those five points,
Lenin laid down, in accordance with Marxian doctrine, how
the Party should behave in the event of a revolt:

1. Never play with revolt, but having started, remember
that it has to be carried out to a finish. ’
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2. It is necessary to gather a big preponderance of forces
at the decisive place and the decisive moment, as otherwise
the enemy, possessing better preparation and organisation, will
crush the rebels.

3. Once the revolt is started, it is necessary to act with
the greatest determination and positively, absolutely go over
to the offensive. “Defence means death of an armed revolt.”

4. An effort should be made to ‘catch the enemy unawares,
to grasp the moment when his forces are scattered.

5. It is essential to gain daily successes, however small
(one might say, hourly successes if it is the case of one town),
keeping up the “moral preponderance” at all costs.

These counsels, as all of you realise, are highly
cable to the question of how to lead economic strikes.
famous “Counsels” have now become the heritage of
Bolshevism, and 1 am not going to enlarge on them.

1 shall take the four fundamental principles laid down a
century ago by the most eminent war strategist Clausewitz,
I shall read them to you, and you will say whether or no they
arc applicable in the leadership of economic fights,

appli-
These
world

Here are the four principles laid down by Clausewitz:

“The first and most important principle is to harness
all the available forces to the last limit. Any relaxation
of effort enhances the distance from the goal. Even if suc-
cess be fairly probable, it would be the height of folly
to refrain from making the utmost effort to render it
quite certain. Because such efforts can never have unfa-
vourable results.”

The second principle:

“To concentrate the forces as much as possible at the
spot where decisive blows are to be dealt; to run even
the risk of setbacks at secondary points in order to eunsure
spccess at the chief points.”

The third principle:

“To lose no time. Rapidily will nip in the bud hun-
dreds of measures undertaken by the enemy, and will in-
cline public opinion to your side.”

Finally, the fourth principle:

“To utilise with the uimost vigour any success al-

ready gained.”

How little do we know and how little do we study our
own experience of the strike movements, and how still less
do we utilise the experience of military science for the strike
movement. Yet this course ought to be recommended to all
our Parties,

How do we study the experience of the class struggle, how
did we study the gigantic conflicts which occurred in recent
years? Take the general strike in Great Britain, or the 17
weeks’ struggle of the miners, and you will find that only
2 or 3 booklets and about a score of articles have been de-
voted to these events, Take the Ruhr oconilict, and you will
not find a serious book devoted to this subject. Take the strike
movement of recent months in France, and you will find a
few very valuable resolutions, but no serious study tracing
day by day, and step by step, the occurrences whether po-
sitive or negative, and so on. Take the peculiar strike move-
ment of China, or the gigantic, truly historic strike of the
textile workers of Bombay. Somehow we pass by these gi-
gantic conflicts without taking into account that at the pre-
sent every serious economic fight, in which hundreds of thou-
sands of workers are involved, is of no less importance than
the famous battle of Sadowa, or the Mukden battle, or the
Marne battle of 1914, or the Vistula battle of 1920. The par-
ticipation of several million workers in the general strike in
Great Britain — why, this is a gigantic conflict, a gigantic
political event! The bourgeoisie has studied its battles for
centuries. Bourgeois military science is still studying the Punic
wars, and how wars were fought by Alexander the QGreat,
Julius Caesar, etc. The least military conilict of olden times,
of the middle ages, the least campaign of Napoleon, his least
strategical and tactical manoeuvre, all this is studied in scores
~and hundreds of schools. Hundreds of volumes are written
on these topics, whereas our class fights, which should teach
the working class of all countries, are dismissed by us in a
couple of manifestoes, in a couple of articles, and that is all.

We are monstrously behind as regards studying the great
wealth of our past experience. True, the economic and poli-
tical fights of the working class are younger than the military
battles. Strikes commenced along with the industrial revolution.
Yet, we have not got a single sirike of the present period
thoroughly studied. The fact that we do not dedicate scores
of books and essays to the study of the big economic and
political strikes which- should be an education for a whole
generation of leaders, is the most outstanding defect of the
different parties, as well- as of the Comintern and Profintern.
We cannot raise a real generation of leaders if they will not
know how to carry on a strike and how a strike should not
be carried on, if they will not know the mistakes
committed by our Parties and our comrades in the
leadership «cf the sirikes, and how they should have acted.
During the last year we have closely taken up this que-
stion in the Comintern ‘and in the Profintern, but I
say that in summarising the experience gained in this respect,
say at Lodz, and ifs relation to the Ruhr, to the French stri-
kes, to the Czechoslovakian strikes, etc, all this was done only
within the limits of the country in question. I now ask the
German comrades here: do many of you know the lessons
of the strike movement in France, the result of our extensive
study? Do many of you kinow the resolutions passed by the
French Party, by the French Unitary Confederation of Labour
on the strike movement, etc.? I ask the French comrades: do
many of you know about the Ruhr, about Lodz? We may
thus put the question to the different countries and we shall
have to observe the deplorable fact that international experience
already summarised to a certain extent in the Comintern and
in the Profintern, and the research work on these lines, is
little known in the International. Many comrades are still re-
fraining from seriously studying these questions. I believe this
to -be our shortcoming and I recommend our Parties to emu-
late the example of the bourgeoisie which studies in special
schools how to destroy whole nations, and whose scientists
write scores and hundreds of volumes on every international
conilict, on every war. '

CAN GENERAL RULES FOR STRIKE LEADERSHIP BE
LAID DOWN?

What types of strikes can we distinguish on the basis of
our experience?

Strikes occur of the following types: 1. spontaneous; 2. or-
ganised; 3. aggressive; 4. defensive; 5. solidarity strikes; 6. in-
termittent; 7. local; 8. district; 9. in one branch of industry;
10. general; 11. international; 12, economic; 13. purely political.
These, then, are the different types of strikes which we have.
These are the different types we have to deal with, and in
these the Communist Parties should play a distinct, decisive
role, And you know that it is fairly difficult to play a decisive
role without a satisfactory understanding of the mowvement!

Is it possible to lay down some general rules for the
leadership of all types and kinds of strikes? Is it possible
to lay down some rules that might be equally acceptable
everywhere, regardless of the different level of development rea-
ched by the movement, regardless of the specific conditions of
the country, and so on?

If we want the general staff, the leadership of the strike,
irrespective of its size, to be equal to the situation, as is urged
by the Comintern, the following should be the rules guiding
the leading staff at the head of the strike movement: -

“1. To choose the suitable moment for the blow; 2. to
choose the weakest spot of the ememy and to aim the
blow at thre weakest link; 3. to seize the initiative and to be
able to keep it; 4. to hit at the centre of the enemy’s con-
centration (Clausewitz); 5. to forestall possible actions of
the enemy and paralyse those dangerous to us; 6. to use
all means to render the blackleg organisations harmless;
7. to be able to resort to roundabout and concentric mo-
vements; 8, to ascertain the limits of pressure to be brought
to bear on the enemy, and his degree of resisting ability;
9. not to be carried away by success, and be able to ter-
minate a strike in time; 10. after a suocessful strike,
never yield to temptation and provocation, and be able at
the necessary moment to start the fight again; 11. to be
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able in case of need to retreat in time, to make a truce,

without losing one’s head; 12. never to forget that all

agreements with the bourgeoisie are no more than a truce,

and always prepare for a new attack (“An agreement is a

means to gather the forces” — Lenin); 13. to be able at

the decisive moment to attract new reserves, chieily, wor-
kers from socially necessary enterprises; 14. never, aiter
the start of a strike, to take up a referendum on the que-

stion whether to continue or discontinue the struggle; 15.

never to carry on negotiations with the employers behind

the scene, but to do everything openly, in full view,
promptly informing about it all those who are concerned;

16, to organise detailed information on the course of the

strike, in order to paralyse the activity of the bourgeois

press; 17, to organise connections among the strikers of
the different districts in order to keep the whole of the
struggling army in a constant state of tension; 18, to get
not only working women, but also the wives of workers
to participation in the strikes, to the struggle against
blacklegs, etc.; 19. immediately after the outbreak of a
strike, to shut all the liquor establishments, which usually
are the centre of blackleg activity; 20. to arouse sympathy
for the strikers among the toilers and workers of all ca-
tegories; 21. to send strikers’ children from one district
into another or from one country into another; 22. to or-
ganise special bands to fight against the blacklegs and the
hirelings of the employers; 23. during big strikes, to set
up a wide agitation in the army in order to prevent pos-
sible intervention by the troops; 24. to organise special
detachments' to stop the transport of goods from the fac-
tories and the delivery of raw materials; 25. to disorga-
nise the ranks, and particularly the rear of the enemy (to
conclude agreements with individual employers, to deal
the first blow to the chairman of the employers’ associa-

“tion, and 'so forth).”

These are the rules which I have drafted upon the grounds
of the experience of the strike movement, of the experience of
the political struggle of our Party, and finally, of the expe-
rience accumulated by military science. Personally I believe
these rules to be quite correct. Of course, it is very difficult
to lay down rules for all' countries, for all phases of the
struggle, and so on. Yet, one might argue with equal success
that it was generally impossible to create such a thing as
military science, nevertheless it does exist. For, military stra-
tegy and tactics represent most serious scientific systems to
which mumerous volumes of researches have been devoted.

The question involuntarily arises: why is it that in our
Parties, in the Comintern and in the Profintern, we are still
unable to swmmarise the experience accumulated in the realm
of strikes? For we are not working in a desert place, we
have a vast fund of experience, and not a day or an hour
passes without bringing a new strike, and new actions by the
workers, while the forms of these actions are most diversified.
Soimetimes in a little strike involving a few hundred workers
it is possible to gather such huge interesting material con-
cerning the direct action of the masses, the methods of brin-
ging pressure to bear upon the employers, etc, as may not
be 'gathered in big conflicts. Yet we do not study this, and
not only are -we unpardonably stewing in the juice of our
own national limitations, but frequently we do not study even
those strikes that take place in our own country. This applies
to the extent of nine-tenths to nearly all the Parties. -

. On the question of strikes, as is known, we differ funda-
mentally from the reformists? What is the essence of the pre-
sent position of the reformists? A strike, they say, is too costly
to the national economy, and for this reason an end should
be put to strikes. The whole philosophy of international refor-
mism is concentrated in the brief formula: strikes are very
costly. It is true that strikes are costly. I may refer here to an
Amerjcan professor, Professor Hiller of Chicago University,
who has written a whole book entitled “The Strike”.

. This professor says: “Of course, a strike is a very costly
thing, but just because it is costly, it is effective to a certain
extent” I believe the word “to a certain extent” may be omit-
ted, and then the definition of the bourgeois professor will be
correct. The strike is. effective just because it is costly. And
we approach the strike movement not from the standpoint of
how costly it will prove to the employer or to the so-called

national economy — not by this consideration are the Communist
Parties guided — we leave it to the reformists to approach
the problems of the strike movement from this point of view.
Just because the strike is costly and thereby hits at the natio-
nal economy of the employers, we adopt it as a sharp weapon
of the struggle. Yet, comrades, hence 1t follows that our Par-
ties should act in this sense upon the grounds of the huge al-
ready accumulated experience, which is not as yet the case,
as you all know. In this respect we still have a great deal
of improvisation, a good deal of spontaneity, a good deal of
talk about strikes — of course, this also means progress as
compared with the past — but we are still applying very
little even the most elementary rules of strike leadership.

The independent leadership of ithe economic struggle im-
plies a general readjustment of the whole of our activity. And
it was not by accident that this has coincided with the tactics
of ‘“class against class” in parliamentary elections. Some be-
lieved — e. g. in France, especially during the first period of
the discussion — that the slogan of ‘“class against class” was
only a parliamentary tactic. There was something similar also
in England, where there was considerable opposition to the
new tactic. On the other hand, there were also comrades who
believed that our new line of leadership in economic fights
was purely a trade union question, purely a tactic applied
in the ecomomic fights, but not associated with the whole of
our position, Yet it is most closely connected with the whole
intensification of the struggle against the social democracy,
with the intensification of the struggle against the trade union
bureaucracy, and with the intensification of the struggle for
the leadership of the masses. It was from this standpoint that
the problem was raised of creating special organs to lead-
strikes.

Although this was fully understood in some countries, ne-
vertheless we have carried out a vast amount of work during
the last year, if we consider the Comintern, the Profintern, and
all their Sections as a whole. Naturally, the results of this
work are not equal in all countries. What in some countries
constitutes already an accomplished phase, is only being ap-
proached in other countries. For instance, in Germany the
question of “Zwingt die Bonzen” (Compel the Bureaucrats)
has already been settled, whereas in Austnia it still exists.
What has been accomplished in Germany and other coun-
tries, will yet have to be seriously done in a number of coun-
tries outside of Europe. A whole number of slogans which
we have discarded are now taken up by the Trotskyists, by
the progressives and Socialists, as you will presently see. In
a word, a tremendous political differentiation has taken place.
It has not yet reached the very depth in some of the Parties,
it has not yet been realised by all the members of the Com-
munist International. There is still a large amount of work in
this sense. because the level of the Parties is not the same,
nor have they achieved an equal degree of political development.

STRIKES ARE NOT PHILOSOPHY BUT ACTION.

It might be argued that “general rules for strike leader-
ship” smack a little of philosophy, whereas a strike is not
philosophy but action. Of course, a strike means action, not
philosophy! But, comrades, the general rules with which we
are dealing are not made at random, but are tfaken from
real life. .

How was this question approached by the Comintern and
the Profintern during the last year and a half? We have
thoroughlv studied each strike in particular. Let us take the
Lodz strike: Scores of meetings were devoted by the Com-
intern and the Profintern to a study of the whole course of
the strike, of its circumstances, and of all the weak and strong
points of its organisation. The experience of the strike has been
summarised in a number of resolutions. Or let us take the
French strikes. This question has also been the subject of a
number of lengthy discussions which dealt speciallv and in
detail with the positive and negative experience of the strikes
that has been gathered in a number of resolutions. The same
was done jn regard to the strikes in the Ruhr, in Czechoslovakia,
and elsewhere. :

During the last year we have not only studied the ex-
perience of separate strikes, but have also taken upon .our-
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selves the initiative of convening a special International Con-
ference to study the experience of strikes. Generally speaking,
there has been no precedent of this kind in the history of the
labour movement, and I assert that the Strassburg Conference
has given us the very essence of the whole ot our experience
in this domain. Of course, the resolutions of the Strassburg
Conferencg will probably be supplemented by actuality, but the
main thing is that we have made serious efforts in the direction
of studying all the questions of the strike movement and of
summarising our experience, I think that it will be necessary
to persevere in this direction, to continye the work, so that
the decisions of the Comintern and the Profintern in con-
nection with every strike might become the common heritage of
the whole Communist International. In a number of countries,
let us say, there are Party schools, etc. Do these Party schools
study the experience of the strikes? Of this I am not aware,
but I know the very opposite. 1 ask you how is it possible to
form cadres capable oif leading the struggle if the experience,
it all the positive and negative aspects of our experiences are
not studied? If we fail to do this we shall never make any
headway.

PECULIAR TRAITS OF CONTEMPORY ECONOMIC
CONFLICTS.

What characterises the present wave of economic strikes?
The most characteristic feature of the conilicts now developing
is the heightened political sensibility of the large masses of
the workers, Compare the situation of two years ago with
what we have today. Today there is a whole number of strikes
and actions on questions over which the workers would not
have fought two years ago. And what is the significance of the
heightened political sensibility of the working masses? Everyone
among us who has studied the revolution, our revolutionary
fights which have taken place in Central Europe and elsewhere
— and everyone of us has studied this — knows that the
characteristic trait of the eve of a revolutionary situation is
the tremendous political sensiblity of the masses, who poignantly
and sharply react to every seemingly indignificant fact. If we
look at the various strikes now going on in France, in some
remote corner of Greece, Poland, the United States, in South
or North America, in Japan, in China, — we see everywhere the
tremendously heightened sensibility of the masses, the tremen-
dous rise in the political reaction of the workers to such actions
of the employers and the reformists to which the workers would
have not reacted at all a year ago. This signifies the imminence
of a revolutionary situation. This constitutes the most characte-
ristic trait of the revival through which we are passing. We
are not speaking about the revival that is yet to come; we
are already in the very thick of that revival. Only the blind
moles of “Against The Stream” can fail to see it. They say
that the revival will come some day, they do not “lose hope
of the revival”. Yet, as a matter of fact, the revival is already
going on before our own eyes. We are in the midst of this
revival, and a whole number of isolated, seemingly trivial
facts indicate the strength of this revival, I shall refer only
to one or two instances reported in latest telegraphic dispatches.
The sirike of 2000 tramwaymen at New Orleans 1s accompanied
by a whole number of murders; this strike is characterised by
heightened activity not only of the workers but also their
families, which has not been witnessed in the United States
in recent years. Wives of strikers placed themselves across the
tramway lines, thereby preventing the cars from running. The
same is taking place in Rouen. Or, for instance, the strike in
Gastonia, with wounded, killed, etc.

In Greece, a strike is declared upon seemingly purely econo-
mic demands, yet it immediately takes the shape of bloody en-
counters. There are masses of killed and wounded. The same
takes place in other localities not only in Europe, but through-
out the world. The peculiar feature of the strikes of the pre-
sent period is that in the democratic countries the strike is
started over a wage rise of a few cents, ending in shooting
and killing, in furious fighting on both sides. I do not wish
to weary your attention, or else I would simply read to you
the telegraphic reports from the International class front at
least for two or three weeks, and you would become convin-
ced that the present econmomic strikes are impregnated with
gunpowder and blood.

" What is the significance of all these so-called economic
fights that are impregnated with political features? They sig-
nify that tremendous revolutionary fights are imminent, that
we are on the eve of a revolutionary situation in a whole num-
ber of capitalist countries.

INTERTWINING OF ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL MO-
VEMENT. -

Yet, comrades, just because the economic fights, as soon
as they have started, are objectively turned into political en-
counters, into clashes with the fascist officials and the trade
union apparatus, the problem of intertwining the political and
economic fights, the problem of shifting the economic fights
on to the political plane, becomes the practical question
of the day. We know that all this is an indication of the
existence of political discontent among the large masses. For
instance, take Italy where the workers are exposed to the ri-
gours of the fascist regime, or a number of countries under
similar conditions.t Although this intertwining is objecfively
inherent in every strike, nevertheless the degree to which each
sirike bears a political character depends upon the subjective
factor, upon the extent to which the Communist Party is ca-
pable of imparting a political character o each strike and of
making it the starting ground for the development of a poli-
tical movement upon a wider basis and higher level.

On the question of the intertwining of the political- and
economic fights, an energetic rebuke was given by Lenin to
those who came forward with the theory of the “harm of con-
fusing economic and political action™,

This happened in 1912. The Bolsheviks in those days rai-
sed the question of linking up the economic with the political
struggle, of turning every strike into a political fight against
the autocracy, and so on. It was then that one of the promi-
nent liquidators of that period, Yezhov, wrote in the “Nevsky
Golos” about the harm_of mixing the economic struggles with
politics, saying that “it would be an irreparable mistake if the
economic strikes became intertwined with the political action
of the workers”. Lenin replied to this:

“Each sentence here has to be turned into its very op-

osite in order to get the truth-... It is wrong to say.that
he intertwining would be a mistake. On the contrary, it
would be an irreparable mistake if the workers should
fail to realise the whole peculiarity, the whole significance,
the whole necessity, the whole fundamental importance of
this very “intertwining”. Finally, it is wrong to assert
that such mixing “would have a harmful effect upon both
forms of the struggle.” On the contrary, it would have
a. beneficial effect upon both. It would strengthen both.”
(Lenin, vol. XII, Part. I, p. 162.)) .

It is necessary to warn all the Parties against assuming
that this intertwining occurs in a mechanical way. It frequently
takes place independently of the wishes of the Party, and fre-
quently the workers, starting upon the grounds of the most
elementary demands, come into coniflict with the apparatus. of
the State, It is essential that on all questions, however simple
and trifling they might be; the Party and the revolutionary
trade unions should be at the head of the action taken by the
workers. Such intertwining forms the foundation of our tac-
tics, Yet it is not so simple and not so easy to “intertwine”.
For instance, a demand cannot be put up like this: “Give us
a rise of 5 plennigs, down with the bourgeois government!”
No, a whole series of consecutive demands is required to lead
on the workers {o such a political demand. This is. one of the
mgest intricate problems, but we have to solve it. o .

The intertwining of economic and political strikes presup-
poses. the subjective factor — the correct political position
of our Communist Parties, the ability to grasp the very sub-
stance of each strike, to preceive its main issue, to see 'the
trend of: the movement of the masses, to feel the throb of the
pulse of the struggle, and to understand how it is possible
and how it is necessary.to move the working masses against
the -entire capitalist system, against the bourgeois State, the
reformist trade unionms, etc. efc. : '
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All these things appear to be quite elementary, and I
shall be among the first to rejoice when this will really be-
come quite elementary for all the Sections of the Communist
International. Yet, wherein lies our weakness? It consists in
that the things which are elementary to us are at the same
time far from elementary to our cadres, and still less to all
the members of the Communist Parties. That is why the greatest
stress ought to be laid upon the problem of transforming eco-
nomic fights into political, of intertwining these fights, of rai-
sing them to a political plane, upon the problem of turning
the more primitive 'into the more advanced forms of the
struggle. This should be grasped not only by the leaders, but
by the whole of the rank and file of our Parties.

RESISTANCE TO NEW TACTICS BY THE RIGHTS,

What constitutes the difficulties, for instance, to our Ger-
man Party in taking up the new tactics? The correct tactics,
the correct slogans, the correct policy outlined by the C.C.
on the question of the factory committee elections, as well as
dirring the movement in the Ruhr, met with tremendous resi-
stance of the lower cadres who had retained to a considerable
extent the trade unionist and manifestly opportunistic tenden-
cies in each nucleus. The C.C. of the German Party had to
win the Party again when taking up the new tactics, to win
each nucleus again. True, this was of great importance in the
sense of raising the Party to a higher stage, nevertheless this
hampered the pursuit of the correct policy.

Yet what has been done in Germany has not yet been
done in a number of other countries, in a score of our Parties.

Yet what has been done in Germany? In Germany the
Party has overcome the opportunistic wing, has banished it
from its ranks, and now the Rights represent a small and
harmless group. In Czechoslovakia the Party is ceonsiderably
weaker, and owing to the existence of independent unions the
opportunistic group, concentrating in its hands the leadership
of the trade unions, has managed to retain certain organisational
positions. In France, the Party is stronger than in Czecho~
slovakia, and the existing opportunistic wing is in a minority
in the unitary trade unions; the Party as a whole is stronger,
and together with the best section of the Unitary Confederation
of Labour, it gives such counter-action to the Rights that
they remain in a minority in the unions; nevertheless our
French comrades should not forget for a single moment that in
their Unitary Confederation of Labour there is an organisa-
tionally shaped Right wing which is politically dangerous to
the highest degree. In France, owing to historic traditions, this
Right wing has an anarcho-reformist face, We have there a
peculiar cross-breed of traditional anarchism and. modern re-
formism. This crystallised wing hampers the development of
the Unitary Confederation of Labour, and the most determined
action ought to be taken against the former.

Of course, the method of action against the Right wing
in the French unions, where the rights are at the head in
several federations, should not be the same as it was in
Germany. In France the Rights are at the head of 4 federations,
and for this reason the tactical methods against the Rights
should be different. First of all, it is necessary to secure the
support of all the workers in these federations, and then, upon
the basis of a wide mass campaign, to isolate the bureaucratic
leaders from the workers, and then the workers themselves
will draw the necessary organisational conclusions.

The struggle around the new tactics has passed on from
Germany to Czechoslovakia, and to France, and is now going
on also in the United States of America. For instance, what
does Pepperism or Lovestonism represent in America? It is the
expression of the Right wing on American soil. The theory of
exceptionalism (exclusiveness) is the very expression of op-
portunism upon an all-American scale.

The Right wing within the Comintern and the Profintern
is an international phenomenon. Not Germany alone is blessed
with a Brandler-Walcher group. There are some small numbers
of such Brandler-Walchers in all countries. Hence, the problem
of the struggle against the Right wing becomes a most serious

problem for the whole of the Communist International. Yet,
how do the Rights oppose our tactics; what alternative do they
propose as against our line which has been vindicated in the
fights? I shall read you a few extracts, without comment, in
order to show that the Rights have quite a different line from
the Comintern, that they smell of social democracy, and that they
have nothing in common with us. Here are a few statements
made by the more consistent, the more learned opportunists in
“Against the Stream”:

1. “The new tactics destroy the influence of the Com-
munists in the trade unions and in other mass organisa-
tions. The new tactics are liquidating two things: first,
our influence in the trade unions, and second, the Leninist
principles of trade union tactics.”

If our Party had liquidated its influence, then the Brandler-
Walcher influence should have grown; yet such is not the case,
and one cannot make out head or tail in their theory!

2. “The new factics are deepening the cleavage bet-
ween the organised and the unorganised which has been
created by the reformist T. U. bureaucracy, because together
with the unorganised they are storming the trade unions
from without while doing nothing within, as there is no
possibility left for doing any inside work.” (See article
enti(;l;ed “Super Maslow” in “Against the Stream” No. 2,

‘1929,

3. “The Comintern and the Profintern are out to split
immediately the trade union movement.”

4. “The incorrect assertion as to the ‘Gompersisation’
and fascisation of the trade unions leads the Party to the
criminal tactics of smashing the Free trade unions.”

Don’t you see, our furious onslaught against the whole of
the gang of blacklegging T. U. bureaucrats is described as the
“tactics of smashing the Free trade unions”, This is the whole
philosophy of Brandler-Thalheimer.

5. “By forming committees of action, the revolutionary
opposition puts itself in contrast to the trade unions, to the
majority of the organised workers, and thereby defeats the
struggle. It is ‘quackery’ to claim independent leadership
of economic fights, having no influence over the majority
of organised workers.” (‘“Against the Stream” No. 18.)

6. “The fight against expulsions as carried on by
Niederkirchner (continuing to carry on their functions, etc.)
is crime and a provocation, leading to the smashing of the
revolutionary opposition.”

It means that if you are expelled, or if a whole union is
expelled, you should assume a penitent attitude, i. e. to put it
briefly, you should capitulate, For, if you do not capitulate,
it means “provocation” and “smashing the trade unions”.

7. “The new tactics have been imposed upon the T.U.
opposition without any previous discussion as to their
soundness.”

8. “The Party nolonger sets itself the aim of winning the
majority of the working class. Abandonment of this task,
that and naught else, is the sense of the official prattle
about the importance of the unorganised.”

9. “The theory of so-called ‘social-fascism’ is naught else
but the theory of giving up the task of winning the work-
ers who are still in sympathy with reformism.”

I should like to draw your attention to these gems of
thought. We maintain that the fascisation of the reformist T. U.
bureaucracy is going on, that the reformist apparatus is being
swallowed up by fascism, whereas the Rights assert that this
means the refusal of the Communists to win the workers who
are still supporting reformism!

Finally, the last discovery, no less striking than the rest:

10. “As long as the revolutionary workers are drawn away
from their trade union duties to toying with committees of
action, the reformists enjoy full ireedom; they are free
from any pressure by the masses, since the Communist
workers are forbidden to ‘bring pressure to bear on the
T. U. bureaucrats’ (‘die Bonzen zu zwingen’).”
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‘Here you have it, we are indulging in “toying with com-
mittees of action”. The bureaucrats are quite iree and happy,
as nobody brings any pressure to bear upon them, and thus
the Communists are smashed in the trade union movement. This
is the whole message of the mouthpiece of the Rights, “Against
the Stream”. '

One cannot help asking, what bearing has this philosophy
upon the events in Germany? If the influence of the German
Communist Party has really diminished, if it has allowed itself
to be smashed and discredited, if it not only fails to make pro-
" gress, but ‘even moves backward, if all this be true, why do not
these true “Leninists”, ‘“Marxists”, etc. — as they describe
themselves — make any headway?

Well, the facts tell quite the opposite story. The application
of the new tactics in Germany has shown that the Party is
rapidly growing, that it embraces fresh strata of the workers,
that it embraces new industrial establishments, and that what
is now aking place in Germany is particularly symptomatic
in the sense of indicating the imminence of a revolutionary
situation.

When did the Communists command such audiences in the
factories as they do now? There is a number of facts to show
that the social-democratic workers, the workers belonging to
the reformist unions, frequently send requests to the Communist
Party for speakers. In many a factory where Communists used
to be denied a hearing, where they used to be ariven out, they
are now invited to come. What does this fact mean? The loss
of influence by our Party? Of course, it means the very op-
posite, Hence, all this talk about the loss of influence by our
German Party, about its inability to win the majority of the
working class, and so forth, is not worth a brass farthing.

- You will ask, is it worth while to deal with what the
Rights are now scribbling? For, they are cut off slices, and is
it worth while to pay any attention to them? Well, if all our
Parties were on the same level as the German Party in the
sense of fideological discrimination and of the struggle against
the Rights, one could afford to leave this matter alone. But,
comrades, in many ol our Parties this question has not yet
come down to the rank and file. Moreover, there is another
highly amportant circumstance that within our Parties there are
groups which defend these very views, groups of conciliators.
Do you ask for proofs? Here they are. At the last Congress
of the German Communist Party, in an official declaration by
the conciliator group we find the following (I am only citing
a few of their expressions): “The Party is now in a state of
crisis”. What is it that they want? They want “a break with
the erroneous mass policy of the ultra-Left leadership”; they
assert that “the Party leadership is departing from the esta-
blished Leninist strategy for winning both the organised and
the unorganised”; they say that ‘“the Party’s policy within the
trade unions, its handling of the question of th unorganised,
totally upsets this strategy, which means abandoning an im-
portant tactical position of Leninism.” The conciliators want the
Party to sign “reverses” (pledges) without any reservation,
pledges made against the Communist Party and the Comintern.
They say that the refusal to sign these reverses and to capitulate
implies “the absence of Bolshevist manoeuvring”. They are
against the new tactics in the factory committee elections. They
find these tactics to be “erroneous in all respects”; they accuse
the Party of insufficient flexibility because the Party refuses to
send delegations {o wait on the reformist leaders. Finally, they
assert that “there is great ambiguity in the Party on the trade
union question.” They declare that the nmew tactics fit in with
“petty-bourgeois ideology” and they demand therefore the “re-
storation of the Leninist trade union tactics.”

This -is all that can be fished out from this declaration of
the conciliators.

And wherein do the “Leninist tactics” of the conciliators
consist? A glance at the formulae proposed by the conciliators
shows them fo be literally the same as are made in the “Against
the Stream” articles, Instructive in this respect is-the Italian
example. .

THE RIGHT ESSENCE OF THE.“CONCILIATIONISM” OF
SERRA.

There are still some comrades who are unable to define
what Serra really represents, whether he is a ‘“conciliator” or
a Right. And here is what Serra himself writes:

“The formula of ‘emancipation from trade union
legalism’ is a dangerous one, because it is not only a
problem of our emancipation from legalism, but of getting
the masses to support us in this respect.”

Of course, the problem is not only of our own emanci-
pation, but of the emancipation of the masses from trade union
legalism. But why is this formula dangerous, and wherein is the
danger? We want to see our Parties Iree from legalism, and
we also want to emancipate the masses from legalism, What is
dangerous in this? Such tfalk is merely a repetition in the
Italian language of what is said by “Against the Stream”

Further.

“It is entirely to our interest to secure the partici-
pation of the reformist T. U. organisations in the move-
ment and to gef the trade union leadership to share the
responsibility.” .

This is how Serra pictures to himself the economic struggle.
Do not the Brandlerites talk as well about sending delegations
to wait on the leaders of the trade unions? Serra says:

“It is to our interest that they should act, that they
should share the responsibility.”

But Serra is not interested in mobilising the masses and
in leading them; before the fight is started, he wants to know
who is to be responsible for the fight. He is afraid of the
Party’s responsibility, he is even airaid to proceed towards
independent leadership. He is afraid to raise before the Parties
the problem of independent leadership in the economic struggle.
To speak about Serra as a “conciliator” is to indulge in a
manifest exaggeration that is absolutely unfounded. Serra is a
typical Right. If some of the Italian comrades have any doubt
on his score, it seems to me that such idoubts are a survival
of the past and a kind of illusion that Serra might be. im-
proved by good fireatment. In politics, as you know, when we
have to deal with serious utterances against the entire line,
there must be the most ruthless and relentless action, which
alone prevents deviations. Lenin repeatedly said, and it was
confirmed by practice, that in order to do away with the va-
cillations of others, one has to quit vacillating oneself. This
rule, laid down by Lenin, is applicable to the whole struggle
of all the Communist Parties against any deviations.

THE NEW TACTICS AND THE TROTSKYISTS.

The last question in this series to which I should like to
draw your attention is the present role of the Trotskyists in
regard to the new tactics. It is an exceedingly curious thing.
The Trotskyists, who pose in the domain of pure politics as
extreme ‘Lefts”, as the Leftest people in the world, when
it is a question of the concrete practical struggle among the
masses, are found to be in a united front with the Rights all
along the line. How did the German “Leits” express themselves
about the new tactics? They opposed them resolutely and cate-
gorically, accusing the Party of adventurism. How did they
express. themselves on the question of the factory committee
elections? They joined the Rights in attacking the Party. How
did they speak on the question of the 1st of May? Again with
the Rights against the Party. The German “Lefts” are a harm-
less little sectarian group, something like a Russian religious
sect, which marks time and keeps on repeating the same
phrases. Yet, wherever the Trotskyists have the least influence,
their tactics become far more pronounced.

In Belgium the Trotskyists had influence in the Union of
Educational Workers. Do you know what they «did? They con-
ducied a campaign for the withdrawal of the Belgium Teachers’
Union from the class International of Educational Workers
and for its affiliation to the Amsterdam International. Here you
have the Left Trotskyists and their trade union tactics!
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" And what are the Trotskyists doing in- America? What are
Cannon et alia doing? What do they wnite in their organ,
the “Militant”? They speak sharply against the Party, against
the decisions of the 1V. Congress of the Profintern and of the
VI. Congress of the Comintern that urge an intensification of
the struggle against the socialists; they speak in favour of a
bloc with the so-called progressives, and instead of forcing the
American Federation of Labour to organise the unorganised,
they advocate the slogan of “Zwingt ‘die Bonzen” which the
Communist Party abandoned 18 months ago under pressure
from the Comintern and Profintern.

. Such are the exploits of the Trotskyists on the international
stage. At the same time in the last number of “Fahne des
Kommunismus” a long article was written by Trotsky himself
against Brandler and Thalheimer, Trotsky is displeased with
their Right policy, while the Trotskyists pursue the same policy
as Brandler and Thalheimer. What a happy subdivision of
labour! The theorist and leader utters Left phrases, while his
followers are doing Right deeds. At the same time, while
uttering Left phrases, Trotsky does the following: he addresses
a letter to Souvarine urging the latter to renounce some of his
views so that it might be possible to “co-operate in future”.
And all this is what they call “Left tactics” and criticising the
Comintern and the Profintern “irom the Left”.

Thus you see, comrades, a complete united front has been
formed by all the backsliders from the Comintern and the Prof-
intern, against the new tactics, against the Comintern and the
Profintern. They come out under various guises, using various
arguments. Yet the substance of their talk is this: do not
accentuate the struggle against the social democracy, do not
put up independent candidateg at elections -against the trade
union bureaucrats, do not reject the slogan of “Zwingt die
Bonzen”, do not create new unions in America, join the Am-
sterdam International and not the class International of Edu-
cational Workers.

WINNING THE TRADE UNION MASSES AND NOT THE
TRADE UNION APPARATUS.

About what is the quarrel with all these groups?
The quarrel goes on both with them and also within our own
ranks on the question of methods for winning the masses. Un-
der ‘various labels and diverse political guises, the Rights, the
Centrists, the conciliators, the Trotskyists and other elements,
are disputing the correctness of the line of the Comintern and
of the Profintern, the correctness of the new methods which
we. have adopted for our more rapid and more radical pene-
tration into the masses, The Rights are particularly sensitive
when we emphasise categorically and definitely, with full
Bolshevist lucidity, that we mean to win the trade unicn
masses and not the trade union apparatus, On this question
there were vacillations at the IV. Congress of the Profintern.
Those vacillations were connected with all the Right and con-
ciliatory groups. What was the nature of those vacillations?
This point of view was most clearly formulated already at the
1V. Congress of the Profintern by one of the conciliators, Fren-
zel, who said:

“The contrasting of the apparatus to the masses, which
may be detected in Comrade Losovsky’s words, renders
impossible .a concrete and practical policy for capturing
the trade union positions; it renders it impossible for our
comrades who are active in the trade union movement to
carry on a positive fight for capturing the official pos-
itions in the trade unions.”

It appears as though our task was to capture the functions
in the trade unions, as though our purpose was not to win
the masses, but to -capture trade union positions. Recently an
attempt was also made by Walcher to formulate his point of
view on this question:

“Losovsky says that the difference between the ‘Rights’
and the Comintern consists in that the former want to
capture the trade union apparatus ‘whereas we have always
understood under the capture of the trade unions the winn-
ing of the trade union masses’. On this point it ought to
be observed that we are convinced that it is impossible to

win the trade union masses without pursuing the aim of
capturing the trade union apparatus.”

It may seem as though the dispute here was not over a
particularly important question, and yet this is the root, this
is the central question of our struggle against the Rights.
According to Walcher, our aim is to capture the apparatus;
but the trade union apparatus, as you know, is composed of
elected trade union officials as well as of appointed officials
from the insurance organs etc. If “we should oust the social-
democrats from their positions and capture a local union, do
we thereby capture the apparatus? Not at all. We would merely
win the masses in this particular union in which we would
have ousted the old representatives of the apparatus. If it be
true — and this has now been recognised — that the trade
union apparatus is becoming fused with the bourgeois State,
how is it possible to capture the reformist trade union appa-
ratus? We might just as well try to capture the bourgeois State
by means of peaceful collaboration. We have so far believed
that the bourgeois State cannot be captured, so we were taught
by Lenin. If we empasise in all our resolutions that the fusion
of the trade union apparatus with the bourgeois State has been
and is going on, it follows that the trade union apparatus
cannot be captured. And if during the struggle for the masses
we shall chase out the trade union officials, will this mean
the capture of the apparatus? He who believes in reforming
the social democratic officials, in gaining over to our side the
reformist apparatus men, is :a hopeless case.

Comrade Smoliansky’s attempt, in an article in the “Bolshe-
vik” on this question, to draw some distinction between cap-
turing the fascised trade union apparatus and capturing the
apparatus of the bourgeois State, strikes me as incorrect. It
is incorrect because Comrade Smoliansky forgets what both of
us have repeatedly urged, and what has also been repeatedly
urged by the Comintern. He forgets that the fusion of the trade
union apparatus with the bourgeois State has turned the trade
union apparatus into an -auxiliary organ of this State, Do you
believe it .possible to capture the auxiliary organs of the bour-
geois State? Obviously, no. Comrade Smoliansky is rather vague
;)n.this question, and this vagueness may lead him into con-
usion.

On the question of our activity in the trade unions there
are two methods, two approaches. In the dispute which we
have had with a number of comrades within the Profintern after
the IV. Congress, including Comrade Yaglom, 1 asserted that
Lenin, who had. written so much about the necessity of working
in the reactionary, base -and filthy trade unions, had never
said that we should work in order to capture the trade union
apparatus. I challenged them to produce an utterance of this
kind ever made by Lenin, and of course, this could not be
done, because Lenin had never said anything of the kind.
Lenin spoke about winning the trade union masses wherever
they were, in the Catholic, Hirsch-Dunker unions, etc. But he
never raised the question of capturing the trade union appa-
ratus, nor could he raise such a question. The substitution o?
the slogan of “capturing the trade union apparatus” for the
slogan of “capturing the trade union masses” is the expression
of the fundamental difference between two political tendencies
which profoundly diverge in their principles, the difference
between Bolshevism and a kind of reformism which has pene-
trated into the Comintern.

A quite correct, quite definite and clear position on
this question was taken by the XIl. Congress of the German
Communist Party., Again it was not accidental that in the
struggle against the Rights the Congress of the German Com-
munist Party had to state the question very sharply. The con-
gress combatted the manifest opportunistic position and re-
buked all the rights in Germany, and I believe that this was
done in time. There was so much confusion on this question
within the Germany Party that it was high time to put an end
to this confusion.

ABOUT NEW UNIONS.

One of the most poignant questions, which has caused
many debates and discussions in the Comintern, which has
caused bitter attacks on the Profintern by all the backsliders,
is the question of new trade unions. I wish to dwell on the
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experience of the new trade unions in order to examine quite
objectively the positive achievements in this respect, as well
as the shortcomings. You remember, comrades, what a parti-
cularly furious controversy occurred on this question at the
IX. Plenum of the E. C. C. 1. It was believed by the American

delegation — upon this question the Majority and the Minority .

were fQr some time united — that the Left wing should con-
centrate its efforts upon the American Federation of Labour.
This is how the problem was formulated by Lovestone. He
said that the “main current” of the American labour movement
was the American Federation of Labour. You remember how
at the IX. Plenum of the E. C. C. I, and subsequently at the
IV. Congress of the Profintern, we have categorically repudiated
this theory. We advocated the formation of new frade uwnions
in America because there are over 90% unorganised workers,
while those unorganised workers are employed in the most
essential industries,

It is necessary to abandon the somewhat hackneyed idea
so frequently encountered, the idea that to form a new trade
union means to follow the line of least resistance. No, com-
rades, the creation of new unions — and this has been demon-
strated by experience both in America and in England —
means a very serious and exceedingly difficult thing, which is
far from following the line of least resistance.

The American comrades can tell us a good deal about
what it means to create a union, and not only to create it, but
also to try to lend vitality and activity to this new union.
We now have in the United States 3 unions: the Miners’ Union
with approximately 7—8,000 members, the Transport Workers’
Union with 5—6,000 members, and the Clothing Workers Union
with 12—14,000 members. To be sure, these are little unions.
Yet, the peculiarity of the situation is that there is not a single
strike and a single conflict in the United States without the
participation and leadership of these littie unions. Why? Because
the American Federation of Labour and its affiliated unions
are resolutely working together with the employers, Frequently
they co-operate with the employers in hiring blacklegs, in lite-
rally hiring murderers, in employing provocateurs, etc, Every
strike in the United States becomes transformed into a fierce
fight with masses of victims, with killed etc, as was the case
at Gastonia,

Our unions in America are still extremely weak. They are
poorly organised, and also ideologically weak. The formation
of these unions went on under conditions of furious factional
strife. Each faction tried to form its own unions. Lovestone
and the Lovestoneites wanted them to be Lovestonean unions
and nothing else. I believe this will be corroborated by the
comrades Minor and Browder. This factional strife has resulted
in that in the new unions there has been a struggle among the
factions for leading positions instead of penetrating into the
masses and winning the masses for the union. Tens of thou-
sands of workers have already joined the new unions, never-
theless they are both organisationally and ideologically weak
to the highest degree. In spite of all their shortcomings, these
little unions constitute just now in America a serious factor
in the economic fights that are going on. Why? Because through
them our Communist Party is acting, because through them,
regardless of the shortcomings of the Communist Party (and
there are such shortcomings in plenty), the Party does pene-
trate into the .masses. The Party is growing, the unions are
growing, becoming robust and atfracting new workers into
their ranks, and so on; under these conditions the little unions
are playing a great political role. That is why in speaking
about the new unions of the United States, in summing up the
experiences of the new unions, we must say: ideologically and
organisationally the unions are weak, nevertheless during the
last year they have justified their existence to the extent of not
only 100% but 200%.

We have had frequent occasions to call attention to a
whole series of mistakes committed by our comrades in the
United States, particularly in the South. I must dwell on this
also now. Is it not characteristic that our comrades are still
unable to get rid of White chauvinism in their own ranks,
within ‘the Party? We have Communists there who regard . the
Negroes in the same light as the headers of the American Fe-
deration of Labour. This is a fact. And I say, as long as we

have not overcome this in the Party, we shall not have a Bolshe-
vist Party in the United States.

How was the situation in the South in connection with the
strikes? Qur comrades were conifronted with the fact that the
White workers did nol wish to be in one union with the

Negroes. What is suggested there by some of our comrades?
To form separately a White union and a Negro union, And.

I ask you, is this correct? Is it right for Communists, taking
the initiative of creating new unions, to form separate unions
for White and Negro workers?

(Piatnitsky? They have already progressed. Now they are
only segregating by ropes the Negroes from the Whites at
union meetings.)

And do you know that the leader of the Textile Workers’

“Union, Weisbord, arguing at a meeting in favour of the Ne- -

groes being in one union with the Whites, has told his White
listeners that to be in one union with Negroes does not yet
mean to feed at one and the same restaurant, to live with
them in one hotel, and to travel in one street car with them.
Such “communists” should be chased out of our ranks, There
is no room for such gentry in our ranks. If a Communist
leader of a revolutionary union is afraid to come out against
White chauvinism at a workers’ meeting on account of the
prejudices with which the White workers are contaminated,
he is not a Communist, but a rag, an alien element to be ba-
nished from our ranks! (Applause.)

White chauvinism is a serious disease in America. It is
no joke for the American movement and for the Comintern if

there are Communists in our ranks who are infected with .

White chauvinism. You will excuse me, but a Party which
does not chase the White chauvinists from idts ranks should
be seriously examined and shaken up from the bottom to the
{op. In the American Party there were entire nuclei which
declared that they did not wish to enrol Negroes into their
ranks. Were such nuclei disbanded? Nothing of the kind! The
American comrades were engrossed in their factional strife.
Well, now they will have time.

Even with these defects, with the existence of White chau- .

vinism, the - loathsome survival of the old “culture” in our
ranks, with all these defects, our unions are creating for the
Party a tremendous possibility for growing and for winning
new strata of workers, However poorly, the Party did lead the
Gastonia strike; however inadequately, the Party does act in
connection with all the strikes, becoming a serious factor in
the economic struggle of the American proletariat. The Party
is active, although inadequately, among the automobile workers.
This line ought to be further pursued, and I am convinced
that the further experience will vindicate the path mapped out
by the IX. Plenum of the Comintern and by the IV. Congress
of the Profintern. If we had any doubts as to the correctness
of introducing the new tactics in America, now the activity
of the Trotskyists and the progressivists in the American Party
against our line serves to demonstrate that we were quite right.

We also have the experience of two new unions in Great
Brifain: the Scottish Miners® Union and the Clothing Wor-
kers’ Union. How was the case with the Scottish Miners’
Union? We quarrelled here in the Comintern with the British
comrades, we told them it was time to start the creation of a
union in Scotland because they had obtained a majority in all
the elections, whereas the T.U. bureaucrats were manifestly
viclating the expressed will of the majority by remaining at
their jobs. We urged them to act upon the fact of having ob-
tained the majority of votes, and not upon the idea of “unity
at all costs”. Nevertheless our British comrades delayed the
creation of the new union and started it only when the union
had lost two-thirds ©of its members. The loss of membership
was the result of our meekness and retreat before the T.U.
bureaucracy. When two-thirds of the members were lost, when
the union had become emaciated, only then did the British
Party proceeded to create the new union. The union was crea-
ted, and it is now in a difficult position. The whole apnaratus
nt the Sfate, the mine owners, the General Council, the Miners’
Federation, etc. are putting their whole weight against this
union. It is also opposed by the “Lefts” (Cook, etc.).
It is not easy to withstand this united front. Tremendous ef-
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forts are needed to march forward. Upon this ground there
may arise, and there are arising defeatist moods, and all
efforts ought to be made to overcome these moods.

Let us take the Clothing Workers’ Union of London, How
was the case there? How did it originate? A few hundred
" clothing workers declared a strike and won it in defiiance of
"the Execufive Committee of the Tailors and Garment Workers’
Union. What did the Executive do? It expelled the leader of
the strike, who was also chief organiser of the London branch.
It was then that the London branch became transformed into
an independent union and the leaders began to think that after
‘the formation of this union, everything would proceed smoothly
and well. They did not foresee that the old union would resort
to provocation in collusion with the employers, that it would
wreck strikes, and so forth. The union had to withstand a con-
centrated blow. The new union suffered defeat in one strike,
and some of the members got thoroughly downhearted. Those
comrades, apparently, thought that they would form a new
union and it would grow strong all at once. Excuse me, com-
rades, do you not know the history of the labour movement?
Do you not know that the trade unions have sustained scores
of defeats? Are they serious leaders who lose -their courage
and spirit after a single defeat? No, such leaders will not hold
their own in a fight in which they are opposed by the united
and mighty front of the employers, the State, and the reformist
unions. ,

The British Party has done a good deal to support this
union, although inadequately. It was necessary to make far
greater efforts, If we shall be smashed in these two unions,
not only will the workers no longer have confidence in us,
but they will also not believe the Communists to be capable
of leading an organisation. Even il we should be forced then
to get at the head of a new trade union, the workers will
say: well, the Communists cannot lead trade unions, they have
shown this by the example of the Scottish miners and of the
clothing workers.

To the British Party it is now a matter of principle to
strengthen these trade unions. If these unions are smashed, the
Communist Party will have shown its weakness, its inability to
lead. What has been done so far and what is being done now
is inadequate. These two unions, with all their weakness, are
meriting every support.

At the same time our comrades should not entertain any
illusions. He who believes that the new unions in the struggle
against the employers, against the reformist apparatus, against
the powerful united front, can march forward without defeats,
realises very little the difficulties confronting the new unions.
I put it to you this way. The Clothing Workers’ Union has
sulfered defeat in a strike, it is passing through tremendous
difficulties about which the British comrades will tell you
much better than I am able to. Yet, what should our comrades
do? Shall they capitulate, or defend the new union? The Com-
intern is against capitulation. May be the union will be
defeated again, but fight it must again. Who said that we were
marching on to victory on a straight line? It was never asserted
by the Comintern, by Bolshevism, that we should march to
victory without a defeat. We have always stated the very
opposite: That we are learning from our defeats, that there
will still be defeats, but that the ultimate victory will be ours.
This should be realised by every Bolshevik, by every leader
of a revolutionary trade union.

“LOZOVSKY SPLITS THE TRADE UNIONS.”

It has now become a sign of good manners in the whole
of the opportunistic press to denounce me as one who wants
to split the trade unions. Lozovsky wants to form new trade
unions everywhere, say the Rights. Lozovsky wants to disband
all the trade unions and form his own little joints, is seconded
by the conciliators. And Serra writes:

“Stalin’s speech at the Presidium of E. C. C. 1., the
statement made by the representative of the German Com-
munist Party, the documents of the Comintern, all this
proves that the question has been decided in principle. It

is rumoured that the quarrel with Lozovsky is only as
to the choice of the favourable moment.”

This is written by a member of the Presidium of the
Comintern. “It is rumoured”! Rumoured by whom and where?
Is it the gossip of old women in the market place? Such then
is the attitude of “principle” taken by Serra who accuses
everybody — Stalin, the Comintern, Lozovsky, and parti-
cularly mysell — of disruptive desires. Would you perhaps
like to hear how these charges are echoed by the German con-
ciliators who accuse he Comintern of disruptive tactics? Here
is what they write:

“There is great ambiguity in the Party on the trade
union question. If this confusion will remain, if this
ambiguous tactic will be continued, the formation of
parallel unions will be only a question of time.”

Generally, it is assumed by these comrades that the
formation of parallel unions is a catastrophe tinder all and any
circumstances. They do not quarrel with us on the question
of where, when and how, but they quarrel about the principle.
We have before us an example of purest organisational fetishism.
They believe the reformist trade unions fo be divinely ordained
and destined to exist forever, so that there ought to be no
struggle against the reformist trade unions, while our task
should be to obey implicitly the orders of the reformist trade
union bureaucracy. I must declare that all this talk about my
desire to split all the trade unions is sheer nonsense. We debated
in the Comintern not whether the unions should be split or
not, but rather under what concrete circumstances this should
be done. We have never debated the question whether it was
admissible on principle to form parallel unions. On this subject
there is no controversy in our midst. Only the Rights and the
conciliators have quarrelled with us on this point. And this
means that everything Bolshevist that was in them has evapo-
rated. The problem of new unions is solved on the ground of
conditions of time and place, and not in a general way. If
the Rights and the conciliators are screaming about the policy
of splitting, it is because they want in this way to conceal
their tactics of capitulation. He who stands for unity at all
costs and under any circumstances should declare right away
his unconditional submission to the reformist T. U. bureaucracy.
Only at such a price can the unity of the trade unions be
maintained, but this will be unity upon the basis of class
collaboration, unity upon the basis of total renunciation by
the Communists of their views. Such tactics of surrender would
be tantamount to treachery, and therefore these tactics are
absolutely opposed to the whole position of the Comintern.

ABOUT ILLEGAL TRADE UNIONS.

Since the fascisation of the social demorcracy and of the
reformist T. U. apparatus is now going on at a more rapid
pace, there will be more and more frequent attempts to drive
underground all the revolutionary mass organisations, including
the Communist Party. We must therefore consider the question
of the formation of illegal trade unions not from the standpoint
of how good it would be otherwise — let us leave such
sophistications to special devotees — but rather from the
standpoint of what our illegal trade unions are doing, and
whether more cannot be done under given concrete circum-
stances. This is the only standpoint from which we approach
this question,

_If we turn to a group of countries with an illegal trade
union movement, we shall be bound to admit that the Com-
munist Parties which have formed and retained the illegal trade
uniong have been politically vindicated.

Yet, while the Communist Parties were right in forming
or retaining these unions in the countries of white terror and
fascism, this does not mean that the unions are working well.
These are quite different things. To begin with, the mainte-
nance of the illegal trade unions has a great sense and meaning
only if such small illegal trade unions (big mass organisations
generally cannot exist under illegal conditions) embrace at
least a small section of the workers, who are not members
of the communist party. Under such conditions alone have the
illegal trade unions a right to exist. We need no duplicate of
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the Party. If we shall construct -the trade union only as a
Party ‘nucleus and agree to call this nucleus of the Party a
trade union group, it will only be playing with words; be-
cause the purpose of a trade union — to influence certain strata
of non-Party workers marching side by side with us — will
‘not be achieved. Consequently, the fundamental task of main-
taining the trade union under illegal conditions consists in
constructiag. it so that it may embrace certain strata of wor-
kers sympathising with the Party, who might be attracted
through the trade union to take part in solving the tasks
which confront the Party.

Along which road is it possible to extend the narrow
limits of these unions? Along the road of getting at the head
in economic fights. I have an idea that in a number of coun-
tries with an illegal trade union movement things are in very
bad shape in this respect. I may recall to you what was said
by Lenin about an illegal Party and the role of this illegal
party in.mass fights: P

. “Two or three hundred underground workers — said
Lenin 'in a rejoinder to the liquidators — voice the in-
terests amd needs of millions and tens of millions, telling
them the truth about their miserable conditions, opening
their eyes to the necessity of the revolutionary struggle,
imbuing them with faith in it, giving them the correct
slogans, ‘wresting these masses ' from the influence of the
bombastic yet utterly false reformist slogans of the bour-
geoisie.” (Lenin, Vol. XII, Part. 1, p. 159, Russian Edition.)

You see how Lenin approached the question of a small
illegal Party, of a few hundred Communists, considered as a
serious army in the class struggle. Yet, we have thousands of
Communists in Italy, we have more than a few hundreds in
other countries, while our Parties neglect a whole number of
fights. Of course, this is not accidental, there must be some-
thing wrong in the transmission mechanism from the centre
to the lower links, to the Party nuclei. There must be a weak
point somewhere, and owing to this the 'whole Party does
not act with suificient vigour. And when the fights are immi-
nent — it is declared by the Italian comrades themselves that
they are on the eve of a serious struggle — if you will not
display in time necessary initiative, you will be lost in the
mass .movement, you will not lead, but will be drag-
ging in the rear of the events. I consider this a serious dan-
ger in Italy, and we should warn our Italian comrades in
comradely fashion, drawing their attention to this danger. This
is not malicious criticism on our part, it is what we have
to say to our comrades, it is the warning which we must
give 1f we want the Party to be fully armed for the coming
events. Let us not forget that our Communist Parties in such
countries will have to get at the head of the mass movement
in the struggle against white terror and fascism, and this
will be possible only if there will not be even the smallest
movement of the workers without the participation of the
Communist Party, if our Communist Parties will be able to
lead from their underground concealment all the economic fights
of the workers, raising the struggle to a higher plane. In these
countries, more than anywhere else, we must be able to trans-
form economic fights into political, while the indispensable pre-
requisite for giving a political content to strikes is the abso-
lutely .correct leadership of all the economic fights on the part
of the illegal trade unions.

ACTIVITY IN THE FASCIST TRADE UNIONS,

In this connection I should like to lay stress on the que-
stion of the activity of Communists in the fascist trade unions.
Yet, in order to determine what is to be done in the fascist
trade unions and how to do it, it should be borne in mind
that the fascist trade unions do not represent something uni-
form. In fact, there are various types of such trade unions,
e. g. in China and in Italy., The Ifalian trade unions are a
compulsory State organisation to which the contributions from
the workers are collected by the employers and all the wor-
kers are considered members of the unions. Since there are
no elected organs, no meetings, nor even the most elementary
and circumscribed T.U. democracy, since there are no elec-
tions to the leading organs, to' work in the trade unmions in

Italy means to work in the factory, because there are no trade
unions in Italy at all. There are only State -officials, It means
that to work in the fascist trade unions in Italy is to intensify
the activity in the factory. It is a different case in China, where
the Kuomintang trade unions may outwardly and formally be
called trade unions in some .cases, since they are not every-
where compulsory, and not everywhere and invariably are the
contributions from all the workers collected by the employers.
There are trade unions with several thousand members, in-
cluding a certain proportion of backward workers who do not
sufficiently understand what these Kuomintang unions really
are, The work in the Kuomintang unions may in such cases
yield certain results. Of course, this does not mean that the
Party should tell the workers to join the Kuomintang unions.
Not at all!

Since they have real workers, the Party must work in
them, Nevertheless the Chinese comrades are afraid lest the’
Communists sent into those unions become demoralised. This,
of course, is not evidence of any particular strength, of any
particular organisational and ideological firmness of the Party.
There is indeed information to the effect that a number of
Communis!s sent into the Kuomintang unions did become' de-
moralised. Well, to hell with them! Such people cannot really
be called Communists. Nevertheless it is necessary to send
Communists there because there are tens of thousands of wor-
kers in those unions. (Of course, it is necessary at the same
time to consolidate the illegal trade wunions.) This does not
mean to try to obtain salaried positions in those unions. This
should not be done under any circumstances, The leading ele-
ments of the Kuomintang unions are an auxiliary organ of the
white terror, the direct agents ot Chinese militarism entrusted
with the function of hunting for ‘“suspects”, of.praising the
regime of white terror, and of negotiating with the employers
as to how to nip the movement in the bud. The Communists
have no business to try to gain such positions in which they
would have either to turn traitors or to be beheaded.

The problem of the T.U. movement in the illegal coun-
tries confronis us in regard to these countries not only with
the question of the methods of leadership in the economic fights,
but also with the question whether it would be possible to
carry out in these countries all those rules and decisions which
have been adopted by the Comintern and by the Profintern for
winning the masses. Thus, in these countries a great role is
played, of course, by the problem of the unorganised which is
just now acquiring exceptional importance in all countries.

PROBLEM OF ORGANISING THE UNORGANISED.

The problem of the unorganised is rconironting us very
sharply because there is a new adjustment of the forces of
labour employed in the process of production. Rationalisation
attracts new cadres of workers, and if we recall the historical
development of the trade unions, we find that the best orga-
nised are the highly skilled workers while the worst organised
are the unskilled and semi-skilled workers. Since the modern
rationalised factory employs chiefly unskilled labour, the im-
portance of the unskilled workers in production has increased,
and this means also the increased fighting ability of the un-
skilled working men and women in their strikes against the
employers. The unskilled working women and youth in the
factories are to a considerable extent unorganised. Heénce the
increased importance of the unorganised.

Is it possible to count on the unorganised in times of
fights? The expeniemce of the last year has shown that it is
possible to count on the unorganised. The Ruhr and Lodz stri-
kes, the strikes in France, and the present strikes in the United
States and in a number of other countries, have demonstrated
the fact that the unorganised are at least not less capable of
fighting than the organised workers.

It is under such circumstances that Comrade Serra —
whose classification among the conciliators is due to a mis-
understanding — comes along and tries to show the line of
the. Comintern on this question to be wrong. Serra writes the
following ‘in his last memorandum to the Comintern: “On the
whole, the organised workers are more advanced.” I should
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like -to know who are the organised waorkers referred to. Or-
ganised by whom? In what unions? Can it be said that the
organised warkers, in the reformist trade unions are more ad-
vanced because they are under the influence of the reformist
T. U.. bureaucrats?  This . would -mean turning . upside down
everythmg said by the Comintern. But let us read on, Comra-
des. Serra, classed by misunderstanding among ‘he conciliators,
says:, “Any demagogical romanticism towards the ‘unorganise-d’
{why thesg inverted commas?) will throw us into a state .of
childhood, not into a' Right:or Lelt deviation, but purely and
simply into. a -state ‘of childhood without any deviations.” .

This fear of the unorganised, and the misunderstanding of
their role, is a' rather widespread disease in our ranks. 1t is
curious to hear the opinion of the Rights in “Against the
Stream” on this subject. They advance a new theory, they say
that the unorganised may play a certain role in the political
fights, but under no circumstances in the economic fights. Why
so? Why this position? We have so far believed that the po-
litical strike is only a .higher form.of the struggle, that the
political strike is the outcome of the economic fight, and that
it is our .fask to transform the simpler form of the struggle
into the higher. To speak like the people in ‘“Against “the
Stream” is to .go against sound Marxist logic. The Rights do
not even attempt to prove why the unorganised may -play a
role in the more complex fights while unable to play any role
whatever in the less complex, elementary forms of the struggle.
This is an absurdity, .this is contradictory to the whole of
our experience,

- ©should like to menhon a little:’ example of " the Seraing
Works in Belgium;' It was a question there of increasing the
working hours by 150 working hours per annum.According
to law; the working hours cannot be increased unless the in-
crease is voted for by a majority -of the workers of a given
factory. ‘Now, in those works there are both organised (refor-
mist) and unorganised workers. The voting was as follows:
out of 1,258 workers organised in the reformist union, 493
voted for longer hours and 760 against; of the unorganised,
145 voted for and 423 against. In other words, 60% of the
workers organised in the reformist unions voted against longer
hours and 40% voted for it; among the unorganised, 74%
voted against, and only 26% for. Here is a little illustrafion
of the respective role of the organised and unorganised on a
very simple question 'of the trade union struggle. What does
this mean? It means that the reformist T. U. apparatus brings
its whole weight to bear upon their organised workers, drag-
ging them on to the reactionary, conservative path; whereas
the unorganised workers, who are now drawn into industry
in growing numbers, are not connected with the reformist ap-
paratus’ and- are more inclined to go our way, In this there
is nothing unnatural, and consequently the whole theory about
the “romanticism of the Comintern” in regard to the unorga-
nised is based upon an absolute failure to see what is gno,ing
on in reality.

OUR SHORTCOMINGS AND MISTAKES IN TRADE UNION
AND STRIKE TACTICS.

The more “delicate” and more debatable portion of my
report has to deal with the question of the fundamental mistakes
and shortcomings in the T. U. activily of the Communist
Parties, the shortcomings and mistakes in our strike tactics.
This happens to be a very ticklish -question because many
Party leaders do not take critical remarks in the proper way.
A negative example in this sense was furnished, for instance,
by Comrade Tom' Bell in the general discussion when, in
answer to my criticisms about the mistakes and shortcomings
of the C. P. G. B., he declared that “Lozovsky wants to bring
about a crisis in the Party”. He went on to say that generally
in .the Comintern there is a special category of workers who
are only waiting for a crisis and are very sad if they cannot
achieve this crisis. I consider such utterances a monstrosity
in our ranks which should be most emphatically condemned.
This means an attempt to stifle self-criticism, an attempt to
intimidate us by holding up the bogey of a crisis to cause
us to give up the sound self-criticism which is necessary for
the normal development of the international Communist mo-
'vement. Being quite aware of the exceptional sensibility of our
comrades when they are criticised, I have chosen the following

method. I have studied all the decisions passed during the last
year by the congresses and by the. C. C’s of the Communist
Parties’ and selected therefrom the self-criticism already con-
tained in the decisions of the respective Parties; next, I have
put down all’ these critical remarks in rotatlon, naturally
dropping all repetitions. Thus, 1 have studied the decisions
of the congresses of the Communist Parties of Germany, France,
Great Britain, Greece, Yugoslavia, and a number of other
countries. Yet, when.I tried to add to this the critical remarks
made by the Comintern and the Profintern on the tactics in
the different countries, there resulted such a gigantic list that
I was compelled to abrndge it. Yet the list of errors which
remains, and which I submit here to your attention, is fun-
damentally based upon the criticisms formulated by the respec-
tive congresses, Here is this abrldged list:

~1. Under-estimation of the radlcahsatlon of the masses.

2. Lagging behind the spontaneous movement of the masses.

3. Under-estimation of the forces of the T. U. bureaucracy.

4. Under-estimation of the role of the Party.

5. A tendency towards preserving formal unity by refraining
from revolutionary activity,

6. Hopes for winning the social- 1mper1ahst T. U. bureaucracy.

7. Under-estimation of the revolutionary role of the un-
organised.

8. Retreating before every offensive of the reformists.

9. Under-estimation of the fusion of the T. U. bureaucracy with
‘the bourgeois State.

10. Failure to understand the political sxgmﬁcance of economic
strikes. .

11. Tendencies towards T. U. neutrality.

12. The lack of a firm line in the struggle against the new
methods of crushing the labour movement.

13. Vacillation between the revolutionary and the reformist line
in regard to the mobilisation of the masses.

14. Hesitation before declaring a strike.

15. Systematic hesitation and vacillation in the course of
leading a strike,

16. Excessive reverence of constitutionalism and legalism in
the methods of the struggle.

17. The Party did not sufficiently sharply and persistently ex-

. pose both Cook and Maxton.

18. The Party drew up at times. the w-roncr perspective: for

instance, the line to the effect that while the present leaders
control the trade unions, and as long as these leaders
are not ousted in a constitutional T. U. way, no mass
struggle is possible.

19. The Party members have not done their utmost to capture
the really Left workers in the trade unions and to draw
them into the general activity upon the grounds of the
Minority Movement.

20. It was a defect of the Party that the struggle between the
Cf?_mmunists and the Rights looked like a struggle for
offices.

21. The inability to adapt our politics and activity to the
capitalist offensive.

22. The presence of moods in favour of giving up activity
in the trade unions on account of objective difficulties.

23. Tendencies to talk about new unions in the face of bureau-
cratic attacks.

24. The formation of a united front (that is, with the reformists.

— A. L) upon the basis of refraining from mutual
criticism. .

25. Giving up the struggle for the sake of unity of organi-
sation. '

26. Implicit obedience to bourgeois legality.

27. Neglect of mass activity in the trade unions.

28. Bureaucratic methods in trade union activity.

29. Indifference towards current questions.

30. General slogans instead of actual, concrete slooans

31. Drawing up lists of demands without takmg into con-
sideration the objective situation.

32. Moderating the demands in the course of the fight, from
above, without discussion by the masses.

33. Lack of ability organisationally to consolidate and utilise
the strike movement.

34. Appeals by strike committees to governmental organs for
mediation.

35. Sending delegations to wait on the government.
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36." Appointment of strike committees.- 72. Refraining from political actions. in".the name of., the;,unuied
37.. Refusal to form a central strike committee. - front with the anarchists. SR v
38. No trade union activity is carrled on in the’ factorles 73. T.U. legalism and unity at all costs. . : '
e Y 74. -United - Tront with social fascists agamot other samal
39. The Party did not lead: in a smgle strike in recent years " fascists,

40."

in-the chief centre. of the. country. (Budapest) holdmg aloof
from the- economic struggle.
The priginal demands- were: subsmuted within a_few daya

. by ‘other demands: mcreasmg the original ones by a whole

41.
42.

100%. -
There was no strike commltfee elected beiore the outbreak

-of the strike.

During. the strike a strlke committee was formed,- but

the C. C.-of the Party was not connected with it, and

the -strike committee 1herefore fell into the hands of the

.. reformists,

43,

15,
46.

.
4
50.
'51 .
32
53,

T

03.

o4.
65,
06.

b

67.

08,
60.
0.

an

14

fh g

. to work,

47,

The Comnmunists voted with: the T U. bureaucrats for ter-
minating the strike, but- when the masses refused to return
the C.C. ordered the continuation of the strike.
A: ‘united -front of leaders between Communi*sts and fascists
at insurance committee elections.

Reformist trade ‘unions are still referred to as cla:ss unions.
Lack of attention to the independent trade unions which
have broken away from the reformists, and the:consequent
loss of influence in them.

“The Party has ‘fréquently dragged in the wake of the T.U.

bureaucracy:
The Party did not draw a sufficiently sharp line of: de-

' marcation from the reformists in its T. U, activity.

The Party has done nothing to achieve leadership in eco-
nomic figh's.

The Party has followed the slogan of “compelling the bu-
reaucrats to fight” (Zwingt die Bonzen).

Refraining from taking the initiative of leadership in eco-
nomic ﬁghts even where the Party had considerable in-
fluence over the masses.

The Party has followed a policy of capitulation in regard
to the social-democratic leaders.

Refraining from criticising the practice of class-collabora-
tion for the sake of the united front with the bureaucrats

" at the top.

Bare enurciation of the principle of “go into the unions”

. without connecting this question with the strengthening of
.. the revolutionary opposition.
. The fear of many Communists to come out openly against

the reformist trade union bureaucracy.

. Refusal to work in the yellow trade unions of the colonial

countries,

. Legalist-liquidatory moods, and the refusal to form illegal

revolutionary trade unions in the countries of white terror.

. Addiction to united front combinations with the bureau-

crats.
Admission of reformists to strike leadership upon equal
terms although they had slight influence over the masses.

. Insuificient demarcation from the Left reformists during

the struggle.

.~ Referring conflicts between labour and capital to the de-
" cision of arbitration boards.

b2. Slowness in the formation of independent unions where the

objective situation demanded the taking of the initiative in
this respect (U.S.A., India).

Inability to consolidate organisationally the positions, won
politically.

Voluntary yielding of strike leadership to the reformists.
Refraining from independent leadership in economic fights.
Recall of most active leaders in order to maintain unity

- committees.

“Long live the Confederation of Labour (crom) and down
with the Central Committee” (Mexico).

Systematic political and organisational sabotage of the new
revolutionary T.U. centre.

Systematic political and organisational sabotage towards
the new revolutionary trade union centre.

Participation in a conference of workers and employers
convened by the President of the republic (this again in

-Mex1co)

'Communists giving their signatures to such a formula: “To

it . treat with full respect the most contrary ideology.”

75. Inability {o mobilise . the workers of the . essentxal mdu-
stries in support of a body of strikers.

76. Unpreparedness of the Party organisation for econamlc

~fights.
1. Improvusatlon instead of lengthy and careful pre paratlon
78. Refusal to raise the slogan of the 7-hour day.
79. Flagrant wrecking and sabotaging of strikes uwmg to
faciional strife.
Aftracting peasants into the trade unions, and attempts to
. transform the trade unions into worker-.peasant orgamsa-
tions (Latin America, Mexico).
81. -To much. given to . formmg all kinds of committees .which
~fizzle out .before starting any work (Latin America).
82. Prevalence of non-proletarian elements in the leading T.U.
organs (Latin America).
83. Presence of anarcho-reformist survivals in the theory and
practice of our Communist Parties (Latin America).
84.  Encouragement of top negotiations on unity between anar-
chists -and- reformists (Argentina).

30.

85.. Giving prime prominence -to the demands of petty farmers

and- peauants while ignoring the interests of the agrlcultu-
ral labourers.

86. Sending delegations to the Government to request for the
settlement of conflicts (e. g. in Colombia during the strike
cf workers on the banana plantations).

87. Inability to transfer the strike to. a political plane, and
the appraisal of a clearly political strike as a “simple eco-
nomic conflict”. (This happened in Colombia, where our
Party appraised the strike on the banana plantations as a
simple economic conflict.)

88. Communists carry out in practice the Left social-democratic
policy (Finland). .

89. Subordinating the political line to formal unity.

90. Constant retreat before the reformists’ blackmail and split-

- ting threats (Finland).

91. Playing with affiliation to the Amsterdam International in
spite .of the wish of the latter.

92. Manifestation of White chauvinism at the very henght of

strikes.

03. Inability to consolidate and strengthen the new unions; a
passive attitude towards the new unions whose weakness
is afterwards blamed on to the union because it is a new
one, and not attributed to the mistakes committed by the
Communists themselves.

94. Underestimation of reformism as the tool of militarism and
imperialism to break up the labour movement in these
countries,

It we analyse this hundred of points of self-criticism (I
have refrained from alluding to other points simply out of
consideration for those present here), if we study these points
quite carefully, we shall find that 98% wof them are Right
mistakes while the majority of the mistakes may be reduced
to one and the same thing, to trade union legalism, to a fai-
lure to see the degree of radicalisation of the masses. and to
inability to lead the mass fights in the literal sense of the term.

An analysis of the decisions of all the Congresses shows
yet one more thing, that many of our Parties, and the best
among them, are evading some of the very essential questions.
For instance, you will recollect that at the VI. Congress of the
Comintern and at the IV. Congress of the Profintern the slogan
of the 7-hour working day was launched as a militant slogan
in connection with capitalist rationalisation.

Now, we do not find this slogan even in the decisions
of the Congress of the German Communist Party. No doubt,
this is an omission. The Congress of the German Communist
Party, in the resolution on the trade union question, speaks
about shortening the ‘working hours, but does not mention
the 7-hour day, and this in a resolution which is undoubtedly
one of the best resolutions passed by the Party Congress.
Neither do we find the slogan of the 7-hour day as a militant
slogan in the resolutions of other Party Congresses. If it is
mcluded it is merely given by the way, and not as a central
slogan, whereas in connection with capitalist rationalisation the
problem of the 7-hour day should be urged as the most
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essential one, it should be put in the centre of the whole of
our activity. With this slogan we should go to the masses,
and under this slogan we should mobilise the largest masses.
Only in this manner shall we be able to popularise this slogan
and make it clear to the large masses, because we are thus
linking up the 7-hour. day with the question of capitalist
rationalisation.

Our sirength consists in that we openly criticise all these
Right Q8eviations, all these mistakes which we commit. This
self-criticism is a sign of strength- of our Communist Parties.
A proof olfj this is furnished by the C. P. of France and the
C.G T U

Up to a certain time it was thought that the Parties had
no right to criticise the mistakes of the trade unions. This tied
the Parties as well as the unitary trade unions, dniving the
disease inwards, because no possibility was given to reveal
our shortcomings. Now we have dragged out these short-
comings “before the people”. We openly discuss them in the
press and at public meetings, and in this respect the Congress
of the French Communist Party constitutes a. big step for-
ward. The ciritical activity carried on in France by the Party
and by the Unitary Confederation of Labour is something
entirely new to the French working class, new in the sense
of taking objective stock of our shortcomings, mistakes, diffi-
culties, etc. I believe we ought to move further in this direction.

I have pointed out a number of mistakes committed during
the last strike in Bulgaria, during a strike which was led by
the independent unions and which brought a partial success
after all. Who came out with resolute criticism of these
mistakes? This was done by :#Yedinstvo” (unity), the organ
of the independent Unions which pointed out in a splendid
article all the mistakes committed during this strike. I believe
such a method to be absolutely correct. :

I have said that this collection of mistakes should not
drive us to any pessimistic conclusions; personally, I am in
no way inclined to do so. I have enumerated here a number
of mistakes committed by the German Party which have been
acknowledged by the Party Congress; a score of mistakes
committed by the French Communist Party; a number of
mistakes recorded in the resolutions of the Congresses of the
C. P’s of Great Britain, Greece, etc. In their totality they
reveal a picture of serious deviations, mistakes and shorf-
comings which can be eliminated not merely by recording
them in resolutions, but rather by proceeding after the Congress
to explain to the masses what it means to underestimate the
radicalisation of the masses, It means that the C. P. G. B.
would have to tell all the members of the Party that it con-
demns a too scrupulous attitude towards constitutionalism and
legalism in its fighting methods; it would have to tell the
masses the meaning of the point about the inadequate exposura
of Cook and Maxton by the Party and draw conclusions from
this fact in its practical work. Such things will have to be do-e
by every Party. Only thea will all the mistakes and short-
comings be rapidly eliminated., At the next Congress we sha'l
be able to survey the work done, and the list of our mistakes
will be shortened a great deal.

I maintain that not a single Parly has as yet carried out
anything like the following experiment: to have full seli-
criticism at a Congress, and at the next Congress — a year
or two later — to verify which of these mistakes have been
put right.. This we have not yet done, yet this has to be
done if we really wish seriously to rectify our mistakes, in
Bolshevist fashion. The German Party has advanced more than
the other Parties both in the sense of combatting the Rights
and of the ideological and organisational consolidation of the
Communists, but no one thinks that this has been done even
there to the extent of 100%. Such illusions are not entertained
by a single German comrade, and it does not behove us to
indulge in such illusions. A tremendous amount of work will
have to be done along the line of ideological consolida'ion,
along the line of organisational shaping, along the line of
getting rid of all the social-democratic Right survivals which
still linger within our Parties. Only a persistent educational,
systematic propagandist, organisational — and what is essen-
tial — political mass activity by the Party as a whole can
hasten the process of getting rid of these defects. I shall have
to dwell particularly on one very essential de‘ect of .our

Parties, which consists in that some of our Parties have a fairly
strange, conception of the united front, interpreting it in- a
way in which it has nowhere and never been interpreted by any-
body. Let us state the case of Hungary. There was a very
dangerous phenomenon in that couatry: to form a leaders”
committee jointly with social fascists of the type of Yavorovsky,
and to settle all questions at such a closed meeting. Not to
go to the masses, but to submit to that committee in which
the Communists were ia the minority; well, comrades, this
is not a united front, but, excuse me, a mad house. (Hear, hear.)

Such a “united front” must be condemned in the most
categorical and ruthless manner. Such illusions regarding the
united front will have to be seriously combated by the Hun-
garian Party. This constitutes a highly dangerous symptom.

Bearing in mind that the Hungarian Party is illegal, a united

front of this kind is tantamount to suicide for the Communist
Party; it amounts to political harakiri, and the sooner the
Hungarian Party frankly geis rid of it — I know there are
a number of comrades opposed to it, e, g. Bela Szanto, Bela
Kun — the sooner this question will be thoroughly thrashed
out by the Party as a whole, the quicker the Party will realise
the erroneous character of such combinations behind the scenes,
the better it will be for the Hungarian Party.

One more final question. How do we frequently understand
the meaning of leading in the economic fights? Frequently we
understand the leadership in the economic fights as the spe-
ciality of one or another individual or of the particular depart-
ment, and not of the whole Party. We have our T. U. depart-
ments, or at present the strike commissions, or strike depart-
ments, and these departments alone engage in questions of
strikes. Comrades, I am in favour of specialisation. All of
us are more or less specialised in this respect, yet the economic
fights are not the business of a special commission or de-
partment, but the business of the whole of the party organisa-
tion, of the entire Party as a whole. Before every big conilict
it is essential to mobilise the whole Party, to gather the best
forces in our ranks and to concentrate them in a given district,
so as to set the example of. correct leadership. We cannot
demand from our rank and file workers an understanding of
the most intricate and big questions; they may commit a
number of mistakes even against their own intentions, blunde-
ring quite honestly. And if we shall consider the leadership of
the fights as the monopoly of one or another department,
if we shall not mobilise the whole Party for this work, if
we shall not concentrate the best forces upon the “battle-
ground”, we shall always bes bound to commit tremendous
mistakes during the economic fights. That is why I believe the
following deduction ought to be made: that it is necessary
to mobilise all the forces of the whole Party for the conduet
of serious economic fights, of serious class conflicts. Not one
department or another, but the Party as a whole should be
mobilised from top to bottom. Only then will it be possible
to achieve serious results.

RIGHT MISTAKES IN THE SOVIET T. U. MOVEMENT.

The comrades present here might say: you have enumerated
as many as 96 mistakes, you have covered the whole world,
but you have omitted to mention the U. S. S, R.

) No, comrades, I have not forgotten about the Soviet trade
unions and I am now going to deal with the Right mistakes
in the Soviet trade union movement, mistakes which have been
eliminated far more quickly and radically than in other Parties.
This, of course, is due to the strength of the Party, to the
c?nsolidation of the Party, and to a number of other circum-
stances.

We have discussed this question at the fraction of the
XI. Plenum of the A. U. C. T. U. And this is how the fraction
ﬁf' ;l';e A. U. C. T. U. Plenum appraised the group of ths
ights:

“The initial mistake in the position of the Rights is
the anti-Marxian and anti-Leninist theory of the peaceful
evolution of the kulak into socialism, and the failure to
understand the dialectics of the class struggle under the
conditions of the proletarian dictatorship. It is this position
which leads the Rights to the failure to understand the



No. 55

International Press Correspondence

1203

present phase of the class struggle, to an under-estimation,
and even to a denial of the new industrial forms of alliance
betwéen the working class and the basic masses of the
peasantry, to calumniating the Party that it was pursuing
the policy of “military-feudal exploitation of the peasantry”,
and to offering practical proposals which would really
mean the strengthening of the capitalist elements in the

country ...
“Instead of mobilising the masses to overcome the
difficulties of the reconstruction period, — a state of panic

in front of these difficulties; instead of unfolding wide
activity to attract the masses of the working men and
women to economic construction in the process of socialist
rationalisation, in the struggle for increased productivity
of labour, and for labour discipline, they are attempting to
shield the narrow craft interests and moods of backward
strata of the working class; instead of resolute and con-
sistent unfoldment of seli-criticism in the trade unions,
they indulge in formulae and reservations which call for
circumspection in the development of self-criticism, which
hinder the development of the activity of the masses in
the struggle against bureaucratism and other abuses in the
trade unions, against the demoralisation of separate links
of the T. U. apparatus, against becoming detached from the
masses. Instead of strengthening the proletarian influence
over the village, instead of assistance by the trade unions
to the socialist reconstruction of agriculture, they ende-
avour to restrict the role of the trade unions in the village
and to cultivate an attitude of aloofness, 'which was
especially expressed in the weak influence of the trade
unions upon public life in the village, in underestimating
the work among the agricultural labourers, and so on.
Instead of broadly carrying on the political education and
class enlightenment of the masses of the workers, espe-
cially of the backward strata, they neglect at times this
cultural and educational activity, the general class tasks
of the proletariat, while failing to realise the necessity of
a resolute fight against the petty bourgeois influences among
the backward strata of the working masses. Instead of
supporting the general line of the Party and consolidating
the trade unionists around the general staff of the Party
— the Leninist C. C. — they are trying to put the Com-
munists active in the T. U. movement in contrast to the
leading organs of the Party...

“The fraction believes that the resolute fight of the
Party against the Right deviation and the conciliatory atti-
tude towards it is an indispensable pre-requisite to the
practical carrying out of the Five-Year Plan, to the recon-
struction of the national economy, to the socialist offensive
of the proletariat along the road of tearing out the roots
of capitalism in the country. The A. U. C. T. U. fraction
is convinced that all trade union workers who are Com-
munists will give their decided and unconditional support
to the Party in this matter and will ensure by their practical
activity the unlimited faith of the millions of the prole-
griét” in the Party and in its Leninist General Staff, the

This resolufion which was passed by the fraction of the
A. U C. T. U. Plenum gives an exhaustive appraisal of the
Right deviation and of the dangerous tendencies inherent therein.

OUR TASKS. TOWARDS THE LABOUR MOVEMENT OF
THE COLONIES.

Comrades, among the task now confronting us, one ‘of
the greatest and most essential tasks is to support the T. U.
movement in the colonial and semi-colonial countries. In recent
years we have seen tremendous changes in this sphere. We
see the powerful growth of the economic and political movement
in' the colonies. The Indian proletariat is coming to the fore,
and simultaneously with the fights in India, we are witnessing
the nascence of new serious fights in China. There is not a
colonial country today in which the workers are not up in
arms_against colonial oppression. Even in Central Africa, in
the Belgian, French and British Colonies, i. e. in the most

backward parts, we witness the nising of the workers. In

other words, the class-consciousness of the colonial prole-
tariat is becoming crystallised in the course of the economic
fights.

What are the distinguishing traits of the whole of this mo-
vement in the colonial countries? This movement is young. It
has been in existence only a few years. It is still weak both
ideologically and organisationally. It suffers from a whole
number of defects due not to the personal qualities of the
leaders in one country or another, but to the fact that the
proletariat of a given colony has but recently come into the
movement. Yet, comrades, along with the defects, the labour
movement of the colonies has also tremendous merits. The
merits of the movement consist in that the workers of the
colonial countries have not been corrupted by reformism. They
have not been corrupted by the prolonged domnation of bour-
geois culture. In this movement there is a good deal of spon-
taneity, but this spontaneity is of tremendous revolutionary
importance. This young movement, which was quite recently
born as a mass movement, has become transformed from the
very outset, from the very first steps, into a profound political
movement, because it fights against the whole system of im-
perialism. Now then, these peculiar traits of the labour move-
ment of the colonial and semi-colonial countries should confront
our Parties, the Comintern and the Profintern, with the problem
of practical and constant assistance to the colonial labour mo-
vement.

It must be confessed that we are doing very litlle along
this line, while our Parties are displaying little activity in this
respect. For instance, what does the French Communist Party
do in the colonies? True, something is done in the African
colonies because Africa is near, but has our French Communist
Party tried to do anything in Indo-China, or in Syria? I do
not know about this, and if our French comrades know, let
them tell us, for I have the impression that in this direction they
have done nothing or next to nothing. Something has been
done by the British Communist Party in India. But what has
been done is woefully inadequate. We are witnessing now a
tremendous rise of the labour movement in India. The labour
movement is conironted with tremendous difficulties. It has
to face the united front of the national bourgeoisie and im-
perialism, of external and internal reformism. The only Party
capable of helping — the Communist Party — does so inade-
quately. Our activity in this sphere should be increased tenfold.
For, the struggle in India, for instance, is of world-wide im-
portance. This is not a simple revolt in a little colony. The
struggle in India is of tremendous importance because it is
the ground upon which the fortunes of British imperialism are
going to be settled. He who fails to see this, Is generally a
hopeless case. Therefore, the Comintern, the Profintern, and
all the Parties from whom forces might be requiréd, should
give of their best to help India and China. In these two coun-
tries the fate of world imperialism is now being sealed. Just
imagine for a moment a united front, a revolutionary front of
the labour movement of India, China and U. S. S. R. This
is an invincible bloc. It will smash the whole of the capitalist
world. This ought to be remembered, comrades. We are doing
criminally little. An abrupt change ought to be effected in this
respect, it is essential that all the Parties do a good deal more,
It is essential that they should popularise what is going on in
the colonies (and of course, not only in those countries which
have colonies, but generally in all countries), that they should
popularise the knowledge about the labour movement in the
colonies, about the living conditions, about the working con-
ditions, about the system of exploitation, about the doings
of the reformists in the colonies, and so forth. These are the
things which should just now occupy a prominent place in our
Party and revolutionary T. U. press. Otherwise we shall not
carry out our tasks, nor shall we fulfil our duties in regard to
the revolutionary labour movement .of the colonial countries.

IS THERE GROUND FOR REFORMISM IN THE COLONIES?

Is there any ground for reformism in the colonial countries,
and can the reformists of the Amsterdam and II. Internationals
reckon upon having a serious basis in those countries? There
is no serious basis for reformjsm in the colonial countries, but
to say that the reformists have Ho supporting pont there, would
be a great underestimation of the danger of reformism.
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Whence does reformism come, let us say, in China? It
has come from the Left Kuomintang. Whence does reformism
come, let us say, in India? It comes from the Leit Swaraji
Party, from the national groups, from the intelligentsia. The
latter . establish contact with the labour movement, exert in-
fluence upon it, form themselves into reformist groups, anfi
get into touch with European reformism, obtaining from it
some help. Of course, in the colonial countries there is none
of that labour aristocracy which exists in the capitalist countries,
and for this reasom there is mo real ground for reformism;
but reformism may capture certain groups, and it has already
done so. The reformists may create for themselves certain points
of support, and they have already done so. Their _ struggle
against us is now conducted under the slogan of Bunji Suzuki,
to oust and drive out the Comintern and the Profintern from
the colonial countries. In this respect they have a united front
with imperialism and with the national bourgepisie. .

Yet, as regards the question‘ about the extent of the re-
formist influence, this question, comrades, does not depend on
them alone. It depends also on how we shall work in the co-
lonies, on what influence we are going to exercise upon the
labour movement. If we shall relax our activity, if we shall not
render serious assistance to the nascent Parties in a number
of colonial countries, of course, we shall then open the doors
to all kinds of Left reformist theories and Left reformist or-
ganisations, and it will be difficult afterwards to drive them
out. It is: therefore necessary to- accelerate the framing of

series of measures.of aid for the colonial countries. -

At the present time we . are witnessing an attempt at an
understanding between colonial reformism and European re-
formism. A delegation of a few people from India, under the
chairmanship of Joshi, has gone-to Europe and is now ne-
gotiatinig about the conditions for the admission of the Indian
Trads Union Congress into the Amsterdam International. In
this connection, Citrine has gone to Geneva, having previously
granied £100 to support one of the strikes in India. Sassenbach
has also arrived there, having also donated £100 to ingratiate
these reformists. So far the negotiations have been fruitless,
because the Indian reformists want to get something tangible,
so that they might come home and say: look here, we went
to Europe and we have received so much from.the International
Labour Office and so much from the Amsterdam International.
But is there an’gf hing tangible that the Amsterdam International
can give them? What can the General Council of the British
Trades Union Congress give tliem? What can the Citrines,
Jouhaux, Leiparts, Sassenbachs, and the other. reformists give
them? Nothing at all. For this reason even the most corrupt
colonial reformists begin to utter speeches which show that
they are experiencing definite disappointment, that their hopes
for some help are beginning already to fade away.

Here is a characterisafion of the position of reformism
in the East that was given by Joshi, the leader of the Indian
labour delegation to the International Labour Conference at
Geneva, in his speech at the International Conference, quoted
in the “Vorwirts” of June 20th:

“Only a small group of workers of Asia and Africa are
-represented at this Conference. The progressive spirit which
prevailed at Washington seems to have completely vanished.
Geneva has crushed in the hearts ‘of the workers throughout
the world the hopes which must at least be partly fulfilled.
Moreover, the effect of Geneva upon the imagination of the
workers throughout the world, particularly of the workers
in the Far East, is not the only influence. There is the
Moscow influence which digresses from the Geneva ideals
and methods, and owing to its greater promises, it has
a strong attractive power for the Eastern peoples. There-
fore, we must seriously ask ourselves the question whether
the results achieved by the International Labour Office
are sufficient to satisfy the workers and to ensure the pro-
gress of peaceful evolution.

“The workers of Asia and Africa do not want to wait
for many decades to achieve the things which were achieved
by the European workers, perhaps, in the course of cen-
turies. Therefore, on the ground of self-interest, the pro-
gress ought to be sufficiently rapid and decisive. If the
workers of the Far East are to be content merely with the

Geneva- ideals, ‘which are -paraded before them, one should
not blame them if they cannot withstand the -attractive
power of greater, if unrealisable promises held out by
Moscow. The results of such a development would be
catastrophic, and . Geneva could not waive responsibility
for this. The different . governments responsible in this
matter, e. g. my own government, are trying to eliminate
Moscow’s influence by methods of suppression, the failure
of which may easily be foreseen.”

Such are the laments of a colonial reformist at Geneva:
the methods of suppression in India are ineffective, help us by
the methods of reformist corruption to capture part of the pro-
letariat in India, otherwise the influence of Moscow will grow.
What is the answer he gets from the Amsterdamites? What is
the answer given by Albert Thomas and by international re-
formism? They give no answer, for they can give none. What
answer can they give? Labour legislation? This does not depend
on them, but on the imperialists and the. national bourgeoisie.
Give some promises? But Joshi himself says that the colonial
workers no longer believe in promises. And here is Moscow,
i. e. the Comintern and the Profintern which carry out their
promises. And the poor colonial reformist does not know what
to do. He clutches at Amsterdam in the hope of finding salva-
tion. Pressure is brought to bear on him by the labour mo-
vement at home and he tries to draw it into the old organisation,
while he-is getting no support from Amsterdam. It is quite
obvious that he will find no support in those quarters.

WORKERS OF THE PACIFIC COAST AND OF LATIN
AMERICA ARE ORGANISING. '

Time there was when the labour movement did not ‘extend
beyond the limits of Europe, but we have long since” emerged
from that period, and the characteristic feature of the present
situation is the really world wide character of the labour- mo-
vement. Only in 1927 was organised the Pan-Pacific' T. U. Se-
cretariat which united the T. U. movement of ‘the Pacific Coast,
with ‘the exception of India for the time" being. In May of the
present year a trade union congress of the Latin' American coun-
tries was held at Montevideo. Perhaps there is someone here
who- does not sufficiently grasp the meaning of these two con-
gresses. | shall only say that the Montevideo congress brought
together 16 countries of Latin .America: and created a con-
tinental Confederation of Trade Unions. The Congress was
carried on under the sign of the ruthless class struggle. It is
not accidental that the Japanese reformist, Bunji Suzuki, is
trying - to create a Pan-Asiatic Conference as a counter-poise
to the Pan-Pacific Secretariat.

I draw your attention to these two continental organisations.
[ shall say frankly that I discovered Latin America, appro-
ximately, on the X. Anniversary of the October Revolution. We
have there a huge labour reserve, a huge amount of revolu-
tionary energy which is spoiling for a fight against imperial-
ism and against the national bourgeoisie, for the creation of a
really united revolutionary International. The great significance
of the Latin American Congress is indicated by two facts.
To begin with, the correspondent of the largest newspaper trust
of America received special instructions at Montevideo to cable
minute reports about the Congress, regardless of expense. And
you know what it means when the newspaper trust gives the
order to grudge no expense! It means that the American bour-
geoisie is interested in what has taken place in Montevideo.

Another very curious and even more significant fact is the
proposal made by Mathew Woll, one of the leaders of the
A. F. of L, to the Amsterdam International to form a united
front in the struggle against Communism. Why has he come
out with this proposal just now? Because he has seen that the
labour movement of the whole of Latin America is uniting
against American imperialism. He has therefore decided that it
is necessary to join forces with the Amsterdam International to
strike at the Comintern and the Profintern. As you know,
Mathew Woll proposes to the Amsterdam International to unite
upon the basis of a division of the “spheres of influence” and of
the recognition of a “labour Monroe Doctrine”. A response
to Mathew Woll’s proposal has already been made by Citrine,
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by the leaders of the Amsterdam International, as well as by
“«Vorwirts”. All of them are eagerly ready for a united front
against us, all of them dream of enlisting supporters from the
A. F. of L. for a crusade against the Comintern and the Prof-
intern. Perhaps, they will succeed in forming a united iront, but
it is more than doubtful whether they will achieve anything
in the colonial countries.

The néw tactics outlined by the IV. Congress of the Prof-
intern and by the VI. Congress of the Comintern have for their
purpose mnot merely to create strike committees, etc, but in
each concrete clash to carry on the fight to victory. If this is
the task which we set ourselves, it is quite natural and logical
that the strike committees which we create should be set
up over against the reformist trade unions. We create organs
of strike leadership for the struggle against the employers and
the reformist unions, and in the struggle against this united
front we strive for victory. Consequently, the most essential
condition for the victory of the organs created by ours:lves
during economic fights is to contrast these organs to those
reformist organisations which are in a united front with capital.
Yet, comrades, there is still some confusion on this question,
while this confusion exists even where it should not. For in-
stance, comrade Smoliansky contributed an article to “Bol-
shevik” under the title of “Trade Union Problems of the

Third Period”. In that article we find the following statement:

“Committees of action should neither be subordinated to the
trade unions nor contrasted to them.” Pardon me, to what trade
unions? Why should they not be contrasted to the reformist
trade unions? Why on earth do we create these committees?
Is it merely playing with committees, as we are accused by the
Rights? No, we do not engage in such play. We create the
committees in order to lead the struggle, and this. will be
possible only if we shall have the masses behind us and if we
shall organise these masses in contrast to the reformist trade

unions. What is the sense of such incomprehensible formulae? .

There is no ground for framing incorrect formulae in the third
period, any more than in the second or fourth period. Yet,
this is an exceedingly incorrect formula which shows the exis-
tence of confusion on this subject. Only when the trade unions
are revolutionary should the committees of action not be
contrasted to them.

(Bela Kun: This relates, of course, to the Red Unions.)

There should be no contrasting to the Red unions! It should
be plainly stated, so that everybody might understand. On the
other hand, they must be contrasted to the reformist unions.
Herein is the centre and basis of our tactics. It should not be
forgotten that if we create strike committees, if we wish to win,
we should draw from this certain deductions. Yet, we are
rather weak as regards deductions. I shall cite a case in point.
Germany is the country of the most classically developed ca-
pitalism and reformism. Germany belongs to countries with a
so-called single T. U. movement, although really there is no
single T. U. movement anywhere outside of the U. S. S. R. But
let us assume that during some conflict of a serious economic
character the committee of action signs a wage agreement with
the employers. We should endeavour to conclude such wage
agreements without and in spite of the reformist trade union.
Next comes the question, who shall see that the wage agreement
is observed? Of course, where the revolutionary factory com-
mittees exist, they shall look after it, and where there are
none, special committees, vigilance committees, wage committees,
or commissions, or labour commissions, etc., have to be formed.
Thus, it is necessary to make provision not only for the creation
of committees to carry on the fight to the end, but also the
creation of organs to see to the observance of the terms of the
agreement, Only then, only if we shall clearly see the goal
?‘heai]d, sh?ill we be really able to carry on effectively our tactics
o the end.

NO SHRINKING FROM NEW FORMS OF STRUGGLE!

In the course of 10 years we have had to effect sharp
turnings, to advance new slogans, new proposals, new forms
and methods of fighting and so on. Can it be said that we have
already exhausted all the forms and methods of fighting? Can
it be said that what we have done now, or that the methods
and forms of work which we now propose or which we pro-
posed at the IV. Congress of the Profintern and the VI. Con-
gress of the Comintern, are something final? 1 should warn
the comrades against such a non-dialectical approach to the
question of the methods and forms of fighting. The forms and
methods of fighting do not represent something fossilised, some-
thing fixed once and for all. The main thing is to learn from
the actualities of life, to learn from the experiences of the
masses, and to be able constantly to draw from the mass move-
ment fresh hints for further action against the employers. I
wish to give an interesting quotation from Lenin, in which
he deals with the question of methods of struggle. In the
article “Partizan War”, written in December, 1906, Lenin states:

“What demands must every Marxist put when con-
sidering the question of the form of struggle? In the first
place Marxism differs from all primitive forms of Social-
ism in that it does not bind the movement to any definite
form of struggle. It recognises the most varied forms of
struggle, and at the same time it does not ‘invent’ anything
but only brings together and organises the forms of struggle
of the revolutionary classes which have arisen of themselves
in the course of the fight, and causes them to be recognised.
Marxism, which is the absolute enemy of all abstract for-
mulae, all doctrinaire prescriptions, demands the greatest
attention to the mass struggle, which, with the advancing
development of the movement, with the increase of the
class-consciousness of the masses, with the accentuation of
the economic and political crises, gives birth to new and
manifold forms of defence and attack. Therefore, Marxism
does not reject beforehand any form of struggle. It never
confines itself to the forms of struggle existing and possible
at the given moment; it recognises the inevitability of new
forms of struggle, unknown to the present period, as a
result of another social conjucture. In this respect Marxism
learns, if one can say so, from the practice of the masses.”
_(Lenin, Volume VII, page 77, Russian edition.)

An interesting ‘and thoroughly up-to-date treatment of the
question, although it was written 23 years ago! What do I
wish to show by means of this quotation? I wish to show that
the tasks of our Parties do not consist in clinging always to
the same forms. The difference of the situation and of the
concrete conditions, the difference of the relations of forces
of the working class as well as of the relation of forces between
the classes — all this demands of us that we change our forms
of struggle, and perhaps we shall have to reort to forms such as
could not be employed a year or a few months ago. That
is true dialectics, that is true Bolshevism, which is always and
everywhere against metaphysical formulae applicable for all
time. Bolshevism is ever young, it derives its forces from the
fights, from the mass movement; it proceeds ever forwards,
and in this forward movement it draws ever fresh forces in
order to unite the revolutionary proletarian forces against
capital. '

Comrades, the problem of the economic struggle has
been dealt with us in this manner for the first time at this
Plenum. Speaking for myself I must declare, and I believe that
Comrade Thélmann will agree with me, that we have not by
a long way exhausted every question. It is the business of the
Plenum to do this, to supplement what has been said; it is
the business of the comrades, on the basis: of their experiences,
to make good what we have omitted, in order that we, on the
basis of our collective experience, shall advance more rapidly
to the victory of world Communism. (Applause.)




