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Continuatioh of the DiScussion on the
Trade Union Question.

The Chair was ocoupied by Comrade Smeral.

Comrade Ognianovich (Yugo Slavia):

The Communist Party of Yugo-Slavia in fighting for trade
union unity has to make the greatest efforts and fight under ex-
treme difficulties. The struggle for trade union unity is all the
more difficult, as in Yugo-Slavia the Social Demjocrats are linked
up with the military and monarchist reaction and with the
Serbian bourgeoisie.

The situation of the labour movement and the Yugo-Slav
proletariat is very difficult owing to the splitting methods of
the Social Democrats and also in view of the new offensive which
the Serbian bourgeoisie has undertaken against our imovement
and against the whole proletariat.

Twenty-four hours after the capitulation of the ieaders of
the Croat. national-republican and peasant movement, on March
28, the Serbian bourgeoisie, immediately after they had safe-
guarded their flank a little from the side of the Croat natiomal-
peasant movement, launched their offensive against the prole-
tariat,

This attack of the State against wages was followed by an
attack by fthe industrial organisations which, in one industry
after anmother, began to reduce the nominal wages which were
already particularly low. . :

In this offensive, industrial and financial capital gained a
partial succees owing to the bad situation of the working class.

This situation is indeed more than critical. Out of 1,200,000
workers,” there are only 7% organised, and these are split up
into a multitude of organisations: Social Democrats, indepen-
dents, revolutionaries, Croats, nationalists, Serbian nationalists,
christians, autonomists, etc. Thus in one branch of industry there
are often eight or nine parallel organisations. .

The terrible unemployment which had prevailed two years,
atfected 250,000 workers who do not receive any benefit from
the State.

No sooner did ‘the employers demand a decrease in wages,
than. the Social Democrats agreed to this in principle, asserting
that in the first place Yugo Slavian industry must be restored
so that it can withstand the competition of foreign industry. This
is the most perfect Social-nationalism.

An offensive was also launched against social legislation.

The aftack of the emiployers was assisted by a great stra-
tegical move of the Social Democrats. At the time of the attack
on wages, the Social Democrats engaged on an extensive split-
ting manoeuvre by organising a scissionist congress which was
termed a “Unity Congress”. This manoeuvre for a split- was
directed against the independent trade unioms which stand on
the platform of the dlass struggle. The renegade Communist
Zivota Milloikoyitch cooperated in this manoeuvre.

At this Unity Congress the Social Democrats on all points

imitited the trade union strategy of the R.I1.L.U. Although they
attack the Communists, they want to work with the “unorganised
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bands”; they also invited to their congress the unorganised
factory workers. But the workers did not comie in as great
numbers as the Social Democrats hoped and the success of the
congress «id not come up to their expectations.

In order to resist the attack on social legislation and on
wages, the independent trade unions immediateiy ~appealed to
the Social Democrats to make a united front with -them. The
Social Democrats did not reply officially, but in their trade

union paper, calied “Unitarian” they dealt with this in an edi- -

torial entitled: “Don’t bother us, you swine!” That was the way
they replied to revolutionaries. :

Immediately after this Unity Congress, the Amsterdamites
wanted to imitate the manoeuvre of the Italian fascists with
respect to a legal monopoly of the trade union movement. As
the government handed the trade union chambers over to the
representatives of the Social Democratic Party without any

election whatsoever, these latter by a wdecree, in certain” pro-:

vinces, struck out the headquarters of the independent trade union

minorities from the list and thus assured the monopoly .of the

Labour Chambers. The lists are reserved for the trade union
bureaucracy, and only those who are registered can present lists
of candidates. For instance, in the Serbian province at the Bel.
grade Labour Chamber, there will only be the list of the Social

Democrats, the workers are not being able to present candi-
datures. ‘

The Communist Party of Yugo Slavia has also committed
faults in the field of trade union policy. First and foremost there
was the neglect of work for wnity among the imasses of factory
workers. That is perhaps the greatest sin of the Party. Too much
confidence was placed in the tactic of negotiating with the
leaders, while we forgot to find appropriate methods for winning
the Croat proletarians who, perhaps, because of the acuteness of
the question of the national struggle were with the Raditch Party
and his trade union onganisation, instead of fighting with the
Communist Party which was struggling for the social and na-
tional emancipation of the working masses. S

Some comrades working in the Party also had a tendency
to transform the question of trade union unity into metaphysical

unity. Instead of bringing this struggle to the masses in the

factories, they demanded unity ia the press.

The Party has learned a lesson from this and the trade
union work of the Party has improved. It is now understood that

without work among the masses there can be no serious struggle
for unity. ' -

The scissionist congress of the Social Democrats provoked
two tendencies in our Party: the extreme Left tendency, which
considered the work for unity achieved after the new split. The
Panty combatted and will combat vigorously this tendency which
is very dangerous as it has a revolutionary appearance.” The
Party considers that the struggle for unity is only just com-
mencing.

Then there is- an- extreme Right tendency which’ séys: we
are done for, all we can do is to go down on our knees before
Aimsterdam and enter into the Social Democratic unions.

The Party combatted and will combé% this capitulation ten-
dency also. :

There is no doubt that certain points gained by the Social
Democrats were obtained through our fault. It is by working in
the factories and -among the masses that we regain the lost
positions.

There was also a tendency on the part of certain comrades
to slacken off the work amongst unorganised workers. The Party
has put up a most energetic fight to. get work done amongst the
unorganised, who in Yugo Slavia represent the majority of the
proletariat, particularly in the industrial branches which are
of the greatest importance from the point of view of class
struggle strategy: amongst the railwaymen, miners, metal
workers, seamen, woodworkers, etc.

At the time of the greatest difficulties, Amsterdam con-
ceived a plan for the conquest not only of the Yugo-Slavian
proletarians, but for the whole Balkans. It is probable that
the manoeuvre of the maranders will fail in view of the scorn of
the Balkan proletariat. :

Finally, I would like to take up a few words irojm Bordiga’s
speech. Bordiga reproaches everyone with mechanism, and the
absence of a study of objective conditions. But when he says
in his own objective analysis that we must abandon the.slogan
for international trade umion unity, because the Amsterdam trade
unions are becoming Americanised and because the trade union
bureaucracy will not bring -about unity, he is forgetting some-
thing: in the process of Americanisation of the upper stratum
of the International, he has forgotten the masses inside the
Amsterdam unions, and one wonders whether his analysis is
extreme Left or if is not rather a.centrist analysis. One must
have a great lack of respect, a great scepticism towards the
mass movement of Amsterdam and towards the perspective of
an interhational trade union movement to perceive an imminent
Americanisation of the masses at the same time as the Ameri-
canisation of the leaders. This extreme Left tendency therefore,
is also revealed as a_centrist tendency. .

" In concluging comirades, I declare that the Yugo-Slav Party
will have to strufigle in very difficult conditions. It will have
to combat the white reaction and also its ally the Social Demo-
crats.

But despite the difficulty of this struggle the Yugo-Slav
Party will do its work in the trade union movement, in the
factories, among the organised and unorganised proletarian mas-
ses in .the proletarian unity committees. The Communist Party
of Yugo-Slavia will fulfil its task for trade union unity despite
all the attacks of the police and the endeavours of the Social
Democrats.

Comrade Geschke (Germany):

Comrades, in the political theses of Comrade Zinoviev it
is* stated with complete justification that there is no thought of
a revision of the principles of the Fifth World Congress. It is
precisely in the trade union questions that we begin to get a
correct picture of the meaning of the resolutions of the Fiith
World Congress, Some comrades regard tiae contents of these
resolutions only as a correction of various opprtunist deviations
in the fight against brandlerism, as an eradication of mistakes in

‘the application of the tactic of the united front, etc. Undoubtedly

these corrections were absolutely necessary, but the miost im-
portant resolutions of the Fifth World Congress are those on
trade umion unity, and the application of ithe united front tactic
in connection with the trade union question. These are the
historically enduring factors characterising the Fifth World

-Congress.

The resolutions of the Fifth World Congress, are the intro-
duction of a strategical manoeuvre. I must openly admit that
we, as the German Delegation, only first took active part in the
manoeuvre under the pressure of our Russian friends and othar
comrades. But is has been proved that the resolutions of the
Fifth World Congress introduce a idecisive stage in the solution
of the fundamental problems of winning over the working class.

Comrade Berdiga frankly regretted that the Fifth Congress
discovered this great policy in the question of the tactic of the
united front in connection with the trade union question. Bor-
diga, like so many other comrades of the Ultra-left, cannot and
will not correctly estimate the significance of the Fifth World
Congress. Our Ultra-left in Genmany, for a long time, coupled
the Fifth Wiorld Congress along with the Frankfurt Party Con-
gress. But the Franklurt Party Congress directly opposed the
policy of the Fifth World Congress. The Fifth World Congress
attacked the splitting policy in our own ranks and outlined a
clear course for international unity. On this occasion we, the
representatives of the German Partv. must candidly admit that
we have made serious mistakes. We made concessions, at that
time, to the ultra-Leit ideology. The tactic of Comrade Ruth
Fischer after her return consisted in continuoas vacillation, im
a conscious double game, between the false policy of Frankfurt
and the correct policy of the Fifth World Congress. This double
game was still worse than the open split policy of Schumacher.
I will only mention one of the most important mistakes of
Comrade Ruth’s group. Immediately after the return from the
Fifth Congress, a resolution was adopted in the Central Com-
mittee of the Party which expressed itself in favour of inter-
national trade union unity, but “on the basis of the Profintern”.
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This resolution was in reality a sabotage. Shortly before,
Maslow had written an article in the “International”, in which
he expressed himself regarding the question of the Leli Wing
in the British labour movement to the efiect “I deny that there
is such a wing”.

® Another serious mistake was the dissolution of the Trade

Union Department in the C. C. That meant the crippling of the
Central Organ of our trade union work.

The most serious mistakes of the Ruth Fischer Group in
trade union work lay in their gemeral policy. The Ruth Fischer
Group abandoned the unity policy, and the collapse of our most
important positions in the trade unions was the obvious and
most serious expression of these deviations in the general
policy. And the general political and innerparty course of the
Ruth™ Fischer Group is also responsible for the fact that the
specific gravity of trade union work within the whole policy
of our Party, became always smaller. That was shown especially
clearly at the Tenth Party Congress. There absolutely nothing
was mentioned in the political report of Comrade Ruth Fischer
about trade union work. That was left for a special reporter,
Comrade Thilmann. A complete change in this state of affairs
was not brought zboui until after the Open Letter of the
E. C. C. L. and for the first time for years we can show not
defeat, but progress, mot reverses but succésses in the trade
unions.

‘The strengthening of our trade union policy is making itself
felt most strongly at first within the Party itsell. The first
measure of the Party Executive after the publication of the
Open Letter was the reconstruction of the Trade Union De-
partment. At the same time the activity of our fractions was
taken up again with greater energy. Everywhere the interest
for the trade umion work .grew, and the comrades who had
once done this work, and who had retired, again came forward
into the ranks.

A revival of our fractions has taken place practically every-
where. At the same time the first German workers’ delegation
to Soviet Russia, immediately after its return, developed a lively
agitation for trade union unity. Our progress ‘is still weak, it
is true, but it .is of decisive importance that the curve of our
successes is mow for the first time beginning to rise again,
after years of unbroken decline. Of course the independant po-
licy of our Party is playing a role in this connection. When the
Communist Party conducts such mass campaigns as that of the
expropriation of the ex-royalty, that must also inevitably have
its effect on the trade union movement in our favour. The same
holds true of the Saxon policy, of the tenant movement, our
fight against taxes and tariffs ,etc. And only from this stand-
point can the real content of the last Party discussion be grasped.

The nature of our differences in the German Party did
not consist in the fact that Ruth Fischer is a bad leader, that
Maslow wrote a brochure against Lenin and that he behaved
unworthily at his trial — those are secondary phenomena,
although they are important and significant phenomena; but
the real question in dispute was something bigger; it was the
question of the road which the German working class should
take. This road was blocked by the policy of Comrade Ruth
Fischer, but this road was also obstructed by the policy of
the ultra-left Group? The mew course of our Party has thrown
this road obviously wide open. That is the result of our dis-
cussion. Of course we still encounter tremendous obstacles in
the trade umion work:

1. The ecomomic situation of the working class, the per-
manent existence of a great army of unemployed, and a great
army of short-time workers, low wages, fear of dismissal and
also a certain passive mood in parts of the German. working
class itself.

2. Threats of expulsion, anullment of elections, etc. 1 re-
mind you only of the fact that the leader of the first Oerman
worker’s delegation to Soviet Russia, Freiberger, was also
expelled from the S. P. D. C '

- The German social democrats and also the Genman trade
anion bureaucracy have been possessed since their trip to
America by a veritable America-mania. They saw the Ford
Plant in America, they even sat on the electric chair, and now
they are bninging this back to. our workers as the latest

“discovery of Aimerica”. But the workers are taking these re-
ports very coolly, for the workers are just mow under the
influence of the reports of the first German workers’ delegation
to Soviet Russia.

The third diffioulty is the inner-Party resistance. Certain
ultra-lefts are still continuing their stubborn resistance. I re-
mind you only of their opposition in connection with the
amalgamation of election lists for counting the surplus votes
in Berlin, of the attempts to form special organisations of the
unemployed against the iree trade unions, of their resistance
to our Saxon policy, etc.

For this reason the Sixth Enlarged Executive must put
a stop to the inmer-party struggles in the C. P. G. the groupings
must be done away with once and for all. In the interests of

-a broad development of our work in the free trade unionms

such elements as Ruth Fischer, who émbody unrestricied frac-
tional fighting for the sake of fracional fighting, must be
rendered harmiless.

And now the perspectives of our trade union work in
Germany.

The dominating factor of the whole German policy is the
Dawes Plan, which has a detisive influence also on the develop-
ment of the class struggle in Germany. The efiects of this
Dawes Plan will make stronger activity necessary for all the
trade unions in Germany. Against the attempt to lower the
standard of living of the German working class, the trade unions
must defenid themselves if they do not wish to be ruined. The
employers are the absolute agents of the Dawes Regime, and
even a great section, perhaps the majority of the Right trade
union leaders, will accompany them to the very end. But the
German wage workers, the 5 million proletarian members of
the free trade unions of Germany, will conduct a number of
economic and, I believe, also a number of - political struggles
in defence of their standard of living.

Cur perspectives are therefore directed {oward an increase
in all trade union struggles. Undoubtedly we will, under these
conditions, achieve greater results in the German trade union
movemnient, in the period confronting us. Our tactic must be ad-
justed accordingly. ‘

In this connection I wish to dwell upon two tactical
questions.

The first is our attitude toward that trade union tendency
in Germany which is to some extent, in opposition to the re-
formists, but which cannot yet make up its mind to join the
Communists in a united front. If we really want to create
the Left Wing in the German trade umion movement according
to the examiple of the British experiences, we must find a correct -
relation with this tendency. The most important leader of this
tendency is Robert Dissmann, the leader of the German metal
workers’ union. We will have to continue our fight against
Dissmann in a still sharper form i#f he does not cease his
attacks against the Communists, but we will support him and
the trade unionists near him against the Right leaders, when
he fights for the maintenance of the eight-hour «day, and when
he advocates an increase in wages. We will support him when
he advocates an increase of the unemployment benefits. We
will support the fight for the formation of industrial unions
which he, Schumann and others are conducting in Germany,
against the Right leaders of the A. D. G. B. We will support
Dissmann, Schumann and the others unconditionally, when they
advocate trade union unity for Soviet Russia.

The second tactical question I wish to touch wupon
is the question of the independent unions. Comrade Lozovsky
is right when he says that in order to achieve unity, we
must increase our own strength., But. this principle must be
applied in various forms in the various countries. Our own
strength is not only the Red trade union organisations, the
parallel organisations; our own strength is also chiefly our
ideological and organisational influennce in the reformist unions.
This fact applies to all capitalist countries, not only for Ger-
many, but also for France, and for Czechoslovakia. But this
principle applies most of ‘all to Germany. It is the only big
industrial . country where we have practically an unsplit trade
union movement. The independent unions play an absolutely
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minimum role in Germany. Insofar, the situation is different
from that in France and in Czechoslovakia. Therefore the streng-
thening of the few existing unions is an entirely subordinate
question in Germany. An over-estimation would inevitably lead
to splitting deviations in our trade union policy.

_ Therefore, we propose that changes be made in the theses
in conformity with this situation.

The question of expulsion is also somewhat different for us.
We must on no account relapse again into the errors of 1924,
and organise the expelled into parallel organisations, into
special organisations. Our fundamental policy, our main policy
toward the expelled must be: fight for the reinstatement of
the expelled in the free umioms. On no account must there be
fresh formation of special organisations of the expelled.

Here I must also go into the question of the unemployed.
It is stated in the theses that onganisations of unemployed
should be formed. Were we to form such unemployed organisa-
tions, then we would get into the same situation which we had
in Germany several years ago, the fight of the unemployed
against those remaining in the factories, the splitting up of the
working class into employed and unemployed. We consider it
just now a particular suoccess of the German Party and of
the German C. C. that it was possible for us, in spite of the
army of 3'> million unemployed, to rally this army of un-
employed round the Communist Party, and to hold it not by
the K. A. P. (Communist Labour Party) or the syndicalist slo-
gans, but by the slogans of the Communist Party. We approve
of the formation of unemployed committees, but not the forma-
tion of unemployed organisations.

Comrade Lozovsky opposed the slogan: “Unity at any
price”. This warning is absolutely justified. It would amount
to capitulation were we to buy it at any price which the Right
trade union leaders dictate. But there is also another danger
and that is the policy which advocates in words, but which,
affected by its own warnings and ponderings, and ‘n part
by its acts, in reality acts accordimg to the slogan: Unity at
no price.

This danger must be specially emphasised and combatted.
In some Parties it is much greater today than the other de-
viations. Of special significance and importance is the develop-
ment of more well-trained active cadres of trade umion functio-
naries. The development of such cadres represents the most
urgent task of the German Party. A number of suitable measures
have already been undertaken.

Now I must come to a point which escaped Comrade
Lozovsky — the factory council movemeént, which in Germany
- certainly does not play the same role as it did in 1919/20
or 1923, when the fadtory councils were plainly the bearers of
great mass movements. During that time there were factory
councils which, with the support of the employees, .frankly
swept directors aside. Now the factory councils have been con-
demned to great impotency. But even there we are finding
a slow revival under the economic pressure, under the “ration-
alisation” being introduced in the factories. Thus it is possible
to develop new life in them. Then there are new tasks arising
for the factory councils out of the great army of the unemployed,
the short-time workers, and those emploved in the factories. The
factory councils in Germany will again before lomg be the
bearers of a mass movement. They will become one of the most
important organs in Germamy.

Suwmming up, one can say that the perspectives for our trade
union work are favourable. The crystallisation of a Left Wing
is progressing and this crystallisation has been able to progress
all the better because of the great asset of the international
fight for trade union wunity. The international unity campaign
since the Fifth World Congress had developed chiefly in two
directions:

1. The Anglo-Russian Committee;
2. The Workers’ Delegations.

The programme of the Anglo-Russian Committee was the
struggle against war, the struggle against the offensive of ca-
pital, the struggle for the unity of the whole trade union

movement. These slogans, which immediately found a ready
ear among the working class, caused great confusion among
the reactionary sections of the trade union leaders. And es-
pecially in Germany, where we have the most reactionary trade
union leaders.

Our slogan: — convince yourselves of the situation in
Soviet Russia — was accepted more willingly and the second
effect was the sending of workers’ delegation to Soviet

Russia.

These reports of the workers’ delegations contributed
tremendously to the growth of the united front movement in
Germany. The social democratic workers unanimously said
they had noticed the building up of socialism in Soviet Russia,
that they have seen that the woiking class rules’ in Russia,
etc.... (Interjection: hear, hear!!). It will be of great impor-
tance for us if in future the trade unions send official dele-
gations to the Soviet Union. The first delegation to Russia
was a delegation of factory councils. And now {irade unionists
or trade union delegations ought to be sent o Russia and in
this connection I say — not omnly trade union delegations of
the A. D. D. B, but also of the Christian organisations, and
the Hirsch-Dunker organisations. The value of a workers’ dele-
gation to Soviet Russie increases with the number and organi-
sation extent of the radius of workers whom these delegations
represent. If today a factory council of the Siemens Concern or
of the A. E. G Concern (Eiectricity Works) is 'sent here by
20,000 to 40,000 workers, that is very nice, but if a trade
unionist should come who commands the ear of 100,000 workers,
then that is all the better.

Delegations of working women should also be invited. The
working women shouid be given the opportunity to see Soviet
Russia, in order to be able to tell the German working women
in what a miserable state of slavery she is in Germany.

Our tasks will thus be to continue the international cam-
paign for unity with all our strength, and we must avoid
creating the impression in this work that it is nothing but an
upmasking manoeuvre. Whoever has that conception, that the
campaign for the wunited front is nothing but- an unmasking
manoeuvre, supports the Ultra-Left sentiments, and at the same
time the efforts of the Amsterdam leaders. As Marxists we
are profoundly convinced that a united trade union international
would be the greatest achievement for the international labour
movement. We want to organise all the workers into a world-
embracing trade upion international. All vacillation in this
question ‘must be combatted. Therefore it would be wrong if
we were to exclude dny form for trade union unity absolutely
and forever. We agree with Comrade Tomsky’s opinion: in
great questions we must not tie our hands. At the present
moment it would not be correct to raise the question of the
isolated entrance of the Russian trade wnions into the Amster-
dam International. The question of the Profintern is something
entirely different. There are comrades who consider the liqui-
dation of the Profintern as tantamount to the liquidation of the
Communist International. Such comrades confuse the role of
the Party with that of the trade union. The existence of an
independent Communist world Party is for: us the prerequisite
for the revolutionary class struggle and the victory of the
working class. We refuse even to speak of amalgamating with
the Second International. But the case 1s different in the trade
union question. By the very fact that we are raising the question of
calling a world conference for the amalgamation of the two
trade union internationals, we are proposing the liquidation of
the Amsterdam-International as well as of the Profintern —
the' amalgamation of the two separated internationals info one.
In the struggle for the formation of a united front, the economic
pressure and the deprivation of the workers of socidl rights
which the bourgeoisie and the employers are exercising, will
help us. This very pressure of the sinking standard ef living
of the German workers will inevitably lead also to a worsening
of the situation of the British workers. Comrade Temisky poin-
ted out that this will be a long drawn-out struggle. We can
best avoid these dangers by mobilising all our forces for the
complete carrying out of the resolutions of the Fifth World
Congress. of the resolutions on the question of the tactic o{
the united front in connection with the trade union question. I
is along these lines that the German Party will work. '
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Comrade Clara Zetkin:

Comrades, is has been said quite rightly that our work must
be 80% dirade union work. Quite rightly we concentrated our
attention on the question of trade union unity tactics and the trade
union united fromt. But 1 am sorry to say that meither in the
resolution on this question placed before us nor in all the spee.
ches which have been made was anything said concerning a very
important factor in the realisation of the trade umion united front
and unity tactics. Not a word has been vouchsafed with respect
to the necessity to extend our eantire trade union work with the
utmost energy also to the working women. It would seem that
as far as we are concerned, working women do not exist. Com-
rades is this merely by chance?

No, I am sorry to say, it is not by chance, it is rather a
reflex of the fact that in the sections of the C. 1. — except in the
A.U.C.P. — the revolutionisation of women, of working women
in particular, does not receive the attention which it deserves,
and that therefore our Communist work among women em-
ployed in factories, offices and various other enterprises is very
inadequate indeed.

There is just one section apart from the Russian Section
which has taken this work earnestly in hand, I mean our Bri-
tish Communist Party which in connection with the Minority
Movement and with its campaign for the formation of a Left
Wing has also paid due attention to the trade umion organisa-
tion of working women. I am, of course, prepared to admit that
the Italian Party, in spite of its very difficult position, created by
fascism, has endeavoured to get into touch with enterprises em-
ploying large numbers of women and to organise these women
in trade unions. I also admit that in the course of the year re-
peated efforts were made in France to organise working women
in trade unions and to enlighten them. But according to news

received by us all these eiforts failed pitifully and did not de-.

velop into energetic systematic work amomg large sections of
working women. In Germany affairs in connection with this
work are also in a miserable state. Practically the same can
be said of the other sections.:

Comirades, this attitude of the Communist Parties is in flag-
rant contradiction to all the facts which point {o the importance
and necessity of the trade union organisation of working women
and of their systematic enlightenment and education. According
to the 1922 statistics in Germany women industrial workers con-
stitute almost one-fifth of all the industrial workers. According
to some statistics. woimen industrial workers in France were
supposed, as far back as 1906, to constitute 34% -of all industrial

- workers. I am not going to compare these figures with one
another and I do not believe in them as in the Communist Evan-
gel. These statistics are incomplete and the conditions under
which they were drawn up are not stated. But one thing is certain
— that in the industrial countries working women constitute
about one-fifth to one-forth of all industrial workers. We must
bear in mind that the entire technical and organisational deve-
lopment of capitalist economy is continually providing new
openings for women’s activity and is assigning to professional
women imore and more important positions in industry. The
same may be said concerning trade and commerce. The growing
mechanisation in trade and in office work is drawing more
and more women into this kind of activity. This development is
also making itself felt in the tramsport services and in the State
and municipal bodies, etc. If we set against the number of pro-
fessional women in industry, trade, the transport services and
in the administrative services of private capitalists, muniocipa-
lities and of the State the number of women organised in trade
unions, we will find that the latter is very small.

Another fact to which I should like to draw your attention:
inasfar as working women and professional women outside the
Soviet Union are organised in trade unions. they are almost
exdlusively in pure bourgeois organisations. What does this
mean? It means that inasfar as professional women organised
in trade unions are a power, they are a power in the hands of
our opponents, in the hands of our enemies, a power directed
against us and our efforts.

Comrades, can we tolerate this any longer without showing
our will to energetic action? I think not! Those who do not show
such will for action are enemies of Commumisinr. 1 want to say
most emphatically:Those who do not do their utmost for the
trade union organisation of working women and of professional

women prove themselves to be, in the last resort, enemies of the
revolutionisation and mobilisation of the entire proletariat against
bourgeois society. It is seii-evident that in imany branches of
industry economiic struggles cannot be carried out without an
understanding and sel-sacrificing collaboration of the working
women. Wheie branches of industry are in the hands of women.
I will' merely mention the textile industry, the clothing industry,
the foed and the tobacco industry. I want also to remind you
of the large number of women employed in the telephone and
telegraph services, as shorthand-typists and in other posts in the
iransport service of the capitalist state. There is much talk about
big economic struggles which are imminent, and this talk is
well-founded. It is said most emphatically that Comimunists must
take the lead in these struggles. Quite so. But comrades, if we are
convinced that we are faced with such a development of affairs
we must also do our utmost to obtain the best possible guaran-
tees for our victory and success and to prove the superiority of
Communist leadership. One of the best opportunities to do this
is our activity for the enlightenment and trade union organisa-
tion of women employed in industry and in the various profes-
sions. How do you picture to yourself a strike which goes beyond
the economic enterprises and spreads to the municipal and state
adiministratice bodies, if you have not with vou the army of
women shorthand typists, telegraphists and telephonists? All
these questions which I have pointed out to you are of the ut-
most practical importance.

There is another matter. When dealing with trade union
questions and when organising and utilising our trade union
activity we cannot limit ourselves to getting only at the working
women and the women engaged in the various professions.
We must apart from this turn our attention to the women
working in their homes and to the proletarian housewives.

The iframe of mind and the attitude of these women is of
the utmost importance in all wage movements, strikes and other
struggles. In some industries which are of particular importance
for the battles of the revolutionary class struggle, the attitude of
working men’s wives is a matter which deserves consideration.
Experience has shown that in the struggle of the metal workers
and the miners in the Ruhr basin, in the great strike movement
of the upper Silesian miners and in the miners’ struggles in
Belgium, Great Britain, the U.S. A and last summer, in Canada,
working men’s wives played an important role as strike pickets
and organisers of relief actions for the children of the strikers
and of other forms of support for the strikers. The 25,000 miners’
wives who came forward last summer in Great Britain to support
the demands of the miners is a phenomenon which is food for
thought and which should spur us to maximum activity.

Comrades, 1 should like to rouse your conscience in order
that you should attach more importance to this great question
of the trade union organisation and trade union training of
women engaged in industry and in the various professions.
And T have another very important reason for this. How do you
picture to yourself a successful united front and the revolutioni-
sation and capture of the trade unions, their purging of reformist
leaders and misleaders if you do not have the organised working
women with you who hitherto, unfortunately have been
preponderantly on the side of the most insipid reformists. Much
to the detriment of working women, for in all compromises
under the auspices of class collaboration it is generally the
working women and the women in general who have to bear
the cost of the peace with the bourgeoisie.

Therefore comrades, I implore you not to imagine that
everything has been done by the adoption of the resolution,
to which, it is hoped, a few words about the importance of trade
union work among women will be added. This is not enough,
and everyone of you must feel himself under the obligation to
do his utmost for the enlightenment and organisation of working
women, for their development and education. There is so much
talk about Leninism and Bolshevisation. I tell you, you are bad
Bolsheviks, you are not proper followers of our Lenin if you
do not also attach the greatest importance to this question and
if you do not work actively for its solution. Away with your
inactivity, your indifference and laxity in this question! What
is the meaning of it all! That you have not yet realised the
necessity of truly revolutionary “Realpolitik”, that you have not
yet even an inkling of the magnitude, the glory and the all-
embracing importance of the Communist ideal. Accept from me,
who am an old woman the counsel:

Mend your ways! Recognise your errors, and set.to work!
(Loud applause.) ’
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(emrade Bracco (ltaly):

Lozovsky reriarked that the Ialian Communists have not
tiaintained continued contact with the International and have
not képt. the latter informed as to the position of the reformists
with regard to fascism and the fascist unmions in particular. It
is for this reason that I shall deal particularly with the trade
thion situation in Italy. o

What is the position of the trade unions in Italy?

We have a trade union tradition. All the organised Parties
have a fendency to have their own 'trade unions; the Socialist,
the syndicalists, the nationalists, even the Catholics and the
anarchists have their unions, ’

At the commencement of its political development' fascism
created its own trade unions.

In 1019—20 these fascist trade unions, under the impetus
of the masses, had at tiines to take up a position of open class
struggle. At that time they supported a great -mass movement.

The frade umion is a sign of development of the. class
consciousness of the proletariat. The fight between the Com-
nunists and the fascists fo win the trade unions is a fight to
win the proletariat for the revolution or for reaction. This
fight is linked up with the fight for the conquest of the trade
union apparatus. .

:.~-At the time when the fascist frade unions arose side by side
with the class trade unions, i. e. when fascism had,not yet the
State apparatus, the fascists saw that .even by this means the
 masses did not follow them. Later, fascism entertained the idea
of capturing all the class trade unions and -taking over the
leadership of them. That is the second period.

"When Fascism saw that, despite the political pressure against
thé toiling ‘classes, despite the destruction of all working class
associations, the proletariat maintained a hostile attitude towards
fascism, it commenced enacting its fascists trade union legislation
which becarie a stpport of the fascist political regime.

- The fascist iegislation: on:the trade uniorns is based on the
following principle: trade unfons which include one tenth part
of: the workers engaged' i :a. definite ‘category and who accept
-a frade ~dnion “programme whiehis not in contradiction with
the general” politicat: programme. of the regime, — these trade
~unions -are juridically recognised by the State.  The workers
‘miay adhere to'a trade umion organisatipn (de factum) but they
are obliged to pay their dues to an organisation juridically
recognised. ' ' s '

""" The Fascists say that they have a million and ‘a half supporters
‘in théir ‘trade unions aitd #re approaching two millions, but it is
to be observed how recruiting is carried on. Fascist registration
is a form of compulsory recruiting. There are two forms of
adherents: those whom we may call the “prisoners” and the
‘otHers 'who are neither proletarian nor peasants. The “prisoners”
“are for the most part agricultural labourers. Fascism holds the
‘countryside under an almost permanent state of martial law.
“Mokeovér, owing' to their being in possession of the Employment
Buréaux, the whole control and engagement of labour in the
“Countryside is in the hands of the fascists. These peasant
‘“prisoners” belong to the general fascist agricultural corporation,
.in which the proprietors and agricultural technicians are also
uttited. "’ . .
The other categories which adhere to the fascist trade unions
are the artists, doctors, lawyers, writers, poets without poetry.
- There is also” a- “corporatiod of ’intellectuals” which includes
all’ those- who -do mental - work; - this organisation is a typical
organisation of petty ;botirgeois cretinism. ,

How do the fascist corporations work? They hardly ever
,hold any meetings, and in those meetings which are held, if
workers take the floor against thé leaders, they are accused of
’being Bolseviks and are sometimes assaulted.

' The directing organs of the fascist unions are nominated
- by the minorities of the Party and controlled by the political
authority of the Government. » :

What are the objects of fascist irade uniomism? They may
be summed up in two points: ' '

1. The fight between the classes is a reality; we should
endeavour to reconcile ‘tlass’ contradictions.

2. Capital and labour are two. indispensable elements - of
production, they should remain unified and solid in the higher
interests of the nation.

_ That is the Social Democratic programme. Fascism has two
sides to it: the Social Democratic side and a reactionary side of
a classical kind. With these two faces fascism can conduct the
most modern reactionary policy against the proletariat. )

What has: been the attitude of all the other trade. umions
towards fascist trade unionism? The more feeble organisations
became bankrupt in face of the fascist trade unions. The repu-
blican organisations entered a few months previously into the
general federation of labour. The anarchist-syndicalist organi-
sations no longer exist. A Syndicalist Propaganda Committee,
subsidized particularly by the Italian emigration in America,
keeps going in Milan. The Railwaymen’s Union which was
autonomous, has also adhered to the confederation  of labour.
But in the State enterprises fascism has suppressed the organi-
sations, even those which were Fascist, and a Railwaymen’s trade
union organisation no longer exists.

The Catholic Confederation of Workers has mot yet beem
dissolved, but the Catholics will not have to wait long before
it is dissolved. The defence of Catholic social principles will
pass into the hands of the “Catholic Action”, which is an ‘old .
Catholic propaganda organisation among - the workers.

. The reformists have never accepied the standpoint of aa
effective struggle against fascism. Now the C.G. T. which is the
traditional .orgamisation of the Italian proletariat, has perhaps
50,000 members, but :its influence extends over a large number
of workers. s : =

The history of fascist trade unjonism which is not leng,
is at the same time the history of reformist treachery. The trade
union policy of capitulation has been at the basis of the reformist
trade union policy. :

“Tn December, 1922, when fascism began its-massacres of the
workers in" Turin,” the confederation dissolved the Labour
Exchange in Turin and the Turin section of the ‘Metal Workers
Federation, whose leader, Ferrero, was killed by the fascists.

In 1923, the reformists boycotted the recomstruction of the
unions b:q) the Communists. The Congress of the Confederation
in December 1924 was an anti-Communist congress.

At Turin, on.the occasion of the elections for the mutual
aid fund in the Fiat factory, and the elections for the internal
commissions in which the Communists presented mass - lists
against fascism and had the majority, the reformists proceeded
to carry out numerous exclusions of comrades from the unions.

Later, the Metal workers’ strike of 1925, commenced by the
fascist trade unions and extended by the reformists under the
influence of the Cotmunists, was broken off by the reformists
at a ‘moment ‘when it was assuniing impressive dimensions.

What is :the attitude of the reformists with regard to the
new fascist legislation?

On the one hand the reformists say that there must be a
struggle on a legal basis, and they call upon the International
Labour Oiffice to. apply ~Article 13 .of the Versailles Treaty;
and as the League of Nations replies that this question will
be put down on the agenda in 1927, the reformists will wait
until then. But the reformists support legislation at home against
the class trade unions.and against every possibility of aiding
the mass movement to regain strength. The reformists want to
dissolve the de factum organisations led by the Communists
and certain federations led by the Maximalists.

They are preparing the -dissolution of the wood workers’
Federation. The reformists, like the fascists, want to organise a
trade union minority and to control the working masses by this
minority.

The reformists have no politicai programme. and no trade
union programme: they are objectively an instrument of reaction

The Maximalists have practically the same tactics :as the
apparatus. The Party got down to trade union work the very
reformists; thev make use of revolutionary language but in their
actions they remain at the side of the reformists.

What has been our work in the trade unions?

‘The Communist Party has always had a trade uniom

“apparatts; The Party got down:tb trade tnidbn work the very

day affer iit was constituted. This apparatus has remained closely
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connected with the Party, and we are sure that all the successes
we have had in our trade union activity is the result of the
close contact that the comrades of the trade union apparatus
have maintained with the Party. :

We think that the fascist legislation presents a favourable
prospect for our trade union work. We think that fascist trade
unionism is bound to accentuate its Social Democratic.character.
This will create a conilict between the trade union elements of
fascism and the apparatus of the fascist party. The Party will
take measures fo avert this danger, but in a movement to which
there wili be a strong urge on the part of the masses, these
measures will be insufficient, the masses will be set in motion
and at first the fascists will have to follow them. But the
reformists and the fascists will be opposed to the ultimate
development of mass action which we will favour by our
activity. . We shall then have a fascist-reformist united front
against the Communists and the proletariat.

In the General Confederation of Labour we think that in
working in this period we will be able to form: the embryo
of an apparatus which could also lead us to win the federation.
In view of the absence of a democratic regime in the C.G.T.
our influence will develop in the action of the masses themselves.
We are not in favour of a traden waion split; we want to win
the confederation. We think that not only in Italy, but in the
whole of the International, good trade umion work is possible.

At the Congress of our Party we adopted the formula that
in this period it is necessary to accentuate trade urion work.

The acousations made yesterday by Bordiga are refuted by
the whole work of the Italian Party. All the trade union
activity of the Party is based on this problem of umity. Naturally,
we do not make a fetish of unity. Perhaps tomorrow we might
also be in favour of a scission, at i decisive moment in the
class struggle, but in order to be scissionists tomorrow without
fear of weakening the front in the working class fight, one must
today conduct a persistent policy of unity.

Today three views are becoming apparent in the Party on
the question of unity and scission. Certain comnades like Serrati,
see the danger of scission, but they do not fear it; others see
this danger of scission and fear it, like Bordiga and Tasca.
We say . that this danger exists but we do mnot perceive it as
an immediate danger. The spirit of the working masses today
in particular is a spirit of wnity.

Last year a joint trade union committee was constituted
out of anti-fascist trade union organisations (reformist, anarcho-
syndicalist, republicam, Catholic). We perform work in order
to give this Gommittee a mass basis, to democratise this united
front. Naturally, we were furiously combatted in this sphere
in Italy, in July 1921, the united Ironi policy was applied by
the Communist Party, and if we did not have ipractical successes
this was not our fault. We have evidently made some errors
in this field. Today the Italian situation is just as favourable
for applying the United Front tactics.

We must present a programme of work in the trade uuions,
and we must link up the small vanguard of workers who are
in the class trade unions with the masses who are outside the
trade untons.

On the question of international trade union unity we have
developed a certain amount of work and proposed to the
Maximalists adhesion to the Anglo-Russian Committee; they
did not accept. The leaders of the confederation veted at
Brussels for the Amsterdam majority.

Let us now turn to the agitation committees which were
a subject for discussion not only in Italy, but also amongst certain
comrades here. We mnote, however, with interest that in an
amendment to Zinoviev’s political theses presented by Kuusinen
there is a point which contemplates the creation of agitation
committees as a means for developing the action of the Parties
among the masses. And the document approved yesterday by
the first sub-commission on unity clearly states that these
agitational committees, constituted in a more or less permanent
fornt, will serve as an example of the methods to be adopted
in the work of winning the masses. :

What are the objects of these agitation committees?

It must first of all be said to the foreign comrades that
Bordiga yesterday made an incorrect statement when he represen-
ted the Central Commitiee of the Italian Party as tending to
substitute the agitation committees for the trade umions; the
first object of the agitation committee is to defend the trade
unions.

The agitation committees shouid replace the internal com-
missions which have been suppressed. From this point of view
the agitation commiltees in Italy become mass organs. They must
defend the trade unions but they must also defend the unorgani-
sed masses. They must iry to rally the workers around the trade
unions; that is their main object, if we say as Bordiga says, that
we must first of all create trade union sections in the factories,
and afterwards create agitation committees, whenever n
but not with a permanent character, one might think that Bordiga
considers there are two periods in the action of the working
masses: one period for ithe reconsiruction of the trade unionms,
and a period of mass agitation. We do not share this opiniom.

To understand the true conception ol agitation committees,
it is mecessary to recall the Italian tradition of the factory. The
differences existing between the C. C. .and the various smail
oppositions in the Partv which have opposed this tactic are very
important differences.

We must repeat here that the Italian Party has never been in
fevour of dissolving the trade unions. We say today: the defence
of the trade unions is a most important aim, not only for Italy,
but for the whole International. We have never intended creating
an apparatus which would replace the trade unions; we merely
want to find such organs as will reach the widest masses; fhat
is the principal aim of the agitation committee.

What is the programme of struggle which we want to" give
to these agitation committees? It is a programme of struggle for
trade union liberty, for reconstruction of representative organs in
tne factories; the struggle for the eight-hour day, for real wages, .
against the high cost of living, etc. The agitation committees give
us the possibility of securing contact with the Maximalist, refor-
mist and non-Party workers.

Comrades, we can say that we have never neglected trade
union work. We have always mobilised the Party apparatus for
work in the trade unions and for supporting the awakening
nasses.

We say that the maturity of Communpist Parties can be
mieasured according to the application of the trade union tactics
of the Comintern which they make. We say that we must get used
to working in the trade unions in all situations.

The instructions given by the International in its theses for
trade union work are conrect. We must apply them, but what is
above all necessary, is to know how to apply them properly.
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Concluding Speecin of Comrade Lozovsky in the
Discussion on the Trade Union Question.

Is the Slogan of the V Comintern Congress for international
Trade Union Unity Correct?

Of ail the speakers who have taken part in the debate, only
Comrade Bordiga opposed this slogan. He scught to prove that
unity within the limits of one country is an acceptable slogan,
but international unity of the trade union movement is a slogan
that is harmiul and dangerous. What proofs did Comrade Bor-
diga bring forward in order not only to proclaim, but also to
prove the real harm of the slogan of international trade union
unity? He did not base his conclusions on the work that has
been domne during the last 18 months, nor on the basis of the
facts from the intermational trade wunion movement which are
known to us all. He formed his conclusions pureiy abstractly.
He argued in the following manner: 1. if we win the majority
of the workers in each country, we will then have the majority
in the International. 2. The hope that it will be possible to win
an International which is nothing more than an apparatus is
utopian. Comrade Bordiga’s speculations revolve around these
two conceptions. Such a ‘presentation of the question on the part
of Comrade Bordiga once more proves that he prefers operating
with abstract formula than-with concrete facts. How does Com-
rade Bordiga conceive the problem of winning the trade unions?
Surely it is not from the point of view of winning the leaders?
While agreeing with the siogan of work in the trade unions in
order to win them, surely you do not think that you can win
over and convince the leading group of the Jtalian Confederation
of Labour which is nearer to fascism than to Communism? The
very way and manner of presenting the question is absolutely
incorrect. Its incorrectness lies in the fact that Comrade Bordiga
approaches the question ol winning the trade unions not from
the point of winning the masses, but from the point of view of
the apparatus of the trade union leaders. And e also approa-
ched the slogan for a united internationa! purely from the point
of view of the apparatus, which is the origin of ail his confusion.
There is a fundamental error here. What is the significance of
the slogan of the unity of the world trade union movement? Its
significance lies in the fact that for the last one and a half to
two years, we have been concentrating the atteation of the wor-
kers of all countries on the problem of the International Leader-
ship of thé struggle of the proletariat of each ccuntry. The tra-
ditions 'of the old internationals lay in the fact that everyone was
master in his own house, everyone did what he liked in his own
country, they were all autonomous, independent and so forth.
These traditions have been broken by the Comrrunist Inter-
national. The Communist International is not yet an organisation
leading the struggle of the proletariat of the whole world, but
it sets itself this problem; and the R.I.L.U. also has set itself
this task. It is true there is a great difference between the setting
of this task and putting it into force. The unfortunate thing about
the internationai proletariat is that it is extremely slow in freeing
itself from the national limitations, which in practice lead to the
enfeeblement of its forces. To draw the proletariat out of this
restrictedness, to confront the proletariat with the problem of a
united leadership of the workers’ struggles in all countries, of
all' races and all continents, the question of direct aid to the
workers of other countries — therein lies the most important task
-of the Communist Parties in the revolutionary trade unions etc.

Furthermore, with this slogan we have emerged from the con-
fines of Furcpe, contrary to all the Social Democratic traditions
which descrites as an International an organisation which is not
merely European, but in fact only extends over half of Europe.
And now, when the workers of Great Britain are beginning to
feel that their standard of living depends upon the Indian textile
workers and Chinese coolies, the necessity for such a new Inter-
national becomes strikingly obvious. After one and a half years
of intense work and after important successes in this field, when
this question, thanks to our efforts, is arousing tens of millions
of workers — to come and say, without any hint of an analysis,
that this slogan is incorrect, this means forgetting the funda-
mental conception of Hegel that truth is concrete, it is drawing
deductions cut of one’s finger tips. This incorrect approach, this
inability to understand facts, this incapability of estimating what

is being done and lack of desire to become acquainted with life
as it is, leads to dangerous and harmiul conclusions. Did Com-
rade Bordiga ask himseli the question why the British proietariat
in its overwhelming majority is now so eagerly interesting it-
self in the question of the unity of the international trade union
movement? Why it is that within the Amsterdam International
important currents in favour of unity have been formed? No,
Comrade Bordiga is not interested in all this, but meanwhile,
if he were to think just a little bit, he would perceive that the Bri-
tish proletariat whose standard of living is higher than that of
the rest of the workers of Europe, is beginning to understand
that the fact that the German workers are working for lower wages
and longer hours, is influencing their standaid of living, and
that the only way out is to be lound on an international path.
Therein lies the origin of the curious fact that the British trade
unions, who have always stood aloof from ciass politics in gene-
ral and*from international proletarian politics. in particular, have
come to realise the necessity of international unity in order not
to lose the gains that have been won during the last few decades.
Comrade Bordiga does not understand what a tremendous step
forward the Communist International has made by this slogan,
he does not perceive how we have succeeded in arousing the
workers within the reformist orgamisations. It is only a blind
man that cannot see all this and such blindness corresponds
to the metaphysical attitude of Bordiga. In politics he as a mathe-
matician thinks that, just as in geometry, the shortest distance
between two points is a straight line. In fact it was this same
Comrade Bordiga who accused the Comintern that its tactics
were too flexible. Already at the V Congress I had to reply to
him that a telegraph pole is very straight, but that it does not
represent a model for Communist policy. The absence of sensi-
tiveness, and flexibility, incapacity to judge facts as they are,
lack of comprehension of the pulse of life — that is characteristic
of Bordiga and the origin of his incorrect deductions. It is not
true that in politics a straight line is the shortest distance between
iwo points — this is not true! In politics things are sometimes
different from what they are in geometry. I have already shown
in my report that the visits of delegations to the U.S.S.R. is
the commencement of a united front within the respective coun-
tries; the path to a united front and unity very often goes through
Moscow. Thus, a curve London—Moscow—London or Lon-
don—Moscow—Berlin does not harm either our trend nor the
development of our subsequent policy, nor that policy which we
are pursuing. The too geometrical approach of Comrade Bordiga
to politics is to be seen in his whole line, which, it is true, is
direct, but is undoubtedly non-Bolshevik. The correctness of the
policy of the Comintern is proved by the fact that Bordiga is not
only isolated at the Enlarged Executive of the E.C.C.I, but in
this question he undoubtedly represents a solitary figure in the
whole of the Commmunist Tnternational. There are no other such
geometrists in politics to be found anywhere else.

Finally, there is another striking proof of the incorrectness
of Bordiga’s policy. The whole of the German delegation, which
at-the V Congress had doubts in this respect, thinking that the
slogan for unity was opportunism, etc.,, has now, in view of the
experience of the last few years, arrived at the conclusion that
the policy of the V Congress was correct. I would advise Com-
rade Bordiga io become throughly acquainted with what is
going on around him. Without paying careful reganrd to facts,
without understanding the dynamics of events, no Bolshevik
politics whatsoever can be conducted.

I will now turn to the question as to the ways and means
of work in certain countries.

Unity at any Cost is not our Slogan.

As you know, I have cited a fairly large number of con-
ditions as to how not to conduct the struggle for unity; there
are in all 22 of these, 22 weaknesses, 22 calamities. One of these
weaknesses which relates to Belgium, very much offended Com-
rade Jaquemotte, and in order at once to put the Enlarged Exe-
cutive and me out of countenance for our sins, he at once began
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by saying that Lozovsky’s theses are a revision of the policy of
the V Congress of the Comintern. Comrade Jaquemoite read m
the resoluuons of the V Congress, and in pariicular in the re-
solution on the trade union movement, which I happened to write,
a éarte blanche for the policy carried out by him in Belgium, and
pathetically cries out: “Ought not we to cling on to the slightest
possibility for remaining in the trade unmions? Ought not we to
offer resistance to the reformists, etc.?” We can reply to Coun-
rade Jaquemotte that he is knocking at open doors. It is not
about that that we are disputing with Comrade Jaquemotte.
We disputed about that with Schumacher at the V Comgress of
the Comintern. We are now debating with Comrade faquemotte
ont the following question: in our struggle for unity can we
empioy such means and methods as are employed by our com-
rades ‘in Belgium, when Communists and other supporters of
unity abstained from voting when Commmnunists were being ex-
cluded from the trade unions. If we consistently follow the line
of Comrade Jaquemotte we will have to vote for our own ex-
clusions in the name of this same unity. This is also metaphysics,
but' of ‘quite another sort. It is a policy that is unacceptable for
the Communist Party; we want unity, not for suicide, but in
order to increase our influence. Just imagine for a moment that,
first in one union and then in a sedond and a third we abstain
from voting when Communists are being excluded, as was the
case at the general meeting of the Bronze Workers’ Union.
Surely you do not think that in this way the resoiution of the
V' Congress is being fulfilled? No, this is not fulfilling the re-
solution of the V Congress, it is a deviation from our line. We
will remain and will work in the trade uniomns, we will cling
to the slightest legal, constitutional and all other possibilities in
order fo increase our influence, but nowhere is it said that we
will abstain from voting when Communists are excluded or vote
for our own exclusion. With such a tactic you are treading on
a dangerous path! It 'is the duty of the Comintern to warn the
Belgian Party that this path is slippery and that on this slippery
path it is possible to go as far as furling our Communist banner.

Can you doubt that there will be Party members who will
say “we are excluded. for .being Communists, we will not say
that we are Communists, we will not maintain our platform, etc.”
This is a dangerous path, comrades, and it is our duty to warn
you. Of course, ‘one must not give way:to provocation, it is ne-
cessary to seek a thousand and one possibilities in order to op-
pose the exclusion of Communists. But there is a limit to every-
thing, and 1 think that in this fact which I have cited and which
Jaquemotte with difficulty endeavoured to pass as real 100%
Bolshevik strategy — in this fact there is a dangerous deviation,
which must be got rid of as soon as possible.

In order to prove an affinity between his deviation and the
tactics of the Comymunist International, Comrade Jaquemotte re-
ferred to the speech of Comrade Zinoviev at the V. Comintern
Congress, at which the latter, in opposing Schumacher, said the
following: “Leninism in the field of the trade uniom movement
is the struggle against splits. Whoever thinks seriously of win-
ning the majority of the working class, should not take up a
light attitude towards the unity of the trade union movement.
Bolshevisation iis the tactic of the most serious struggle for unity
of the trade union movement and for getting Communists into
the trade unmions.” And further there is a phrase which tempted
Comrade Jaquemotte: “Leninism demands trade ‘union unity at
all costs.” This was directed against Schumacher who wanted
a split at all costs, and in order to deal a blow ‘at this deviation,
Comrade Zinoviev several times emphasised that we must get
into. the trade unions at all costs, must remain in the trade unions
at all costs, etc., but this by no means signifies that a policy must
be adopted which leads us to renouncing our principles: and
excluding ourselves in order not to get excluded. No, comrades,
that is mot our tactics, it is not Communist tactics!

Tasks of our Party and of the Unitary Trade Unions in France.

I will now turn to France. What are the greatest difficulties
in our further work in the trade union movement? 1. The first
difficulty consists in the fact that the entire trade union movement
of France is split into two portions. We have all frequently
stated that France is a classic country of splits, or a country of
classic splits, if one can speak of classics in this field. Well, the
labour movemeit in-France is' divided into halves. What are the

results of this? There results therefrom that in every separate
conflict with individual employers or an employers’ organisation
on any question, the reformist trade unions and Unitary trade
unions clash with one another. And if we further take into con-
sideration the historic traditions of the French labour movement,
where there is a great deal of individualism, a great deal of anti-
wnion tendencies, we can understand the immediate difficulties
existing in France, in our Party and in the C.G.T.U. in their
struggle for the unity of the trade union movement. Therein lies
the main difficulty. Along what lines should the struggle for
unity proceed? And to what should attention be paid in France
in view of such a classic type of split? Our attenticm should
everywhere be concentrated on the work shops and factories, io
which we must transfer 90% if not the whole 100% of our ac-

Ativity. Our task is to form organs of unity in the localities, in the

enterprises, in the districts, in separate areas, etc. And to. the
extent to which we increase our work in the enterprises, to the
extent to which we increase our influence in the districts where
the labour movement is concentrated, so will we overcome the
difficulties conironting us. Only by the Party and the Unitary
trade -unions facing round towards the factories will it be pos-
sible to overcome the difficulties arising from the classic split and
from the connection which exists between ihe reformist leaders
and the governmental apparatus.

2) The second hitherto weak poiut in the work in France is
the insuificient concentration of the attention of the Party and of
the trade unions on the most important productive and industrial
centres. Comrade Monmousseau cited the example of the Rail-
waymen’'s Federation. This Federation is indeed the most power-
ful "and important organisation in France. But the railways are
not the only strategic point. What about the.metal indusiry, tex-
tile industry and mining? If you take these three main branches
of industry, if you take the main industrial districts, such as the
North for instance, you will see that we are very weak. there,
for neither the Party nor the Trade unions have paid sufficient
attention to these main branches of industry and the most im-
portant districts. 1 think that it is time that we learned to work
in an urgent manmer and to concentrate the attention of the
entire Party and irade unions on-definite tasks. If the Party and
trade unions set theimselves the following tasks: three momnths
attention to the metal industry and were to throw all their forces
into the most important metal centres, or: three months attention
to the textile industry or: three months for the mining industry,
and the same with regards to the Northern district, the resu'ts
of such strategy in respect to winning the masses would be
better than at the present time. Thus in this respeci. it would
seem that it is possible and essential to introduce something new
izl our work in France.

3. There is one fact which is decisive for the labour move-
ment of France: there are altogether only .about 10% of the
workers organised in both Confederations. The aftention of the
Party and of the trade unions must be directed to these 90%
unorganised workers. Attention fo nine-tenths of the French pro-
letariat! Until we have miade a breach here, until we overcome
the old tradition — the tradition is that it is sufficient to have a
conscious minority and this will draw the masses with it — until
we do this, we will not have any serious infivence. Bt we must
pay attention to winning the 90% unorganised workers.

4, The trade union movement in.France js of a very fluid
character, so that within two or three years the composition of
each trade union is renewed by 90-—-95%. We may take the
example of the Paris Metal Workers’ Union. During the last
5. years 50—60 thousand members have passed through if, but
there are aliogether only 5—6 thousand members in the umion.
The French trade unions are transit passages. We must devote
exceptionally great attention to retaining the workers inside the
unions. .

5. The united front in France has only recently begun to be’
applied practically, and one ocannot say, ocomrades, that there
have not been successes in this field. I think that the campaign
that the French Railwaymen’s Federation conducted for creating
a united front of railwaymen of all tendencies is one of the most
brilliant campaigns, which can serve as an example not only for
France. Qur trade unions on this occasion showed seli-restraint,
sangfroid and such a sensitive attitude towards the entire mass
of railwaymen, that they emerged from this campaign morally
and politically strengthened and increased their influence amohg
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these masses, which was reflected in their increased membership.
But co far this is only one example, and we would like to have
scores and even hundreds of such examples. It is necessary to
go still further along this line which the railwaymen have so
sucoessfully pursued, for it is just on this path we can achieve
undoubted victory in respect fto winning the majority of the
working class.

6. The French Communist movement, just as the Communist
movement of many other countries, is still young. At the same
time the peculiarity of the French Communist Party lies in the
fact that it has been built up out of varying ideological forms:
one section came from the Socialist Party, what is more, from
various fractions of this formally wnited Socialist Party (Gues-
dists, Jaurésists, etc.) another section came from the trade union

movement which was soaked through and through with an--

archo-syndicalist ideology, and finally a third section is the new
geperation which has come straight into the Party. It is in this
varied ideological origin of the composition of our Party that
great difficulties and certain dangers lie. What is the tactic of
the Comintern with respect to the French Communist movement?
It is to weld all these separate currents and separate ideological
forms into ome entity and at all costs to bring towards Com-
munism all that is healthy in the syndicalist movement. This
tactic has nine-tenths succeeded. Thanks to the Comintern and
the R. I. L. U. it has been possible to bring nearer to the Com-
munist Party and into the Communist Party everything that was
sound amd homest in the anarcho-syndicalist workers’ move-
ment, and thus weld and strongly bind these groups and tenden-
cies of varying origin. But, comrades, this process of welding
has not yet been completely realised — here there is still a
certain danger. I would not say that there is a cleavage in our
Party, but there are traces of the different ideological forms, the
two main tendencies have not yet finally merged. It is not by
chanoe that at present a return s to be noticed in France to the
old anarcho-syndicalist ideology, not only on the part of various
elements outside the Party, but also on the part of elements
within the Party. The syndicalist digression of Monatte and
Rosmer meets. with sympathy in certain circles of the Party, and
this testifies to the fact that the welding of forces has not been
100% realised.

7. There is yet one more extremely difficult, complicated and
impontant question — this is the mutual relation between the
Party and the trade unionms. The creation of a united leader-
ship of the labour movement is a complicated and protracted pro-
oess, and here a maximum of cautious tactics, attention and
thoughtiulness is necessary both on the part of the leading
circles of the Party and also on the part of the leading group
of the Unitary Trade Union Federation. An dnsufficiently prudent
tactic on this question might lead to catastrophic results both for
the Party and for the trade unions. The two main currents have
mot yet tinally merged, and we must never forget that. We must
areate such conditions whereby the welding will be increased.
For this it is necessary that the Communists in the trade unions
also be engaged on trade union work. These should not be two
institutions, two worlds, which only meet at meetings of the
Politbureau and of the district committees, they should comprise
-one whole, although working in different spheres of the labour
movement; this deserves senious attention on the part of the
whole International.

8. Further, it is mecessary to draw attention to the revival
of the old anarcho-syndicalist ideology not only outside, but also
within the Party itself. In the lefter of the Right Wing of the
French Party addressed to the Comintern we perceive an under-
estintation of the role of the Party. In" the "“Revolution Prole-
tarienne”, the organ of Monatte and Rosmer, the central thought
that runs throught all the 14 numbers that have appeared up to
now is that it is not the Party which should play the leading
role in the labour movement, but the trade umions. What does
this signify? A French proverb says: “On revient toujours aux
© premiers amours” (ome always refurns to one’s first love). Here

also we have a question of returning to the first love i. e. to the
pre-war anarcho-syndicalism. In the “Revolution Proletarienne”
of March 14, 1925, Momnatte writes: “We do not need either a
socialist nor a Communist, but a non-political confederation.”
What sort of a slogan is this — a non-political confederation?
It is the slogan of pre-war syndicalism. We would be com-
mitting & great mistake if -we thought that this opinion is omiy
that of the editorial group. No, it is not. The danger of this
-~tendency, of this ideology, is that it plays on the traditions and on

.

the heritage of the past and endeavours, with the help of this
slogan, to turn upside down the whole basis of the Comintern.
Remember the II Congress of the Communist International and
its main resolution on the role of the Communist Party in the
labour movement — and it will be seen that Monatte and Rosmer
are overturning the whole Basis of the Communist International.
This return to the old order of things is dangerous for France.

How can we overcome this? There must be a serious ideo-
logical struggle against this deviation on the one hand and the
establishment of normal mutual relations with the trade unions
on the other hand. There should be a more skilful leadership
of the trade unionms; there is no need to advertise one’s leader-
ship, the trade unions and their organs cannot be replaced. The
trade unions must be enabled entirely and completely to develop
forces and capabilities. The question as to the mutual relations
between the Party and the trade unions, of course, does not stand
on the same level as 3—4 years ago. In France we have made tre-
mendous steps forward in this field. Anyone who in the
slightest degree knows the labour movement of France, must say
that a great deal of work has been done, a section of the road
has been traversed, but by no means the whole of the path; there
will be many difficulties, conflicts, etc. The task of the Com-
intern and the R. I. L. U. is to follow attentively the policy of
our Party and the work of the C. G. T. U. so ithat on the
question of the Party and the trade umions, on this most sore
point, there will be no deviations and no errors whatsoever,
which would comipel us to start everything over again right from
the commencement.

On Germany.

Our position in Germany has improved to a considerable
degree. 1 believe however, that Geschke will not say that the
position is brilliant; we have only just emerged from the bog
in which the Party was submerged with iis trade union tactics.
I remember how I had to experience the Framkiurt Congress
(Aprii 1924) in Germany where | alone of the six delegates of
the Comintern emdeavoured to prevent the German Communist
Party committing incorrigible absurdities. On several occasions,
we sat with the leading group from 7 at night to 7 in the mor-
ning. After long debates, our delegation declared on behalf of
the Comintern that if Maslow’s resolution be accepted, this will
mean a declaration of war on the Comintern and the creation of
a platiorm for a new International, and only aiter we presented
an ultimatum did we succeed in deleting the most dangerous pas-
sages from Maslow’s resolution: Where did the danger  lie?
It lay in the fact that a tremendous majority of the delegates at
the Congress were bent on getting a split in the trade wunion
movement: Their idea was “We do not want to have anything in
common with these bureaucrats, etc.” The Cominfern had to
apply all forces, both in respect to ideological and political pres-
sure, to ensure that the Frankfurt Party Congress did not pro-
ceed any further along this perilous path. Things went so far
that the letter from the E.C. of the Comintern the central point
of which was that we must remain and work in the trade unions,
was refused publication before the Party Congress by the Ruth
Fischer group. And we were compelled to print the Letter of the
E.C.C.1. independently of this group — and all this was be-
cause of the trade union movement.

This tactics was suicidal: on the one hand exits from the
trade unions, on the other hand the cultivation of hostile rela-
tions between Social Democrats and Communists. There are as
many examples as you like. There have been Party organisations
in Genmany which have made decisions, forbidding their mem-
bers to hold conversations with Social Democrats. This is
monstrous, but it is a fact. But that is not everything. The. direc-
tor of the municipal department of the C.C., Katz, now excluded
from the Party and a Left of Lefts, wrote a circular as to how
Commmunists should behave in the town councils. In this letter
of instructions we find the following gems: 1. Communists must
not greet Social Democrats or shake hands with-them, they must
wear red gloves when coming to meetings, etc. (laughter). But
who are these Social Democratic town counsellors? The greater
part are workers. That is the way the C.C. “was capturing”
the majority of the working class. If the Comintern had not
interfered "in ali this business, our German Commmmist Party
would have perished, would have followed the path of the so-
called Communist Labour: Party, would-have ceased to exist ‘and
wontld have been turned into a political ‘corpse. The old leadership
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of the German Communist Party was not only incapable of win-
ning the Social Democratic workers, but only widened the gulf
between the Communist workers and the Social Damocratic wor-
kers. How could anything be done in Germany with such a Party
differentiation, with such a criminal policy! :

The partial successes which we have registered of late in
Germany in the field of the trade union movement are only
the first steps, and 1 would request the German comrades not
to exaggerate these first results of correct tactics. The old tra-
ditions have not yet been outlived by a long way; they exist
in the psychology of mamy comrades; in some branches an
incorrect approach to the last letter of the Comintern is still
to be observed, and there is an under-estimation of the ex-
ceptional imjportance of trade union work on the part of many
Party members.

Comrade Geschke said: of course, unity at all costs is bad,
it is not a iparticularly successful slogan, but still worse is the
slogan — wunity in no case. And therefore he asks: “What is
better; unity at all costs, or unity in no case?” This reminds
me of a countryman of Comrade Geschke — Heinrich Heine.
When he was asked what he preferred, to have his hand or
his foot cut off; Heine replied that he preferred milk soup
(laughter). 1 prefer not to make a choice between these two
incorrect” slogans. Neither slogan is our slogan. They are not
only capable of leading us to disappointments, but to a whole
number of defeats. t

I believe the policy of the C.C. of the German Party in
the field of the irade union movement to be quite correct, it
must only be supplemented in practice in everyday work. Cor-
rect policies alone are not sufficient for us, we must con-
centrate the attention of the whole Party on trade union work,
only then will we get serious results. It should not be forgotten
that in Germany we have lost a whole number of important
points (Essen, Gelsenkirchen, etc.) which were all the time in our
hands for a period of 5—6 years. All this is 2 result of the
old policy. The resulis of the new policy ‘should be the reverse:
the conquest of all industrial districts of Germany.

" As to the question of the uremployed alluded to by Com-
rade Geschke, it seems to me that of. this question he is bending
the stick too far. Whatis our task in this field? To do every-
thing in our power to link up the unemployed with  the
workers who are employed and with the trade unions. But when
there are a miilion unemployed, and there is systematic sabotage
of the struggle against unemployment on the part of the trade
union bureaucracy, it would be a great political error not to
organise the unemployed. We cannot say, as Comrade Geschke
does: “No organisations of the unemployed whatsoever.” This
would be.political suicide, it would be harmiul for the Party
and its subsequent work. We must endeavour to link up the
unemployed with the workers in the factories, through the
trade munions wherever we ‘have influence and the possibility.
Insofar as we do not succeed in linking up with the trade unions
all those unemployed who are a serious force in the struggle,
we must devise such an organisational form as will ensure on
the one hand unity of the trade union movement, and on the
other hand gathering together of all forces of the unemployed
into-one strong fist for the struggle for the immediate demands
of the unemployed. The slogan — no organisations whatsoever
except the trade unions (voice: no independent ones whatsoever
outside the trade unions!) — is incorrect. If the leaders of the
trade unions are against the organising of the unemployed, this
will not deter us for we camnot leave the unemployed scattered.
We had the same thing in England. For more than 2 years, the
unemployed formed their own organisation, tried to get re-
cognised by the General Council and finally achieved this. The
organisation of unemployed in England not .only does not col-
lide with the general policy of the Party, but is one of the
forces aiding the struggle of the Comjmunist Party in the Mi-
nority Movement. That is why it would be incorrect to oppose
decisively and categorically any kind of unemployed organisa-
tions whatsoever. ‘

" And now to the last question — the factory committees.
Comrade Geschke is right: we must pay serious attention to
the fdctory committees. Their influence depends upon our acti-
vity: If the Communists are able to increase their influence, then
the factory and workshop committees will also play a great
role. In this respect the Czecheslovakian Communist %arty’ also

- A. Purcell.

must be a little more careful in its attitude townrds the factory
commnyittees. The role and significance of factory committees is
directly proportionate to the sharpening of social relations in
the country. Their importance has declined during the time
of lull, but they soon will again commence to play a role
in the struggle of the working class. For example, the pro-
letarian unity committees in France are an embryonic form
of the factory committees. We must work at turning these com-
mittees into factory commttees. I am in agreement with the
demand for paying miore attention to the factory comimittees —
I would sign this demand with both hands...

Obijective - and Subjective Difficulties in America.

Comrade Dorsey in his short speech pointed out the pecu-
liarities of the American Labour movement and alluded to the
number of errors that have been made in our trade union policy.
But above all, it must be remembered that there are about
30 million workers and employees in America, who can be
organised, of whomi only 2,300,000 are in the American Federation
of Labour. In addition there are a few hundred thousand more in
various independent unions and thus only 10—11% are organised.
The correlation between the orgamised and the unorganised in
the United States and in France is almost identical. What a
gigantic field of activity! What a lot there is to be done and how
little has' yet been done! ’ '

All heavy basic industry, metallurgy, transport, electricity, etc.
are embraced by a peculiar type of mixed organisations (com-
pany unions) about which I spoke in my report. The situation
is complicated and difficudt. The power of American capitalism,
the new forms and methods of exploitation, the new forms and
methods of econmomic corruption of the workers, the exceptional
pressure on the part o&i American capitalism with regard to
productivity — demand irom us special forms and methods of
struggle. Wie must apply our organisational forms to the political
and social-economic pecularities of the United States and to the
peculiarities of its trade union movement.

. As o what is this renowned democracy of the milliar-
daires and what is this trade union movement, which, in the
words of the President ol the American Federation of Labouir,
William Green “maintains the sound, healthy symptams of dermo-

. cracy, or right, justice and human freedom”, we may jidge from

the article of the President of the Amsterdam International. —
“All this talks about ,American Democracy™, he
writes-“is, in my. modest opinion, absolute deception. ,Democracy’
in a country of frames-up by the police, of armed pretection of
the bosses, of spies? Democracy — in the country of Rockieller
and Morgan, Pinkerton and Baldwin-Felts? Democracy in’' a
country where negroes are lynched, where workers are beaten up
and killed when they strike for their rights, and where this has
all been the usual thing: for many years? Democracy in a country
where all forces of the law, the State and the police, the -entire
Governmental mechanism, legal and illegal, open and nmashamed
is in the service of the existing plutocracy for the exploitation of
the working people. I think that we ought not to be confused by
forms of government. If we get at the lacts behind these forms,
we will see that in America there is the dictatorship of the capi-
talists. Amertca Tepresents a finished example of new Czarism.
—— The Czarism of monopolist capitalism, the capitalism of the
financial oligarchy.” - . ‘

This fine ‘‘democracy”, has a worthy trade union movement.
We only have to listen to Coimrade Purcell who had to come up
against these “fat boys” of the :Amenican Federation of Labour
at the Atlantic City Congress. This is what he writes in the
same article:

“The Amenican Federation does mot pretend to be anything
more than an organisation of the skilled white  labour aristo-
aracy’, it is a ,minority movement’ in the literal sense of this
word, organising only an insignificant minority of the industrial
workers of the United States.” . $

_“Both in the American Federation of Labour and in the
American trade union movement, a non-democratic spirit preyails.
An oligarchy wielding absolute power.directs the tradé unidh
movement. 1 noticed at the Atlantic City Congress that all im-
portant committees and delegations were appointed by the chair-
man, being automatically approved by the congress. In this
manner the chairman actually deterriiied tlie decisions of the con-
gress in advance, as the reports of the varidus committeés were
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accepted by the congress without any objection. This is entirely
the resuit of the official character of the congress.”

“The ,graft system which is characteristic of the entire
Americal official life, is also applied in the American Federation
of Labour znd, as it seems to me, in mawny trade unions also. For
instance, wiren Grecn was eleeted in' the place of the late President
Gnmpers he gave orders for the mass dismussal of all organisers,
etc., from the American Federation of Labour, irrespective as to
their term of office, trade union experience, etc. They were
informed that they could once more occupy their former posts,
but only aiter their applications had been reviewed.”

“A characteristic feature of the Congress which would be
unthinkable in England was the reception of a ,iraternal’ delegate
of the well known patriotic and non-working class organisation
the ‘American Legion’. The delegate from this organisation was
a prominent trade union leader, Major George Berry of the
Printers Union. ‘Many good militant trade union workers whom
1 met have already been thrown out of the American Federation
of Labour to the great detriment of the entire trade union move-
meni. Neither a person nor a group of persons dares oppose the
official mechanism of the A. F. of L. which is upheld by the law
and the police. But if you are outside the American Federation
of Labour you are finished: They will close your mouth, hinder
your activity, and if necessary suppress it.”

v “The Negro worker represents a tremendous probiem for
the American labour movement which it has to solve. But instead
of that, this problem is not even brought up — the doors of the
ma;onty of trade unions are closed to the Negro worker and he
can only get into a trade umion with great difficulty.”

“Meanwhile, the Negro workers are a source of tremendous
potential power for:the American trade union movement.” *)

This striking characterisation of the “Czarism of monopolist
capitalism” and the “g*raft system” leave rnofh‘ing more to be
desired. ’

Our estimation of the leading clique of the American trade
union movement is shared by such people as the President of the
Amsterdam International who are outside the ranks of the Com-
intern, which only strengthens our position. And when we have
such democracy and such trade wnions, the work of our still small
Communist Party of America is truly colossal and difficult. Of

ceurse, a certain amount of work has already been done. There -

is serious influence among the miners, railwaymen, metal workers,
in the needle trades, etc. But all this is but a drop in-the ocean.
The Trade Union Educational League in America has still enor-
mious work to do which is rendered more difficult by the internal
friction and fmctlonal struggle within the Party itseli.

‘But to what . must particular attention be dlrectesd in Ame.
rica? Qreat attention must be paid to the formation and develop-
ment of a Left Wing. If it is very difficult to crystallise. the
Left Wing in the European trade union movement, it is still
more difficult, to create and form a Left Wing in America, be-
cause the miachine-like apparatus — such are the traditions of the
A. F. of L. — immediately pushes out of the onganisations all
those who oppose the official policy.. But nevertheless, the
formatibn of ‘a real mass Leit Wing is possible, for the ground
has been prepared by the work of the Trade Union Educational
League. The T.U.E.L., with all its wide political influence,
has not yet an adequate organisationally consolidated influence,
and this discrepancy between the political and organisational
influence must inevitably lead to the weakening of our influence,
to. the scattering of our forces and to our not always being able
to lead with us those elements who support our policy in
principle.

I do not:intend dealing here with the differences of view in
the American Communist Party concerning our tactics in the
trade union movement. I will only say that an ultra-Left devia-
tion exists, which reveals an underestimation of trade union
work and a manifest incapacity to utilise the imass imovement
(for example, the anthracite strike) for organisation of the Left
Wing. There is a certain anti-trade union aristocratism, and
the trade unions are looked down upon from above. I am a
Communist, these people say, and have mnothing to do with
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these theretical trade unions. Only 32% of the Party members are
mempbers of the trade unions. That is an unprecedented scandal!
Until all Party mempbers, to the very last man, are in the trade
unions we cannot move forward a single pace. I would also
point out that the Party and the League do not pay suflicient
attention to work among the Negroes. The first modest steps
have been made in this directiomn, but this is only a little, in fact
too little. Comrade Purcell was a thousand times right when
he wrote that “the Negro workers are a source of tremendous
potential power for the American trade union movement”. We
will never forget this.

With that I can finish with America. I wili only remark that
I entirely and comipletely share the estimmation given by Com-
rade Dorsey on the new orientation of the American trade union
movement, and also think his terminology, trade umion capi-
talism, to be correct; this terminology corresponds essentially
to the new omientation of American trade union bureaucracy.

On Czechoslovakia.

A few words about Czechoslovakia. From the words of
Comrade Kohn we see that the main difficulty lies along the
old lines so well known to us: the Communists in the trade
unions are not sufficiently conmected with the Party. What
was the weakness of our Party in Czechoslovakia in the field
of the trade union movement? It lay in that the Party did not
have amy fractions in the trade unions — neither in the Red
nor in the reformist. In the reformist unions, it had no fractions
because it was very difficult to have ’rhem, and in the Red
unions because it was very easy to have them. Certain trade
union Communists argue in this manner: They are all good
fellows, we are all for the Comintern and they are all for the
R.LL.U. What is the use of our forming fractions?” Yet when
we came down to business we were convinced that recoguition
of the Comintern policy and execution of this policy in practice
are different things. In the Builders’ Union, where the conflict
is the sharpest, there are 8,000 Comuunists out ‘of a membership
of 18,000. A whole revolution could be made with such a
number of Communists, but they cannot even get the union
into their own hands. Why? Because these Communists them-
selves do mot conduct a Communist policy. The Communists,

instead of conducting a Comintern: policy, conduct their own

special policy. We also have these tendencies fin our united
union which represents a strong organisation: “We are Com-
munists and therefore we need not form any fractions, etc.”
But this policy only weakens the union at the head of which
the Communists,stand. The organisation of Communist fractions
in the trade unjons does not weaken the trade union movement,
but makes it firmer, stabler and stronger, and many Czech
Communist trade unionists do not understand this. This is the
origin of the difficulties.

Nevertheless, our Party has had comsiderable successes in
Czechoslovakia. The last elections proved that we have great
influence within the reformist trade unions. Where do the mil-
lion votes come from with only 200,000 workers organised
in the Red unicns? But this <pol‘itica'1 influence is not reinforced;
no fractions are built up. Comrade Kohn, says that the influence
of the Communist Party in the reformist unions extends over
150,000 trade unionists. How can we verify this assertion? There
are no fractions in the reformist unions, no organisation and
recording of opposition fonces.

It is time we got down to building up fractions in all the
unions — in the Red, reformist and National Sodialist unions,
for there are several hundred thousand workers even in the
latter. We must outlive the old tendencies that we should not
work in the liberal National Socialist unions; wherever there
?re workers there should also be Commumsts there should be
ractions..

Poland.

" This last remark concerns also the Pohsh ooi*m’a»des In
Poland we had tendencies according to which we should only
have business with the P.P.S. unions, while with the People’s
Unions, Catholic Unions, etc. we should not concern ourselves,
although there are more than a hundred thousand workers in
them. In Poland, more than anvwhere else, we must devote
serious attention to those trade umons which, under the national
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or democratic flag, organise the working masses against Com-
munism. Without work within these umions considerable strata
of the proletariat will remain ouiside our influence and will
be utilised as a counter-revolutionary force in the period of
acute social struggle: Such a policy is very dangerous. We must
make it a general rule to be wherever there are working class
masses. Wherever there are trade unions, whether they be pro-
testant, Catholic, liberal, evangelical, etc., the Commmunist Party
must work, everywhere form fractions, for only in this way
can unity be obtained and the majority of the working class
won over.

Certain Lessons of the Italian Movement.

The situation in Italy is, I think, characteristic not enly
irom the point of view that I expounded in my report, but also
because the Communist Party in Italy is the only force organising
the masses against fascism. What has Dbecome of the noisy
anarchists and stormy syndicalists? They have disappeared froim
the scene of the Italian labour movemient. The fascist regime
has compelled the workers of Italy to re-estimate the value
of the reformists, anarchists and syndicalists ... They have seen
these people at work. It is clear to the workers that only the
Communist Party is fighting against fascism and represents a
force, and this is an accomplishment of no small value,

It seams to me that the dispute that took place at the Con-
gress of the Italian Communist Party around the question of
propaganda committees was rather abstract. 1f we agree that
the attention of the Italian Party should be chiefly devoted to
work in the enterprises and factories, the nmame of the organs
which we will form only plays a secondary role: in one place
they may be called by one name and in another place by
another. I hesitate to say what form of organisation is the
best and most expedient at the present moment — experience
should show this.

I will now deal with a few questions which were brought
up in the discussion.

On Bringing the Women and Youth into the Trade Unions.

Comrade Ciara Zetkin appealed here for the women to be
brought into the trade unions. This was a useful and opportune
demand, a very useful reminder, but here also there should be
no exaggeration. When we write in our theses about the struggle
for unity, we have in view not only workers, but working
women and the youth also. We are talking of the umity of the
working class as a whole. While there exists the slightest doubt
as to the possibility of forgetting such elementary things as
bringing in the women and the youth, we must speak of this.
VWe must devote two-fold attention to the drawing of working
women into the trade unions, to the drawing of working women
into participation in all trade umion campaigns, and we must
say the same thing in regard to the youth. Comrades Zetkin
and Schuller who have referred here to important strata of the
proletariat, are formulating their proposals and they will be
introduced into the theses.

Is Unity a Manoeuvre? Yes, only not against the Proletariat
but against the Bourgeoisie.

The last group of questions is connected with our campaign
for unity. Of what do the reformists accuse the Comintern and
the Communist Parties? They accuse us that our slogan for a
United Front and for unity is a manoeuvre. On this question we
have already frequently given explanations as to what is this
mtanoeuvre and against whom the manoeuvre is directed; but
imsofar as we have to deal with an opponent who catches on
to every word and wtilises every opportunity for confusing the
question, the explanation which Comrade Tomsky ymade here is
entirely appropriate.

During the last Congress of the C.G.T.U. (August 1925)
the entire Bourgeois and reforniist press raised the hue and cry
that the C. G.T.U. was making a manoeuvre, as it had called
its Congress at the same time as the Reformist Congress. 1
said in my speech at that Congress: “Yes, the united front and
utity is a manoeuvre, only not against the working class, but
agdinst the bourgeoisie.” We openly acknowledge before the
whole world: it is a manoeuvre against the bourgeoisie, but not
by any means against the working class. The whole of our
tactics of the United Fromt, the tactics of unity is a manoeuvre,

whose task it is to unite all sections of the proleiariat in the
struggie against the ‘bourgeoisie ,but this manoeuvre is not
directed against any section of the proletariat, nor against the
proletariat as a whole. It is directed only against our class
enenties. In this respect there must be the maximum of clarity,
and this dlarity must be created by our' Communist and Trade
Union press. ' :

The Nature of our Struggle with Social Democracy.

Sometintes certain incorrect formulas creep into our struggle
for the united front and unity, such, for example, as the following:
we are conducting a class struggle with the reforimists and the
leaders of the Amsterdam International. 1 should say that such
a «definition is incorrect. The class struggle, the struggle for
power, we are waging against the bourgeoisie. With the Social
Democrats and with the Trade Union bureaucrats we are
waging a struggle for the working class. Such a formula is
undoubtedly more correct than the formwla — class struggle
against Social Democracy. '

What Internatiomal do we: Need?

Now we comie to the last questiom. During the last year
and a hali we have been conducting a struggie for the Unity
of the International Trade Union movement. It seems to me
(perhaps some couirades have a different impression) that in
our agitation and propaganda, and in the presentation of this
question not only have we failed to connect the struggle for
unity with the concrete tasks of the current moment, but we
have not explained for what and why we want the formation
of a united intermational. Meanwhile, that is the whole sub.
stance of the matter. The first shortcoming is in that we were
not able to link up the struggle for international unmity with
the situation of the working class in each separate country. Why
is the British proletariat now coming out under the flag of
unity of the world T.U. movement? I have already spokenm of
this. Would vou like the figures? They are as follows: I have
before me a table which shows how mmch the skilled workers
in England, India, and Egypt receive per day in cents: in
England — from 210 to 290 cents per 8-hour working day; in
India — from 38 to 60 cents for a 10—12 hour day; in Egypt
— 40 cents for a 10—12 hour day. Therein lies the root of
the swing round towards International Trade Union Unity.
Capitalismt has created such conditions whereby ali countries,
in their entirety represent one organic whole. A higher living
standard has a tendency, under the pressure of the bourgeoisie
{o be leveiled down. This threat of the lowering of the standard
of living of the European proletariat by the growing industry
of the East lies at the basis of this swing round towards unity
on the part of the wide trade union organised masses. To ex-
plain all this to the workers is the task of all our parties, other-
wise our slogan of international unity will hang in the air and
will not be connected with the concrete situation.

And finally, as to the tasks of the single international. What
international do we want to form? We have certain facts which
are not adequately utilised, which escape our attention, but
which could play a role in the struggle for a united inter-
national. In 1921 a gigantic strike of 1,200,000 British miners
took place. The British miners were on strike, the American,
French, German and Belgian miners were at work, coal was
sent fromi these countries to England and after 13 weeks the
strike was smashed. A year later 500,000 American miners
struck work, and British coal was imported to smash the
American strike. The same thing happened during the fight
of the Belgian, French and German miners. Meanwhile the
miners of all these countries all belong to the same intermational,
and the Transport workers carrying the coal during these
strikes also belong, together with the miners, to the Amsterdam
international. What more tangible, and more popular proof could
there be of the necessity of forming an organisation the members
of which would not be enmgaged in mutual blacklegging? What
could be more clear and comprehensible for the masses than
these shattering facts? Meanwhile, in our propaganda and
agitation, and in our press, we do not devote sufficient atten-
tion to that side of the question. I think that is one of the
greatest shortcomings in our work. We must turn our attention
in this direction. We must connect up the problem of unity
with these most important problems of the every-day struggle,
and link up the problem of the united front with these concrete
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tasks. Only. in this manner can we reinforce this tremendous
historic task with the sympathy and support of scores of mil-
lions of workers. We, nced an international which would put
an end to international blacklegging, we need an international
which would conduct a simultaneous struggle in all countries,
we need an international which would regard amy struggle
on a separate sector of the social front as its own direct struggle.
This must be explained to the wide masses, this is our most
immediate task.

I know, comrades, that we have passed a great number of
excellent resolutions. Before. comiing along here, I glanced
through all the resolutions on the trade union movement which
we have passed at Congresses of the Comintern and R.LL.U.
Everything is there — winning of the masses, connection of
partial slogans with final aims, attention is paid to the autonomy
and - independence of the T. U. movement, etc. It would seem
that everything has been said, meanwhile it would seem that
we imust start everything over again. Nevertheless, I am not
pessimistic, for we are not commencing from the start, but
everything is going further and further ahead. If we regard
everything that we would like as being 100%, then of course
we have not even achieved 10%. but all the same, things are

mov:_lr_\ng
: e immediate, important political task is to explain to
all Communists tlie role of the Trade Unions. So long as the

whole Comintern, and every separate section of it do not
understand the most elementary things, that the Trade Union
movement is the decisive strategic point, that work in the
Trade Unions is the most important political work of each
Party, that work in the Trades Unions is a daily and hourly
task, the work of every Communiste Party as a whole and
of every Communist separately, we will only be marking time
in one spot.+ ’

Before coming to a close I want to make one correction.
The British Delegation has officially informed me that the re-
solution of the Enlarged Central Committee of the Party,” on
the question of Unity, to which I referred in my report, does
not contain the question of the entry of the A. U. C. T. U. into
Amsterdam. This was in the draft, but the Entarged Meeting
deleted this point. This misunderstanding arose because by an
error the press received a copy of the Draft resclution and not
the final text. I make this- rectification with the greatest of
pleasure. ) :

At the conclusion of my report 1 express the hope that
we would realise by 100% the decisions taken here, but this is
a programme maximum, and speaking between ourselves, if you
realise them to an extent of 50% this will be a very, very
great victory of Communism over International Reformism.
(Applause.)
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