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Being scared by my formula presented to them: “If you want peace,
conduct a class war,” the delegates grumbled : “We came to the Congress
to fight for peace, and the Russian delegates propose to us that we
must conduct a class war.” And this was said by the so-called leaders
of the labor movement. For them there was no difference between a
war and a class war. All the ideology of the leaders of the Amsterdam
International plainly showed itself at this Congress; here fraternized
the pacifist bourgeoisie with the right wing of the labor movement. It
is clear that bourgeois pacifists invited to the Congress would not vote
for a resolution against capitalist society.

The Congress had for its purpose the collection of all pacifism there
was in the world’s labor movement and among the more advanced
bourgeoisie, and to tell to the governments of the world ' “You see
what power we represent! If you will dare again to fling humanity
into war, we are ready, even for a strike!” Later on we found out
indirectly that when the leaders of the Amsterdam Internation were
discussing a strike, among themselves, they laughed at it. They con-
sidered it a necessary ornament: It doesn’t look good to pass a resolu-
tion just about moving pictures, it was necessary to mention a strike
so that the workers could see that there was a will to fight.

Thus, instead of demonstrating force, weakness was demonstrated.

When, at the Congress, we proposed to the Amsterdamers a United
Front, the reporter of the Political Committee, the leader of the Holland
Social-Democracy, Troelstra, said, “We will agree to a United Front
with the Communists only after they pass a quarantine.” But with the
bourgeois pacifists they did agree on a united front without a quaran-
tine. But which will keep the other in quarantine is to be seen.

I think that from this characterization of the attitude of the Amster-
dam International to the Versailles Treaty, to the problem. of disarma-
ment, to the question of fighting against war, can already be made a
logical conclusion as to what the Amsterdam International represented
in itself, even if we did not know how it might conduct itself in other
cases and on other questions.

THE AGGRESSION OF CAPITAL

I have already pointed out that the end of the war was coincident
with the development of the reformist illusions. If we would try to
ascertain the relations between the growth of unrest among the work-
ers, the growth of the reformist illusions, and the compromises along
reformist lines by the bourgeoisie, we will find that they are very closely
related. But if we will take the last years we will see that the social-
reformism almost reached the peak in about the middle of 1920. 1
said “almost” for, in fact, they did not reach anywhere, because we
cannot consider as an attainment the creation of the International Labor
Bureau, participation in the Committees, the adoption by the Washing-
ton Conference of the Labor Program, etc.
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. At the beginning of 1920 in the world labor movement doubts arose
in connection with the new economic orientation. The years of growth
of the labor movement we can consider from about the end of 1918
during the whole of 1919 and to about the middle of 1920; marked on
one hand, by the stormy growth of the trade union movement, and on
the other, the retreat of the bourgeoisie in the sphere of social reforms:
The establishment of the eight-hour day, the increase of talk about
gocialization, the creation in many countries of committees for social-
ization, etc.

From the middle of 1920, begins the new turn in economics, and the
crucial point is reached—the crisis in international trade and in produc-
tion. It begins in May, in Japan, spreads to America and together with
the falling of wholesale prices, did not only stop the retreat of the
bourgeoisie, but the bourgeoisie began to advance. This advance of
f:apital continued through 1920, 1921 and 1922 and has not stopped yet
in 1923.

The advance of capital begins together with the economic crisis.
What is the purpose of this advance of capital, and how did the inter-
national labor movement react to it? The purpose of the advance of
capital was to lower the cost of production as the world market began
to slacken and competition increased. There was a surplus of com-
modities, which although needed by the masses, could not be bought
by them on account of high prices. This caused the employers to force
down the cost of production in order to place cheaper goods on the
market. It was necessary to find the line of least resistance, and this
line happened to be labor-power. Not by perfecting the technique of
production, not by increasing the volume of production, but by forcing
down the price of labor-power, by taking away all that was granted
labor socially, by “explaining” the eight hour day, by cutting down the
wages, by taking away gains—here is the line along which the advance
of capital goes.

I mention one instance in order to show the volume of this advance.
The official statistics of the reduction of wages in 1921 affected 7,000,000
workers in England; during the whole year of 1921, the workers lost
in wage reductions five million pounds sterling per week. In 1922 the
workers lost in wages six million pounds sterling per week. If we take
both years together the loss in wages will reach the colossal sum of
two and three quarters billions of dollars ($2,750,000,000). This great
cut in wages is of real significance for these billions which were cut
from wages lowered production costs and permitted competition on the
world market.

Tae “FiGHT” OF THE AMSTERDAM INTERNATIONAL AGAINST THE

CAPITALIST ADVANCE

Now, what did the Amsterdam International as an organization do

in order to fight against the capitalist advance? First of all, in the
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present economic struggle, trade union lines are too narrow; the strug-
gle goes beyond national borders and that is why the International
exists, to internationalize the struggle itself. We find ourselves in
such a phase of the development of society, in which only on the
international scale is it possible to attain a victory even in the purely
economic sphere. Even in the question of wages, the international
market regulates the price. And from the Amsterdam International
there was during all the time of capitalist advance not even one act of
international character, no international action, no international demon-
stration which would place the International against advancing capital
as a unit. There were only isolated actions, separate economic strikes,
separate conflicts in separate countries.

This characteristic of the Amsterdam International and its or-
ganizations is not only in the prevalence of nationalism over interna-
tionalism, but also in the prevalence of craft over industrial and
class interests within the boundaries of the one nation. This is especi-
ally clear from the labor struggle in England. At the time of the
famous miners’ strike at the beginning of 1921, after the strike lasted
for thirteen weeks they were left alone, isolated. And such organiza-
tions as the union of railway and transport workers, which had been
with them in the Triple Alliance did not aid them. And the day on
which these unions refused to aid the miners went down in history as
“Black Friday.”

In 1922, there was a great struggle; the lockout of the British metal
workers. A few hundred thousand metal workers (36 unions) were
drawn into the struggle. Did the other unions help the metal workers?
No! And the metal workers of other countries did not help either.
Separate regiments on separate fronts are conducting the fight, and
not only do they get no help from the International, but they are de-
feated by the lack of aid from the workers of their own territory.

The tactics of the Amsterdam International, that is, the prevalence
of the craft over the class, the prevalence of national over international
interests, brings about the defeat of the separate parts of this Inter-
national in the struggle against perfectly organized capital.

1 know very well the activities of the Amsterdam International during
this period and may, entirely objectively considering its activity, state
that nothing was done; and this lack of action on an international scale
is the main characteristic of the Amsterdam International. If not in
principle, at least in practice, for this International based on national
organizations every one of which defends the interests of its bourgeois
state, such an International naturally is unable to fight. And during the
whole period of capitalist advance we did not see a united struggle, we
did not see even a serious attempt of economic aid to assist one or the
other sectors of the social front.

~

LECTURE NO. 4
The Amsterdam International in Theory and in Practice

THE AMSTERDAM INTERNATIONAL IN THE FIGHT AGAINST FaAscisM

E will now take up the very important question of Fascism.

What is Fascism? It is the last word of imperialist reaction

based on the war and post-war impoverished middle classes of
government employes and intellectuals (what Americans call “the
white-collar class”), who expect, in the fight against the social revolu-
tion, to win back their pre-war welfare.

_Fascism is a reaction, the characteristic of which is contained in that
it tries to gain foothold if not among all the workers, at least a part
of them, in order that together with them it may destroy the organiza-
tional centers of the revolution.

First of all, we should remark that Fascism has learned much from
the revolution, and as the most outstanding exponent of revolution is
Bolshevism, so Fascism borrowed something also from Bolshevism,
What did it borrow from Bolshevism? First of all, the forceful meth-
ods of struggle; second, the denial of democratic legal forms; thirdly,
the rapidity of action; fourthly, the understanding that in order to gain
its aim it is necessary to destroy the organizational centers of the
enemy-class down to the very foundations. Thus, the methods of Bol-
shevism and Fascism have some similarity and on this external simil-
arity the reformists are trading by using the parallel of Lenin and Mus-
solini as representatives of anti-democratic “reaction,” as they express it.

What is the chief difference between Bolshevism and Fascism, these
two extremes in the social struggle? The difference between them is
a social one; that is, on one hand, we have the use of all the revolution-
ary methods in the struggle against the working class, in order to
destroy its power, in order to prevent the social revolution; and, on
the other hand, we have the application of revolutionary, forceful meth-
ods for the destruction of the resistance of the bourgeoisie, for the fight
against the ruling capitalist system in order to destroy it and the system
of class society. And it is clear that not the external appearance ex-
plains this or another social movement, but its social character. And
this absolute social contradiction between Fascism and Bolshevism
makes them the most fierce enemies of each other, and places before
the working class, which is trying to solve its class problems, the ques-
tion of methods of struggle against reaction in general, and of Fascist
reaction specifically.

As I have mentioned, the characteristic of Fascism is contained in
that on one hand it is trying to base itself, or, better to say, is reflecting
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the disillusion of the middle classes, and, on the other hand, is trying
to penetrate the labor organizations. There is one more peculiarity
about Fascism: it is the mobilization of active workers from the work-
ers’ organizations, and especially from the leaders of the left for action
against the labor movement. We should not forget that Mussolini him-
self, during the year 1914, was a member of the left wing of the So-
cialist Party, was the editor of Aventi, that, among his cabinet mem-
bers and conjrades there are former leaders of the anarcho-syndicalist
movement. It is natural that these elements who came from the school
of labor organizations, know the weak points of these organizations
and are able to hit these spots very hard.

One 'Italian writer has called Fascism “the preventative counter-
revolution” as a means to avoid a revolution. The Fascist movement
which at present is embracing the whole world, especially demonstrated
itself in Italy. Fascism is at present a very important social occurrence,
which needs very careful study. But this is not in the scope of my
discourse. At present we are interested in the question as to the at-
titude of the Amsterdam International and its component parts toward
the Fascist danger.

First of all, we must point out that the Amsterdam International in
its different sections did not understand the social significance of Fas-
cism. In those very rare resolutions which they adopted on that ques-
tion they considered Fascism as a simple reaction. But if Fascism is
a simple reaction, then why don’t we talk about Fascism in Hungary,
where the reaction is not less than in Italy? Why don’t we talk about
Fascism in France, where we have such representatives of reaction as
Poincare?

It is apparent that the character of a Fascist regime demands a more
clear description. This reaction is a specific one, and specific methods
should be used in the fight against it. Fascism not only tries to base
itself on some sections of the working class, but is also trying to create
its own Fascist labor organizations, and this does represent a greater
danger. In Italy has been created a confederation of Fascist trade
unions which is trying to capture the whole labor movement. It is
natural, therefore, that the struggle against Fascism, besides the usual
methods of struggle against reaction, must bear a special character fitted
to this special form of reaction.

The first to raise the alarm of the necessity of the struggle against
Fascism were the Comintern and Profintern. Directly after the up-
setting which took place in Italy, we approached the Second, the Second-
and-a-Half Internationals, and the Amsterdam International with pro-
posals to begin a united fight against Fascism. Our proposals were
rejected and the Amsterdam International as well as the international
political organizations assumed the responsibility separately to fight
against the Fascist reaction. And what did their fight consist of?
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If we will look over all the literature of the Amsterdam International
and its affiliated organizations we will not find even a serious analysis
of Fascism. We will find separate articles against Fascist reaction, but
we will not find even an attempt to concentrate upon that social phenom-
enon which began to spread all over the world, not even one attempt
to concentrate upon a political analysis or to bring about a general line
of action against Fascism.

However, there is something more serious than that just mentioned,
and it is more peculiar if the Amsterdam International in the question
of Fascism did not show any activity and not only gave no instructions
to its local organizations about the methods of struggle against Fascism,
but the local organizations which were affiliated to it in this question
had a very strange position. Here, again, we have to turn to Italy with
which we have to deal every time when we talk about Fascism, as we
have to mention Russia when we talk about Bolshevism,

Fascism, after its victory in Italy, at once showed itself in the pres-
sure upon the working class along all lines, beginning with lowering
the wages, lengthening the work-day, etc. In order to attain all this
the Fascists began to destroy the labor organizations, taking away from
them their headquarters, destroying the trade unions, capturing the
co-operatives, killing the more active leaders.

And here the Fascists figured that the more revolutionists were
annihilated, the harder the labor organizations would be hit, so much
more difficult would be the future victory of the revolution . The revol-
ution cannot be destroyed by destroying the revolutionists, but it can
surely be obstructed. We know that after the Paris Commune when
the French bourgeoisie in the bloody week between the 2oth and 27th
of March, 1871, killed 30,000 workers, it reflected on the labor move-
ment of France. The blood letting which took place in the first years
of the German revolution, reflected on the tempo of development and
on the revolutionary organizations themselves and the revolutionary
events of Germany.

The destruction of the more revolutionary elements, of course, can-
not save any country from revolution, for the revolution is brought
about by objective conditions, and instead of one set of leaders, others
will come. But, to make it more difficult for the revolution, to make
it more injurious and bloody, this Fascism with its methods may do.
This is the main purpose of Fascism, which it is striving for, and from
its point of view is attaining.

I have said that the reformists like to align Bolshevism and Fascism,
and then to exclaim: “No Fascism, no Bolshevism, but democracy!”

It seemed that with the Fascist coup and the domination of the Fas-
cist fist in Italy not only were the democratic forms of government
destroyed but also the labor organizations were razed to the ground
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by the black shirted Fascisti. It seemed that here a specially hostile
position against Fascism should have been taken.

But, in reality, the experience of the last year’s development of the
Italian labor movement shows that the most militant element against
Fascism were the Communists, while the reformists had a very strange
and ambiguous position in regard to Fascism, beginning with the, seek-
ing of a common ground, which would bring about a modus vivends
between the Fascist leaders and the leaders of the trade unions. In
this respect the rapprochement between Mussolini and the leaders of
the Italian Confederation of Labor is very interesting. Of course,
in the fact of rapprochement itself there was nothing wrong. The re-
volutionary workers of Russia in their time had been talking with the
bashibuzuks—Governors General. But what took place before they
started those parleys with Mussolini proves that these parleys were not
parleys between representatives of different classes sent to find the weak
points of the enemy, or in these parleys to defend a certain position.
These parleys took place for the sake of adopting common lines of
action, of collaboration.

That this was so is proven by the declaration of Mussolini, made in
one of his last speeches, that he was always very friendly to the working
class, that he was willing to do most everything, and that he would
like to have the representatives of the trade unions to participate in the
government, that he was ready to give them very important portfolios.

Such declaration it seems should have brought forth-a storm of pro-
test from the representatives of the trade unions sitting in parliament,
but it was not the case. When vote was taken in the parliament on
one of the proposals of Mussolini, D’Aragona who was forced to vote
against it, stated:” I wish to explain that I am voting against the gov-
ernment as a member of the Socialist Party, and not as a representa-
tive of the Confederation of Labor.”

- If we will consider the whole situation, the colossal Fascist pressure
on the working class, and also the fact that the Confederation of Labor
is busy with expelling Communist local unions instead of fighting against
Fascism—the character of this flirtation between the Fascists and the
reformists will be understood. This political flirtation is not of a purely
Italian character. Something similar to it is also noticeable in Germany,
where the Social Democracy and the leaders of the trade unions con-
sider Communism as a more dangerous enemy than Fascism. And, at
a time when the Communist Party is raising an alarm about the danger
of Fascism in Germany, the Social-Democrats are raising the alarm
about the danger of Communism, - Here they also have the formula:
“No Fascism, no Communism, but democracy!” But “democracy”
does not in any way .oppose Fascism, because the first to recognize the
Fascist government were the liberal governments of France, England
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anfi t_he Unitefi States, while, although tﬁe Soviet government has been
existing for six years, the latter country has not recognized it.

There are no great differences between Fascism and reformism :
Both of them recognize the necessity of saving capitalist relations, and
the me?hods of doing it is a question of secondary importance. But
the socxal.ba'sis of both is one and the same. As long as we have in
fact a desire to save the capitalist system, all that is against this system,
all that undermines this system~—and Communism surely does play an,

“evil” role—is very dangerous and a bitter war against it should be
conducted.

But there is one more glaring fact; we notice during the whole history
of thg German revolution that the leaders of the Social-Democracy are
crushing the wox:kers even worse than Mussolini. Out of the entrails
of the .tradf: union oragnizations are being selected separate groups
crystallized into neuclei which at the moment of very sharp social con-
flicts, take the side of the Fascists. Thus, in the reformist trade unions
there alrea.dy are certain groups, and special groups of backward work-
ers on _whxch Fascism will be able to rely in its fight against the social
revolution, against Communism. ’

Did the Amsterdam International or its separate sections make any
attempt to oppose this tendnecy? Was there any attempt from the
A‘mstt.:rdgm International or its sections to crush this embryonic Fas-
cism in its own ranks? Or to crush Fascism outside its ranks? An
abstract,. formal desire was there but no action could be found in the
whole history of the Amsterdam International. It could not be found
because th; Amsterdam International built its tactics, not on revolution
but evolution, not on conflict but on collaboration, not on war of the
classes but on peace between the classes.

) This is' the so-called social philosophy of the Amsterdam International
n 1ts entirety,

THE AMSTERDAM INTERNATIONAL AND THE RussiaAN RevoLuTION

It is natural that as long as the base of the philosophy of the Am-
sterdam Ingemational lays in its refusal of relations with the revolution
as long as it figures that the working class can only lose by revolution’
so long it will work to prevent the revolution. It looks with suspicion’
every time at those revolutions that are accomplished facts. We notice
this stand of the Amsterdam International, in its petty inimical attitude
toward.the Russian revolution, especially from the moment the. Russian
revolution took a plainly Bolshevik character. We have to mention,
however, that separate parts of the Amsterdam International, at the mo:
ment of the February revolution, accepted the upheaval in Russia with
great enthusiasm. Yet from the moment the Russian revolution took
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its October character, we notice a very strong inin-lical attitude to it
to Bolshevism, to Communism, in short to everything connected with
the Russian Revolution. o

Here we must note a few moments which are very pecghar in the. at-
titude of the Amsterdam International towar.d the'Russum {evolutlon.
I already said that the Amsterdam Inte{natxox}al is cate_gorxcally. an(i
sharply against all our conceptions: 1t is against the dxctatf)l:shxpBo
the proletariat, for it prefers the dlctatorshxp.of the bourgemsx.e.. 1\:t
every time the Russian revolution was passing throug?x a crisis the
Amsterdam International attempted to defend the Rusgna.n revolution.
Here we have the inner contradiction. This contg'adxctxon appeared
clearly, especially after the crushing of th.e Hung:iman reyolutxon and
at the moment of the Polish offensive against Soviet Russia.

All the organizations which are affiliated with the Amsterdam Inter-
national, as well as the International itself, coqld not find wprds enougl;
to stigmatize the Hungarian revolution. which brought into Centra
Europe the “barbarian, Asiatic, Bolshevik “methods. But,.when the
reaction of Horthy conquered, then the Amsterdam Internatlo.nal came
out in defense of the Hungarian workers, in defense of the unions tl}en
being destroyed. It would seem more logica} to support the Hungan::an
workers at the time they were in power, which is the most proper time
for support, and not when tens of thousands have been killed,when
hundreds of thousands have been exiled.

Why did the Amsterdam International come out ir.l defense after th'e
destruction of the revolution in Hungary? Because it had to show this
face to the workers who had been members of its own unions. It had
to show that it is fighting- against reaction, that it is defcndmg_the
workers of other countries. By this stand it alrpost said the following:
“Although the Hungarian workers have been mistaken, we must defend
them.” Thus, the Amsterdam International was compelled to take the
position of defending the workers of this or another country by the
pressure from below, by its efforts to keep the masses under its _u}ﬂu-
ence, which would leave it if it showed no external phase of activity.

As far as the relations between the Amsterdam Intema.tional and
Soviet Russia are concerned, there are many cases whe{‘e its leaders
came out openly and sharply against Bolshevik Russia, against the Cot!_l-
intern, etc. Why, then, did the Amsterdamers. suddenly remember in
the time of the 'Polish offensive against Soviet Russia, that Soviet
Russia is the land of victorious revolution? .

The more extreme reformists insisted that Czarism and Bols.hev1sm
is one and the same thing, and at the same time they were crying for
the saving of the revolution. What is the use of saving it, .wl_len there
is no revolution, when it is already dead? But this cpntradlctlon coqld
be found in the whole of international reformism. This theory of theirs
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proves their political two-facedness, because their conduct does not
correspond with their opinions. If you think that Czarism and Bolshe-
vism are one and the same thing, you should call for the overthrow of
Bolshevism. This is logical. But such a call is impossible, because
first of all these reformist organizations are full of workers who are
instinctively in sympathy with Russia. There was an attempt to help
Soviet Russia, even to attempt a boycott against Poland, and there was
more or less aid in the time of the famine, all on the background of
repudiating the revolution.

The whole reformist labor movement finds itself in this contradiction.
Especially clearly did it show itself at the Hamburg Congress of the
Second and Second-and-a-Half Internationals. There, as a reporter
about the situation in Russia, was the Menshevik, Abramovitch, who
stays abroad in order to “represent in all cases the Russian proletariat.”

He drafted such a resolution which even the more extreme reformists
like the representatives of the British Labor Party, could not stomach,
They were discussing that question for a long time and although Abram-
ovitch fell upon the bosom of his reformist friends with tales concern-
ing all the sufferings the Mensheviks went through in Russia, these
ungrateful friends refused to fall upon the Bolsheviks, but instead fell
upon Abramovitch. How could this be explained in the reformist Con-
gress? It was because the Bolshevik is a revolutionist who has over-
thrown the bourgeoisie, and therefore the western European workers
cannot understand how could the attitude toward Russia be hostile,

We must remark that in this inability to understand there is a great
element of patriotism. A reformist cannot understand how one could
come out against his “fatherland.” A good government or a bad one,
but it is my government! Looking from the patriotic standpoint he
cannot understand how the Russian “Social Revolutionists” war against
Russia. The British, German or F rench reformists may make a bloc
with its “black hundreds,” but how can one come to an understanding
with a foreign foe against his own “fatherland?” This a worker with
reformist and patriotic sentiments could not understand.

If we will take all that into consideration we will be able to under-
stand why the Menshevik attempt in Hamburg did not meet with
sympathy. The resolution of Abramovitch, although revised a couple
of times, could not gain the approval of the majority of the delegates,
and especially the British voted against it.

Thus we see that the attitude of the Amsterdam International toward
the Russian revolution was always two-faced. At a time of danger to
the revolution the Amsterdam International in its appeal would use
revolutionary phases to show that the downfall of the revolution would

mean reaction not only on the territory of Russia but all over the
world,
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This consciousness that the fall of Soviet Russia would be a victory
not alone for Russian, but for world reaction, is so strongly in the minds
of European and American workers that even the most reactionary
leaders cannot work against this class instinct of the wide working
masses. From this arises that contradiction which finds its expression
in the instability and vacillation of the Amsterdam International in
its relations to Soviet Russia. Attack upon Soviet Russia when there
is no external danger, enforced aid when there is such danger—thus
there are two steps made forward and three backward. These con-
tradictions are a result of the contradictory composition of the Am-
sterdam International itself, from dim sympathies for us from the
masses to definite antagonism to us from the leaders.

THE AMSTERDAM INTERNATIONAL AND THE UNITED FRrONT

From all the above we may reach a conclusion as to the attitude of
the Amsterdam International and all reformist organizations to the
tactics of a United Front. What is the origin of the United Front idea?
What is the attitude of the reformist wing of the labor movement to
the United Front?

The idea of the United Front appears at the same time when the
tide of the revolutionary wave began to ebb. We must admit that in
the first period of the October revolution we, the Russian Communists,
-over-estimated the tempo of the development of the world revolution.
It seemed that after our revolution, revolutions would at once follow
in other countries. Some expected it in a few weeks, others in months,
and in general this expectation of a rapid conclusion, a rapid develop-
ment of events, surely made an impression on all our tactics.

The tactics of a revolutionary party are decided, not by abstract prin-
ciples, but by calculating the real situation, and the relations of forces
in the struggle. In order to select a line of action for the next period,
that is, to map out the strategic plans for action, we have to calculate
the surroundings, the relation of forces, the power of resistance of our
enemy, the degree of our organization, to calculate the assets of all
the fighting forces, to study the social typography of the area. And
our area is quite a big one. It takes in the whole world. And only
all this taken together decides our line of action. With a rapid devel-
opment of events our course would be one line of action, with a slower
development, a second line, although we have before us one and the
same problem.

What are the characteristics of the first two years after the October
period. Let us remember the development of events in Germany and
those street battles which took place there while there was no powerful
Communist Party in existence, nor even strong Communist local or-
ganizations. The first period was characterized by frontal attacks;

WORLD’S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT 63

they were driven back. A new period began and new groupings of
forces, marked by apathy in the working masses. The bourgeoisie be-
gan to advance against the working class, taking away its elementary
gains. In connectipn with this period, a problem arose before the
.(:oqutem of adopting such a line of action as would unite the masses
in resistance to the aggression of capital and to stop its advance, and
later on, from this form of struggle to take the aggressive .

The §itt_xation of the world labor movement in 1921, was somewhat
more difficult than in 1919, directly after the end of the war. The
spontaneous movement began to slacken. The high waves of the rev-
olution yhlch frightened the bourgeoisie were not strong enough to
crush this Colossus. A new period begins, and to this period we had
to adapt our tactics, the tactics of the United Front, which has for its
purpose under the changed conditions, to unite the wide masses and

dratw them into the way of revolutionary struggle against the capitalist
system.

Whgt is the essence of the United Front? We can explain it in the
following way. The Communists are calling upon the non-party work-
ers, t}!e Catholic labor unions, the reformists, in short on all the work-
ers th.hout rega.rd to their political or other affiliation. And we say:

We 'dlsagree. with you on many fundamental questions. We are for
the d'lctatorshlp of the proletariat; you are against it. We are for re-
volutlon;‘yc')u are for class collaboration, etc. But we do agree with
you t_hat 1t 1s necessary to save the eight-hour day, that it is necessary
to brmg up wages to the increasing cost of living, that it is necessary
to retain the_ social gains we have already obtained. Let us lead all
the workers into the struggle according to your program, and not ours.
Let us create together a United Front according to your own program.
Our program does not end with merely economic demands and the
dgmand of the fight against the danger of war. Our program is much
wider than thag. The crux of it is the overthrow of capitalism. You
-d9 not agree with that; let us lay aside all those points upon which we
differ; let us leave only those which unite us and on these points let
us wage a relentless struggle.” These are the causes, character and
essence of the United Front. '

The first question arl:sing is:—Is this a correct line of action for a
reYolutxonary Comgnumst party? And, also, for revolutionary trade
unions? Can we, in order to gain a United F ront, put aside all that

which divides us from the reformists? Can we allow such a strategic
maneuvre?

Fxrst-ly,'a.Unitcd Front is possible only if it is a purely labor front,
and this it is that differentiates us fundamentally from the reformists
who are for a United Front of Labor with capital. Thus, the first dis-,
tinction of our United Front is its purely labor character, independently
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of the political views or beliefs of separate workers or groups. Further,
the purpose of this United Front is to fight against the bourgeoisie. By
that you can see that the United Front is aimed at our class enemy.
And again the idea of the United Front sharply conflicts with the theory
and practice of the reformists, for with them the question is one of
collaboration between the classes.

These are the boundaries of the United Front for us Communists
which we cannot overstep. And because the United Front should be
a purely labor front, because its aims are against the employers, against
the bourgeoisie, therefore it should conduct a struggle and not discuss
collaboration. That was the reason why the reformist organizations
were all the time against the United Front. This is the crux of their
position.

They look upon the United Front as a new invention of the Bolshe-
viks, the slogan of a United Front they understand as a new maneuvre
of “Moscow,” and under the name “Moscow” they understood every-
thing, the Profintern, Comintern, the whole of Soviet Russia, and all
that has anything to do with the Russian revolution.

That is the way the reformists understood our proposals for a United
Front although in reality they are opposed to it because it holds a clear
proposition for the class struggle, for breaking up all coalition with
the bourgeoisie, because they are the ardent defenders of such a coal-
ition.

As long as a United Front would be created with the Communists—
and in this respect they had a clear understanding—the possibility of
a united front with the bourgeoisie had to disappear. There is no third
way out of it and therefore it is plain why the Amsterdam International
was so opposed to the idea of a United Front, and quite naturally at-
tempts were made to defame this idea instead of realizing it.

In connection with the United Front there were many gestures made
by the Amsterdam and the Second internationals. You will remember
the Berlin conference of the three internationals where the Comintern,
the Second and the Second-and-a-Half Internationals were represented.
Here we had no united front but only talk; on one hand, on the ques-
tion of the evil of Bolshevism; and, on the other, on the evil of reform-
ism. This meeting of the representatives of the three executive com-
mittees, was only a trial of strength, but it could not give any concrete
results. This failure however, could not stop the Profintern and Com-
intern from attempting to create a United Front and, whenever a pro-
per moment would arise in the labor movement, we would call upon
the Internationals, the Amsterdam and the others, proposing coordin-
ated action. Usually we would get no answer at all, or get one in the
sense that “We will not fall for the provocations and maneuvres of

Moscow.”
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i tional unable to call for a
apply to the League of Nattoqs, an Interna (
demonstration in connection with the occupation of the Ruhr, and you

will understand the disillusionment which began in the masses con-

nected with the Amsterdam International ax.xd the des-p'air among the
German workers created by this weakness in the political activity of
this international.

This bankruptcy of the Amsterdam International was a shocl.c for the
masses which showed them the necessity for seeking spmethmg new.
And what could they find? One could go a.long t-he lines of the re-
formists continuing to flirt with the bourgeois Qacxﬁsts,. or could join
in a United Front with the Communists. There is no third way out of
it. ‘ N

The occupation of the Ruhr has so clearly illustrated the inner d.m-
sion of the Amsterdam International itself,_hz.xs throw'n a bright ltght
upon the inner national-imperialist contradlfztxons whxch_ were t&nl;xeg
apart this so-called International, that a desgre for a United Front be-
gan spontaneously among the masses, a desire to create at any cost a
United Front with those who are willing to fight. And who were ﬁg_ht-
ing at that time? Who were making any real proposals to fight agams(:
the advancing bourgeoisie? Only the followers pf the Pl:oﬁntem an
Comintern. There was nothing else on the pqlmcal horizon. Ther?
was a saying: “All roads lead to Rome.” I‘_Iow it has been chagxged to:
“AH roads lead to Moscow And every time when the working class
gets into a trap and can find no escape through methgds of the” refortp-
ists, at such moments it begins to seek the road to “Moscow,” that is,

a road of common struggle with Communists against the bourgeoisie.

TrE BERLIN CONFERENCE OF TRANSPORT WORKERS AND THE SABOTAGE OF
rHE UNITED FRONT BY THE AMSTERDAM INTERNATIONAL

Already at the Frankfort Conference we had followers. in the repre-
sentatives of the Factory Committees, we even had a Socnal-l?emocratxc
group which came out with the statement demax;dmg from its leaders
the creation of a United Front with the Communists. The latter events
in Germany have proven the absolute necessity of such a fx:ont. The
United Front was being created by the workers. themselves, without and
in spite of the reformist and Social-Democratic leaders.

The Amsterdam International sharply and clearly refused a Ungted
Front. But not all industrial internationals could refuse a United
Front. The first break that was made in the fanks of the Amsterdam
International was in the International Federation of Transport Work-
ers. You read, of course, about the international conference of trans-
port workers held in Berlin at the end of May 1923. What brought
about this conference? How could a part of the Amsterdam Inter-
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national and one of its secretaries, Fimmen, come to the conclusion of
the necessity of having the United Front with the Russian Communists

and the followers of the Profintern when it was prohibited by the
Amsterdam International?

The roots of it are found in the Ruhr occupation. There are moments
when a rap over the head with a club brings about clear thinking. And
the Ruhr occupation was such a rap over the head, which made a breach
in the minds of the wide laboring masses and later on found a reflec-
tion in the heads of their leaders.

On the agenda of the Conference we inserted a few questions: The
struggle against Fascism, the creation of the United Front in the trade
union movement, and the fight against war. We agreed upon a mani-
festo, resolutions, etc. The belief that there was no other way out, in
the minds of the representatives of the International Federation of
Transport Workers, aided in bringing about this agreement.

We adopted very elementary decisions: The fight against war by
creating control committees in all seaports, in important railway cen-
ters, etc. But all that was adopted by the Conference of the Interna-
tional Transport Workers met a sharp and decided opposition from
the Amsterdam International which is built upon the principles of
representation by national organizations and is politically supported by
vertical units (transport workers, metal workers, etc.). Now imagine,
we were pulling one of these supports from under it, and this support
of the transport workers plays a special role, as we can fight against
war only when the transport workers will join the fight.

When this immense scandal in the “respectable family” of Amsterdam
occurred, when a part of the International made a bloc with the Com-
munists without approval of the other parts, it seemed that they had
now to come out in the open and state: “We do not recognize the
United Front.” It seemed that they could do nothing else. However
the conditions of the Amsterdam International after the occupation of
the Ruhr were far from its condition before occupation. They met,
discussed at length the question, and finally adopted a resolution in
which it was stated that the Amsterdam International is not bound by
the decisions of the Transport Workers Conference.

But we never considered binding them. Why, then, did they come
out with a statement that they “are not bound by it,” instead of coming
out with a protest? It was because they were afraid to come out as

opponents of the United Front, which would be to lose their influence -

over their own ranks. For this reason they did not come out against
the United Front with a frontal attack, but began a strategic detour,
stating that they are for a United Front, but they are not bound by
decisions adopted by someone else.
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At the same time, they stated their willingness to talk over matters

with the Russian unions. To this the Executive Committee of the .

Russian trade unions answered that they were ready to talk with the
Amsterdam International and even to propose to talk seriously on the
question of a United Front, the struggle against Fascism, etc. " They
received an answer over the signature of Oudegeest (they have their
left and right hand and when it is necessary to sign something especially
reformistic in character, it is signed by Oudegeest) in which he said
that the proposal of the Executive Committee of the Russian Unions
would be discussed by the Amsterdam International at the beginning
of August and that they wished to know if the Russian unions are
speaking in their own name or in the name of the Red International of
Labor Unions. As to the conference of the Transport Workers, it is
further stated, the International Federation of Trade Unions does not
take any responsibility for its decisions.

The Central Committee of the Russian Unions in its letter to the
Amsterdamers mentioned the conference of the transport workers and
stated its willingness to come to such agreements in other industries
as well, But the pressure of the reformists was so great that they suc-
ceeded in the recent (August) council of the International Transport
Workers in passing a resolution which states that on one hand the
United Front is a good thing, but that on the other hand it is necessary
that this question shall be discussed by the Amsterdam International
It is natural that when one says, “On the one hand—yet on the other,”
there is neither head nor tail to it. In this case it happens that although
the decisions adopted by the Berlin Conference are recognized in prin-
ciple by the Federation of Transport Workers, in practice they have
not been applied at all.

We decided, for instance, to create international committees of action,
but the reformists went no further than “in principle.” It is known that
Henry the Fourth had a wish that every peasant should have a chicken
for dinner, but out of this wish “in principle,” the French peasant not
only had no chicken but not even black bread. Such principles don't
mean anything.

Anyhow, the Amsterdamers succeeded in stopping that which we
began. It is quite possible that we, the representatives of the Russian
trade unions will have to meet again with the representatives of the
Amsterdam International, because the pressure from below for a United
Front is so great that the reformists willy-nilly shall be forced to come
to agreement with us.

We may consider as a strong pressure the decision of the last Bel-
gian trade union convention which ended the first day of August. At
this Convention a resolution was adopted which instructs the central
bureau to defend the United Front in the Amsterdam International. If
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the idea of a United Front found a place in the heads of the Belgian
trade union leaders it was not their fault. It is clear that even there
whex:e thg: sabotage of the United Front was being used successfully—
and in this respect we have to give the Belgian labor leaders their due—
even there it was impossible to get rid of it with resolutions.

It was necessary to give the laboring masses a straight answer to the
question: Do you want to fight together with the Communists against
reaction? In this decision of the Convention of the Belgian trade unions
is reﬁect.ed the ideological and organizational crisis of the Amsterdam
International, separate parts of which under pressure of the workers,
were forced to act in contradiction to the general line of their interna-
tional unit.

To show another example: Parallel with the Transport Workers
Conference in Berlin, between the 23rd and 25th of May the Congress
of the Second and Second-and-a-Half Internationals met at Hamburg,
At that Congress, six hundred delegates were present; at the same
time at our Transport Workers Conference in Berlin only nine. They
had a “Congress.” We had only a little conference. At the Congress
was present one secretary of the Amsterdam International, Oudegeest.
At our conference another of its secretaries, Fimmen. At Hamburg,
Oufiegeest was talking against the Communists and the United F ront,
wh-n_le at Berlin, Fimmen agreed to a United Front with us. It is easy:
to imagine the political basis, the political strength of an organization
in which one secretary is fraternizing with the Communists, and an-
ether with their enemies. ’

From this fact alone it is possible to make a conclusion on the weak-
ness o.f the Amsterdam International and of its lack of any possibility
of action. This is not an international of action, not an international
w}n‘ch organizes the proletariat for struggle but, so to speak, an inter-
nat_u?nal for the exchange of information, an international for periodical
writing of resolutions. But there are many such international units:
there are international sport societies, international rabbit raisers—O,
thefe are many international associations! But there is nothing here
wh_:gh would describe the Amsterdam International in the sense of
uniting a class, or in the sense of united tactics, for coordinate action
in all countries.

All this proves the maximum disintegration of the whole reformist
movement, and. a}lso that reformism in its essence—as long as it sticks
to the bourgeoisie—is unable to create an international.

INDUSTRIAL INTERN ATIONALS

The characterization of the whole right wing of the trade union move-
ment would not be final if we would not touch the existing industrial
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internationals which are politically connected with the Amsterdam
International. There are twenty-nine such internationals. All of them
were created in the end of the nineteenth century, some earlier and
others later. For the sake of common struggle they unite workers of
one trade, of one industry. This is, in fact, the idea of every interna-
tional, but as a matter of fact in the many years of their existence they
had not led a very noticeable political life. They are mostly organs
for general information, and to be exact, even that information was
not well organized.

With the beginning of the war and the fall of the socialist and trade
union internationals which followed, these internationals, in fact, ceased
to be such. We have noted that at the beginning of war all international
organizations, including the workers’ internationals, were split into
military-diplomatic coalitions, according to the place where this inter-
national happened to be. The socialist international had its head-
quarters in Brussels and the keys to it were in the hands of Vander-
velde; the trade union international had its headquarters in Berlin, at
the head of it stood Legien, who was pulling for the Central Empires.
The industrial unions were partly in Germany, partly in England and
partly in other countries. And, according to the place they were situ-
ated, they were inclined to this or that military coalition. In fact, the
industrial unions ceased to e?tist during the war. They began to revive
after the war when the Amsterdam International was born,

What do these post-war industrial units represent? If we will take
them along vertical lines we will see that they numbered about twenty
million members which is in a general way equivalent to the number
of these same workers united by the Amsterdam International along
horizontal lines. The largest industrial international is the international
of the metal workers. . It unites almost 3,000,000 members. Then comes
the miners’ international with 2,500,000, the laborers with 2,300,000,
the internationals of agricultural and textile workers numbering about
1,500,000 each. Less than a million members are in the wood workers,
building trades and clerks.

These are the biggest international units, but we have also industrial
internationals which can hardly be called international organizations,
as for instance, the international of barbers, which has 12,000 members;
fur workers with 13,000 members; pottery workers with 13,000 mem-
bers, etc. It is sufficient to state that there are a few internationals
even in one industry; the painters have their international, the building
trade workers theirs, etc.

We have lithographers, pressmen, book-binders organized separately.
In short, by detailed examination of these internationals we will see a
purely formal unity, the specific gravity of which is characterized by
such number of members as twelve and fifteen thousand all over the
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world. This is characteristic of the reformist trade union movement,
which has a vast number of separate organizations, any one of which
is interested in its own economy and which strives to remain in the
borders of its craft,

In order to show how widely split is the trade union movement of
the present day, we will give the following examples: In the American
Federation of Labor there are over one hundred units, and in the whole
German Federation of Trade Unions there are fifty-four centralized
unioys. There are over fifty such unions in France; over a hundred
are in England, although England is now going through a period of
amalgamation. It is sufficient to mention that in Russia we have only
twenty-two industrial unions.

These industrial internationals are characterized not only by their
separatism—this is only a half of the evil. There are a few interna-
tionals, as for instance the metal workers, the mine workers, the laborers,
the transport workers, which could play a big role in the class struggle
(by “laborers” we understand also those who in many countries are
part of the factory workers handling chemicals). But if we will take
the last few years of the existence of these unions, we will see that
they played no role even in their own industries, so much less in inter-
national policies or at a time of great international conflicts,

In a few examples we will endeavor to show the tactics of these in-
ternationals and the tactics of the revolutionary unions. All of course
remember the famous great strike of the British miners at the beginning
of 1921, This strike which embraced over a million miners of England,

“was of great significance to the whole British labor movement, and

?specially_' to_the miners’ movement. What is characteristic of this strike,
is, first, its isolation within the country,

The Triple Alliance, the agreement between the Miners, Transport
Workers and Railwaymen for common action broke up with this strike.
The Transport Workers and Railwaymen did not support the Miners
and the latter were isolated on a national and international scale, be-

cause no organization of mine workers did anything to support their
British comrades.

How did the mine owners of England succeed in smashing this move-
ment? Thanks to the German, American, and Belgian coal! Thus,
the members of one and the same international gave the British mine
owners the opportunity to crush this colossal and powerful movement,
to drive back this revolutionarily-inclined federation of mine workers,

However,.the British mine workers who were defeated took their
Tevenge during thc_e strike of the American coal miners. In 1922, 500,000
American coal miners were striking. This time the British workers

1y
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did nothing to aid the American workers, and the coal dug by the
British miners helped crush the American miners. We have such re-
lations among the miners of all Europe. The German, Belgian, and
French coal miners made no move during the strike of the British
miners to help them for the simple reason that the British coal miners
were indifferent during the strikes of the other European miners.

The characteristic of the Mine Workers’ International is the national
‘tactics of its separate parts. An international which in the sharpest
moments of struggle in any one country remains aside from the strug-
gle, which not only does not aid the fighting workers of its own indus-
try hut looks on indifferently while other parts of it in other countries
are in fact scabbing, is not an international.

Similar tactics—if it may be called tactics—we have also in the In-
ternational of Metal Workers. During the lockout of the metal workers
in England none of the sections affiliated with this international did
anything to help the British metal workers. The only international in
which a striving to do something on an international scale is noticed, is
‘the Transport Workers International. It made an attempt to boycott
Hungary, to boycott Poland at the time of its attack on Soviet Russia,
etc. It is true they djd not accomplish much but at least we could
notice a striving to bedome an international in fact.

What is the attitude of these internationals toward the Amsterdam
International? Not being connected with it organizationally, they ac-
cept its political leadership; they say, “We are international by industry
and the Amsterdam International is a general class organization, deal-
ing with general questions.” This is the way the reformists explained
their position at the convention of the chemists just ended.

There was an attempt from separate internationals to formulate a gen-
eral line of action upon more militant questions. The Metal Workers,
Mine Workers, and Transport Workers attempted to create something
like the Triple Alliance for international action, figuring that if these
three unions could come to an understanding it will be possible to bring
greater pressure on the international labor movement. They had a few
conferences. They created a special committee on this question, passed
a few resolutions against war, and again there was a lack of action by
these three internationals.

For the last few months, especially after the occupation of the Ruhr,
these three internationals which were supposed to do something, did
nothing at all. For the simple reason that they also were being torn
asunder by nationalist contradictions as well as the Amsterdam Inter-
national.
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The Red International of Labor Unions
(Profintern)

THE Roors oF THE REpD PROFINTERN*

ET us pass over now to the other ideological-political trend in the

international labor movement.

. The organization which is competing with the Amsterdam Inter-
national, is the Red International of Labor Unions, which was organ-
ized in 1920. What are the roots of this International? No doubt the
roots of this revolutionary organization should be sought in the war
period when the sobering of the workers began, and the creation of
revolutionary neuclei within the labor organizations, political as well
as trade union took place. The idea of creating a new international
appeared at that time.

It is true that all during the war the idea of creating a new trade
union international did not appear. At the time of the Zimmerwald
conference, and even before, the Bolsheviks declared the necessity of
creating the Third International, but the idea of creating a new in-
ternational within thé trade union movement had not yet appeared. No
doubt at the Zimmerwald and Kienthal conferences in which some
separate trade unions participated, the political antecedents were laid
for the formation of the left wing of the trade union movement and
for an independent international organization.

This idea sprung up after the war. The necessity, the reasons which
forced the creation of this new international, this new power which
might give opportunity of better alignment of the militant trade union
movement—is connected with the later period, mainly with the Russian
revolution and the creation of the Third International.

The Russian revolution was the outstanding feature which brought
about the formation of the Third International and also stimulated the
creation of the revolutionary international of trade unions. Never-
theless the idea of creating a revolutionary trade union international
was absent even directly after the October revolution. More than that,
the idea appeared much later than the organization of the Comintern.

The crucial moments which brought a distinction into the labor

movement were the following: The appearance of the Russian trade
union movement and the creation of the Third International. With

* The word “Profintern” is a contraction of the Russian term ‘“‘Professionalnye
Soyuz Internationalnye’” or, liter ally, “‘Occupational Union International.”
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the growth of the Russian trade union movement the problem of inter-
national connections arose before it. And already at the Third All-
Russian Conference of Trade Unions, where a majority were Men-
sheviks, from June zoth to 28th, 1917, a resolution was adopted stating
the necessity of renewing international connections.

The Bolsheviks, who brought in their own resolution, spoke of the
need of unifying that wing of the trade union movement which does
not subordinate the interests of the working class to the interests of
the bourgeoisie and which conducts a revolutionary struggle against
war and the ruling classes. In this formula, so far very vague, we
already find the germ of the idea of future development of the left
trade union movement as an international organization.

At the First All-Russian Congress of Trade Unions, which was held
from the 3rd to the gth of January, 1918, where the Bolsheviks had al-
ready two-thirds of the votes, in the main resolution on the question
of the problems of the trade unions there was a paragraph in which the
necessity of reconstruction of the trade union international was stated.
What kind of an international and how to organize it?

An answer to this question was not given there. The formulation of
our position on these questions, the position of the Russian trade
unions, was formed at a later period, at the time when the separate
parts of the Amsterdam International participated in the drafting of
separate paragraphs of the Versailles Treaty, the Washington Confer-
ence, etc. When this position of the Amsterdam International became
clear, when it bound its future up to the International Labor Bureau,
then the necessity arose of creating some kind of a center for the con-
centration of the left trade union movement all over the world.

The creation of the Third International greatly aided the formation
of the left trade union movement. It is very well known that the Third
International at its beginning placed before itself the problem of win-
ning over the trade unions and capturing the laboring masses. This
formation of the political international and later on the formulation of
its tactics, program, and general line of conduct, called forth in the
sphere of the trade union movement also, on one hand the formation
of left-wing union organizations, and on the other concentrated into
one all that existed in the international trade union movement.

And so the bankruptcy of the old trade union international, the going
over of a majority of its leaders to the policy of class collaboration,
the formation of the left-wing labor movement through Zimmerwald
and Kienthal, and the crystalization of it through the Comintern, the
Russian revolution which brought a certain clarification into the labor
movement of the world, the further strengthening of the Russian trade
union movement on one hand and, on the other, the continuation of the
tactics of class collaboration which was the foundation of the newly
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created _Intemational Federation of Trade Unions—the Amsterdam
Intgmatxonal and its industrial sections; these are the general causes
which resulted in the creation of the new militant international.

THE BIRTH OF THE PROFINTERN

The organizational appearance of the Profintern should be dated
about the middle of 1920. About that time the Second Congress of the
Comintern took place and besides there were present at that time in
Moscow representatives of trade union organizations from different
countries ( England, Italy, representatives of the minorities of the unions
of France and Spain). From conversations with them, the possibility

of creating at least a temporary center of revolutionary trade unions
arose.

These parleys, in which I had to participate in the name of the Cen-
tral Executive Committee of the Russian Trade Unions, at first had a
very uncertain character. Those at a conference held on the 15th of
June, at which were present R. Williams, D’Aragona, Colombina, and
representatives of the Central Executive Committee of the Russian
Trade Unions, nothing definite was accomplished. It was a conference
to exchange opinions on the question of the possibility of uniting all
the left elements in the }rade union movement.

These parleys continued, and on the 15th of July were ended by an
agreement betwen the Russian unions, the Italian Federation of Labor,
Spanish, Jugo-Slav and Bulgarian trade unions. This agreement stated
the dissatisfaction with the policies of the Amsterdam International, its
treasonable tactics and the necessity of fighting it. At this conference
the idea was also advanced of uniting all the revolutionary trade unions
on the basis of recognition of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the
struggle for a social revolution.

This first declaration was drafted with great difficulty because D’Ar-
agona opposed the clear presentation of every point. When we ac-
cented the necessity of the dictatorship of the proletariat, mass action,
etc,, he did not feel very comfortable. Now we can understand the
reasons for it. It seems that if he had no premonition of his future
Fascist inclinations, at least this reformist was opposed to all revolu-
tionary clarity. This declaration which was not sufficiently clear served
as the basis for the creation of the first neucleus from which has grown
the Red International of Labor Unions. The constitution was adopted,
the methods of struggle against Amsterdam were definitely stated and
a willingness to organize the general revolutionary trade union move-
ment all over the world was shown,

Thus, in 'July, 1920, we created such a propagandist center, the pur-
pose of which was to act as a beacon light to the whole scattered left
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trade union movement. This ideological propaganda center was given
the name “The International Council of Trade and Industrial Unions.”

Our action brought forth a storm of protest from the Amsterdam
International, which saw in this new tricks of “Moscow.” The Amster-
damers at their London Congress passed a resolution of protest, a ver-
bal assault. They disapproved of the wording of our manifesto where
we called them “traitors” and less pleasant epithets. Such names, of
course, do not awaken any sympathy. They paid special attention to
our sharp tone, to our clear statements, and to our lack of “diplomatic
style.”

Our declaration brought a storm of protest, and from the beginning
the Red International of Labor Unions appeared in the literature of
the Amsterdam International as an “international insulter,” as an or-
ganization which had for its purpose to insult the leaders of the trade
union movement, and according to the Amsterdamers, the Red Inter-
national does nothing else.

The reformists reacted against the organization of our international
and against our first acts. Quite differently reacted the working masses
of all countries.

The fact alone of the appearance of the new International, which dir-
ectly opposed the Amsterdam International, won for us sympathies in
all countries; The main reason for these sympathies was not, at the
beginning, the character of our International, not in its statutes; not
in its theoretical position, but in the fact that this International was
of “Moscow”—born on the territory of the Russian revolution.

The same should also be said in regards to the Comintern. The
Comintern was at first also considered as a “Moscow” organization, and
the sympathy to the Comintern is usually accepted as sympathy for the
Russian revolution. This is the way it occurred in our struggle with
the reformists. It is understood thus, mot only by the two reformist
internationals, but also by the representatives of the bourgeois diplo-
matic world. The Comintern is based on the Communist Party, the
Profintern on the trade union movement, and both of them on the
Russian revolution, that is, on one-sixth of the land area of the globe.
This whole thing plays a big role in international politics, and all that
had, and still has, a special influence on the Western European pre-
letariat.

Thus, the ideological alignment with the Profintern in its first year
had a character of sympathy for the Russian revolution, for the Rus-
sian proletariat. Often such sympathy was shown to us in spite of the
reformists who even then conducted a fight against the Bolsheviks.
But even in the first year of our existence it became clear that the
revolutionary international trade union movement does not appear as
a unit. It has different currents which have to crystallize themselves,




78 WORLD’S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT

and that would have to transpire after the new “International Com-
mittee for Propaganda” or the new international ideological center,
worked out its program, its tactics, adopted its line of conduct, and
took a definite theoretical, technical, and organizational position in the
international labor movement.

The more was formulated our theory and our practice, the clearer
became the necessity to fight on two fronts: On one hand against the
reformist wing, and on the other against the anarchist confusion.

ORGANIZATIONAL FORMATION

These problems of the ideological formation of the new organization,

and the organizational strengthening of it, the drawing of aline of
definite program and tactics, was the task of the First (Constituent)
Congress of the Profintern, which was held in July, 1921.
. This Congress laid the foundation of the Profintern, gave it a definite
constitution, a definite tactical line, drafted a definite program, and
fixed the fundamental slogans for the whole international trade unjon
movement. At this Congress, to which were invited all the revolution-
ary trade unions, it was decided to give to the new organization the
-name: “The Red I?ternational of Labor Unions.”

Our PROGRAM, AND THE PROGRAM OF THE A MSTERDAMERS

What are differences between this new international unit and the
Amsterdam International? What are the most important .questions
that arise now before the revolutionary trade union movement of the
world? First of all, we and the Amsterdam International have differ-
ent points of departure and it is natural that from this alone comes all
the rest. The leaders of the Amsterdam International look upon the pre-
sent day situation as a temporary crisis, as a temporary disturbance in
the capitalist organism.

They take up the problem of curing this sick organism from the view-
point that only a full-blooded capitalism and a further development of
capitalist relations can create the environment for a painless capture
by the working class of political and economic power.

Thus, the starting point which decides the whole line of conduct of
the Amsterdam International, is the estimation of the present conditions
as a temporary and unstable but developing capitalism. But we con-
sider this' disturbance of the capitalist system, not as a temporary one,
not as an accidental one which may be cured, but as a crisis which
will bring present society to final catastrophe.

On one hand, therefore, we have an attempt to cure and in the future
to attain the normal development of the capitalist organism, and on the
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other, an effort not to remedy it. but to “cure it to death” if we may
so express it. Not an attempt to revive it, but to destroy this society.
which from our point of view is too slow in its dying. It is self evident
that from this starting point we make our further conclusions in the
concrete field of our tactics.

What are the methods of solving the problems confronting us? The-
Amsterdam International is convinced that the best method of solvi‘ng
the problems confronting the working class, is the collaboration th-h
the left wing of the bourgeoisie and the development of democratic
forms of the state, which will give the working class opportunity_of
obtaining the economic organism of the nations, which should bring
about the so-called “industrial democracy.”

This program stands out in sharp contradiction—not only to our
viewpoint—but also to history itself and the logic of developing events,
which leads not to gradual betterment but to the overthrow of capxta!-
ism, not to democracy but to the dictatorship of the prolefariat. This is
our point of view, briefly put, as contrasted to the viewpoint of .reform-
ism. It is natural that as long as our starting points and aims are
different, that long are the problems arising in the world ef reality
solved in different manners by the reformist and the revolutionary
trade unionists.

NEUTRALITY AND INDEPENDENCE e |

What are the most important questions which we had to decide at
the First Congress in order to form the left wing which gathered around .
the Provisional International Council of Revolutionary Trade Unions?
The first question which arose from the development of the left-wing
movement itself was the question of the neutrality and independence
of the trade unions.

What is the role of the trade unions in the class struggle? Are the
trade unions independent and the only organs of class struggle? And .
what are their relations to the Comintern? These are the questions
which could not have failed to arise as long as we united different
trends in the left trade union movement (Communists, syndicalists,
anarchists, etc.).

First of all we will take up neutrality. What is the essence of this
theory? This is the tendency which places before the trade union move-
ment only the recognition of economic problems and which is neutral
to all existing political groupings. Thus neutrality is an attempt to
separate the trade union movement from its general class-political prob-
lems, to concentrate the attention of the unions exclusively on economic
problems and to force them to keep away from political parties and
groups.
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We see glaring forms of neutrality in America, England and Ger-
many, etc. And always it happened as follows: The stronger a trade
union would worship neutralism—that is, one and the same attitude
toward all political groups—the closer it was found to be to the bour-
geois parties. This, of course, is not an accident. The theory of
neutralism brings those unions closer to bourgeois groups, because this
theory is itself being advocated by the ideologists of the bourgeoisie,
who always aim to “save the unions from political contagion®“ and to
concentrate their attention on “purely economic” problems such as
wages, hours, etc.*

Here, naturally, arises another question. Is it possible for the labor
organizations to be neutral in reality? That is, to hold one and’ the
same attitude toward all political groups? Is it possible? Such neu-
trality actually does not exist. The history of the labor movements of
England, United States, Germany and those countries where neutralism
had its greatest development shows that the labor organizations can
never be neutral and every time when they attempt to be so, they played
into the hands of the enemy class.

In reality, neutralism or its essence is supposed to keep the trade
unions aside in times of political struggles. But what is political strug-
gle? It is not megely parliamentary speech-fighting. In the political
struggle the workuzg class places itself in opposition to other classes.
The working class cannot stand aside from the class struggle. If the
working class will not conduct a class struggle it will lose those posi-
tions already gained. The tactics of political sterility play into the hands
of the bourgeoisie and by no means are to the interests of the proletariat.

In order to show the nonsense of neutralism we will take an example
from the Russian revolution. After the October revolution the Secial
Revolutionists, or “S. R.”, took an active position against us, part of
the Mensheviks took a “neutral” position. Were the Mensheviks neu-
tral in the struggle? Of course not! In the various moments they were
on one side or the other of the barricades. In the social struggle there
is no neutralism. So much the less can a labor organization be neutral.

Closely related to neutrality is the theory of the independence of the
trade union movement. This theory in itself has very many variations.
But in its clearer way it is expressed by the anarcho-syndicalists of
France.

What is the essence of the “independence” of the trade union move-
ment? Not alone that they exist parallel to the political parties of the

® Readers in the United States know perfectly well how this theory of the nea-
trality of trade unions as advocated by Gompers in his opposition to independent
political action by the working class has always aided the capitalist political parties.
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proletariat, but in that they are—in the opinion of the “independents”
the chief force in the struggle against the bourgeoisie. The unions, ac-
cording to their opinion, will make the revolution themselves. They,
themselves, will lead it and attain the final results of victory. Thus,
under the formula of “independent” trade unions we have a competition
with the revolutionary party, the idea of taking the place of the party
organization and leaving to the trade unions alone all the problems
confronting the working class.

It is quite natural that the theory of “neutralism,” that the theory of
“independence,” could find no sympathy at our First (Constituent)
Gongress; because the former as well as the latter is strange to the
working class. What are the roots of the theory of “independence?"
In setting forth “economics” as in opposition to “politics.”

For the anarcho-syndlcalxsts who advocate the “full mdependence
of the trade union movement, the political struggle “does not exist.”
There is an economic struggle of the working class which is all-em-
bracing, and they call a “social struggle” what we call a “general class °
struggle.” They deny politics, confusing politics with parliamentarism,
and, fighting against the latter, they repudiate all political struggle.

But what is “politics” and what is “economics?” Can these two be
divided? In the program of the Russian Communist Party there is a
very excellent definition of “politics.” It is stated: “Politics is con-
centrated economics.” And, in reality, what do we understand by
“political struggle?” We understand such a clashing of class forces
in which—instead of separate detachments of the workers coming to
blows with separate detachments of the bourgeoisie—a class as such
meets the other class. Thus, every step of ours, in which the general
class formation and methods of struggle are reflected, is in fact, a
political struggle.

Can we separate from the political struggle economic moments and
say, for example, “The fight for an eight hour day, for the seizure of
the factories, is a purely economic struggle?” Can we here divide
politics from economics? It may be done in the confused anarchist
minds, But in reality, in the everyday class struggle, this cannot be done.

We have the struggle of the British coal miners to keep their wage
scale, for those forms of nationalization in the mining industry which
they advocate—what’s that, an economic or political struggle? When
a million coal miners are participating in a struggle which is shaking
the whole colossal power of the British Empire—what is that, economics
or politics?

We see a colossal economic battle in America for the eight hour day,
for labor insurance, demonstrations by hundreds of thousands of work-
ers against the lengthening of the work day—what is it: economics or
politics? The attempt to sub-divide economics from politics is pure
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metaphysics, a purely mental division. We may create in our practical
struggle all kinds of organizational forms to serve one or another side
of the labor movement, but an attempt to substitute one organization
for the other, an attempt to set them in conflict, is purely anarchistic—
that is, a senseless disorganization of the labor movement.

It is natural that we cannot adopt this metaphysical point of view. The

First Congress had to state its position on neutralism in very clear
terms, which would not permit any misunderstanding, and give to the
*world revolutionary trade union movement a definite analysis. But if
independence is pure metaphysics, why, then, are there in existence
separate organizations, separate trade unions and separate party or-
ganizations? If economics and politics are so tightly connected, why,
then, for a period of over one hundred years, has there been created
separate forms of organizations: On one hand, economic ones—trade
unions, on the other, political ?

If we consider the development of the labor movement we will see
that the working class has been creating its organizations gropingly,
along the lines of least resistance. Its organizations began to appear
as organizations of benefit societies, sick and death benefit associations,
etc., and those organizations would not overstep the borders of their
trade; would often limit themselves to one factory or shop.

All these organizaéions have been the type of first elementary con-
nections, the first elementary unity among the workers, and only further
along as the struggle sharpened these benefit socities turned into
unjons, Later, after these neuclei had been created, political move-
ments began to appear.

Concurrently with the appearance of the idea for the organization of
benefit societies, the ideology of class began to take form; the later
these class ideas appeared, the later began the formation of different
types of organization. Firstly, the idea of economic self defense ap-
pears in labor organization, and later on, political. Historically, the
working class created three types of organization: First, for the de-
fense of its labor power—the trade unions; the second for self defense,
as a consumer on the market—the co-operatives; thirdly, for the strug-
gle against the apparatus of bourgeois society—political organizations.

If we take the whole world’s labor movement we have three different
forms of relations between the parties and the trade unions. We have
countries where the trade union and the parties are independent of each
other and even fighting among themselves—this is mainly among the
Latin countries, mostly in France and in Spain. Then we have the
following type; organizationally the party and the trade unions are
separate, but politically the trade unions are under the leadership of
the party—this is the type of the Russian and German trade union
movement; and last, we have the third type, when the trade unions are
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;}'eating political parties, as in England, Norway and Belgium. In
tro(xi'way,.om': and the same meeting elects two committees, one for the
ade union and one for the party. We have also other forms of re-

S
latlon between the pa]ty and tlade lltllOI'lS, bl.lt these are the fullda

Where do these types lead, historically? i
separatism or to some kind of unity ? Tl{ere ’%;on:)hedos‘:;:ntght:te%t;gegf
istence pf these parallel organizations is a temporary character of the
nternational trade union movement. The more it will develop and
the more the masses will come to revolutionary consciousness, so much

closer will be the relations between the different forms of the labor

movement, and,.at the proper moment, all these lines will come to-
gether into a .umted organizational form which will unite all the differ-
en'ii" l:)rgamzatlonal groupings, political, trade union, etc.
us, t_he historical development of the labor movem i

a synthesxs,‘ a blending, of all forms of labor orgfanizatio::.nt Ilfs \:2“::):'(}
rectly consider the development of the labor movement, we will have
to oppose s'trgngly the idea of separatism, which is trying always to
preserve existing relations. We have to remark that not only on ac-
count of these causes are we opposed to separatism—to independence;
but also because separatism as well as neutralism does not exist in fa.ct:
:I'here cannot Qe a trade union organization which would stand aside
in case ?f definite class conflict. Neutralism and independence are also
politics” but a bad anti-labor politics.

THE DESTRUCTION OR THE WINNING OVER OF THE Unions?

Another question which also defined the tactics of the revoluti
labor' movement was the question of our attitude towards the fx‘gniz
formist trac!e unions. In the Red International we collected all ,that
was revolutionary in the trade unions: Independent unions, separate
national centers, revolutionary minorities in the old unions, e’tc.

We had to give an answer to the question: Are w i
new trade_unions, or fight for the winning over of th: gl?imugni:):: Prca}t:
present this question is not of such importance as it was at that .time.
At that time we had to state clearly: Are we for the destruction of
the reformist unions, or for the winning of them over to us?

. Our First (Constituent) Congress gave a reply: Not for the destruc-
tion l}ut fog' the winning over of the old trade unions. Why did that
question arise at all? . It was because at the end of 1918, the German
Communist Party at its First Congress in Heidelberg, decided to call
upon the w.og'kers to leave the old unions and create new ones. Thanks
to this decision a small union was created in Germany which tried to
rep_lace the powerful organism of the reformist trade union movement
which embraces about ten million members,
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The Communist Party, later on, changed its point of view; but a
part of the Party split away and organized the German Communist
Labor Party, one of the main slogans of which was. “The destruction
of the old trade unions.” The Comintern at that time was categorically
against this decision. But how did it happen that the German Com-
munist Party adopted the slogan-—not to win over but to destroy the
trade unions’ It happened because in all the struggles of the German
proletariat after the revolution, the conservative machine which split
the revolutionary movement was the trade unions, which fell upon the
revolutionary movement with all its weight.

Basing themselves upon the unions, former members of the Social-
Democratic Party, such as Noske, shot down thousands of workers.
All this brought about pessimism and despair in the more revolutionary
and impatient German workers. From that was created a whole theory:
The old trade unions are rotten through and through; they are reac-
tionary, and in order successfully to fight the bourgeoisie it is neces-
sary to destroy them completely. If this colossal apparatus is being ased
against the revolution, if it is so entwined with the bourgeois state, it
is necessary to destroy it before the power of labor can be established.

In reality, the trade unions, especially in the post-war period, have
been closely entwimed with the bourgeois state. We notice this all over
Europe. We could illustrate that graphically in the form of a pyramid,
the apex of which is organically attached to the bourgeois state ap-
paratus,

In deciding upon our line of action in this regard, we followed the
Comintern which was categorically opposed to the theory of destroying
the unions, but was for winning them over. Why? Did we not equally
estimate the reactionary character of the trade unions? Did we not
recognize the fact of the interlacing of the bourgeois state with the
heads of the trade unions? Did we not see their reactionary role?
Certainly, we saw all that, but we are approaching the trade unions
from an entirely different point of view than our German comrades
then were. :

What is a union? A union is an organization which unites laboring
masses. And we have to consider that in Germany where the slogan
of destroying the unions was proclaimed, they united nine million
workers. If we come out with the slogan for the destruction of the
unions what will we do? The mass will not follow us, because they
came to the union in order to gain something real. With the tactics
of destroying the unions we can only bring a couple of thousand work-
ers out of these organizations. We may create a “pure” Communist
little union, which will have all the Communist virtues, but which will
not embrace the laboring masses. This is not Communist tactics. We
must be there where the workers are. Such-a seeping out of the revo-
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lution_ary ferment from the mass organizations would mean the un-
questioned rule by the reformists of the old unions. The winning over

of the trade unions means the winning over of the working class, the -

winning over of those millions which are there, and as long as this is
our aim, we cannot propagate a slogan for the destruction of the unions.

There was another reason why we were opposed to that slogan.
What <‘ioes it mean to consider the trade unions as “hopeless” in the
revo,l’utlonary sense? If the nine million workers of German are “hope-
less,” then the revolution itself is “hopeless.” Thus, we come to
unexpected conclusions which are of a Menshevik character.

Th.ese are the motives on account of which we were against the des-
truction of the unions, and why we came out with a clear and unam-
biguous slogan: The winning of the unions, the winning of the masses.
I may say that the last year glaringly proved our point of view, the
correctness of our tactics, and mainly in German herself. The leaders
especially the trade union bureaucracy, are hopeless; but the laboring'
masses are not, for their consciousness is created not by abstract con-
sxdera'tlons but by the increasing capitalistic contradictions which we
have In every country.

This by no means guarantees us against a split. We have all reasons
to expect that the bureancracy of the trade unions will split the unions
as soon as this bureaucracy begins to feel the danger to its rule, but if

such a split will take place it will be against i i
oy e against our will and against our




~ LECTURE No. 6
The Red International and the Process of Clarification

Facrtory AND SHOP COMMITTEES

E next question, which life itself put on the order of the day,

and which we had to answer, was the question of factory and

shop committees. In Russia the Factory and Shop Cqmmittees
appeared at the time of the February revolution. At that time it seemgd
that such a form of organization is a specifically Russian one, that is,
it belonged specifically to a country where, at the moment that labor
organization became possible, there were no labor unions,

But the German revolution has already shown that the Factqry and
Shop Committees appear not only where there are no trade unions, or
where they are weak, but also where the trade unions are strong and
where they have a great influence on the masses.

Thus, their appéarance and development does not depend on the
existence or non-existence of trade union organizations, but is ex-
plained by entirely different reasons. It is plain that _the Fac?ory and
Shop Committees have some different kind of functions “(hxch even
the strong trade unions cannot fulfill. What are these functions?

First of all, control of industry. The Factory and Shop Comn}ittegs
represent those organs which strengthen the victor.y of revolutlon. in
the sphere of production. Labor control was bon} in c}ose connection
with the Factory and Shop Committees, being their main functxon.. It
is the first elementary form which precedes socialization of production,
the seizure of all tools of production and distribution.

This role of the Factory and Shop Committees showed itself es-
pecially marked in the October revolution. In the countries of Wgstex:n
Europe which lived through revolutionary upheavals,. in Austx::a, in
Hungary, in Germany, Factory and Shop Committees, in the pe.nod of
their appearance, had a varied character. They were something be-
tween the Russian Labor Soviet* and the Factory and Shop Commit-
tees. This confusion lasted for quite a while.

From the above the question of Factory and Shop Committees pre-
sented itself in the following complex way: First, in general to clarify
our attitude toward the Factory and Shop Committees; second, the

iet in Russia is an integral part of the trade unions and, at
th.e lTlll::e Ié:z‘:g,r pmtpllt:a i:.:l?e :d.ministntion of production in the given factory.
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question of the Factory and Shop Committees created legally in Ger-
many and Austria, etc.; thirdly, the question of the functions of Fac-
tory and Shop Committees. Our attitude toward the Factory and Shop
Committees was dictated by the role they played.

We considered and still consider that, during the time of and after
the social revolution, the Factory and Shop Committees play an ex-
ceedingly important role. In the second question, about our attitude
toward the existing Factory and Shop Committees created by law, we
had differences of opinion among ourselves. That part of revolutionary
workers affiliated with us, in whom revolutionary instinct served in
place of tactical clarity and persistence, considered that we could not
go into these Factory and Shop Committees, because they were elected
according to law; participating in these Committees, we, to a certain
degree, give influence to these organizations, which we should destroy
because they are against us.

We did not agree with these comrades, for we cannot adopt a for-
mal revolutionary point of view. Our aim is to develop the functions
of the Factory and Shop Committees, to urge them on in overstepping
the legal bounds, to revolutionize them and thus to make of them a
basis for revolutionary action. The First Congress expressed itself
in that sense, rejecting the tactics of boycott against the legal Factory
and Shop Committees which, in fact, are inherently the organs for
unity of the working class.

We have, especially in Germany, among workers of one and the same
factory, members of different unions; for instance, in any big German
factory, we have members of the “Free Union,” members of the “Cath-
olic Union,” members of the “Hirsch-Dunker Union,” and the “Union
of Hand and Brain Workers.” It is natural that even a pure economic
struggle in this factory meets great organizational obstructions, It was
necessary to find such an organ as would directly represent all the

workers of the given factory, but here we met with great interference,
thanks to the reformists.

We took the position that all the workers should fully participate in
the elections of the Factory and Shop Committees, The reformists
were opposed. They insisted that only members of the “Free Unions”
should be elected to these Committees, but no members of the Catholic,
Hirsch-Dunkers, or workers who are members of any anti-class units.
Externally it appeared that revolutionary logic was on their side. We
wanted to create a class organ and to it would be elected not only
members of class unions, but also members of the Catholic unions who
are absolutely not interested in the problems of the working class.

But, in reality, in this seemingly class purity there is, on one hand,
misunderstanding of the problems of the Factory Committees, and, on
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the other, a striving to remain in the old, conservative frame-work.’
If the Factory and Shop Committees are to become organs of struggle,
it is possible only when they are elected by all the workers of the given
factory. Is there a danger that in such a case this organ may become
anti-class in character? Of course there is.

But it is our purpose to elect to each of these Factory Committees
the more advanced and revolutionary workers through our propaganda
and agitation in each factory. As long as the workers are electing the
reformists, it shows their backwardness. If they elect Catholics, that
shows still more backwardness. But we take the working class as it is.
It has to be educated, united on the basis of certain political action,
and not phrases. That is why we were categorically opposed to “left-
ism,” which was suddenly shown by the reformists.

In France, at the time of the last conventions of the Metal Workers
and Mine Workers, at the discussion of the Factory and Mine Com-
mittees, there were three points of view. Some said that in the elec-
tions only members of revolutionary trade unions should participate;
others were of the opinion that these Committees should be elected n.ot
only by members of the revolutionary unions but also by the reformist
unions. The last—our point of view—was adopted, that the Fac?ory
and Shop Committees should be elected by all the workers of the_ngen
factory er shop, independent of whether they belc'mg to any union at
all. Digging into this question is enough, in reality, to arrive at our
point of view. :

Let us admit for a moment that the Factory and Shop Committees
should be elected only by members of revolutionary unions. But what
is the use to elect them at all; the workers who are members of rew.ro.lu-
tionary unions are already organized, so what’s the use of organizing
them along some other system? Our aim is that, for e?cample, one
hundred revolutionary organized workers shall have an influence on
another nine hundred workers, and it is clear by putting the question
in such a way, all limitations of participating in the electioqs of Factory
and Shop Committees do not stand any criticism: 'I"he First Cpngress
of the Profintern in its resolutions on the organizational question, op-
posed all limitations, advocating the idea of creatin.g Factory and Shop
Committees through general and equal franchise in the factories and
shops. The Congress also advocated the slogan of lalzor control
through these Factory and Shop Committees, which control is a power-
ful instrument of the working class for the seizure of shops and fac-
tories.
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THE SOCIALIZATION OF PRODUCTION

It is necessary to stop a moment on the definition of the “socializa-
tion of production,” which, for the last two years has been subject to
various explanations. We think that under the definition of the “so-
cialization of production,” should be understood such a system of pro-
ductive relations by which the private owner is expropriated and the
working class becomes the owner of the establishment. But this is
our “barbarian” Bolshevik point of view; the reformists, under the
term “socialization of production” understand something entirely
different.

In Germany, directly after the November revolution of 1018, the
question of socialization of production arose the second day of the
revolution. But there the question did not present itself in such a
manner as it did to us. We, on the second day after the October revo-
lution, began to seize the factories and shops, “offending” the owners,
because it was very difficult not to offend them. But in Germany, they
advocated the idea of a gradual socialization of the means of pro-
ductions.

The German reformists at that time advocated not the forcible seizure,
which only the “wild” Bolsheviks could permit themselves, but a buy-
ing up for compensation to the owners for the property seized. We
first seized the factories and then began to talk about how to work out
“socialization.” The reformists, on the other hand, stood on the view-
point of “gradualization,” spent their time in talking about socializa-
tion, and its realization they postponed indefinitely.

The following happened. Scientific commissions on socialization
were created, in which, alongside with Kautsky and others, the owners
also worked, and the longer these Commissions worked the deeper they
got into jungles until, finally, they reached the conclusion that, “So-
cialization is a very difficult thing.”

They chewed that question for one year, then they chewed it for
another year, until, as a result of this chewing they made a couple of
thick volumes of all kinds of theoretical investigations—and socializa-
tion did not only not forge ahead, but it disappeared entirely from the
scene.

It is clear that such a form of socialization, which turns itself into a
discussion about socialization, without any practical results, could not
be acceptable to our Congress. We consider Labor Control as the first
step to real socialization. We did not think it possible to possess Labor
Control while the bourgeoisie was still in power. We considered it as
a means of seizing the establishment. We had enough reasons to ap-
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proach this question from that point of view, because we had before
us the experience of the Russian revolution, quite rich in that regard.

Tae INpustRIAL UNION

It would be proper to halt on another question which, again, was of
interest not only to us, the revolutionary International, but which took
up almost all the attention of the Amsterdam International. This was
the question of organizational structure. If we take the organizational
structure of the trade unions we will see that the unions, from narrow
craft organizations, are turning into wider units and later into indus-
trial unities. This process is very slow.

At the First Congress of the Profintern the trade unions were under-
stood as organs first for the defense of the interests of the working
class, later, as organs of attack on the bourgeoisie, and, finally as or-
gans for socialist construction.

As long as the trade unions, for many years, were confronted by a
very strong enemy, and as long as that enemy—the bourgeoisie—
changed the forms of its organization, the working class had to do the
same. Otherwise, it would lag behind the bourgeoisie organizationally.

In reality, the bourgeoisie has, besides the apparatus of the state,
which is a very powerful tool for the suppression of the labor move-
ment, its own employers’ organization, united according to industry.
The employer who, for instance, owns a big metal factory, cannot join
two or three unions merely because he has laborers, pattern makers
and others working for him. He joins only one certain union, which
corresponds to the industry generally.

The employers are always perfecting their organization, adapting it
to the conditions of struggle, giving it the forms which make it the
most effective fighting instrument against the working class. In this
respect the working class has always been lagging behind the employ-
ers. While, for instance, we have in England, all the employers’ socie-
ties organized on one hand according to industry and—on the other
hand—into one “British Federation of Manufacturers,” the working
class of England only a year and a half ago organized the whole British
Federation of Trades Councils, outside of which there are yet over a
million workers.

For the revolutionary International, which has to confront such a
problem as the social revolution, it is necessary to create an organiza-
tional prerequisite for such revolution. It is necessary to rebuild the
trade union movement on a new basis. This is why we adopted a
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slogan of industrial unionism: In ome indusiry, one union. And this
slogan was carried into every country by revolutionary workers.

I will not stop to detail other organizational questions, which are
very numerous. I will only point out that at the First Congress a pro-
gram of action was adopted which in sixteen paragraphs formulated
briefly the problems of the revolutionary trade unions.

THE SPREAD OF THE PROFINTERN’S INFLUENCE IN THE EAsT (ORIENT)

I have mentioned that the Amsterdam International was mostly an
European organization; of the non-European countries participating in
the Amsterdam International are only the trade unions of Canada and
part of the unions of Argentine. That is all that the Amsterdam Inter-
national has outside of Europe. That is why we, without exaggera-
tion may say that the Amsterdam International could more correctly
be called a federation of European unions than a real international.

At the same time, the "particular attribute of the Profintern as well
as of the Comintern is precisely that the Profintern became the central
point for the revolutionary trade union movement, not only of Europe
but also of America, Asia and Africa. The Russian revolution awoke
all the oppressed Near and Far East, and in many of the Eastern
countries the organized labor movement reckons its birth from the
date of the Russian revolution. The fact that the Profintern is organ-
jcally connected with the Russian revolution in itself was a reason for

the attraction of the sympathy of labor unions of the Near and Far
East.

It is true that some of the unions of various countries which are affili-

.ated to the Amsterdam International also made attempts to organize

unions in the East. The British trade unions attempted to influence
the growth of the trade unions of India by creating ideological and
organizational connections with the trade union movement of the large
cities.

The British trade unions never considered the problem of aiding the
liberation of India from the clutch of the British Empire, but on the
other hand, acting in full contact with their government, definitely
helped the success of the imperialist policy of the British bourgeoisie,
using the apparatus of the trade unions for that purpose.

When we confronted the problem of connection with the East, with
its labor organizations, we based ourselves not only on the sympathy
of the laboring masses of the oppressed East, but also on certain labor
organizations which were leaning toward the Russian revolution as to
a bright light. This connection with the East should be remembered
in order to get a clear understanding of the particular attributes of the
revolutionary trade union movement as compared with the reformist.



92 WORLD’S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT

THE CoNsTITUENT CONGRESS OF THE PROFINTERN

We thus considered the fundamental questions which were on the
agenda of the Constituent Congress of the revolutionary trade unions
and this is, in a general way, the ideological, theoretical and practical
equipment with which the Profintern began its struggle for influence
on the masses. .

First of all, it met with opposition from the reformists, which was
quite natural, as this Congress was aimed against them. We also met
with opposition from a part of the anarcho-syndicalists, who saw a too
close connection between the Profintern and Comintern. The fight on
this point which began right after the First Congress is still continuing.

We will dwell on the characteristics of the Constituent Congress it-
self, on our slogan: The fight for umity of the trade union movement.
The Congress itself, according to its composition, had a very original
character. There were representatives of independent organizations and
representatives of revolutionary minorities within the reformist unions.
Such minorities we have in all countries. We also had there separate
unions of revolutionary workers which split away from the old unions.

Also those whg have been expelled from reformist ranks. Thus, the -

Congress by ity composition was in fact a congress of such organiza-
tions an exact estimate of whose members could not be made, because
for that purpose it would be required to form our minorities organiza-
tionally, which would have brought a split in the old unions.

At our Congress were official representatives of the revolutionary
parts of those organizations which participate in “Amsterdam.” This
peculiarity of the Profintern should be remembered when we consider
the specific gravity and the practical influence on the world’s trade
union movement. The creation of a new international must find its
justification in the objective conditions of the class struggle.

In general, internationals are created with great difficulty, and it is
natural that there must be very serious objective reasons in the world’s
labor movement in order that such may be created, and, which is more
important, may live and develop.

Above we characterized those conditions in which the labor move-
ment has been in the last couple of years. Now, arises the question:
Has the Profintern grown for the last two years, since its Constituent
Congress?

It is enough briefly to compare the Profintern with the Amsterdam
International in order to see a steady, undeviating growth of our in-
fluence. How can we explain that growth? By the ideological, organ-
izational and political disintegration of reformism and by that bank-
ruptcy which has appeared recently especially in connection with the
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pccupation of the Ruhr, in the reformist internationals in general and
in the Amsterdam International in particular.

In order clearly to understand the internal struggle of opinions which
exists in the world’s trade union movement, we will, on one hand, have
to consider briefly the fundamental questions which were agitating the
labor movement in the last year and a half, and, on the other hand, we
will have to take these same questions which we took for the Amster-
dam International and see how we answer them. First of all, we will
consider around which questions and slogans the struggle of the Pro-
fintern was shaping itself in the world’s labor movement.

THE PROFINTERN AND THE ANARCHO-SYNDICALISTS

We stated above that the decisions of the Constituent Congress of
the Profintern brought forth, right from the start, opposition not only
from the reformists but also from the anarcho-syndicalists, many of
whom it seemed stood on the platform of proletarian dictatorship.

The anarcho-syndicalists are divided into a few categories: First,
there are anarcho-syndicalists who learned much from the Russian
revolution and the world war; they are called revolutionary syndicalists
or plain syndicalists. They recognize the dictatorship of the proletariat,
and the forcible overthrow of the bourgeoisie; they recognize the
soviet form of government and in general the necessity of the state.
But the anarcho-syndicalist movement has also many other variations:
There are anarcho-syndicalists who learned nothing from the war or
from the Russian revolution. These so-called “pure syndicalists” have
been preserved from the pre-war time in such a condition that it seems
they have been all that time in pickle.

What is this “pure syndicalism?” The anarcho-syndicalists are ad-
vecating the same program which they advocated in 1906, 1907, 1908
and other years, being convinced that their platform is adaptable not
only to their own countries, but that, in general, their point of view and
tactics are most correct for the whole international.

Directly after the First Congress, began the struggle on the question
of relations between the Profintern and the Comintern. What was the
argument about? The anarcho-syndicalist section held the viewpoint
that the Profintern should have nothing in common with the Comin-
tern; the Profintern should not participate in any kind of politics and
should not be under the influence of any political party; the Profintern
should not stand on the platform of proletarian dictatorship, for every
dictatorship is an evil.

The struggle centered itself mainly not around the principle ques-
tions, not around the question if, in general, the working class can
conquer without the dictatorship; but around the decision of our Con-
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gress for mutual representation between the Comintern and the Profin-
tern. In this mutual representation the anarcho-syndicalists saw a
tendency of the Profintern and Comintern to violate every law of God
and man, and a plain attempt to ignore the principle of independence
of the trade union movement.

Thus, the struggle within the Profintern began around the question
of the relations between the two Internationals. I have mentioned our
point of view of the relations between the trade union and the party.
From that it is clear what relations in our estimation should exist be-
tween the Profintern and the Comintern. However, as long as the
anarcho-syndicalists are of the opinion that the trade unions are the
exclusive organizations for leadership over the whole labor movement,
so long, naturally, the anarcho-syndicalists not only questioned the
mutual representation, but came out actively in opposition to it.

We will not dwell here on all those documents which appeared as a
result of this inner struggle. It is necessary only to remark that within
the Profintern, for the period of its first year of existence, the struggle
around the form of mutual representation between the Profintern and
Comintern was a very sharp one. And it ended at the Second Congress
of the Profintern/ which struck out the Eleventh paragraph of the Con-
stitution, that had authorized such representation. By that exclusion
a bloc was arranged between the Communists and the healthy part of
the international syndicalists. :

THE INTERNATIONAL PrOPAGANDA CoMMITTEES

We had to reply to another question which arose before the inter-
national trade union movement; the question of uniting the workers
along vertical lines. Another question was that of tactics: If we
created our International, should we also create such internationals
according to industry? We came to the conclusion that industrial
internationals should not be created. At the same time, it i3 necessary
to create international propaganda committees according to industry,
whose purpose shall be to unite all the workers of the given industry
into their proper international.

In this question there seems to be a contradiction: On one hand we
have two parallel, competing internationals, the Amsterdam and Profin-
tern; and, on the other, we are issuing a slogan to all revolutionary
unions to join their proper industrial international. Is it logical?
What was the aim of creating our Profintern? It was for the purpose
of penetrating more deeply in all labor organizations. If we created
our center of the world’s trade union movement, it was not because
we considered the parallel existence of the two International a virtue,
but because there was no other means to centralize the struggle of all
the revolutionary workers. Our aim was also to see that all the separate
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tev{olutionar_v_/ }m_ions, as _well as our minorities in the ranks of the old
unions, by joining the industrial internationals, should influence the
whole reformist trade union movement.

In order that this going into these industrial internationals should
not have a disorganized character we created the Propaganda Com-
mittees. The name in itself “Propaganda Committee’ proves that it is
not a dt{al organization, but an ideological center the purpose of which
is to unite the elements for influencing these industrial internationals.
The }ntemational Propaganda Committees according to industries are
a logxcal addition to the Profintern and, thus, by our work we are em-
bracing the laboring masses along both the horizontal and vertical lines.



LECTURE NO. 7
Politics and Tactics of the Profitern

TrE ATTITUDE OF REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS TOWARD THE
LEAGUE oF NaTiONS

N order clearly to understand the differences between the Profintern
and the Amsterdam International we will dwell on the fundamental
questions we touched upon when dealing with the latter.

Our attitude toward the Versailles Treaty, the League of Nations,
the International Labor Bureau, may be stated in few words: The worst
possible. Perhaps this is not enough to explain our attitude, but I think
that there can be no question for a revolutionary international of collab-
orating with the League of Nations or institutions created by it.

Let us remember that Vandervelde, in one of his many speeches, tried _

to prove that the Versailles Treaty is not so bad after all, because it
contains the Thirteenth Paragraph, which defends the rights of labor.
Now, with this Thigteenth Paragraph or without it, we consider the
Versailles Treaty the greatest robber treaty which human fancy ever
created. We do not intend to make it better; instead of that we, from
the beginning, adopted the slogan: “Down with the Versailles Treaty,
which should be destroyed together with all created by it, as well as
the Treaty of Sevres and other similar treaties.”

The same holds true of the League of Nations and commissions
created by it. One of them is the Commission on Disarmament. We
already stated how beautifully the leaders of the Amsterdamers were
talking in this Commission. If we are opposed to this Commission it
is not because we consider it improper to make speeches in the presence
of cabinet ministers: No, there may be such circumstances when it is
proper and even necessary to make speeches in such surroundings. The
question is only if we shall make up our speeches and actions in such
a way as to help the ministers to fool the laboring masses, or if we
speak so as to destroy the illusions of the masses.

Only from this point of view do we consider our every strategic step.
As long as the Commission on Disarmament has a collaborative char-
acter, as long as the representatives of the bourgeois governments in
that Commission clearly are fooling these so-called representatives of
the workers, so long for a real revolutionist, there can be no question
of participating in all this international chicanery.

. The International Labor Bureau, which is, according to the reform-
ists, the “greatest attainment of the working class;” this International
Labor Bureau, at the head of which stands Albert Thomas, recently
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expressed its sympathy for Fascism. It is an organization which spends
its time in the collection of documents, and even here, we may state,
it specializes in falsification.

It is true the International Labor Bureau is attempting to draft pro-
posals for laws, but nobody now takes this organization seriously.
Right after the war, the International Labor Bureau had to demonstrate
the social liberalism of the victors, distracting the attention of the work-
ing masses from the struggle. For the bourgeoisie it was a diversion,
for the leaders of the reformist trade union movement it was a “con-
quest.” But as soon as the immediate danger passed, the International
Labor Bureau was, in fact, turned into a society of amateurs of social
science who are spending their time in useless and timid talk.

If the bourgeois governments of Europe and America are still dona-
ting money to the upkeep of this institution, simply because they still
expect to make use of this apparatus against the proletariat which is
again raising its head—then the workers at least should have nothing
in common with this “joint” created by the trust of the victors.

REPARATIONS PROBLEMS

We will take up the problem of reparations. Above I have stated
the Amsterdam viewpoint of that problem, the crux of which was and
is: The Germans must rebuild the destroyed districts. Why the Ger-
mans alone? Why should only Belgium and France be reconstructed?
Have not Russia, Austria, Bulgaria, Turkey, Germany and Poland also
been destroyed? These are the first “impudent” questions which we
usually ask the Amsterdamers. But there is still another impudent
question.

From the documents already published it is clear that the international
bourgeoisie is guilty of the world war, so, logically, if there is going to
be compensation, let them all pay. The Hamburg Congress of the Sec-
ond International adopted a resolution which proves that international
imperialism as a whole is guilty of the war. It seems that from this
they had to make a logical conclusion that all the imperialists, and not
only the Germans, should pay. But, in the end, this very same resolu-
tion demands that—“The Germans should pay.”

The reformists’ logic that only the Germans have to pay, is beyond
our comprehension. But this is not the only thing on which we dis-
agree with the Amsterdamers. Let us say that Germany should pay.
But who in Germany should be the ones to pay? Germany does not
represent a class unit. Who, in particular, should pay in Germany?
According to our opinion the German bourgeoisie should pay, but this
can be done only when we seize the bourgeoisie by the throat.



o8 WORLD!S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT

Our stand on the question of reparations can be formulated in the
following way: Of course it is mecessary to reconstruct all destroyed
areas, but such a reconstruction should be done at the expense of t.he
bourgeoisie of all countries, the victors and the conquered. In practice
it is quite clear that Germany alone can never com;:ensate all the
damages or, as the French say, “for all the broken pots.”

When we talk of the great losses in the war, of the hund::eds of
billions spent in the war, these expenditures are composed of different
parts. There are losses purely economic in character : Destroyed homes,
factories, shops, fields. Then there come losses on account (?f destruc-
tion of the whole economic organism caused by the war, in exports,
imports, etc. Then come losses in human lives. If, to estimate a human
life at $50.—and the bourgeois economists are tfusy now -thh that—
even from this purely commercial point of view, if we consider tl'le ten
million murdered men and figure out the loss in dollars, we will see
what a gigantic loss it was to the public economy.

In the losses brought about by the war there are those whic.h cannot
be replaced. Human lives are lost forever. The loss of workmg.c.apa-
city of invalids also cannot be replaced. The. used-up guns, military
equipment and ppwder cannot be collected again, etc. But part of the
spent capital does remain somewhere. When the state ordered_ the
guns, airplanes, tanks, automobiles, cars, food and guns for soldiers;
all that was made by somebody at a profit which remains somewhere.

Where are these hundreds of billions? They are held by the ruling
class, they are held by the munition makers and factory owners. The
debts of the present governments are only partly exte{‘nal and a great
majority of them are on internal loans (Liberty Loans in the U. S. A)).
And who furnished the money for those loans? Those who made
hundreds of millions.

Thus, if we take up the matter in a practical way, and force the

bourgeoisie of the victorious countries to pay, the pro_blem o_f recon-
structing the destroyed areas may easily be solved. It is true it would
be necessary to act in a somewhat indelicate way, it would be necessary
to annul the mutual debts, to repudiate the internal and the external
loans, to bring about a progressive income tax. Th_e reparations
question can be settled in such a way only if the proletariat takes over
power into its own hands.

THE STRUGGLE AGAINST WAR

One of the most important questions which arose before the workers
in the last couple of years is the question of measures and means of
fighting against war. We all know very well that there are no such
workers or such labor organizations as want war. The question here
is not of moral indignation against international slaughter and not of
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protesting resolutions; the question is somewhat different. It is in the
problem of the working class leading a fight against war with some
expectations of success.

What are the difficulties in the fight against war? I think we will
better understand them if we acquaint ourselves with the role which

the workers organizations and the workers themselves played in the
imperialist war.

First of all, there is no doubt at all that the war itself was made
possible only because the working masses, at least in the first period,
were for war., The leaders of the labor organizations were for war,
and more than that, helped their governments to carry it on. Thus,
the struggle against war leads to the struggle against all war ideology.

On the other hand, it is impossible to conduct an anti-war propa-

ganda if we will not at the same time try our best to liberate the work-
ers from all that helps to create the war ideology. It is natural, there-
fore, that as the first thing in our plan of struggle against war we al-
ways put forward the necessity of fighting against all nationalistic super-
stition, against the idea of “fatherland,” and the defense of “our”
country.
It is known that the anarchists are also against war, It is true that
during the last war a great majority of them were for war. But at
any rate they are, in general, against it, not as revolutionists but as
pacifists. That means that they are against war because war brings
along death and destruction. We are not against every war, but against
those conducted in the interest of the bourgeoisie. It is our aim to
instill into the minds of the workers this seemingly plain, but in reality
profound, difference between nationalist and class war.

It is our aim to prove to the workers that without the creation of a
class-militant army, without declaration of decisive war against the
bourgeoisie, the workers cannot liberate themselves, they cannot conquer.
Thus, the struggle against the whole nationalist ideology, the struggle
against the idea of defending “our” country as such, and the advocacy
of the necessity of war for the defense of a socialist country, for our
own proletarian state—this is the foundation of our anti-war tactics.

But, on the other hand, in our anti-war agitation, we have to reckon
on the connection between the workers and “their” country. Thus, we
have repeatedly to express the opinion that to organize a strike of pro-
test in the moment of the declaration of war is utopian, because at that

moment the bourgeoisie is armed to the maximum and the working
class is disorganized.

Therefore, we see that the question is not that of organizing a strike
at the moment of the declaration of war, but in preparing the working
masses before the war against it. As long as the class struggle sharpens
itself we will be creating the power which may interfere with the very
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beginning of war and if the war does start may end it in the interest
of the working class.

In order to struggle against war it is necessary to conduct a syste-
matic, steady agitational and propagandist work within the army. At
the Peace Congress at the Hague, our proposal to conduct anti-military
propaganda among the soldiers called forth a sharp protest from the
reformist leaders of the Congress.

Such an attitude toward our proposal is quite clear, for the reformists
consider the army as a necessary organization for the defense of “the
fatherland.” Therefore, the disintegration of the army is the disinte-
gration of the defensive and offensive forces of their “fatherland” itself.

The propaganda in the army, open or secret, at the present time plays
a great role, because, the bourgeoisie feels less and less assurance of
starting a new war and hurling the workers of one country against the
workers of another. But in connection with that, in the struggle
against war, there appears a new problem. On what, at present, are
based the forces of the imperialist countries?

They are based on the exploitation of the colonies, and the colonial
armies which alfready have played some role in the last war and are
now becoming of new significance as a powerful tool in the hands of
the bourgeoisie for crushing internal “disturbances.” Not without
reason does the French bourgeois press discuss the question of estab-
lishing compulsory military service for the colonies. A part of these
colonial troops are at present participating in the French occupation
of the Ruhr, and another part of them are within France itself.

As long as these military units are composed of the most backward
elements (all the colored soldiers are illiterate) the bourgeoisie is sure
that in case of trouble they will be a good tool in its hands.

Out of this, we can see that the question of fighting against war is
related to the question of fighting against the imperialist colonial policy.
Work within the colonies, the creation within the colonial countries of
labor unions, appears as a practical question because the colonial power
of the bourgeoisie threatens us with death, giving the bourgeoisie the
opportunity in case of necessity to hurl these colored armies into mil-
itary action, and then onto the internal front in case of a civil war.

Within the last few years the question of fighting against war, arose
before us—not as a theoretical task, but as a practical one. We had to
give an answer to the wide working masses, and to show how to con-
duct this struggle in an organized way. In connection with this, at the
Frankfort Conference and at the Berlin Conference of the Transport
Workers, we advocated practical slogans. We advocated the idea of
creating at all the border points, Control Committees for the control
of all shipments of military equipment from one country into another
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and fo_r connection between the labor organizations of the different
countries before the beginning of any military action.

A_t the time of the past war the struggle of the revolutionary workers
against it was difficult because Europe was divided by a line of flame
mnto two parts, and it was very difficult to keep the workers of the two
combatant countries informed about the actual situation. In this respect
the bourgeois press played a tremendous role: It was in the full
sense of the word the “Fourth Estate,” as it perfectly performed its
function of creating hatred between the working masses, and of smoth-.

_ering class consciousness. We should learn the lessons of this imper-

ialist war and should organize to counteract the bourgeois press.

These are, in a general way, the problems which confronted us in the
struggle against war. Of course we never reject such action as the
genet:al strike, but we consider it in a practical light. While the re-
formists at the Hague recited on the theme of declaring a strike in case
of war, we said: It’s a good idea, but, in order that this strike may be
a success, it should be prepared beforehand. And for this purpose it
is needful to conduct a struggle against all nationalist superstitions,
it is needful to break all coalitions with the bourgeoisie.

It is quite clear that as long as labor organizations are connected
with their bourgeoisie, ‘the latter will use these connections in every
way possible for the military mobilization of the working class. Thus,
the problem of promulgating the general strike should logically be the
result of the work of the revolutionary trade unions and the Communist
Party, the work aimed at the overthrow of the boux:geoisie.

Our ATTITUDE TOWARD DISARMAMENT

In connection with the question of anti-war propaganda, is the idea
of disarmament. Stating the point of view of the Amsterdam Inter-
national on disarmament, we have already mentioned our point of view
on that.question. We consider the abstract idea of disarmament as a
very injurious one, anti-proletarian and anti-communist; because we
are not for the disarming but the arming of the working class. In this
respect it is interesting to note the stand of some pacifists.

When we had to conduct a struggle against the right wing of the
French Communist Party, we had to pay attention to the fact that even
it was infected with pacifist notions. Thus for instance, one of the
former leaders of the party expressed his opinion that it would be
easier to fight against war if there would be no standing armies—not
even a revolutionary one. In this sentence is contained the crux of
pacifism.

. In reality. what is this problem for the working class? Of course, it
is not the simple blowing up of all guns, tanks, etc., but in seeing to it
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that all the armament under the control of the bourgeoisie shall be
turned over to the hands of the working class. Therefore, the whole

ideology of pacifist disarmament is aimed completely against the inter- .

ests of the working class.

We are categorically opposed, not only to the pacifism of the reform-
ists, but also to the pacifism of the anarchists. In connection with that,
at the last session of the Executive Bureau of the Profintern, we had
to adopt a decision in connection with the action of the French anar-
chists. The story of it is as follows: In France there exists a so-called
Committee for the Fight against Imperialism and War, in which are
participating representatives of the parties, C. G. T. U, and also the
anarchist federation.

When the Anglo-Russian dispute began, in the Committee of Action
this question was put on the agenda in the sense of mobilizing the
French workers for the defense of the Soviet Republic. At this point
the anarchists brought in a special resolution in which it was stated:
“The working class has no business with any military conflict, it is
against the defense of any country, and therefore it should not mix in
any commercial squabble between England and Russia. By our mixing
in we may set the Russian people against the English, or vice versa.”

What is the essence of this small but typical resolution? Here are,
firstly, the anti-soviet character of the anarchist declaration. The
French anarchists as well as others have an anti-soviet position, be-
cause the soviets are a state power, and the anarchists are against all
kinds of states. Secondly, they are against every kind of army.

“Let us assume” said I, in a personal discussion with the French
anarchists, “that the bad Communist Party does not exist, that the
Communist International has been exiled to the devil’s islands, or even
to Mars; that in France there are only such trade unions of which you
alone are the head, and, one fine day, you will overthrow the bourgeoisie.
What will you do next? You will agree that the counter-revolution
will not at once lay down its arms?”

The anarchists answered, “Of course.”
“That means that it will be necessary to fight against them.”
“Yes,” they agreed, “it will be necessary.”

“Are you sure that when the revolution will occur in France, the
United States fleet will not bombard your ports?”

“No,” they replied, “we are not sure.”
“The French bourgeoisie will have its regiments and battalions ?”
“Of course.”

“That means that you will have to create something to fight against
your own and the foreign bourgeoisie? It matters not if you call them
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anarchist groups or companies, you may call them anything you wish,
but it will have to be an armed power in order to fight?”

“Yes,” they answered, “it will be necessary.”

“Will you be able to fight if you will not centralize your apparatus,
if you will have no organization, if you will be unable to weld the pro-
letariat into groups, battalions, etc.?”

When we came to this point the anarchists dismissed all logic and
stated—"“We are against organized violence, the workers should defend
indsvidually their factories and shops, every state is a vampire, every
army, including the Red one, is aimed against the working class,” étc.

This anarchist ideology which finds sympathy in some circles of the
French workers, represents a counter-revolutionary ideology, for it
strives to distract the workers from the possibility of revolution. Those
labor organizations which do not have as their aim the organization of
the proletariat in such a way that it may be able to hold in its hands
the seized factories and shops, are aiming at defeat and not at victory.

All this talk of the anarchists is in direct contradiction with the con-
struction and aims of those international organizations which approach
the methods of struggle not metaphysically, but are striving, from the
given relation of forces, to reach a necessary conclusion of the struggle.

Thus, we are opposed not only to the reformist pacifists, but also to
the anarchist ones, because we have never been pacifists: Pacifism is
not in the nature of Communism. It has nothing in common with the
revolutionary labor movmeent.

OUR STRUGGLE AGAINST Fascism

The next question on which the revolutionary labor movement con-
flicts with the reformists, is the question of struggle against Fascism.
What is Fascism? We have already explained it. How the reformists
fight against it is also known. How do we propose to fight against
Fascism? Of course, the best method, the best medicine, would be the
Red Army. This is a very strong but efficient remedy. But to our
regret the Red Army, so far, remains on the territory (it is true a very
great one) yet of only one country.

We have to find a method of struggle where there is no Red Army,
and where Fascism is fighting in order to prevent such an army. If
we take the Fascist literature, we will see that Fascism very cleverly
conducts its agitation and propaganda for the winning over of the
working masses. We have shown above that Fascism is based mainly
on the middle classes, but that at the same time is trying to penetrate
the working class. Therefore, our first aim should be to drive Fascism
out of the labor trenches, that is, to destroy the labor organizations
created by Fascism,
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As long as Fascism in its clearest form can be observed in Italy, we

should, by working out our methods of struggle against it, consider the

methods and technique of the Italian Fascisti. Fascism succeeded by
a strong demagogy in organizing large trade unions there. And in our
struggle against Fascism the question arose: Is it permissible for re-
volutionary workers to join Fascist unions and to create therein under-
ground Communist neuclei? Is it permissible in such unions which
are, in fact, strike-breaking organizations, which are assisting the bour-
geoisie,etc., to create neuclei as a base of our propaganda?

We answered to that: Of course it is permissible. We must fight
the enemy with those methods which are dictated by objective condi-
tions. The creation in hostile unions of our neuclei is being carried out
methodically, and we have very many cases, as in Italy, where the
Fascist unions take steps against the employers and begin to use against
them the same methods which they formerly used against the labor or-
ganizations.

There can be no objection against such a method of influence upon
the Fascist organizations. The evolution of the Fascist organizations
depends on the penetration of them by revolutionary elements, which
will bring into them that which does not harmonize with the Fascist
theory and practice. )

"But this, of course, is not sufficient. The underground work is cal-
culated for a very long period of time. The other and more rapid
method is the open mass struggle against Fascism. Where Fascism has
already conquered the question is of overthrowing it, and where it is
developing, the question is of not allowing it chance to grow up.

And here, while applying our tactics, we come in conflict with not
only the Fascists, but also reformists. In order to make the slogan of
the fight against Fascism understood by the masses, it must be made
concrete. The laboring mass feels the oppression of Fascism where it
has conquered, but where it has not yet conquered, wide circles of labor
do not comprehend what Fascism is. Here the question of anti-Fascist
propaganda plays a big role in the sense of ideological mobilization of
the wide masses.

WorkERs' DEFENSE GROUPS

'The second phase is the creation of the workers’ defense groups.
These organizations are purely defensive in aim. To prove to the
working masses the necessity of such defensive organization, is much
easier than to get them into offensive organizations. On the other
hand, as long as Fascism is an aggressive organization, and is striving
to seize power where it has not yet conquered, it is natural that the
question of self-defense receives more sympathy from the working class.

There are Fascist documents which prove that the Fascists are pre-
paring not only a simple upheaval, but have certain plans; which cities
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to seize, how to conduct movements, whom to send to the other world,
yvhxch districts are most dangerous, etc. In Germany, where the danger
is very great, on the basis of struggle against Fascism we succeeded in
creating a big movement for workers’ defense groups.

B.ut here we meet with opposition from the reformists. They are
against such workers’ defense groups, because, on some fine day, these
self—defepse groups may turn to attack. If the workers are armed, the
class logic pushes them ahead, for the old strategic rule says, “The best
method of defense is attack.”

The l:eformists understand that out of these self-defense groups there
may arise such organs which will lead the struggle against the whole
capxtalx.st system. No wonder, therefore, that the first action of the
refor.rmst Social-Democratic unions of Germany was aimed against the
creation of such groups. But when a mass movement began among the
workers, and' the Communists succeeded on the basis of creating such
groups to unite workers of different views, the Social-Democracy pro-
claimed a slogan for the creation of purely Social-Democratic groups.

’I:hlS was purposely to exclude the Communists because groups in
whls:h there are Communists cannot be anti-Communist, but purely
Social-Democratic groups may be anti-Communist. The Social-Demo-
crats of C?ermany figured that they would have to fight with arms in
han.d against the Communists, and the German Social-Democratic
cabx'net ministers and government leaders are taking every precaution
against the creation of such self-defense groups, especially against such
mixed groups.

METHODS OF STRUGGLE AGAINST FAscisM

Beside creating the self-defense groups and active agitation and pro-
p_aganda, we advocated the creation of anti-Fascist Committees of Ac-
tion. These Committees of Action, according to our opinion, had to
embrace .the workers of all tendencies, because war and Fascism are
of equal interest to the working class as a whole and to all its political
groupings. But this idea of creating Committees of Action, the strong
agitation and propaganda, the pressure of the whole international pro-
letariat against Fascism—always meets with opposition from the Social-
Democrats.

We now confront the fact that just as Bolshevism calls forth sym-
pathy in the working class of all countries, creating similar organizations
for struggle, so does Fascism, in the countries where it conquered, play
the role of organizer for international reaction. '

It became an international phenomenon which is in complete opposi-
tion to Bolshevism. Therefore, the struggle against Fascism should be
conducted not only on a national but on an international scale. The
attention of the working class of all countries, should be concentrated
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on the destruction of Italian Fascism, the same as the attention of the
bourgeoisie of all countries is concentrated on the destruction of Bol-
shevism. It is necessary to state that the bourgeoisie in this respect
(as well as in others) is much more conscious than the working class,
and sees clearly the international significance of Bolshevism.

The bourgeoisie sees in the Bolsheviks the enemy of the whole capi-
talist system, and on the other hand, no doubt, they see their friends
in the Fascisti and in the Fascist governments.

Therefore, the problem of the international proletariat is to sharpen
the struggle against Italian Fascism, and here many methods are pos-
sible, on condition, of course, of some kind of unity between all the
labor organizations. Here is possible a demonstration, and many other
actions which could have influence on the Italian government. It
could be done in Berlin, Paris, New York, etc. Such demonstrations
would play a colossal role in the sense of influencing Fascist policy
within Italy itself.

Besides that, we raised the question of anti-Fascist propaganda among
the Italian immigrants in the United States. In the United States there
are a few million Italians, in France there are over a million Italian
workers. Out of these millions of Italian workers it is possible to re-
cruit people who would be useful in the struggle against Fascism in
Italy itself, for Fascism is attempting and threatening to create its
groups all over the world.

These are the slogans which we advocate in the struggle against
Fascism. The fundamental slogan and at the same time the best method
against Fascism, is revolution, for where the revolution conquers Fas-
cism is crushed. Fascism is as impossible with us as the revival of
monarchism. Therefore, the best means against Fascism is the social
revolution.

But the social revolution is such a strong means that not only the
bourgeoisie but even the reformists cannot stomach it, and the problem
in this sphere is contained in “liberating” the reformist leaders from
the masses. It is true that this is not a special problem in the struggle
against Fascism, because other problems than Fascism will be solved
when this “liberation” is accomplished.

THE STRUGGLE FOR A UNITED FRrONT

We now come to one of the central questions of our differences with
the reformist labor movement. This is the question of the United
Front. How do we understand the United Front? Instead of theor-
etical talk on that theme, it is sufficient to bring two international facts
which show how the Communists understand the United Front and
how they practice it: That is, the international conference at Frank-
fort and the international Transport Workers conference.
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The international conference at Frankfort was called by the Rhenish
Westphalian Convention of Factory and Shop Committees, where the
Communists had a major influence. The problem of this conference,
which was called by the initiative of the Comintern and Profintern, was
to unite on generally accepted programs all the labor organizations of
the most important countries.

. The Committee on Arrangements sent invitations to the labor par-
ties and labor unions of England, to the Communist Party, to the re-
formist and revolutionary unions of France, to the Social-Democratic
and Communist parties of Belgium and many other organizations.
There were invited the Comintern, Profintern, Second and Second-and-
a-Half Internationals, the Amsterdam International and the internation-
al industrial units. It was an attempt, from a non-partisan organiza-
tion—the Convention of the Factory and Shop Committees of the dis-
tricts occupied by France—to drag the reformist organizations into the
struggle against war and international reaction and together with them
to work out a plan of action.

Right from the start it became apparent that all the reformist inter-
nationals and parties were categorically opposed to this conference.
They insisted on picturing the United Front as a “dirty maneuver of
Moscow,” to which they would not agree.

There is a “maneuver” all right, but it is contained in our attempt
to make the reformist organizations act instead of talk. We want them
to conduct the class struggle along with us on a platform acceptable
to them. This is all the “trick” there is in our proposals. But, as the
reformists do not want any struggle, it is natural for them to decline
our proposals, and as a result all the reformist internationals did not
come to the Frankfort conference. '

Nevertheless, the workers’ representatives from the factories and
shops mainly of Germany, came to this conference. Greetings were
received from the workers of Glasgow and other English cities. Here
the workers parted ways with their leaders, they understood the im-
portance of this conference and expressed their sympathy in the at-
tempt to find a common platform in the struggle against war.

The Frankfort conference in itself is characteristic in that, besides
the Communists, there was a Social-Democratic section; also there
were the Independents, under the leadership of Ledebour. The Social-
Democratic faction at this conference organized itself from factory
representatives. These Social-Democrats came to the conference break-
ing the discipline of their international, their Social- Democratic par-
ties, and their own trade unions.

The Social-Democratic Party of Germany and the trade unions, and
those internationals which they supported, were categorically opposed
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on the destruction of Italian Fascism, the same as the attention of the
bourgeoisie of all countries is concentrated on the destruction of Bol-
shevism. It is necessary to state that the bourgeoisie in this respect
(as well as in others) is much more conscious than the working class,
and sees clearly the international significance of Bolshevism.

The bourgeoisie sees in the Bolsheviks the enemy of the whole capi-
talist system, and on the other hand, no doubt, they see their friends
in the Fascisti and in the Fascist governments.

Therefore, the problem of the international proletariat is to sharpen
the struggle against Italian Fascism, and here many methods are pos-
sible, on condition, of course, of some kind of unity between all the
labor organizations. Here is possible a demonstration, and many other
actions which could have influence on the Italian government. It
could be done in Berlin, Paris, New York, etc. Such demonstrations
would play a colossal role in the sense of influencing Fascist policy
within Italy itself.

Besides that, we raised the question of anti-Fascist propaganda among
the Italian immigrants in the United States. In the United States there
are a few million Italians, in France there are over a million Italian
workers. Out of these millions of Italian workers it is possible to re-
cruit people who would be useful in the struggle against Fascism in
Italy itself, for Fascism is attempting and threatening to create its
groups all over the world.

These are the slogans which we advocate in the struggle against
Fascism. The fundamental slogan and at the same time the best method
against Fascism, is revolution, for where the revolution conquers Fas-
cism is crushed. Fascism is as impossible with us as the revival of
monarchism. Therefore, the best means against Fascism is the social
revolution.

But the social revolution is such a strong means that not only the
bourgeoisie but even the reformists cannot stomach it, and the problem
in this sphere is contained in “liberating” the reformist leaders from
the masses. It is true that this is not a special problem in the struggle
against Fascism, because other problems than Fascism will be solved
when this “liberation” is accomplished.

THE STRUGGLE FOR A UNITED FRONT

We now come to one of the central questions of our differences with
the reformist labor movement. This is the question of the United
Front. How do we understand the United Front? Instead of theor-
etical talk on that theme, it is sufficient to bring two international facts
which show how the Communists understand the United Front and
how they practice it: That is, the international conference at Frank-
fort and the international Transport Workers conference.
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to participation in the Frankfort conference, threatening even to take
disciplinary action against those who violated that decision. But any-
how, a fraction was organized. It was a small one compared to the
other delegates, nevertheless the Communist majority did not force
upon the conference such questions which generally are not acceptable
to Social-Democratic workers.

Wa do not see in the resolutions adopted at Frankfort the questions
of the proletarian dictatorship, of joining the Comintern—all those
questions were not even placed on the agenda. The questions there
were the struggle against the occupation of the Ruhr, the struggle
against Fascism, etc.

In the resolutions adopted at Frankfort an attempt was made to
formulate the idea of a United Front organizationally. The significance
of the Frankfort conference was that it promulgated the idea of creating
committees for the struggle against Fascism, the creation of Port
Committees, the creation of self-defense groups, etc.

This conference has shown that by the United Front we understand
the creation of a platform adaptable to both sides aimed against the
bourgeoisie. We leave out all which would separate both sides which
are trying to come together. The Frankfort conference, which had a
great practical significance, has shown, by the resolutions and decisions
adopted, our honest wish to create a United Front. It had an influence
upon the workers who formerly did not trust the Communists, and who
thought that under the idea of the United Front there was hidden some
kind of an injurious “soviet trick.”

By these resolutions the workers could convince themselves of our
honest intentions. The Frankfort conference also had an influence on
the working masses because it was the only international conference
after the occupation of the Ruhr which adopted a clear and generally
acceptable platform of struggle against the occupation of the Ruhr.

What did we see in connection with that question in the resolutions
of the Second, Second-and-a-Half and Amsterdam Internationals?
Protests, in general, and reference of it to the League of Nations.
But we adopted a method of struggle against occupation. This had
a great influence on the wide masses, and brought to the Communist
and revolutionary workers—to the Comintern and Profintern—the sym-
pathy of the wide masses who formerly did not trust our tactics of the
United Front.

The second example is more characteristic—the international confer-
ence of Transport Workers. At this conference we had to do, not
with the representatives of shops and factories, but with the represen-
tatives of centralized organizations. We had representatives of the
International Federation of Transport Workers, with whom we con-
ducted official parleys for the creation of a United Front.
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What is most typical in this conference of ’I_'ransport Workersf:’ It
is the complete unity, if not with all represgntatlves of the Iptemaponal
Federation, at least with a majority. Agam,. on what. questions did we
unite? On the questions of the struggle against Fascism, on t!'le strug-
gle against war and the methods for that struggle. . And again, yvh:ch
is a very great gain—on the question of reconstruction of unity in the
world’s trade union movement.

The resolutions and appeals adopted do not contain anything_ specifi-
cally communist. But they do have a def'mite program of action, that
is, the thing which any reformist international or any reformist organ-
ization did not and cannot give. Why were these resolutions filled
with definite, concrete things? Because we can talk to the representa-
tives of the Amsterdam International only about. concrete questions.
Would we ever be able to come to an understanding with them about
events and perspectives? We may agree on the struggle against Fa§—
cism, on the struggle against capitalism, anq as long as there is a w1.11
on their side to fight we could adopt definite resolutions. And again
the wide masses can see how foolish are the statements of our oppon-
ents that the United Front is only a maneuver, that in reality we do
not want any United Front and that we ourselves have broken it.

We say to our opponents: If you think it is only demagogy on our
part, then make a United Front with us and prove that we are breaking
it. But they cannot prove it, because the creation of a Um.tgd Front
with us would break their United Front with the bot.lrgemsxe. A_nd
this is the whole essence of the question. It is a question of breaking
the coalition with the bourgeoisie, for they do not expect to drag us
into any coalition with the bourgeoisie. Therefore, the Amsterdamers
are opposed to the United Front. .

But even by the left wing the United Front was not adopted without
difficulty. In some of the opposition we met in our ranks there was
something extraordinary. The labor organizations are not usesi to
the international taking upon itself any initiative on an mternatwngl
scale. Only with the creation of the Corplntem and Proﬁnt.ern did
they begin to accustom themselves to the idea that the experience of
all countries should belong to each and every one. 'I:he ‘opposition thgt
we met was centered in the syndicalist organizations of the Latin
countries. .

It is known that the most active opponents of the_Umted. Front were:
m France, Italy and Spain—even in the Comn}unlst parties of tho§e
countries. Why was the opposition to the Umtgd Front centered in
the Latin countries? This has a definite explanation. .The Communist
parties of the Latin countries have been cgmposed of different elengents.
We have there few Communist parties whnc:h have grown up orgamca'lly
and gradually through the years. In this respect only the Russian



110 - WORLD’S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT

Communist Party has such long history. All the others have grown
out of the Social-Democratic parties after the war, and some of them
have absorbed part of the superstitions of the latter.

In the Latin countries the Communist parties absorbed anarcho-
syndicalist elements. Thus, in these countries, the Communist parties
were composed of two ideological tendencies : On one hand, the Social-
Democratic element and, on the other, the anarcho-syndicalists. The
origin of these different strata was the cause for the existence, within
these parties for a short period, of anarchist leanings. There was some-
thing of a “left sickness”—a superficial revolutionism~—which is quite
common with the anarchist world viewpoint, From the point of view
of formal revolutionism, of course, the United Front is impossible,
because we have to deal with reformists, to sit with them at one table,
etc. A shallow revolutionist cannot comprehend the whole necessity
of the United Front, and as a certain part of such element joined the
Communist parties in the Latin countries, we met there with opposition.

But there were other motives. It was said that we were too weak
to allow ourselves such a maneuver, which demands strength, unity
and great discipline. It was claimed that if we will put the Communists
together with the reformists the latter may exercise the greater influ-
ence upon the former. These parties were afraid of themselves when
they talked against the United Front. The same idea found its reflec-
tion within the revolutionary trade union movement. But already at
the Second Congress of the Profintern (November 1922), all opposition
to the United Front had disappeared from our ranks,

The opponents to the United Front saw that the latter is not an
empty invention, and that for the period mentioned was a very effective,
strategic maneuver for bringing closer unity between the advance guard
and the backward mass of the proletarian army. They saw how vital
the idea was in reality, and by experience they received proof of the
correctness of our general tactics. Thus, at the Second Congress of
the Profintern, there were no more opponents of the United Front.

The unity on that question among ourselves is now proven by the
international conference of the Transport Workers. At this Confer-
ence there were present only the Russian unions, which, however, spoke
in the name of the revolutionary unions of all countries, And the rev-
olutionary unions accepted our stand and line of action and adopted
all our decisions after they were published. This shows the inner unity,
the absence of discord which previously interfered with our struggle,
In general, we may say that the United Front has passed the stage of

agitation and propaganda and that now it is in the phase of realization,
in the organization stage,

In regard to the organizational strengthening of this front, we have
shown at the conference of Transport Workers how practically we
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consider it. Although it is true we did not succeed in .reahzxfn’gr it "{.
full. There we decided to create an International Comfmttee of Trans
port Workers for the struggle against war and' Fascism, to orlgla?}llz:
an anti-Fascist fund, port bureaus, control committees, etc., .gut a ' ﬂ?
was frustrated by the sabotage of the reformists. The idea o g
United Front has been spread amo.ng-the masses and there ared x:o
workers among the reformist organizations who would be oppose
the United Front. . . .
The tactics of the United Front already .have given tang_lble resttJ ds
in almost all countries. As long as the United Front is bemglcrez: e‘:‘ d’
it is being created for struggle and, at the head of the strugg 3, E am_
the more active elements—the followers of the Profintern an 0
intern. o
The struggle has its logic, and the working masses, when tt;:ey JOtl‘;l
in it, cannot stop at a certain place as the reformists wanth t %m_t d
The reformists are trying to break up the movement forkt eh ni e-
Front, but every such attempt makes them wez_iker and ma esht ﬁ r:}{e
olutionary movement stronger. We_succee_defi in penetrating tP e ﬁo: 1m
organizations and creating basic points “‘nthm ?hem for the}:l rofin ih-
and Comintern. It is natural that all tactics which lead to t '? streng’
ening of our organization is without doubt correct and virile.

THE PROFINTERN AND THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION

The last question on which we have to dwgll in order to !imshh thte
characterization of the revolutionary trade union movement, is the at-
titude towards revolution in general an.d to the Russian revolgnon in
particular. We gave above an explanation of the stan.d gf the Amster-
dam International on that question, ard I doubt that it is necessary to
review it further. » .

QOur organization, which also embraces millions of' non-Comm(t:lmst
workers, is, of course, not such a clear-cut.orgamz?,txop as tl}e ; om&
munist Party. The Communist Party has its definite 1deolog1ca. ane
programmatic boundaries. We, thanks to the structure of. our minori-
ties, do not even know the exact number of our membership in various
counties. In the R. I. L. U, are many no.n-p:j\msans', syfnpathlzers, etc;

It is plain that the tactics of an organization which is comp?setq o
different elements cannot be as clez!r cut as t!ue tactics of prganlzl:: ch;nst.
which are purely Communist. It' is conducting Cornmumst worh,. u
in peculiar, non-partisan surroundu!gs. Qur International, althoug 11t is
non-partisan in character, has for its aims the overthrow gf cagll‘;al- ism
and the establishment of the dictators_hlp of th.e proletariat. is is
stated in our constitution and in the main res_olutlons of our Congrgss;s.
There can be no doubt on that. From this our attitude toward the
Russian revolution is clear.
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How do we, an International which has all kinds of groups and
tendencies, consider the Russian revolution? To the Profintern, the
Russian revolution is the beginning of the world revolution, as the
first step, and one of our main aims is to defend and strengthen the
Russian revolution.

We conducted a decisive struggle against the anti-soviet and anti-
Communist elements, which have formerly been members of our Inter-
national and later on organized their own international. These group-
ings left the Profintern because we did not take an anti-soviet and anti-
Communist position. This alone is enough to define the character and
physiognomy of the Profintern in regards to the world revolution in
general and the Russian revolution in particular.

LECTURE NO. 8

The Relation of Forces of the Reformist and Revolutionary
Trade Union Movements and Their Perspectives

THE ForCE oF THE PROFINTERN

N the former lecture we dwelt upon the fundamental questions which
face the working class, the different attitudes towards which divides
the international trade union movement into a few camps. Let us

now estimate the specific gravity and compare the real power of each
of the existing internationals. I have pointed out that the peculiarity
of the Profintern is in that part of its army is found within the ranks
of the trade unions of the reformists’ International.

The Profintern has eight types of affiliated organizations:

1) General trade union centers which embrace all of the trade union
movement of the given country: Russia, 5,000,000; Australia, 400,000;
Bulgaria, 40,000; Egypt, 50,000; Persia, 20,000; Esthonia, 25,000, etc.

2) General trade union or district revolutionary centers which exist
alongside the reformists and conducts a struggle against them, where
our organizations are stronger than the reformists’: France, 450,000;
Czecho-Slovakia, 300,000; Java, 27,000; China, etc.

3) General trade union centers which play a smaller role in the trade
union movement of their countries than the reformists’: Holland, 20,000;
Belgium, 12,000; Germany, 150,000; United States, 25,000, etc.

4) General trade union centers which stand on the platform of the
Profintern, but on account of the White Terror are not affiliated with
it: Finland, 50,000; Roumania, 60,000; Jugo-Slavia, 100,000, etc.

5) Separate independent unions which are not affiliated with the
general trade union centers of their countries or have been expelled
from them: Germany, 40,000; Austria, 10,000, etc.

6) The minorities within the reformist trade unions, united under the
direct leadership of the Communist fractions: Germany, 3,000,000;
Japan, Italy, Sweden, Denmark, etc.

7) Oppositional blocs which unite all the left elements within and
without the reformist and the anarcho-syndicalist unions: United
States; Great Britain; Spain; Austria; Argentina; Mexico, etc.

8) Finally, the left elements united in the Councils of Unemployed
as in England, Shop Steward Committees, etc., which usually support
the policies of the Profintern.

This varied organizational structure of our followers does not give
the possibility of getting a complete and exact number of the adherents
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of the Profintern. In many countries we have to use approximate fig-
ures as they change almost every day to our advantage. Most impor-
tant it is that there is not one country, not one serious labor organiza-
tion in the world, where the Profintern does not have its followers.

THE FORCES OF THE AMSTERDAM INTERNATIONAL

Now let us attempt to compare our figures with that of the Amster-
dam International. The leaders of the Amsterdam International re-
peatedly in their statements declare that they unite 20,000,000 workers.
And we repeatedly pointed out that this figure was a statistical mirage,
that the Amsterdam International has not such numbers of members,

If we take these figures formally, perhaps such a number may be
reached. But if we figure realistically, we will get something entirely
different. As was stated, the Amsterdam International is mostly an
European unit. In Germany, for instance, it numbers 8,000,000 mem-
bers, but in fact there are no less than 3,000,000 of these who are fol-
lowers of the Profintern. In England they count 5,500,000. But to
this figure we have to make a few corrections: F irst, at the end of 1922,
this figure was lowered by over 1,000,000. Second, out of the remaining
4,500,000, not less than 12 per cent are followers of the Profintern. In
Austria the Amsterdam International counts 1,079,000 members, but
the opposition bloc composed of our followers has over 10 per cent of
that amount. In Belgium the reformist unions have 608,000 members,
but here our followers are between 5 and 8 per cent. In Bulgaria, ac-
cording to the Amsterdam International, they have 14,000 members,
but in reality the reformist unions have at most 1,000 members. In
Denmark the reformist unions have 242,000 members, out of which 10
per cent are followers of the Profintern.

In Spain the reformists unite 240,000 members, out of which about 25
per cent are followers of the Profintern. And at that there are two
dual trade union centers; One a reformist, the other revolutionary-
Syndicalist. We have followers of the Profintern in both these organ-
izations. In general we may say that in both Spanish Confederations
we have from 30 to 35 per cent of our followers. In France the Am-
sterdam International counts about 756,000 members, but in reality the
reformist Confederation of Labor has at most 250,000. In Greece, ac-
cording to the Amsterdam International, they have 170,000 members of
the trade unions; but, firstly, this figure is exaggerated because there
is no such number of organized workers in Greece, and, secondly, half
of the members of the Greek trade unions are affiliated with the Profin-
tern,

Hungary has 152,000 organized workers, but it is difficult to define
the minority there, because the Horthy government makes continual

WORLD’S TRADE UNION MOVEMENT 115

and murderous attacks upon the Communists. In Italy at the present
time, thanks to the Fascist pogroms, there are probably not more than
between 250,000 to 300,000 organized workers, 50 per cent of which
stand on the platform of the Profintern.

Norway left the Amsterdam International yet has not joined the
Profintern—she is on the road between the two and the question is not
yet settled. Holland has now 200,000 members in the trade unions.
Among them we have not many followers. In Poland there are 365,009
organized workers, about 50 per cent of whom are with us although it
is hard to find our exact numbers there, thanks to the continuous raids
on the Polish trade unions. In Sweden there are 313,000 members in
trade unions, 15 per cent of whom are followers of the Profintern.

In Switzerland there are 225,000, and about 25 per cent of them are
our followers. In Czecho-Slovakia the reformists unite 350,000 mem-
bers and an equal number is united in the revolutionary unions. In
Canada the Amsterdam International ‘counts 164,000, and 40 per cent
of them are our followers. Argentina and Peru are figured together
with 100,000 members of reformist unions, and a good half of them are
in the Profintern. And last, in South Africa, we have between 15 and
20 per cent of the 50,000 members of the Amsterdam unions.

Thus, if we estimate our forces, using the figures of the.Amsteg'dam
International itself, the number of its members who are ideologically
or politically following us, we get between 30 and 35 per cent.

But we already know that the Amsterdam International does not
embrace all countries. Thus, America is not represented, as well as
‘many other countries. For a more correct estimate of our forces, I
will dwell on those countries whose unions are not affiliated with the
Amsterdam International.

From the European countries; in the syndicalist unions of Holland
we have 15,000 followers; in Portugal, where the majority are organizgd
in the anarcho-syndicalist unions, we have about 30,000 followers; in
Roumania, the majority is on our side; the Esthonian trade unions are
altogether for us.

In the United States of America, the American Federation of Labor
is not affiliated with the Amsterdam International because the latter
is “too left.” But both within and outside that Federation the influence
of our followers has definitely affected over 2,000,000 workers.*

hd i timate is based upon the number of organized workers that have,
throuTllnn'ac:istm of Conventions and delegate bodies, been placed on record for the
immeﬁiate program_of the R. L. U. adherents organized in the T. U. E. L.,
such as amalgamation, the labor party, recognition of Soviet Russia, etc.
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In Mexico we have about 30,000 followers ; in Argentina ,about 40,000;
¥ y ’

in Chile, 60,000; in Uragua i
, 60,000; y, about 15,000; i
fects about 50,000 members. ’ 50005 in Beypt our influence af-

I wxl} stop on -Asia. From the countries which are part of the Union
of Socx::lhst Soviet Republics, it is sufficient to point out only Bokhara
and Khiva, where we have small units. In Dutch-India we count 27,000
of our followers; in Persia, 20,000; in Japan, 60,000; in China al;out
100,000 workers are connected with us; in New ZeaI;.nd about
stand on the platform of the Profintern. ’ 30000

Thus, although the Amsterdam International is numerically stronger
than the Profintern, still a point of special importance, the followers
of the lgtter are all over the world. Therefore, the P,roﬁnter i
International in the full sense of the word. ’ n e

The calculation of our forces alon i i i

] > ) g the industrial, vertical li i
%:/\ekus the following picture: We have one half of the Tlrl;z’s;‘rli

orkers; about a half of the Metal Workers; between 40 and 30 per

cent of the Building Trades; over a half of th ;
40 per cent of the Leather Workers, of the Wood Workers; about

THE TENDENCY FOR DEVELOPMENT OF THE PROFINTERN

Thus, we confront two Internationals, the numerical relation of whos
fort_:es may })e characterized the following way: The Amsterdam Int :
national unites between 14,000,000 and 15,000,000 members, It tx):cr-
are the British and German unjons; these two countries .emb:a ascz
per cent of all organized workers within that International. 7

We unite between 12,000,000 and 13,000,000. If w i
these two Internationals graphically, by cc;mparing tvtowl?x::g ‘ti;::c ;::e
of the Amsterdam International would be longer than ours ' But the
tendency fo.r development of the Amsterdam International z;.nd of the
Profintern, if we take the last years, is different in that the membcrshi;

of the Amsterdam International is i i
steadily gettin
the Profintern is growing larger. vE g smaller and that of

And, because our unions are more active—they ar i
.that purpose—independently of the fact that the§' ar: rgee‘rllc:alru;lll(;rnzgalflzr
in numbers, they are politically more influential. Their specific ravitr
is greater, they are more united, not being torn with nationalist font ¢
dictions and craft jurisdictional squabbles. ™

. The fqrces of the Profintern are also stronger because the Amsterdam
nternational has o followers within our organizations, while we do
have followers within the Amsterdam International.

Now, if we exclude from the A i

low, ] L msterdam International all th
having our point of view, the remainder will be divided in two c;n(:;:
over the question of the United Front. The representatives of the left
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tendencies, Fimmen and Williams, consider it necessary to unite with
us, and, in the right wing, are the British and French reformists, op-
ponents of the United Front with Communists.

The remaining 65 per cent of the Amsterdam International are not
a unit within their national groups because of inner jealousies and com-
petition; and also along political lines because there are serious dis-
agreements over the question of the immediate means and methods of
the class struggle. It is natural that ander those conditions it is easy
to say whose organization has the greater specific gravity, the Amster-
dam International or the Profintern.

For that purpose we can depend on the Amsterdam International
itself. A sketch of the Communist influence on the world’s trade union
movement happened to fall into our hands. This sketch was made by
the Central body of the German trade unions and was proposed to the
Amsterdam International for publication. But the latter decided not
to publish it in order not to advertise the Profintern and Comintern.
In this chart the Comintern and Profintern are painted in the form of
a spider covering the whole world in its web, capturing the trade
unions, the unions of ex-service men, the unions of unemployed, the
workers’ athletic associations, co-operatives, factory and shop commit-
tees, the youth movement, the union of war victims, invalids, the ten-
ants’ movements, mutual aid societies, Thus, the Communist web is
covering all forms of the labor movement. All this is very well drawn
in a detailed way, which is characteristic for the German bureaucrats.

This is an estimation of our activities by our opponents, and as long
as they are nof interested in magnifying our forces, but in the contrary,
we need no better compliment for our work.

There is another thing to which we should pay attention. The funda-
mental question is the tendency for development. If the status of the
world’s trade union movement, external, statistical expression is against
us so far, what is the dynamic feature of this movement? In which
direction does it develop?

Here we may refer to definite historical facts. We organized three
years ago. The Profintern has no old traditions. It is a new organiza-
tion. What are the results of the three years of work? We were
blockaded for a long time. We are still blockaded because the Profin-
tern cannot develop legally in Europe. In Hungary, Roumania, Jugo-
Slavia, Finland, Italy and other countries the police terrorizes and
smashes the organizations affiliated to the Profintern; and, in spite of
this colossal apparatus of the bourgeoisie, which is aimed at the revolu-
tionary trade unions, in spite of the fact that all opportunities are on
the side and in the hands of the Amsterdam International, in spite of
all that, there is a steady lessening of the influence of it and, at the
same time, a steady growth of the influence of the Profintern.
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This is explained by the correctness of our political tactics and by
the correct estimation of the relation of forces between the working
class aqd its enemies. We may very definitely say that the development
o.f the international labor movement will lead to the creation of one
single trade union international. This international will be created upon
the final disappearance of the Amsterdam International,

Such is the logical development of historical events, against which
the Amsterdamers can do nothing.

THE ANARCHO-SYNDICALIST INTERNATIONAL

D(_) these movements we have described exhaust all tendencies there
are in the international labor movement? Are there some other small
str(?ams along side the great rivers? There is one other organization
which pretends to lead the international labor movement. This organ-
ization calls itself the “International Workingmens’ Association,” that

i;l, they adopt the name of the First International, organized by Karl
arx.

This organization appeared at the end of 1922 at the initiative of the
Germa.m syndicalists. Why was this international organized? It was
organized as an opposition to the Communist tendency of the Profin-
tern. This international is opposed to our slogan of Proletarian Dic-
tatorshi;} and against our policies, against our methods of struggle
and against our bloc with the Communist parties. ’

There is opposition against us in Spain, among the French syndical- .

1sts, among the “Industrial Workers of the World” of the United
States and the syndicalist organizations of South America, To these
few syndicalist organizations are added small groups of Italian, Ger-
man, Dutch and Swedish syndicalists. '

.These anarcho-syndicalist groupings, come out against the Profintern
with a fgw accusations. First, the connections of the Profintern with
the C.ommtem;.second, its political orientation; third, that the Profin-
tern is advocating as one of its main slogans the dictatorship of the
1p{role'tariat; fourth that it is for violence, that it is upholding Soviet

ussia.

Thf: peculiarity of anarcho-syndicalism in the post-war period is in
that its pre-war unity, its pre-war clarity of principles, are gone. The
war and the revolution brought colossal changes into the anarcho-
syndicalis.t organizations. Among them appeared a faction which is
for the dictatorship of the proletariat. Part of the anarcho-syndicalists
went over to the Communists, another part is for co-operation with the
Communists.
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Thus, this period of ideological crisis definitely affected the anarcho-
syndicalist wing of the world’s trade union movement and brought into
its ranks a great internal confusion, dissolution and sharp variation.

It is necessary to point out that among all these anarcho-syndicalist
groupings only a small part remains fixed to the old point of view.
The peculiar attribute of this group is that neither the war nor the
revolution has had any influence on it. Perhaps it is a virtue but, at
the present moment, a very doubtful virtue. They are striving to
create their own “international” on the basis of the pre-war pure
syndicalism, being sure, as before, that only the trade unions are revel-
utionary organizations, and all other organizations, including the Com-
munists, are the tools of the capitalist class.

What does this international represent? It embraces the German
syndicalists, 30,000; the majority of the anarcho-syndicalists of Spain,
about 100,000; a majority of the Portugal Confederation of Labor,
about 40,000 members; a minority of the Unity General Confederation
of Labor (C. G. T. U.) of France; finally, small separate groups in
Sweden, between 15,000 and 20,000; in Holland, about 5,000; and small-
er groups and organizations in South American countries: Argentina,
Mexico and Brazil. These are all the forces of the anarcho-syndicalist
international. I have already mentioned the character of their platform
which was adopted by their constituent congress.

In every international one country is playing the leading role—this
defines the physiognomy of the international unit. In the Amsterdam
International the leading role is played by the British trade unions. In
the Profintern the leading role is played by the Russian trade union
movement. Who is playing the leading role in the anarcho-syndicalist
international ?

This role is played by the syndicalist-Tolstoian organization of Ger-
many. The leadership in this international belongs to the German
syndicalists, the main attribute of which is absolute passivity, What
are the German syndicalists doing? Nobody knows. They are busy
with advocating individual improvement, preaching non-resistance to
evil, non-resistance to violence, defending Russian anarchists against
the soviet power, they are attacking the Soviet government for its
“crimes.” In short, these people are busy, on one hand, with self-
improvement, and on the other, in agitation that is absolutely harmless
to the bourgeoisie.

More than that, this intermational is striving to split its followers
from other organizations. It is, on principle, for splitting the trade
unions and withdrawing from them all the more pure—from their
point of view—elements. The organization which leads this interna-
tional—the German syndicalists—is as ‘“dangerous” to the German
bourgeoisie as is, for instance, the Esperanto Association or the Skating
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Societies. Such societies may be very useful, but by no means represent
any danger to the bourgeoisie.

F rom ‘this characterization of the leading organization of the anarcho-
syndnca!xsts’ international, it is possible to draw a conclusion as to the
whole international. This international was created exclusively for
the purpose of splitting away a certain part of the trade union elements

of the Profintern, its aim is to fight against the Profintern and the’

Russian revolution.

But, to their regret, they embrace a very small number of workers.
In the whole world they count only a couple of hundred thousand.
Mqreqver, they play no role in the great battles which are being fought.
Thls.mtemational itself, reflecting the weakness, the lack of political
foresight, the backwardness of its members, represents more a society
for the passing of resolutions, than an international organization for
the struggle against the bourgeoisie.

TuE CATHOLIC, PROTESTANT AND OTHER LABOR UNIONS

To give a full picture of the world’s trade union movement it is
necessary to dwell upon, also, those unions which are by no means,
even verbally, connected with socialist ideology.

First of all, what is the origin of these unions? We have here at-

tempts of the bourgeois classes, and mainly Catholicism, to exercise
influence over the laboring masses and to strengthen themselves within
the labor organizations. It is true these unions are nowhere strong
but of course they play a certain role. Let us take Germany, for in-'
stance. In Germany, alongside the reformist and other unions, there
are about 2,000,000 workers organized into Catholic unions. The’re are
also, 650,000 workers organized into the democratic unions. In Ital);
there are also Catholic unions.
_ In some countries these unions play an important role, as for instance
in 'Hollan.d there are six general trade union centers: Of the reformist’
unions w1.th 200,000; Catholics, with 150,000; Evangelical, with 80,000;
Democratic, with 50,000; and the syndicalist union which stand's ot;
the platform of the Profintern with between 15,000 and 20,000 members ;
and one more unit which recently split away from us and joined thl;
anarcho-syndicalist international, with 5,000.

) T.hus, in one sma‘ll country, there are six central trade union organ-
izations, among which the Catholic, Democratic and Evangelical unions
unite about 300,000 members.

It i§ understood. why every bourgeois party is trying to find a foot-
hold in the laboring masses, but why does the latter go into these

unions? What are the reasons that the working class produces an
element which gathers around such organizations?
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What are the principal bases, let us say, for the Catholic unions?
The principal basis for these unions is contained in the formula: “Love
one another.” If, in general, this is not a bad principle, in the class
struggle it plays a definite role, weakening the fighting spirit of the
workers. In the education which is being received by the members of
the Catholic unions, religion is dominant.

The confessional unions are trying to connect politics and economics
with religion and to inject into the demands of the workers a some-
what religious Catholic or Protestant outlook. The harmfulness of
these organizations is very clear, but why are there certain kinds of
workers who join them? This is, first of all, because the working class
is not all of one kind, is not homogeneous. It is not sufficiently united.
It is in different stages of development: It is partly connected to the
petty bourgeoisie, partly with the peasantry and the individual pro-
ducers. The culture of the present society—the universities, schools,
literature—all influences the working class which is a participant in
this society. The children of the workers are studying in bourgeois
schools, going through history with certain text-books.

Thus, the varied and heterogeneous composition of the proletariat, the
existence of different layers within this class which is termed the
working class—all this shows itself in the form of different ideological
groupings. By this is explained the existence, alongside the Com-

munists of the reformist and Catholic labor organizations.

The practical work of these Catholic unions does not differ much
from the work of the reformists. The difference, perhaps, is that the
former talk about God, while the latter talk about the League of
Nations—that is, that from somewhere outside the unions, some aid
should come to the workers.

In fact the tactics of the reformist and the Catholic unions are the
same, and not as an accident do we find in Germany a bloc between
the reformist and Catholic unions, a bloc not only on the question of
wages, but also a political one. Both these organizations—Catholic and
reformists—always find common ground, because the fundamental prin-
ciple of both is the same—it is class collaboration and merciless struggle
against Communism.

TuE INFLUENCE OF BoURrGEOIS IDEOLOGY

Such anti-proletarian activity by proletarian organizations we see in
many countries. In the United States, the American Federation of
Labor is a reactionary organization whose slogans are anti-Communism
and anti-Socialism. The officials of the American Federation of Labor
call themselves “independents,” but in reality they are completely de-
pendent on the bourgeois political parties. It is known that in America,
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where anti-socialism has reached its peak, corruption has also its peak.
We see there such a case where a deceased leader of a yellow union
left a property of $500,000 which he had “saved up” within the fifteen
or twenty years of his leadership. Of course, such money the “leaders”
r(.acewed, not as wages, but from the bourgeoisie as reward for some
kind of successful treason to the interests of the working class.

There were many proven cases where a leader of a union—its secre-
tary—at certain moments would break a strike, receiving for it a de-
finite amount of so many thousands of dollars, Some employer would
pay money in order to cause a strike against his competitors, etc. In
Amcncz.l there is a whole system invented by the bourgeoisié for the
corruption of labor leaders and for crushing of the class struggle and
diverting it into another channel,

) 'l"l.us influence of the bourgeois state, has, in every country, its pecul-
iarities. Each country has its method for the corruption of the work-
ing class, and the bourgeoisie of each country uses these methods very
successfqlly for its own interests. But the opportunity itself of having
such an mﬂuc;nce on the working class, proves that the bourgeoisie has
a foothold within the working class, just as we, for instance—the Pro-
fintern—have our foothold within the Amsterdam International.

'Ijhus, the power of the bourgeoisie is contained not only in its army,
police, courts, but also in its ability to influence and control a sectior;
of the working class, and to undermine the labor organizations which
should conduct the struggle against it. For, if the world’s 50,000,000
mass membe:r§hip of the trade unions would be a really unite& ar,my
the bourgeoisie would long ago have been smashed to pieces. The’
reason wh)f we have not smashed it before now is not only because
we have w1tl:|m the working class some elements of bourgeois ideology
but because it has an organized foothold within the working .class. '

Th-e diﬁ’i?ulty of the revolutionary labor movement is in the necessity
of dx_slodgmg these organized bourgeois footholds from within the
wprkmg clasg. Almost all the leaders of the reformists are infected
wgth bourgeois ideology. We have to create new staffs of leaders who
will fegl Fhemselves representatives of the always-fighting working class
The dl.ﬂ‘xculty of creating such new staffs and instilling into then;
rgvolutlonary ideas is one of the main causes which is delaying the
victory of revolution all over the world.

PRrosPECTs oF DEVELOPMENT OF THE TrapE UN1ON MOVEMENT

At last, we will dwell upon the prospects of the world’s trade union
movement as a w_hole: The picture of the international trade union
movement which is given here, may seem at first glance, somewhat
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pessimistic: If the bourgeoisie is so strong, can we overcome its in-
fluence? What are the methods for that conquest, and how do we
visualize the further existence of the trade unions and all other labor
organizations ?

For those who are active politically—and you know that the Com-
munists are such—for revolutionary fighters, pessimism has no place
in the analysis of historical events.

We have given a real analysis of the relation of forces and we see
our strength and our weakness. We see the power of resistance of our
enemies. We see the fact of existing footholds in our ranks of the
bourgeoisie, and we have to work out methods of future struggle.

No one can tell how long it will take until we will win over this nu-
merically gigantic mass, and will bring it to consciousness of its own
interests. The only thing that we Marxians may reply to is the ques-
tion : Does the labor movement really proceed on the line of eliminating
from its body all that now clogs it?

We can, on account of the experience of the last few years, say that
we made a colossal step ahead. If we would compare the labor move-
ment at the time of the great French revolution with the present day
movement, we can frankly state that during the six years, from October
1917 to 1923, the labor movement had greater successes, than during
the period from 1789 to 1917, that is, during the 130 years from the
Great French revolution until our October revolution in Russia.

Thus, from the historical point of view, events are proceeding with
lightning rapidity. We think that this movement should bring about
a fundamental change in all existing labor organizations, co-operative,
political, trade union, etc.

What does a political party represent? What causes a political party?
It is an organ of class struggle. It exists as long as the class struggle.
But when classes will disappear, when a developed form of Communism
will spread all over the world—will the Communist Party exist then?
No. Thus, within a certain epoch of time (we cannot define it in
exact figures) political parties will disappear, because all that which
created them will also disappear—the classes and the class struggle.

And what will happen with the unions? They will also disappear,
but along an entirely different line than the parties. Where do the
tendencies in the labor movement lead? They lead to a first stage of
development of the working class, when the working class conquers '
and organizes a dictatorship, which is a temporary dictatorship.

When we speak about a temporary dictatorship, we do not mean
that the dictatorship will last five or ten years, but we mean a whole
historical epoch. The dictatorship will end when there will be no more
classes. The end of the dictatorship means the disappearance of all
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the apparatus and organs of state enforcement. While the transition
from the dictatorship into the Communist society is going on, there is
going on a gradual blending of the economic organs of proletarian
dictatorship and the trade unions. A new synthetic organization is
being created which directs all production.

From the trade unions, on the basis of trade unions, is being devel-
oped in society that organ which will direct and regulate production—
will grow the economic organs for directing society. And as, in a
developed Communist society, there will be no state organs except the
organs of economic production and administration, thus, the trade
unions in the process of their development become a new organ, the
name of which we cannot know, but which will deal with production,
regulation, distribution, accountancy, statistics, etc.

Thus we come to the conclusion that all forms of the labor move-
ment, developing in the moment of revolution, expanding and em-
bracing wide masses with the development of the revolution itself, in
its process are changing; when the time comes of the general victory
of Communism, they to a certain degress are absorbed in the new so-
ciety, changing their forms, becoming filled with a new content and
responding to the needs of the time.

Such are the prospects of the development of the world’s trade union
movement. That is about the way we active workers in the present
revolution visualize the future relations between different organizations
and the destiny of different forms of the labor movement created by
the working class in the process of its historical development.

This analysis, or, if you please, this prognosis of future development,
comes from our Marxian estimation of the relation of forces. Of course,
life in the future will bring many changes into these relations. But if
our fundamental analysis is correct, that we are moving toward a non-
class society; if it is correct that the proletarian dictatorship is a tem-
porary historical epoch, then it is absolutely correct, that the organs
created by a class society must disappear because there will be no basis
upon which these organs can exist.

For our generation, these questions will not make themselves felt
practically. But we Communists have one peculiarity, we are not afraid
to confront the future face to face, and in the sphere of estimating the
development of events, we always follow realistic logic, no matter what
the conclusion may be.

We do not know how the developed Communist society will look,
but there is certainly no doubt that the historical forces, which started
millions to moving and heaved up tens and hundreds of millions of
people, will without fail lead hitmanity to that system of society.

The social revolution which began in Russia had a great influence
on the whole Near, Middle and Far East. All colonial and half-colonial
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countries—China, Korea, India, Java and others—who have been dream-
ing for a thousand years, have been dragged into this liberating move-
ment.

We are present at the very beginning of the dissolution of the system
of exploitation which has been built up for centuries. Disintegration,
the destruction of the old, and the creation of the new society—all is
an historical process which will last many and many decades.

For the case here depends upon the reconstruction of social relations
around the whole globe. When that process will end we do not know,
but one thing is clear: The stronger, the more united, the more elastic
and aggressive the revolutionary wing of the labor movement will be,
the more objectively we, the Communists, estimate the relation of forces
outside and inside the working class—the more correct will be our
conduct—the sooner will humanity arrive at the developed form of
Communist society.

Tuae Enp
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