The Question of Unity at the British

Trades Union Congress.
By A. Lozovsky.

I'he Genoral Council of  the British Trade Unions s
everything in motion in order to deprive the Trade Umion
Congress at Bournemouth of all political colour and to get 1t
to pass such decisions as would admit of any “inprefation”
according to circumstances. After some tilk over the genziil
strike and the miners’ strike. the question of unity had stl!
10 be settled. Then the Congress would have fuliilled the t.sh
sutmitied to 1t by the General Council of turning back ‘he
wheel of the Englisih trade union movem=n:. The Gener.l
Council did everything in order to obscure the problem ul
unity, It was, however, prevemted from doing this by the opr-
<ition. The General Council, it is true. gave a detailed repr
on the meetings of the Amsterdam Inernational and of the
Auglo-Russian Comumittee before 1he general strike, but sid
nothing regarding the last two meetings of the Anglo-Russ:in
Committee in Paris and Berlin and nothing as to what ha
Been done and wha! has siill to be done m order to fulfil the
pledges undertaken by the General Council.

Against the vagie «tandpoint of the General Council thee
was rlaced the resolution of the Tailors’ Union. which repeatcd
the docisions of the Congrass at Scarborough, and the et
emphatic resolution of the Engineers’ Umon. The latter resa.
tion marks a considerable step forward. It states:

The Congress «duclares that in view of the internationy!
rosition of the trade wrion movement it i< necessary 9
set up a United International ot the Trade Umons of ™
whole world.

The Congress notes with regret the attitide of ~oie
sections of the Amsterdam Imternanional.

In view ot this the Congress instructs the Gene it
Councll 1o arge on the L k. 1. U, that a Confcrence,
withzut preconditions, be convened betwcen the R. 1. Lt
and the L F. T. U. as the representatives of two gred!
world unicns, in order to lay the foundation of the inter-
rationz2! unnty of the trade union movcement.

e peoposal of the engincering Union is of partoud
AuLest oas byoit the question of a Conference between .-\m".";
4a:m and the R, L L. Ui s raised for the first time by a &<
oraanisation. The most tar-reaching resoiution 10 which 1
Felr wing m the Generdl Council was hitherto cnqulc wo
the dumand tor the acceptance of the Central Council of th
frads Umons of the Sovier Union imo the Amster.iam -
aateonal. 1he “entny™ of the Soviet trade union intc the It
1 L. was the oticial article of belei of the “lett” with wh.-f‘
thev gamed a name for themselves m Amsterdam. althouun
thes only proves that those who hetld s Lehef hud no‘ll'v"
J.rw;cml':ng for the actual posiiion cnooe iiernational U‘»"'
e entemont. Phis standpomt recened s first bll_)v- 4
Soorl veeneh, Nevertheiess the resainien adoped there did
Wie o0 il enctess wlhar o was actoaty et
l Hln\" rx‘n‘u‘u.n'\ trade anion barcaieria p;mned i_he R'
P00 e Backest colourss Tt iy theretore not surprising e

Il



the resolution of the eugineers stirred up the reformist swamp.
The question becam: particularly acute in connection with the
attitude of the General Council at the three last meetings of the
Anglo-Russian Comittee. The represemtatives of the Minority
Movement criticised in the sharpest maunner the inactivity of
the General Council in the sphere of unity, and emphasised that
it is not a question of the entry of the Central Council oi ihe
Trade Unions of the Soviet Union into the Amsterdam Iluter-
national, but of the amalgamation of Amsierdam with the R. L
L.U. To the question of the representative of the engineers’
Union as to whether it is true that th2 English delegation iu
Paris refused to discuss the question of supporting the miners,
the inimitable ‘Arthur Pugh replied that such a2 way of putting
the question was incorrect! This shameful lie characierisad
not only Pugh, but also the Ceneral Council in whose name
and on whose behalf he conducied the Congress.

The “clarification” took place, as was to be expected, by
the Chairman of the Amsterdam Iaternational, Purcell, who is
muddle-headed on principle. According to his opinion, an in-
wernational Congress participated in by all the organisations
affiliated to the R.I.L.U. and to Amsterdam would not only
“not promoie the cause of international unmity but throw it
back for many years (!)”. The speaker of course, forgot to add
why the Congress would throw back the cause of unity.
Purcell further declared that the General Council will atiempt
10 reorganise the apparatus of the Amsterdam International
with the help of the Russians. He then declared that it would
be important to accept the Central Council of the Trade Uniois
of th> Soviet Union into the Amsterdam International as the
revolutionary trade unions and the R.LL.U. would thareby
be liauidated. Purcell, who helped to found the R.I.L.U. along
with us, has for long been endeavouring io liquidate it. Even
the “left” judas Bromdley attacked the R.L.L.U. He accused the
R.1.L.U. of splitting and endeavoured to discredit the Minority
Movement. But Comrades Tanner and Elsbury dealt with
Bromlev and the other members of the General Council.

The Right wing did not bring in any resoiution of their
own; they clung to the vague, indefinite resolution of the
Tailors Union. which only repea:s the decision of the Scar-
borough Congress, in order to prevent a victory of the
engineers’ Union, whose resolution raised the question of
actual unity by the amalgamation of the R.L.L.U. ana Amster-
dam. Two left resolutions were voted upon. The resolution
of the engineers Union received 1,237,000 votes and the resolu-
tion moved by Elsbury 2,416,000 voles. It is remarkable that
the Miners' Federation voted unanimously for the Engineers’
Union. The whole reactionary bureaucracy however voted for
Elsbury’s resolution as the lesser evil, in order by this means
at any rate not to go beyond the level of Scarborough.

The discussions and the voting on the resolutions are in
many respects instructive: in the first place because the reac-
lionaries did not venture to put forward their own resolution.
The demand of the broad masses for unity is too strong! The
same bureaucracy did not venture to come forward openly at
the Congress against the Central Council of the trade umions
of the Soviet Union and to defend their attitude in the Anglo-
Russian Comittce. On the other hand the votes of the Left wing
at the Congress were divided, which gave the reactionaries
the possibility to save their position. Nevertheless the results
of the voting are of the greatest interest. In spite of the fact
that the votes were split, 1,237,000 were cast for actual unity.
What would have happened if this question had not been sub-
mitted to trade union ofiicials for decision but to the masses?

Our expectations which we had before the Congress, thu
the opposition would make a firm stand and that they would
destroy the petty bourgeois idyll of the reformists, have been
confirmed. All that is required is a closer co-ordination, a
greater tenacity and unity of action and the Minority Move-
ment will then be able to cleanse the, English Labour Move-
ment from the bourgeois reformist eltuents.



