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Fourteenth Session.

Discussion of the Report on the Lessons of the
English Strike.

Moscow, December 3, 1926.
Comrade REMMELE (Chairman):

The 14th Session of the Enlaiged Executive is opened. The
first speaker in the discussion on the British Question will be
Comrade Lozovsky.

Comrade LOZOVSKY:

What took place in England this year at the beginning
of the month of May is not only of very great significance to
the future destiny of the British labour movement, but is also
of great importance for the working class of all countries; it is
the task of the Communist International and all its affiliated
Sections, to study the lessons of the British events with greatest
attention and to look into all details of the clashes that have
taken place. .

The international significance of these British events is detei-
mined, first of all, by the role that British imperialism plays
in world politics and world economy. It is readily understandable
that cverything which weakens this imperialist power is of
greatest importance for us, the most consistent foes of impe-
rialism. These events are, furthermore, also of importance be-
cause thanks to them a new ratio of class power has arisen
in England iself, and also outside of England. The importance
of the British events consists in that a weakened British impe-
rialism has emerged from them. .

The first question which obviously arises is that of how it
could come about that these gigantic convulsions could set
in in Great Britain so long a time after the war. England, which
in comparison with the other European powers, got off easiest

from the war, and which has been able, as a result of the
war, to harness the proletariat and its organisations to the
cart of the bourgeoisie, that this same England, eight years
after the end of the war, should enter upon a phase of social
shocks so serious that British capitalism is facing an absolutely
new epoch.

The matter becomes explicable in that, as a result of its
own policy and the liquidation of the consequences and burdens
of the war in other countries, it becomes .further r>moved
from year to year from the position it occupied prior to the
war. From world hegemony prior to and also after the imipe-
rialist war, England took second place, behind the United States.
This fact led to an increasing extent to a sharpening of social
conilicts in Great Britain itself, which in the immediate future
will unquestionably take on a much more serious character.

Due to the narrowing down of the market and the ebb
of its economic influence, the British bourgeoisie is no longer
in @ position to offer working conditions equal to those
enjoyed by the British workers prior to the war. In o:der to
be able to compete on the world market, in order to recapture
old positions or even approach them, the British bourgeoisie
is forced to eliminate the weightiest obstacle to the reduction
of the production costs of its commodities, which will give
it greater competitive power. And this obstacle is the standard
of living of the British proletariat, which in comparison with
the situation of the workers throughout Europa, is a high one.

The struggle which took place in England was in itself a
serious political conflict. The determination of the British bour-
geoisie in this struggle is to be explained in that it recognised,
better than did the leaders of the British trade union movoment,
that a defeat in this political test of strength would signify a
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defeat not only on internal but also on foreign policy, that
defeat in this struggle would find expression in the further
decline of the British bourgeoisie.

The outcome of the struggle in Great Britain means a
new phase in the development of the class struggle there. The
blow against the vanguard of the British trade union moyement,
against the miners, 1s the first clash which is to be followed
by other blows against other sections of the labour movement.
The defeat of the seven month’s coal strike, in consequence
of the efforts, not omly of the bourgeoisie but also of the
leaders of the political and economic movement of Great Britain,
confronts the British working class with questions and problems
hitherte unknown to it.

The time has passed when the British worker was an aristo-
crat in comparison with the workers of other countries, that
time is over when the British bourgeoisie was able to grant
a small ‘portion of the riches stolen from the colonies to the
upper strata of the working class, and in this manner corrupt
certain sirata of the British proletariat. The British proletariat,
which had won a certain standard of living, sees all this
coming to an and, and realises that the blow "against the
miners means not only the general reduction of the standard of
living, tut also the creation of a new juridical and political
status of the British proletariat. o o

The English bourgeoisie has launched not only an economic
offensive. Only the narrow-visioned trads unionists like Pugh,
Thomias and their friends, the so-called “Lel”, can look upon
the events in England as a purely economic struggle, or present
them as such. The British bourgeoisie knows what this “econo-
mic” conflict means, and already in the course of the struggle
and all its serious episodes, in which the British bourgeoisie
manoeuvred with exceptional cleverness, it was able to prepare
sufficient forces to wiage a political battle.

This combination of the economic offensive with the politi-
cal, these blows which the British bourgeoisie delivered along
the whole line, create a mew situation in British social struggles.
They create a new regrouping of class forces, a new basis
for the actual revolutionisation of the masses, and for the reali-
sation of those tasks and aims which the Communist Interna-
tional has set itself, .

If we ask ourselves what are the grounds for such an
unhzard of defeat of the miners after their heroic struggle,
we must say that they conslist primarily in that the British
bourgeoisie was much better organmised than was the British
proletariat, that it had at its disposal far more ifar-sighted

leaders,  that it kmows what it wants, and that it is able to .

carry this into- effect. One cannot say the same of either the
leaders of the British labour movement, nor of the leaders
of the economic organisations, nor even of the leadess of sich
an important prolefarian political organisation as the Labour
Party. One must admit that the tactics of the British bourgeoisie
were supreme. And to the same extent that the tactics of the
British bourgeoisie were supreme, fhe tactics' of the leaders of
the Labour Party and the tactics of the General Council were

rot. The united ront against the working dlass — and in this
consists the power of the bourgeoisie — penetrated even into

the workers organisations. The umited front created by the
British bourgeoisie was @ very extensive one. It included not
only a large numiber of leaders, but also a certain iportion of
the workers. . i

The defeat of the working dlass in England resuits simui-
taneously from the strength of the bourgeoisie as well as the
politicai’ weakness of the working class. This great lesson
.cannot remain without effect, and for this very reason we are
justified in concluding that the British Labour movement is
entering upon a new phase. We have a new situalion: a re-
grouping s taking place within the classes, and it includes
also the working class.

At 412 moment of defest the shift in the relationship of
forices apraremily took place in favour of the bourgeoisie.
Yet, comrades, the relationship of class forces ds measured not
only from the siandpoint of the immediate present. The relation-
chip of forces in Great Britain has not changed to the advan-
tage of the bourgeoisie, despite the defeat. Why? Because for the
first time in the history of England we saw that despite the
will of the leaders, class stood arrayed against class. For the
first timz in history the prize exhibit of British democracy,
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the British Constitution was actually exposed; for the first

time in the history of British class struggles it was io be noted

that the working class, even its most backward sections,’ was
filled with hatred against the bourgecisie. We see this regrouping
not ‘only -in the strengthening of the Leit tendencies, not only
in the strengthening of the Left organisations. '

The struggle is now soon at an end, but it has raised
a number of new questions before the working class, it has
compelled millions of workers to recognise for the first fime
the boundary . lines. of their own cl&Ss. This promises much.
Between the bourgeoisie and the working class gaps have
opened which formerly did not exist. This crystalisation of
the dividing line in the working class is also of tremendous
advantage-to iit.- The result, finally, of all these points is that
the relationship of forces between the bourgecisie and the
working class has changed to the benefit of the working class,
notwithstanding its defeat. ‘ ‘

The growth of the influence of the Communist Party, the
Minority- Movement, etc., is only one side of the jprocess,
and at that not the most characteristic side, among the toiling
masses. There ‘have been dozens of cases ir Great Britain in
which the workers cast their votes in the elections for repre-
sentatives of the Labour Party. Of course it might be asked:
what is the use for the workers to continue voting for the
Right leaders of the Labour Party? Yet,” comrades, one must
take the British working class as it is. Whereas in the past
millions of . workers voted for the Conservatives, for the

" Liberals, now these workers vote for the Right elements of the

Labour Party. The swing consists in that a certain portion
of the proletariat has come over to the Right Labour Party, and
that the elements which formerly followed the Right section of

the Labour Party have moved towards the Left. This is the

result of a seven month’s struggle, it is of greatest imiportance
for the class struggle in Great Britain ‘itself, as well as in
other countries.

The British events were not only a test of strength bet-
ween the proletariat and bourgeoisie there, they were also a
test of strength between the II. and III. Internatiomals, between
the Communist Parties and revolutionary trade unions on the
one hand, and the Social Democratic Parties and reformist
trade unions on the other..

If we consider the events in Great Britain from this point
of view, then we shall be able to note a large number of naw
events that are exceptiomally imporiant to the internatioual
labour movement,

A characteristic feature must be pointed out — ithat the
Amsterdam Internationial organised an international loan for the
British trade wnions, in the course of which the English had
to conduct rather long drawn out negotfiations with the Ger-
mans over how high the rate of interest should be. After a long
controversy the rate of 4!/>% was fixed. And against the accu-
sations which the Communists raised on this occasion 2an
official declaration was dssued which states literaily the fo%'o-
wing: “In the German banks we can get much more than 45%,
and if we charge the British workers only 4,5% we are losing
on the deal.” We must direct attention however, to the fact that
our Communist Parties did not sufficiently exploit this attitude
for the exposure of the Amsterdamers. o

It is worse that the Comtintern and the R. I. L. U. were not
able to come to the aid of the British miners by means of an
international strike. We were not strong enough to meet the
strike-breaking of Amsterdam; we were too weak to draw the
workers into surpoort, dinto actwal, real solidarity. We were
not 'strong enough even in those countries in which the ratio
of strength between our organisations and the reformist is in
our favour, for far less pcwer is necessary to break off a
strike than to organise ome.

Yet, comrades, this recognition ¢f our weakness by no
moIs s es -— as the Amsterdam Social Democrats allage
in their press -- that the Comintern and the R. I L. U. oa the
one hand, and the Amsterdemers and IL irterm2iionail ca ho
other, have alike done equally little during this strike. No, that
is not true. We were not strong enough to prevent the strile-
breaking of the Amsterdamers, yet in mrany countries we did
succeed in putting through acts of solidarity, and in susporting
the stvikers to the best.of our ability. To be sure, more should
have besn done, because sunport in 2 struggle wust be wea-
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sured' by the outcome ol the struggle, yet it is certainly not
permissible to compare the Amsterdamers with the revolutiodary
tiade unions and Communist Parties here. But lessons must
nevertheless be drawn. We must draw the lesson of how future
camipaigns are to be launched and carried out, how, in the
future, the workers must be organised against the nationat (viz.
their own) strikebreakers, as well as against the international
strikebreakers.

I should like to enter upon two questions which I consider
exceptionally important for the whole Coiimunist International.
First, as to the status in which the British workers at present
find themselves, and second, as to our tasks which as Com-
nunists we must fulfil in England itself in connection with the
new problems and the newly arisen relationship of forces.

We must first observe that the whole trade union moveiment
of. Great Britain is in a severe crisis. This is connected with
the fact that a shifting is in process there within the working
class, within the trade unions, and this not only towards the
Leit but also towards the Right. The crisis is a ccnsequence of
the British trade union movement, in ifs innermost essence,
showing itself not only Conservative, reactionary, but also of
an undisguised strike-breaker character. The trade unions were
not strong enough to hold the workers back from the action,
but they did have a sulficient ‘power to encompass the down-
fall of the workers once they were in motion. We can observe
an ideological and political disintegration of the whole leader-
ship, the whole bureaucracy of the British trade union move-
ment. And this ideological and political crisis will be further
sharpened by the bourgeois offensive. . -

This offensive of the bourgeoisie is expressed not only in
a worsening of the juridical status ‘of the workers. It shows
itself also in that the bourgeoisie steals one position after
another within the working class. What is the meaning of the
attempt to found co-operative unions, to create industrial leagues,
what is the meaning of the expressions of Pugh, Thomas,
MacDonald, efc., in the bourgeois press with regard to industrial
peace, ‘the creation of an institute of industrial harmony, etc.
What ‘is: the meaning of all this? It means an attempt to Ameri-
canise the British trade union movement and to establish strong-
 holds within the British trade unions.

The trade union leaders were not strong enough to prevent
the struggle. They were forced by mass pressure to enter this
struggle, which they did not want, and out of this arose the
crisis. The whole British trade union bureaucracy, built up in
the course of many decades, is accustomed to a peaceful settle-
ment of conflicts. But we now live in another epoch — 'a peace-
ful sc-itlemznt of conilicts has become impossible even with such
complacent. peace-loving leaders as Pugh and the rest.

This entirely new phase demands entirely new wmethods
and forms of struggle, and everything that the British trade
union movement has historically created, so far as traditions,
trade union leadership, Labour Party apparatus, organisational
forms of the trade union movement are concerned, has become
only a drag upon the development of events.

This crisis in the British Labour movement has resulted in
a part of the leading heads shifting towards the Right, and
a widening of the chasm between the leaders and the masses.
These leaders are ready for anything in order to avoid the
neceéssity of heading the growing movement and of settling the
mounting conilicts. But the objective situation forces the masses
to fight, and after one, two or three, or I know not how many
defeats, we shall certainly achieve victory. From out of these
contradictions there springs the present crisis in the British
Labour movement.

On this very basis of the regroupings within the class,
upon the basis of the shift within the British trade union move-
ment, a Leftward trend is taking place, and upon this basis the
Cemmunist Party of Great Britain and the Minority Movement,
can grow and develop.

The Communist Party of Great Britain entered the struggle’
with 6,000 members, and returned with double that number.
OF course this is but little. But in what consists the strength
of theé British Communist Party? It consists in that it is the
only organisation which, during the whole course of  this
struggle occupied a correct position. Despite a number of

mistakes, the British .Communist Party had:-a correct policy
during the struggle, and the British proletarian masses must
admit, and do admit, that the British Communists and the mem-
bers of the Minority Movement were actually to be found in
the front of the fight. In this manner the Communist Party has
honourably withstood its first historical test.

Yet this recognition does not spare us the necessity, yes,
it even makes it our duty to point cut the tremendous dangers
which confront the British Communist Party. The English bour-
geoisie is concentrating its fire against the Left sector of the

ritish labour movement, and it will not only strike with all
its might against the Communists, but with the aid of its agents,
it will also proceed against the whole labour movement. The
General Council, the trade union bureaucracy, the Labour Party
— all of them will carry out the advice of the British bour-
gecisie, to exclude the Communists from the toiling masses, to
separate the most active section of workers from the Minority
Movement. The first blow that falls after the miners’ strike will
be directed against the Communist Party and against the Mino-
rity Movement.

We must of course ask ourselves whether the British Com-
munist Party is strong enough in order, in the visible future,
to be able to offer resistance to the blows directed against it.
I answer this question in the affirmative. It i§ strong enough.
While the British Communist Party nwmbers only 11,000 mem-
bers, its influcnce extends over a million workers.

The tremendous political influence of the British Communist
Party, notwithstanding its small organisational structure, on the
one hand, is the Party’s greatest credit, and on the other hand,
constitutes its greatest menace in the immediate future. Unless
in the immediate future we make the greatest effort to build up
the Party in an organisational sense, in order to take in new
tens of thousands of new workers, then there is a danger that
the repressions of the bourgeoisie, the suppressive methods of
the Labour Party and trade union bureaucracy, will be able
to tear loose a part-of the elements that now are to be found
in the Minority Movement and- in the following of the Com-
munist Party. ‘ '

Another important task is the organisational consolidation
of the Minority Movement. The very weakness of the Mihority
movement consists in that the political iniluence is not suffi-
ciently consolidated organisationally. There, were there are
undefended borders, -there where there is but soft-spoken symn-
pathy which has not been- welded together, there vacillation,
deviation and separation is possible. I therefore repeat that one
of the most important tasks of the Communist Party of Great
Britain is the organisational consolidation of the Minority Mo-
vement.

Already at the opening of my report I pointed out that the
British events must be studied with extraordinary care by all
Communist Parties. The united front between Social Democrats
and Amsterdam Leaders, on the one hand, ‘and the capitalists
on the other, is constantly being entrenched. Their amalgamation
is becoming more and more complete and for this reason the
Communist Parties, the vanguard of the working class, in the
visible future will be confronted with more and more difficult -
tasks. And only if we give a careful and detailed study to
the strong sides of our work in England, if we see how the
fight went there, what strategy was applied by the bourgeoisie,
what “strategy” was resorted to by the General Council, what
strike-breaker role one or the other organisation played during
the struggle, either in England itself or outside of the country,
?nly then will we be in the position to draw actual lessons
rom it.

The lessons of the struggle that we waged in 1905 were
studied by us in the course of 12 years, up to the February
revolution, and Lenin taught us: “Especially from defeats you
must learn, you must study especially the mass movement,
you must turn your attention particularly to what took place
during this movement”. And only if you, I am speaking about
the Comintern, and the Communist Parties, — will devote years
of study to the British events, only then will we be able to
draw a valuable and useful lesson from it, not only for the
British, but for the International labour movement.
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Comrade PEPPER:

Comrades, when we speak about the greatest event in the
international labour movement of recent years, about the Bri-
tish miners’ strike, it is our first task, I believe, to characterise
this strike in all its special features.

What are the most important basic characteristics of this
tremendous mass strike?

First, the circumstance that the miners’ sirike was fought
out on the battle field of the declining British empire, that is,
i an environment in which the British bourgeoisie was not
in a position to make important concessions to the prole-
tariat, and in which, therefore, the great economic battle ine-

vitably had to transform itsell into a political struggle.

The second feature of the situation is that the mass strike
developed at a time when the British mining industry was in a
critical situation. The British bourgeoisie was confronted with
a dilemma, it had to decide whether it was to get rid either
of its “surplus coal” or its “surplus miners”. The British coal
crisis really cannot be solved either on a British scale, nor,
finally, on a capitalist basis, but only upon an international
basis and in a Socialist direction.

One of the most essential characteristics of the miners’
strike is its closest coanmection with the lirst great general
strike that ever took place in a West-European .country.

An additional peculiarity of the strike is the circumstance
that class stood against class. The leading economic organ of
the British bourgeoisie, the “Economist”, summarised the sitaa-
tion in bold relief; in that it likened the struggle of the miners
against the mine barons with the collision of an irresistible
force with an immovable object. Without the aid of the whole
State apparatus, the church, the press, and the reformist labour
leaders, in QGreat Britain as well as on a world scale, the
miners would never have been beaten.

" The deep social ferment that was aroused by the miners’
struggle, is characterised by nothing better than that the prole-
tariat, like the bourgeoisie, also mobilised for struggle the vast
reserve army of public life which in mormal times is inactive
—- the women.

An additional feature of the miners’ strike was also the
following: the seven months’ struggle was waged in the atmo-
sphere of the state of emergency, of the mobilisation of the
whole apparatus of force. Klausewitz, the great strategic theore-
tician, once wrote: “War is incomprehensible unless one rea-
tises that it takes place in an atmosphere of danger.” The
British miners’ strike cannot be comprehended unless we realise
that this strike was waged for seven months in an atmosphere
of the state of emergency.

A further feature is that the miners’ struggle — and this
if of course no accident — coincided with the general oifen-
sive of the British hourgeoisie against the whole trade union
movement of Great Britain.

As a last feature I shou.d like to note that the leadership
of the strike was no lenger in the hands of the Right (Hodges)
as in 1021, but in the hands of the “Left” leadership.

On the basis of this characterisation of the British miners’
struggle we can note four phases in the development of the fight.

The first peried coincides approximately with the general
strike phase. The miners’ sirike at this time was supported by
the whole British labour movement, and even the leaders of
the General Council were forced apparently to put themselves
at the head of the movement. During this period the hitting
power of the miner’s strike wis of course the greatest. '

In the second period the miners wears already isolated. After
the calling off of the General Strike, the Miners’ Federation
fought alone, but it still constituied a mighty army, and it still
had all the objective possibilities for victory. A million organi-
sed workers, under unified leadership and uniform slogans,
should absolutely have won.

. The third peried rsgan ot the {ime the leaders of the
Miners’ Federation (with certain exceptions) gradually went
~ver to the side of the enemy. Their vacillation rapidly mounted
int> betrayal. By accepting the Bishops’ proposals they wanted

to influence the petty-bourgeois public opinion of England. In
reality they merely brought about the disorientation of the
masses of mineworkers. 1he first strike-breakers showed their
heads simultaneously with the first vacillations of the miners’
leaders.

Then came the fourth period. Not only the topmost leaders,
but also the subordinates, the delegates of the federation, began
{o waver; panic-stricken, they began to desert the battlefield.
The unified battle-front was broken. The great struggle became
splintered intc guerilla warfare, and ended in defeat.

Three faces appear in the history of the British coal strike.
The first is that of the masses, which for seven months carried
on a struggle against the whole world — isolated, starving,
persecuted. The second face is that of the reformist leadership.
Viewed from this standpoint, the history of the coal strike is
the history of the treason of the reformist leadership. The third
face is that of the gradually rising mew leadership, the growth
of the influence of the Communist Party and the Minority Mo-
vement,

After this general characterisation of the great struggle I
should like to make certain critical remarks councerning the inter-
national campaigns which the Communist International con-
ducted on behali of the miners’ strike.

The facts show that the E. C. C. L correctly conducted the cam-
paigns. Just prior to this Enlarged Executive, I again went
over the whole material very carefully. I believe that we can
conscientiously say that the E. C. C. I. furnished correct leader-
ship to the proletariat and to the Sections of the C. I. Re-
member the first manifesto that was issued on April 23rd, that .
is, one week prior to the outbreak of the General Strike. In
it we already had not only a correct analysis of the objective
situation, but we also predicted in advance the whole course
of the seven months’ struggle, as well as all the essential lessons
to be drawn out of the situation. The chief problems were
already put clearly at that time, that class would fight class,
that the famed British “democracy” would change into an open
bourgeois dictatorship, that the economic struggle would turn
into a political one, that the Right and Left leaders would play
their characteristic role. The advice that was given to the pro-
letariut and to the Parties was also correct and practical.

The other side of the picture is not quite so satisfactory.
The sections of the Communist International carried out the
solidarity campaigns for the miners extremely inadequately.

I shall outline only the most serious shortcomings of these
campaigns:

The nine days of the general strike called forth great
enthusiasm in all Parties. But the moment that the General
Strike was broken off the campaigns of our Parties were also
broken ofi. With the termination of the General Strike, and al-
ready prior to that time, most of the Parties very seriously
under-estimated the role of the Right leadership in the Britisi
labour movement. The capitulator role of the Leit leaders was
also not immediately understood in the beginning. The political
character of the general strike was also not always clearly com-

prei}(ended, and still less so the political character of the miners’
strike.

The Parties carried on the campaigns mechanically, these
were very often of a purely informatory character and very
few of the Parties were able to conneci up this great inter-
national campaign with their own national campaigns. If we
investigate the practical results, we will find that but little
money was collected, that we did not succeed in organising
the prevention of coal transport, and that even the propaganda
for the really splendid campaign of the C. P. S. U, the really
great sacrifices of the Soviet trade unions, were not sufficiently
exploited as matters of principle. ’

The perspectives were viewed at too close range. Qur
Parties have almost always judged the situation of the miners’
struggle a liitle too pessimistically and for this reason they
prepared themselves only for a short struggle. The same moo
prevailed “as in the first period of the World War. In the
beginning everyone believed that it would only last a month.

In my opinicn this is one of the most important sources
of the failure of our campaigns. If you analyse the campaigns
you will see that the Parties, for about one week. conducted
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quite a good campaign — articles, manifestoes, etc., — but
then all at once they lorgot the whole thing. For two whole
weeks not a line, not a gesture.

In the following 1 should like to summarise the chief
shortcomings of these campaigns, and I believe that we can
afford to criticise ourselves since the action of the Communist
Parties and of the revolutionary trade unions, when contrasted
to the behaviour of the II. International and Amsterdam, express
a genuinely revolutionary international solidarity.

1. There was revealed a certain passivity in practically all
Parties in the carrying out of the solidarity campaign.

2. Insufficient recognition of the great international signi-
ficance of the British miners’ strike. There was revealed a
certain provincialism, especially in our Party press. The com-
munity of inferest between the British workers and the
prolefariat of the respective countries was not always worked
out with sufficient clarity.

3. The carrying out of the campaigns (with the possible
exception of Czecho-Slovakia) was nowhere on a real united
front basis. Manifestoes were published, reformist leaders were
criticised, but we did not penetrate to the masses in the factories
and the trade unions.

4. The lack of influence in the trade unions enjoyed by
the Communist Parties was the main weak spot of our cam-
paign. The weakness of our Parties in the trade unions is pri-
marily responsible for the shipment of blackleg coal to England
from Germany, Poland, America and Czecho-Slovakia.

5. The campaigns for the General Strike and miners’ strike
were not sufficiently deepened theoretically. Most Parties
nieglected to draw theoretical conclusions from the big struggle.
Even the ‘most important problems were not raised, such as
e. g. the relationship of the economic struggle to the political,
the transformation of the most famous bourgeois democracy
into an open dictatorship, the question of the General Sirike,
the question of the mass strike in general as a weapon in the
arsenal of the proletariat, comparative studies, as to the Russian
general strike movement of 1905 or the Chartist general strike,
the affect of the British miners’ strike and the general strike
upon the problems of capitalist stabilisation. If you go through
the literature of our Sections you will find that for the most
part only the publications of the Executive raise these funda-
mental problems.

In my opinion these are the most important conclusions
that we can draw from our self-criticism of these campaigns.
Now I should like to proceed with the question of the perspec-
tives. Aside from the problems of the British Empire, the pre-
sent economiic situation of England, the trustification process,
the sharpening of class antagonisms, the differentiation of the
labour movement, aside irom all these problems I believe that
one question has hitherto not been worked on sufficiently by us:
this is the question of the role of the Left wing in the British
Labour Movement.

If we look at this Lelt wing movement as it confronts us
to-day in its new form we will find that it represents probably
the most fundamental and certainly the most important altera-
tion in the political and social life of Great Britain. What was
the old, so to say “official” Left wing prior to the General
Strike and the miners’ strike? It was something hazy, politically
and organisationally unclear, it was impossible to put one’s
finger on this Left wing. It was the expression of a general
discontent among the masses, but it was an unclear, hazy ex-
pression. And how about its leadership? Every “labour leader”
or every Labour ‘Party intellectual who was dissatisfied with
MacDonald, who could not stomach Ramsay’s running after
the king, or who was opposed to vivisection, or who had
vegetarian inclinations, or who lought against compulsory vac-
cination, or who felt morally indignant about prostitution — be-
lieved himself called upon to lead the Left wing of the labour
movement.

The general strike and the miners’ strike have transformed
this Left wing. The leadership now looks diiferent, the new
leadership is now furnished by the Minority Movement and the
Cominunist Party. This, I believe is the greatest achievement
that has come out of the struggles of the last seven months, it
is the weightiest asset in Great Britain, For this very reason
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we cannot say, as the reformists are now writing everywhere,
that the battle was in vain, that the fight should have been"
avoided. This is the old wail of reformists of all countries, —
Plekhanov already said after the first Russian Revolution, “We-
should not have: resorted to arms.” The reformist lie, it was
no mistake for the British working class to resort to the arms
of the heroic miner’s struggle.

What is it that the international working class and the
Comintern must learn from the British coal strike?

1. The coal strike shows us that the efforts of the bour-
geoisie to stabilise capitalism must inevitably lead to tremendous
mass struggles, and that these mass struggles in turn un-
avoidably menace the stabilisation of capitalism.

2. In the present situation, every impontant event in the
labour movement of one country, becomes an event of interna-
tional importance.

3. On the basis of the decline of capitalism, every impor-
tant economic struggle must change into a political struggle.

4. The great struggles in England show how through these
battles the British proletariat, which Engels rightly characterised
as a bourgeois proletariat, is slowly beginning to be proleia-
rianised not only iin its manner of living, but what is far more
important, in its ideology and -actions.

L

5. The general strike and cocal strike proved that the-
workers cannot win any really large-scale battle under the direc-
tion of the old reformist leaders. For Communists this resul®
was always a matter of course, but it is not yet a matfer of
course for the world proletariat. The working class can learn
this truth only through its own experiences and the British coal
strike was one of the most important experiences of the inter-
national proletariat on this field. The British miners’ strike will,
in the not distant future, recruit thousands upon thousands of
new Communists, not only in Great Britain. but also on an
international scale.

In this sense the British coal strike was one of the most
important Communist events of the last year. (Applause.)

Comrade SMERAL (Czecho-Siovakia):

Comrades! An important part of our task on this point of
the agenda is not to praise, but to criticise and to learn. We
all realise that towards the British comrades, who come directly
out of the struggle, we should, with great seriousness, with
tact, friendship, and — if I may use this word —— with love —
offer our criticism. The purpose of criticism from this Plenum
is not to weaken. to chastise, or to discourage the Party that
has been in the fight, but to sirengthen and to harden it. The
second basis of criticism is ¢he following: all Sections must
conscientiously study and learn from the course of the latest
class struggles in England, its benefits and its defects.

In the commission we invesiigated the exient to which the
Party proposed correct slogans and conducted correct campaigns
in the various phases, the extent to which it took or failed {o
take timely measures, the manner in which it recognised the
question of blame and responsibility of the Right as well as the’
Left leaders, and how it raised these questions belore the great
mass of the workers. Although frank Bolshevik criticism is the
first task for us here, we are also fully conscious of the very
good work of our British Party and of the results of this work.
I believe that in addition to a criticism of the British Party at
this time, a self-criticism of all our Sections is also in place.
How have the Sections of the Communist International carried
on during the British Strike?

We must confess quite frankly and without any fancy’
colouring that with the sole exception of the C.P.S.U. (b) this
strike has shown such great shortcomings in all of our Sections
that we must really be appalled if we view it in connection with
the possibility of a new capitalist world war. We must imme-
diately mobilise the whole International to get to work to eli-
minate these defects as rapidly and as thoroughly as possible.
The bourgeois counter-revolution has not only succeeded in
bringing Europe territorially into a condition of Balkanisation,
but it has also succeeded in Balkanising the ideas of the Euro-
pean working class.
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In the last six months the bourgeois international counter-
revalution can note with satisfaction that its goal-conscious acti-
vity did not remain without results. The events of the last six
months warn us in the gravest manner that a -tremendous
amount of work iis necessary in order to bring the world’s
workers far more than heretofore to the consciousness that they
must feel themselves, internationally, really as a uniform whole,
that they must completely overcome their naticnalist narrowness
as well as their craft narrowness.

When 1 say that the working class must overcome the
Balkanisation of its ideas I mean that the workers in their
activity and struggles must not only act according to their
immediate personal or territorial interests. They must keep in
mind the big relaticnships, and what is very important, they
must' be ablz to make big sacrifices for the major interests of
their ‘whole class. Such were the solid -ranks displayed by the
proletariat of the U.8. 8. R. in connection with the British Strike.
The workers in other countries have unfortunately not yet come
tc this point. T

I ¢hall begin with our-own Pafty. T was really Irightened
when to-day-in the Trade Union Commission I was madz cons-
cious, through the speech of Comrade Heis, ol how backward
we stiil .are in Czecho-Slovakia even ihere, where we ‘believe
that we are already relatively far advanced in the work of Com-
munist enhightenntent and training. In Czecho-Slovakia we have a
strong  Communist " Party, ' which in comparison wiik other
countries, certainly does not {ake last place in thé question of
supsorting the British miners’ strike. The Party and aiso the
Red trade unions have really made efforts ‘to initiate practical
support.

Comygade Heis spoke about the district of Kladno. He was
able to-tell ua that the Kladno miners had collected mioney for
the support of the British-strike, that great mass mezet'ngs
were held in their disirict in the presence of an English dele-
gate, he described the energetic steps which the {ezdership
of the Party and Red trads umions took in order {o get the
Kladno miners to work only the same shifts as they had done
up to the outbreak of the strike. And in this connection, no!
without emotion Comrade Heis asked:

PRt what could we do? For the last two years in this
district the minsrs have not been working more than three
or four days a week. All their families are hungry and in

s debt, they are without, clothing.. And when now the
i-.question came of working five days a week instead of three
days, it was very difficuit to get them to refuse this work.
We succzeded on only two oclasions io get them tc refus2
to work on Saturdays. But the betrayal of dhe small minority
of reformists (we have 80% of the workers in our organi-

-vsations thers) broke their spirit and the workers thereafier

“worked six days a week.”

~The Kladno case shows what a tragic state th: workers
mus: come to when they are not able to escape from their local
naticnal short-sightedness, and when they cannot think and act
as o class. We meet here the root ol an international phenomenon
in captalist Europze. This Kladno case is symptomatic of the
qnadequacy of the Boishevisation of those West-European masses
of workers who declare themselves to b2 Communists. We have
theré a powerful well-organisad, concentratad bourgeoisie which
has learned from the Russien Revolution, and .which now also
learns from the British Strike. In order to defeat this tLourgesisie
we must do ‘our utmost to lead the decisive sections of the
working class to the same heights of class consciousness, of
clas, solidarity,  of readiness for sacrifice that the Russian
workers rossessed during th: October days. That this has
not vet beean accomplished iz the chiel cause ¢f al! ocur failures
since the world war.

Tike lone sheen the workers of the varicus coun‘ries want
up to the utcher bloot of the capitalists. When after 'the World
Wir th2 firsi miners’ strikes broke out in the Ruhr, Belgium
and France, the masses of British miners remainad. passive.
WHed, later, we had the great strike in Silesia,. the Czecho-
Slovakian minstrs -were . glad to be able to work gne shift more a
weésk in order to earn a f>w kronen extra. Then, whan the
capitalist offensive set in against the mirers in Czecho-Slovakia,
the miiners ‘in the:imniediate vicinity across the border, in Pelish
aitd German Silesia, in France and in England, went to work.

U realise fully the hard situation of a miners family in e. g.

Kladno, whose breadwinner has been working only three shiits
a week for the last two years, that is in debt and without
ciothing — but nevertheless one must starve, one must make
sacrifices. As long as the Czech worker in Kladno does mnot
comprehend that the raising of his wages has to be fought for
not in Kladno, but in Londor, as long as every British worker
does not comprehend that the fight against the British coal
barons must be fought out not in England, but in Canton, India
and Egypt, just so long will there be no escape from the blind
alley in which the labour movement finds itself. Comrades, it
is not enough that you nod with your heads; everyone of us
must ask himself: are we really doing everything that lies
within our - power? No one can demand wmiracles, but are we
really doing everything that can be done in this direction? Let
the facts speak for themselves!

During these very days we are experiencing a great social
uprising iin Java. Perhaps at this very monient in the Javanese
districts where the counter-revolution has triumphed, the exe-
cution of hundreds is in process. We adopted a declaration
here at the Plenum concerning the Java uprising, and that is
proof ithat we are fully conscious of the sericusness of the
situation. But during these days we sze that our own Sectiox,
our Dutch comrades, were by far not conscious of theirr duty
towards this great revolution in Java — which considered on
an Eastern scale, is no less important than, on a Waestarn
scale, was the Paris Commune or the coal strike in England.

I believe that it is our duly on this occasion not only to
correct the attitude of our Dutch Party {owards the Javancse
uprising, tut to criticise it so sharply that fhe repetition of
such a disgrace in the future will be made impossible not
only in Holland, but everywhere. I have seen from extracts
from the Dutch press that the Communist paper, instead of
advocating for the Javanese insurgents the Leninist principle of
national seli-determination to the point of separation and +he
establishment of an independent State, have proposed and sup-
ported, jointly with the Social Democrats, a plan for a mixed
investigation committee to be sent to Java! This is to be found
in the precs of our Party, during davs in which blood ficws
in Java! At such a time the Party demands that the Governmant
grant Java a “sell-administration” such as Great Britain has
condescended to grant India. We are iuniormed that the Party
even tolerates in ifs. midst such a trend of thought, as implies
that the great mass uprising in Java was thé work of provo-
cateurs! Comrades, you know with what rage Lenin attacked
Plekhanov when the latter had the cowardice after the armed
uprising in Mescow in 1005, to talk about provocation.

I will not presant the facts in a one-sided minner. 1 will
state immediately that the Dutch Party has already  corracted
this viewpoint on its own initiative, but, comrades, ‘f such
things are at all possible it is a symptom which signalicts
very serious dangers. Here are great Right dangers of world
historical importancz. It must ibe the dask of the C. I. to concan-.
trate very sericus attemtion upon them. '

Of course, the Plenum ihas full right, in connecticn with
{he British events, to look also iuto the activity of the Com-
intern leadership. Qur delegation has idnstructed we to exprass
their wigw that throughout oMl Europe the general campaign
for the Gereral Stnike awd the miners’ striks should mave bee
launched edriier, more concrefely and more sharply than was
actually dorne.

What is the significanice of the British miners’ strike fiom
the viewpoint of the further development of the sucial world
revolution? 1 am of the opinion thal ellective lessons for the
labouring masses of England will remain as a lasting haritage
of this struggle. The Britain workers were long a great pi
of the international counier-revolution. Because of their pr
leged social position, as long. as fhey werz »blc {o receive
colonizl profit crumbs frome the table of their masters, they were
censervatively -inctined. Even more than the reformist workers
in other capitalist countries were they caught by the democratic
illusions, which were so specially strong in England. Hence,
the reaciion coumted on them 2s an unguestiensd yrop.

T ) 'sh workers have seen. with their own eyes,.
and felt on' thair own backs, the Stfate s an instrument of
class oppression. They have experienced the imiotence of La-
bour Party influence in Parliament. They can no longer think

" egocentrically, but must become conscicus that thev are de-
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pendent upon the workers of other European countries and to.a

large extent upon the workers of the U. S. S." Ry} that the

dest: iy of {heir liberty and of their country is also vitally
bound up with the ensiaved millions who suffer under the yoke
in th2 British colonies. :After the Paris Commune, Marx sta¢ed
that the cenftre of gnavity of the labour’ movement was trans-
ferred to Germany. To-day we see that this centre has been
transferred to: England. The general strike-evemts are the main
step ' the forward development of - this centre, not in the
direction of reforinism, but in that of the Social Revelution.

Despite the intervention of ‘America, the first World War
was essentially a European world war. The next world war,
unless it is-'made impossible in time by the prior success of
tha Sodial Revolution, will be a World war in the real sense of
the: word. A similar process to that which prior to the first
world war was cald forth in Europe by the slowly ripening
disinlagration of Austria-Hungary, is now beginning on a much
higher point of the spiral, on a much iarger scale, through the
decline of the British Empire throughout the whole world.

After the General Strike, afl the exisiing anfagonisms have
become still sharper. The colonial peoples have taken new
coursge, the “lot of the Eumpean workers is be,ng further
worsened.

In Czecho-Slovakia the b‘ourtreousue niaintains the wavering
stabilisation only with the gretaltesrt effort. It is now confronted
wiith & situation in which altmost a Half miliioh Czecho-Slovakian
workers are to be expelled from France as emigrants. They are
comirng home, where théy find no chance of entering production,
of getting work. To this must be added — and this applies not
only to Czecho-Slovakia, butialso to Germany, and other coun-
tries — that now- after- the 'strike British competition will again
revive. tn Czecho-Slovakia, Poland, Germany and Austria, " the
capitalists are putting into ‘effect renewed discharges of workefrs

The radicalisation of the masses in Europe wili grow. Si-
multaneously a great struggle is in process in the colonies.
At the same time there begins an ideological resurrection also
of the non-Communist masses of the workmg class. Not only
the Communists draw lessons from the British General Strike,
but even- every Scocial Democratic worker, every patriarchal
British petty-bourgeois -worker amust feel that the Amsterdamers
and the II. International are mot in a position to wage even
a defensive struggle. These strata of workers also who do not
possess sudficient knowledge, courage and self-sacrifice in order
to join the .Communists in theiir fight, in the civil war for the
final goal,  will recognise and . feel that even. in the struggle
for a bit of daily bread there is no other leader of the proﬂe—
tariat than the Communist International.

In this situation we must count upon it that the rage of
the bourgeoisie, who see their mastery actually threaténed, will
mount to the point of insanity. We must reckon with the inten-
sification- of international world reaction, with the further
spread and sharpening of the White Terrm with large-scaie
preparahons against the U. S. S. R Wa must \prepare for a rela-

«

tively long, exeedingly grim match between two world giants:
between" the ihternational counter-revolution led by the British
capitalists and paid by the Amenican capitalists on the one
hand, and the revolutionary forces of the international prole-
‘(arlat among which is to be counted also the great State of the
pro’lemman dictatorship.

The British strike, and prmtma\ldy everything that we are
going through, is a part of this terrific struggle. There are alsc
connections between the White Terror and the Balkans, the
Pilsudski insurrection in Poland, the going over of the German
bourgeois nationalists in Czedho—»SlovakJm, the Magyarists in
Roumania and Raditch in ngo~Slav1a from a national revo-
iutionary policy-to one of compromise with the- bourgeo sie of
the fuling nation. There are close connections between all these <
European events and the efforts of the imperialists to destroy’ the
Kuomintang Pary in .China. In all these phenomena there is a
sysitem, in_ail of them we see fthe same hand, that of England, "
and with England the whole concentrated, well organjsed world
bourgeoisie, , the international of camtahsm and . colinter-révo-
lution which senses its approachmg dedline and which has
learned very well from the experxences of the Russmn Revo-
iufion and of the British miners’ sirike.

Our only reply to our foes’ desperate oﬁ\nsu‘, can be the
struggle for power on an international scale. With €ach of us
the ‘question of revolution ds a great conscientiots question.
Perhaps, also, some of our generation have become weary.
After all, what is involved here is a generation which has
passed through four years of world war;. three years of civil
war in Russia, and seven years of martyr. activity in the Com-
munist Parhe‘a of capitalist icountries. This _generafion will
of course we1gh the fuestion of revalution with greé’t serious-
ness. But there is no way out. °

The capmmhs»t worid is in a blind, alley, and if wé cannot
break through this blind alley with'a, d°c1swe thory, if'we our-
selves remain cooped up.in this blind alléy, the” néxt world
war will come and destroy us all, destroy. rmhlllol‘ys upoﬂ millions
of pegple, destroy all Europe. And because this great mescapable
necessity confronts us, because on the other shore there is a
world of unlimited posmbmhhﬂs as 'is proven by e Soviet
Union, guarded by the bayomets of the Red Army and Based
upon the proletarian dlctatorrlshxp, is beginning the building of
Soqallsm — our generation must wager every*thmg, fust make
any sacrifice, so as to cut the Gordian Knot in order to escape
from the blind alley to a firm broad highway.

Every: worker in Kladno must realise that he carnot éven
fight for his bit of bread if he does not fight and make sacrf-
fices for the British miners. Every British miner maSt become
conscious of the fact that he will not be able to win even his
bit of bread unless he helps the enslaved e¢olonial peoples to a
victory over his own bourgeoisie. All' workers must realise that
for them there.is no other way to victory tham the way behind
the bamner of Lenin, behind the banner of rthe Commumst Inter-
national.

The Session was thereupon adjourned.
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Fifteenth Session.

Moscow, Dec. 4, 1926.

The session was opened at S,O.p. m. Before proceeding
with the discussion on the British question, Comrade Théalmann
made the following announcement on behali of the Presidium:

Comrade THALMANN (Chairman):

Yesterday a German Commission was appointed for the
specific purpose of deciding, not only the matters raised by the
memorandum of the Wedding Opposition, which is before us,
but also the political questions and inner-Party affairs raised
in this Plenum. In addition a communication has been received
during the course of our Plenum from the five who are now
outside of the Party and Comintern — Ruth Fischer, Maslow,
Schwan, Scholem and Urbahns — a communication along the
same line heretofore employed in documents by these persons
while they were still in the Party. They appealed to the Plenum.
Every expelled member of the Comintern under our statutes has
the right to turn to the highest organ, to the World Congress.

The presidium has acted upon the matter and has decided
to address the following telegram to the five signatories of this
communication:

“Urgent —
Comparty Berlin:

Deliver to each of the following individually, by courier,
stop to Maslow, Ruth Fischer, Urbahns Scholem, Schwan
stop. Presidium of Plenum received your communication
November eleventh in which you appeal to Englarged
Executive against your expulsion stop This communication
in full conformity with your practical political attitude
during recent months contains most vindicitive anti-Com-
munist attacks against Comintern and its German Section
stop Nevertheless Presidium of Enlarged Executive on
motion of German delegation has decided to grant you sta-
tutory ~opportunity to appear before VII. Enlarged Exe-
cutive for personal defense of your appeal stop The five
signers of the communication of November eleventh are,
according to this decision, hereby invited to come before
Executive in Moscow at once without any delay or ex-
penses stop If you lay any weight upon your appeal your
departure is absolutely necessary within twenty-four hours
(at most within forty-eight hours) since otherwise Plenum
will be forced to deal with and decide the question in
your absence stop Presidium of Enlarged Executive stop
December second nineteen twenty-six stop.”

I should like to add that the Presidium made this decision
on the motion of the German Delegation, in order, according
to our statutes, to give those now outside of the Party and
Comintern their last chance to express their views on the
grounds of their appeal.

Comrade RIESE (Germany — Wedding Opposition). (On Order
of Business.)

Comrades, 1 hereby propose to the Presidium that the
comrades of the Russian Opposition be admitted to_this Plenum.
This proposal should be formulated as follows: That Comrade
Zinoviev be called upon, by the Presidium through the C.C. of
the C. P. S. U, to declare his position, personally, on the
questions under dispute. 1 know that the Russian comrades
(Zinoviev, etc) hold divergent views on the British as well
as the Russian questions, and pure objectivity moves me to
make this proposal. Since according to the ”Declaration of Oct.
16th”, signed by these comrades, their appearance here without
an official decision and invitation might very well be interpreted
as a new breach of discipline, I require, in my motion, that these
comrades be called upon through the C. C. of the C. P. S. U,
to come here and defend their divergent views.

My motion reads as follows:
The undersigned submit the following motion:

That the Enlarged Exekutive decides to call upon the Com-
rades of the Russian Opposition to take the floor during the
discusssion of the British and Russian questions, for the purpose
of presenting their wviewpoint, and requests the delegation of
the C. P. 8. U. to the E. C. C. 1. to undertake the necessary
steps in the C. C. of the C. P. S. U.

The reasons for this motion are the following:

1. The Comintern is a world Party and for this reason
it is necessary that any differences of opinion which may exist
in its Sections be brought to expression at international meetings,
so that decisions may be better adopted. This is all the more
necessary politically if the leading section of the Comintern
is involved.

2. This has hitherto also been the tradition of the Comin-
tern. Not only were representatives of existing oppositions
in ‘West European Sections able to defend their views at the
sessions of the C. I, but the differences of opinion within the
C. P. S. U. were also always clarified at international sessions.
At the V. Congress representatives of the Trotsky group were
invited to defend their viewpoint.

3. The invitation of the representatives of the Opposition
in the C. P. S. U. for the presentation of their viewpoints on the
questions mentioned above is now all the more urgent since this
opposition is headed by one of the founders and thus far the
chairman of the Comintern, Comrade Zinoviev.

4. The real dclarification of all disputed questions, which
can only contribute to the strengthening of the Comintern,
therefore makes it necessary that especially Comrade Zinoviev
be heard.

Dec. 2, 1926.

(Signed) Riese, Doering.

Comrade THALMANN: (Chairman.)

" Comrade Riese has made a mwotion, in regular form, that
the Enlarged Executive call upon the members of the Russian
opposition to participate in the discussion on the British and
Russian questions, and that the Russian delegation of the
E.C.C.1 e requested to take the necessary steps with the C.C.
of the C. P. S. U. In view of Comrade Riese’s motion it is
necessary to present clearly the fact that comrades Zinoviev
and Trotsky, as members of the Executive, have the right and
the opportunity at every time and every hour to appear here,
and if they wish, also to take the floor.

(Interjection by Riese: ”If this is not interpreted as a
breach of discipline”.)

As in all other questions in which there are differences
of opinion, on which there is opposition, those involved can
take the floor without any special invitation, so I believe I can
say that the Plenum of the Enlarged Executive does not consider
itself wallled to issue a ‘spedial invitation to the Russian Oppo-
sition.

As far as the questions of discipline and special invitation
are concerned, 1 believe that it is ,the affair of the Russian
Party to decide this and that we have no occasion to mix into
affairs that are already sufficiently well known.-

The following material has been distributed to all dele-
gaites :

1. The whole material on the Russian discussion and the
attitude of the opposition.

2. Special miaterial concerning the various differences of
opinion on the comstruction of socialism, internationa! com-
tradictions, etc., that came to light at the Russian Conference.

In this maferial, the standpoint of the Russian oppositioi
is properly and pobitically presented and every delegate is in a
position to study the existing differences. 1 move that we now
proceed with the order of the day.

Comrade RIESE:

I want to speak against the motion to proceed with the
order of the day, for the following reasoms: if Comrade Thil-
mann bases his motion on the statement that the Russian com-
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rades can take the floor here at any time, then I havé already
established, in motivating my proposal, that on the basis of the
“Declaration of Oct. i6” we may presume that their appearance
here, without invitation through the Russian C.C. might be
interpreted as a new breach of discipline. For this reason, I
believe, these comrades will not take the floor here unless they
are officially requested to do so by the C.C. I would like to
point out that at the V. World Congress, Comrade Trotsky was
likewise called upon to defend his divergent opinion. Objectivity
itself demands that my motion be carried ‘into effect because I
want to convince myself right here on the ground, of the cor-
rectness ‘or incorrectness of Comrade Zinoviev’s views on this
question. I urge that my motion be adopted.

. Comrade Thilmann (Chairman): The next speaker is Com-
rade Ercoli.
Comrade ERCOLI:

I believe that this question is entirely clear and that we
should vote for Comrade Thidlmann’s motion to proceed with
the order of the day, and not adopt the Riese motion. The most
prominent mexbers of the Russian Cpposition are members
of the leading organs of the Communst Intermational. They have
never forfeited their nighls as members of these leading organs.
Comrades Zinoviev and Kamensv are members, and Comrades
Trotzky and Sokolnikov candidates on the Executive. In this
cariacity they have the right to particdipate in all our debates.
Corrade Riese said that by itheir “Declaration of Oct. 16” they
have -denounced all factional activity, that if the comrades now
came here in order to defend their standpoint it might be
looked upon as a breach of this declaration. This argument of
Comrade Riese is wutterly invalid. Subsequently to the “Decla-
ration of October 16” the members of the Russian Delegation
defended their viewpoint at the Party Conference, and nobody
interpreted this defence as a breach of the “Declaration of Qc-
toker 16”. On the contrary, noboidy dreams ol saying that they
coutd not speak in ithe highest Party organ, in the Party Con-
ference. Exactly tlre same is the case here. Notwithistanding the
“Declaration of Outober 16” the comrades also have the right
to ¢ppear here and defend their viewpoint.

But, comrades, we cannot give these members greater rights
than other mambers of the International. We cannoit send them a
special invitation because that would imply that in this que-
stion we wore divided into two camps in the Interastional and
in the Russian Party. 'We cannot tole.ate this. Thzy are members
of the Executive, they can defend their viewpo:nt here, but ior
this ‘we need adopt no speciai dedision. .

Comrade THALMANN:

We comie to a vote. All those in favour of my projposal to
proceed with the order of the day, will please hoid up their
delegate cards.

The proposal of Comrade Thalmann
ously.

Comrade Dengel desires to make a declaration.

is adopted unani-

Comrade DENGEL (Germany):

On behalt of the German Délegation I make the following
declaration: The German Delegation, which stands solidly be-
hind the decisions of the XIV. Party Congress, the C. €. Ple-
num, and the XV. Party Conference of our Russian Party =
which are supported by 99% of the membership of our Russian
brother Party — repudiates indignanfly the motion of Comrade
Riese. It views this motion as unheard of provocation. Comrade
Erccli has already stated ilrat the members of the Russian Oppo-
cition, as miember§ or candidates of the Executive, can-at any
tine take part in the discussion. This opportunity. wiil be given
them zlso in the following points on the agenda.

We Lelieve that the mgclion made here by Comrade Riese
was not the product of his own volition, but that other forces
are behind it We. believe with certainty that his advance-is a
carefully prepared political demonstration. We are convinced
that it the members of the Oppositicn in the C. P. S. U. apiear
here they will be politically defsated and destroyed ‘in exactly
the same maznner. We are convinced that the Enlarged Executive
will unaniimously repudiate the political -views of the Russian
opjrosition. '

Continu{ation of the Discussion of the Report on the
Lessons of the English Strike.

Comrade MONMOUSSEAU (France):

Comrades, in ‘our opinion the campaign carried on in
various countrles for solidarity with the British miners during
thair strike, has not been amphasised suificiently here.

Certainly it was zbove all things necessary -to establish
connadiion belweén the Russian proletariat and the British wor-
kers. Amd -certzisty the Russian proletaniat under these con-
ditions stood the first of .all. But it is likewise mecessary that
the British workers do’not consider international solidarity ex-
clusively from dhe viswpoint of the direct and powerful daily
help rendered by the Russian proletariat at fhe head of the
Communist International and eof the revolutionary proletariat as
a whole. And we believe that, in the reports miade on this
subjzat, the efforts’ wiade in each country were dealt with too
generally. There are documents in which each of the contries is
dismissed with just a few lines. As far as France is concerned
we.se2 that they restrict themselvas to sayimg thiat our miners’
sirike hzd wo gract practical results, that it did not become a
big manifestation of the will of the masses.
~qs, I othink thet ks is dnswfficient, not only for
us bt else for dte British mipers. What ¢id we do in France
durimg the strike? Comirades, we miust first of all admit honestly
that the outbreak of the Genersl Strike in England came as a
suiln ése to wiony comrades. Why did it astonish so many com-
rades? Becmuse mumerous compriomises had -alrexdy been mrade
Befinzen dhe Right leaders and the British bourgeoisie, in every
case just before the outbreak of the conilict. in the course of
tha develorment of the whole cifisis, and the General Strike, the
rerly of the m¥n-rs. was rather a surprise to our membership
and to dhe proletariat.

But our organisation reacted immediately, we at once took
measures to try {o intervene on behaif of solidarity for the
British miiners’ strike. 1 must say that the faoct itself of the
outbreak of the General Strike atoused:great excitemerit in owr
cadres, ‘which in the course of ‘a few days spread to the masses,
so ‘hat this strikes, because of iits miass charncter as well as its
object, made a powerful impression. This' was also due, finilly,

®to the political. consequences which it must negessarily have on
the -further .development of the labour movement and on the
capitalist crisis, ' .

I Dbelleve that one  should emphasise that 'the cofrimunity
of interests and the solidarity which exists between the British
proletariat and that of Germany, France and Belgium, — these
four countries which are the piltars of Western capitalism, —
and we miust, unquestionatly direct the attenbtion of the British
workens 4o the efforts that we made, -and to the systematic sabo-
tage carried on by the reformist Amsterdam leaders with whom
the British miners are stili affiliated. o '

From the wvery first day of the sirike, our bugle call rang
out for rally,” we called together the unionms involved, the secre-
taries of the Railwaymen, Dockers, Miners, and our districts
Nord and Pas-de-Calais. We ‘inunediately decided wupon an
agitation with placards, leaflets, and mietings in the mining
centres, in order to raise sentiment and create a Favourable
milien for the united front proposals which we submitted fo the
reformists a «day or two later. We sent united front proposals
to all the reformist leaders of the C. G. T., the Railway unions,
Dockers, Miners, the reformiist unions in the departments Nord,
Pas-de-Calais 2nd Lower-S=ine, and we formed a committee ‘of
action. Comrades, the reformist leaders replied that they had
adequate instructions fromt Amsterdam, and that they needed
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neither the help of the Unitarians nor a push from Moscow in
order to come to the aid of the British workers.

Furthermore, the sabotage was not only carried on by the
reformists, but also by the Anarcho-Syndicalists.. The dockers
in Havre are still organised in an independent unmion led by
anarcho-syndicalists. This independent union of Havre, through
its anarchisi ieaders, systematically refused to form a united
front with wus. .

Cur, agitation slogan was: “Not a kilo of coal for Eng-
land!” We cannot say that we had. any great practical success
with it. But why is this? We mst with sabotage, fully and
systematically organised by the reformist leaders, among the
railwaymen, miners and dockers. ‘

The British workers must know this exacily.

In the course of the General Strike the big paper “Daily
Mail” was printed in Paris. For a fime it was thought that
we had done nothing to prevent the nublication of this paper
which, - through dts false reports spread poison against the
masses - of strikers. The British workers must know that we
worked against the reformists, against the technical specialists
from England, who would have mothing to do with a general
movement unless they were directly ordered by the British
trade unions. You kmow that the French printshos are techni-
caliy so o.ganised that no single trads union has real comtrol
over the whole of the. workers in the plant. The Unitarian and
the Reformist trade unions are divided wp in a printing plaunt
into various technical groups. For instance the linotypers ave
organised by the Unitarians, and the hand comjpositors by the
Relovmists, with the effect that a strike ds very hard to carry
through unless a united front is established.

We conducted urgent negotitations every day in order to

get the Reformists to help us to stop the publication of the

ritich pap?r. Every fime they answered: “Look, the British

speciafists .are working, do you want us to be more ready lor

a girike tifan the British workens?” We wrote fo England that
a strike order shoutd be sent. It did not come.

Despite these difficulties we were able to drive the paper
to auother printing plant, and there also we continued our pro-
paganda work against it. Finally we said that it was absolutely
neoessary jor the workers to know who was -sabotaging the
effike in France and after we had exhausted all mieans whereby
to convince the Rrformists, the Unitaitans declared a strike
of their own. But the Reformists and the Biitish specialists . kept
right on working. The British workers should know this and
nobody should tell us that we did mothing.

 There was also a strike in Dunkirk. This was a. strike
thot \hegan op, a .purely local platform, to be sure, but the
opportunity was iavourable for the refusal to load cecal for
Grezt Britain, This strike lasted fully four months. It is a mani-
festat’on that we must not underestimate. The strike broke out
and was carried on against the will of the Reformist leaders.

The Unitarian  dockers’ union of Boulogne-sur-mer carried®
ot 5 24-hour -sotidarity strike on behaif of the British strike.

And, finally, we also launched the miners’ strike. It has
been said that it had no great practical results. Cbviously, but
I believe that it is no exaggeration-of this strike to say that it
was a maniféstation of great importance and that it showed
the British workers that the French miners, the only ones to
strike,. did so thanks fo the efforts of the revolutiomists and
against the sabotage slogan.of the Reformist wniom, which is
affiliated to Amsterdam. This should be clearly and emphati-
cally noted. ’

Coerfainly we . did not save the British strike, but despite
the - difficulties, which wé muust emphasise, we made a maxi-
mum effort'in this direction, whereas the Social Democracy only
showed its systematic sabotage.

Now as to financial solidarity. In France the C. G. T. U.,
exclusive of the W. L R. collected about 300,000 hancs. Of
course, this is not much, but, comrades, on the other hand with

our absolutely inadequate financial means we had to suppont
sdrile all indust-ies and in all corners of the couniry. During

the English strike we had a metal workers’ strike and we had to
send several hundred thousand francs there so that the workers
could come out victorious. We had a textile sirike at Laroques
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d’Olmes, and the dockers’ strike at Dunkirk. One must fake
into consideration the opinion of the workers under such cir-
cumstances: “Yes” — they will say — “it is all very well to
support the British workers, but we must also support our
own strikers. We cannct sacrifice our strikers for the British
workers”. This shows up some of the difficulties under which
we had to work. And what must be -said, finaily, is that the
Reformists made no efforts whatever in this direction.

With regard to the perspectives of the British movement,
1 will not go into detail, but we must nevertheless bear in mind
that the way the strike was carried out, its positive result:
the treason of the reformist leaders, may have ifs consequences
on trade union wunity. For a moment we believed in France that
it would launch a great movement of dissatisfaction among the
British workers which would menzace trade union unity. We had
similar signs in the big metal workers’ strike of 1918—1919
when the workers, enraged at the treason of their leaders,
wanted either to split or to embark upon mass desertions from
the trade unions. We feared this also after the British General
Strike, and we instructed our comrades to conduct a .vigorous
struggle to save the unity of the trade unions in England so that
the workers would not break the united front and rush out of
{he unions. 1 bebieve that this is a very important point which
must be discussed here in order to lay down correct tactics for
the British trade union .rovement.

On the ocoasion of the British strike we must thoroughly
investigate the effect of this strike upon' the mood of the wor-
kers: we must observe how the workers are trying to orien-
tate themselves, we must find out which means we are to employ
<o +hat the workers will not leave the trade unions and succumib
to the splitting spirit. We must show how the revolutionists oau
save trade union unity, capiure the leadership of the trade
uniofts from the draitors, and remmain in combact with the masses.

Comrade JONES (England):

I propose to mention here some of ihe immediate aspects
of the Party’s work and development during this period. It
seems to us that it is of the utmost importance to call atten-
tion, not merely to the objective changes and their results,
but also to the importani historical changes in the subjective

_factors in the remarkable development and growth of our

British Communist Party. It would be a mistake, we cqnsider, to
merely treat the numerical growth in the membership of the

- British Party from the point of view of a mere quantitative

increase. The fact that the Party has increased its membership
during this period from 5 to 11,000 means much more than
that, it means that our British Communist Party has now
become an important pelitical factor in the political life of
Great Britain to which all recent events and evidences bear
witness and testimony. : :

The utilisation of the Emergency Powers Act, the number
of arrests of Communists, the suppression of meetings organised
to be addressed by Communist speakers, and so on, all these
events show us very clearly that the British Government is well
aware of the exceedingly important role played by the British
Communist Party throughout this struggle. The fact that the
Party during this lockout was able, despite its relatively small
membership, to play such an exceedingly important role, is
due not merely to the reason that the Party.was exceedingly
energetic — of which there can be no question — but also
to the fact that the Party understood correctly, during the whole
of this long and exceedingly difficult struggle, to connect up
directly the painstaking detaiied work — in the strike committees,
in the commitiees of action, in the localities, in the coal fields
— with the correct gemeral political line and with the issue
of correct general slogans in a truly Leninist manner. We con-
sider it necessary to emphasise the fact of this increase in
quantity — which also becomes for the Party a change in
quality, for these new elements are among the best elements
of the British working class. It is no exaggeration to say
that these new elements are among the best trade union and
most active labour workers, who will undoubtedly help to drive
the roots of the British Party still deeper into the heart of
the British masses.

) The view has been advanced that the present condition of
the general Left movement in Great Britain is almost completely
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the outcome of the general strike. Nobody will question the
fact that the general strike was a historic event of tremendous
significance to the whole of British social and political life.
Nobody would, for one moment, deny that the British general
strike marked a turning point in the British working class
and its organisations. Nevertheless, for us to conclude irom
this that the result of the British general strike was to bring
into existence a Left wing ,an organised crystallised Left wing
which before the general strike was not in existence, as for
instance Comirade Pepper tried to tell us yesterday evening, is
incorrect, and a complete misrepresentation of the facts. Any
person who examines the actual situation prior to the general
strike, can only conclude that the effect of the general strike, in
so far as the development of the Left Wing movement is
concerned, was to accentuate this development, to increase this
development, and consolidate this organisation which was al-
ready existing, but certainly was not to bring into existence
something which before the general strike was not already there.

We have seen differences between - the Scarborough and
Bournemouth- Trade Union Congresses, and also the Liverpool
and Margate Labour Party Conferences. We have seen the
role of the Left Wing at Scarborough. We have seen the difie-
rences in the policy of these so-called Left Wing leaders after
the general strike, we have seen a complete change, and during
the general strike their definite support of the Right Wing
leaders like Thomas and the rest. A similar situation inside
the Labour Party has expressed itself at Margate — all of
which brings us to the conclusion that when one speaks about
the Left Wing movement developments in England, one must
first differentiate carefully between the sham Lett Wing leaders,
and the real Left Wing movement organised, led and inspired
by our British Communist Party which was organised and
led along prior to the general strike, and which the general
strike only accentuated. :

Now with regard {o the question of the Youth organisation,
we must say that of the remarkable historic changes which have
taken place in the British Labour movement, not the least has
been the considerable progress made in respect to the organisa-
tion .of the youth in Great Britain. The Communist Party has
been the pioneer in this field, only after the Communists turned
their attention to this task and commenced to organise the
young workers, the Independent Labour Party with its Guild
of Youth and secondly, the Labour Party itself, with its Youth
League, recognised the danger which lies before them should
they allow the Communists to go ahead with organising the
young workers .into a Communist League without any attention
on their side. This period has marked for us a complete trans-
formation in so far as our Youth organisation in Great Britain
is concerned, not merely in the question of membership, in the
increase from 900 to 1700, but also in something which means
much more. The improvement in the quality of the organisation
and the great increase and experience in actual struggle. First,
the securing of representation of the young miners (over 100,000

young miners were included in the lockout), the inclusion of

young miner representatives in the strike committees, the orga-
nisation of young miners’ conferences composed of young
miners’ delegates and elected by the miners’ organisations, the
preparation of a programme of demands, the organisation of
a young miners’ supplement in the Young Communist weekly
organs — the formulating of the question of the organisation
of young miners into a workers’ defence corps, etc., all these
are of interest in regard to our work in Britain.

All these things, carried out with the help of the Party
and the Minarity Movement, have been responsible for our in-
crease in membership, and above all the tremendous improvemeait
in the whole spirit and quality and outlook of the Young Com-
munist League. '

Now just a remark in regard to the question of militarism
and war. This question, in.our ovinion. has mnot only the aspect
of the increasing danger of war (due to this period of capitalist
decline, the increase -of capitalist complications etc.), but the
increase of British militarism, and more particularly of British
navalism, has mnot merely this aspect, it has very definitely
the . important aspect ‘of the utilisation of both soldiers and
sailors against the workers in the present period of increased
and intensified industrial disputes. Qur Party and our Young
Commiunist League is in full cognisance of this question. Most

-

of the comrades here are aware of the work we have carried
on, and it does not need to be dealt with in detail in a Plenary
session of the E. C. The soldiers and sailors of Engiand, most
of whom are of proletarian origin, must be made to realise
their solidarity with the workers, with their fathers and brothers
who are standing in the battle line of the industrial struggle
against the attacks of the mineowners. To us this new period

ans that we shall have to intensify and reorganise this work,
for we know that along with trade union development the use
of troops in industrial disputes will be increased, and that
from the point of view of the question of power — this great
question’ which is now appearing on the agenda of the British
working class — we also must devote special attention to this
question, because it will be a question of decisive impottance.

One other question — - that is the question of the colonies.
We must conclude from our analysis of the British situation that
the colonial question becomes more and more a practical ques-
tion for every British worker, that the various questions which
constantly arise as a result of imperial relationships, as a result
of imperial politics- of the British bourgeois government and
cabinet, that this question will constantly arise in a more and
more acute form, and that we now have a very definite task
of applying our general -theoretical principles -in -the colonial
question in a direct fashion, by explaining these particular re-
solutions to the British workers on the basis of practical deve-
lopments. in the colonies. We are of the opinion that this, at
the present time, will become one of the most important tasks
to which the Party must pay the closest attention.

Comrade EVANS (England).

Comrade Lozovsky was entirely right when he indicated
the necessity of studying all features of the British strike. It is
particularly” important to point out the tasks connected with
the workers’ cooperative movement, fo direct the attention of
the comrades to the fuil importance of these questions, of pheno-
mena in the British cooperative movement and also in the trade
uniori movement, which after the strike became apparent in these
movements themselves, as well in the relationship between the
workers’ cooperatives -and the political parties of labour.

The Executive and Presidium of the Comintern has re-(
peatedly pointed out the importance of the work in the coope-
ratives, as one of the most important and essential forms ol
mass work. This applies to an increased extemt to the impor-
tance of this work in the British cooperatives, The British .co-
operative movement includes at present about five million people
who in their overwhelming majority, at least about 90%, are
members of the working class. The British cooperatives have
a capital of over a milliard roubles, their turnover amounts to
about two and half milliard roubles and. the number of ce-
operative societies is 1,500 quite aside from the vast number
of cultural societies, clubs, etc.” Here is a co-operative mo-
vement, with two million members. Of course it must be noted
that what is involved here is not individuat membership, but
a membership somewhat similar to that of the trade unions, of
which the majority are affiliated with the Labour Party.

Such a tremendous powerful workers’ organisation can
have a vast positive importance at times when the struggle
sharpens, to the extent that it marches side by side with the
warking classin the class struggle. On the contrary, however,
the working class must be seriously injured if this mighty or-
ganisation works against the struggle of the working- class,
or even if it only stands aside from the class struggle and the-
reby objectively works against it. -

The ‘Communist Party of Great Britain began to devote its
atterition fo this question already a year and a half ago. The
decisions of the Minority Movement conferences and the de-
cisions and practical work of the C:P. G.B. raised the questiot
before the working class thaf the mightiest organisation of the
working class, the cooperative movement, must be transformed
info a real auxiliary instrument of the revolutionary proletarian
class movement.

 These efforts on the part of the Communist. Party and Mi-
nority Movement naturally encountered the. terrific resistance
of the leading elements of the British cooperative movement
— this stronghold of the furthest Right section of the British
labour movement. In response to all these efforts the Communist
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Party: and the Minority Movement were met with the reply:
“Hands off the Cooperatives”. Prior to the strike there were, in
the British cooperatives, beginnings of an agreement with the
trade unions, but these beginnings were of a purely formal cha-
racter and contained. nothing concrete.

During the strike no agreement whatever existed betwegn
the trade unions and the cooperatives, the latter were in no way
prepared for the strike and were not only unable to function as
the auxiliary organisation of the strikers, but also with regard
to their own economic work thery were completely impotent.
On the .one hand the cooperatives did not participate in the
struggle and did not render any active aid to the strike, but on
the other hand, they did not as a rule employ the strikebreaker or-
_ganisation of -the government.- To be sure there were a number
of cases in which the cooperative' movement did resort to the aid
of - the ‘governmental organisation, among which there was one
case in which the transport workers” umion, after negotiations
between it and the’ cooperatives, replied: “Go and employ the
strike-breaking ~apparatus of the ‘government”. Such was the
iserable showing made by the cooperatives during the whole
of the strike. Of cotirse this ¢annot be said about all the coope-
rative organisations. Of course in many places, especially in the
coal districts and in" railway "areas, the cooperative movement
actively supported the strike. We even have reports from several
local organisations ‘that their membership grew, that they have
become very popular, that they have consolidated themselves,
and that their whole membership has joined the trade unions.

What has the Communist Party done, what tasks has it set
itseli, with regard to the co-operatives, during the strike? The
Communist. Party and the Minority Movement developed a
large-scale campaign in order to organise financial support of
the miners through the cc-operatives. But' at the Co-operative
Congress  which was held immediately after the strike, there
were raised neither the question of the co-operatives’ role in the
British strike, nor the question of the support of the miners.
A motion by the Presidium, together with .one by the directors
of the central sociaty, was rejected three times by the delegates
to the. Congress because these motions proposed nothing con-
crete, until finally a resolution was prepared which promised
real aid to the miners. At the Bournemouth Trade Union Con-
gress at least five or six large trade unions raised the question
of the recessity of revising the mutual relations between the
co-operative and trade union movements, and proposed the
establishment’ 6f permanent agreements on the  basis of which
the miners could be assured of support by the co-operatives
during sfrikes, lockouts, etc. Despite the energetic opposition of
the delegates to the Congress this question was rejected by
the ‘leaders on the pretext that there were as vet no concrete
and practical conditions for the making of such an agreement.

Despite the resistance of the co-operative and trade union
leaders, the question of the role of the co-operatives during the
strike, as well as the mutual relations betwéen co-operatives and
trade unions, is being taken up in almost all co-operative
meetings. On this question we have at present three tendencies
in the British co-operative movement. The first, the reactionary
trend, holds the opinion, on the basis of the experiences made
during the strike, that it is harmful for the trade unions to mix
into ‘the questions of -provision of food supplies, and that the

. trade unions must be told: “Hands off ‘the Co-operatives”.
Afother trend, a Left movement in the co-operatives, which is
headed by the Communist Party and the Minority Movement,
holds the view that the lessons of the. strike raise in even
sharper form the necessity of a real unity between the co-
operative and trade union movements on the basis of trans-
forming the ce-operative into an instrument in the class struggles
of the Brifish proletariat. The centrist tendency, including the
majority .ol the present co-operative leaders, holds that the
question, of.mutual relations between trade unions and co-opera-
tives, pow.'being pushed by the Communist Party and Minority
Move tent, and, supported by the masses, cannot be disregarded.
For this reason they formulate these questions in their own
way, confining themselves to generalities without ‘going " into
the concrete, and simply ignoring everything that applies to the
class and the -revolution. P o

. We have, furthermore, still another phenomenon: the Labour
Party and the I.L.P. are including co-operative work within
the sphere of their tasks, and this to a’ far greaier extent than
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has hitherto been the case. Thus, e. g., there is at present a
special co-operative manifesto regarding the necessity of more
intensive work in this movement. There is at present a plan
for an agreement between the co-operatives and the Labour
Party for a systematic joint procedure. This projected agreement
is now up for discussion before all co-operative societies and
gives splendid material for Communist agitation on this question,
for the pufting of the question in a Communist spirit. All
these facts indicate that the Labour Party and the Right leaders
of the British labour movement are at present striving to make
closer contact with the co-operative movement, while on the
other hand the co-operative leaders are not hostile either to a
rapprochement with the frade union movement, in order to
mobilise the Right forces against the Left danger and against
the Communists’ representation of the question. = ’

We see a consolidation of the Right forces .in the British
labour movement also in this sector of the iront. But we like-
wise see that the work of the C.P. and Minority Movement
has unmistakeably weakened after the successes that were at-
tained. On various questions the initiative was taken out of the
hands of the Communists, while the Right Wing remodelled these
questions in line with their own spirit. It therefore appears to me
that the most emphatic attention of the Minority Movemeni
as well as of the C.P. must be once more directed towards
this ' most important form of mass work. The most decisive
task in this connection consists in the necessity of a renewed
seizure of the initiative, in order to .raise the question of mutual
relations between co-operatives and trade unions, and co-opera-
tives and political parties. These slogans must positively be
permeated with revolutionary class-political content of a concrete
nature. It is necessary to put comecretely the question of the
proper attitude of co-operative organisations during a strike.
With this must be bound up the question of changing the leadler-
ship. It must come to a point that co-operative work. will
not, be only an incidental activity of the Party, but that it
will become one of the most systematic, most important forms
of mass work. Co-operative work must become an organic part
of the activity of all the most important departments of the
C.P.G.B. 1 believe that a systematic launching of this work,
in view of the successes to the credit of the Communist Party
of Great Britain, involves no difficulties whatever, and that the
Party will attain all those successes, on this lield as well as on
others, for the achievement of which it possesses all necessary
preconditions. (Applause.) ’

Comrade TIM BUCK (Canada):

With all the rest of the Parties of the Comintern we are
naturally extremely proud of the work the British Party did
during the general strike. We believe that their line was correct
and that Comrade Murphy made a very complete report.

But, while recognising the good work that the Party did
we do not believe that it is ‘doing the British Party a favour
to hold them solely responsible for the Strike. I do not believe
that quite sufficient attention is being paid to the inner trans-
formation that is going on within British industry itself and
the dynamic tendency that the transformation holds for the re-
volutionary movement. The plan of trustification of such an
industry, as the cotton industry employing hundreds of thousands
ol workers, a basic industry in Great Britain, an industry which
is today working only 3 or 4 days a week, would mean the
concentration of production in most modern plants, elimination
of old mills — it would be rationalisation on a scale that we
have never seen yet in Great Britain. It would mean the
throwing of thousands of workers out of work and it would
set an example for all of British industry which .they would
follow very quickly. ' ’

These things face our comrades in Great Britain with the
necessity ol taking a delinite attitude towards the consolida-
tion of the Minority movemient, or, if | may say it, to complete
the organisation -of the Minority Movement so that it shall be
one definite organisational form with the entire membership
responsible, so that-it may play a ‘more definite role in future
struggles than in the last strike. We have to face the fact that
these opposition organs, such as the Minority Movement of
Great Britain and the Minority ‘movement in other countries,
must go forward or' they will degenérate. They must grow,
must develop. We must find organisational expression, or de-
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= generation will set in and the Left wing workers will lose faith
" in their organs.

It has to be recognised that despite the immensely favourable
conditions, our Minority movement was well nigh impotent as
far as concrete work was “concerned. I do not- believe our
British comrades will deny or consider it uncomradely to re-
mark that even after the general strike was called off, the safety
men should not have been left in the mines. A serious effort
was made only in the last days. They should have been with-
drawn from the mines in the first days and it should have been
the first task of the Minority movement to do it. Had the in-
fluence of the Minority movement been transformed into organi-
sational strength, had it found organisatiomal strength within
the unions, it could have been done.

Another point which 1 believe we must learn is the fact that
there was little opportunity or little effort to transfer the local
trade unions and Labour Councils into the local directing cen-

tres of the strike. The Party had the slogans, the correct slo-

gans, but did’ we have the organisational strength and the de-
finite programme and plans in the centres which would enable
our .comrades to carry it through? 1 do mnot believe that
we did.’ )

The task of organisation of the British workers against the
forces of the capitalists of Great Britain is going to fall upon
the Party and Minority movement, and this makes it essential
that the influence of the Minority movement shall find organi-
sational expression, that more organised work shall be carried
out, and that the apparatus shall be made more complete. | know
they will have a difficult task on their hands, and perhaps before
the general strike such a task would have been impossible, but
at this time, with the lessons of the strike so recent and the sym-
pathy that has been demonstrated by thousands of workers who
have flocked into the Party, and the oncoming offensive of the
capitalists so apparent, the efforts of the past should not only
be doubled, but tripled in each section of the country. It should
be made the immediate task.

There was one important point upon which Comrade Mur-
phy did not touch — this ‘question  is the attitude of the
British Party towards the status of the domimioms. It was
exactly the same at the Fifth Congress. We do not believe that
it is sufficient for our British comrades merely to draw atten-
tion to the centrifugal tendency within the British Empire. We
believe that it is essential that our British comrades ‘declare
their stand and that the British Party adopts a positive attitude
on this question of Dominion independence, and, that their po-
sition and attitude finds expression in their day to day work
and propaganda. .

The United States today already owns one third of all

Canadian industry, it owns one third of all Canada’s producing’

mines, it owns huge areas of the timber in Canada. The United
States owns, besides one third of the bonds issued by the Pro-

vincial Government in Canada, and one third of all the bonds
issued by the cities and towns, and it is now developing an in-
creasing interest in governmental finances. And this Comrades,
confronts us with the question of whether we want Canada to
driit away from Great Britain info the arms. of .Wall Stréet. To
drift away from Great Britain, to weaken British imperialisni
merely to strengthen American imperialism, would not streng-

‘then the revolutionary movement of North America, rather it

would weaken it.

While this rough outline of the proportions of Canadian
investments, industry and mines owned by Wall Streei, gives a
fairly good reflection of the weight of anti-British influence in
Canada, it does not answer the question as to the net result of
opinion in Canada. It does not give us a conception of the
developing strength of the native bourgeoisie, of the developing
strength of the native capital. One example I can give you is
the following: During the year 1925 of all of the bonds placed
on the market in Canada, Canadian capitalists bought more
than 52% more than the United States, Great Britain and the
others put together.

The capitalist class of Canada is continually diverging from
the capitalists of Great Britain. Under the fear of being driven
into British wars, with the consequent burdens of war expenses’
and dangers, they are agitating for autonomy. 1 want to read’
you a statement by Sir Clifford Sifton, a very prominent Liberal*
and an advocate of national status — (this is the term they use
for independence): .

“The real difficulty is in connection with peace and
war. Great Britain is a world power, militant and im-
perialistic, which has taken possession of vast and pro-
ductive regions of the earth and means to hold them —
peacefully if she can, forcibly if she must. The seli-governing
dominions are huge, youthiul, peaceful communities, having
no sympathy with war, and desiring only to be allowed to
proceed with their own development.”

There are the sentiments of the developing bourgeoisie in
Canada, and the Communist Party of Canada declares that Ca-
nada is not intending to drift away from the British Empire
merelv to fall into the arms ot American capitalism. It is possible
by utilising the conflicting interests of both the American and
British capitalism, to bring to a head the struggle’for Canadian
independence. K

1 believe the Comununist Party of Great Britain should
clearly and direotly cooperate with ithe Commmunist Party of
Canada in the task of developing the independence movement
in Canada for the repeal of the North American-Act, and the
drawing up of a constitution for a Canadian Republic. They
should carry on work in cooperation with us and make it the
joint task of both the British and Canadian Parties.

(Close of Session.)






























