" _masses and cause them to shrink from ruthlesply defending their
L wifal interests, which at the game time are the vital interests of the
_Qerman nation. The terrorist sentences nounced by class
justice will not break the revolutionary fighting spirit of the
working class. On the comtrary, they arouse in the heart and
brain the most powerful spiritual and moral forees, which will
one day pot only sweep away the terrorist justice and 1ts

but also the rotten state and social order, which
ides the soil from which this terrorist justice must ine-
vitably spring.

§ [ IN THE COLONIES

Y Cawnpore Victims of Labour Imperialism.
L Case Against Mr. Singaravelu Dropped.
i 3' By Evelyn Roy

The four prisoners condemned by the Judge at Cawnpore to
four years' rigorous imprisonment on the charge of “seditious
conspiracy” for having attempted to organise a political party of
the Indian working-class, have now been denied the status and
rights of political prisoners, hitherto accorded them. Thinking
perbaps that the world has forgotten these victims of Labour Im-

riahsm and Bureaucratic tyranny, the Indian jail authorities

ve reduced the four prisoners to the status of ordinary crimi-

- mals. Thouil‘\) an Appeal against their condemnation is still pen-
. ding, and though up 10 now they have demanded and been given
certain privileges, such as the right to wear their own clothes,
to buy their own food, and 10 receive a few comforts from their
friends, now even these ordinary concessions are denied them,
and they are being lorced to eat regular prison food (un-
speakably bad in lndha), 10 wear prison clothes, and to perform
prison duly

Will the British proletariat, so jealous of 1ts own liberties,
permit this added insult to the great injury already done by
convicting these four students and workers in the cause of prole-
tarian emancipation® Their only crime is having advocated the
full social, political and economc emancipation of the Indian

, workers and peasants by the organisation of a political party
based on certain fundamental economic demands, such as the nght
of Indian latour to organise 1 its own defence and to strike

. when necessary the recogmnon of trade-umions, an eght-hour
© day; a muumum wage wnﬁ\ insurance against tllness, old-age and

accidents; protection to woman and child labour, in fact, the
very things that the Briush Labour Party claims for 1ts adherents
in Britain, together wath the night of free self-deterrmnanon ot the

Indian people. These demands have been damned by the Cawnpore

Court as “conspiracy 10 overthrow the sovereignty of the King
Emperor 1 India"

It should be noted i this conmection that the case against
Mr. Singaravelu hettiar, one of the co-accused in the Cawnpore
case, \A‘#\(r was prevented by illness from appeanng 1n court
with the rest, has been quietlhy dropped by the government Wha
is the reason for this withdrawal ol the prosecution al the ele-
venth hour” The case was scheduled 10 come up on July Tst,
and Mr Chettiar actually went to Cawnpore to appear before the
Court, where he was nformed that pmceedinﬁs against him
had been suspended [t now appears that he has in no way
changed or modihed his views, nor expressed any regret or
apology for ms acnons [he government reserves the nght 1o
resume prosecution against him whenever it sees fit. Thus the
keep the charge hanging over his head like a Sword of Damocles,
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ready to use it against him at a moments’ notice, at the
time refusing to proceed with the case at once. The reaso,
is plain. Mr. Singaravelu is a very able lawyer, versed no
in the techmicalities of Indian courts, but in his rights as ,
ish subject as well. He knows exactly what right he by
advocate a change of government h& shall benefit the
workingclass as well as the Indian He hay
sufficient money and friends to enable him to fight the
a finish and to lorce the reversal of the eatire Ca € udg
against the other four. He has already cited 100 witnesses y
defence, in Madras alone. Evidently Mr. Singaravelu s
man to be easily crushed by a mock-charge of “seditious
racy” which no regularly constituted of Law
uphold on the kind of evidence tendered. Mr. Singaravel, js 4
a person of All-India and even international reputation g
kmown as a Marxist and champion of the Indian workingd
since the days of the first All-India Trade Union (ongny
¥ vidently, he is not a person to be trifled with. He would 4y
gi\e undesitable publicity to the case and to the methody
ritish justice under a Labour regime. Hence it is vei: e
see why the case against him has been allowed to drop wi
removing the charges against him. It is hoped 1o av. . f
undesirable publicity while at the same time stopping his mg
and preventing any further activities, by “letting ﬁr Sin
velu off.”
But it should at once be demanded, “Why is Mr > ying
let off when the other four, not more guilty than he, ! suilt i
be, are languishing in prison, to four eurs
servitude on the charge of “seditious conspiracy”, for 1aninga
less prominent part in the attempts to orgamise lid . laby
than Mr. Singaravelu, who is the founder of the "l .
Kishan Party of Hindusthan”, and the Editor of the ! .itour
Kishan Gazette” It was to Mr. Singaravelu that the “ujony

B ’ g
e V. World Congress of the |
the letters, written by M. N. Roy and used as il i mms’ 'm
evidence in the trial, were addressed. Mr. Singarave! s ’ i

made any secret of his ideas, nor of his international - mouti e,
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Therefore, in view of the hasty retreat of the (.. crune
it ray be seen now unjustifiable was the Cawnpore erdict
how necessary it is to Kush the cace of those already (ondem
to the final Court of Appeal, in order to obtain a riersd
the 1afamous decision inst the four victims of Indi«  wves

mental tyranny and of British Labour lmperialism ’
i ) Comrades, The Trade union question is of enormaus impor- hoe alle , .
Communication from the Balkan Com- ie. If there were to remain any lack of d'afrnqss |.n this  vige gmr‘i’;‘;‘q\::::&:ﬁ?é ;;ﬁ)%%‘c J’N&\tgg‘?ﬁrw u‘> Ishe-
munist Federation. pon. it would bave s eaormoualy injurious inluence upon the  this — God pregerve s trgm ’5.‘9, } il e A -+
unions. Thi on 1 "

»{T1TRLLA
Dred

In view of the great difficulties which the Balkan
Federation has in carrying on its work, owing 1 N P
lence of marnal law in the Balkans, it has for the nme &
tranferred 1ts headquarters to Moscow.

[he Presidium of the Federation requests tha
communications for the Balkan Communist Fedei
news ipers, magazines cic., as well~as material ai
jor the “Bulletin” of the Balkan Communist Feders 0c 30
10 the following address:

split the trade unio! i3 would | e oantrary ) &L
'& \*"“T g"@!‘."’iﬁ- QQ q.’gﬁhﬂmfhcr ma mrmd i X
a Neftist". We hhag(e&r' \ many sych l{q{hstp". 111
not’ mistaken S.C.W,.m tigr Mﬁm. ee years ago as g
svtive, of e Yoo Seltal Py M6 okl e
jection of Radek: “That 1s oftgf tcms?)“ux r e i
If yqu wigh (o speak gerously of o
i must take .uq{e Qucﬁnﬂ far aﬁ the
st the trade umion movement th

#

| ! i one of the ci

Bolshevism’ that w-ahw.ngj. e ag}iqe o
a e,

A goad deal has heen -heard at this Congress of the necessit
Noimn \wﬁ the pasties, of remgimig true to Lenmism. We

preder to hear leas about bolshevising the party. but 4o
e the essence of Leniniam itself atudied more deeply. especially
ngard to the trade umion questian.

5

ure
| e
(U
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Bolseviam 18 pguast lm' the pfrade uniqns

The standpaint Qf Unupamm trade upion Quept

v'wtul the parkiqp you
0 2 . g Or
seen most clearly in s 1 Yau are aware Ahat the isti

y
the unity of
cieristic features

" .y betw
Georgi Dimitrov, cen the viki apd Q% 4u 1903, shat Rygsian
. voow, RSO han 20 years ago. T & Jave quate %Qf 25 ygars. sing
Tver-nara Metents 11 the tr umon gqueation. In apite of mUW

4 the

pulitical grganisations we have pesther befpce, duning.

iy Per 7ot aplt 3 single twade 4

%‘.‘ 14 FE‘;“C, \nce becduse WETe 80 of m%ahcy | ;

shn i & el (o iy, 50
4

ter the zevulvfan «caused a split in any trade uguon. (later- 4
Q(Juul Kadek: “Quite ‘l;“e\!”) This must give us caige E“ﬂc we U&: :& "ﬁ o as a canbre argungd X
Y D trade uniops even alder she .nu&hen morr mass of . .’(1‘9"-)\' class. -
& ‘I‘;l"*{‘l"ra&»e extent, in the hands_of the mensheviki agd i the qﬂ' ' y 1t was: Egopgh of the
ler" lis we have done everything in order to avoid a split. ant a Wﬂs m” for the IMW"’% (
" when the Mensheviki a wpimportant ] t that their good :

5. That Js all’

o i1 the trade uniong, the Pary did everyﬂu"n possible to
ure the trade upiogs from within )VWMW them
shey
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it i ible to pr
i d exact information as to when it 18 poss| :
th:d:o‘rlr[r'uﬁonLOf Soviets. This is oo the eve of the revolutios,
= 1 - T fenl nfry he lets we
in” form of a proletarian \gcuiorshl . In t g ¥ e
" “have therefore really a new form of the labour mo:gn;n ey
fhey cannot be fopmied at-any tisne, ouly oh th'ev"g n!lo‘_
. There 1s no otheg form d the ’r*tlrm magg, me ement "
b T e gl e gy ol 4 B
1 bc n t in the tré -
: ttlr‘:dl:u:::;nlrc:nmm:t, remember, also after the victo ‘od xhce pro-
at, after the wresting of er lb) merggﬁu A a.prmoved
i amsation. t, at any ré been
glil;mmfur‘\o:r.x:gtd\mmwu revolution, the Rgssian revo-
B : ;11 tatk as if wexw
reate of the
- { because we wanted, create a new lagm ;
o mu‘:s.:g\ lect theold fmlupfo now the solelou: m
e rade Lepin tau us that the tr #pion -Ov._tt.ben“';torkp
B 4l the betrayalg of socisl demaogracy, m" be Wstorip
. T of the combination of the whole o iat ) } mwgma"c
m That is the reason for the efforts of the stmal:)d o
‘ leaders destroy the umty of this movemen (
conn;n;:puts out oz it. That 1s why we saxd, at the hlrd ::di::
world congresses, that the socal democratic leaders ":h ke
fest in destroying the umty of the _trad’rs.unms, bu'the.labour
to interest to preserve that unity This form of il
nu)vo:tl;mn will render us good service, not only durin =
struggle far power but also after the capture of power. Len
that had we ot had the pu

7,
”h‘ wid not have lasted mupt
: tmlge ‘Tx:l(:sn‘gat facilitated the ()rgaﬂhon 0 Jto
5 duction, of the R army and of mlgh:bg;}mga.‘ %3 2 ‘;

: Lenminism 11 the frede uman m\mf‘ ‘f\m &
sphit 0 the ir adibs ‘unons. We do not say as a

because 1t comes from the

would therefore be extreme frivolty to

SR

macy agamst th socal democrats but

deepest springs of | eninism

Mass Organisatips.
TR ial
in the

|
ge )
sation of the proletanat. for Ao ory.

a
sation 1s no Marxism. and can never ea% ‘ ‘ .
Y esterday we celebrated the memaory of thf lpn;(, nfla;
But we want a 1(tOMNoOUs commune, we w‘t{ % ?yhole o
3‘ proletariat  And for this the combination o e
¢ working class 15 above all necessary 3 o ol
At the 4th world congress we declared an sle o
remains true the more the souq] dmltxréts.{srl)litnm;( e
“the working class, in the depth of its soul i1s wi 5
shall ipevitably win the victory,

the more they rec mhethtald:f
try to spht t ra
aring revolution, the more they tr)
::kmrfd l‘h:{v think [f the organisations of the working Chmmust
- are already falling into the hands of the comumunists, we
see to it that they only get

fragments and splinters of the trade
umions. not the unions as such,

which would become irre-
-able weapons i1 their hands. ‘
plma\!’;en w:- look at the Fnglish and German trade union move-

Victory s lmpossible Without

E . e 5 Ly A
\ 3 lcnim'.‘ “13(3 im all ‘Ulm

irreconcilable Marxism 1s unthi

that
ani-

ments, which are still in the hands of social detr:u ;a;y;vxiels‘(c}x{it;
& cult to beheve that the umons can ever agamn beuo{ YR e e
letarian revolution Nevertheless, they wi B sinll N
desian unions were not one jot better when they s-iolhpacdiy
ii¢  the hands of the Mensheviki. But when the decisive m

’ ensheviki. The discipline, the love of organi-
'eti:r?c:l;e?h:h;ooh& which for decades had been piling up;& ﬂa\:
:r‘ades unions, all this became in the hands 40{ the commmunists,

irreplacable weapon of the Russian revolution tarian

5 Therefore no-one who thinks seriously o‘ll the r]‘)ur:: :lnes

i1 revolution, of the w‘:nning lo| th;' Ti.:'ol:?:yo;!tz;e ‘:r:de. ‘uniomf
. the question ! )

¢ _!c;: ll;gll;‘}::vr:i::lzﬂ theqpan_v is the policy of an hcmestt f;g: gftol:

; the unity of the trade union movement, and thg)énoea_s:]nmm.“

for communism within the unions. The more tbewnaxore bmpcraty

oke. the stronger we must manoeuvre, et

wl:’e up our ranks in the unions, the stronger must wew i
cwitln'n he upions. Why? Because our class comrades are

'~ found in the unions. . ke the boargas
E pparison bas been made bere: As .

.4 ‘“"AC}IITVL:?;‘ bb:“wz: by viwolence, so the trade unions can oaly

l ‘:é?njf- .

by violesce. T in this anai
be won by violence. There 18 no sense 1o 1L Y.
bou‘: Qlp sytate is distingwished from the. trade nm:fu n klh‘ h
tht&“ns consist of our class co:_nrndel, that is of workers, wiy
in spite of their aberration, in spite of their sometimes Jbjechy
antisrevolunongry eliest, cap and.will, ot the decive monent 1
the right turding. 3 s
“Sehumpcherism” |
) ' ‘ 2 o talk of 4 ew oy

In the German party there has been mu : e
umu(,“ policy”. What does thls'hp;:lzfly ozt;gsdesgm?:l.) ' m
\acherssm’’, It is only a pity tha ] b
:.re not \]NhOl(‘ lgchunylachcr':) but also half bth‘umm.:ws iy
defend the same wrong policy less mnsequmfly ' heng
whep we have a whole Schumacher before us and (i dsog

/hole question. ’ |
e v;-(humi\her represents the view that a whole PhuoSOoRy
separates us from the social gemeerale; thegeforg h"’ hinks we
canpot remain o the same u#ns withotheg Of Cou -« i whok

aratég us ot the w 2 moct’1\ ey g
rl‘llcl y):s :ptdhc k'e. and we are,c s 1< u!m o8
not_ understand that? Tt did not need a Sc‘hu_maghcrr o
(hat. Or 1t 18 sard: These dogs, these social democr. . ‘eadeq

t of the umon- We mug

- rovoking us, in order to throw us ou he union- | ’

:l:xpd(‘;rc mg\,e the umons. But yu;sl kf(:»r thfnt;rht;s- .n.-\ 1:
‘ this reason they are lackeys of the boo e

dowgs;’d:s!:siﬁm s;ht the unions. We are not therefore .cntmentd

\reamers. but straightforward proletarian revolutionar -« a
\sa» Uog' remains dog, s of the jogggorsie 'rm 1 lad

M theibyp.‘”c,, e m@ old out iy goite of all, 1 order 1

$¢lass comrades in #
- win al any e rity of oug

union8. 1. e. in the organisations which are s&u:f:- t:‘.xj:l'

o e e W% My im owho ool
i I B -t - ¥ ) b

r‘::l" gﬂjﬁr“y e workers in-the ns. How

may cost, we will not give up the winning of this
i the working class 4
‘ The Mensheviki 11 Russia were just such ls
ust the same to push

ight i ,-Th-er reater
jllfm“%ih in b!br e

bourgoisie, they wanted
jority of the WO ke in

e ey
%xj‘l%&ie%&TmmlS who wanted
% ALY

st and 2nd world coug e !
were voices, they were partly

comrades from | and
e $ “We do not wish to remain i
' zsew{e in fought against them like a lion y
Now these comrades say: “We are all lex\f“ nt
want to go out of the reforamst trade unul)ns. ‘:'\'Trsnl"' i
a new form of the labour movement, a whole phd g
us irom the old unwons. But comrades, we star:r i 1
none other. (Applause.) The policy of the .;»:)d A
Work in the unions as they are. Lenin underst b
the first workers of our party, the first fotfmde(riz; N
the reactionary unions, which had been lounde

ead

orger i

At

i jer o Subald
darmes. he even sent them into the umions which (("l;l ey
had founded. only to draw the workers m101 o WP
fluence | must admit that the Dissmanns Am‘h.m e
the D'Arragonas, and the Gompers are !usytbbsu}mb\‘ o
are reactionaries. We know this gang: ¢ ‘(‘(t Bl ot M
better than Cieneral Subatoff But as we wenN B
to win the majority of the ‘Wﬂrkers. we must a . ¢ el
Subatoff-Cirassmann and Subatoff-D Arragvo.nam..(. - et
not do this, it means that we only want to wll‘n he
workers with words Or perhaps you really N o
do not know how You cannot win the ma;or|t¥ ! o
in the unions Then you only pour vour :ea (;nvnu" - he
of these gendarmes. Schumacher may qmsi rr e ! D
in reality he is plaving into the hands of Cirassm
mann

No Compromise in the Trade Union Q\"’"' on N

We can allow no comprommse oi the questi "vlh«‘ el
must k out clearly: We must remain 10 | s sl
All Schumacherish arguments rebound agalln:;”““.“ sl
ove the truth of our policy. Why do the som?I e sl
gtxpdl us? Because they are afraid we mlgttl N o
of the workers. Ii there 1s a &u:stm on "n"qur\' T
might lose its head, it is just trade unjo = Ui

which can wreck our German ps'

. t
R N o (Loud applause.)

trade union question

loday a comnade said to me: By some commnunal
or other, we had suffered a defeat. Naturally every

however ll, is t to us. But we do not bel
those revolutionaries who require of their comrades alwa
at anv price, a victory; we know that there must also be

ong to
8 and

election  macher tendency maintains that he speaks in the name of
defeat, comrades, that makes a sort of local patriotism, and we. know
from the time of Legien, at thal

these local isolated unions

time the same number was mentioned.

. : g eats. We hope that of these 20,000, 19,000 will w ""‘.
But as communists we also know that in spite of defeats we must Communist lunternational when it has chosen a fixegdolhn‘.h'
continue the struggle. But if the Leminist stand-point does not the rest we must part for a time, we can make no concessions
fiod hrm footing I,:rluei thr:n:_.dwﬂy, if ﬂlfkl-elllllt:: Wofll; Schumacher is also a soldier of the revolution; the party
does not appear clearly in e umion work, - that wi decided that h t ¢ : isi
bring such a defeat as we shall not be able to stand. actice 13y this. decision through, not oul

| must explain that the opposition in this question is not a
“acadenuc” one. Some communist “academicals” t
best 10 deepen every false step which we make, but xc
the deviations in the
by yoxxd workers, and that is

‘ e ! ation of indepeng

: A unions. and the watch-word of the “Industrial Unions”. :
't 15 humanly comprehensible, that the workers clench their  pelieve that the party niust support this watch-word”. — [g thats

fists when they hear even the names of Girassmann & Co., and s0? Does Schumacher think us so sir 0

tha! nunﬁry workers buy milk for their children rat

membership fees which go into the hands of social

Back to the Trade unions'
thi- gamsation accessible to every worker, that it is necessar We must collect those workers who have left the unions with
t remanoan i, and that we can only win 1t from within. [ we the one watch-worq: “Back to the trade umions' Yes! Back to
do 1ot do that, our whole programme remains only on paper

'mrades, what made us most anxious at the time of the

Ger 1 discussion of this question?

We understand that after the October defeat, after the

Savon comedy a crisis was inevitable. That is not so dreadful
tha we cannot make it good. But when the party as such, and
vert g «xi workers who form the basis of our party, have no clear
e action on the trade union question, that makes us ex-
reme - anxious. And the party cannot follow a communist line.
7 fus not a clear line in this question of all questions. There
mus' e no lack of clearness here. It is not a question of words
but ot compromise, and we must be absolutely clear on this
quest i

the trankfort resolution of the (6. C. P. 1s
s e foundation of a right Leninist policy
question. but as every book has its own particular fate, eo every
resolution can have its fate, it may remain & resolution.
We have spoken about it a good deal with our m comrades,
with tie best proletarians of Europe. They bave many strong sides,
bur ‘he weak side lies to some extent in this, that they have
(ot ver fought out in the depths of their soul the trade union

theoretically right,
in the trade union

ques’ ['hey have not yet conquered this question. They are
st "’”'"5 whether it 1s not opportunism to remain in the
trade ns. Comrades, this inward battle must be fought to
afin
~ ' nacher appeals to a whole series of resclutions from the
trans wriod of the (5. C. P., from the time of the vacillations.
when ‘i 1titude to the trade umon question was being taken up
That 't were vacillations is not so dreadful. It was the time of
moult,. But when these vacillations last for years it becomes a
msfort e for the party. Schumacher's arguments prove nothin
Ve hope they are theoretically overcome in Frankfort. It or y
femains ' overcome them in practice.
* alking to a Berhin comrade. one of those proletarians
Who [ he foundations of the party. | got the impression that
Was some extent ashamed before the masses, because we
Tema, 'he social democratic unions. In the undertaking in
hich h. . working there are 30,000 workmen employed. Only
tlew ' sunds are orgamsed in trade unions. Now he is ashamed
W sin: hefore them and say: You must go into the social
den ¢ imons. These 30,000 he considers very good workmen
Mo v e, we know the masses well, we have had to do with
®ousiiu- ies. millions of workers. We already know those
|| sesw say: “You don’t get me into the trade umion, it
s ¢ to go into that show They sometimes make very
i sorures, but they often do not go into the_r%tglfy. and
fehar - removed from the revoultionary struggle. comes
Mome « when they say: “Where was the Part when we
} " “rong? 1t is there to set our mistakes right!” & course we
anor

+ out the revolution without these 30,000, but we must
‘hem that it is necessary to remain in the unions. If
10" that, then we cannot destroy the bourgoisie order. .
The C.crmap party must be absolutely clear on this question.
... |"'#ive many mistakes, but this question can become a
00 hout Gur - necks; there where. we should -swim, this
r‘:.“- ‘w4g {18 1o the bottom, we may perigh, if we have no clegr

£ on this question. If the representative of the Schu-

IVir ¢

PP @ T B ¢

their very
) danger in
trade umiont question is, that it is also made

her than pay

traitors. | can
feel with them. But as a member of our class, as a' member of

the world party, as a class comrade, such a worker is not right,
He nust recognise that it 1s necessary to pay this fee, to win

form but in
1 put up with Schumacherism for long.

Schumacher and his followers say: We also do not p
leaving the trades unions, we

trades unions”. We only (') advocate the form

not know what it is about,
He wants to bring us before
of the party in the trade union question

the reactionary, anti-r
to the unions which are still unde
demaocrats! Back to these unions to
centre for our powers.
it through, then we are only revolutionary talkers, then we
never destroy the bourgois order,
gain the majority of the workers
we do not believe in the truth of t
of the Schumacher policy. who
the trades unions.”

What Schumacher proposes is nothis
secession, and objectively his meaning 1s:

g:-adice. I do not think that the German party

nple that he believes we ¢
if he says 1t in different word
such facts as wull disturb the

1g else than a policy
(%ut of the labour me

ment as it now is, with all its weaknesses, and that means: O

of the working class as it 1s We do not wish to make ourse

any (llusions:
Ciermany
successful economic campaign with them: and if we want
so, we should lose it. The result
are fleeing from the unions wo

uld stream back to the nochl*'
democrats. o
Cherish no illusions' |he workers' councils represent a new
form,

We tannot form our own great trade unions' im ¢
Fven if we could form them. we could not carr on aj

to do

would be that the workers who

but the trade unions remain even after the revolution, ag ',
we have seen from the Russian example. The soviets are a new

s revolutonary form of the labour movement. but yvou cannot create

also do not say “Come out of {

evolutionary menshevist trade unions, back
r the leadership of socia}”
create in them a rallying
If we do not make this demand and c&;z /i
then we will never seriously
Here is not the place to joke, !
he words of the representative!!
says: “We do not advocate leaving 8

\;;‘

them everv dav, they can only be formed when revolution Standl,“
at the door The real form of the present labour movement, which |

\Z !
Marx and lemn valued as such, 1s the trade union movement

with all 1ts faults and weaknesses.
which 1t offers to social democracy

and with all the advantages &

Absolute clarity imust pe reached on this question. If Schy- |

macher does not give wav, then he can no lo
the Commntern. If he unites 20,000 workers 10 lea

er belong to &
them out of °

the umions. 1o take them away from the united front tactics, he

robs us of 20,000 class highters, instead of throwing them into :

At best he neutralisesy ¥
and makes them 1o an enemy force over:

the scale against the social democrats.
sphts, them off.
against us

i

There can be no Question of “Marriage” with the Amsterdamers,
Now the second question, what is to be our attirude to the &

Amsterdam International Federation of 1rade Unions? In
opinion, this question is of secondary significance. Comrade

Bod

diga maintains here, that the plan of certain negotiations with'the
Amsterdamers would give the whole movement an “extreme
right” character. In comparison with the so-called ultra-left g
we have often ben reproached with a “right” position. A} 4

‘3rd world congress Lenin said: “l am speaking as a right-wip
against the offensive theory”. Good, you may call us

there, where the workers are. To win the great masses of
workers from the social democrats, that is the real revolut
orientation of Leninism.

The “Memorandum” of the German delegation, which
saw today for the first time, has been mentioned here. We do
know exactly whep it was written. We
judge our views on the basis of this memorandum In th
memorandum the point of view of the Russian party is m

beg the congress not 4

wingers, we are not afraid. The real left Leninist wing is alway

4
.

-
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wish to know our poipt ol view, we are the R, L. L. U, at the. time, it it nrast keep

pxpresecd, 1 you 0
By 15 et it forth, but the memiorandum R false. It says that the old lorms. That is not right. Youw kigw the' ol your ! .
‘, m for a "mafnags;' with the Amsterdamers. [am own party very badly. Not the Oml?lrg, but PaulLevi, s’ report, tha oly | a unified front only from above. That we have al o
hid s writfen by those comrades wha have prepared was against the foundation of -the R. kL. U, That is a very objections against it. Quite the contrary, comrade — o e campaign of preparation fo ready seen, WA
M “Marriage” in the Saxon “Labour Government”. The  different thi The Gesman party -was with us for the foun- ckert. You who have collected eo great a ry’liam masses. If the German comrades are wiu: months among S
Bestion nrﬁh the following way: One of two fhings: either dation, and R. k L. U. was founded at a time when it berience in Saxony (amusement) should not eapop:eroudl boly difference disappears at once. It must certai Iu’ in that, vl
“mion “with Amsterdamers, or oul of fhe trade umohs. seemed as il we should break through the enemy front in 3 vity. Do you really think that Macdooald or Graseman Y  we prepare the ground among the masses, th tny be decided GSRCEH
S Wink, there is_anofher way of putting the question. Ask  direct attack, and soon win the unions. }.can very well rememnber worwiiris” sincerely believe in an alliance between us? Th(:r propaganda on an international scale 'W'“n?f n t.lll‘ewu bod 1%
b Russtan nsheviki. With them we had really no “marriage”, the foundation session of the R. 1. L. U. The session was part- be such an alliance as will lose these gentlemen ! we should now call meetings thr fhey = id niont, 25
i we 1iso did’ oot retire from the unions when they oppressed  cipated in by D’Arragona in the name of the Halian delegation of their electors. % a good S’O‘"‘da and only then begin m:m T‘:\m’ (Wi o o
Be We'won the unfons nof in 20 months but in years. 1T and by Robert Williams in the name of the English delegation, On the cootrary! The first question which we should ut we must nof forget there is something mbu,l‘ no hurry, -
pu wish for such directions as will guarantee you victory in  some delegates introduced amendmests to the resolution. We se gentlemen would be the following: “Now gank;mn, \vE“ reason we are here, for that reason 'Wega;]cwleadc? Fmﬁ
F fhorths, we canrot give you such: whoever undertakes can even mention the fact that at that time a Spame it the Experts Report?” We will put them against the wall t  reason we wish to be leaders, to see thin lle, d s, for
gty 2 thing can only be a charlatan. But we know that, in professor came to us in Moscow, and said: “l am force them to answer, we will tell them what the policy of ;: After two years every duffer will understnz;d it%u’; Itlll\ >
e of all, we shall win the majority of the workers If we reformist, but the Spamsh workers are comwnunists, and nsterdam International in the question of the ex ¢ is already clear, we must already undertake somethi ‘.
5. pot mianage that, then there will be no proletarian revo- they demand that | join the 3rd International”. pks like. Their policy is the policy of 1914. It i .( We will pre the ) ECIDG NeW.
o answered him: “As long as you are not a i ; i stinuation of the social m.yfm% other n;answl nY 2 the watchworlZir &are i ovad, we will go (o the masses with
Of 4 “marriage” with the Amsterdamers there can be no be taken into the copumunist international”. i . me betrayal of the masees #8 on August 4th 1614t l; . enemies shut u unity. We have nothing to fear. Should our
on. We saw such a “marriage” last year with the social then. It was at a time when we thought that we should u ntlemen want to settle the question in secret. At th Ml unity in the u“. out, we will answer with a mass
mécrats in Saxony, but not in the Russian revolution, there we  the very oifo test time win the majority of the workers. Yo hen we can put the question in international dimen g mon.r;em whole world. tions, ini Exgid, i Claristany, i France,
never see It know, comrades, that the movement calmed down later. All the d not we, will be in a tight coruer. i y In th i
. Cne more reason which must move the German party 10 problems, all the tactical difficulties of the Comintern during ¢ dist n fe memorandum it says the workers have a certaim
i thiok this question through consequently, 1f 1t at present still  these five years, are due to this, that the development went og The arguments of the German comrades are fal bl Th rust for a mangeuvre-policy which gives no immediate results,
i bas objections 10 certain negotiations with the Amsterdamers, much more slowly than we had thought. The social democnt \ll the arguments, then, of alse. the.tlls not true. The workers are not children. They know that 1’:
] believe thati is not out ol international, but out of purely  have become to some extent stronger even in the unions “ow icial arguments. en, the German memorandum are mmaa&s war is a war which needs strategy. The workers unders
fnner party reasons - it is because our party in Germany is not  we nust fight them n a much slower much more difficult wa. One hindrance paly semains | i :t very well, | ﬁ"’e only a small example. Everyone who' ¥
i iting out the question of unity in the trade unions. That 1s the new thing that you do not wish to grasp des. that in the d o!.;?t:im the way of our German com-  yp.4 8 the psychology ol the present-day Russian worker i
; : r own party, they have not yet - of o foraan mﬂ‘c’lam)’ in no region so great as in they

1 w'as talking with -a lew comrades,Rand it seems 10 me that ven up Scumacherism. We must be teful he region of our forei
‘some of them are thinking: Let the Russian unions join u ; . . ) - A - grateful to the Amst A oreign , that is j
%’ﬂ,‘. Amsterdam, we havegnothing against it; but do‘not lcft something New in the English Trade Union Movement tﬂ?‘:;:@al. if only for this, that it gave us the OWOretruta:;’ manoeuvring against thepoene);ny. The m':sses“ﬁ: t‘;ahte.reTh:e .
g force us in Germany 1o work in the social democratic - We are asked what there is new in England. [he left F;“H “'} qw“ﬁﬁmh once more before the German party at a world to themeelves: r party can manoeuvre, it can trick the y
| Wioos. Can such a point of view be regarded as an - ernational //wing is rew, which is of course no left wing: that is only 1 pnference. We have n_othlzf more to say to those who believe and so defend our interests. | think it is also the i
{ poin iony P : Ty S ; at it 1s really a question of “ma ) many. It often h so the same in Qer~
oot of view? Not in the very least. If the Russian unions delusion. 4 , , ] | wished for a “ 1 of “marriage” with the Amsterdamers. y appens that the leaders try to put their mistakes
ere to go over to the Amsterdamers without the RLLU Think of it, comrades, England is the land with i nod t ot of (e o marriage” .with them | would deserve to be oo to the masses. The masses very well understand our policy
hat would be a real capitulation of the Comintern and of the developed labour moverment, Wynkoop was perfectly right whet g , at least that is what | would do to the man against the anti-revolutionary leaders of German social
I L. U. and that we will never do. Our Russian trade unions he said that the Egghlsahmliabour nwélmmi was i this «-nxg 0“:9“/?3'}"";'(:1%;0;“9:? an .mmﬁe cracy. demo~
“Tenirist unions, and they do not act as Russian unions but  decisive ome. In a new chapter is iming o0t . eapons as the class war demands. This We must reckon imernati - o,
‘part of the Red International of Labour Unions, and carry labour r.novememal{%e do not know exactly b\:ﬁnere the mas = u[;?tva:)fpmaé:’ that we try in direct ways, to preserve policy must now consist in (;ﬁu:uzrg:t‘i? \Sf,:l.mdm‘:'“ Our’
what the international decides. The German comrades must commuaist party in ﬁngland is to come from—whether 11 # e Formerd union movement, and to win the majority macherism, not only in the German party but alw ’uprh m
isider this question, not from the purely German but from | to come from the door of Stewart, Mac-Manas, or through s ot successt ;e hoped to win by a direct attack, but that international. There are great impediments Thesob‘:“ e.‘"i 2
fhe irternational point of view. andffiey dddr. And it is very le, comrades, that the mass. . s ul. Now we must ask ourselves the same question, still strong. It will surely break to pieces bat e '8 g B
| N come through another door perfaps, we must ot L PR  our end slong 4 slower path. We must win at sy st ol be emggeraled in order nol o g mlbon - .
: e who is for the work in the trade unions of his own Matter is not so simple. The bourgoisie is srt::xfzclr uslons.m -,

2 m Witning of the Trade Unions is Progressing too Slowly rget that. A . : . .
A ] it i g i is of no less historit nd, will be just as sincerel ifi icy in i : i i+ 3
What is now hma in Pngland is of no less i y for the unified policy in internatio- Wil collapse, we shall defeat it if we make no stupid i

At th E see th i delegates: Delegates | 450 - evetts i | mea A i i
from oou:tr(:;‘gvrv;b:re“:hewm:mi?un%srgu ;)Isre(;d eh‘:agv"leetbhe nuejg;ﬂy | intportahte at least T Oén;gﬂomnmn‘a"qs aly s quite mtio:ualm:ﬂmt\;s'"qm& cl:ur, that he who has stomach-ache But the greatest danger for the German party toda is im
~ip the umons, as for example France. In is case it is fairly' ' ‘HSVe alfeady l?aw"to ':‘: y t-;‘a(',u,—' ..;nqu;. pment: quite i l)l * e it in deferoatinanl oues, (A Muum&m strength of the bourgoisie sz of ﬂli wdﬁ
i % to make a resolution for union with the reformsts: the | natural, that we a i e %w"oﬁ,“ / jes bring: Only then one writ democrats. We understand the revolutionary feelings, the )’d!'l-"a
B Tedarmist minority can give way 10 the majority. { ganisation. | also c!inimto L?:;l “:1:5 eéx;o;n:jr?\u g Relieve That this ..o‘;:‘e a memorandum on the “marriage”. logy of the German workters. Without Hheni: there ‘:vouhr.be s b
To the second group belong countries in which we have no exarriples from Ludwigshalen, 3 2 urgmb." * 1;1 inorad ot afraid that ﬂu:p i ' must be absolutely wound up. | am Communist International. But that is not enough. We must be
h’orum indluence  the trade unions. Here the comrades are all a great respect for Ludwng:g::\en.lliah ® A ‘ll:,”?g, lusion. The moment'w m"lllre mthe themen patiy. Chet i A real disciples of Lenin, we must see the strength and the cunni e
' more or less indifferent to the question at issue. To the third but 1 musj sty hal : th?): 1;0 ti an:g toa:/r:s signiaie the trade unions .m.}mmtg, d the watchword of unity of the German bourgoisie and not undervalue them. ‘:
' group Clermany and to some extent Czecho Slovakia, 2 nogw{‘ests ?snenlwn hae au;:\ n::n IEO od IS b world wile ficult for the social dﬂlfocritslmto it will be much more ~Well, enough of Schumacherism, nationally and lM.'-
- where we have no certain majority behind us, but where we are Iy W ‘l;pe & Nitld we mus: se that. it against you, as they mow do. |c on such a shameless nationally. We are considering ocertain steps with rd to the
b :ﬁu it, and where a sharp struggle 1s taking place between gfﬁ‘e’p‘;‘.;"&;nﬁm 'hav‘:e\g:mta ‘ m;Russi_;:\ or oy g:?ly intemdionglly. - If euly the question can be \Avtnt‘;ie:h butdowe will not say that must lead tl:q‘.nn 4
E communi and the social democrats. Here the question 18 iteriiationa e thurided bl auire different y on point agree wi em. we not challenge t “extreme ri e
. most_difficull. We see that. But these difficulties qéjannol be ?‘oﬁgg:rwt‘?"mfzm a" wgﬂtg iﬁt'enrm;ﬁi ql\]\‘,,ml partf. d that is thaotn:he qtu‘t‘i:nli‘ not :ﬂti}::i:xut{yomn u):nrndu;:; mlon;d“ comrade Bordiga said, \(l)tuw: c::llenge you 2 go
- decisive in the matter. Therefore the German comfadés may ot say: “Wha 5“?"2: :3::)‘ it g:lﬂﬂh the masses in a few weeks. There they of th: n;ﬁ)arl:t?t itxlxwtht:?g:d(eﬂ l::fo;,wgw,l,?d(qa’ o the winaiyrig
Thes are ma really must be prepared. We may not create  internationally. (long and tempeotu,ous agp&‘::;l.om"y' but &y

R o from e s et s 2o b B ol o e e e ot T 1
e pot . perfetly  pugiresy beeatise they form’ ah importamt patt of he P

- Comrade Bordiga says and 1t 18 repeated 1n the memo- labo midgﬂtfeﬂww* This, thxt the Ams m nernation!
& randum, 1t would be our moral death 1f we should make the .o py A w"m' ieCE's,’ that in thé Eaglish labour move
A quvm proposal {o the Amisterdamers and they should refuse Wﬁwﬁ ; 'pﬂaiﬂ process” is" hing .
* i€ That 1s a cunous standpoint. We make our class ememy a 1 Hive na.iffusiops: 1 arh cotwi 4 the Fnglish left§
3 } and He refuses it — does that mean that we are morally dot of course, revoh Sy ; are not betier that
i ted? How is that? Let us take an exam from civil life. I* W? Oty n sotial 2ts. But’ thAt they are ther§)
- . Russian Soviet Gevernment proposed disarmament to the t_" & vé xft . We lfl‘hst" ur%&‘bﬁﬂd that, the il
. imtermational boa.rT)lsie, the intermational ‘bourgoisie refused it. ) ;2&,;5&- nass emetrt in | nght®

a mora a}4d ot e P

: ; iV
. “Was that defeat? Suppose we should dedare 0 the le wo‘m;p", ]
{4 the Russian ! "'4
Y

iy
I gotial democrats that we are in favour of unity in the trade : :
b mbvesneat and they should be against it, woukd thet  aup ' 1 a¢ ton any stgnifand
?No,no(alal\:liudonee,lnwtheydlow : b ;5 gind” m ‘shat' 8 Ver) great o
{ 9 rages againdt that unity in the umons D TH. Shek - WA Ggwf e in Mascow
B ité international dimensions. Why? Because (hese gentlamett ' oiy 4 ‘ : L&ﬁo,
-Mitmyhenbbwngnﬂwmmmm . ‘ . : wuerﬂ
* anything only not a blow agaimst us. L SRS ge peof®
How: Did-the R. I L. U. Origisate? g 1&”‘ ¥ et e ana s g
i Further it says in the methorandum, the ' deiégition aff il ad of ;'blftm' approt o8
| A the whole pan party spoke .minﬂmﬂ‘ﬂ 3 Oerifith’ thit this 2
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