Trade Union Movement

The 10tl| All-lndla Trade llmon Congress.
By Glyn f‘\ ans,

The action “of the Rdormuts, in sabotaging strikes T
India (Jute strike in Calcutta, and more C\DLLM' the Bombay
Textike strike) alienated workers from the tmc?e unions cou-
trolled by the rcionmists. A large number of workers left: the
reiormist unions and with masses of previously unorganised
tallied to the miltant Red Flag Unions which, led by the
‘Workers and Peasants party conducted heroic battles against
their class cnemices.

The intense dificreiice of opinion and different action taken
in cases of Trade Union policy (reforinist and revolutionary),
came to a hcad at the 10th All-India Trade Union Congre«.
yheld a Nagpur Nov. 29th — Dec. 4th 1929, |

The Conxress split, the reformists seceding from the Con-
gress cven before the open session began.

An indication of . the fecling against the rejormists was
cxpressed when, on the arrival of Joshi and Chamanial at
Nagpur, they were greeted by a large number of delegates
with hostile shouts. It is to be remembered that the Congress
had sent an invitation to the Commuuist Party of Great Britain
to send a fraternal delegate. W Gallacher was elected by the
Party but. the lirm\h ..Labuur (jovcrmnoul rciuwd his pass-
port,

At the I:).ecutlve mectuu, pnor to thc opes cungn.ss, the
Vice-Chairman oi the Reception Comunittee took obiection to
the .objectionable’ nature of the placards placed outside, and
handed in. his resa’guation. Do The placards bore the iuscriptions
wDown with Cliauanlal?, ,Down with Joshi*, Deshpande stdh.d
that he had placed them there.

The reparts of the actual dnsuawon aud  voting al the
congress and the E, C. anccting prior to it have nof yel
appeared, but a further .indication of the struggle betwecn
Reiarmists and rewlutmuarv policy is given in the several
statement. made by various parties issued to the an« after
the Congress.

Ginwalla, a member of the Legislative council, ina state-
nent, shows ap. the attempt of the reformists to, restrict thc
voting power of the newly aifiiliated Red Flag Umnn\

WThe Girni Kamgar Union* states (Jm:w‘\lla .,cluimcd

a 'membership oi 54,000 on the streugth of the report in the

credentials .committee, consisting of Kulkarni. Shiva Ruo,

- and Jawabarlei Nehrw with akhale. as Secretary.,  The

Comimittee aiter a full discussion could not come to a

unanimous conclusion.  It, therefore, informed the E, C,

about the three views of the members. Some.recommeuded

a membership oi 25,000, others . 40,000 and the third was

~ for S0000 . .. My.anotion for 40,000 ,membership. was

.carried by -the casting vote of Jawaharlal Nehirn. | The

right wing trade uniounists wanted to give a sormal member-

ship of 6,000 to the Girini Kamgar Unions, which s

" hardly fair.in view'of the fact tlat cven iu the credentials

.committee  {he lowest membership’ recommended was

© 23,000, This wonld ke no dificrence in the voiing power

‘of the 'G. K. U. on the E.C! copngit whuner ‘a4 nomind!

_mémbership 6f 6/00° o1 a larger membership “of 400N

Lowas given. s dw any event they were cuuﬂcd 1o a mem-
hcrslup m 4 mcmbcrs on the E: L S

“The Whltley Commission boy mtt was dnuu:.sud (unw.{]la
nmoved a resolution for the complete ho» cott of the Commission,
g was suppnrlcd by Kulkarni, Raikar (Girni Kamgadr Union
Cand G, 1P R.nl\\.mncuu unipn) and S, Umndm lim;

. . M. Kanti Bese moved for wudmonal boygott, the condumns
JDeing, withdeawal of the Meerat. case, the Puoblic Safety Or-
dinanice and the repead oi the. Trades Dispute Act, & [
_A resolution. jof complete; wlnolclledrud cnopcumm with
Lhc ‘Commission. was supported: by Shiva Rao, K. R. Choud-
Twrry, Joshi, Ciamanlal and L. Hussain, Ajtge a leated -dis-
cussion lasting five hoars ﬂu \nh was | tuked ‘nul \.muul.




—denounced the Whiticy Commission,

boycott resolution was carried by 53 to 41. Of the Bengal
Unions, the newly affiliated Jute workers Unions aud Lilloah
Railway Union and the B. N. Railway Union voted for complete
hoycott. Following this vote a two hours discussion centred
round a resolution moved by Deshpande, Secretary of the Girni
Kamgar Union for affillation to the Pam-Pacific Secretariat,
This resolution was carried.

Other resolutions agreed upon to be placed before the open
Congress were, affiliation to the League Against Imperialisin,
the rejection of the proposal to hold an Asiatic Labour Con-
ference; the refusal to send delegations to the future sessions
of the International Labour Conferences oi the League of
Nations at Geneva; the re-appointment of the Worker's Welfare
League of India as the agent of the Al India T. U. C. in Britain
(broken ofi at the instigation of Purcell and Hallsworth, the
British T. U. C. delegates to the Congress in 1928) reiection of
the proposal for a Round Table Conference and the condem-
nation of the Nehru Report. One of the most important reso-
lutions passed at the E.C. — afiiliation to the Pan-Pacific
Secretarist — was withdrawn by Deshpande at the open
session, ,in order states Liberty ,to avoid a split'. The split
hiad already occurred, before the open session of the Congress.

The open session was held in a huge Pandal; outside were
l'ung huge placards with inscriptions, ,,Long live Revolution®,
.Remember your comrades at Meerut”; ,Forget not the sacri-
iices of Jatin Das“; ,Down with lmperialism®; ,Youth of India
stand for complete independence™; ,,Don’t be deluded by Round
Table Conferences" etc.

These slozans denofe the politics which dominated the
lifc of the Congress. .

R. S. Rulkar, in his Chairman’s speech, dealt with the
repressive action of the hnperialist Government and the capi-
talist class in India, the Mecrut Trial and the attempt to stifle
the Girni Kamgar Union by prohibiting meetings, etc. He
attacked the Whitley Commission whose real object he states
was to mndermine the solidarity of the Indian working class
and to whitewash the repressive policy of the Government*.

.He advocated a inilitant policy and put the question of
JGeneva or Moscow*. He plumped for Moscow. The Russian
Revolution has been an event of great magnitude, the real
character of which is not still understood by many of us*.

He advocated the use of the General Strike as the only
nicans oi gaining complete independence.

Jawaharlal Nehru. made a Presidential speech of a Brock-
way-Maxton type. He condemmned the capitalist system, roundly
He said in relation to
the Commission and thie part the Labour Government plays
in it —

»Their (the Labour Government spokcesmen) chicf aim
appears to prove to the world that they are as sober and
respectable as those who are the inheritors of wealth.
When Prime Minister MacDonald speaks in America or in
Geneva is it the Socialist and the Paciiist that is speaking?
He speaks as the representative of Imperialist England and
Austin  Chamberlain could be no fitter representative.
Mr. Snowden at the Hague forgets his Socialism and stands
jor the prestige oi .John Bull* and the glory of the Union
Jack. The very triumphs of the Labour Govermment's
policy, such as they are. are the triumphs of Imperialist
policy.*

He then dealt with British Labour Imperialist policy in
China, Bgypt and Palestine.  The Labour Party in England
under Mr. MacDonald's guidance, was the complacent partuer
of the Tory Party in their mmperialist policy.

It was when dealing with international afiiliations that
Nehru tried to be the real statesman. Moscow at any cost must
be tabooed. i I may venture to suggest it would be best for
us not to aifilate to cither international. (2nd or 3rd.)

. Oi the 2nd. International, he said that the ,occupancy of
office in various countrics, has made its leaders betray their
principles and become thie exponents of a new type of im-
perialism, Labour imperialism, which may not speak in the
accents of the Tories, bt which is none the less thorough. ., To
affiliate to Amsterda:n would be disastrous to our cause'. He
iollowed by stating that he was an admirer of Soviet Russia
and asked the Congress to ignore the threats lheld out to those
who have had any connection with the Third International.

Still, he finds certain objections against the 3rd Internatio-
nal and asked the Cengress te Jkeep off the rocks™, implying
a centre way out, which is obviously impossible, ,, The Labour

movement is above all International. It seeks to build society
on i cooperative basis“.

The purport of his spcech was to keep the Indian T.U. C.
away from Moscow. In fact the R.I.L. U. was not mnentioned
by him though that would be the appropriate body to afiiliate
o, as the organisation built up upon an industrial basis, with
the TiLird or Comumunist International giving the political
lcadership rather than the C. L itsclf. |

The prisoners at Meerut, all oi them having close connec-
tion with the T.U.C. sent a telegram to the Congress. It was
sent by Joglekar and 26 of the accused signed it headed by
the veteran of the Trade Union movement in India, D. R.
Thengde. The telegram is as iollows: —

“Congratulations for the bold lead given by the Cou-
gress. Hope the E.C. will follow it up and force the
powerful working class to the front. We emphatically
condemn the definitely pro-capitalist move of Joshi,
Chamanlal and Co. splitting the workers ranks by starting
separate Federation as the price for mcmbership of thc
Royal Commission.*

Subhas Chandre Bose was clected President, Desphande
Secretary and Ginwalla Treasurer for the next year.

The Congress report suggests that Bose and Nehru are
becoming revolutionary. The same might have been said after
the British T.U.C. Congress at Scarborough in 1925, oi
Purcell, Hicks and Cook. We have seen what happened to
Purcell and Co.

Driven by the mass struggle, Bose and Nehru are forced
to take up a ‘leit™ posc: but as the crisis develops, Bose, Nehra
and others will fail as utterly as have Purcell, Hicks and Cook.
In India as in Britain the only leadership of the working class
is the revolutionary leadership of the Communist Party.

THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

The Extraordinary Party Congress of the
Labour Party of lceland,

By Bi. (Reykjavik).

At the last Party Congress of the Icelandic Lubour Pariy
in 1928 it was dccided to convene an extraordinary Party
Congress for the end of 1929 wlhch should deal with the
trade union questions. ‘The Communists had proposed to re-
clect the delegates and to invite the numerous trade unions
which were not aifiliated to the Labour Party to participate
in this Congress. This proposal was rejected by the social
democratic party leadership.

In spitc of this the number of Commmunist represcntatives
was this time 10 as against 5 at the previous Congress.  This
Jarger representation was duc to the fact that some trade
unions bave withdrawn their former social democratic re-
prescentatives and replaced them by Commmunists.  The social

‘democratic leaders at first threatenced to annul this election, but

did not carry out their threat, as they wished to avoid a spht
in view of the approaching clections to the Allting (Parliament).

Since it assumed office in 1926 the reactionary peasant
covernment has been supported by the social democrats,
although the anti-labour policy of this government has becomne
more and more obvibhus. It has considerably reduced wages,
which in the State undertakings only amount to 40 to 60 per
cent of the lowest wages paid in private industry. In spite
of this the social democracy will not undertake anything
against this goverment. It has, in collusion with the Con-
scrvative party, jixed the day of the clections to the Allting
at a time when the majority of the workers are scattered over
the whole conntry as a result of scasonal work, and thercfore
liave no opportunity to go to the poll.  The government also
attempted to jntroduce a compulsory arbitration law, Dut
had to abandon this attempt owing to the determined opposition
it aroused.

When the question of coalition was discusscd at the extra-
ordinary Party Congress, the Communists exercised sharp
criticism of the Party leadership, which was not without
cffect. They submitted a motion in which they demanded
that support of thc government by the social .democrats be
dependent on a number of conditions, The social democratic





