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Sixteenth Session.

Report on the Work of the Trade Union Commission.
Reporter: Comrade Lozovsky.

Moscow, Dec. 6, 1926.

The principal questions that I want to touch upon in my
report have already been dealt with in a general way in the
theses distributed to all the delegates: trustification, rationali-
safion and the fasks of the Communists in the trade unions.

The first question whiich the Communist Imternational and
each Party must decide, is the question of which new forms,
which new mniethods of the class struggle are now being applied
by capitalism against the workers. We see a series of new
phenomena, such as the gigantic trustilication within national
boundaries, also a series of international trusts, and the rationa-
lisation which is now being carried out in the European coun-
tries under various forms and methods. All these new pheno-
imena: concentration within niational houndaries, international
trusts and combinations, new rationalisation methods — all
these are new offensive methods against the working class, and
only il we look upon these new phenomena {rom this view-
point shail we be able to work out a proper policy and correct
tactics. If we take up these various phenomena we will see that
the first task of all these new inethods of power combination
is directed against the workers, and intended to increase the
competitive power of the bourgeoisie at the expense of the
working class.

It is necessary that we view all these phenoniena connzc-
tedly. All these various methods and forms have but one pur-
pose, on the one hand to further increase production and bring
about monopolisation and higher prices, and on the other hand
to depress the standard of living of the working class.

The Social Democratic press reacts upon these new pheno-
mienta with tremendous enthusiasm for trustification, etc. When
the first reports on the formation of this continental irom trust
were received, the Amsterdam International formed a special
conumission comiposed of Dissmann, Mertens, and several other
bosses, which worked out a policy according to which this
new international dron trust was to be combatted. In the
programme of this commission it is stated that imdustrial unions,
industrial federations must e formed, that the powers of the
factory councils must be enlarged, that a control over the
business management of the employers must be introduced, that
price limits must be fixed, that the co-operatives mmst be sup-
rorted, thiat all raw materials must be socialised, that the distri-
bution of the most important articles of comsumption be orga-
nised, the banks socialised, and ‘an :international control of trusts
introduced — all this through the International Labour Bureau,
i. e. through an organ of the bourgeois State. The Social Demo-
cracy advocates the view that these new trusts are organs which
bring progress to humanity. All these progmarme demands are
of course only formulated for demagogic purposes, they have
only the puipose of misleading the working masses and of
shifting all guestions to a different basis.

It is very interesting to mnote how the German Social
Democratic press discusses these new trusts, its standpoint is
always in favour of the trusts. In September of this year a meeting
of factory councillors took place in Berlin at which one of the
A. D. G. B. leaders. Eggert, made a speech, the basic linz of
which had nothing to do with the so-called socialisation pre-
posed in the Amsterdam programme. He said literally:

“There is nothing else for the trade unions to do than
to help along, to help build up economic development.”

He said further:

“We must get into harress on this thing, there is
nothing to be gained here by class struggle.”

We see from these statements that the programme of the
Aws'zrdomn Infernational is only a fake wrogranrme, for the
whote activity of the Awsterdem Intern~fiomal now consists in
solving all these questions withtn the lmits of the League of
Natiens and the International Labour Office.

It we go over to the question of rationalisation we see the
same enthusiasm in the internztional Social Democratic circles.

In Leipart’s organ “Die Arbeit” there was an article in which
it was stated that unemployment was a pre-condition for the
cleaning up of imernational economy. Obviously if one con-

siders it as a pre-condition for an economic sanitation, one -

cannot apply any sort of measures in order to fight unemploy-
ment. The Social Democratic reformist leaders of the A. D. G. B.
have also already put through various resolutions on rationali-
sation. Interesting in this connection is a very lengthy resolution
of “the Berlin factory councillors. The chief thought in this
resolution ‘s that the purpose of rationalisation is to increase
the well- being of the whole people. But there are some emplo-
vers who carry out an entirely different line and policy ... The
government, the Minister of Labour, the arbitration organs are
in the end called upon to crystallise this rationalisation in a
dedp socio-political sense with the aim of extending the markets
— this is one of the weightiest points in Social Democratic
theory and philosphy. ;

Secondly, rationalisation has the purpose of increasing the
consuming jpower of the masses.

The French reformists, and leading elements in the French
trade union movement generally, are somewhat more careful.
They do the same as is done in Gerimany, but they talk less.
Thus, e. g. two or three weeks ago the central organ of the
French reformist trade unions sent a special questionnaire to
various prominent political persons. This questionnaire actually
asks:

“Do you believe that the principles which Ford has
put into effect in America and which have the purpose of
raising the consuming power of the workers, can also be
initiated in French industry?” ’

The clever French bourgeois paper “Le Temps” says on
this point: “Asking questions is sometimes an attempt to have
others say what you are afraid to utter yourself”. This paper
very ably brought out the chief idea behind the questionnaire.
The whole policy of the international Social Democracy and
reformists towards rationalisation is only an economic conse-
quence of the new orientation.

The reformists are always up to something new. I would
like to direct your attention to a couple of very interesting facts,
which are characteristic of the new attitude of international
reformism. Thus a number of leading periodicals of the German
reformists, such as “Die Arbeit”, *Das Gewerkschaftsarchiv”,
raised the colonial question in a very sharp form. The workers
can have nothing against the possession oi colonies — at least
sc says one of the writers, Dr. Miiller. 1 could cite a number
of other interesting articles here, in which the German trade
unionists not only raise the question of the old colonies lost
by Germany under the Versailles Treaty, but also the question
of the colonies generally and in principle, and they state that
the white race is justified in leading the coloured peorles, of
course without violence and of course with democratic means!
This demand for colonies by the trade union press in the present
situation is a very interesting proof of how deeply the Social
Democratic leadership is steeped in imperialist ideology. What
the German Social Democracy and the leading elements of the
German trade unions now write and preach, the bourgeois and
radical parties in Germany have always been practising. Thus
we see a fully developed bourgeois ideology. It is suprorted by
broad strata of the workers and it is therefore the peculiarity
of ihe development of the trade unions, of the German labour
movement, that this whole apparatus, historically crystallised
on the foundation cf the working ciass, is completely bourgeois,
completely integrated with the bourgeois States. In the countries
in which the trade union movement is split we see the evolution
of the proletarian and petty-bourgeois programmes still more
crassly, which changes also thz social content of the Parties.

We have a very interesting testimonial in the organ of the
lieavy industrialists of France, “Bulletin Quotidienne”, which
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writes in a article on the French Trade Union Federation, that
the reformists trade union federation is undergoing an evolutiox,
that it has already deserted its old positions, that it is entirely
opposed to politics, and that its leaders have changed, probably
under the influence of advancing years. And if nevertheless they
still retain a part of the old ideology, they have nevertheless
become much more moderate. One must take into consideration
that the reformist trade union federation contains in its ranks
from day to day fewer and fewer workers, but more and more
State employees, postal workers, teachers, etc. Thus one sees
that the social content of this trade union federation is changing.
Perhaps the leaders are unaware of it, but we see it quite clearly.
The conclusion of this article is that this new development in
France is proceeding favourably to the Communists. These
political and social changes now taking place in the reformist
trade unions explain their attitude towards trustification, ra-
tionalisation, etc. The standpoint of the reformists can be taken
only in connection with this question, in connection with their
political attitude, their programme and their tactics.

What shall be our position, the attitude of the Comintern
and of the Communist Parties to these new methods and forms
of eapitalist combination for its offensive against the working
class?

~ But what concrete practical programme ,what programme of
action, must be proposed on the trade union field in order to
enlighten the toiling masses, in order to mobilise them? What
practical means must we apply in order to parry this offen-
sive against the working class?

Efforts are now being made to carry the split of the working
class into every single factory, by means of reducing the
number of skilled workers and introducing new workers inio
the process of production. Within each factory efforts are being
made to introduce new methods of collaboration, and in a
number of German factories this has already happened through
the so-called “company unions”. Efforts are now being made
to split the workers in the factories, to play one section against
the other, and thereby weaken the strength of the working
class in order to be better able to carry out the new offensive,
the so-called sanitation of economy. The task of all Communist
Parties must therefore be to establish the united front inside
of the factories. The Social Democracy demands, seeks and
desires collaboration with the employers, and if the factory coun-
cils are drawn into this collaboration, thanks to the demagogy
of the Social Democracy, this will mean a terrible demoralisation
of the workers in the factory. Our first slogan must therefore
be: No collaboration in the rationalisation process! Not parti-
cipation of representatives of factory councils and trade unions
in carrying out the rationalisation as is proposed by the Social
Democracy! Establishment of the united front in the factories!

The second task which confronts us is the amalgamation
of the workers, not only in the factories but also in the industrial
unjions. We must formulate a programme that strengthens the
forces of the working class in order to enable it to fight the
new concentrated power of the employers.

Another very concrete slogan is the question of the work-
day; this slogan we can raise within national boundaries, and
adapt to every industry. In our coming sessions we will find
out the extent to which it is possible to formulate this slogan
also internationally.

An additional problem that confronts us is the organising
of all workers employed in one trust. This must be done on a
national as well as an international basis. Here we must find
new forms of organisation, new forms of amalgamation. We
already have such ‘international bodies as, e. g. the craft inter-
nationals, which are under the leadership of Amssterdam, which
have thus far done absolutely nothing, so that we must take
the initiative in hand. In this connection the question of unem-
ployment maintenance and a number of other concrete questions
which we raise in our general theses, is important.

Can it be said that these proposals exhaust all the concrete
questions and slogans for the various countries? Of course not.
These slogans are only chief slogans for the struggle against
the consequences of the rationalisation, they are only directives
which enable us later to formulate concrete demands for every
country.

I should like to direct attention to a series of new pheno-
mena within the the labour movement. I think that the most
important consists in that in a number of countries, e. g. Ger-
many, Great Britain etc., we have a chronic unemployment.
Here we may say that in Germany and Great Britain there are’
10—15% of superfluous workers. This is not a normal unem-
ployment, it is something new, and our struggle in defence of
these unemployed must proceed jointly with the presentation
of a programme for the ending of this unemployment, for the’
readmission of the unemployed in the productive process.

Another very important new phenomenon within the labour
movement is the fact that the rationalisation process reduces
the number and also the role of the skilled workers in the
process of production, and thereby reduces the resistance of the”
working class in its first stage. Only in the further effect of
these new methods do new sentiments arise within the working
class, do the masses of workers develop leftward, etc. But this
is already the second stage in this process. The first stage —
and this is very important — cripples the workers’ power of
resistance,

A further important fact is the growing rapprochement,
in process already a year and a half, between the Social Demo-
cratic and reformist leaders and the employers’ organisations.
The rapprochement between reformist leaders and employers’
organisations is paralleled by the discontent, by the new mood
among the workers against this fusion. '

Furthermore, we have seen during the last year that in all
countries there is a growing demand for a united front among
the workers, that they insist upon joint actions, etc. This can
be seen in Great Britain, France, Germany and also a number
of other countries. There is practically not a single country in
which this will for unity, and for the concrete carrying into
effect of this wnity, does not prevail.

In addition, during the last year, we can note a number of
phenomena which forced international actioms, thus, e. g. the
Chinese revolution, the growth of the Japanese working class,
the activity of the workers in Indonesia, India, etc.

To sum up we may say that last years’ whole development
in the labour movement consists in that the movement is tra-.
velling from Right to Left. Only in places in whieh the counter-
revolution was victorious, as in Hungary, where it defeated
the workers, do we see that the heads of the labour organi-
sations are moving towards the Right and omne cannot quite
exactly estimate how far the Leftward movement has progressed
in these countries.

These various leftward movements now bear an entirely
different character than they did a year ago. A year ago we
had a situation in which the Left sentiment was still very little
differentiated, and it was but very slightly crystallised politicaily.
Now we see that we have a certain political differentiation
everywhere in these various Left movements. This political
differentiation was the consequence of the crisis in the Anglo-
Russian Committee, the clash between the British and Soviet
trade unions on the question of the British General and Miners™
Strikes. If for a certain period the Anglo-Russian Committee
was the crystallisation point for various Left movements, at
present a crisis is to be noted. The British representatives on
the committee tried to sabotage, tried to do everything pos-
sible to blow up the committee, they are doing everything pos-
sible in order to change the constitution ot the committee. This
crisis, which arose out of the attitude of the revolutionary and
reformist trade unions towards the practical struggles of the
British working class, has not yet been solved, and no one
can tell how it is going to be solved.

All revolutionary elements must have a clear and definite
attitude on this «crisis and must crystallise a clear opinion in the
trade union movement as to how the unity movement in general
is to be fostered and what concrete tasks this movement shalf
set itself.

Already at the V. Congress we defined our principial po-
sition towards these Leit elements, and there cannot be two"
opinions in the Comintern as to how we should act towards
these various elements in the trade unions. We are speaking
about Left elements which are outside of the Comintern, e. g. the
Minority Movement. We must faciliate the crystallisation of
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these 'Left elements. We support these groups, we do. every-
thing possible to ‘help them develop, but of course we must
riticise. the erroneous . attitude  to. be found in the organs -of
these groups. I will take an article from the organ “Einheit”, of
which Fimmen is the responsible editor, an article — “We and
the Communists” — in which an absolutely hostile attitude was
assumed ‘against the Communists. Of course;, we must criticise

this. Nor-can we remain silent with regard.to Fimmen’s aititude

against the slogan. of :Indonesian: independence... He -says that
it we raise this slogan and .Indonesia liberates itself, other im-
perialists will gobble it up. This may be true or it may not, bui
from this anaylsis he .draws the conclusion that the Dutch
workers should not raise the question of Indonesian indepen-
dence; This is a social democratic attitude, which we ‘must
combat sharply as’a matter of course. . .
We may state quite frankly here not only . that our policy
wilh ‘regard to the United Front proved: itseil .correct, but we
can say. that.we have made big progress. Of course, we . must
take chuntry by country, we must seg how  large our -progress
has been, we must see what are our weaknesses. This . tacti~
miust be continued, it must be adapted to the conditions_of fthe
wotkers in each country and in each industry. This : concrete
political adaptation . must be worked - out by each Commumnist
Party wiith the help, of course, of the Comiintern and. Profintern.
We ‘have made progress, but véry ‘fnany shortcoimings are
sl o be noted. The Comuntnist Internationgi wds always
something peculiar. The Social Democratic press says iromi-
cally: Look at the Communists, at every Congress  they, speak
abott defegss and -weaknesses and mistakes, and, they call .each

other names, efc. G course therg are.no sugh ‘things as short-.

comings and. mistakes -amiong the Social Dagiocrafs! At their
congresses .all is quiet — as in & graveyard. Everybody is satis-
fied, nopody says anything .against anybody . else, one. just: simply
adopts 2 unanimous resolution, ditmks a good glass of beer and

3 home. And fhey call this — intermational. We are aot
o='al Deimocrats and we are not diity bound always td -pay
corpidnznts to one another. We are not ‘hunting for weaknesses
in order 'to offend aty ol the Parties -or’ groups of comrades,
but we iake up these various wénknesses 1 order to eliminate
{hem. | should like to state here that the self;criticism which
we express here in. our Congresses and all meetings -of ‘the
Executive has had a -very great effect upon all our Parties: If
would have beza impossible for our Partiss. {o have made such
political and. organisational progress if we had -not exerciszd
this conctant seli-criticism, if we had not exposed all our weak-
nesszs and shortcomings. :

The primary shortcoming is that while we have adepted
many good resclutions we did not carry ‘them out — not only
nat by 100%, but on the average not even by 10%.

We have said that 75%, yas, eveft 99% of all our strength
must b2 expended on trade union work. Coriades, that'is -very
fine. Cne may say 75% for trade union work — but then one
forgets ail about it. 1f e. g. our Party press devotes only a
co'um to trade -imion’ work -in which, i - addition; various

notices appear, thi§ cerizinly dods not corvespond altogeiher 10~

the 15% that was fo live been devoted jo trade unioh:, work.
Let us take e. g. the Rote Fahne, I’Humanité, etc. — I'maintsin
that they and-all tie rest of our press do: not devote the re-
quisite space to the trade union question,’ the space they should
according to-all our decisions. oo el ' ;

“A further ‘shortcoming consists in that the beilding of
fractioss is still in Jts infancy. The chief question here’ con-
sists riot“in where we thus far Wave no fractions — we already
have fractions in all couhtries — the chuef queéstion consists in
thst they are working badly, they are“functioning poorly.

An additional deficiency s the dispronortion between
political influence ‘and organisational strength, which is still very
great. This s’ oite of ‘thre most dahgerous phenome=na which we
must combat. - o S ‘ e

An additional weakuess consists in our insufficient experi--

ence i the; exploitation of campaigns. We are not yet able to
exploit 100% the campaigns thal we have launched. . . -

Ind rumber ol countries wé itave not yet sufficient concréte

trade infon” sloghns. We have: decided . imary- times- in’ the past
¢ Tormulzte siot orly 2 'sipeicial: prograiminie” of - action Yot euch:

country, “Bitt also for each  itnportant  dndustry; rsakh 8- pro
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gramme was not only to be worked out, but Jis, wasg, to be
propagated over a peripd of years, so that it would come to
be undersiood by every worker. Our action programmes are
much too long. The main thing is to put five, or six siriking
points and ' to” mobilise the workers behind them. The British
comrades have a good.,practice lin this. The other parties should
learn from them. o . L

A" further defect are the extremely weak cadres. It is meces-
sary to train-cddres. politically and practicaily,‘to create special
trade mmion schools.  Amd - this must proceed paralleily, mot-
orly .must cadres -be created, but at the same: time we . must
draw new elements into the schools to be used for our work :
later on.. - » L v :

“The Parties in the capitalist countries still have but very
poor connections with the labour movemeént: in the Colonies:
Rgﬁtions;with the Colonies aré very weak. The ‘British* Labour
Parfy has & great inflaence in’ India. It has’ formed a Laboiw
Party there according to the English pattern. This 'is"a .demo
cratic method of mintaining thé political power of Britain in
India. We are doing very little on. this field. ;

A furthet question that 1 should liké to touch upon is the
strengthening of our organisatioms, our _mipority movements,
Of course, there is no umiform method for the carrying out of
our decisions on this question. In Great Britain one must -
ceed” otherwise. than in France, and in Germany differently from
Czechio-Slovakia. In ‘general we must sdy; “strengthen” the R..1.-
L. U.; stréngthen {he minorities in the trade uriions; develop -
our nfnorities ahd their organisation; extend our unions, reetifit -
new forces, viz. broaden the basis of otir ‘trade union organi-
sations. And that is the only .possibility also. of strengthening
the: Profintern. - ; .

‘AW Communist Parties are i favour of strengthening the:
Profifitertr; ‘This "ciin - be dome ‘only ii in every country , trade
union work is vealby. carriad on and rthe. influence -of the Comi-:
mugitiet Party is extended, if-our- influence in the organisational.
amalgamation of the . revolufionaty umions becomes larger. -

~One cannot say that the strengthening of the’ Comintern and:
of the Profintern are two- different ‘things. No, our: trade - union
work isign important work-for the Communist Parties, in order
to strengthen and broaden ' thent; in order to-extend their in-
fidence. - * nlitee R : '

" One of our. miost iniportant tasks is fo ‘establish,a _direct
corinection “between the FEuropean trade umibhs and minority
movements and the Iidizn, Indoesian and Chirfese trade unions.

EERTITS

This has a very great polifical significance. We aréd row trylng
—."and T believe that We shall succeed — to call togéther 'a Pan-.
DPacilic Conference for May 'tst, 1927 in Canton. It is absolutely
necessary that we discuss which ' trade unions, also which
European trade -unions from the large imperialist states, are.
10 be representéd at this' conference, in otder that an amalgama-
tion be eifected between the Pan-Pacific_labour niovement, - the
toiling masses -of the Far East, and ‘the European labour move-
ment. . L ' : .

" The coalescence” of “the trade unions of China, Australia,
japan, Indonesia and the Phitippiret with those' of Europe wilk
play a tremendous  political - role Jor the, international labour
movement. -Cur comrades 1nthe various, countries . should look,
a little. further than Furope, they should see what is going

on . outside of- Europe and then we will -be able to conduct. a
correct policy. o . o

A further question is the struggie for a unjted International.
In this respect, our propigahda and dgithtion is hot sufficiently
concrete. We have 3lveddy spoken ‘@’ gdod deal about the forma--
tiony of a u(nified;fimg'rnaf(iorigl‘. ‘Buit “which. International?  What
should ihis International ‘do? 'We always .say: united  front,’
and 2gain untted front. But’whith Gnited Tront, on wHich basis?
Suyely onlv ot the basis of 't ¢'class stryggle, for the cohduief’
of intérgational class struggles; ete. We are fiow in posSessior],
of splendid. exaftiplds. showing whdt in Iﬁternétidnaljé‘l'i‘ou'lg
ndt be. *We kn ¢ “ctivity” bf, the Amsterdam Trilernatibifal’
in the British SHikE moverhehit Bul has this' beén" adefiately
exploited infiour propaganita? :Ne: We ‘nust! make clear to every
social democ¥atie -and  non-Party: wotker,: on - the basis of these:
facts: swhy ~the -Amsterdam:: International "did not .do-.its duty,
in- order’ on:suchya- contrete basis pe bringinte being one Inters
nationaly to. put to ‘the’ foreground: the ereation b2 unilied ifiter--
national upon the basis of the class struggle. We have-snot.
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understood this sufficiently, In the immediate future we shall
have to fight bitter struggles in a number of countries against
the official trade union representatives, against the wholé trade
union apparatus, against the- Social Democracy, . against the
united front between the Amsterdamers and the: employers. Our
Parties must prepare themselves. well for this. If we want to
carry out such struggles with good preparation we must extend
and strengthen our work in the factories a hundred fold. Only
then when every factory is a vantage point, when we have
a solid fraction there, only then can we successfully congduct this
severe struggle against the whole olficial apparatus of the trade
union and social democratic bureaucracy. i believe that in the
immediate fiture the Comintern and Profintern must goncern
themselves . specifically with these questions of the economic
struggle. Only if the Communist Parties occupy themselves fully
with this question can we make’ progress in this respect, if not
we shall remain stationary and the bureaucracy in the trade
unions and Social Democracy will sabotage the coming ‘strikes,
will “‘moré- and miore depress the standard of vamg of the
working class.

On the whole 1 believe that the next period will raise

econontic problems fot every Party. This does hot' mean ‘that
we should not concern ourselves with politics.: I ‘only ~tnefn’
that economic problems, such as unemiployment; lergtliening of
the working day, wage cuts as a consequence of rationalisation
and trustification, will seriously concern our cbmrades in- flie
immediate future. All' possible material mist be “gathered and,
on the basis of our éxperiences, our tactics must be worked
out. Paossibly’ ‘special socio-economic departments should ~be:
formed, etc. Only if we study these new phienonietta on ' the
economic field, which have very great importanice 61 our whole
policy, will it be possible‘for us to'carry out successfully a- good’
trade union policy and a correct general political line. A splendid
trade union work might be done, but if the Party had a.wrotig
policy we would always expenenc:e defeat because one dependsv’
upon the other: :

In conclusion 1 should like to say that in genera] we hav
Had a good D')IICY, but this policy wds ofteri carried out badly
in practxce I only wish that our ‘practice was: equal to -ont’
good policy. Wheti- otir practice will' correspond to -oir géod:
rolicy we will make'big progress and the next World Coﬂgre?,s‘
will be able to record this prdgress (Applause) k




