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The Red International of Labour Unions

The Red Intematiorıal of Iaboıır Unions (RILU, or in the Russian abbrçviation hofintem) ş,as founded in
Moscow in 1921 and dissolved üıcre siıteerı years laor. So far it has been rather neglected in the recent
hisoriography of the internatioııal laboıır organizations, appearing almost only as a subsidiary aşect of üe
Communist Intemantional (C[.ı
People hold widely differing vieırıs about is importaııcc. Geoffrey Swain writcs, "The faic of the Profintern will
nerıer be mgc ıhan a fmtrıotc in the hisory of the internatioııal laboıır movemeııt - il never amounted to mırch
[...]".' On üıe other haill EJİ. Carr argırs thaı "The Red Intcrnaıional of Tradc Unions (Profuıt€rn) was in the
niııeteen-nveııties by frr üe mct pouıerfrıl and importaııt of the auxiliary Gganizations which gıaviıarcd aıound
the Comıntem. It was, indeed, üe only one whbh could claim some independence, and was moıç than 8 meıs
subsidiary organ".3 Swain's judgenent is based gı üe failııre of the RILU's aııempt§ to build up an influential
Communist trde unigı moy€ın€nt in Gernany, Carr's on "the lrge orgianization of the hofintern, and iıs
exıerısive ıepr,esentation abıoa( in which it far sırpassed any other of üıe aıxiliarias' of üıe Comintern.'

There can be rıo dotıbt aboıı is importaııce in üıe orgaııizatioııal deıalqmerıt of üe internatioııal
Communist movemenL The RILU, with its naıional sectioı§, wa!ı an importaııt means of secııring and increasing
üe influence of üe Communist prties. Nor stıould it be fogorcn üat it repıescnted a cadıç reservoir for üe
paıties. Bü also from the point of view of üe rclıionship betıveen üıe Bolsiıeviks and üe rcvoluüonry
Syndicaliss it had an importaııce of is own. It is frequently fcgouen that - besidcs the poütically mce
nıımerouı aııd more influential left-wing Social Deınocracy - üey repasented Commıınism's secqıd root, not
only in souüıern Eıırqe, but also in the USA and in I_atin America" The Syndicalists found üıe way o
Communism via üıe RILU, and it is certain ıhaı ıevolutionary Syndicalism iniluenced many of the Communist
movement's a[itude.§ ıo trade union qııestions.s Nauırally enough, de§pite all the peculiarities accoıuıted for by
is offıcials' self-interest and by national differerces, üıe RILU's develoErıent by and large followed the varioıs
stages of üıe Comintern's development, which, in its turn, was determined by Soviet developmenı The fırst
phase, from l92| io |923,canbe ıegaıded as a sort of "revoluüoııary consoliüıionn, üıring which ıelatioııs with
the Syndicalists were clarified and the programme poins develçed by üıe Comintem at its first Congıesses woc
adçted- The second ptıasc coverod üe yers ftom 1924 to 1928 aıd corıeşonded to the 'right" coıırse in üıe
Comintern and ıhe Soviet Union, after the tansition 16 "§gçiılis6 in orıe country". Itrowever, in this phase
emphasis was placed not only on the efforts towaıds uııity on an inıernatioııal tade ımion level; ttıcre wa§ even
public questioning of ıhe RILU's right ıo exisı However, its leaderstıP's self-inteıest pevuıted is dissolution
From 1928 onwards üe 'ulua-left" ooıınıe followed in frghting "Social Fascisgı" l€d ıo üıe abandonmerıt of any
aEernpt at trade mion unity. Sepratc unions weıt cıtated everywhere. However, while üıeir nıımbers grew, their
inilueııce declined" The RILU lost impcaııcc. Erom 1934 onwads dııring thc Popultr F,rıonL theıe was a ıEuırn
o increasing Communist trade union influcnca But it was now subcdinaicd to trade union unity. The logical
coruıequenoe of the new poücy was üe dissolution in 1937 of the RILU. Thıs its entiıe developnıerıı paıalteled
thaı of ıhe Cominıerıı. Even üıough it did have iıs own şeciiic field of action, it is not possible to detcrmfup
any divergent tendencies in iıs histry.

ı See, for example, tiıe thıee sent€nces devoted o iı by Thomas Meyer, Karl-Heinz KlEr, Susanne Miller,
Klaus Novy arıd Heinz Timmenrıann, Lıxikon fus Sozialisııuıs (Cologne, 1!X6), p. 137, under the heading
"Kommunistische lnterrıationale". Apart from thaı it is referrcj to under the headings "Intemationaler
Gewerkschaftsburıd" (p. 273) and "RGO" (p. 533).

2 Geoftey Swain, "Was the Profintern Really Necessary?", Eıropeaıı Hisıory Qııarıerly,No. 1, 1987,
w.57-77, here p. 73.

l E.üL Carr, Socialism in Oııc Cowıır7 ]924-1926,3 Vols., (Iondon, 1964), Vol. 3l2,p.938.

1lbid.,p.939.

5 See, for example, Salomon Schwartz, "Rote Gewerkschaftsinternaüonale (RGD" , in Internationales
Handwörıerbuch des Gewerkschğtsı,esezs, 2 Vols., (Berlin, 1932), Vol. 2, pp. 1348_1359, here, p. 1350.
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I. Historiography: Soıırces aıd Secondary Lüeratıııe

After is dissoluüon the R[LU's aıçhives w€r€ sent to üe Central Party Archives of üe Communist Party of üe
Soviet Union (CPSU. Today üey aıe in the Ru§sian Cente for the Sloring and Snıdy of Documerııs concerning
Recent Hisory. Importaııt maıerial al§o exist§ in the various parties' aıchives. It is also very likely üıat there re
RILU papers in many statg archives conoining materid on üe Commıınist or trade union moveıneıııs, particu_
larly in nade union aıchives. However, ııo sııryey of any kiııd exists.

In vierv of the comparatively slight inteıest in üe histay of üe RILU it is hrdly suıprısing thaı its
compreheısive literary productiou unlike thaı of the CI. has not been ıeprinted6

Besides is curıent pubücations üıe RJLU published not qıly a series of arıthologies contıaining its theses
and resoluüons, but also volumes in which werc collected üe anicles and speeches by its General Secıetary,
Losovs§. Access to üese can easily be oboined thıough bibliogrQhies.? Alüıo"gh üıe RILU is menüorıed in
many of the soıııce publications published about the Comintern and üe vrioıs Communist parties, theıe ane
haıdly any devoted o the RILUj

A bibliogıaphical study devoted o üe RJLU was startcd n the Aıııuli, but is was not continued as
p,romised, so really only the time of üe fouııding of the RILu was dcalt wiü.9 Tlıe orıly deailed bibliography
available, complete wiü an infgmaıiıc inuoductioıı, i§ thaı for üıe RILU's pıblications in Germany (which
includes a largp amount of üıe maıerial in German published by the RJLU leadership).ıo

Of coıırse, many Commıuıisıs' memoirs ıefer o üe RJLU. Howev€r, theıe ue faı too many titles o
mention heıe, n6 has anyoır, so ftr, segched the memoirs for sııch refeıeırces. Usıully üe RJLU is just
mentioned in passing, since normally wtıarcver woıt üe aııthor did for the RJLU played only a miıpr role in
his life. There are no memoiıs wıiaen by ofEcials whose main ııro,ıt ıvas at the RILU headqııartcrs, wiıh üe
possible exception of Alfred Rosıner, one of is leaders dııring üıe foııııding phase, who publistıed a report about
his time in Moscow (l920-|9%:r.ıı Howev€r, there aıç autobiogrryhies by nvo impoıtnııt acüvists employed

6 Tlıere is however a re-issue of the German ediüon of ttp RILU p€riodicat Die Rotc Ganıcrkschğts-
Inıerıuıioııdc qı microfichcs 8 te Bihlbıluk fur dcwsclun Spraclıc, Seric 2 (Hildeshcim, erc., 1980).
Single pıüücatiorıs were also pıblished again in the nain of the 1968 moyemenğ in Gerınarıy, for instance,
A. Iısowski, Das Akionsprogranıııı dır Roıcn GewerkschğuJnıcrnatioıuk @erlin, lY22r, n id., Die Roıc
Gewcrksch$sJntcrııatbııah, mit Bcitügeo von L. Trotsky, J. Moneıa, P. Fraıü (Eraııcfoo l98).

7 Wiold S. Sıvoratowski, Tlu Coıııııııaıist lııtcrıutioııal aııd üs Fronı Orgaııiuıioııs. A Rcscarch Guide
aııd ClucHisı of Holdhgs In Aııuriuıı aııd Eıaopcaıı ljbrgics (SEnfcıü 196r, p,p. 358-4Ol; Thomas T.
}iammond, Sovict Foreign Relotrrbııs aııd World Coınıııınism. A Selected, Aıııoıaud Bibliograplıy of 7000
Books in 30 Laııgııagcs (Priırceion, 1960, pp. 9$-995. A section about ıhe RILU is also pıomised for the
second volume of üıe posthıımously printod Cominorn bibliogrryhy by VilĞm Kahaıı, cıırıeııüy in preparaıi-
on.

ı Thııs üıe First RILU Congıcss is mentioned in Colette Chambelland and Jeaıı lvlairon (eds.),

Syııdicalisıne r&olwioıııuirc eı coııınaııi,ınıe. Lcs archives dc Pierrc Monaıtc 19I+1n4 (fuis, 1968), pp.
28&32L Jeaıı Charles p,royid€s a sort of soııııe collection with commens in T-cs dğbuts dc l'Intcrnaüonale
syndicale rouge et le mouveııent ouwier fraııçais (|920-1n3\", Cahiers d'histoirc dc l'Iııstıtw Maıırice
Tlorez, Nos. 25-26 (1978), pp. 161-199, aııü No. 28 (1978), pp. L?5-16/..

9 Giorgio Migliaıdi, T-'Internazionale dei sindicati rossi Profinterrı", Anıali dclla Foııdazioııc Giangirco-
ıııo Feltriıullj, Vol. 9 (1967), w.3?5-347.

ı0 Dagmar Goldbeck, Veröffenılichıngen dcr Roten Ga+,erkschğNnterııationale in Deutsclüaııd 1920-
l93j. Bibliographie @erlin [GDR], 1987).

1ı Alfred Rosmer, Moscou soııs ljnine (Paris, 1953).
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in professiaıs in which ıhe RILU organız€d intcrnaüonal ıuıions, sai.tron and teac.hers.ı2

Theıe is also almct a complete !rck of biogrryhies about RILU funcuonaries. Alüough üere really
ought o be one about üe RILU General Secretary, losovsky, it is in fact two other RILU leaders wtp have
arracted ıhe aueııtion of rçseaıüers, thoııgh moıe becaııse of their later activities in üe Trotskyist oppsition:
besides üe alıeady mentioned Rmncr, thc Spaniaıd Aıdııeu Ninı1 Once again it is trıD o say thıt refercnces
to their activities in üe RILU can be found in the descriptions of tiıe lives of maııy Communist Puty
functionaries.ıa

As fc ttıe hisoriography of üe RILU as an interııatiorıal cganization, as far as modern hisoriogıphy
is conccrrıe4 most ağention has nanırally bccn paid to it in eaııtern Eıııqe,ıs that is, if one ignoıes the wort
of conıemporary Social Democratic trade unionists,ı6 which, howevetr, is imponaııı because tbcre is still so ünle
scholarly tioratııre. This a|so applies o üe book by Nin, for many years the Depııty General Secreuary of üe
RILU.ı? Unfornınately two disserations wriuen in üe West about the RILU's beginnings have never been
printed." However, a survey of a sort caıı be gaüeıed from üe relevant sections of E.H. Carr's monumental
hisory of ıhe Soviet Unioıı.ı9 Apart from this üere are only ııarious essays on particular aspect§ of RILU
hisory (some of which aıe based on üıe already menüoned monographs).'

'2 Georges Cogniot, Parü pris. Cinqıuıııe ans au service dc l'lıüııııaıisır.c röel, Yol. I: D'ıuıe gıııne d
l'aıııre (Paris, 1976); Gecge llady, Tlnse Sormy Years. Memoies of ılw Fighı for Freefum on Five
Contincnts ([ondo1 1956). Boü weıE very involved wiü Stalinism, so that üıeir accounıs have significant
gap§.

13 Christian Gras, Alfred Rosmer U8n-l964) eı le mouvemenı rğvoluıionııaire inıcrıuıioııal (Paris,
1971); Victor Alba, ğ' Moisııo a Caıalınya 1919-1939, Vol. 3: Aııdreu Niz @aıcelona 1974); Pelai
Pagös, Andreu ıVjn; §ı evoluciön polttica (l9l1-1937) @arcelorıa, l97Ş. However, in biogıaphies of Nin, in
conft§t to üıose of Rosmer, his RILU time receives scant aEention.

'o E.g., in Helga and }Iansgeorg Meyer, Frin Heckcr, (Berlin [GDR], 19&4), though üis should be ı§€d
wiüı cauüon.

ı5 Cf. the following momgıryhs: G.Iı{. AdibeLow, Dic Roıe Gcıııerksc@s'nıerıutbıulc. GrıııüriP der
Gcschichıe der Geschichıe fur RGI (Berlin [GDR], 1973); B.A. I(arpaĞev, Kranyj iıııerıucioııal profsojıuan
(Isıoijavoznikoveüjai pervyc godı fujaıctıosti Profinıerııa,1Y20-1n4 gg. (Saraıov,l97a; G.M. Adibe-
kov, Profinıern: politıka koııııruıııistov v protsojıuıom dviğenü (idoscow, l98l); Alelsarıder Kochaılski,
Czerwoıw MiqdzyııoüöwkıZwiazköw 7zıwfuwych (Profintern) lnO-B37 (Wanaw, 1985).

ı6 Paul Olberg, Dic Roıe GewerkschğsJnurnatioıuk ııııd die eıııopüsclu Geıııerkschğsba+ıeguııg
(Srungarı, 1930); Schwaıtz, 'Die Rote Gewcrtschaftsinternatioııalen; Lewis L. Lowin, Iabor aııd luerıatio-
ııalism (New York" 199).

ı7 fuıdrds Nin,las organizacioııcs obreras inıerıucioııales @aıcelona, 1978; originally tviadrid, 1933).

ı6 Albert Reses, "The Profinıerrı: Origirıs üo 1923" (Ph.D. üesis, Columbia Univenity, New York, 1964);
Bruno Groppo, "Les origines de la politique syndicale de la troi§ğme intgrıationale, 1919-1921" (Thğse de
doctorat, Institut d'ğnıdes poütiques, 1980). Boıtı have promised monographs based on üis in üe immediate
futııre.

'9 EJd üı1Tlu BolslıcvikRevolutbn 1917-1923,3 Vo|s., (Lorıdon, 1953), VoL 3,pp.20l-?fi8,397-
40L,45942: id., Socialism h Oıu Coıntry,3 Vols., (Iondon, 1964), Vol. 3/l, pp. 525-5n, Vot. 32, pp.
938-94l ıd., Foııııdaüoııs ğ a Plaııııcd Ecoııoıııy ]926-1929,3 Vols., (I-ondon, 197Q, Vol. 3l|, pp. |&LY}.

a C. Chambellan( "Autoııı du premier Congrös de l'Internationale syndicale Rouge", Moıne-
nunt social, No. 47 (t964), pp. 31-44; Albert Reses, "Comintern Policy Toward üe World Trade-
Union Movemenu The Fint Year", in John Shelton Curtiss (ed.), Essays in Russian and Soviet
Hisıory. In Honoıır of GeroidTaııqıury Robinson (I-eiden, 1963), pp. 237-252; Aleksander

J

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



Of coıırse, far more compreheıuive is, on üe one hand, üe literanıre in which the RILU is dealt with
as a componğıt of üıe Cominterıı aıı4 otı üe oüer harı( eşecialty that dealing wiü the RILU's national
sections, eiüer within the framewoıt of the trade ıııion policy of the Communist puty in question, or wiüıin
the framewort of ıhe general trade union history of the relevant coımtry.2ı Thi§ is particulrly appücable in
cascs whe,rc the RILU section consisrcd mainly of the Communist trado unigı e1ouping wiüin Trade Union
Councils domfuıated by the Scial Democras.z However, there are haıdly uıy şecific moıogrryhs on the links
betşreen a national RILu section aııd üe interııational oganization.a so far no resenııh has been dorp into
the social histo,rical asp€c6. of coııışe, here too in üe hisıaiography of various communist prties there are
references dealing with üıeir social basis. Honıev€r, in a supraııational seıuıe, so fr only the Camdian historian
Peterson has set up a few hypothescs about the emergtnce at the beginning of ıhe centııry of the indusnial trade
unions, including üe Communi§t trade union movemğıL He wıites in general terms of the new unionism and
relates it o ıevolutionry Syndicalism.a

2. Tlıe Bolslııviks and ılıe Trade Union Movement

The Bolsheviks saw a party-rade uniqı relation§ıip very much in the way i(arl lğutsky described it for the
1906 party congress of the Social Derrıocratic kty of Germany (Sozial&mobaüsclu Parıei Deutsclüandş SPD)
but which was only partially accCIted by the congrq§. Kaııtsky ı€Fcted "trade union ııeutrality", considering
instead that uniorıs stıould be fuU of "social deınocıaüc şirif (in other words, üe party claimed ideologicat
leadenhip). He called for close coo,peration betrveen üe nro organizations; fa prty members to şıork on behalf
of üe party wiüıin the trade unions (aıa lnown a§ gFoup and cell faırıaıion). At tiıe same time he rejected party
trade unions, meaning rade ıııions which really only dupücated the party. In contrast !o the SPD, Russian Social

Kochaılski, "The lnternatioııal Commıınist Movement aıuü the Trade Uniors,l9l9-t920", Acıa
Polonirc Hisıorica, No. Z (l97l), pıp. ll5-134; Bnıno Groppo, T_a cı€ation üı Conseil interııatio_
nal des Syndicaıs (ivioscou, juillst 1920)', Coıııınaııisııu, No. l, l9&2, pp. 5-45; Wayne West€rgğd-
Thope, 'Syndicalist Inteınaıionalisırı and Mccow, |9|9-1Y22: The Breach", Caııadiaıı loıırıul of
History, No. 3, lfil9,pp.99aY. Also the cssay by Swain menüoned in noto 2.

a As üıe Anglo-Rııssian Commiuee ıras of sııch essential imponarce for tho RJLU §p€ci8l menüon must
be made of Daniel F. Calhourı" Tlıc Uniud Front. Tlu TUC aııd ılu Rııssiaııs 1n3-1Y28 (Cambridge, 1976).

2 As an eıample of this cf. üıe following descriptions of üe C;ommuni§t Party of Germany's trade-union
work Lore Heer-Kleinert, Dic Gcwcrkschğtspolltik dcr KPD h der Weiınrer Rcpııblik (Fraııcfoıt arıd New
York, 1983); Eııa Ccııelia Schtlct, Arbeinlosigtıiı ııııd Rationalisicrıng. Dle Lage der Arbeitcr ııııd die
koıııııuııistisclu Gewerksch$tspollıik 1n0-1n8 (Frarıcfort and New Ygk, 1977); Freya Eisner, Das
Verlıöknis der KPD zu den Geıııerksc@en in fur Weiıııarer Repııblik (Cologne arıd Francfort, 1977); Frarık
Deppe and Witich RoPmaıın, "Kommunistische Gewertschaftspolitik in der Weimaıtr Republik", in Erich
ildatrtias arıd Klaus Schönhoven (eds.), Solifuriıaı ıırıd Meıısclunwürdc. Etappen da dcwsclun Ggwerk,
schğtsgeschichıe von den Aıdöııgen bis zııı Gegenwart @onn, 19&4), pp. 209-23|.

a Most receııtly Kevin lıılcDermoı, Tlu Czcch Rcd Unbııs, 19I8-1n9. A Stııdy of tlıeir Relatbııs with
ılıe Coıııınıııist Prty aıü tlu Moscovı Inıernatioııais (New Ygtr, 1988); Philipp S. Foıer, Tlu T.UBL. ıo
tlıe End of ılw Gompers Era (New Yortr, 1990).

ı I.:ırry Petersqı, "The Orıe Big Unim in International Perşective: Revolutioııary tııdustrial Unionism
1900_1925', LabowlLe Traıaillcw, No. 7, l98l, pp. 41-66i üıe same, "Revolutionary Socialsm and
Industrial Unrest in the Era of üıe Winnipeg General Snike: The Origins of Communist Laboıır Unionism in
Eııropa and North America", Laboıull-ı Traııailleır, No. 13, 1984, pp. 115-13l.
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Democrary accepted üis inrcrpıeation between 1906 and 1908.25

The Bolsheviks acted consistenüy in demanding that the trade unions break wiü üe International
Federation of Trade Unions (IFTU), wheıı, immediately after the ouıbreak of war, they were gessing for üıe
formation of a ııew, Thiıd, Interrıatigıat Efforts in this diıection after üe 1917 Ocober Revolutiqı initially came
o nothing becaııse of the Civil War.E In addiüon to this, at fırst all intemational acüviües were dirccted
ıowards the formation of the CI. Nor was it clear initially whether or not reyoluüoııary nade unioıs wer€ to be
a paıt of this neıv International. fuıottıer problerrı was posed by üe revolutionary Syndicaliss who had formed
an importarıt prt of üe revolutimary anti-wr forces when war broke out.'

There was no unified poinı of vieıv on ıhe tade unions aı the Cominterı's Inaııgıııal Congıess. The
opinions expessed were strongty influeırced by üe speakers' nationat experience.I The eıpected victory of
üe soviet §ysteın seerned to make irrçlevant üe whole trade union quesüon, ıhaı is, üe disctssion abouı
rçformist trade uniorıs.' In any event üıe Congress's "reguliations" called for üe building of a block "within
üe releyant elements of Syndicalisn'.I

Howev€tr, only a few months laıer üıe Russiaıı Communiss did an about-nırrı. The backgıound
influencing this chaııge of coıırse is obvioıs: the defeat of üe Hungarian and Bavarian Soviet Repubücs in
sıımmer 1919 and the reorgaııization of üe IFTU at the end of Julylbeginning of August 1919 (the IFTU was
now also known as üe "Amsterdam lııtemational" after is domicile). This was a time of fresh impeos for is
meınber unions. At üıe same time ıhe IFTU embaced the post-war world order as laid down u Versailles, by
participating in üıe Internatigıal laboıır Orgianizaıion (ILO) of the League of Nations.3ı Thae was a daııger
thaı üıe weak communist foıces would isolate üemselves.

Leııin, in paıticular, now made a series of staıemerıts in which he said üıat is was necessary to work
in "rerctioııary trade unions', too, citing aı a reag)n üe Rıssian experience.l2 Theq at the beginning of 1920,
Zinoviev, üe chairman of the Comintern, put the case for the foıuıding of a "Red Int€rrıational of Laboıır
Uniorıs", since he foresaw thaı "in the coıırse of üıe prolearian revolution [...] the trades union§ witl şliı just

E Geoffrey Swain, Rııssiaıı Social Democrrcy aııd ıhe l-cgal Labow Movemeııl, 1906-14 (London and
Basingstoke, 1983), pp. 18-2l; Isaac f)€utsch€r, Die sowjetisclun Geııerkschğtet Ilır PIad in der
sowjetisclıen Arbeitsplitik (Fraııcfort, 1969), pp. Y-37. Lenin's positiorı is best described in "Preface o üe
Collection Twelve Yeüs", in WJ.lJnin, CollcctedWorks, VoL 13 (Moscow, l%2),pp.94-1l3, here p. 108.

6 SchwarE, "Die Rote Gewerischaftsinternationale', p. 1348; Carr,Tlw Bolslwvik Revolution, Vol. 3, p.
2u.

'For the sake of simpücity I shall use ıhe me word 'Syndicalisrn" below !o çover all üe vuiarıts and
shall not differentiate between, for insıaııce, Aııacho-Syndicalists, Unioniss g Indusrialiss, etc., since the
differences benreen them werç of only secondary importarıce for the rtiscussions in üe RILU. ln any case,
what I mearı is the whole spectrum of organizaüons which, as proletarian-revolutionary trade unions, saw
üemselves as sepanıte from üe reformist rade unions as well as from the poütical parties.

r Der I. KongreP fur Koııımıııistisclun Internationale. Protokoll der Verlnııdluııgen in Moslau vom 2.
bis zını 19. MErz ]9.19 (llambıırg, l92l), pp. 15, 92i., |07.

29 This was cleaıly expıessed in Trotsky's manifesto, contrasting üe new comprehensive soviet sy§tem
with üe incompetence of the old parties and rade unions. Ibid.. p. |78s.

30 lbid., p. |92. See also p. 66.

3ı Cf. on üis üe remarks in Walt€r Schevenels, Füııfiıııdvierzig lalve lıııerııubıaler Gewerksch$tsbııııd
1901-1945 @nıssels, s.d.), pp. 57-70.

" Seg, for example, "The Tasks of the Thrid International", in W.I. IJnin, Collected Works, Vol. 29
(Moscow, 1965), pp. 494-5|2, he,re p. 504, and the chapıer "Should Revolutionaries Work in Reactionary
Trade Unions?" ftom "'I*ft-Wing' Communism - an Infantile Disorder", ibid.,Yol.3l (Moscow, 1966) pp.
l7-118, here pp. 46-56.
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as üe old Social Democratic prties şüt". However, he wanted il o paniciparc in üe Comınrcrıı.33 This was
obviously üıe concepnon initially .,ııproved by üe Bolsheviks, aı can be seen frıom a "Lptıer o üe Tradcs
Uniors of all Coımtrie.ş", publi§lıeci by Zinoviev for the Executive Commiree of the Comintern (ECCD.34

3. TlE lıııerııaıioıul Coıncil of Trdcs aıü lrıdı.strial Unbns

The Bolsheviks' Civil War victory meant thaı from spring 1920 onwads iı was much easier ,. visit üe country.
Thıs is was possibie in June/July to arrange a series of talks, surting on 16 June wiü a meeting between the
Russian trade unı, .s and a delegaoon from the British trade uniorıs and üe ltaliaıı GeıpıC Confederaıion of
Laboıır (Coıfederazioıu Geııerak ful Lowro; CGdL).35 They agreed aboutrejecting üe IFTU arıd ıhe necessity
of a nerı, British internaıional union, about which fiırtiıer tılks wor€ needed The British r€prtxıentatiyes had o
leave, but dııring üe following wee&s a numiıçr of delegations arrived, on üeir way !o üe Second Comintern
Congıess: reprıesentatiııas of üe rıvolutioııry minority in üe French CGT, Yugoslavian aıd Bulgriaıı nade
unionis§, represenatives of Britisiı siıop stewaıds, §yndicaliso fuwrı Swn (Confedcraciön Nacbııal del Trabajo;
CNT) and Germany (Freie Arbeiur-Unbn Deusclüandı; FAUD) aııd delegaıes of the Indusrial Workers of üe
Wold OVW) from several counuies.

Ttııee poins nırııed out to be paticularty controvesial at the.§e "unofficial confeıEnces": l) üe
Bolsheviks corrce,ption of the dicaorsiıip of üe proletariat through üe Farty; 2) üe union of the revolutioııary
trade unioıu wiü ıhe Comintern; 3) participation in the reformist trade unions. In all üıese points üe Bolsheviks
were in üe minoriıy. A series of canprurıises was reacheü It was agıeed thaı instead of the uniorıs' joining the
Comintern, each stıould be re,pıeseııtcd on üıe other's b@rd, but on the question of üe reıormist trade uniorıs
üe Bolsheviks got ıheir way. This meaııt that some of the Syndicdist oganizations refusod to sign he closing
declaration of 15 July, calling fa üe formaıion of an International Courıcil of Trades aııd lrıdustrial Unions (or
International Trades Union Coııncil, for which the Russian abbreviation is Meğsorpro$.5

Thıs foıır üys before the convening of üe Second Congıess of üe Comintern a hit rccompli existeĞ
establistıing at least the organizatioıal ftamewort The political one was süll the süject of violeııt coııtnovenıies,
which wete aiıed at the Congıess.

Above all üere weıp the discııssbns wiıh üe Syndicaliss, who were widcly represented at üe
Congıess. Although they did not ıejecı üıe paty's conception in principle, üey were ryposed o membership
in the refoıııist trade unions. Finally üe Bolshcviks ınaııagcd to mustğr wide sıryort for their deınanü o worL
in üem, but o cıeaıc a new ıevolutionry Ttade Union Interncional aı üe same time.'

Tlıe defeat the Syndicalists experienced in ıhis way could ıpı be softeııed by the fact that the Bolsiıevik

" G. Sinowlew, "BıEnnendc Tagesfragen der internationalen Aıbeiteıteweguııg. Die hrtei ıınd die
Gewerlschafteıı", Die Koıııınıııistisclıe lııurııaioıalc, No. 9, 1920, pp. L3-27,htre p. ?}I.

g Die Koıııınıııütisclu Interııaıioıalc, No. l0, 1920, pp. 259-255.In rccordaııce with üi§ the Third
Russian Trade Union Congress in Apritl 1920 commissiorıed üe aade-union leadeıship, logether with the
ECCI, o form aıı Internaıiorıal Trade Union Comminee. Cf. Resis, "Comintem Policy", w.245-717;
Groppo, Ta qğation", p. 13.

'5 On the negotiations cf. A. Lcopski, Der Inıernatioıale Rat dcr Fach- wıd lııdııstrieverböııde (Mosluıı
gegen Anısterfuıı) (Berlııı, |9ü); Grqpo, "La crğation" , pgı. L4-!l; Kochallski, "The lnıernational
Communist Movementn, pp. 15-128; Resis, "The Rıofintern", w.3949; Wayrp Thorpe, "Tlu Workers
Tlumselves". Revolwbııary Syıüicalism aü Innrıutioııal Laboıır, 1913-1923 (Doıdıecht, 1989), pp. 128-
I34.

ıo Pinted in _.ısowski, Der Internatioıale Rat, pp. 74-77.

9 Der nı,eite kongrep dır koııııruıııistisclıen Internatioııale. protolall der verlıaııdlungen vom ]9. Jıii
in Petrograd ııııd vom 23. Juli bis 7. Augııst 1920 in Moskaıı (Ilambıırg, l92l), passim. Cf. the manüesto,
"Die III. lnternarionale an die Gewerkschaften aller I_Ender', Die Koııımunistisclıe Inıernarionıle, No. 13,

1920, pp. 49-57- Resis, "The Profintern", pp. 5G73. On the Syndicaliss cf. Thorpe, "Tlıe Workırs
Tlumselves", pp. 134-145.
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leadership wenı out of its way to woo them.I Whaı Thorpc wrcte aboü the discııssioı§ at ttıe Second World
Congnss waı very tnıe: "that a!ı eager as üe Bolsheviks were to secıııB üıe sııppon of all revoluüonry g1oupq
paıticulaly that of üıe syndicalists, they would nevertheless in§ist thaı üıe desired collaboratiqı be on Bolstıevik
tgrms".39 lııd€od, dııring üeir say in Sovieı Russia üıe Syndicaliss were able o eıperieıre at first hand üe
persecuüoı of tip Russiaıı Syndicaliss, which deepened the gplf benyeen üem aıd üe Bo|sheviks.

The adaıde adopted by üe Corııintern was not free of contradicüorı as Vicor Serge indicaıas in
writing: "[...] logic demanıted üe şüaing of üe uade union movernent, now thaı üıe Socialist movement had
beeıı split'.o Is behavioıır caıı be explaiııed only if ore lmks at the siuıatiqı as Caır dcs: 'It was a step taken
in a moment of hot_heated erıthısiasrı ard in the fırm conüctiuı of the immineııce of üe Eıırqean revoluüon
[...].'"' Ziınviev demorsrated how optimisic üe Bolsheviks werc when in üıc coıırse of a şeoch o the
Congıess he boldly incıçased üe membership of the uniqıs in the Trade Union Coııııcil from eight o ten
million. Hc was counting on ıhc membenhip of üc ltalian trade unions, aınoıu other üings.aı

Towgds the end of üe Congıcss üıe Intematioııal Trade Uniorı Council was inaııgııraıcd by üe acdve
delegates from the trade uıion moverıerıı Provisiorul statutes were adopted and tlıree executive ofEcials electcğ
Tomsky, Rosmer, and Mıırphy.s

On 1 August the Coııncil gıblished its first appeal !o trade unions all over the wçld, asked üern o join
it and at üe sarrıe time corıdemning üe IFTU as üe "class enuny" standing on üe other side of the
barricadesı

The Council started is wak with comprehensive ğganization and pıopagarıda. It prepared a series of
brochuıes in various Eııropeaıı langııages on trade union quesions aııd started woıt on publishing a periodical§
It orguıized its adminisration, including five sections (for the Eınopean coııntries with Rqrıance langrıages, for
Germany and Cental Eıırqe, for Great Briıain. for America and fc the Orient) !o p,r€,pre popagarıda for üe
coııntries in üıeir caı€ arıd, above all, to make contacıs in them. At üe same time reg,esentatives were sent to
a number of countries to esabli§tı ofEces (o üe USA, Great Britain, the Far East Re,public, Germany aııd - for
an east€rn office - Baku).'5

Talks were continued wiü other trade union delegations visiting Russia,a7 but üe series of p,ropaganda

§ lbid.,pıp. 145-149.

'9 lbid,p. 139.

o Victor Sage, Beğ: RaıolwbııEr. Einıuruııgen 1901-1917-194l (Fraııcforl 1967), p. 166.

" Carr, Tlıe Bolslıcvik Ranolution,3, p. 208. Kınwing about üe later developmerıt he carı continuq "[...]

and a device dgsigıpd o bridge a short traıısition and prcpaıe ıhe way for the gıEaı coıısıımmation had
unexpected and faal coıuıequences şrhen üıe interim p€riod dragged on ino months and yeaıs." Cf., fc
example, Zinoviev's following statetrıenı madc in |924: "T\e RILU was fouııded aı a moment when it
seemed we would be able ıo bıeak üıough üe enemy's front wiüı a fronal aırk aııd swiftly conquer üıe
trade uniorıs t...]. It was a time when we beüeved we woııld qückly win over the majcity of the workers.'
Protokoll. Füıfur KoıgreP der Koııııruıniştişclun laerııaıioııale, 2 Vols. (Hambıırg, l9Z), Vol. 2, p. 9l2.

o Der zııeite KongreP, pp. 637639.

" J.T. Murphy, "Zwei Monarc der Aıbeit", Die Kommunistisclw Inıernationale, No. 14, 1920, pp. 205-
2l5, here p.2üi the sıatutes aıe printed on pp.210s.

+' Printed in A. losowski, "Amsıerdam, Moskau, London", Dic Koırnunütisclu InıerııatioıaJe, No. 15,

1921, pp. 335-345, here p. 33G338.

a5 Murphy, "Zwei Morıate", p. 2l3.

6 W. Jarotzki, "Der int€,rnationale Gewerkschaftsrat", Die Koırıınııııisıisclıe Internatioıule, No. 15, 1921,
pp. 335-345, here p. 336338.

a7 Murphy, "Zwei Monate", pt. 211s.; Jaıotzki, "Der internaüonale Gewerkschaftsrat", pp. 34G344.
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mission§ carried oü by, for instaııce, lnsovsky in Germaıy in aııorın 192O were even more importaııı§
What was really decisive, hoşıev€r, was how ınaııy new members iı would be possible to r€crııit from _

eşecially West Eııropean - trııde unions, and initially üe Trade Uniqı Council eıperiaıced two impoıtant set-
backs. The Briüsh tradc unions, who at the corıfeımce qı 16 June 1920 had been represeııted mly unofficially
by nvo çnominent left-wing members, weıE ııot alone in staying with üe FT f the leadcrship of the ttalian
trade unions, who had §ig1nd the apıpeal for the founding of üe Moscoş, Trade Union Couneil, had ıp intention
of breaking with Amsterdamİ This was a result of the IFTU - at a Congıess in Lgıdon in November Lyzo -
taking up a defınio position agninst iüoscow. [t was not pıçaıed to counteııance any form of double

membersiıip, which frightcned off everı morp left-wing trade union coııgresses (e.g. Norway's) from contacting
the Trade Union Councilsı Beca$e of üis Moşow could count only on üe ıevolutioııary minoities in üe
trade unioıs, whose influence was, how€ver, growing, eşeclaly in Fraııce, but also in Germany, thanks o üıe
unification of üıe Communist Prty of Germany (Koırımıaıistisclu Potci Deuıschlcııdş, KPD) aııd the
Indepeııdent Social Democraıic Paty of Germany (Uııablırıığgc Sozialfmobatisclu Partci Deıııschlaadş
USPD). It could coıınt on some Syndicalist orgaııizations, alüough their cğıtinued munberstıip, as tho previous
discussions had stıown, was uncertain, and it could count on unigs in less inflırntial countries such as Greece
and Bulgaria.52

4. Tlu lıuugııral Congress of tlıc Red Laboıır Union Inıerııatioıul

On 9 Janııary l92l the ECCI decidcd that üe Trade Union Couırcil should conveıp an International Trade Union
Confeıpnce for l lviay l92l,,s' kı fact il did not take place till two monüs laı€r (in July) and nırned out !o be
the Inaugrıral Congress of the RILU. It oveıtapıped wiü the Thiıd Comintern Congıess, which was held ftom
22 Jııııe till 12 July and pre-eınpted imporuııt RILU Congıess rcsolutions.g

1t Cf. Resis, "The Profiııtern", pp. 77-85.Iosovsky, who had beeıı intensely involved in üe conferences
leading o the foundation of üe Trade Union Coııncil, appered here still in the name of ttp Russian rade
unions, but in the following months became the domiııanı spokesnan of üe Trade Union Coımcil. At üe
EC:CI session orı 28 Noverııber he was delegaıed to the Eııecutive Bııreau as üıe Comintern r€plesentıtiye.
See "Sitzungen des Exekutivkomiteeıı der Kommımistischeıı Inıernıtioııale", Diı Koıııınıııistisclu Inıer-
ııatioııale,No. 15, |Y2|,pp.M|7, heıep.4l7.,Jil.lvlay |V2l Tomskywasrçüevedof hispostasGeneral
Secıetary of the Courrcil becauso of his behıvioıır dııring üe discussiqı on the Russian tadc unions, and
replaced by Losovslcy. See Resis, 'Tlıe Pıofinterıı', p. 1l2.

'9 lbid, pp.9G93; Swain, Yas üıe hofinun", p. 61.

50 Resis, "The Pıofintern', p,p. 88-90, 2|3-2|9: Swaiı "]ilas üe Profiııt€ınn, pıp. 6lf. The brckgıound to
üe corıflict wiü tlıe CGL leadership was, of cıoıınrc, Commıınist criıicisrn of is behavioıır dııring the strike
and sit_in movement in Nonh Ialy dııring Sçtcrıber 1920.

5ı Resis, "The hofintern', pp. 100-105, lğrf. Cf. also üe Trade Union Courıcil's Open lıuer o the
Lorıdon congııs§, "To the Wold Caıgıess of ıhe Yellow Trade Union Leaders in London", which was full
of violent verbal attacks.

52 Mıırphy, "Znei Morıate", pp.2l4s.; Jaıotzki, "Der interııationale Gewertschaftsaf, pp. ]44s.; "Der
Drang nach Moskaıı", Die Komınıııistisclu luerıatioııalc, No. 16, |Y2|, pp. 372-376. For üe sinıadon in
November, cf. the ECEI and Trade Union Council's call o the worters of Greaı Briain: "An die Arbeiter
GroPbritanniens",ibü., No. 16, L/2|,pp.345-35r', here p. 352.

53 "Aus den Protokollen des Exekutivkomiees . Dje Koııımur,.utisclıe Inıerıutioıaie, No. 16, 1921, pp.
42540,twıe p.426.

g 
However, even the foııntı Rıssian trade union oongress (l7 a 25 ivIay 19l), at which Losovs§

spoke about üe interrıatioııal trade-union movement, had laid down some guidelines. The inteııtion was ıo
promotc üe unification of all revolutioıary tradc unions in the Comintern However, if theıe were too much
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As if to demonstrate "üıe Comintern's leading role", !o quote an ECCI leuer wriğen on üıe eve of ıhe
Congıess,ss üıe C.omintern's Eade union discussion began on 3 July, a few hoıırs before üe Intemational Trade
Union Congıess staıted (So that delegates sent !o both erıens could anend all the se§ons, üıey were
subseqııenüy arraııged aı diffeıent times.f

In tip foreftont of üe Congress were the discussions with the ıarious Syndicalist represeııutives dealing
wiü üıe trade unions' indepeııdeıre as intended by the French Ctıarte d'Amiens arıd wiü the rejection of
working in üe refomıist trade ıınions. This was cüıtr:§ted wiü üe necessiry of "forming Q6laglıınis1 cell§" in
the reforrıist mass organizatioıuı and wiü the struggle o take them over. In the tnade union üeses pıryosed by
üe nade union commission and ııniversally adoped on üe last day of üe conference, this question of principle
did still play a leading role, but üey also suggested a programme of actiorı fc ıhe RILU and for rep,resenıation
on each other's executives.s7

The RILU Inaııgıııal Congıass raıı from 3 o 19 July.'On is ageııü were: the Trade Union Council's
reporq the ı+,cld-wide ecoııomic crisis and the mission of the tade unions; the relationstıip betşreen üe RJLU
and üıe Comintern; the conrol of poduction (üe control of workers); factory corrımitee.s (works coııırcils);
unemploymenc cganizatiorıal maıte$; women. Of coıırse, ıhe name of the new international tade ımion alliance
also had to be decided- It was anended by 380 delegates from 4l countries (336 wiüı voting righs, üe rest in
an adviscy capacity onty). They all had eqııal rigİııs as repıescnıatives of üe few Corıımunisı-led §taıe central
offıces, of a few Syndicalis cgianization§ and, abovç all, of the revoluüoııry minoritie§ in üe IFTU rade
unions. This erıabled the Corıgress to claim thaı it ıepresented 17 million of a oıal of 40 million rade unionists,
in oüer words nearly half of ıhem. Buı as Resis wrote: "Membership figııres of üe RILU are urııeliable, bcaı§e
of üe illdefined crioria for determining munberstıip. The socalled mincity movement§ wiüin üe reformist
unions consisted of acuıal or supposed Communist sympaıtıizers who in many caııes were not formally orgaııized
in a hofinterrı_affiliatğl gıoup. Monbership figııres published by various Commıırıisı soıırces seldom ally with
each oüer. For exarıple, üe fıgrıres published in ıhe final repon the Meisovprof [...] were mııch lower thaıı
üose Rosmer presented on the floor of the Congress t...] Siıpe üe 'minority movement§' werp so loosely
defined, üe credentials of üe 380 detegaes [-J were certainly şurious."59 It seems almost consistenı with this
üaı ıhe sinıaüon caused a number of delegates to feel üat they, and their votes, were caught in ıhe political

resistance, the Rıssian delegaos w€ıE to acc@t a formally indçendent International, ioo, whose relaıionship
to üıe Cominıern would be gııaraııteed by üıeir having representatives on each oth€r's bords. Arıotiıer
resolution was thaı the Russian uade uniqıs werc to apply for membenhip in the International Trade
Secretariats. Resis, "The hofinErn", pp. ll1_116.

55 Proakoll dcs III. Kongresses der Koırıınaııistisclıcn Inıerııaüoıule (Moskaıı,22. Jıni bis 12. luli ]921)
@erlin, |V2l\,pp.4-1l, here p. 7.

$ For the trade unioı discussion aı the Third Comintern Congress, cf. Resis, "The Profintern", pp. 117-
L32 and Annetie Neumann, 'Die Bedeuuıng des ltr. Kongresses der KI l9l rü die fuıeigrıung manistisch-
leninistischer Positionen in der Gewerlschaf§politilı", Beitrögc zw Geschichıc dcr Arbeiıerbeıııcgıııg, No. 5,
1986, pp. 579-59I. Of coıırse, questions concerning ttıe trade unions were @uenüy dealt with under oüer
items orı the agenda oo - eşecially when Comintern acücs were discussed - wiüout is making any
difference to the content of the tade union item.

57 ibid,, p. 1057

5t The collected daily bıılletins documenting üe progıess of the Congress fon the delegates were later
published as the minutes of the Congıess. A Rı,ssian, a French and a German edition have been traced Cf.
Sworakowski,Tlu Communisı lwernuioıal, p. 38l; Hammon4 Sovieı Foreign Relatbns, p. 989; Goldbeck,
Veröffenılichıuıgen, p.32. See al§o Resolwionen, Saıwen, Manifesıe ınd ,4uf7üe dıs ersıen interıaıionalen
Kongresses dır Roten Frch- ıııü lııdıısüeverbEıüe, 3. Juli biş 19. Juli 1921 @remen, 1921), and A.
Losowski, "Der erste internationale KongıeP der revolutionilren Gewerkschaftsverböırden, Die Komınııııisti-
sclıe Internaıbnzle, No. 18, 1921, pp. 28-45. Resis gives a detailed description of the Congress in "The
hofintern", pp. 133-228.

59 lbid,, p. 135f.
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discııssions benııeen üe syndicalists and ıhe communisıs at üe congıess.o
Alüougİı üe comprehensive ageııda uıd ıhe two weeks üey allowed theırıselves stıow that the Congıess

discussod exhaıstively üıe p,robluns facing the trade unions, it was once again obvious that üıe "cuestiones m6s
apasioııadamente discutidas"6t wğ! üe ones conceming the relationstıip wiü üe ısfoıırıist rade uniorıs uıd,
above all, about the relationship betıreen the RILU and the Cominıern The principle of trade union inde,pendence
was ctullenging ıhe Comintern's conccpt of an "organic union" of the nro Internationals by meaııs of
repııesentaticı on erch otiı€r's borü Since ıhe Communists managed o persııade a number of Syndicalists to
vote on üeir side, üeir proposal was adopted wiü a majority of 285 to 35, or according to some soıırces 287
ıo 32. Fıırther ıırork in the refaırıist trade uniqıs was also apıprove4 despirc the protesa of üe syndicalists.@

The quesüorı of trade union ıactics was suınmed up in the programme of action, which in its essenüal
points was identical wiü those atıeady enumerated in üe trade union resolution of the Comintem Congıass.a
Resis had summarized its ides§ in foıır points: diıpct acüoıu indusrial trade ıııions; woılrers' control; factory
commiuees or works council*g As had beeıı frequently mentione( these ideas approached üose of üe Syndi_
catiss§ Subsequently üe prograııme of action wa!ı populaıized by a widely dıculaıod bıochııre by
Losovsky.6 In a similar nunner many of the trade union problems discııssed by üıe Congıtss, e.g.
unemployment, womenı ıhe colgıial question, were dealt with.o

As to the csaııi?Adoııal coı§trucion of the RILU, one decision among otiıers was to set up
'Interrıational Propaganda ü'cmmiüe€sn to inflırnce the International Trade Secreıriaıs aıd Unioru.4

Membership ctiterıa set out in üıe stanıte'§ conütiqıs for admission were less ıuııoıv than the
Comintem's "2l Conditions'.o Obvioısly ilHrne wanted to preı,ent the meınberstıip of those Syııdicaliss who
were prspared to co-operate.'o in any case RILU was far morç centralistic üan the IFTU. Is merıber unions
no longer had arıy autonomy aıd were fr moıc directly subjecı o üe resolutions of is congıesses and
leadenhip bodiesJl The lacer consisted ol first, the Centrat Council, which, according to rqresentatives of
üe member counnies selected in accorüııce with an agreed code, who in üeir tıırn elected the second body,
an Executive Office with seven members.z At üıe fırst session of the Central Council, immediately after the
end of the Congıess, its members were Losovsky and Nogin (Russia), Tom Mann (Great Britain), Arlandi§

o See jbıd., p. 135 and above all Thorpe, 'Tlıc Worlccrs Tlıcmselves", pp. 181s.

6ı Nin, I-as organizacioıus,p.83.

@ Thorpe, 'Tlıc Workırs Tlıemselves", p,p. 182-188; Resis, 'The Profinıern", pp. 131-16l, 181-196.

6 Ttıe relevant coınmis§ioıuı of üıe nı,o congrasses had held mutııal consultations. ci. protokoll fus III.
Kongresses, p. 178.

( Re§is, "The Profintem', p. 16l.

* See, for example, ibid., p. 161: "All four of these major points were also crdinal tenets of the
;evoluüonary syndicılis6, who constnıed them somewhaı differently than the Commırıi§ts". Cf. also note 5.

6 Cf. note 6.

o Resis, "The hofintem", pgı. L97 -20|, 20'7 -2|3.

r lbid.,pp.203-2fi6.

@ Ibid.,pp.223t.

7o For instance, recogniüon of the Comintern's ideological leadenhip, contained in the draft, was
removed- Ibid.,p. D4.

" Ibid.,p.226.

'2 lbid.,pp.222s.
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5

(Spain), George Aııdreychine (USA) and Aııon iıleyer (Germany). Losovsky was General Secretary wiü }vteyer
and iviann as his deputies. The sevenüı seaı was kept fc üe French, for when ıhey declaıed üeir fgmal rcces_
sion.n

Thıs was aüieved üe cganizatioııal union in a formally independenı organism of tade ıınioıs
supporting üıe Ocober Revolution. The ıpasoı why üe Bolsheviks ctunged üeir original idea of having a
Comintern trade union section was probably ıhaı üıe cıeation of üe RILU wa!ı, a§ı Losovsky wrcte to a Freıph
Syndicalist in Janııary |V22,"|e rğsultaı d'un compromis enre les communistes et les §yndicali§tes. L'ISR est
corstnıite sıu le bloc et [...] noıs oonoentreıoıuı toute notre Ğııergie et toute notıe ağentiorı poıır consolider ceüe
union".7'It stıould be added üaı, in fact, üe Syndicalists had şüt over ıhis question. Besides üose who lead
owards ıhe Bolsheviks üerc were also suuıg forces, influeııced by üe Anarchists, who becaıısc of the "organic
union" of üıe RILU wiüı üıe Corrıinterı and the cell trctics and eşecially because of the siuıation inside Russia
and üe persecution of üe Aııachists aııd Syndicaliss, seized the op,pornınity to break with üıe RILU aııd
coııcentrale on forming an independenı Syndicalist Internatimal75

Tlu Orguıizatioıal aıü Political Devclopıııent of lıe RILU, 1921-1927: CongresJeJ - Central Council
§essjozs - Ofıcials - Press - Relaıioıship with ılıe CI

The dates set by the FirstRJLU Congıess for holding congesses and Central Coııncil sessions could be adher€d
to only in üe fint year, and üen with some difEculty. This stıowed thaı ıhe over-optimMc expectatioı§
cherished at its foımdation - that iı would son re,place ıhe Amsterdam Trade Union Internaüorıal were
unrealistic. Although it managed o esıabtisiı an imporant influeırce in certain counries and ar€as, thereby
consolidating iıse|f as uı cganization and creaıing a routine for is officiels, it was impossible o conceal üe
fact that at the same time in certain areas üıere were sigıs of a sort of 'ideııtity cri§is". This was partly
accounted for by the discussiors wiüin Soviet Communism and the Comintem. Whatever üe reason, after üe
assimilation of Syndicaliss who weıç prepared to co-operate, the RILU's influence extended no frırther than
imprusing a trado union influence on üe Communisı panies. Forrıally it might still be auloıDmoı§; in fact iı
was only the Comintem'§ trade ımion depctmenı

Raüıer more than siı monüs after üıe RILU's Irıaııgural Congless, from 17 Febrııary to 5 }viaıch,
paıallel to üe Fint Eııorıded ECCI Plenrrm, from ?4,Febtııary o 4 iv{aıch, the Cental Courcil's Secgıd Session
was convened to draw up is firs organizatioııal and political balanceJ6 Beside§ üe reporu from the Executive
Bıııeau arıd the repesenüatives of some countrie§, discussiqı was devoted mainly to "capital's offeıısive" and
üe answer to iu the new United Fronı tacücs. Otiıer topics weıe the ıe|aüonship with üe §yndicaliss, vrioıs
tactical measıugs to be ıakeıı agiıst Amsteıdam and üe organization of the Inıemational Propagaıda
committees.

The RILU's Second Congıess was tpld from 19 November o 2 December 1922, almst parallel o üıe
Foıırth Cominıern Congıess (5 Noııember to 5 December).? tte suıaller number of delegates (213) was a sign

" Ibid.,p,223.

'a Quoted in Groppo, "IJ cığatiorı", p. 45.

75 The 'International Workers' Association' was finally founded at üe end of December 1922 n Berlin.
Cf. Thorpe, "Tlıc Workers Tlumselves", pp. 237 -2§.

76 No minutes were published after tiıis confereııce. losovslry sums it up n Die Roıe Gewerlach$u-
Internatioııale, No. 3 (l4), tviaı§h LV22, pp. L59-1^&. The resolutiors ibid., pp.23|-238, and in the first
şpecial supplement ıo Inıernaıioıule Presse-Korrespondenz, No. 35,25 lvlarch |Y22.Ct. also Resis, "The
hofintern', pp. 250-254.

' It was not possible o fınd out if ıhe only butletin about üe Congıess was the Russian one mentioned
in Sworakowsk " 

Tlıc Coırııruıııisı lıııerıutioıul, pıp. 387s., and l{ammord,, Soviıt Foreign Relatioıs, pp,
989s., or üe Russian minutes based on iq Goldbeck, Veröffenıliclııuıgen, makes no mention of a German
edition. The coıırse of üe Congress is summed ııp ın: Inprekoız, No. 7, 10 Janııary 1923; the Congıess
resolutions ın: Beschlüsse ıııü Resoluioıvn dcs 2. interııatioıwlen Kongresses dcr revolutioııiiren Gewerk-
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thaE contrry o üe expecı,nons of 1921, its influeıpe had dectfuıed- The nımıber of rade union members repre_
sented u ıhe congress was quotcd as 12 milligı, a cleaı indication of the final bı€ak şıiü a number of
Syndicatis organizaıions, but also with the CGdL and of the general stagnation of üe RILU's influence within
üe IFTU. On üe agerıda were: üe report of üıe Eıecutive Bııreau; üe United Fronq a nııııber of organizaüonal
questions; ttıe RllU{omintern relationship; the p,roblem of unemploymenq the stnıggle against imperialism and
war; üe sioıaüon of the Russian rade unions; tade unions in the colonies; the relaüoııship o the co-operatives.

The most heated discussion was onoe again üe problun of the relıationship to the Comintern
Immediately after the Fiıst RILU Coıgıess thc majority of üıe French ıevolutioııary rade unionists _ who were
expelled from the Gerıeral Federation of Iıboıır (Cotfldiratbn Gğıüralc dıı Traıail; CGT) at the end of 1921
and fcırıed üe CGTU (Coıf€dlration G€ıürale dıı Traıail Ilniaire\ in Juty |92tı - had sent an uttimauım
saying thaı üey woııld op,pose the RILU unless the "organic ımioı" b€tw@n üıe nvo Internatiorıals were removed
from the RJLU statutesıJ9 The RILU leederstıip now ceded ıhis poinı All that was now called for walı co-
operaüon in üe form of action commirees as aııd when üe rrced aıose.e The CGTU delegatioı thereup,on
declared is willingııess o join. With üe CGTU the RILU had won over an iınportaııt independent naüonal
central office, one that at times was stronger than üe "Amstcıüm' membership organization In üe time o
come it played an impataııt role in üe RILU. Shortly afterş,aıds Czechclovakia also fouıded its own
Communist umbrella leagua the Intcnıaıiorıal All-Trade Union Leagııe (MeziıürodııI v§eodboroğ.rvaz; MVS).tı

Apart from üis ıhe main spotliglıt was on praücal questions. United Front tactics dictaıed the coıırse
of discussions on what ıhe rade unions stıould be doing. The gene,ral tendency of üe Congıess was a stagnation
in Europe and America coııpled with an inc[€a§cd nırrıing o the colgıies. After the Congıess had itself alteıed
the sunıtes üe following members wcre elecıed o the eııtaıged Executive Bııreau: losovsky, Tomsky,IQtnin
(Russia), Fritz Heck€rt (Germany), Morımoıısseaıı (France), Arno llais (Czechoslovakia), TrEsso (Italy), Nin
(Spain), Waıkins (Great Britain), Wiltiam Z. Foster (USA), IJarden (Australiı) and Kunitaro Ande (Far EasQ.

The Third Session of the Ceııual Cotuıcil was held from 25 June to 2 Jaly L923, shortly after the Third
ECCI Plenum (L2 ıo 23 July).o lts agenda containeü Gerıeral Secretary losovsky's repğq üe struggle against
Fascism; ıhe Internatioııal Propaganda Commitee; labour migration; üıe sinıation of tade unions in a number
of counnies. Tlıe discıssions were concerned witiı the frrst Uniı€d Front experiences with pars of ıhe IFIIJ and
atso with ıhe poütical siuıation (the ccupation of the Rür). For the fırst time srike srarcgy was discusseĞ a
coınmi§on was set up to explğt iı furttıer.

The Third Congıg.stı was held from 8 ıo?2July 19Z, folloş,ing üe Fiftiı Comintern Congrass (l7 June

schğten (Berlin, 193). Sıırveys of thc Congress can be foıınd in Cıırı,Tlıc Bolslıcııik Rewlwioıı" Vol. 3, pp.
45942, and Resis, "The Profinteın",w.3ü2-332.

7t See: Iııııerıt Baısch and Mchel Boural CGT. Aııaıu dc la scissbn dc 192l (Paris, 1983); Jearı-louis
Robert, Iı scissbn syııdicalc dc lg21. Esıai dc recoııaissaııcc dcs forınes (Paris, 1980); Georges Lefuaııc, Iı
mouveınent syıüicale soııs la troisilıne r€pııbliqııe (Paris, 1967), pp. 2ı17-265.

79 On this, see also Dieter iviarc Schıpideı Revolutioıürer Syııdikalisınıs ıııü Bolsclıewisıtıııs. Der
ProzeP der idcologisclun Aııseiııaııdersenıuıg fraıaösisclıcr Syndikalisten mit den Bolsclıewiki 19I4-]n2
@rlangen, 1974).

t0 Cf. also the documenıation on üıis agenda item, which was also published in oüer languages: Die Rote
Gewerkschğs- und diı Kommıaıistisclıe Internationale. Die Frage der weclselseitigen Bezielungen zwisclun
der RGI und der KI ağ den 2. KongreP der RGI @erlin, 1923).

t' Cf. McDermor.Tlıe Czech Rcd Unioııs.

'2 Beicht fer die 3. Session des knıralrats dcr Roıen GewerkschğsJnterııatioıwle: 25. Jıni bis 2.

Juli I92j, supplement a Die Rote Ga,erkschğısJuerııationaie, No. 7, |923. Cf. also the special number of
Inprekorr, "Beschlüsse und Aufrııfe der Dritten Session des Zentralrats der Roten Gewerkschafts-Interna-
üonale", No. 1l9, 18 July 1923.
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to 8 July).a There were 31l delegates rcpıreserıting 39 coııntries. Besides two reports by Losovsky on whaı ıhe
Executive Bııreau had been doing and whaı was planned for the RILU's next actions, üıe agenü was: üe
struggle fa üe eighı-hoıır day; rade ımion and works councils; the tnterıutigıal Rqaganda Commiüegs; strike
straıegy; the unity of ıhe inrrnatioıul trads ımion movement; üe siuıation in Gıeaı Brit8in aııd in üe colonial
coıJııtries. The most ticklistı poütical problem was defiııitely üat of the tıade ımion ıınity. This arose from an
inidative thought up by the IFTlJ's left wing, which tud originated within the Briüsiı trade unions, arıd which
wanted to take up conırct§ wiü üe Russian rade unions (more on this below).

A discussion on strite straıegy was important fc üe RILU's funıre work Contrry to üe Congıess's
expectaFoııs the basic line discussed on 'planııed", quasi-miüüary stiie pıcpeaüon aıd exccııtion uırned out ıo
be more valuable as prıopaganda This was üe first Congıess at which rıo Synücaliss wera pıesenl Only a
minority of üe Gerrrıan deleguioı, ıtpresenting the remairıs of the alliaııces an4 becaııse of the kpD's tıını ıo
üe left at the beginning of. |i?A, having again a c€rtain rtsoııaııce, called for an cganizational break with üıe
reformist trade unions, but could ıpt ıally any supporl The members of the once again exoıded Executive
Bııreau wer€ ıxıw: Losovsky, Lepse, Dogadov, Melnitshansky, I(alnin (USSR), Ileckert, Onomr Gesctıke
(Germany), Monmousseaıı, Jrcob (Fraııce), idann, Allison (Greaı Britain), Hais, F. Sejptı (Czechoslovakia),
Fosteı William F. Dunne (USA), Tim Buck (Canada), Josğ Peneldn (t atin America), Redens (i.e. Mieczyslaw
Beıastein, Poland), Nin (Spain), Geımaneso (Ialy), Georgı Dimitroff (Bulggia), tızar ğugs|avia),
Luminıokko (Finland, Semaun (Java) and Tani (Jryaıı).

The Cenral Council's Foıırtlı Session wa§ not held until almost two yeanı tater, from 9 !o 15 L,laıch
L92,6,and so overlapped with ıb lan€r part of the Sixth ECCI Plenum (17 Feb,nıary to 15 lviarch)İ This was
definitely an expression of the RJLU's leadersiıip's gıowing ondeııcy owards indepeııdcncc, which irplııded a
buıeaucratization of üe organization - it was no coinciderrce tiıaı üıe numbq of Exccutive Bııreau officials was
considerably incıeased ın 925126 - but above all it iıuiicaıed diffeıeııces concerning the campaigı for unity with
the Russiarı rade unions. The rnain poins on the agenda were: üıe Executive Bııreau'§ r€po4 the nade union
movement's next ıasks; üe siuıation in prticular countries (eşecially in East Asia); the sruggle for the eight_
hour day aııd fc social policies. What di§tinguisiıed the conference was thaı great sridas tıad beeı, made in two
aıeas: in Great Briıain and in üe East (eşecialty in China). In the casc of Grçaı Britain discıssion was limited
to ıhe minority moyetrığıt in the rade unions. No mention was madc of the conacts betweeıı the Russian rade
unions wiüı ıhc TUC leadeıs in ıhe AııgloRıııçiın Q966iuee and üıe hopes fc un§ with üe IFTU arising
therefrom. (forıısky, the chairman of üe Russian organizaıion, did not anend üıe cmfeıence.) But üıe
perspectivcs rising ftom the rcvoluüoııary waıe sıarting in China in 1925 werc pertups even mq€ impctant
and indicative of success for thc frırthcr developmenı of üe RILU, eşeclallv as üıere was no "Amstordam" rival
out thers. But corıfronting üis ercoııraging developrıent was the §tagııation or even decline of üıe RILU's
taditional Euıo,peaıı secüons, i.e. üe geatest part of is organization, so that the deailed quesüons concerning
ıhis maner w€rc typical of this session of üe Ceııral Council.

The Eıecutive Bııreaıı was inrcnded to deal with the RILU's daily waL }iowever, according ıo üıe
report ıo üe Secorıd RJLU Congress, nfrom the beginning it has be@ obvious that orıly some of üıe ofEcials
can work in Moscow all the time".s Thus it was that an additional secrctgiaı was formed in which, for instance
between üe Second and Third Congresses, Iısovslry, Katnin and Nin worteğ "independently deating wiü atl

t3 Proıokoll iber den Drinen KongreP dcr Roıen Gewerksc@sJnıertutionale, abgelalıen in Moşlcaıı
vom 8. bis 21.t!] Juli 1924 @erlin, IgU). A survey in Caıı, Socialism in One Coıntry, VoL 3/1, pp. 560-
56tr,.

u Protokoll dcr Vürıen §essıon des Zentralraıs der Roıen GanerkschğsJnıernatioıale, ügeMten in
Moskaıı vom 9. bis 15. Mörz 1926 ((Moskau and Berlin, L926r. Ct. also Carr, Socialişm in One Country,
Vol. 3/1, pp. 594-596.

t5 Beichı des Vollzugsbiiros der Roten Ga,ıerksclwftsJnıerııatioııale an den ntıeiten KongreP der
revolutionören Gewerkscluften in Moslcaıı,25 November 1922 @erlin, IV22), p.5. The Secretaries of the
Internaıional hopaganda Comminees a§9 çgnç|nııally took part in the work of üe Executive Offıce. Cf.
Bericht des Vollzugsbüros der Roten GanerksclnftsJnıernatioıale an den driıten KongreP der R.GJ. in
Moslcaıı am 5. Juli 1924 (Beıln, |9U\p.26I.
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üe smaller nıaüenı and, in addition, pre,paıing üe agendas fa üe sessior§".6In üis way Losovsky, who w8s
üe General §ecreary of üe RJLU ftıom its inaugııraüon titl iı§ dissolution in 1937, ersııred ıhe continüty of
the work The wqk of üıe offıcials played an inoeasingly imporoııt ıole' ıoo. A number of departrrıens were
crçated Apaıt from the technical-organizaüoıul s€rvices these weıt ttp Organizational Deparfueııt (for guiding
the affiliaıeıt unions aııd üe Intcrııational Propaganda Committees) aııd üe Iııforrıation Depanırıenır ln üe
middle of üıe 1920s these weıe joined by the Eastem Deparğrıent, the Saio-Economic De,pguııent, üe
Edııcaıional and culaıral secretariat and the youth commission.s

Thera were offıces, some founded by the Trade Uniorı Councü which acted :§ r€pr€sentaüves of üıe
I\ı[oscow RJLU leadentıip in a number of counties. Their most importanı job was !o distribute üe RILU's
pubücations and o secıııe the çaıtrct betweeıı the relevaııt org8nizaiioı§ ard the Execuüve Offıce.tg The most
imporant office was üe one for Cenral Eıııope in Berlin. In I9?/l the British one waıı absorbed in üe TUC's
minority movemenl The tatin qıe started in Fğis in L922-LV23. .qn EasrcflQffiçe:nrl a Balkuı Secretariat
existecl wiü intemıption§. As tiıne wenton üe RILU also tried o ÖsEEn-intermediaryĞffi-'-İ-coroh
6İ-d seml*olffial counEes. Howev€r, üıere is almost no documeıııation aboııt üıe work of üese ofEces, as üeir
acüvities werc almost always semi*onşirataial or entirely clandestine. The sarıe applies o various
representative§ sent !o all sats of coıııties by the RILU leadenhip.

The Internatioml Trade union council had atıeady fouııded is own p,ıess.rc Meldıııurodııoc raboğce
dviğenie appeared as early as üıe beginning of l92l. Some cçies rveıe also priıııed in oüer langııages (partly
in üe appopriate counries). Iıı the aınımn of thaı year, after üe formal founding of the RILU, this periodical
was merged wittı a briefly publisiıed iııformation bulletin from the Executive Buıeaıı aııd todc over its trtle Die
Roıe Gewerksch$ısJnterıatiorule Ctiıe Red tntsrnationat of laboın Unions). From then on it was the RILU's
official organ and appearcd in üıree langııages: German (till 1933), Rııssian (tilt l93O and Fıench _ some
numbers were also printod in English and Sparıistı. Apparenüy the vriow editions w€rc rpt necessarily always
idenücal. The German ones weı€ printed in Berlin.

Alüıough üıis periodical bad a more theğ€tical slaııt, it was supplemeııted by a series of iııformation
shees aimed at particular coıınries. Irı addition to üıi§, in üe miüle of the 192Os üe officials of the varioıs
RILU deparrrıenıs in Moscow began publistıing §p€cializ€d p€riodicals. For insunce, starting in lriay I9?5, ıhe
Socio-Econqrıic Departııent prodııc€d the monthly magazine Tlıc Workers' Gııid. to Social Ecoıwmy with
Ggrman, Engiistı and Freııch editiqıs. Saning in 1928 üıe Secregiat for Culuııç arıd Edııcation (Agitrıop
Departııenı) publistıed a bulletin, Tr& Union Propgaııfu aıü Cıılaııal Work" n the same tiıree langııages.
In 1930 the Germaıı edition was traıısformed ino a supplemenı lD Dic Roıc Gcwcrksch$ısJntcrıaıbıalc.
Pıobably of more imporuııce was ıhe cür:ty of the Eastern Deputııenı Is publication, Tlu Eası aııd ılıc
Cobnies, developed n |gn ftorıı an inlernat Russiarı information, later pı,ess, service and ap,percd in German,
Engiish and French.

Of coıırse, üıe rrcwsppers of üıe ııarious Communist parties and/or üıeir associated national ıınions
and/or the oppositioı rade uııiqı gıoup§ played aıı important part in the public ıetatioıs wort of the RILU.9ı

ü lbid.

r lbid.

" Die internationale Geıııerkschğısbcweguııg in den Jalıren 1924-1927. Berichı des Vollzugsbüroş dcr
Roıen CaıerkschğtsJıterıutbnale an fun 4. KongreP, in Moslcaıı am ]5. Mörz 1928 (Moscow and Berlin,
1928), pp. 286296.

'9 Caır, Socialism in One Couııtry,YoL.3t2,pp.942-%4; Beichı des Vollzugsbüros an den dritten
KongreP, pp.275-283.

90 Goldbeck provides a complete sıırvey of ıhe RILU press in Veröffewlichıuıgcn, Vp. 1623. Thi§
bibliography also contains deıaited accqınt§ of the RILU p€riodical§ appearing in Germany. There are also
some accoıınts in Hammon( Sovıeı Foreign Relations, pp. 994s.

" See, for example, the sıırvey "Die revoluriorüre Gewerkschaftşresse" n Die interıutionale Gqverk-
sc haftsba,ıe gung I 924 - I 927, pp. 3V2-308.
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officials in üe ııarious cenral office departrıent§ keF üeın steadily sııpıplied şıiü aıticles and oüıer material.
The Interrıational hopagEııda Commiuees also prcdıEed nıımstoutı bulletiıu and pcriodicals, which - exc€,pt for
Germanygz - have not yet been listed However, tip RILU's press pubücations weıe only a part of its
compreheısive publication rctivities, which have noı yet beeıı systemaıicatly lmked inoİ

As a coırcession ıo tiıc CGTU ıhe Secorui RILU Congress had dişensed wiü üe "organic union'
between üıe nvo Interııationalsİ However, tiıis in no way alteı€d the RILU's close acachment to üe
Cominıern After all, after üe rernaining revolutionary Syndicalists had joined the Communist parties, ttıe RILU
no longer conained any political force independent of the Cominrcın. Alüough since üe Fiftiı Congress
Losovslry had regularly beeıı a member of the ECCI, sometimes even of its Ptesidiıım,95 in princŞle aüenüon
was paid o the formal equality of boıh organizations, as expressed in comınon rypeal§ and manifesos. In
accorüııce with the resolution of üe Second RILU Congıess üere was initiatly aıı action comminee comprising
tiııee re,preserıtatives of each Int€fiıational, which met twenty time.s befae the Tbird RILU Congıess.s As fa
üe other pruıer, in June 1923, üe Third ECEI Plenum had passed a resoluüon thaı Commıııiss in trade ıınioıu
muıt act in accorüııce wiü RILu resolutions and work owaıds üe union of all rade unions.n

[t came to be common practice for üe ECCI Plenum or Wald Congıess to pass uade ııniqı resoluüons,
sometimes immediately befoıe meetings of the rçlevant RILU bodies. In this way the Cominterıı had an
important say in the line o be followed by the RILU. As time werıt by it tok oyeı çonğol more and mce
direcüy, an example of this being the detailed interml instruaions about üıe elcction of üıe delegatas o ıhe 1930
Fifth RILU Congress is§ued to the pcty orgaııizations by the KPD Cerıtral Cmmiüee Secreariaır

An additiğıal iıuıtnımmtforexerting such iııfluerıceşıas üeECCITradcUnion Commissigı, aııthorized
by the Sixüı ECCI Plenıım (FebrııryıTvtaıçh 1926'). The rea.g)ı§ behind this weıç obvioısly the differeııces of
opinion between Tomsky and lısovsky about üıe Angio-Russian Commiuee and üe possibility of unity wiü
üe IFTU.g Litüe is known aboııt ıhe work dorıe by üis Commission. Initiatly it was headed by Palmiro
Togliatti, until he left Moscow at thc beginning ot |927 and haııded ov€r to Jules Humbert-Droz.ıo The latıer
wrcte to Togliaıti on 8 April l97 complaining üıat he had to be continıully on his gııard againsı [osovsky's
atrempe o şlit the trade uniqıs and thaı üe ECCI Secreığiaı was corstantly wuding off RJLU resoluüons to
üaı effect However, Iosovsky was almost alone with his opinion in üe ECCI Trade Union Commission, while

92 See Goldbeck" Veröffeııılichaııgen, p. 2|-23, 79-l.07.

9 Goldbeck, Vcröffentliclııngen, is a bibliography only of üıe RILU publications appearing in Germany.
Extremely impctaııt titlas, aşecially those by [osovsky, can be found - ıı5uılly in the Russian edition - in
Hammond, Sovicı Foreign Relatioııs, and Sworakowski, Tiıe Coıııınıııisı Inıernatioıal. Of coıırse, Dic Roıe
GewerkschğsJnıerıwıioııalc ı€eğted ıegularty on whaı was being publishe( so did the Executive Offıce's
reporıs to the Congesses. See, for example, Die iwcrıatioıule Gcwerksch$sbcıııcgıng 1n4-]n7, pp. 296
299.

g 
Frantiğek svAtek prcvides a §urvey of the rep,resenüatives exchanged ııp o that point in "The

Govoııing Organs of üe Communist Intemationat their growü and compsitions, 1919-1943", History of
SocialisınYearbook (hague, l9@), p. I79-?ffi, here p.230. Cf. also Resis, "The hofintern",p.272.

95 Sv6tek, "Ttp Governing Organs", passim.

s Caır, Socialism h Oııe Couııty, YoL.3t2, p. 941.

n ıbid,

9t kint€d in Hermarın Weber (eü), Die Generallinie . Rııııdsclveiben des Zentrallamitees der KPD an
die Bezirkı 1929-1933 (Diisseldorf, 1981), pp. 145-149.

99 Carr, Socialism in Oıw Couııtry, Vol. 3/1, pp.592-594.

'o Jules Humbert-Droz, De Ilüne ö Sıalinr. . Dk ans au service de l'Iıııerııatioıale Comıruınisıe ]92]-
/93l §eucMtel, 197l), pp.267,277.
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Tomsky and üe Russian trade unions were going to üe oüıer extr€me.ıo At üe |928-l-929 nıming point üıis
Commission a|so gave a sign when in Aprıl |YZg - in üe discussion wiüı the "rightists' - the creanon of new
trade uniorıs was being urged.''

6. Tlu NLU aıü ılıc Trde Secretariaıs: Tlu Inıernatbııal Propaganfu Committees

Although the Inaugııral Corıgıess of the RILU was against ıhe IFTU, it was in favoıır of membership in the
Internaıional Trade Secıoığiat§, and so dismisseri üıe idea that revolunoııary unions which were alıeady members
should leave. Instead §Ealled International - ropaganda Commiı:ıes were founded o influence üp rrads
Secretarias.ı@ Where rcvolutioary unions were ııot members - atı was paıticıılaıly the case with üıe Soviet
trade uniorıs - üeir manbership was to be encoııraged- In rccorüııce with the RILU's strucüıre, the Propaganda
Commiuees cqısisted of boü existing revolutionary rade unions and Communist minorities from the IFTU
unions.

Immediately after üe lııaugııral Congress delegates from üe differerıt brarıches of tade and indıstry
met in order o fourui their r.arious commitecs" By August l92l there were already foıırteeıı.ır As time went
by more were add€dı6

The Interııaıional Trade §ecıeıariaıs' ıeaction was to vote by a laıge maprity o cxcluda any union
belonging o üe RILU. The maııy applications ftom Russian rade unions for meınbershipıG wer€ refised.ıO

In şite of the initial high hqes, only twice did it prove possible to underrıine üe IFTU leaderüip's
resolute rçfusal. Iın1922İ23 üe Inıerıatioml Unioı of Food Worters GIJFW) allowed iıs Soüet coıınt€rpan !o
join it, on condiüon it promised noı to distribute its own intemational propagaııda Thus, although it repıresenıed
almost half of üe IUFW membership it had no morç influence than the ottıer unions. Nor werç any other RJLU
unions admineü which was why thc Inı,:rnational Propagaııda Committee for Food Workers cominued o exisı
The Soviet gıoup of trade unions had had to caııcel is membership as a conditiorı of joining thc Trade
Secretariaı Duıing the l9?,8D9 "ultra-left' Eırıı it resiped from iı In the interwg period the IUFT/ was üıe only
Trade Intemaıiorıal to have Soviet rade union munbership for some years.'a

The case of üe Teachers' Interııatioııal was somewhaı differenı The Pedagogic Int€rrıaüon8l had come

ıo Siegtied Büne (eA.), Archiveş fu lııles Hıımbert-Droz, Vol. 2: Lcs partb coıııııluıııtMcs &s poys
lctiıs et l'Inıerıutbııalc coııınıırıisıc daıs les aıııılcs 19B-In7 @ordrccht aııd Loııdon, 1983), p.4M.
Fıırther references o üıc commission üid., pp. VI[ )O(VrrT, 377,379 and 384.

ı@ "Zum bcvorsteheııden Plenıım des EKKI @ishıssion der Gewerkschaftskorıımission zu deıı
Problemen d€r StrEik$rarcgic ıınd der Geweıtschaftsaktik)", Dic Koııııuıııisıisclu Inıerııoioıulc, No. 16, 17

April 1929, pp.9ü-9ü.

'' See Resolutioıun, Staf.ııen, Manifesu ıııü Aııfn$e des ersten inıernatioııakn Kongresses, pp. 60s.;
Resis, "The Profintern", yp. ?.03-206. Cf. also the resolutiqıs of the Second and Third Sessions of üıe
Central Councils on this irı: Inprekon, lst şecial supplement o No. 35, 25 ldaıch |922, aıd No. 1l9, 18

Juty 193, p. 1043; Nin, LaJ orguıizacioncs obreras inıerıucionales, pp. 87s., 144-148.

'ü Carr, Socialism in Oııc County, Vol. 3/l, p. 532.

ı6 The Executive Office's report to the Foıırttı RILU Congress 1928 (Die internatioıuk Gewcrkschğs-
bewegung ln4-1n7, p. 82) menüons 18.

'- See, for example, the iecen of üe Russian leather industry trade ıuıion n Die Komıtıııııüıisclıc
Internationale, No. 16, 1921, pıp. 3a-365.

'' CaıT, Socialism in One Coıınty, Vol. 3ı p. 533.

|ü lbid., pp. 533s., 543s,ı Die inıernatioııale Gewerkschafısbeı)egııng 1924-1n7, pp. 140s.; Willy
Buschak, Von Mensclıen, die wie Meısclıen leben wollten. Dic Geschichte der Gaverkschğt Nalvung-
GenuP-GastsıEtıen ııııd ilver VorlEufer (Cologne, t985), pp. 487s.
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abut bause of üıe unifıcaıion of varioııs Socialist t€achers' ımions in Eıııçe between 1920 and L922.Iis
strongest section was France. It was a rnember of üe CGT and after üe şüt joiııed the CGTU. However, some
unions sıayed in ttıe IFTU. This Internatioııal now acceptcd üe Sovieı teshers' union aııd re-named itself üıe
Internaıional of üıe Workers in Educaıion QYE). It was joined by ftırtiıer RJLU agarıizaıions. At the time of
the "ultra left' uırn n |928-1929 üıe remaining IFTU unions lefı Howeveı under üıe aıspices of üe Popular
Front there were negotiations about a fusion Unlike the RILU the IWE waı not dissolved, even üough it had
almost compleıely lost its influeııce. In 1945 it Firıed the rrcwly formed World Federation of Trade Unioııs.lo

Occasiorıally iı seemed as if oüer braırches mighı be apıproaching each oüer. For instaırce, in }vlay 1923
there ıpas a meeting in Bedin betıvecn reprsentatives of üe Intematiorıal Tranşct Workers' Federation, who
stood orı üe left wing of the IFTU under üeir leader Edo Fimmeıı, and the Rııssiaıı traıı§port woıkes' trade
union. Buı üe contacts failed o dcvelop, not leaııt because of üe influence of the IFIU.ııo Also in }viaıch
1923 üerç was a meeting betweeıı the Rııssian rade unionists and üe Internaıigıal Mealwoıters' Federation
(IMF) in Friedrichshafen, but the 8ge€d continuatioıı of the alLs fıil€d to ınat€rialize.ııı So thc meetings rcted
above all as üe beginning of direct cqıtü§ betş,eeıı Rııssiaıı trade unionisı§ üıd pan§ of the IF[U, wiüı üıe
aim of establishing a uniiied internatioııal trade union (which led to tirc Anglo-Russian Commitee).

So on the whole üe Intematiorıal hopaganda Committees wetE ıxıt particularly successful.ıP
Alüough üe Commiuees continııally held coııferences, mostly corınected to RILU meetings, ıhe press,ıD
which ısııally only put in sporadic appeaıances, showed thaı their effecüveness was slighı when compared o
that of üe Internatiqıal Trade Secıeıgiat§. The Foıırüı - and similarly the Fifth - RILU Congress had to admit
that its organizational solidity left somettıing to be desiı€d, hoşıever much its poütical inflıı€nc€ had grown. Even
üoııgh ıhe seaıs of many of the commirees had beeıı transt€rı€d ıo West Eıırope (which was pasıımably done
for mainly propagandistic rea§ıoı§, o demonstrarc o Amsterdaırı their irıdependencc fruıı üıe "Russiaııs"), their
organizational backbone was süll the Russiaıı rade ıırıion§, who, above all, continued o provide the money.
Dııring ıhe 1928-1929 tıırn üe terıderrcy arcse o transform into sçuate "r€d" craft internatigıals üıe
Commiüees, which üe Foıırttı Congıess had rç-named International Propaganda and Action Committees (later
known simply as Inıernatioııal Comminees). Buı simulaneoısly üe Commitrees, ııhose influence was

ıo Cf. Caır, Socialinı h Oıu Coıuııry, VoL 3/l, p.544, Die interıutioıulc Gancrksc@tsb*ıcgwıg
1n4-1n7,p. L42f.; ltrermann Sclıııorbh, Lclver im lııurııaioııalen Ganerksc@ıshııü. Eıııstcluııg ıııü
EntwicHııng des Inurııaıioınlcı Bcrğsscbctoiaıs &r Lılırer wn 1918 bis 1945 (Weiıüeim and Mıınich,
1989), pp. 32-Y, ns,181-189, 2l2$

"o CatT, Socialism in Oıu Coııııty, Vol. 3/l, p.547-549. Sailas represented a special pıoblem in ıhis
braııch, in which üere was 8 y€ty rctive Propaguıda Comminee. After üe Iııaugııral Congıess of the RJLU
üey wanted to fcııı üıeir own noeagaııOa Commiüeo, bııt were finally graııted only special stahıs wittıin the
framwort of üe genenl naııspct Wottcrs' Commiğec. Sailcs' Clubs gıcw ııp in the harboıırs (tlgboıır
OfficeVlnter Clubs) wiüı close contrcts to üıe vrioııs secTct Communist organizations, iırclıding the Soviet
Secret Service. 1930 saw the foııııdatiqı of the International of Seamen arıd tlarboıırıvakers §II). This was
probably not jusı a result of üıe ıpw "ultra-left" rend of setnng up separaıe Trade Inttrnationals in op
position to üe IFTU. The ıpw Interıatioıul was morc ind€peııdent of üıe RILU ofEcials and so more easily
able o take on other asks. ü.. ibid., w. 532,54ls.; lvt. Di§ch, Von den Wekkongrcsscn in Moskaıı 1921 .

Tagebııctıblöııer (tlamburg, s.a), pp. 65{8; Jan Valtin, Tagebııch der Hölle §ffilingeıı, 1986'); Ilrdy, Die
Weiı; Ste,phen Schwaıtz, Broılıerlood of ılu Sea: a History of ıhe Saibrs' Union of tlıe Pacifu 1885-1985
(New Brunswick, 1986), pp. 62,65s.,75.

ııı Cf. Carr, Socialism in Oıv Couııtry, VoL 3/1, p. 542.In Fritr Ow\75 Jalıre Eiserıu Interıutioıule
1893-]9ü (Fruıcfort, 1968), pp. 7|-76, furttıer references to more contııcs. Before üi§, in 1920, the
Chairman of the Russiaıı metal worters' union, Shliapnikov, had ravelled through seveıal Eııropeaıı
Counties trying uısuccessfully o ıevive the Intenıational Metalworters' Federaıion on a ıeıolutioııary basis
after the world war.

ıı2 See ibü., p.544; for a critical bataıpe of üe Central Council's 4th session ibid., p.595. Cf. also Dıc
i nıernatio ııal e G ew er ks c lwfts b a+, e gun g l 92 4 - 1 927, p,p. 82- l 3 9.

ıı3 Cf. note 92.
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continua ily dimınishing, reduced thea acdüty.ı 1'

7. aniry for the NLU aııd tlu ITUL?

The development of the RILU was rccompanied by verbal tirades against Amsterüm. The IFTU leaders werp
called "capitalist lackeys", "üe running doş of capitalism' and above all "yellow", in other words
repnesentatiııes of "economically peaceful" org8nization§.ıu Tlıe IFTU was hadly mgç restrained and, for
example, in Septeınber 1920 coııüemncd üıe Iııternatiorıal Trade Union Council as a 'swindle and blufP.ıı6
In these circumstaırces co-operatio was nardly o be üoııght of.

Immediately Amsterdam ıGıctğı to üıe Commıınist§' poütical ideas wiüı orgarıizational exclısion
resolutions.ıı7 At üe same time üe IFTU in its uırrı auempted o şlit the Commımist trade union movemenq
by offering üe Rıısşıaı traĞ unigıs monbership.ııt

With üıe traıısiüon to Unit€d Fruıt tactics at üe erıd of 192l üe RILU also changed its aıtiode o üe
Amsterdam Internaıional. tt iııdic8ted that it was p,repared to co-opeıate wiü Amsteıdam in order to achieve
coııımon gels. This new line was formally accepted by üe second session of üe Cental Council in tvtaıch
1922.|L9

In the şpirit of this new line losovsky, as early as Deceınber L92l,by apıpealing «tiıectly !o üe ITUL,
had tried - unsuccessfrılly - to act in ıınison to pırevent üe ttırearcııed şlit in the C( ' in Fraııce.tD The RILU
seized upon the suggestion of a confecşııce benreen üe nvo Trade Union Interrıatic .s made at the beginning
of 1922 by the Norwegian Trade Union Federatioı, which belonged to neiüer, ıuı üe ITUL, wanting o

ıı' Cf. üıe relevant section of the rçsolution on "organizational qııestions" ın Protokoll üer den 4.
KongreP der Roıen GeıııerkschSsJnurnatioıule. Abgelalun k Mosluıı vom 17. MtJız bis 3. April 1928

@erlin, 1%8), pp. 559-572, here pp. 570s., and the resolution "on the actiüty of üe International Industry
Commioees (['AK§)" n Protokoll &s V. Kongresscs der Roten Gewerksc@sJntcrııaıioıalc. Abgelakcn in
Moskaııvom 15. biı 30. Augııst 1930,2 vols. (Berlin, 1930), l,pp.327-329; Werner Müller, Lohı*ampf,
Massenıtreik, Sowjetııaclıı.Zjclc ıııü Grcıaen fur "RevolutioııEren GayerkschSs-Opposition" (RGO) in
Dewsclüaıü In8 bis /93J (Cologıe, 1988), pp. 224-223ı Nin, 

'.4J 
organiz.acbıus obrcras iuermacioıales,

p. 148. Fc instance, the Commirces' Germaıı press ceased publication between IWl rd 1930. Cf.
Goldbeck, Veröffenıliclungen, p. 22.

'' Cf., fc example, üıe ECCI and lnternaüoııal Trade Union Coucil's Open Iruer to the IFTU Congıess
in November 1920, "To ıhe World Congıess of ıhe Yellow Trade Union lıaders in Iondon", Die Koırııruı-
nistisclu Internatioınlc, No. 15, l92l, pp. 45742, or the Trade Union Coungil's appeal of 1 Augusı l92O
n Die inıerıatbııale Geı,erkschğsbcıııcgıng, No. l, Janııry LV2|, p.2|-23.

||6 lbid,p.z4. C:i. also the IFIU Congıess in london on the International Trade Union Couırcil aıd üe
correspondence between üe IFTU aıd Zinoviev after the Congıess, ın Dic iııterııatioıulc Gevverkschğtsbe-
wegung, Nos. 26, Mactı/tiay l9[2l,, pp. 1-3, 17-25. A surrıey of demaıcation resoluüons by üe IFTU
meınber unions n ibid., pp.4-1l, and No.5, Septunber |V2|,p.135-141.

"' Cf., for example, üe commiree's resolution of lvIarch 192l, sadng that every affiliated trade union
declaring for ^ttoscoş, auomatically put iıself ouside the IFTU. This was aimed panicularly aı the
Interrıational Tıade Secrearias aııd ıheir member unions. See Dıe interııatioıwle Gewerkschğsbcvııegıuıg,
No. 4, July 192l, p. |l2.

ııt Resis, "The Profintern", plı. 104, |ül ,263.

ıı9 Cf. the resoluüon "Die Offeıısive des Iftpiıals und die proletarische Einheitsft,ont", in: lst şecial
sup,plement of Inprekon, No. 35, 25 lvtaıch 1922. Cf. also Resis, "The hofuıterıı" , pp.250-?52.

lD Cf. the documentation n Die internationale Gewerkschğsbeıııegwg, No. 1, January/February 1922,
pp. 19s.; Caır, Socıolısm in One Country, Vol. 3/1, p. 545.
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negotiate only wiü the Russian trade uniqıs, wa§ ııot pı€eğed to consenlıa
This nırııing ıo üıe United Fronı had madc the Communiss ııneasy, too. They began o question üe

RILU's right o exisı §hoııld it not ıaüer - as a contributim o üe United Front - be dissolved? I\ıtosı eıplicit
in is demands was ıip group aıound Paul IJyi, which, however, had aheady been excluded from the KPD. But
oüer parties took ııp similar posiüons.ız However, üey reınained isolated" Therç weıe no leading forces in
eiüer üe RILU, the Comintgn g the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU) pr€eaıed to tiquidato the
RILU at üat time.

The position changed wiıh üıe emeıgence of a left-wing wiüin üe IFTU, whse prirıry §ııppğt waıı
in üe leaderstıip of üe British Tradag Union Council C[IJC). The TUC leaders raised again the maıer of üe
IFTU's offers o the Soviet rade ııniors,ıa deınanding that üey be seriously followed ııp by the IFTU raüer
thaıı loaded wiüı ultimatums. This happened at the IFTU Congress in Vienna (2 Jııne o 6 Juıp 1924).tı'the
soüet trade unioııs had indicatd that under cerain ciıcumsances they were p,r€eğ€d to acc€pt üe posiüons
adeted by the Britistı. The Congıcss erıded wiüı a compromisc; conüıcts with the Rııssiaııs to continııe, but only
coırcerning the accepance of IFTU §Danıte§ and progıamme poinıs. Although the new IFIIJ chairmaıı was
Briüsh, so that o all ounvaıd appeaıaııcc thc TUC was in ıhe asccndaııt, in fact il was clear that most members'
central offices were not at all interested in a Soviet meınbenhip and that üe British would have to tale the
initiative themselves.

On the otiıer hand the RILU was now faced wiü the dilemma of deciding whether or noı o raııder
is strongest secüon to üıe IFTU. Tlıis was üe qua*ion - alüoııgi unşokuı - being corısideıed at the Foıırttı
RILU Congress a monü after Vierına This Congress took up the pciıion üat an international tade union con_
gress, converıed in accordaııce wiüı its menbeniıip numbers, ought o carry oııt a unification o a single Trade
Union Interııationalı!

Close contacts between üe Britistı uıd Soviet trade uniorıs did now indeed come about.ıE The Aııglo,
Russian Commiuee was formally inaıgıırat€d at a confererrce in London frğrı 6 ıo 9 April 1925. Its aim was
to bring about üe inomational unity of üıe uade union movemeııL It was planned fc the IFTU !o confer with
üe Soviet rade unions; üis o be brought abouı by the TUC.ı' AccompaııM by gowing criticisırı and violent
rçsistaııce from üe IFTU's right wing, this cqıference was üe fırst of a series of şıch meetings, which were
held as follows: London, 17 Sçtember 1925; Berlin, 8ı9 December 1925; Pris, 30 Juty 1926; Berlin,23 Augus
1926; Berlin, 23 }viarch ıo l April |gn.Lı The ıesuls of all the confeıences were always va$rc. All th€
Britistı produced were declarations of inont to be active in the face of Amstcrdam as aııd when thc occasion
arme. The TUC madc no concı€te commitments, ıxır wa§ üe RJLU ever mentione( only the Soviet tadc
unions. The Norwegian and FinnM Trade Union l-eagııeş neither of which belonged ıo an Int€maıbnal, showed
geat inter€st in ıhe Commiree. The Soviet trade unions kept trying !o king therı ino play, but the British şı6lp
having non of üıaA as they did not want anyone ıo üirü that üey were planning to create a third Trade Union
International The AngİoRussiaıı Commiuee, whiü, on the Britistı side, reflected orıly the policy of the TUC

la Resis, "The Profintern",pp.225-257; C-arr, Tlw Bolshevik Rcvolutbn, VoI.3, p.459.

ı2 Resis, 'The Profintem", p.2Ms.; Swain, "Was üe Profıntern Really Necessary', p. 68.

ıa See correşondence from the second hatf of |923. Cf. on üis Caır, Socialism in Oııe Coıuıtry,Yol.
3/1, pp. 550s.

L?l Cf. iba., pp. 55ls.; Scheverıels, Füıfiıııdvierzig Jalıre IGB, pp. 94s.

ı! Cf. "Der Kampf um die Einheii der internationalerı Gewertschafsbewegıırıg", in Proıokoll ilber den
dritten KongreP, p. 3ls.

ı5 The definitive study of British-Soviet trade union relationships in üe nineteen_rwenties is Calhoun,
The Uniıed Fronı.

'o Carr, Socialism in One Country, Vol. 3/1, pp. 576-578; Calhoun, The Uniıed Front, pp. 140-147.

|r I bid., pp. l 84s., L99 -202, 27 4-27 7, 28L -287, 336_339.
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lcadeıship, üıe General Council, aıd was ıxıt an expression of üe radical wing in üıe rade union's grass
ıooıs,ıa o,., 6pnght down by üe miners' strüe, or üe Geııeral Strike, ın |926. The Sovieu were disappointed
by the TUC Coımcil's avoidaıEc of an opeıı confrorıtation with the Briüsh goyernınent when it came down !o
iL Even so, it was moıe than a yer latcr (September |V27)&foıe üe break was made final by üe TUC at is
congıess in Edinbıırgh. Dııring that time üe commiuee was the obixt of violent disagıtemens on the soviet
side betıreen sıalin and BııLharin, representing the party leadership, aıd the united oppcition aıound Tıotslry
and Zinoviev, who had beeıı deınanding the wiüıdrawal of the Soüet nade unions since July |Y2i.Lg

Alüıough dııring its existence üe Anglo-Rıssian Commiuee was never discussed coırwersially - aı
least publicly - it was cler from the beginning üat there wcre different çinions about nade union unity and
thıs diffcreııt expectaüoıuı aom the Comminee. Tomsky and the Soviet trade ıınion lead€r§ made iı quirc clear
from the beginning that they ıvanıcd o seizc üe oppctunity of joining the IFTU at thc expense of the RILU.
but never said üıis openly. tt is true üat Tomsky, rccording ıo üe published minutes, said aı ıhe Thiıd RILU
Congıess üat the Rıssian trade unions would undertake rnthing wiüout üe approval of üe RILU and the
Cominternı3ı But Nin tells u§ ıhaı aftğ üis şecch therç was a closed conferencc for a select grcup, dııring
which Tomsky found himself ütiged to distance himself cleuly ftom all liquidaüon intenüons touching üe
RILU, and ıhat he üıen alteı€d the srcııogıam of his şeech accoıdingly.ı3

Alterations ıo the statrıto§ of üe Russiaıı trade unions canied out aı the end of |925126 make it clear
that they did indeod have such intentiqıs. Almost all üıe ıuıions replaccd the sıatement that üey wouldiıin the
RILU with a mor€ gcneral one thı they shoııld belong o an internatiorıal trade ıınion league.ı3

A subsidiry a§pect of tho uniğ carıpaign aftat |9?/l was ıhe setring up in some West Eııropeaıı
couııtries of "Unity Gıoupsn acting wiüin the IFTU rade unions as non{ommunist groups independeııt of üıe
RILU arıd pressing for the unity of üe two Intemationals. Howev€r, tlrcy never had mııch iııfluence uıd quickly
fell apart once ıhe downfall aııd dissolution of üe Anglo-Russian Comminee came about aftcr the failıııe of üıe
srike in Great Briıain.'a An informed guess would be that these gıoııps owed much to the support of the
RILU. The international workers deleguions from the RILU which visiıed üe USSR in the middle of üıe
nineteen-twenties were also an importaııt part of the unity campaign.ı§ They weıe the mirıor image of üe
visits made at üıe same time by a number of IFTU leaders o üe USA, in order to §ıudy capiıalism u üıe highest

ıa Thi§ was organized by the Briti§h Communist Party in the National Minority MoveıneırL Cf. o.ı this
Roderick lr{aıtir\ Comınaııism aııd tlıe Bnüsh Uüons 1n4-1933. 

^ 
Stııdy of ıln Noional Miıority

M ovement (Oxford, 1969).

ıs See Can, Foııııfutioııs of Planııed Ecoıomy,YoL.3t2, pp.322s.,327-329,345, 348s., 357; Calhoun,
Tlıc United Fronı, pp. ?5?s.,269-Tll, Y|-Y4, 353-357,370s.. 388-390. Cf. alş Lcon Trosğ on Briıah
§ew Yoriı lVI3), yp. 251-303.

'3ı Cf. Carr, Socialism h Oıu Couıılry, VoL 3/l, p. 565.

'' Nin, Las organizaciones, w. l39s. Cf. also üıe opinion expressed on üis subject by Rosmer, as a
Congıess participant, in Gras, Alfred Rosmer, p. 303.

'3 CaıT, Socialism in Oıu Couııtry, Vol. 3/l, p. 585. Nin,.[.4s organizacioııes, p. 142. This was violently
aracked by üe opposition in the CPSU. Nin mentioned furtiıer cirçumsuncial evidence that üe Soviet nade
unions considered üıe RILU obsolce: üeir rtpresentatives faited to auend RILU leadenhip sessions; üe
Soviet &ıde unions took no morc rıotice of the Inıematiorıal Propaganda Commiuees; RILU attacks on
Amsterdam catled forth §oviet rotests. They were supported above all by the KPD rade union cadres, üıe
fıııp Koıııınınistisclıc Poıei-Opposinbn (KPO). Ibid., p. |30, l42. But Kaganovich, a closc collaboraıor of
Stalin's, was also in |Y25l26 con§dered defiııitely !o sumort üıe dissolution of the RILU. Cf. Carr, §o-

cialism h Oıu Coıınty, Vol. 3/l, p. 585.

|Y Cf. Die inıerıaıioııale Gcyıerkschğtsb*,eguııg 1924-1027, pp.53-55: Archives de Jules Hıımbert-
Droz, Yol. 2, pp. 4M, 669.

'* CaIr, Socialism in Oııe Coııntry, Vol. 3/l, pp. 579s.
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stage of developrrıent iı had reetpd-ıs

8. Tlıe Corflicı of ılu Factbıı.s within tlu Coııununüt Party of ıhe USSR aııd tle RILU

The RILU's inaııgııral ptıase was compleıely dominated by üe conflict berween the Communist majority and
üe Syndicalist minoriiy, which led o üıe defecüon of üıose Syndicaliss panicularly closely aüached to üıe
Anaı§hist movement, aııd o üe founding of üe Interrıaıioıal Wcking Meıı's Assciation (IWlvrA) in 1922. By
far üe greaı€r numb€r, particulrly üce in the CGTUdominated cirçle aıoıııd üe ııewspper LaVie oıı:widrc,
came ıo a satisfactry anang€menl espeçially after achieving the caııcellatiorı of the "organic unity" of üe RILU
and üe Cominterıı aı a conces§ion üıring the Second RILU Congress. They all ended up in their countries'
communist puties.

Thts it was thaı oppcitional forces within ıhe RILU could result only ftuıı the formation of factioıu
within üç varioııs Communist parties, particularly üıe Soüet one. interestingly no effect was made on the RILU
by the big party discussions which took place at üe end of Wartime Communisırı concerııing üe role of the
trade unions, at which paıt of üe Bolstıevik party cadre, posing as the ıyorkers' oppositioı, opıposed the prty
offıcialş In diıEct oontra!ıt to üis, üıe sruggle of üe Trotsky-led left-wing opoaition affecıed the RILU, too,
from 1923 onwaıds, even üough dııring ıhe internal alsagreements it ııever issud any public statements. The
r]eia$)n fc üis should probably be sought less in is claim !o be, a§ a trade union, "above party diffeıetrcesn, than
in the nade union's suboıdination !o üe pariy.

Thc first prorninent Tıaslryist in üe RILU leadership was probably George Aıdreychine (Georgj
Andıejğin), a Bulgarian, who after emigıaıing o üıe USA had joined üe IWW and üeıı proceeaeC o Soviet
Russia Elected to üıe Execuüve Bıııeaıı u üe RILU Inauguıal Congress, he laıer went on !o work as a RILU
official. h In3 he was removed from his RILU post, obvioısly becaıse of his support for üıe opposiüon.ı'

However, Tros§is opıpsition wiüin üe RILU is particularly associaıed with üe name of losovsky's
deputy, Nin. It is true üıaı in April lY25 he issued a declaration refuting nımounı about his sympathy wiüı üıe
opposition and distancing himself particularly from üe Rosmer-Monatıc gıoup, excluded from üıe Frerch
Commıınist Prty (Part Coıııınıııiste Fraııçais, PCF). Howeveı ıhis was dgıe uıder pre.ssııre. The public
declaraüon had bcsn demanded aftcr leucrs ftorn him to Rosilıer and hılonane had been inteıcepted-ıı Iı is not
known o whaı extenı Nin §upeğıed oıpposiüoml positions wiüin üe RILU leadentıip; for insıaıre, did Nin,
like Trotsky and Zinoviev, call for üe Russian tıade union to br€ak wiüı the fuıgloRtssian Comminee after
lvlay I9?5? However, with üıe escalation of üıe factional conflict starting in the second half of l9Zi, Nin was
one of üe opposition's most impoııant "intemational" activists. He belonged ıo its Int€matiqıal Commissim,
which comp,romised üıe memb€rs, mostly foreigı communists, dealing with üe relevant ınatters in Moscow.ı'

ı5 Cf. Opel, 75 Jalve Eisqıu Inıcrııatioıulc,pp.92-95.

'' Cf. "George Andreychine" in Brarıko l_azitch and Miload Dractüovitctı, Biographical Dictioııary of
tlıe Cominlern (new editiou Stanfor4 1986), p. 7; Gras, Alfred Rosıner,p.227i Sage, Beğ: Revolutioıııir,
pp. 236s. A more negaüve opinion, aneııdaııt upon his app€arance at üıe RILU Congress, can be found in
Emma Goldman, Living My Lıfc,2 Vols., §ew York, 193l), Vol. 2, pp. 915s. Aftrı Lgrl he collaborated
closely with Trosky, was then rre.sted uıd exiled, but finally released. After 1945 he init alıy held importaııt
posts in Bulgaria, but after 1947 he was again arrested üere and shoı

ı§ Cf. Nin's declaration "Chrcun ö sa placet', n Correspoııdance interıarionole, No.48,6lviay 1925,p.
383 (al§o ınInprekırr, No. 73,5 lrtay 1925, p.981).In No.75, 25luly 1925, p.609, üere was as aresult a
short editorial note !o say that a sErcment had been received from two Spanish comrades, which was not
going o be published, but instead fçş,arded o the appropriate Cominterrı bodiqs. Noüing was said about
üe contenls, but it is ea§y to guess üıat doubs were thrown on Nin's denial The ıeason for Nin's
declarauon was laıer rcpoıted by two former Spanish Communiss to whom he had revealed his sympaüies
with üe oppositiorı when üey visited him in Moscow: Jos6 Bulleiıs, La Comiıxern en Espaia. Recıurfus fu
mi vida (Mexico, |972), pp. ffi42, and Julidrı Gorkin, El revolucioııario profesbıal. Testiıınnio de un
lıombre fu acciön (Barcelona, 1975), pp. 137-141, 165s.

'9 Serge, Berğ: Revolutioııltr, pp. 243s.
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In |927 at the laıest his position as a Tros§ist was a ınaüer for open rliscıssion. Speakıng to üe ECCI
Presidium on 27 Sepıem&r |9?iI Trotsky said Nin ıvas "one of üıe best staff workers of üe interııational prole_
tarian vuıguard" and had opeıüy suppated üe opposiüon, adding, "Whaı fate aıe you preparing for him?'ıo

Nin made a strong impııessbn ı the Foıııtiı RILU Congıess by aorcking üe right wing (i.e. üıe
leadership of üe Soviet rade uniorıs) dıning a discussion, demanding more influence for üe Soviet worker and
a "left-Eırn" for üe RILU. This p,rovoked violent reaction.ı'ı Even üıough he was supporting, with these de-
mands, only a small part of üıe oppositioı's pıogramme and had, naıurally enough, faited to ıepeat any of ttıe
demands addıEssed direıtly to üe paıty and üe Cominterıı, it is remartable üaı this last apıpeaıance by a
supıporter of üe left-ı,,.,, , oppositigı u an international Communist forum tok place necly siı monüs after
Tıotsky and most of ü . oer wosing meınbers had be€n expelled from üe CPSU. Of coıırse, it cost Nin his
RILU post and shctly afterıvards he, too, was expelled from üe CPSU.ı42 It is int€resting to note thaı his
name continııed to be listed as a memb€r of üe ediorial boaıd on the cover of the German edition of üe RILu
otguı Dic Rote GewerkschğsJnrcrıaıbıale until lvlay LV29.

Moıeover, üe lrft-Wing Opposiüoı had staıed its poücy on some key RILU questions, e.g. üıe
relationship to ıhe IFTU's left wing, but morç especialty üo üe Anglo-Russiaıı Commiüec.ı€ Iı had vigoously

ıo Leon Trotsky, Tlu Clullcngc af tlıc l-efr Opposition Un6-1nl §ew Yoğ 1980), p. 4l2.

|'L Proıokoll über den 4. Kongre!, pp. 179-183. He is answered by, among oü€rs, §oüet delegates
(Kozelev, Yaglom), a Bulgarian (Rosov), an talian (Germaııeuo) and lısovslry. The latin American
delegates, obvioıuly inspired from "aborıe", issued a declaration against Nin's anti-USSR "slaıulers". Ibid.,
pp. 183-185, D3s.,228-230, 235s., 275s., 338s. in his memoirs the Mexican delegate Siqueiros reports üat
üis speech, which provoked a "violgıtisimo tuınulto", made a geat impıessiorı on his fellow painor arıd
then comrade, Diego Rivera, who was anending the RILU Congress as a guesL That was üe sıaıt of his
Tros§ist sympathies. See David Alfaro Siqueiıos, Me llaıııaban el Coronelazo (Meıico, L977), p.236,
Rather moıe important werç the direct conacs Nin was able o establish on üıe edges of the Congıess with
üe Cuban Communists Julio Anonio Mella and Sandalio Jurıco. Cf. Alejandıo Gıllvez Cancino, Tulio
antonio Mella: Un manrista revolucionrio", Crtticas de la economb pollıica, No. 30, 1986, pp. 101-15l,
heıe p. 2|7.11lr, ciıcumsıances uııder which l\ı[ella was mıırdered B |9Z9 tıave never been saüdacorily
explained. He may have beeıı üe victim of a Salinisı pıırge, because of his Tıotskyisı sympathies. Junco,
one of the most importaııı members of üıe rade union cadıe in Cuba's Communist hıty, was a cmrganizer
of Cuban Tros§isnı.

ıo At least - probably becaııse hc was ı faeigıer and possessed of interrıatiorıal prcstigc - he was not
arıested, even ıhoııgh from iı[oscow he was maintaiing oontııct with the exiled Trotsky in Alma-Ata aııd,
ogether wiü üıe few remaining unimprisoned op,positiaı meınbers §till in ivi6cow, uıas sending care parcels
to üıe eıiles. See Soge: Beğ: RaıoluıbııEr,Fp./73,3üls. His sıırviving leu€rs to Trotsky, dating ftom
1928, from the Troısky Aıchives ae printed ınz Cüiers llon Trotsğ, No. 10, June 1982, pp. 3545. A§ his
correşondence wiü üıe §paııish Communist Joaqufın lviaıırin living in Paris exile shows, he had beeıı trying
to get oııt of üıe country sirpe the beginning of lV29; it cannot be a coirrcidcnce üıat thaı was when Tros§
was exiled. Tıen, when üe dictator Primo de Rivera fell, he was able to retıırn direcüy to Spain in the

summer of 1930. Cf. the Nin-}ı[aıır{ıı corıeşorıderce wiü a coınmentary by Pelai Pag6s in L'Avenç, No. 50,

June 1982, pp.74-35, and No. 5l, July-August 1982, pp. 30-39, and also Nin's leüer to l\ıhıırfrı dated
January LY29, caıried to Paris by Tasca n Anıuli dılla Foııdazioııe Giangiacomo FeltrineJJi, Vol. 8, 1966,
pp.649s.

'6 Cf. on this note l30, plus Tıotsky, "Questions and Answers about ıhe Opposiüon", ın ıd., Tlv
Clallenge d ılıe Lcfr Oppositbn Qn6-1927), pp. 101-108, here p. l04s.; Trosky and Zinoviev's declaration
of 1l Juııe 1i]26 in Ju. Fel'§tinskij, KoıııınıııistiĞ,eslcaja oppozicıla v SSSR (Benson, 1988), Vol. l, pp. 248-
253, here pp. Zh.; Trotsky, 'K pjatnadcatoj partiİnoj konfeıoncü", ibid.,Yol.2, p. 83-103, heıe p9.95-t7.
Moreover, Trotslry, basing his criticism on evenıs in Frarıce, wtıett, since 19Z, üe revolutioııary Syndica-
lists had been pushed out to the maıgitı§, wıotc against the party's iırcreasing tenderry to inbrf€re in rade
union administration: "Bringng the rade unions çloser to the party at the price of seperating üıe unions from
the working class caıı have rıo value wtıaısever. The tendeırce loward making üe unions ino slighüy
enlarged editioıs of üe party must be decisively rejected.' "Problems of the Comintem', in id., Tlıe
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opposed the interıtion of üquidating the RILU, p|anred by the Soviet tade union leadersiıip with the silent sup
port of the Salin-Bırtğin paıty teaderstıip. At ıhe same time the RILU leadership, headed by losovsky, was
avoiding an qen conaontation with the §oviet tade union leaders around Tomsky. However, üe opposition saw
everyüing as part of a gencral political perşective aimed (until 1933) at üe reform of the CPSU and the CL
The Trotskyistoppositio both insidc and oııside Russia did indeed expıpss çinions about trade union qııe*ions
but üıese werc always coloıııed by poütical consideratiqıs. In general üıeir gıoııps w€ro to weak to maie much
impression in trade union ciıcles. In a ciıcıılar dated Janııary 1928 about p,robleıns of üıe intemational left_wing
opposition Tıosky had catled for the elecüon of as many op,position delegates as possible o the Foıırtiı RILU
Congıess to m8i9 prognmınuic and pıacücal suggestions th€t€,ıg but apart from the contribution by Nin, who
was there as a member of the Execuüve Bıır€au, üe oposition was not pubücly representeü If üeıe wgre sonıe
deleprcs belonging to it, ıhe siuıation was such that they could meet only conşiratorially. For a while,
1930/1931, it was possible in üe CISTU, the French section of üıe RILU, to build up ogetho wiü the non_
Trotskyisı Commımist oppoırcnts a koadly bsed opposition moveınent within ıhe uade unions, üe "opposition
unitaiıen, which did çite well initially but üıen fell aprt, not least becaııse of the Freııch Trotslryiss' internal
disag€erııents.ı{ It is not possible to speak of an organized Troıskyist movemenı wiüıin üıe RILU, as one can
in ıhe case of some prtias or even üe Cominıern iıself.

Alüıough n 9nr28 the Tıotskyist opposition had been almost completely defeated, the "left_tıırn' of
the years |9W29 created a new wave of qposition

9. Tlu NLU in tlıe Cominterı's 'Ultra-I*fl" Plıase 1n8l29-1934

The nend towards a new orierıtation had is beginnings at üe Fourtiı RILU Congıess, which took place frun
17 il4aıch to 3 Apfil 1928.ı'6 Outwaıdly the RILU appeğed to have reached a new climaı, but üe Soviet trade
unions' high membenhip corpealed üe hct that üe RILU had been losing popularity in nearly all the capialist
countries. The gravest coıuıequences had aris€n from üe defeaı of the Chine.se Revoluüon, even üıough the Com_
muniss continued !o cting o the fiction that üere was a Chinese orgarıization numbering millions.

In his r€pat Iosovsky menüoııed a number of üe points boughı up by the delegates as üıe rea§on foı
üe rend- C.apitalisrn's offensive was provoking radicatization, while the reformist tradc unions were becoming
mce aııd more a prt of capitalisın. "The United Frgıt from below" was şpokuı of mas ftequently aııd atrention
paid to üe ıole of ıınorgaııized w(ıtgrs, who werc §aid !o be moıe revolutioııry thaıı trade union meınbers. But
above all srikes came to ıhe foıe-fronl Whaı was ııew was thı ıhey were now eınployed independently ryainst
üe leadenhip of the refaıııi§t trade ıınioıu and so were used a§ a meaı§ o combaı them. Togeüer wiü üe
polemics against üe "rightists", fc in§ıance in Germany, üis inr,oduced a basic change of dirpcüorı, which

Clallenge of tlıe W Oppositbı Qn6-1nl,w.l95-2M, heıe p.2ü1

'* Seo "Pıoblgns of üıe Internatigıal Iıft Oppsiüon Ctwo lerors)", in Iıon Trosky, Ttıe Ctallenge oİ
tlıe W Opposiıbn Un&ln» (New Yoılç l98l), p,p. 38.45, here p.45.

ı6 The "opposition unitaire' dıcw is §tr€rıgü from üe CGTU Teachers' Union, whose leaderstıb was in
the haııds of opposition Commııniss who, without being Trotskyists, were prepaıed to ccoperate with theın.
Among üıe French Trotskyists, Rosrıer ptayd a leading part in forming üıe "oposition unitaiıe". Even-
tually, however, üe nend established itself - üe one supported by Trotslry - of concentrating on building up
one'§ own op,position. Cf. Yııan Ciaipeaq Iı moıncmenı troısklıu en Fraııce. Des oigiııes aııx eııseignc-
mcnts dc ıMi 19ü (Ptris, 197l), pp. 53-57; Jeaıı Rabaııt, Touı est possiblc! Les "gaıchisıes" français 1929-
19ıU (Paıis, |974), pp.5969. For Trotsky's opiniou see his aıticle dalrd 4 Januar l93l "Irs erıeıırs des
dlğmeno dıoitiers dc la Ligır dans la question syndicalc", in IJon Trotsky, Le moınement coıüııtuııiıte en
France (1919-1939), ed. by Pierıe Brouğ (Paris, 1967), pp. 379-389. Oııe of the spokesmen of ıtıe ofEcial
party minority in üe Teachers' Union was Geages Cognioı In his memoiıs he refers continually o the
Union leadership, attrking it as "Trotskyist". Cogniot, Partis pris, Vol. 1, pp. 137_143.

|6 Cf,. Proıokoll über den 4. KongreP. A survey in Caır, Foundations of a Plaııned Ecoınmy, Vol. 3/l,
pp. |77-|V2. However, it was really only confirming is assent !o the direction alıeady taken by the Ninth
ECCI Plenum in Febrııary 1928.
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siıortly afıenvaıds was to lead to the Communisı parties' abanıioning üe work wiıhin üe rçformist trade ıuııons
which had been laid down as an initial priıriplc and rying instead !o fomı ııew revoluıiaıary unions.

one result of üis waı an o,pen coııflict hctstagp between losovsky and üe sovieı trade unions'
"rightist" leadership, i.e. üe ınaİrity of üıe Soviet dclegaüon anending üıe Ccıgıess, whom he had foıçcd to
ıoe the neıv line by oboining a re§oluüon ftom üe Poüıbııro of the CPSU.ıo Not only was noüing said about
üis conflict at the Congess; atrentioı was also diverted ftom it by Nin's intenention"ı* As !o üe stnıcnııe
of üe RILU's leadership, an alteration was ınade at üe Corıgress. The Cenral Councü consisting of 95
meınbers and 18 caııdidates, now onoe again elected the Executive OfEce, compising 19 members and 13

candidates, meeting to do rc immediately after üe end of the Congıass and calling itself the Fifth Session.ıa9
In ıhe following year a series of coııfereııce.s sy§ternaıica[y developed üe new policyj' From 19 o

2l January 1929 therç was a RILU cqıfereııco in Strasboıırg wiüı repraseıııaıives from seven coımtries. Drawing
on ıhe "lessons" lerııt from importııt striLcs in the previous year it proclaimed the principle of the "iıdepeııdeııt
economic stnıggle" wiıh leaders elected by the woıtıers and independent of the existing tradc unions.ı5ı During
üe following monıhs there was in many coımtries a transition ıo cganizatioııal independence of üe Commıınist
rade union opposition Even though it ııras not saıcd opeııly thcy di( in fact, fgm new trade ımion leagues -
a coıırse which was ğven its name by the Gerınaıı example, üe RGO ot RaıolwbııErc Gaıcrkschğts-
Opposition §evolutionary Trade Union O,p,positioıı), founded on 30 November/l Decemb€r 1928.

Howev€r, üıis coıırse also ,,ıovoked cqısiderable op,position. The Trots§ists were not alone in rcfusing
o follow iı Opposition was fre4ııendy connected wiüı tirc Right oposition in the CI, which was excluded ırom
the Communist patias in üe months following üe Sixth Cominterıı Congıess (summer 1928).ı9 The ttıght
opposition saw emphasis of ıhe United F,rıont policy as üe importaııt point in their tade union wgt Among
üeir numbers were often the most imporant trade union cadfqs. In contrast o the Left oppcition thc,/ saw
üemselv.s principatly a§ gloups iniluenced by the rplevant natioııal position aııd not by internatioml pırobiems.

Dııring u. Fourttı RILU Congıess this corıflict broke out only inornally, while publicly it was limited o a
deputies' dı§pute,ıs but in üıe eighteen monibs before üe Sixth Session of the Central Counçil at tip end of
December L929 tlıe, Soviet tıade union leaders aıourıd Tomsky were rtlieved of their pcss. Iıı Germany tb ..ght-
wingers around Brandler and Thalheimer and in the USA üose aıoııııd lovestone weıc eıpelled fror,ı üeir
reşective Communist parties. In Spain eyeııts led ııp o the break with üıe Caıalaıı tjarty ğganization aıoıınd

ıo Trosky circulrized üıe eıiled Soviet left o,pposiüorı wiü this information in June 1928. Cf. Rumors
from Moscow", in Trotsky,Tlıc Clallengc of ılu lıft Oppositbn Un8-1n»,pp.12ü|26, heıe p. 125s.

ı{ See above.

ıo Cf. Trotsky,Tlu CMlengc of tlıc Iğt Oppoiıion Qn8-1n9), pp. 5l7s.

'$ Stalin had alıeady indicated the way he wanted things o dewlq. At üe end of December 1928 he

saiü "a sinıation is quite conceivable in which iı may be necessary to create rıallel mass assciations of the

working class, againsı üe wiü of the tnade.union bosses who have sold üemselves ıo the cpilali§ts. We
already have such a sitııation in America. It is quite possibte that things are moving in üe same direction in
Germany !oo.n "The Right Duıger in the German C;ommunist Party. Speech Delivercd at a Meeting of üıe
Presidium of the E.C.CJ. D€c€mb€r 19, 192,8", in J.V. Stalin, Works, Vol. ll (ivioscow, 1954), pp. N7-3Yl,
here p. 315.

ı5ı See Erfüııaıgen,Iılııen ıııü Ağgaben in denWirtschğskEmpfen. Streilaalaik ıııü Streikstaegie.
Resolutioııen der StraPbwger Koıfereıa, miı eiıum Vorı,ort von A. Iısowski (Moscow and Berüı s-a-),

'52 Cf. Robgt J. Alexaııder, Tlu Righı Opposition. The Lovestoıuiıes and tlıc Inıernabıal Coıııınıınist
opposiıion of tlu I9jOs (Wesşgt and lıııdon, 1981); KH. Tjaden, Stııbııu, ııııd Fııı*ıion der "I{PD,

Opposition" (KPO). Eiııe organisabıssoziobgisclu Unıernıchıııg zıır "Rechıs"-Oppositbn im fuutsclıen
Koırıııuınismııs zıu fuit der Weinıarer Repülik (Meisenipim, 1964); Ttpodc Bergmann, "Gegen den Strom"

Die Geschiclııe dır Kommınisıisclıcn-P arıei,O pposition Qlamburg, 1987).

ıs In losovslry's atiack on Walcher, üe leading trade unionist of üe KPD right wıng. Prolokoll iiber

den4. Kongre\,p.74.
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\,faurin, and so on. ln all these caseq recoınlzcO Communist trade ıınio lead€rs wiü cm§idfrabb influence
wiüin üe existing unions weıe expelleğ while aı ıhe saıne time nred" tade ıınbns were proclaimed" }Vithin üe
CGTU, simultaneously with ıhe "opıposition uniıaiıE", üere aıose a pıııely inornal trads ıınio oposiüor1 which
wanted nottıing o do wiüı üıe uluı-bft coıınp, being instead strongly iniluenced by Spdicalist tradiüons.ıı
Finally, an oppositional bloc was also formed in the uade union leadership of üe Czechosloıakian MVS, paıallel
o a similar development in üe party. It did not want to go along with the ulta-left coıırse aııd ü the beginning
of 1929 it had a maFrity. It expressly omosed üıe puty's interfeıence in trado union rctivities" All üıis led o
a şüt in the MVS; the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia had to found a new umhpllı organization.ıs

Even if - after "Blaci Riday" on 25 October IY29 - üts, strt of üıe woıtd-widt ecorıomic crisis seeıııed
o offer confirmation of this whole treıı( it must be reınembered that, in fact, it had nothing to do wiüı iı The
trend was rnüing more ıhan a consisrcnt application of üıe comintern's left-uırıı, exp,rçssed in the slogans nThird

Period", "Unitcd Front from below" and "Social Fascism'. It started as early as üe Sixth CI Congıess (July_
Augusı 198) and was cmsoliüEd aı üe Terıü ECCI Pleııum (3 to 19 Juty t9D) and it had is origiıs in the
Soviet Union's int€rnat developmenı

After ıhe Cenual Coungil's Sixth Session in December 1929 had dıawn up an inerim balance of the
successı of this coııı§o,ı$ it was coııfimıed aı üe Fifth RILU Congıess in Augııst 1930.ı' This ıvas arraııged
wiüı eııen more pomp ıhan üe earüer ones, in oıd€r !o celebraıc the RILu's ıenth anniversary, coımting tom
the founding in summer LfliJ oi i§ iııım€diaıc p,reOecessu, üe Iııternational Tradc Union Courcil. Maııy
congranılaıory addıe.sses were given. A number of subsidiry orgatıizaıiğıs, already founded or in the pıocess
of being so, eşecially in colonial coııntric§,ıı were introducoü This, and üe - oncc again - increasod number

ı$ Ttıe CGTU minority proüdcd ıhe membes fc the Comitğ poıır l'indĞpendence du syrıdicalisme. The
moving force behind that was the gıoup uound üe periodical La Rğvolutbn proUtarkıııu. tt provided the
impulse in 1930/193l for a commiuce with ılE CGT left, which interıded o re.unitc the two central ofEces.
The acanpt failed and a large nıımber of üıe CGTU oppositional membeıs left and Fined the CGT. Cf.
Rabaut, Tow est possiblcl, pp. 38-56; Craipeau, Iı ıııoıueınenı troısklste, w. 47,53; Duıiel Gudrin, "Une
tentative de rğıınifrcation spdicale l93Gl93l", n Rcuıc d histoirc Ecoıomiqıu cı socialc, No. l, 1966, p,p.

l07-121.In Augıst l93l ıhe RILU Eımıtive O,fficc also held a discıssion şriü repesenatirres of üıe
minor§, which ııanırally caıne to noüing. Cf. the minutes n Dlc Roıe Gewertschğts-Inıerıutioııalc, No.
L7 ll8, § September 193 1.

's Cf. McDerrrıogTfu Czech Red Unioıs,pp.2a6235. tt stıould be remembered thaı the ivfVS joined
üe Social Democratic Tiadc Union Assaiation as ecly as 1930.

|s Cf. Pronkoll der scclısun Scssion fus knıralraus der Roun Gaııcrkscğıs-Iııurıuıioıalc,
abgelulıen in Moskııı wm 15. biı 24. Dcıımbcr 1n9 @eılm, 1930).

|f, Cf. Prookoll des V. Kongrcsscs,2 ıols. @ertin, 1930).

ıı From üıe very besinning the RJLU had aracied great importımce trı developııenüı in the colonial and
semi-colonial coıntries and had pıresented an appropriate pıogıarnme in resolutions passed aı the First and
Second Congıesses. I\ı[ore uıd m«nt nnm was devoted to ıheir conoeıı§ from oıp Coıgıess !o üıe next, a
sıııe sigı that üıe RILU had maııagod to get a foothold in some colqıial coıuıtries. Thosc sııcces§€s,
eşecially after 1928, werc somewhaı exsggeraıed o üe ousidc ş,orld, probably in order to di§tract attention
from üe defeaıs caused by the RGO policies in Eıır,qe. As ftom 1925 üe RILU had an organization in
China whose meınberstıip rvas coıınted in millions (buı which, from üe middle of lY27 onwuds, was
blmdily persecuted by the Guomiııdang). Building on thi§, in i"iay lV27 a Pan_Pacific Trade Union
Secretariat was createğ domiciled in Shanghai, which at times was an impatant centrt fğ the newly
emerging A§iatic rade union moyem€nÇ but, becaııse of police repession, led a pıecariou eıisterıce and
aisapperea from üe scene completely at thp beginning of the 1930s. Cf. A. Iozovslry, Tlıc Pan-Prcific
Trde Union Conf,erence. Harılcow Mcy 20-26, 1927 (Mo*ow, |W)l Carr, Foııııfotbııs of a Plııııud
Ecoıomy, Vol. 38, pp. 104G.l042; Fraıık Farrell, "The Pan-Pacific Trade Union Movement and Ausralian
Laboııı, |92l-|932" , Hisıoical Stııdies, No. 69, |971, pp. 4|457; ıhe same, "Australian Laboıır and üe
Profint€rıı", Interıaıional Reviaıı of Social Hisıory, No. 1, 1979, pp. 34-54. In 9np8 the RILU ndiscove_

red" Latin America. In 1929 lhe Confedcraciön Siııdical Latiııo-Aıııeicaııa (CSLA) was cıpateğ wiü its seaı
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of delegalesıJ9 seemed to prove üıaı its fornmes were on the up and up. In facl as üe last Congıess ever, and
in view of the actuı| sagnation or ev€ıı diminution of üıe inıluence on rade ıınıoruı of üıe newly craıed
organizations, especially in üıe importaııt industrial countries of Eıııope and America it clearly signalized üe
fall of the RILU. Signifıcaııtly the leading bodiqs were cut down in size, üe Central Council to 90 people and
its elected Execuüve Bııreau lD 27.|@

The Cenral Council held its Eighth, and final, Session from 7 to 17 December 1931. (fhe Sevenü
Session was üe one held immediaıely after üe Fifth Congress at which üıe Executive Office was elecıed.) Afrcr
the RGO coıınıe had led to defeat all along üe line and to a loss influenc€, it was ımperative ıo innodııce some
tacÜcal corrections, for ];ısüaııce, to stres:ı that - without abandoning üe party line in prınciple _ noı all parry
work wiıhin üe reformsı trade unions should be abandonedı6ı

The failue of this entire poü{ has been depicted as t]apical of the RGO in Germany.l@ Is place

l

in Montevideo. Howt:yer, becausc of the RILU's general counıe, is influence was, wiü few exceptiorıs,
marginal In 1933 Nftı said fraııkly ıhat the CSLA "en realidağ rp es mds que une ficcidıı bıırocr{ıica". It
was dissolved in 1937. Cf. Robert J. Alexander, Comınıııişıı in Laıin Anıcrica §ew Brurswich 1957), pp.
51-53; Julio Godio, Hisnria del mwimienıo obrqo latiıwoııeicaııo, Vol. 2: Nacioıulismo y coınaüsw)
1918-1930 (Mexico, 1983), pp. l71-19l; Ricaıdo Melgar Bar., El movimienıo obrcro laıiıımmcricaıo.
Historia dı una clase sııfulterna (MadriĞ 1988), pp. ?58-?jI0; Huınbert-Drıoz , De lJniıu ö Staliıu, pp. 376
378, 391s.; Archives dı lules Hıımbca-Droz, Vol. 2, pp. XLI-XLItr, 155s., 452456. Ttıere is a complerc
survey of the relıationship benveen üe RJLU and latin America in Aleksaııder Kochailski, "El sinücalismo
laıinoamericarıo: iviaoriales del aıchivo moscovito de la Internacional Sindical Roja", Estıüios l-atiııoanui-
caııos, No. 11, 1988, pp. ?/t9-295.In 1930, as a şecial organization for üe blrck workers in Africa, üe
USA and üıe Carribeaıı, üe international Trade Union Commiuee of Negıo Workers was foımdeğ with its
seat in Harıbıırg (becaııse of its rcess !o the sca rcııtes !o the harboıırs of the world). It was mainly
coırcerned with propaguıda, conacting the eınerging trade union movement in colorıial countries where, of
cotııTyer ıhe Commicee and its publications were sricdy illegal. The most outsğmding persorıatity connected
wiüı it was Geo,rgp padmoıç from Tiinidad" At the besinning of üe Naıiqıal §ocialist era üıe commiuee
had !o move its headqıraıters ab,ıod" Its organ Ncgro Workır, for instancc, appeced in Cqenhıgen,
Bnıssels uıd finally Pği§. Wiıh üe beginning of the Popular Front policy it fr€d a crisis, becgıı§e as a
resulı of Soviet efforts o bring about co{p€mıiğ, with France aııd Greaı Briısin the Communist movemenı
relinquished its basic anti-colgıialist qierıation. George hdmoıE, for instaırce, broke wiü üe Communist
movemenL In |936B7, at üe time of the RILU's general dissolution, it, ıoo, disapeğed. Cf. Rolf
Italiaaııder, Schwarze Haııı im roun Grff (Dtlsseldgf and Vienna, 1962), pp. 53-73; Heinz Deutschland,
"Die fuıfünge der aftikaııischen Aıbeiter- und Gewerkschaftsbewegung (19l8-t%5)" (Ph.D. dissertation,
University of l.eipzig, 1967), pp. 256l?fr4; Imanuet Geiss, Paıığrikaııisııas. Zır Geschiclııe der Dekobnig-
ııoz (Frarıcfort, 1968), pp. 256-?fl: L.O. Golden, "MeZdııııaodnyj profsojııznyj komiteı negritanskich
raboğich", Naroğ Azii i Aİriki, No. 5, 1970, pp. 6G70; Ruü Deıııschland, "Die l. Interııatioııale i(onfererz
der Negerarbeiığr vor 50 Jatıren", ,4sicn, Afrikı, Laıeiııaııurika, No. 4, 1980, pp. 7a3-7|2; James R. Hooker,
Black Raıolutioııry. George Padmore's Pathfrom Commıaıism to Pan-fficarusnı (New Yoıt, etc., L967),
pıp. 17-38.

'9 538 delegates from 60 countries - in compaıison, at the Fourth RILU Congress üıere wete 42L
delegaıes from 49 countries. Protokoll des V. Kongresses, Vol. 2, p. 275.

|@ Ibid., pp. 301, 305 - in neıüer ca§e was a difference made between full membeıs and candidate
memben.

'6'Cf. A. Iosowsky, VonçJrls zw Gegenoffensive des Proletariaıs: Referat ııııd Schlu$wort, gelıalten
ağ fur WII. Session fus 7ıntraiıaıs der R.GJ. am 7., 8. ıııü ]7. Dezember 19j1 @erlin, i932), and
Beschlücse der 8. Sessbn des ?ıntal-Rats der RGI, 7. bis 17. Dezember /93] (Berlin, 1932'). Somewhat
shonened minutes of üıis meeting weıe prinrcd in Die Roıe Gewerkschğts-Interııatbııale, from No. i2,
January |932, n No. 5, first half of lvtaıch.

ı@ Cf. Müller, Inhnlanııpf , Masseıısıre*, Sowjetmac ht.
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wittıin üıe RILU was as pıomirent as that of the KPD in the Cominrcrn Müller has al§o listed üıe RGO's
various sıages of deııelopmeııc finL from sping lY28 tn srıııım€r 1929, üıe ncladfication', i.e. puthing ttuoueİ
is coıırsc of acüon in ıhe KPD against üe "rightists" and "conciliator§"; üen, up to §ıınımer 1930 _ as a poütbal
preeaıadon - fourding the RGO as a "homon for the previoıs frtion within the tade union and extıracting it
from üe uade unions; üird, up o üıe following year, the organizational task of foımding iıs oum indııstrial trade
unions in some braııches ("unified unions') dııring the winter of l930/l93l; finally, up ıo 39 Janııary 1933, üıe
efforts to compeıünte for the failıırç of üie poücy by tacticat nrists and üırns - e.g. laying reıpwed §tr€sı on
party work within the existing trade ımions. Parallel develo,pmcııs werc ıaking place in oüer coımtries, whiü,
however, have not }ret beeıı ıesearcM in so deailed a manıEr.'6 The RILU did not maııage !o found new
revolutiorıary trade union gpoupings wiü r€al mass influeııce anprrhere at all. All ıhe neıy RCıOs had less
influence than üeir predecessors, the Cgnmunist factions within the eıisting eade unions. In üosc raı€ catps
where they had access to existirıg trade ıınion central offices (Fraııce, Czechoslovakia) ttpir influerpe declined
sharply. In fact, as Tıoısky wrote in 1933 on üe occasion of the convocaüon of an 'Anü-Fascisı Workers'
Congıess' by the RGOs of several @untrics, the RILU had beeıı r€dırc€d to 'notiıing moıç ıhan a Commıınist
party, or pat of a Communist party, uıly ımder another nameo.ı6

}vlass unernploymenq rh4 mo§t significarıt "productn of the world-wide economic crisis, did not po{rc

an exclusive p,roblem for üe RJLu. on ccasion commımist puties intervened direcüy, organizing a movem€nt
for üıe unemployed"lo in Augtıs l93l, after running an "Internatiorıal Day of üıe Unemployedn orı 25 F€brıı_
ary, a confereııce of Communist parties and RGOs in Prague decid€d to remove üıe moveınent for üıe
unemployed from the re.tpgısibility of üıe RGOs.ı6

I0. Leading up to thc Dissolutbn of ılu NLU, ]934-1937

When Communist politics collapsed in Germany in 1933 üere were direct organizational consequences for the
RILU, over and above the supFressim of üe RGO - the Cerınal Eııropeaıı Office and a number of publications
had o be moved - but no poütical oonseqııenoes resulted until, in 1934, üıe CI adopted üıe Popıılr Front poüry.
In ıhe trade union aıea üis meant a readin€$ı for cooperation, including even full unificatioır, wiüı the IFTU
rade unions (which, in the ftıal anatnis, meant being pıepged o dissolve üıe RJLU). So as a regılt of the new
policy, once agaiq in 1934/35, lecers and public sıaıernenıs flew o and fuo between ıhe RILU and üıe IFTU
on üe question of unificaıion. The RJLU called on üe IFTU to discuss the unification of both naüonal and
internıtional leagoes, starting wiü ınity of action, while üe IFTU rotted out iı§ old argıımenc it already
represented a basis fc radc ımion ıınity. [t wanıed uniqıs to join is Cennal Aılemberstıip Offices in their vrioıs

'' See, for example, the remgts on üe USA in ıhe ctıryter T.ed Uniorıi§n" in B€rt Cochıan, Labor
and Coııımınism. Tlıc Coıflicı tlıaı Srıapcd Anuicaıı Unbııs (Prirceton, 1977), w.43{l, and oı Spain in
Rafael Cııız, El Partido Coınıııisa de Espofa en la Segııııda Repılblica (Maei( 19S/), pp. ll9s., 142-148,
and Bernhaıd Bayerlein, "üe Kommımistische Prtei Spaııiuıs als Selıion der Kommunistischen lnternatio.
nale vor dem Spanischen Btigeftieg. Vaı der Taiiik der 'Eiıüeiısftoııt von unte]n' zıır Volksfrontpolitik"
(M.A. thesis, Ruhr University Bochum, 1978), pp. 30-34, 1l8-12l, 13+136, 225-U.

lc "Ttıe Econorıic Orıslaugİt of tbe Coımterrevolution and üe Unions', n Writings of Leon Trotsğ
(1932-1933) §ew York, 1972),w. L69-|72, here p. 170. Trotsky add€ü "This organizaıion does not bind
ıhe party o the unions. Being, becaıısc of üeir sınall numbers, absolutely lııcoaUle of replacing üıe trade
unions in üe sphere of mass actim, üe RILU is aı üıe same time incapable of inilııencing üun from
out§ide because it is hostilely opposed o them as rival organizations."

ı6 For üe RILU's pro8raınme on this problem, see üe relevant section in the ıheses "Organisaorische
Fragen der revolutiorığıeıı Gewertschaftsbewegung", in Protokoll dcs V. Kongresses, Vol. 2, pp. 312-335,
here pp. 325s. For general ıBmaıl§ on this, cf. Richard Croucher, "Communist Unemployed Organisations
Between ıhe World Waıs. International Pattems and hoblems", Archiv fiir Sozialgeschiciıe, Vol. }OO(
(1990), pp. 584-597.

ı6 Milller, I-ohııl(aüıpİ, Massenstreik, Sowjetııac ht, pp. 2?3s.
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coımtries. The IFTU was prepaed to negotıae with üe Rıssian trade uniorıs oruy about üıeir joining.ld
Howev€r, ırcgotiaıions tud already been ıaking plrce in France, where one of üe feşı "genuine" RILU secüons
outside the USSR eıiste( dııring which it becaııe cleaı that in ordeı to aiıain unity the Commııniss were
prpaıtd o make a nıımber of politico-ideological corrcessions. Iniüally the Comintern leadership exprassed some
resistance, but ıhis iine was generally adopte0, binding for all, aı üe Sevenü Comintern Congıess (July-August
193rı6ı and more paıticularly at üe subsequenı International Trade Union Advisory Sessim, in which
delegates who were acüve in trade union work and re,pıreseııotives of the comintem and the RILu
participaıcüıc Alüough in the following monüs the RILU made several more pubüc appeals ıo üıe IFTU,ırc
events were now det€rmined by how üinş were develqing in the various ccuntries. Fraııce was a particularly
good example. §ince Ocober 1934 negotiınoırs had been going on between üe CGT and üıo CGTU, with the
Communiss coming closer o the CGT's derııınds sıep by step. They had 4gıee* that on principle rade unions
should be irıdeperıdaıt of parties; formally o abaııdon Commımist facüons; tiıaı Communist trado unioniss
should not takğ on leading party posts; thaı the united CGT should be a member of the IFTU and also of üe
Interrrational laboıır Exchange aıd §imilaı insioüoıs. All üıis m€ant üıat üıe merger could be adopted at a
congrcss held in Touloııse from 2 !o 5 lviarch 1936, giving Communist radc unionists a real say in üe
deüberatiqıs of the IFTU as a ıesult.ı7l In places where the Communist rade uniqıs con§istod only of the
uninflueııtial 'r€d" league§ created in L929R0 they jusı joined ııp, eittrcr after formal talks with üe national IFTU
Central Office - üis was üe case in Spainız -, or by dissolving themselves and süscquerıtly joining
individually - this was what mosüy hrypeııed in, for exaımple, the USA.ıE

The RILU's "subşidiary organizations" in colonial countries ceased o exist in 1936,ı71 and in üe same
year üe RILU's orgaıuı ceased pubücation. No ceremoıy maıted üe dissoluüorı of üıe remaining cgaııizaüon
in Moscow in December 1937, ııor was üere even a public annoııncemenq as ü€re was in 1943 ş ieı the
comintem was dissolved-ı75 Atl ıhat remained !o be setıled was üıe question of direct negotiations tjöıureen
üe IFTU and üe Soviet trade uniqıs. Fc this purpose a delegaüon travelled from Amsterdam !o Mo§cow in
1937. The Soviet trade unions demanded a number of conditions which, aı various confercııces in 1938/39, üıe
IFTU refused to accept, even though üıe left-wing minority, much irpıeased by ıhe addition of the Communists

ı6, Lidia Schewtschenko, nZum IQmpf der Kommunistischen Interrıationale uın üe Gewerkschaftseinheit
in den Jahren 1934-1939", n Saıdien zıır Geschichıe der Kommıaıistisclıen Interıatioııale. Sanuııelbaııd
(Berlin [GDR], 1974), pp. 308450, here 3CI-311.

ıa See ibid., w. 3|2-316.

'@ Ibid., pp. 316318 aııd especiatly G-hıt Adibekov, "Meidıınarodnoe profsojıune sove§öaııie 1935 g.',
Novaja i ııovej§aja istoija, No. 3, i988, p,p. 3-16.

ıD Schewtschenko, "Zum l(anıpf der Kommunistischen Intemationale", p,p. 325s.

|7| Ibid.. pp. 3l3s., 3l8-32l; Lefrarıc, I-ı, mouvemenı syndical, pp. 323-334, and Anoine Prost, ta C.G.T.
d l'€poqıu dıı front populaire 1934-1939. Esşai de desciption nuıııiiqıu (Paris, 1964), pp. |27-136.

'n Crua El Partido Coınıııisn de Espiw,pp.24ü"13.

ıu Cochran, Labor aıü Coırımıınism,pp.74-77.

ı74 See note l58.

"5 Adibekow, Die Rote Ganıerkschğısinternatioıwle, p. 140, arıd Die Kommınistisclıe Interıwtionale.
Kııızer hisaisclur AöriP (Fruıcfot, 1970), pp. 537s., mention the relevant resolution. The laıter book also
records the relevant documenı, number in üe CPSU's Central Party Archives, but neither book reveals who
was responsible for the resolution. This would seem to indicaıe üıat it was the work of a Comintern body
which in fact had no right üo do so.
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(especially in France. Spain and Mexico) was overwhelmingly in favoıır of admiaing the Sovieıs.176
Typıcal of the development§ as a whole aı the tıme of üe Popular Front was not oıüy the abandonment

of the RILU buı above all the readiness ıo make far-reaching ideological concessions. Except for all poins
touching the USSR, üere was now a far-reaching readiness to accept the Amsterdam Intematioııal's poütico_
progıammatic positions (üough at the sarrıe time giving Üem a "leftist" interpretation). At the time of the
RILU's inaugrıration üe heart of Communisı trade union work was facıional activiry, i.e. openly poütical conflict
with "Reformism". Now it was primarily aimed aı aking over and running positions of leadership, thus ensuring
üe accepıance of the cuıTent prry line.ız ln, for example, the CGT this led swiftly to accusations of
"noyautage". The Communists w€re charged wiü a systematic "colonisation" of üe rads uniğıs.ın This led
in many places o renewed spliıs in rade uniorı unity, either at üıe outbıeak of the Second World War, though
it was possible to mend these breaks after 1941, or, with iınality, when the Cold War broke ouı

1l. A few fiıul remarks

Paıallel wiü üe Comintern the RILU had helped develop a "monoliüic" organizaüon. Within üıeir common
framework, maıked by üıeir aclnowledgment of üe October Revolution, the RILU had, however, at üe time
of is inaugııraıion, offered a bı@d dişlay of different positions, all üe way from revolutionary Syndicalisırı
to Bolshevism, way beyond üe political framework of the Cominterrı. This repıesented an independence which
was soon abarıdoned" gıving üıe Communiss wiüin üe organization the chance to take over üe exclusive
leadership. This led ıo üe RILU's in fact becoming a paıt of üe Comintern and following its development at
every poını The internal orgarıization of is being collapsed. Fewer and fewer conferences erc. were convened
while at üıe same time üe number of officials was increased and more and more bodies were created. Tlıi§,
however, did not signify an in-creiıse in trade union influence; on üe contrary, it declined. ln fact üe RILU
could fulfil o only a limited extent its aim of becoming üe revolutioııary Eade union movement's intemational
centre. It had access o existing trade unions in onty very few countries. In most countries it had to make do with
the Communist factions within üe trade unions, in oüıer words the party's organized iniluence wiüin the mostly
social-Democratdominated rade unions.

The RILU then relinquished iıs not incorısiderable trade union influencc during the Ll?l,D9 about-tum,
by qying to set up is own rade unions in place of the existing ones. In reality üe new "revolutionary trade
unionsn were nothing more üan a second editiorı of üe Communist Party. When, after 1934, yet another
tumabout led o membership in the reformist trade unions, this happened under poücies aııd a programme which
had chaııged since üe 190s.

Even so, the RILU had considerable importarıce for üıe hisory of the C;ommunist movement bause
is place was aı üe Join" betweerı the working class and üıe party, which enabled it o play a straıegic role in
üe party's efforts to obtain mass suport. It was also arı importarıt reservoir for recruis to üe Communist parties
and an importaııt inilııence in üe political gocialization of the party caües.

Trarıslaıed by Delia Grözinger

ı?6 Schevenels, Füııfiııüvienig Jaive IGB, pp. 187-190, and Erwin Ob€rLlndğ, "Die Moskauer
Verhandlungen zwischen IGB und Sowjetgewakschaften, November 1937", Inıerıutioıal Revieıı of Social
History, No. 3, 1980, pp. 350-3%.

ız Schewtschenko, "Zum Kampf der Kommunistischen Intemationale", p. 317, sums up a conclusion of
Kuusinen's in his speech at üıe Internadonal Trade Union Advisory Session as follows: "Whaı was imporıaııt
was that Communists, in the interess of practical trade union unity, should give a lead in participation in
nade union work; less imponant was ıhe creation of intğrrıal Communist facüons." The way in which
bureaucratic machinations in üe very top party ranks were able o undermine üıe briefly held Communist
iniluence is ouüined as far as üe U§A and Mexico weıe concerned in llarvey Leveıstein, "Leninist undone
by Lsninism: Communism and unionism in the United States and Mexico 1935-1939', Iaboıır Hisıory, No.
2, L98|, pp.237-26l.

'T Lefraııc, Le ınouveıııınt syndical, pp. 373-380, and Prost, I4 C.G.T., pp. 137-161

29

,.

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI




