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NOTES

Preface

L. James Joll, The Anarchists, 2nd ed., (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press,
1980), p. viii.

2. Since the literature on this period of socialist and communist internationalism is
immense, it is possible to cite only some representative titles here. Julius Braunthal’s
Geschichte der Internationale, 3 vols. (Hannover: Dietz, 1961-1971) has become standard
on a century of internationalism, though the emphasis is almost exclusively upon political
and not trade union internationalism. More specifically, on the Second International,
sce James Joll, The Second International, 1889-1914, rev. ed. (London and Boston:
Routledge and Kegan Paul, 19741). On the International Federation of Trade Unions before
the war and on its post-war revival, see Johann Sassenbach, Finfundzwanzig Jahre
internationaler Gewerkschaftsbewegung (Amsterdam: Intermationalen Gewerkschaftshun-
des, 1926), and Lewis Lorwin, Labor and Internationalism (New York: Macmillan, 1929).
On the post-war Labour and Socialist International, see John Price, The International
Labour Movement (London: Oxford University Press, 1945). On the so-called Two-and-
a-Half International, sce André Donneur, Histoire de I'Union des Partis Socialistes pour
I'Action Internationale (Lausanne: Université de Geneve, Institut Universitaire des Hautes
Etudes Internationales, 1967). On the Communist International, see, for example, Dom-
inique Desanti, L’Internationale Commiuniste (Paris: Payot, 1970); James W. Hulsc, The
Forming of the Communist International (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1964);
Glinther Nollau, International Communism and World Revolution (London: Hollis and
Carter, 1961). On the Red International of Labour Unions, see Die Rote Gewerkschafts-
Internationale (Berlin: Tribtine, 1973), by the Sovict historian G.M. Adibckow,

3. Joll, p. 188.

4. See Peter Lésche, "“Anarchismus - Versuch einer Definition und historischen 1y po-
logie,” Politische Vierteljahresschrift, vol. 15(1974), no. 1:53-73; Peter Losche, Anarchismus
(Darmstadt: Wissenschalt Buchgesellschaft, 1977), pp. 115-28.

Chapter One

1. Only a few ttles [rom the extensive literature on the First International can be cited
here. Documents covering the entire period of the International include Jacques Freymond,
ed., La Premiére Internationale, 1 vols, {Geneva: Institut Universitaire de Hautes Liudes
Internationales, 1962-71), and, from the point of view of an anti-authoritarian participant
in it, James Guillaume, I’ Internationale: documents et souvenirs (1864-1878 ), 4 vols. (Paris:
Société Nouvelle de Librairie et d’Edition and P.V. Stock, 1905-10). Studies include G, D.H.
Cole, A History of Socialist Thought, 5 vols. (L.ondon: Macmillan, 1953-60), 2: Marxism
and Anarchism 1850-1890 (1954), and Braunthal, vol. 1.

2. What Marx actually wrote was that “the emancipation of the working class must
be conquered by the working class themselves.” Karl Marx, Political Writings, vol. 3,
The First International and After, ed. David Fernbach (New York: Vintage, 1974), p.
84. For another documentary collection see Saul K. Padover, ed., Karl Marx and the First
International, Karl Marx Library, vol. 3, (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1973). Studics of Marx
and the International include Cole and Braunthal, cited above; see also Paul Thomas,
Karl Marx and the Anarchists (London, Boston and Henley: Routledge and Kegan Paul,
1980), ch. 5. )

3. By 1872, however, Marx had concluded that the workers might achieve their goals
peacefully in certain countries, such as England and the -United States. Sec Marx, The
First International and After, p. 324.

4. James Guillaume, quotled in Annie Kriegel, Les Internationales Ouvrieres (1864-
1943) (Paris: Presses Universitaires de France, 1961), p. 12.

5. Proudhon regarded “the capitalist principle’” and “the governmental principle” as
“one and the same principle; . . . the abolition ol the exploitation of man by man, and
the abolition of the government of man by man, are one and the same formula.”Proudhon
to Pierre Leroux, 11 Dcc. 1849. Correspondance de P.-]J. Proudhon, 11 vols. (Paris: A
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Tactoix, IR74-735, 11 (18751288, The first to invoke the ferm anarchism in a positive
sense, for Proudhon it denoted not only the absenee of government, but the lighest level
ol arder: “"Society seeks order in anarchy,” Gereeres complites de P=[. Proudhon: 1hvols.,
nouvelle ed., ed. €. Bougle wnd H. Moysset (Paris: M. Riviere, 1923-), 4 (1026

. Although Prowdhon did not endorse workers’ participation in cusiomary politicad
activity, he did speak of the Capacite poliigue des classes ouvrieres, which depeniled
upen sufficient sell-corsciousness, the articulition of an idea or docine — the doctrine
of mutualism - cortesponding o this consciousness, and the ability 1o draw practical
conclusions of aciion from this idea. See especially, Oeurtes, 3 (1024):89-92,

7. Quoted in George Woodeack, Pierre-joseph Froudhon (Londen: Routledge and
Kegan Paul, 1956), p. 262.

8. “What we put in the place of political powers are cconomic forces,” Proudhon wrote.
“What we pul in the place ol government . . . is industrial organization. What we put
in the place of laws arc contracts.” Oeuvres, 2 (1923):302.

9. Correspondance, 14:290.

10, Oeuvres, 1:326.

11, Praudhon vegarded communisim. or collectivism, and absolutism as “two correlarive
Lices of the principle of authority.” Correspandance, 11288, Collectivism threatened to
abrogate the producers’ right to the means and [ruits of their Tabour, 1o collapse the
distinction betwesn private and public life., and (o undeymine the family, all of which
were luhidamental w Praudhon. “Cammunism is not a science, it 1s anuihiiation!” Oewwres,
1.2 (1923):281.

12, See, tor example, Geuvres, 3:387-8, 396-8.

13, “Politics is the science of liberty: the government of man by man, wnder whatever
name it disguises itself, is oppression; the highest perfection of sociery 15 found i the
union of order and anarchy.” Qeuvres, 1:346.

14, For the most detailed account, see Jules L. Puech, Le Proudhonism dasis i'Association
Internationale des Travailleurs (Paris: Alcan, 1907).

15, Marx to Engels, 11 Sept. 1867. Karl Marx and Fricdrich Engels, WVerke, vob. 31 (Berlin:
Die 2-3.
16.  Guillaume, 175,
17

{

7. G.P. Maximoff, The Political Philoso
b . 216,

18, Adrchives Bahouni val. 3, Arthur Lehning (Leiden: E.-1. Brill, 1967), 347,

19. " *Class’, ‘Power, Zmate’,” Bakunin wiotle, three inscparabie terms, of which
sach necessarily pressupposes the two others and which all definitely are 10 he summed
up by the words: the political subjection and the veenomic explostation of the masses.”
Bakumin, Marxisim, Freedom and the State, vd. K ], Kenalick (London: Freedom Press,
19580, p. 47.

20. Sam Dolgoff; cdi, Bakunin an Anarchy (New York: Knopt, 1972), pp. 175+

91, While Marx, thinking primanly of Fogland and Germany, attached primary nm-
portance o the revolutionary ugency ol the advanced industrial proletariar, Bakunin,
with Russia and southern Europe more in miind, advocied o much broader conception
of revolutionary [prces. Though suspicious of the economically most advanced workers
as @ labour aristocracy with the least revolutionary impetus, as “deeply ponerraied Dy
4l the political and socal prejudices and all the narrow aspimtions and prelnsions
ol the bourgeoisie,” Bakunin did not dismiss: such workers, but argued that 1o remadn
truly revolutionary the workers’” moverment had o incorporate the real “Hower of the
profetariar,” the vast numbers of exploited plasaniry. the frequenily heleaguered artisanal
workers, the lower strata of fuctory workers, the siruggling casual and unemployed
labourers, in short, the larger masses of the disinheried and oppressed, among whom
Bakunin believed the instinct of revoll 1 be most keenly felt. "By the flower of the
proletariat, I mean preciscly that eternal meat for government, that grande cenatlle
populaire,” those whom “Marx and Engels ordinarily designaie by thal tmullagcousty
contempiuous and pictoresque phrase, Lumpenproletarial, the miff-raif’, los gueux.”
Archives Bakounine, 2 (1965):177-8.

29, When Marx blocked the bid of the Aliunce of Socialist Democracy, founded by
Bakunin, to enter the Intnational in 1868 on the not unreasonable grounds that the
International gught not admit affiliates that were themseives international, the Alliance
officiaily disbanded. If it survived at all i didd so only as a very informal grouping of
Bakunin’s friends; it had no effective existence. Mars nevertheless contdnued (o view the
Alliance as part of an elaborate conspiacy orchestrated by Bakunin o ronquer the
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International, as but onc step in (he Russian’s efforts, as Marx later put tt, to replace
“the General Council with himself as virwual dictator,” Freymond, 2:269,

23, Guillaume, 1:220-1,

21.  Georg Lukacs made (hus pointwithin the context ol the ideological and organizational
disputes berween the Bolsheviks and various lelt-communists as early as 1923, Sec
Geschichte und Klassenbewusstein, Georg Lukics Werke (Neuwied and Berlin: Luch-
terhand, 1968), 2:171{1. For an appreciation ot Lukacs in this regard, sec Miklos Molnar,
“Problemes d'ordre idcologiqgue,” in Charles L. Bertrand, ed., Situations révolutionnaires
en Europe, 1917-1922 (Monueal: Cenure Interuniversitaire d'Etudes Européennes, 1977),
pp- 141-50

25, Miklos Molnar. Le Déclin de la Premiére Internationale: lu conférence de Iondres
de 1871 (Geneva: Droz, 1963), p. 59[0 Molnar's 1s the most complete account of the London
conference

26.  Ibid., pp. 83-1

27.  Freymond, 2:192, 194-5, 200-1. Lorenzo Anschmo, a dissenting Spanish participant,
recalled his disillusionment in El proletariado militante (Barcclona: Libreria Espatiola,
n.d.), 1:311-25

28, Freymond, 2:261-5

29, Henry Coliins and Chimen Abramsky, Karl Marx and the British {.abour Movement:
Years of the Furst International (London: Macmillan, 1965), pp. 85, 231-1ft

30. The Coundil's selection of The Hague as the congress sile, moreover, favoured
delegates sympathetic to Marx and the General Council, while working against repre-
sentation from southern Europe, where Bakunin had strong support. Whether for reasons
of tinancial constraint or the danger of being arrested in (ransit in France or Germany,
Bakunin himsell did not attend. A combination ol sympathetic French Blanquists, staunch
aurhoritarians themselves, a large number of delegates [rom the General Council, and
a strong German contingent, though the Germans had previoush paincipated but
minimaﬂy in the Internarional, ensured a substanual majoriry for Marx at The Hague,
particularly since the thoroughly exasperated Italians had severed velations with the General
Council and boycotted the congress

41 The committee charged with investigating the activities ol a sceret Bakuninist Alliance
within the Intamarional nonically recommended Guillaume s expulsion 1n the conviction
that he sl belonged to an organization whose continued existence. the committee declaved,
“has not been sulficiently proved.” Instiute of Marxism-l.eninism, The Hague Congress
of the First International, September 2-7, 1872: Minutes and Docwiments (Moscow: Progress
Publishers, 1976), pp. 181-2

32, Marx 1o Ludwig Kugelmann, 29 July 1872, 1Verke, 33 (1966):505.

33, To help secuie Bakunin’s expulsion Mairx sought (o associate him with the misdeeds
of the young and unscrupulous revolutionary tanatic, Sergel Nechaev, whom Bakunin
had earlier betriended but since repudiated. In particulay, in a secret session belore the
commiitee investigating the Alliance, Marx produced a letter written by Nechacy,
unbeknownst to Bakunin, threatening a publisher’s agent if Bakunin were not released
rom his commitment to translate volume one ol Marx’s Capital into Russian, lor which
he had received an advance. The committee conscquendy deemed Bakunin responsible
not only lor attempting (o found a secret Alltance within the International, but for (raud
and imtimidation. Marx, moreover, [latly led to the wider assembly by declaring the
documents presented to the commitree to have been “sent without any request for them™”
{(The Hague Congress, p. 171), whercas Marx himself had actively solicited the Nechacy
letter for use at The Ilague, Marx to N F. Danitelson, 15 Aug. 1872, Werke, 33:516. See
also Marx’s letter to Daniclson, 25 Nov. 1872, following (he congress. 1bid, p. 543
Determined to discredit Bakunin at any cost, Marx had not been deterred by the facl
that the original rccipient ot Nechaey's letter rightly concluded that it proved nothing
against Bakunin. Fven many supporters ol Marx have deplored this manoeuvre against
Bakunin. For Franz Mehring, for example, “‘that in questions of Mein und Dein [i.c.,
of personal property] Bakunin should be robbed of his good name was inexcusable, and
unfortunately Marx was vesponsible for this’ Gesammelte Schriften, vol, 8, Karl Marx:
Geschichte seines Leben, ed. Thomas Héhle, Hans Koch and Josef Scheifsicin (Berlin:
Dietz, 1961), 191

34, On the history of rhe anti-authoritarian wing of the International following the
Hague congress, sce Guillaume, vols. 3-4 (1909-10); Gceorg Suieklow, Die bakunistische
Internationale nach dem Haager Kongress (Stuttgart: Dictz Nachl, 1911); and the documents
in Freymond, vols. 3-4 (1971)
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35, Quoted in Sucklow, p, 9.

36, Freymond, 4:537.

37. On the idea of the general strike in the First International, see cspecially Robert
Brécy, La Greve Générale en France (Paris: Frudes ¢t Documentation Internationales,
1969), ch. 1; also, Phil H. Goodstein, T'he Theory of the General Strike from the French
Revolution to Poland (Boulder, Colorado: Fast Kuropcan Monographs, 1982), pp. 32-
5 and ch. 3.

38. Thomas, p. 352,

39.  Quoled in Braunthal, 1:262.

40. Lewis Lorwin has written that “the fivst anticipations of syndicalist ideas may be
lound in the discussions and resolutions ot the First Inrernational between 1868 and
1872 and especially in those of its Bakuninist sections between 1872 and 1876." Lorwin
adds, however, that “in its delinite historic form . . . syndicalism was claborated between
1895 and 1901 in France. Encyclopaedia of the Social Sciences, 1930, s.v. “Syndicalism.”
41.  The literature on French syndicalism is very large, See Robert Brécy, Le Mowvement
Syndical en France, 1871-1921: essal bibliographigue (Paris: Mouton, 1963). More recent
research is cffectively reviewed (pp. 425-52) in Peter Schottler, “Syndikalismus in der
europdischen Arbeiterbewegung. Neuere Forschungen in Irankieich, Fngland und
Deutschland,” in Arbeiter und Arbeiterbewegung im Fergleich, ed. Klaus Tenfelde
(Munich: Oldenboure, 1983), . 41975,

12, Some have pointed o the French social philosopher Georges Sorcl as the theorist
ol syndicalism. Sorel celebrated proletarian violence and divect action, hailing the general
strike as an inspirational but rationally inexplicable social myth capuble of galvanizing
the workers into herole actions and leading o the moral regeneration ol a socicty
charcterized by bourgeois decadence. Sce especially his Reflevions sur la violence (Parls:
Pages Libies, 1908). But it is well to reiterate whitt has bren often and rightly said: that
Sorel speculated on the syndicalist movement from the outsude, cluborating ideas that
the syndiealist militants would not have endorsed even had they been Tully familiar with
them. Griffuelhc’s disparaging and oft-quoted remark when asked about Sorcl - 1 read
Alexandre Dumas™ (quoted in Ldouard Dolléans, Histoive du mouvement ouvrier, $rd
ed., vol. 1, 1830-1871, vol. 2, 1871-1920 (Paris: Armand Colin, 1948) 2:127) - exemplitics
the attitude of French activists towards him. A recent study notes yet again that Sorel
won no “appreciable attention in France, let alone a following there.” Jack J. Roth,
The Cult of Violence: Sovel and the Sorelians (Berkcley, Los Angeles, Tondon: University
of California Press, 1980) p. 62. He enjoyed a little more influence among a lew Iralian
intellectuals and journalists.

48, Fernand Pclloutier, Hisioire des Bourses de Travail (Paris: Schleicher Freves, 1902),
p. 155.

41, Léon Jouhaux, I, Le Syndicalisme francais. 1. Conlre la guerre: conférence fuite
@ Berlin, Bibliothéque du Mouvement Prolétarien, XIV (Pavis: Muicel Riviere, 1913), p.
98 As the effort by irs Secretary to summarize the history and policies of the CGT for
alorcign andience, ata labour confevence in Brussels in December 1811, ““Le Syndicalisme
francais”™ {lrom which this quotatdon comes) is a particularly ilhiminating source.

15, For discussion ol this relatonship, sce, for example, Annic Kriegel., “Le Syndicalisme
Révolutionnaire et Proudhon,” in L’ Actualité de Proudhon (Brussels: Editions de I'Institut
de Sociologic de I'Université Libre de Bruxelles, 1967), pp. 47-66; Jacques Juilliard, Fernand
Pelloutier et les origines du syndicalisme d’action directe (Paris: Editions du Scuil, 1971),
pp. 205-10.

16, See Bernard H. Moss, The Origins of the French L.abor Movement, 1830-1914 (Berkeley:
University ol California Press, 1976). pp. 6-8, 51-5.

17. Emile Pouget, I.a Confédération Générale du Travail, 2nd ed., Bibliotheque du
Mouvement Prolétarien, Il (Paris: Marcel Riviere, n.d. [1908¢]): 26-7,

48.  Jouhaux, p. 28.

49. Pougel, .a CGT, p. 36.

50. Pouget, Les Bases du syndicalisme (Paris: Bibliotheque Syndicaliste, n.d.), pp. 20-
4.

51. Jouhaux, p. 83-4. For a general discussion of the state in syndicalist thought, sce
R.J. Holton, “Syndicalist Theories of the State,” Sociological Review 28, no. 1 (Feb.
1980):5-21.

52, As F.F. Ridley succinctly expressed it, syndicalism constituted “a political doctrine,
containing an analysis of (he social situation, a goal (o be achicved. the complete
transformation of society, and a comprchensive strategy ol acton.” EF. Ridley, Revo-
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lutionary Syndicalism in France (Cambyidge: Cambridge Universiry Press, 1970), p. 90,
See Ridlev’s usclul discussion, pp. 88-94,

63, Pougel l.a CGT, p. 26.

54, The Charte d’Amiens is reproduced in Appendix A.

55, Quoted in Dolléans, 2:128.

56.  Quoted in1bid., p. 130.

57.  Guillaume, 4:vii.

58, Jouhaux, p. 50.

59.  On the anarchist influx into the unions see Jean Maitron, e Mouwvement Anarchiste
en France, vol. 1: Des origines a 1914; vol, 2: De 1914 a nos jours (Parvis: Francois Maspero,
1975), 1:265-350.

60.  Sce Appendix A.

61.  Sce John Bowditch, “The Concept of Flan Vital: A Ratdonalization ot Weakness,”
in Edward Mead Eatle, ed., Modern France: Problemns of the Third and Fourth Republics
(Princcton: Princeron University Press, 1951), pp. 83-8

62. Onthe Bourses, sce especially Peter Schatder, Die Enstehung der “Bowrses du Travail”.
Sozalpolitik und franzdsischer Syndikalismus am Ende des 19. Jahrhunderts (Franklur
and New York: Campus, 1982).

63.  OnPclloutier und the bourses, sce Pelloutier, Histoire des Bourses di Travail; Juillard,
Fernand Pelloutier; Alan S. Baker, “Fermand Pclloutier and the Bourses du Travail: The
Creation ol an Independent Frencli Labor Movement” (Ph.D. disserration, Universily
of California, 1973); Alan B. Spirzer, “Anarchy and Culture: Fernand Pelloutier and the
Dilemma of Revolutionary Syndicalism,” International Review of Social History 8
(1963):379-88; James Charles Buller, “Feinand Pelloutier and the Emergence ol the French
Svyndicalist Movement, 1880-1906"" (Ph.D. disseitation, Ohio State University, 1960).

64. Val R. Lorwin, The French Labor Moveinent (Cambridge: Harvard Universiry Press,
1953), p. 25.

65.  Ridley, p. 72.

66. Paul Lowuis, Histoire di mowvement syndical en France, 2 vols. (Paris: Valois, 1917-
18), 1:234, 242; Jouhaux, p. 9.

67. Marcel van der Linden, “Vorldufiges cur vergleichenden Socialgeschichte des Syn-
dikalismus,”” in Anarchismus in Kunst und Politik: Zum 85. Geburtstag von Arthur
I.ehning, ed. Ileribert Baumanmn, Francis Bulhol, Gotdried Mergner (Oldenburg: Uni-
versitdt Oldenburg, 1983). pp. 45-63. p. 51 Van der Linden’s is (he widest-ranging
comparative analysis of the sociocconomic conditions ol syndicalist and related movements.
Sce also Larry Peterson, “The One Big Union in International Perspective: Revolutionary
Industrial Unionism, 1900-1925,” i Work, Community and Power: The Experience of
Labor in Ewrope and Amevica, 1900-1925, ¢d. James E. Cronin and Carmen Siriani
(Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1983), pp. 19-87, and Andreina De Clementi,
Politica e societa’ nel sindacalismo rivoluzionavio 1900-1915 (Rome: Bulzoni, 1988).

68. On the constructon workers in Britain scc R.W. Postgare, The Builders’ History
(London: National Federation of Building Trvade Operatives, 1923), especially ¢h. 17, On
France sec William Edger McMechan, *“ Che Building Trades of France, 1907-1914" (Ph.D.
dissertation, Univarsity ol Wisconsin, 1975). For cxamples of technical changes in
construction, sec Peter N. Stearns, Lives of Labor; Work i a Matwring Industrial Society
(New York: Holmes and Meier, 1973), pp. 122-3.

69.  On the Amsterdam congress, sce Congrés anarchiste tenu o Amsterdam, aotit 1907
(Paris: N Delesalle, 1908), csp. pp. 62-90; on the meetings of syndicalists there, see ibid.,
pp. 113-6, and La Voix di Peuple (Lausanne), b Oct, 1907,

70. 'The most comprehensive treatment ol this background is provided by Xavier Cuadrat,
Socialismo y anarquismo en Cataluiia (1899-1911): los origines de la C.N.T. (Madrid:
Revista de Trabajo, 1976), and, with morc atention (o ideological developments, Antonio
Bar, La CNT en los afios rojos (del sindicalisrmo revolucionario al anarcosindicalismo,
1910-1926 ) (Madrid: Akal, 1981). pp. 13-303. The best source in Englishisstill Joan Connelly
Ullman, The Tragic Week: A Study of Anticlevicalism in Spain, 1875-1912 (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1968), a work of broader scope (han its title suggests. See also,
for example, Muiray Bookehin, The Spanish Anarchists (New York: Tlarper, 1977), chs.
3-8; Manuel Tunion de Lava. El movimiento obiero en la historia de Espaiia (Madrid:
Taurus, 1972), chs. 5-9: Juan Gomez Casa, I{istoria del anarco-sindicalismo espasiol
(Santiago and Madiid: ZYX, 1968), chs. 2-4; Adolto Bueso, Como fundamos la C.N.T.
(Barcclona: Avance, 1976). Briet accounts may be [ound in Cesar M. T.orenzo, Les
Anarclustes Espagnols et le pouvolr, 1868-1969 (Paris: Editions de Seuil, 1969), ch. I:
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José Pcirats, Los anarquistas en la crisis politica espaiiola (Buenos Aires: Alfa, 1964),
ch. 1.

71. The statutes adopted by the Federation, the Spanish scction of the International,
were in {act those of Bakunin's Alliance rather than ol the Intemational. Temma Kaplan,
Anarchists of Andalusio. 1868-1903 (Princcton: Princeton University Press, 1977), p. 74-

72, Bar, pp. 106-7.
73.  Quoted in Cuadrat, p. 216

74.  Adolfo Bucso, Recuerdos de un cenetista, vol. 1, De la Semana Tragica (1909) a
la Segunda Republica (1931) (Barcelona: Ariel. 1976), 53.

75, Sce espectally, Bueso, Como fundamos la C.N.T.; Bar, pn. 119-229; Cuadrat, ch,
g

76.  Cuadral, p 476

77, On the carly period of Ttalian syndicalism see especially Alceo Riosa’s Il sindacalismo
rivoluzionario in Italia ¢ la lotta politica nel Partito Socialista dell’era giolittiana (N.p.:
De Donato, n.d. [19767), which otfers a detailed study up to 1907, and Thomas R. Sykes,
“The Practice of Revolutionary Syndicalism in Italy., 1905-19107 (Ph.D. dissertation,
Cotumbia University, 1974). On the origins and [ormation of rhe USL sce also David
D. Roberts. The Syndicalist Tradition and Italian Fascism (Chapel Hill: University of
North Carolina Press, 1979), ¢h. 3; Charles 1.. Bertrand, “Revolunonary Syndicalism iy
Tialy, 1912-1922" (Ph.D. dissertation, University of Wisconsin, 1969), chs. 1-2; Giorgio
Candeloro, Il movimento sindacale in ltalia (Rome: Edizioni di Cultura Saciale, 1950),
Py 65-791L.; Alfredo Gradilone, part 1, ch. § and part 2. ch. 12 of ftalia (Milan: Giufire,
1939), vol. 8 of Storia del sindacalismo; and the duulmz‘ntdn survey, Ugo Fedeli, Corso
di storia del movimento operaio (ivrea: Centrny de Socivlogia della Cooperazione, 1957),
P 200-25.

74, On the encounters 1n Parma, so¢

R. Svkes, “Revolutionary Syndicalisin

in the Itahian Labor Movement: fhe Agrarian S s of 1907-08 in the Province of Parma,
International Review of Soc tory 21 G :
73, The cuculation hgore om the p o the 1913 Syndicalist Congress

as tepotted in the Dutch sy il Oct. 19138
80, Cornelissenr lelt a manusaips recordmg bis experiences in the carly Duich labour
mevement: "Smjd, leb en leed i de onde Q(ICMLI&[MLM heweging en e vakorganisaties:
persoonlifhe heymmeringen door Chrstiaan un' - “11 rnatonaal Instinmut voor
Sociale Geichiedenis, Amsterdai. On the sarly Tioim : “Chis-
tiaan Cornelissen, syndicalist.” Maatstaf 24, no. b
81, AJ.C. Riwer. “De Nederlandse irekken der lse arbeidersbew cgmg Rt
Nedervland tussen de natién: een biydrage toi o i
Willem Banning, eds., 2 vols. (Amsterdan: Plecg ( )
82 Van Frkel thus described himselt as the £ de s dexs”” (the "barrebmar
of the workers’). Quoted 1 Marinus Ruppert, e N cdmlanhf vuk!) wegmg vol. 10 7
opkomst (Haarlem: Bol‘n. 195%), p. 61. On the pre-war hisiory ol the NAS sce Ger Harmsen
and Bob Reinalda, }oor de [)p rjding van de [HU(’ id: ,mopm geschiedenis van de
nederlandse valileiesing (Nijmegen: SUN, 107 de jong, Ede., Owm
plaats van de arbeid | Aansierdam: NVVL 1956), po. % ¥rik Hansen and Peter
Prosper Jr.. "The Natlonaal Arbeids-Secretarinal, Revelutionary Syndicalsm i (b
Netherfunds, 1882-18914 " Socielas - A Review of Soctel History 7, 1o, 2 (Spring 1879,
121-44; L.]. Bragsmans, Paardenkrachi en mensenmachi: sociaal-cconomischie geschiedenss
van Nederland 1795-1940 ('s-Giavenhuge: Marinus Nithetl, 1961), pp. 420-6 et passun,
83 Hansen and Prosper, p. 126

84, Hen:i Polak. Federatle van vakvereenigingen: een voorstel aan de geovganiseerde
en ongeorganiseerde arbeiders van Nederland, door Henri Polak, Voorzitter van den
Algemeenen Nederlandschen Diamantbewerkersbond (Amsterdam: Algemeencn Neder-
landschen Diamantbewerkersbond, 1898), p. 27

86, The moslr,:omprchcnsivc account of the strike is A} C. Ruiter’s De Spoorwegstakingen
van 1903 (Leiden: E.J. Brill, 1933).

86. Volkers Bultsina and Evert van der Tuin, Hef Nederlandsch Syndicalistisch Vak-
verbond, 1923-1940 {Amsterdam: Anarchistiese Uitgavern:, 1980), p. 7.

87. Hansen and Prosper, pp. 128-9

88, The circulation tigures are from De drbeid, 8 Gct. 1913, See also the NAS's report
o the 1922 toundmg congress of the IWMA, a biief survey of its history and membership
figures for 1894-1922 International Wor king Men’s Association (ALT- L\A‘ Archive, I A
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< Alfa, 1964) File 1, Congres - Berlin 1922, Internationaal Instituut voor Sociale Geschiedenis, Am-
- sterdam.

International, 29. Q’u\ol‘cd in Frizz Kater, varz'e Vereinigung dc)u/schm‘ Gmum‘k&c_‘/mﬂen (Berlin: Kater,

mima Kaplan 1912). "This sometimes impassioned brochure by one intimatcly involved 1n the entire

< 1977, P T history of the German syndicalistmnovementis an interesting it highly partisan introduction

1o 1ts pre-war development. Sce also Kater's luter pamphlet, Die Entwicklung der deutschen
Gewerkschafisbewegung (Berlin: Der Syndikalist, 1921). On the origins of the FVdG,
see Angela Vogel, Der deutsche Anarcho-Syndikalismus (Berlin: K. Kramer, 1977), ch,

Cica (1909 4 i; Hans Manfred Bock, Syndikalismus und Linkskommunismus von 1918-1923 (Mcisen-
heim: A. Hain, 1964), pp. 23-34ff. Wilhelm Kulemann’s much older Die Berufsvereine,
Cuadrat, ch 2 vols. (Jena:r Gustav Fischer, 1908) 2:45H., 96-108, is still worth consulting. Dirk H.

Muiller offers a briel overview ol the pre-war movement in “Der Syndikalismus in der
deurschen Gewerkschaltsbewegung vor 1914, in Solidaritdt und Menschenwiirde: Etappen

mdacalismo der deutschen Gewerkschajtsgeschichte von den Anfangen bis zur Gegenwart, ed. Erich
‘tiana (N.p.: Matthias and Klaus Sch{)‘nhpven (Berlin and Bpnn: Neue Gescllschaft, 15)84), pp- 37-68
nis R Sykes, See also Miitler’s “Syndicalism and Tocalism 1n the German Trade Union Movement,”
sertation, in The Development of Trade Unionism in Greal Brilain and Germany, 1880-1914, ed,

we also David Woligang §. Mommsen and Hans-Gerhard Husung (London: George Allen and Unwin.

1985), pp. 239-65. Muiller’s richly detailed Gewerkschaftiiche Vevsammlungsdemokratie
und Arbeiterdelegierte vor 1918: ein Beilvag zur Geschichie des Lokalismus, des Syndi-
s iorgio kalismys und der enstehenden Ritebewegung, Einvelverditeniichungen der Historischen
~oale, 1950, Kommisston zu Berlin, vol. 19 (Berlin: Colloquium, 1985) - on the syndicalists sec especially
} ch, 6 - appeared tco late to be of use here. For additionai sources on German syndicalism,
see Schéttler, “Syndikalismus,” pp. 459-69.

90. The FVAG published Friedeberg’s address: Parviementarismus und Genevalstreik
(Berlin: Die Einigkeit, n.d. [1904)).

$1,  Kater, Freie Vereinigung, p. 22. For the centraiist perspective on relaticns with the
iocalists, see Paul Umbreit, 25 Jahre deutscher Gewerkschaftsbewegung 1890-1915 (Berlin:
Generalkommission der Freien Gewerkschaften Deutschlands, 1915).

92, Quoted in Bock, p. 32.

93.  Quoted in Vogel, p. 60.

4. Conilicting figures are ottered, for example, by Bock, p. 33, and Eduard Willcke,
“Die Ideenwelt des deurschen Syndikalismus,” fahrbiicher fiir Nationaiokonomie und
Statestik, ser. 8, 73 (June 1928):871. See also Muiller, Gewerkschaftliche Versammiungs-
demokratie, p. 188.

356, Correspondenzblalt der Generalkommission der Gewerkschaftsbewegung Deutsch-
lands 23 (25 Oct. 1913):657. As Kater noted in 1912 (Frele Vereinigung, p. 22), in no
country were the obstacies confronting the syndicalists as grear as in Germany, whcre
the SPD and the Freie Gewerkschajten could muster over 125 daily and weekly newspapers
and countless agitators against them.

6. De drberd, 3 Cct. 1913, The FVdG also published Der Pionier, an aggressive and
cutspoken weekly whose issues dealing with a wide range ol libertarian topics were not
mnirequently confiscated.

7. See Peter Mevten, Anarchismus und Arvbeiterkampf in Portugal (Hamburg: Libertire
Assoziation, 1981), chs, 2-5, and the work of one of the leading anarcho-svndicalists in
the Portuguese movement, Manuel Joaquin de Sousa, O Sindicalismo em Portugal, tth
ed, (Porto: Movimento Operario Portugues, 1974).

98, Paul Aviich, The Russtan Anarchists (Princeton: Princeton University Press. 1967),
©. 61. See ch. 3 for the best account of syndicalism tn pre-war Russia.

99, Quoted in ibid, p. 78.

100. Vicroria E. Bonnell, Roois of Rebellion: iVorkers’ Politics and Organization in
St. Petersburg and Moscow, 1900-71974 (Berkeley, Los Angeles and London: Universivy
£ California Press, 1983), pp. 167-8, 254,

01, On syndicalism in pre-war Belgium see Maxime 5Steinberg, ‘4 Uorigine du com-
munisme belge: Vextréme-gauche révolutionnaire d’avant 1914, Cahiers Marxistes 8, no.
8 (December 15970 - January/February 1971):3-34, 3-16. On the formation of the Con-
fedération Syndicale Belge see L dction Ouvridre, | jan. 1814, The decision {ibid., ! June
1914) to deiay its first veal congress to August 1914, however, meant that war arrived
beiore the Confederation could establish an effective organizaticnal siructure.

102, See Bob Holton, British Syndicalism, 1900-7914 (London: Pluto Press, 1976). A
later, brief overview can be found in Rebert I. Holton, “Reveolutionary Syndicalism and
the British Labour Movement,” in Mommsen and Husung, pp. 266-82.
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108.  See Einhart Lorenz, Arbeiderbevegelsens historie. En inforing: Norsk sosialisme
U internasjonall perspektiv, vol. 1, Del 1789-1930 (Oslo: Pax Forlag A.S., 1974), pp. 81-
97; Edvard Bull, dArbeiderklassen i Norsk historie (Oslo: Tiden Norsk Forlag, 1917), pp.
211-27; David Philip, Le Mouvement Ouvrier en Norvége (Paris: Editions Ouvritres, 1958).
chs. 18-4; Hubert Ferraton, Syndicalisme ouvrier et social-démocratie en Norvége (Paris:
Armand Colin, 1960), ch. 1.

104, See Henry Kavlsson, ed., Dansk avbejderbevaegelse 1871-1939 (Copenhagen: Gyl-
dendal, 1975), pp. 20-1, 84-5.

105.  On the origins of the SAC, sec above all Lennart K. Persson, Syndikalismen 1 Sverige
1903-1922 (Stockholm: Federativs Forlag, 1975), a welcome extension of his Licentiatav-
handling (1968), Syndikalismen @ Sverige 1908-1917; see also Karl Bergkvis(, Sveriges
Arbetares Centralorganisation Minneskrift 1910-1935 (Stockholm: Federativs Férlag, 1935)
and the work of the long time-head of the SAC, John Andersson, Med SAC 1 40-drig
kampf: en historik (Stockholm: Federativs Forlag, 1950).

106.  On Young Socialism in Sweden, sce Karl Fernstrom, Ungsocialismen: En kronika
(Stockholm: Federativs Forlag, 1950).

107.  Jensen became Scandinavia's leading syndicalist spokesman belore the war, wriling
tor the Danish Solidaritet and the Norwegian Storm (Young Socialists) and Direkte Aktion.
Hc also edited Direkte Akiion for a time. For a brief biography, see the anthology edited
by Evert Arvidsson, Syndikalisten Albert Jensen (Stockholm: Federativs Forlag, 1977).
The Swedish Young Socialists, like the members of the German FVAG earlier, were also
influenced by R. Friedeberg's brochure on the general stuike. published in Sweden in
1907. See Persson, Syndikalismen 1 Sverige 1903-1922, p. 45.

108.  Quoled in Sassenbach. p.17. On the development of the ISNTUC, sec, in addition
to Sassenbach, Lewis Lorwin, Labor and Internationalism, ch. 4; Price, ch. 1; Beamard
Georges and Dentse Tintant, Léon Jouhaux: cinquante ans de syndicalisme, vol. 1: Des
origines a 1921 (Paris: Presses Universitaires de France, 1962), ch. 4; Maximiano Garcia
Venero, Historia de las internacionales en Espana, vol. 1: 1868-1914 (Madrid: Ediciones
del Movimiento, 1956), 121-1, 132-8, 453-4.

109. L’Humanute, 1 Sept. 1909.

110. At the 1911 Budapest conference the CGT proposcd a change in this rule. The
French delegates supported the hid of the Industrial Workers of the World for entry into
the ISNTUC, which not much earlier had admitted the American Federauon ol Labor
as the representative of the United States. ['he CG'T maintained both should be admitted,
but the conference decided to rerain the AFL. and bar the IWW. See Paul Brissenden,
The LW.IW.: A Study of American Syndicalism, 2nd ed. (New York: Columbia University,
1920), pp. 275-5.

111, L’Humanaté, 1 Sept. 1909.

112,  De Arbeid, 27 Nov. 1909.

Chapter Two

1. Mann: Syndicalist and Amalgamaiion News (hereafier, SAN), Dec. 1912; Bowman:
SAN, Feb. 1913; van Erkel: Bulletin International du Mouvement Syndicaliste (hereafter,
Bulletin), 16 Feb. 1913,

2. Die Evnugkeil (Germany), 22 Feb, 1913; Wohlstand fuir Alle (Austria), 26 Feb. 1913;
Solidaritet (Denmark), 1 Mar. 1913; Syndikalisten (Sweden), 1 Mar. 1913; L’'Iniernazionale
(Italy), 1 Mar. 1913; Tierra y Libertad (Spain), 24 Feb. 1913, In the United States both
the Industrial Workers of the World and the Syndicalist League of North America welcomed
the congress proposal. William Z. Foster’s SLNA identified with the CGT and advocated
revolutionizing existing unions rather than the dual unionism of the IWW, with which
Foster had broken in 1912. On Foster and the SLNA, sce Philip S. Foner, History of
the Labor Movement in the United States, vol. 4, The Industrial Workers of the World,
1905-1917 (New York: International Publishers, 1965), 415-30. Foster, promoting the
congress, hoped the SLNA would be represented. Syndicalist (Chicago), 1 Feb. 1913, But
the SLNA was short-lived, the Syndicalist itsclf disappearing in September 1913. The
IWW’s Industrial Worker (Spokane, Washington) identified syndicalism above all with
craft unionism, which it contrasted with the IWW’s industrialism (9 Jan. 1913). “In
international affiliations,” it continued, “the LW.W. is more closely allied with the
revolutionary syndicalist than any other body. . . . Sdll it is well to understand from
the outset that the I W.W. represents a higher type ol revolutionary labor organization
than that proposed by the syndicalists.” Noting the congress proposal, the Industrial
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Worker, 3 Apr. 1913, recommended the congress. adding: “Let its most important work
be the formation of a connecting link between the revolutionary syndicalists and
industrialists of all countrics.” Tt dismissed the ISNTUC as a farce, but observed that
the official IWW position on the London congress would have to await its annual
convention in September.

3. Bulletin, 16 Feb. 1913.

t. Merrhcim to Monatte, 7 Oct. 1908. Quoted in Christian Gras, Aifred Rosmer (1877-

1964) et le mouvement révolutionnaire international (Paris: Maspera, 1971), p. 83, The
general debate on the international question can be {ollowed in XI'fe Congrés National
Corporatif (X de la C.G.T.) (Marseille: CGT. 1909), pp. 60-79, 1553-66. Intimations of
schism, however, were avoided on the congress floor.
5. Robert: La Voix du Peuple, 26 Sept.-3 Oct. 1909; construction workers: Le Travailleur
du Batiment, May 1900 (see also Les Temps Nowveaux, 23 July 1910 the Duich: De
Arbead, 27 Nov. 1909, The French soughi to dissuade the Duich. In La Vie Ouvriere,
20 Dec. 1809, pp. 356-8, Monatte argued unenthusiastically that the AFL, which had
just entered the ISNTUC, could induce the Germans w transform it into a genuine workers'
International.

6. Rcporting on the ISNTUC conference at Budapest in 1911, the Confederal Committee
expressly declared the CGT’s mission to be to transform the Secretariat from within.
CGT, XTUe Congrés national corporatif (XII de lo C.G.T.) et 5 conférence des bourses
du travail ow unions de syndicats tenus au Havre du 16 au 23 septembre 1912: compte
rendus des travary (Le Havee: Imprimerie de I'Union, nud.), p. 18.

7. Reliable conclusions about the CGT's membership are not possible, but it could
apparently claim over 500,000 members in 1910, bur only around 300,000 in 1918. See
the calculations and comments in William Edgar McMechan, “The Building Trades of
France, 1907-1914: An Exploration ol Revolutionary Syndicalism™ (Ph.D. dissertation,
University of Wisconsin, 1975), p. 915. The membership of some federations had peaked
in 1910, others in 1911, but by 1912 most were declining, notably the radical building
trades and metalworkers’ federations. In contrast the long reflorm-minded textile workers’
federation achieved its highest pre-war membership in 1913-14. See McMechan, ibid.,
and Michael S. DeLucia, *“The Remaking of French Syndicalism, 1911-1918: The Growth
ol the Reformist Philosophy” (PL.D. dissertation, Brown University, 1971), pp. 10-24.
The 1910-11 crisis point of the CGT is symbaolized and reinforced by the dramatic defeat
of the railway swrike in the autumn of 1910, which not only violently factionalized and
devastated the normally reformist railway workers' union, but demeoralized the wider GGT.
Sec Hans Spuhler, Der Generalstreik der Eisenbahner in Frankreich von 1910: Das Scheitern
des Revolutiondren Syndikalismus und die repressive Politik Briands (Berlin: Duncker
and Humblot, 1975), especially ch. 10.

8. The crisis of the CGT and the divisions within it are discussed in DeLucia, chs.
1-2. On the role of La Fie Ouvriére and Alphonse Merrheim in the crisis, and in AsSeSsINg
the changing structure of French capitalism, see in addition Nicholas Papayanis, A lphonse
Merrheim: The Emergence of Reformism in Revolutionary Syndicalism, 1871-1925 (Dord-
recht, Boston and Lancaster: Martinus Nijholf, 1985), part 2; Christian Gras, “Merrheim
et le capitalisme,” Le Mouverent Social, no. 63 (April-June 1968), pp. 143-63; and Jean
Bouvier, “Mouvement ouvrier ef conjunctures économiques,” ibid., no. 48 (July-Sept.
1964 pp. 3-30.

9. L’Humanité, 4 Mar. 1913,

10.  La Vie Ouvriére (hereafter, V'O), 4 Mar. 1913.

11 Die Einigkeit, 5 Apr. 1913 Comelissen in Bulletin, 9 Mar. 1913; De Ambris and

Wolter (mistakenly called Walter) in F'O, 5 Apr. 1915, pp. 404-6.
12.  Bowman: SAN, Mar.-Apr. 1913; Mann: 1'O. 5 Apr, 1913, pp. 434-5. Alfred Rosmer
had auended the London ISEL conlerence on behall of La Bataille Syndicaliste and as
a fraternal delegate of the CGT and he and Léon Jouhaux attended the Manchester
conference (SAN, Dec. 1912). At these conferences the congress proposal had first been
endorsed. At that time their French visitors apparently informed Mann and Bowman
that neither the CGT nor its member federations could be represented at such a CONgress,

VO, 25 Sept. 1915, p. 267.

13.  Bulletin, 8 Dec. 1912; 9 Mar. 1918. Sec also 6 Apr. 1913,

14. VO, 5 Apr. 1913, pp. 406-7. See also Monatte’s earlier remarks. Ibid., 20 Mar. 1913,
pp. 377-8.

15.  Die Einigkeit, 5 Apr. 1913; SAN, Mar.-Apr. 1913; Cornelissen: Bulletin, 6 Apr. 1913.

16.  Bulletin, 15 June 1913.
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17, Max Nettlau, Unpublished Manuscript, 1895-1914, 1l B, p, 605, Neulau Archive,
Internationaal Instituut voor Sociale Geschiedenis, Amsterdam.

18.  The anarchist Varlaam Cherkezov, who lived in London, offered a thumbnail sketch
of Bowman during this period: “Bowman, hall-English, haif-French, quite an ‘esprit
boulevardier,” a despotic man, wanted the entire movement for himsell and kept in his
hands. He quarreled with the voung syndicalists, scorned them, and stood alone.”” From
a conversation with Nertlau, ibid. The rift among the British syndicalists cventually led
to a schism, with Bowman relaining controi of an increasingly sectanan and suident
rump ISEL, now devoted to dual unionism. and Mann becoming identilied with the
new League of Industrial Democracy. [he sirategical dilferences between the Tater ISKTL
and the League are discussed in Holwon, pp. 139-47, though Hollon says nothing about
the personal quartels tn which Bowman so largely ligued.

19.  Cornelissen, jensen and Bowmnan in Sulletin, 15 june, 27 July, and 3 Aug. 1913,
respectively.

20. La Bataille Syndicaliste, 30 Aug. 1913, Two weeks betore jouhaux’s comments
appeared, the IWW’s Solidarity (Cleveland, Ohto). published un article entitled “What
Gameis Jouhaux Playing?,” in which André Tridon suggested that the French government
had left Jouhaux undisturbed, when it airesied other CGT officials in relation to
antimilitarist demonstiations, because of his opposition to the T.ondon congress. 1O,
20 Scpt. 1913, pp. 331-2, responded angrily (¢ Irvidon's artcle. Although FO did not
mention it, Tridon erred in claiming that Jouhaux did not receive the attention of the
authorities in relation to the campaign against the three-year military service faw. In
March 1918 he was arrested and held for ten davs. See f.a Voix du Peuple, 30 Mar.-
6 Apr. 1913; Georges and intant, 1:122.

2. Bulletin, 7 Sept. 1915

22, VO, b Sept. 1913, pp. 263-5.

2%, 1Ibid., 5 Apr. 1913, p. 407,

24, Ibid., 5 Sept. 1813, pp. 266-7

25, ibid., 20 Sept. 1913, p. 370.

26. 1bid., 5 Sept. 1913, pp. 269-70

27. Ibid., pp. 268, 273.

28.  Cornelissen, Bulletin, 21 Scpt. 1913,

29 VO, 26 Sept. 1913, pp. 367-70.

$0.  Christiaan Cornelissen, “Strijd, Tief en leed,” p. 112, Additdonal mtormatien on the
congress and the controversy swrrounding it can be found in Wayne Westergard-Thorpe,
“Towards a Syndicalist Internauonal: The 19]13 London Congress,” International Review
of Social History, XXIII (1978), 33-78.

3L According to Cherkezov. Nettlau MS, p. 605,

32, Ibid.

33. Cornelissen. ‘Strijd, liet en leed,” pp. 442-3.

4. Der Pionier, 15 Oct. 1§13, In the same article Kairl Roche, a Goerman delegate, wrote
that in London Cornelissen "‘built a fire under comrade Bowman's teet. 'hatwas a ditficult
task.”

25, Noofficial report of the congress wus prepared and no documents. except the tentarive
delegates list and the provisional agenda (Tanner Papers), appear fo have survived.
{onsequently, reports and/or discussions published by participants must be relied upon,
Those I have located include the reports ol a munber of official delegates in vurious
iournals: in Argentina by Beinmdo in La Protesta, 29 Cct, 3-8 Nov. 1913; m Spain
by Megre in Solidaridad Obreva, 9, 16 Gct. 1913, but see also 20 Nov. 1913; in Italy
by De Ambris in L'Internazionale, 11 Oct, 1913: in France by Dugucein Les Temps Nouveau,
18 Qct. 1913; in The Netherlands by Lansink jr. and van Erkel in De drbeid, 4, 8, 11,
15 Gct. 1918 and by Markmann in De Nederiandsche Zeernan, 1,15 e 19131 in Germany
in Die Einighkeit, 11, 18 Get 1913 and in Der Pionzer, Qct, 1913 by Koch Sweden
i Syndikalisten, 11, 18 Gt 1913 and in the special Christmas issue {herealter julnumimer |,
bul see also 8 Nov. 1813, i Denmark in Solidariter, 11, 18 Ge 1913, but see also 25
Get. 1913, and in Norway in Direkte Aktion, 11, 25 Oct. 1913 by Jensen; and in Britain
by Bowman in SAN, Dec, 1913, The MAS also discussed the congress in its annual report.

5

Jaarversiagen van het Nationeal Arbeids-Secretariaat in Nederlund over de Jaren 1911,

1912 en 1913 {n.p., n.d. [19147]), pp. 136-43. Giher participants or observers also veported
or comrmented on the congress: in Spain, Tarrida dei Marmol in Terra v Libertad, 15
Cct. 1913; and in France, Cherkezov in Les Temps Nouveaux, 18 Oct. 1913, Rosme
in VO, 20 Oct. 1913, pp. 449-60, and Cornelissen (C. Rupert) in La Bataille Syndicaliste,
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27, 80 Sepi, 1 8.5 Ocu 1918 and the latwer in the Bulleiin, 12 Oct, 1913, but see also
19 0ctoand 2 Now, 1913, There wers other reports by interested hut non- -participanng
groups, as in the Avsivian Wollstand fiir Atle, 29 Ot 1919, There 15 also the British
press in general, but while the major nEWspapers Tepored 'l'u congress, their coverage
i neither purticularly informative nor veliable. The Daily Hevald, 29-30 Sept., -4 Ot
L, provaded the tullest Brirsh coverase, butveven this iy seany and somerimes enanents
0. New Statesman, 11 Oy, 1413

37. Dady Herald, 1 Oct 1915

38, Ibid
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Bowman's “very bad conduct.” Die Einigkeit. 18 Oct. 1913, was marginally more charitable:
"It 1s here expressly emphasized that material dishonesty may not be aredited to Bowman.
In financial matters people like Bowman are harmiessly cut ofl from the world. They
spend money so long as there is some, and when it 1s gone they wust in providence
and let the aeditors do as they please.™

51, On the Dutch-German acitude to the USI: Rosmer to Monatte, jeudt soir [2 Oct.].
Monatte Archives. Institut francais d'histoive sociale, Paris: on De Ambris-Kater and
Rossoni: Rosimer 1o Monatte, mercredi matin [1 Oct. ], Monatte Archive; Windholl: 7°0,
20 Oct 1918, p. 151: on Roche: Daily Hevald. | Oct 19]13: on Cornelissen: Rosmer in
1’0, 20 Oct. 1918, p. 451,

52, Rosmer’s claim, T°0. 20 Oct. 1913, pp. 150-1, that hrom the beginning two inalierable
groups [ormed opposing blocs on all issues of the congress 1s a gross exaggeration. The
Daily Herald, 1 Oct. 1913, also noted the Bowman-Cornelissen split, which corresponded
broadly to naronal differences. and awributed the slow progress of the congiess to the
“strong individualisim of the delegates.” Divisions within the congress are also discussed
in Nettlau MS, p. 605.

53, Daily Hevald, 1 Oct. 1913,

54, La Balaille Syndicaliste, 1 Oct, 1913.

56, 1O, 20 Oct. 1913, p. 154 The {ullest accounts of the presidency dispute are o be
found in ibid., Solidaridad Obrera. 16 Oct. 1913, and Syndikalisten, 18 Oct. 1913, In
defending himself, Wills declared: T am not stuprised that a protest against my clection
is raised today. Bowman has provoked it. For there is a serious dispute between the English
comriades and Bowman. And before vou leave London I want vou to know that I have
the contidence of my comrades whereas Bowman no longer has it, and that il the congress
does not succeed as fully as it should, he 1s responsible.”™ 1'0, 20 Oct. 1913, p. 451

56.  Although in France the Charte d’dmiens guaranteed individual members of the CGT
complete liberty to engage in political action, union olficials were discouraged from doing
so. The incongruous situation nevertheless arose wherein members of the CG'T s Confederal
Committee actually sat as socialists in the Chamber of Deputics, Only in 1911 were the
CGT statutes altered 1o prevent the candidaune ol officials. See Ridley. p. 89.

57. Daily Herald, 1 Oct. 1913,

58, Manchester Guardian, 1 Oct. 1913, The national reports are most {ully discussed
in De Arbeid, 1. 8. 11 Ocr. 1913, but sec also La Protesta, 29 Oct., 5 Nov. 1913, and
Solidaridad Obrera, 16 Oct. 1913,

39. De Avbeid. 11 Oct. 1918, Rosmer. who certainly did not shure Knockaert's views,
commended his eloquent oration and noted thar the Gearmans were delighted with it
“Knockaert est leur homme.”” Letter w0 Monatte, 2 Oct. 1913, According to Les Temps
Nouveaux, 18 Ocl. 1913, the organization in Lille represented by Knockaert had been
cxpelled for its revolutionary tendency from the national textile federation, a markedly
reformist body within the CGT.

60, Daily IHerald, 2 Oct. 1913; see also Syndikalisten, 18 Oct, 1913,

61, De Ambris was for the Pall Mall Gazette, 27 Sept. 1913, the assembly’s “mosi
conspicuous tigure,” tor the Manchester Guardian, 30 Sept. 1913, irs “commanding [igure.”
The Daily Herald, | Oct. 1913, also lound De Ambiis impiessive, but regarded Cornelissen
and Bowman as the “two dominating personalities™ of the congress.

62, Cornclissen and Wesscling: De Arbeud, 8 Oct. 1913: Bernardo: F.a Protesta, 5 Nov.
1915; Jensen: Syndikalisten, 18 Oct, 1913; Cherkezov, though not a delegate, contributed
to convincing the French and others 1o withdiaw their support bbom De Ambris on this
issue. Nettlau MS, pp. 605-6,

65. SAN, Dec. 1913, The declaration of principles is reproduced in Appendix B. It
obviously derived from an agenda submission [rom the Dutch building-trades federation,
published betore the congress in De Arbeid, 3 Sept. 1913, Sec Westergard-Thorpe,
“Provisional Agenda,” pp. 95n. 102-3. Tanuer opened the [inal day of the congress by
emphasizing that the declaration specifically precluded all polidcal action, contrary (o
a misconception in the London press, Morning Advertiser, 3 Oct. 1913, He was obviously
correcling the Daily Chronicle's confused claim, 2 Oct. 1913, that the declaration “was
worthy of note because it admitted the nade union view of the importance of political
action” (prompting Jensen later to quip: “Political-parliamentary syndicalism! That is
the latest sensational news!” Syndikalisten, 18 Oct, 1913).

64, 1. Action Ouwriére, 1 Sepl. 1913.

65.  Westergard-Thorpe, “Provisionual Agendu,” p. 98.

66. The best sources on the discussion on international organizarion are De Arbeid,
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15 Oct. 1913; Les Temps Nouveau (Duque), 18 Oct. 1913; Syndikalisten, 18 Ocl. 1918;
and La Protesta, 7 Nov. 1913,

67. La Bataille Syndicaliste, 5 Oct. 1913; La Protesta, 7 Nov, 1918, The case of Couture
illustrates the cffect the crisis in the CGT had upon the international views of some
of its militants. While in May 1909 in Le Travailleur du Bétiment he proposed, against
the CGT’s policy, the formation of an independent International [or revolutionary unions,
in 1913 he opposed it as jeopardizing the unitly of the French organization.

68. Bernardo: La Protesta, 7 Nov. 1913; on Jensen: Daily Herald, 1 Oct. 191%; Kater:
Syndikalisten, 18 Oct. 1915,

69. De Ambris had originally intended o suggest T.ondon as the seat of the Bureau
until his experiences in England revealed the deep divisions between the British syndicalists.
But his proposal to entrust it to Michelet’s Fédération in Paris amazed Rosmer. 1.cuer
to Monatte, 2 Oct. 1913.

70. SAN, Dec. 1913; 7O, 20 Oct. 1913, p. 457.

71.  De Ambris had been unhappy with the voting procedures [tom the beginning. Later
mn the day Rosmer encountercd De Ambris, who following his withdrawal from the congress
had had ““a bottle of wine all to himself. He is very happy. . .. But he is furious wirh
Cornelissen and Kater! He wishes them dead for the peace of the world and the progress
of syndicalism.” Letter to Monatte, 2 Oct. 19183,

72. The resolution is produced in full in Die Einigket, 11 Ocl. 1913. Iis ten scctions
were accepted unanimously except that assigning the Bureau to Amsterdam, which sccured
nineteen votes against (en for Paris,

75.  Der Pionier, 15 Oct. 1913.

74.  In Britain, see, for example, the conservative Morning Post, 3 Oct. 1913, But sce
also, in partial contrast, the New Statesman, 4 Oct. 1915.

75 Justice, 11 Oct. 1913; Correspondenzblatt der Generalkommission der Gewerkschaften
Deutschlands, 25 Oct. 1913, p. 658; De Ambris, quoted in VO, 20 Oct. 1913, p, 460, from
L’'Internazionale, 11 Oct. 1913.

76. Rosmer to Monatte, 2 Oct, 1913,

77. VO, 20 Oct. 1913, pp. 449, 458-9. Its Zurich conference in September 1913 rechristened
the ISNTUC the International Federation of Trade Unions (IFTU). Georges Dumoulin
attended the conference on behalt of the CGT. In his report, Dumoulin did not mention
the London congress, but alluded to it, as well as to the domestic pressures that kept
the CGT in the IFTU: “To despair, 1o go elsewhere, to compromise our national unity
because the Berlin Secretariat is reformist! That would be gravely to deceive ourselves,
that would be to take the wrong road and leave ideas that are not ours withoul
counterweight. Our revolutionary syndicalism cannot diminish itself in this International,
it can only penetrate the others. . .. Fully declaring that the International Secretariat
does not correspond to our ideas, I veturned [rom Switzerland with the strong impression
that our CGT was where it belonged [in the IFTUL” Voix du Peuple, 5-12 Oct. 1918
78.  Syndikalisten, Julnummer 1913.

79.  Cornelissen: Bulletin, 12 Oct., 2 Nov. 1913: La Protesta, 8 Nov. 1913. De Ambris’s
candidacy naturally caused considerable disquiet within syndicalist circles in Italy. The
exiled De Ambris argued that he sought election only because the immunity of a deputy
would permit him to return to Italy and that he remained anti-parliamentary. The workers
around the syndicalist stronghold of Parma supported him despite the fact that the USI’s
newspaper, L'Internazionale, repudiated syndicalist candidacy for any purpose (25 Oct.
1913). Many foreign syndicalists also considered De Ambris’s strategy faulty, See, for
example, Jensen in Syndikalisten, Julnummer 1913. De Ambris never attended parliament
following his election, except for the day Italy declared war in 1915, which by then he
supported.

80. Die Einigkeut, 18 Oct. 1913; Negre: Solidaridad Obrera, 9 Oct. 1913; Bowman: SAN,
Dec. 1913; Sjostrom: Syndikalisten, 8 Nov. 1913.

81. Bernardo: La Protesta, 5 Nov. 1918; Negre: Solidaridad Obrera, 16 Oct. 1918; Duque:
Les Temps Nouveaux, 18 Oct. 1913; Jensen: Syndikalisten, 18 Oct. 1918,

82. Jensen: Syndikalisten, 18 Oct. 1913; Negre, Solidaridad Obrera, 16 Oct. 1913; the
FVAG: Die Einigkeit, 18 Oct. 1913.

83. Cornelissen, “Strijd, lief en leed,” p. 439.

84, The first issue bore the dare 1-5 April 1914. A final issue, dated 1 Jan. 1915, appeared
alter war broke out and attributed the disappearance of the Bulletin to wartime conditions.
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Chapter Three

I, Freedom, Oct. 1914

2. On Kropotkin and the war generally, see Martin & Miller, Kropotkin (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1976}, pp. 220-

3. Freedom. Nov. 1914

1. See o exzunple Cornelissen's Les Conséquences fconomigues d'une paix allemande
(m.p.: nup., ndl) and Les Dessous Economiques de la guerre: les appeétiis allemands el
les devoirs de U'Europe occidentale (Parts and Nuncy: Berger-Levrault, n.d. [1915])
Cornelissen opposcd any settiement short of military victory, otherwise Germany “would
retain atl its military power, all its brutal torce. Tis unserupulous audacity, 1ts arrogance
would Increase, and s commercial and industriai brigandage would continue all the
worse.” Les Conséquences Economiques, p. 16. Cornelissen categoricaliy rejected the charge
of patriotisny, insisting that “even for those who cali thenselves ‘iternavonalists’ i
the most absoluie sense of the woid, there is @ sacred duty: that of defending everything
that the revoiutions of the past have brought to western Europe inn marers of civic rights'
trom German militarism and hnp(TidlL . Les Dessous fconomigues, p. 54 The ultimate
solution Cornclissen advocated against [uture aggression in Lurr)pe would gain a more
sympathetic and wider hearing immediately atter the Second World War; a “United Statcs
ot Europe.” Ibid., pp. ‘39 06

5. See, for example, Coruelissen’s articles in La Batailie, 25 Juiy 1917 and 21 Feb.
1918, and in f.a U./immf?, Mav 1618

6. ‘he best source on Schapiro 1s an inireducton by Jaap Kloosierman, Internationaai
Instituur voor Soctale Geschiedents, Amsterdam, (o a yver unpublished collection of
Schaptro's articles in the 1920's and 1930’s. T am indebied o 3r Kioosterman tor providing
me with a copy of fits work.

7. The papers prepared for the aboried congress were published 1a El Congreso
revolucionaric internacional de Paris. Septiembre de J90O. (Buenos Awes: Librer
Sociologica, 1902;

8. O the activities of the fubtlee Streer Club, see especzally William I Fishman, East
End Jewish Radicals, 1875-1914 (1 ondon: Duckworth, 1975), ch. 1¢; on the work of ihe
International Bureau see Petel Wienand, Der “geboiene’” Rebell, Rudolf Rocker, Leben
und Werk (Berlin: Rarin Kramer, 1981), pp. 218-8. Schapiro cdited thirteen issues of the
Bulletin de Uinternationale Anechiste beoween 1008 and 1910

e

9 Quoted 1u Kloostermai, n D

140, Dw finigk =’a, i] Gct 1913; Rosmer to Mouatie, [I Oc 1913], Monatte Archives,
11, sncement i Freedom, | 191

12

15

i+ {f.a Baiaille, Feb 1615, HIUL were only fu s gn'nmir:s.

15 On the schism in the U8 les Ber Eh_,n]‘, Revolutionary Syndicahism

1"| Canadion jowrnal of Hisiory

and the Crisis of Intervention: Awe,u»l - Decombe
3, T sindacalisil 1t ,ulnmmun nel 1511, Revista storica

16 (Dec 5):319-67; Orictta Lup
del socialismo 10118
16, Bulletin, Jau,

17 AS, jaaruw\' 971
12 jan , Linkse jront enwerking van revolutionaire socialisien,

1914-1918 (. \msterdam: Yan G L’n')."p, 1t
in tiolland n Les Dessous Economigue
19, De Arbewd. 26 Sept, 10 Ger 1911
5. Dated Decembor 1616, the civowdar (umc(md ihid
d alse been fnitent on continuing ttv moxui work ¥ Lon\ion to which
they had givensome attenitnn ar the i 1ih B sgress (I 1t both Die Enmghent
and Der Fionier were suppressed it Augusi 1914 The 1‘\db !ﬂd" began publishing a
weekly Miiieidlungsblait, 1tseid suppf ssed afrer forty-three numbers. The syndicalt
}lzu'mulml’ Kat Dc‘smed with Rundschreiben an die Vorstande und Mitgheder alier
der Freien Veveinigung deuischer Gewerkschajten angeschlossenen Vereine, which began
appeaiing 1w june It reproduced the WAS arculsr on ! Feb. 1917; in May, after
forty-seven issues, it was also suppressed
21 NAS (Lansink and Lansink) to the SAC, 28 Nov. 1918, Sveriges Arbetares Central-
organisarion Archive, Serie EXIIE, “Korrespondens med Internationale Arbeiter-Assozi-
ation.” I, 1818-1630. "this collection. in the Arbetarrovelsens Arkiv, Stockhoim, is cited
herealter as SAC Archive, EXIii-1
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22.  The meeting is reported in Der Syndikalist, 4 Jan. 1919, which Kater founded after
the war and which became the official organ of the FVdG.
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1956), pp. 183-7. Back in the USA he worked for the affiliation of the IWW to Moscow.
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their organizations (Godonneche: L'Humanité, 16 July 1921; Hardy, La Protesta, 4 July
1922,

97. Quoted in Jay B. Sorenson, The Life and Death of Soviet Trade Unionism, 1917-
1928 (New York: Atherton Press, 1959), p. 115. Lenin was speaking at the Second All-
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it. Goldberg, pp. 187-5.

98, Maximolf, p. 443, Rosmer presents a very different account of his dealings with
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ol detail.” Yet his memory seems to have failed almost completely regarding his encounters
with the Russian syndicalists; for he recalls only the initial meeting with Schapito where
it was agreed that the syndicalists draw up a statement for Rosmer 10 submit o the
C1. There were no further meetings, he adds, since the svndicalists cancelled a subsequent
appointment, and while Rosmer claims not 1o know why. he is willing to speculate:
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specilic names of such victims be produced, otherwise the amendment would be “a base
slander of Russia.” The resolution made no reference o Russia. Solidarity (Chicagn),
26 Feb. 1921.

30. Le Libertaire, 20-27 May 1921.

31. Souchy, Wie lebt der Arbeiter und Bauer in Russland und in der Ukraine?

82.  Die Rote Gewserkschafts-Internationale, 15 Jan. 1921

33, Der Syndicalist, nos. 10 and 11 (1921).

34, 1Thid., no. 26 (1921), Filty-four percent ol the respondents - the majority ol locil
organizations did not participate in the referendum - rejected participation. Of major
European syndicalist organizations, then, only the FAUD expressly velused 1o send a
delegation to the RILU congress. All the others were represented except the Confederagao
Geral do Trabalho of Porrugal. As early as the summer of 1920 the CGT-P had explicitly
disavowed any kind of cooperation with communist parties: the CGT-P "is revolutionary
in its objectives and in its means.” By decision ol its nattonal congress, it “refuses to
collaborate with bourgeois organizations as well as with political parties, whatever their
methods and goals may be.” The CGT-P “refuses 10 acknowledge the communist party
as a revolutionary organization that can be allowed the administration of production,
It takes the view that the complete sacialization of the land must be undertaken by the
peasants, of the mines, lactories, workshops, etc., by the workers. By no means can this
goal be achieved by a political party, including (he communist party” (quoted 1 Ldd:
10 Jahre, p. 5). The CG1-P nevertheless dispatched a delegate to the RILU, but he arrived
only alter the congress had closed. Sce the letter from the CGT-P 10 the USI, 10 May
1992, in the Bulletin International des Svndicalistes Révolutionnames ef Industrialistes
(hereafter, BISRI), no. 2-3 (Aug. 1922).

35, Algemeene bestuurvergadering, NAS, 16 Oct. 1920. Notulen van de bestuurvergadering
1920-1923 . Natonaal Arbeids-Secretariaat Archive (hereafter, NAS Archive), Internationaal
Instituut voor Sociale Geschiedenis, Amsterdam. )

36. Bestuurvergadering, 9 Dec. 1920, NAS Archive. At the Berlin conference itself
Bouwman expressed personal support for Belinskii's amendment stating that the proposed
labour International, while organizationally independent, would consult and cooperale
with the Third International, but Bouwman noted that as a NAS delegate he would
not vote for it. De Arbeid, 1 Jan. 1921,

37. De Arbeid, 8 and 15 Jan. 1921.

38. Bestuurvergadering, 19 Feb. 1921, NAS Axchive.

39. Dagelistische bestuurvergadering, 25 Feb. 1921; Dagelistische bestuurvergadering, 18

Mar, 1921: Bestui
40. Dagelisuscn
41, Compte-rr
Mar. 1921, in wli ¢
42, Guerra di -
48. Ibid., 13 and
44. Reproduced =
Comune, n.d.[19n-
45, Rocker, 1.
also have wished -
werce desperately
Stanford Universit
and in March 19Z.
la Tercera Interna
46.  On Leval. suer
el 1921, Publicar
47. This 1s the o
during this period
that the April mee
as well (including
[or example, Pania
48. Lucha Social
19. Rosmer, p ¥
50. Godonneche -
Wilkens was an ag
- “a little pressed
by publishing a se
Wilkens had signc
only as G, perhap
him as Aimé Salan
51. Although eve
testimony over a
an article (10 Feb
been a “‘Bolshevik
of months and th:
had written in Rus:
conjectured that 3
had not been sup
Le Libertaire (17-Z
a man who had :
to Belgium), obs-
sympathies.

52. Russian aut!
criticizing the sov o
charged that he hz
Ramon Merino G
53. Le Libertain~
54. Wilkens's ~:
and continued fo:
to Lenin and kiou
working and livi
was a major pa::
campaign’’ agan:-
ficantly, his opp:
LEven Arlandis, i)
Bolshevik Revoiu
by Wilkens are oo
55. Rosmer to s
291), Rosmer. si-
their ‘doctrine’ as
56. On the Pac:-
57. Rosmer to M




vere both
sork with

dimgs with
mories of

TV errors
ncounters

ito where
it 1o the

subsequent
speealate:

linally,

s prevailed.
peration

v 142-3),
~ alter the
s (Johan
wcument he
“hhe and
sl These
21 This s

the Berlin
anment’s
resolution
d that the
he a base
Chicago),

v ool local
Ol major
tosend a
redevacao
Cexplicitly
Jutionary
refuses (o
ver then
Inist party
soduceron.
~en by the
v can this
dm [AA:
hewrtved
~I 10 May
saialistes

Jeadering
‘nationaal

nee itself
- proposed
L cooperate
.

he would

Csdening, 18

NOTLS 303

Mar. 1921; Bestuurvergadering, 8 Apr. 1921, ibid.

10.  Dagelistische bestuurvergudering, 18 Mar. 1921, ibid.

11, Compte-rendu du CISR, pp. 157-60; see also the preceding article in Het Volk, 21
Mar. 1921, in which Lansink explained his decision.

42, Guerra di classe, 25 Sept. 1920,

3. Ihid., 13 and 17 Nov. 1920.

44.  Reproduced in Armando Borghi, La rivoluzione mancata (Milan: Edizioni Azione
Comune, n.d.[1964]), pp. 176-81.

45, Rocker, Aus den Memowen, pp. 347-8. Gerald Mcaker suggests that Pestaiia may
also have wished to avoid undermining the morale of the cenetistas at a time when they
were desperately beleagueved. The Revolutionary Left in Spain, 1914-1923 (Stanford:
Stanford University Press, 1974). p. 313. In Novembaer Pestaria published his Memoria,
and in March 1922 the sccond part of his report, Consideraciones y juicios acerca de
la Tercera Internacional.

46.  On Leval, see Xavier Pantagua, “la visio de Gaston Leval de la Russia Sovietica
el 1921, Publicat « Recerques, no. 3 (1971), pp. 199-224.

47.  This is the conclusion ol Gerald Meaker; on the communisi-syndicalist movement
during this period, sec Meaker, c¢h. 13. To mislead the police the cenctistas announced
that the April mecting would be held in Lerida; they misled a long sevies of historians
as well (including Meaker, pp. 392((.). The meeting actually occuned in Barcelona. See,
for example, Paniagua, p. 200; Bar, p. 615

18. Lucha Soctal, 17 May 1922,

49.  Rosmer, p. 192,

50.  Godonntche wrote (5 Feb. 1921) to Segond Casteu of Le Libertaire to suggest that
Wilkens was an agent of the Spanish police. Perhaps, Godonneche added, Le Libertaire
- “a liule pressed in the passion of the polemic’ - was utilizing suspect documentation
by publishing a serics of articles on Russia by Wilkens. Le Libertarre, 18-25 Feb. 1921,
Wilkens had signed an article written in Russia as J. Galan. Casteu identified Wilkens
only as G, perhaps because he was illegally in France. Hilario Arlandis later identified
him as Aimeé Salan. La Fie Ouvriére, 10 Fely, 1922,

51, Although even this was used against him. Stll attempting to discredit Wilkens’s
testimony over a vear after he initiated his series on Russia, La Fie Ouwvriere published
an article (10 Feb. 1922) in which Arlandis argued that in Russia Wilkens had originally
heen a “Bolshevik to his fingertips,” but had completely altered his opinion in a matter
ol months and therelore could not be taken seriously. Reproducing an article Wilkens
had written in Russia supporting the establishmentof a communist party in Spain, Arlandis
conjectured that Wilkens's careerist ambitions (o play a leading role in such a party
had not been supported by the Bolsheviks, and he had therefore turned against them.
Le Libertaire (17-24 Feb. 1922) prolessed outrage that La Vie Ouvriére would calumniate
a man who had been victimized by the government (Wilkens had just been deported
to Belgium), observing that Wilkens had never concealed his original pro-Bolshevik
sympathies.

52, Russian authorities rcportedly told Wilkens he had been arrested for publicly
criticizing the soviet system and sceking to discredit the Russian Commmunist Party. Wilkens
charged that he had been denounced (o the authorities by the Spanish communist delegate,
Ramon Merino Gracia. Le Libertaire, 18-25 Feb. 1921,

33. Le Libertaire, 7-14, 21-28 Jan., 18-25 Feb. 1921; 17-24 Mar. 1922.

54, Wilkens's series, “Six mois en Russie,” began in Le Libertaire on 14-21 Jan. 1921
and continued for about six months. It covered a wide range of topics, including visits
to Lenin and Kropotkin, the Russian anarchists, the Red Army, the soviets, trade unionism,
working and living conditions, the peasants, women, education, and so on. His series
was a major part of what La Vie Ouvriére (10 Feb. 1922) denounced as his “violent
campaign” against Bolshevik Russia, which had “aroused everyone’s emotions.” Signi-
ficantly, his opponents attemplted to discredit the man rather than debate his evidence.
Even Arlandis, though he lamented that Wilkens’s articles ignored the successes of the
Bolshevik Revolution, grudgingly granted that, “certainly, a great many of the facts cited
by Wilkens are objectively correct.” Ibid.

55. Rosmer to Monatte, [July 1921], Archives Monatte, p. 301. In an earlier letter (p.
291), Rosmer, speaking of the same three, wrote that “they are full of themselves, of
their ‘doctrine’ as they say, and are blind to any intelligent action.”

56. On the Pacte, see Jean Maitron, 2:58-65.

57. Rosmer to Monatte, August 1921 (but misdated July - see Charles, part 1, p. 190n),



304 “THE WORKERS THEMSELVES”

Archives Monatte, p. 301. "“You have sent us quite a team!” an exasperated Rosmer wrote
(ibid., p. 291) of the CSR delegation as a whole to Monatte, who had remained in Paris.
In charges remarkably similar (o some of those made by the syndicalist against the majority
delegates at the second CI congress in 1920, Godonneche and others complained that
the largest part of the French delegation, and that most critical of Bolshevik policies,
acting like tourists at Moscow, paid insufficient attention to the proceedings of the congress.
Ulumately even the Gaudeaux-Sirolle-Relenk union dissolved in hostility, with his former
comrades accusing Relenk of abandoning the opposition in favour of self-promoting
and mercenary approaches to the Bolshevik leaders, charges that the Bolsheviks neither
confirmed nor denied. On the French delegation in Moscow, see the documents in ibid.,
ch. 7, or the briefer survey in Charles, part 1, pp. 182-8. Its mandate (ibid., p. 185n)
required the CSR delegation to defend the complete independence of the RILU from
the CI and the autonomy ol the unions of cach country, to oppose the reciprocal
representation between the RILU and the CI contained in the RILU’s proposed statules,
and to report the results of the congress, without endorsing them, to the CSR for internal
union discussion.

58. Hardy, pp. 143-4. Hardy, a firm supporter of Moscow, viewed the choice of Williams
as disastrous, since Williams could not accept the RILU as it came to be constituted
and backed measures to build an international r1evolutionary opposition to Moscow. The
Bolsheviks and their supporters questioned whether Williams actually represented attitudes
in the IWW. They believed someone such as Bill Haywood, also in Russia at the time
of the congress and a proponent of Moscow, would have made a better IWW dclegate.
Souvarinc (o Monatte, 9 Aug. [1921], Archives Monatte, p. 320. But Haywood was 1n
Russia because he had ‘jumped’ the bail his friends had put up for him during the
unsuccessful appeal of a mass prison sentence for the leading anti-war ‘Wobblies’. Dozens
of his fellows reported (o prison while Haywood, his health poor, (led to Russia in the
hope of aiding the Revolution. Haywood had been told the loss of the bail money would
be made up by the CI, though this was never done. What the Bolsheviks and their supporters
like Souvarine did not understand was that Haywood's flight had greatly undermined
his standing in the TWW. Sce Joseph R. Conlin, Big Bill Haywood and the Radical
Union Movement (Syracuse, New York: Syracuse University Press, 1969), ch. 8.

59. From the theses on the role of the party adoptced by the 1920 CI congress. Degras,
1:128.

60. Industrial Solidarity, 18 Mar. 1922,

61. CI Documents, 1:166.

62. Communist International 3, no. 16-17, 11,

63. For these and other examples of the Bolshevik packing of the congress, see George
Williams, The Furst Congress of the Red Trade Union International at Moscow, 1921:
A Report of the Proceedings by Geo. Williams, Delegate from the I.W.W. (Chicago:
Industrial Workers of the World, n.d. [19227]), pp. 4-9, 13-5, 19-25; Lemoine to Monatte,
13 July 1921, Archives Monatte, p. 319; the Norwegian paper, Alarm, 13 Aug. 1921; and
George Cascaden’s report of the congress in the weekly Alberta Labor News, 14 Jan.-
25 Feb. 1922.

64. Cascaden represented the Edmonton branch of the Lumber Workers’ Industrial Union
of Canada. He was also questioned on the dictatorship of the proletariat, but declined
to elaborate his views prior (o the congress. Pressure from the French and Spanish
delegations helped him to win a deliberative vote in the assembly. Alberta I.abor News,
4-11 Feb. 1922.

65. Williams, p. 9.

66. Lucha Social, 3 May 1922; Williams, pp. 23-4; Bulletin du Premier Congrés
International des Syndicats Révolutionnaires (hereafter ISR-Premier Congrés) no. b (July
1921), pp. 10-2.

67. Harry Pollitt, Serving My Time (London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1940), p. 141.
68. ISR-Premauer Congres, no. 4 (13 July 1921), pp. 1, 3. Lozovskii lamented that the
Charte continued to be defended fifteen years after its formulation: “The world is
overthrown, only the Charte d’Amiens remains immutable.”

69. Daniel F. Calhoun, The United Front: The TUC and the Russians 1923-1928
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1976), pp. 12-3, discusses Lozovskii’s background
and character and quotes Scrge,

70. Rosmer, p. 190.

71.  For Rosmer’s address see ISR-Premier Congres, no. 6 (July 1921), pp. 14-21.

72. Ibid, p. 17.
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73, Ibid., no. 5 (July 1921}, pp. 12-5. J.T. Murphy (The “Reds’ in Congress (Manchester:
British Bureau, Red International of Trade and Industrial Unions, n.d.), p. 14) wrote
that Mann'’s “spcech was looked [or with eagerness, because ol his long association with
syndicalism. His speech was undoubtedly a surprise to his syndicalist colleagues.” But
one may doubt that at this stage Mann’s speech came as a swprise (o anyone. Be that
as 1t may, Mann had inuch carlier expressed his opimion that there were no significant
differences between syndicalism and communism. In the first issuc of the resurrected La
I'ze Quuriere (30 Apr. 1919), Mann demonstrated his hife-long readiness to disregard
doctrinal subtleties in favour ol revolutionary pragmatism: ““My feeling is that Bolshevism
is our movement, Spartakism is equally our movement, and syndicalism is also our
movement. Each of them being virwually the same, whocever seeks o destroy it is ous
enemy. We should be prepared to speak and to act accordingly.”

71.  E. Bouwman, Th. J. Dissel and C. Kitsz, Het congres der Roode Vak-Internationale
te Moskou [921: Rapport N.A.S. delegatie (Amsierdam: Nationaal Arbeids-Secrclariaat,
1921), p. 4.

75.  ISR-Premier Congres, no. 6 (July 1921), pp. 1-2; sec also the Swedish newspaper,
Syndikalisten, 23 Sept. 1921.

76. Bouwman, Disscl and Kitse. Het congres der RII, pp. 5-6; sce also ISR-Premier
Congreés, no. 7 (July 1921y, p. 7.

77. Bouwman, Dissel and Kitsz, Het congres der RVI, pp. 5-6: Rosmer, p. 191; ISR-
Premier Congrés, no. 7 (July 1921), pp. 18-9.

78.  Résolutions et statluts adoptés au Ier Congres International des Syndicats Révolu-
tionnaires, Moscou: 3-19 juillet 1921 (Paris: Librairic du ITravail, 1921) (hercalter ISR-
Résolutions), p. 17. Even Rosmer found the language ol the resolution he had been
designaled to defend, and which was 10 be the crowning result of “*these painful debates,”
as handed to him i s final form by ILozovskii, (0 be “uselessly and dangerously
provocative.” He could win only a concession describing the connection berween unions
and parties at the national level as “highly desivable™ rather than mandatory. Rosmer,
p- 192,

79.  ISR-Premier Congres, no. 7 (July 1921), pp. 18-9.

80. Arlandis declared the Spanish delegation (o be bound by mandate 1o detend the
independence of the RILUL The experience ol decades, he argued, taught the necessity
ot the autonomy of the syndical movement. Today the CI was no doubt revolutionary.
“But what guarantees do we have that it will not abandon the revolutionary path tomorrow;
that it will not become opportunistz™ Since the working class alone could establish a
new social regime, “we must above all defend our independence with all our powers
and not permit any political party whatsoever to submit us to its will.” The delegates
must have been balfled by Arlandis’s labyrinthine logic, however, for he added that his
remarks were only a declaration of principle, while in practice his delegation completely
supported the Rosmer-Mann resolution, which accorded with their mandate. Ibid., no.
5 (July 1921), p. 15. The Spanish delegation, except for the steadlast Leval, proceceded
to embrace a resolution that breathed not a word about union autonomy. Spanish support
for the RILU-CI resolution was one of the greatest surprises for the remaining syndicalists.
See, for example, Tanner’s article in fndustrial Solidarity, 24 Sept. 1921.

8l. Lucha Social, 24 June 1922,

82.  ISR-Premier Congres, no. 15 (July 1921), pp. 6-7.

83. ISR-Résolutions, p. 6.

81, Ibid., pp. 28-30, 69.

85.  Bulletin of the Executive Commillee of the Communist International, no. 1 (8 Sept
1921), pp. 37-8. Murphy also included it in "'Reds” in Congress (pp. 16-7) as representing
the position ot the syndicalists.

86. Willtamns, p. 31. Williams reproduced the German statement, pp. 31-2. Sce also,
Bouwman, Disscl and Kitse, Het congres der RVI, pp. 6-7, ISR-Premier Congres, no.
11-12 (July 1921), pp. 26-7 and no. 14 (July 1921), pp. 14-5.

87.  Williams, p. 27; Bouwman. Disscl and Kitse, Het congres der RVI, pp. 6-7, 21,

88.  On the directives of the RILU to the labour organizations of France, Spain and
Naly, sec ISR-Résolutions, pp. 53-5.

89.  Williams, pp. 28-31.

90.  “Manifestc aux syndicaltstes-révolutionnaires du monde,” SAC Archive, EXIII-T;
reproduced, for example, in Michel Relenk, Travaux du camarade Michel Relenk au
congres de U'LS.R. de Moscou, seul resté fidele a la conception du syndicalisme révo-
lutionnaire frangais et & son mandat (Paris: Coster, n.d. [1921]), pp. 6-10.
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91. “Manifeste aux syndicalistes-révolutionnaire du monde,” SAC Archive, EXIII-I;
reproduced, for example, in Williams, pp. 32-4.

92. ““Au Bureau des Organisations Syndicalistes Révolutionnaires,” SAC Archives, EXIII-
I; reproduced, for example, in Bouwman, Dissel and Kitwsz, Het congres der RVI, pp.
22.

93. Arlandis and Nin, quoted in Gras, Alfred Rosmer, p. 226, and Meaker, p. 397,
respectively.

94. Bouwman, Dissel and Kitsz, Het congres der RVI, pp. 6-8, 21, 23.

95. ISR-Premier Congres, no. 16 (July 1921), p. 16.

96. ‘““Proces-verbal de la réunion privée du 13 aoat 1921, Archives Monatte, pp. 308-
15. The document was published in L’Internationale Syndicale Rouge, 10 Nov. 1921,
and reprinted in Colette Chambelland, “Autour du ler congres de 'ISR,” Le Mouvement
Social 4 (1964), no. 6, 31-44. Charles (part 1, p. 190) inexplicably states that all members
of the French delegation, except Relenk who was barred, declared in favour of affiliation
to the RILU at this meeting. But even if we set aside Godonneche and Tommasi, two
declared partisans who were not present, it should be noted that neither Claudine nor
Albert Lemoine attended the meeting.

97. Rosmer to Monatte, [July (actually August) 1921], Archives Monatte, p. 293.

98. See Cornell, ch. 7.

Chapter Six

1. Jean Gaudeaux, Six mois en russie bolcheviste: documents inédits (Paris: Romans.

Nouveaux, 1924), pp. 122-34ff.
Le Libertaire, 29 July - 5 Aug. 1921.
Gaudeaux, p. 143.
Paniagua, p. 218.
Goldman, Living My Life, 2:909-10.
Paniagua, p. 221.
Trotsky’s letter is reproduced in International Committee for Political Prisoners,
Letters from Russian Prisoners (London: Daniel, 1925), pp. 255-7.

8. Joaquin Maurin, Revolucion y contrarrevolucion en Espafia (N.p. [Paris]: Ruedo
iberico, 1966), pp. 261-3.

9. Goldman, Living My Life, 2:910-3.

10. Al references to these disturbances were deleted from the official report of the RILU
congress, though it contains an abbreviated version of Bukharin’s address and Sirolle’s
reply. ISR-Premier Congrés, no. 15 (July 1921), pp. 13-4. A number of witnesses, however,
graphically recorded the scene. See for example Goldman, Living My Life, 2:913-4;
Goldman, My Disillusionment in Russia, pp. 217(f; Gaudeaux, pp. 150-6; Paniagua, pp.
222-3; Alexander Berkman, The Bolshevik Myth (Diary 1920-1922) (New York: Boni and
Liveright, 1925), p. 317; M. Disch, Von den Weltkongressen in Moskau 1921: Tagebtich-
blatter (Hamburg: Albert Fr. Heil, n.d.), pp. 23-5; and the Norwegian newspaper, Alarm,
3 Sept. 1921.

11. Paniagua, p. 223. Serge (p. 156) recalled a similar episode (or perhaps an extension
or confused account of the same one) in which Arlandis criticized the persecution of
the Russian anarchists. A furious Trotsky “‘seized him violently by the lapels of his jacket
while nearly shrieking, ‘I would certainly like to see you in that situation, petty bourgeois
that you are!”" Leval had not made himself popular among the Bolsheviks, and when,
following the congress, he requested permission to work in a Russian factory for a few
months, to study working class life, Lozovskii refused. Paniagua, p. 224. Lozovskii later
complained in a letter to Monatte (Jan. 1922) about Leval’s critique of the Bolsheviks
and the RILU, published in Le Libertaire. Archives Monatte, p. 339.
12.  Rocker, Aus den Memoiren, p. 321-4.
13.  L’Humanité, 16 July 1921. Both Rosmer and Godonnéche quickly wrote Monatte
to contest the CSR declaration to which he had added his name. Archives Monatte, pp.
301-8.
14.  La Vie Ouvriére, 29 July 1921.
15.  Archives Monatte, pp. 312-3.
16. La Lucha Soctal, 17 Aug. 1921.
17. On 15 September 1921, Williams of the IWW, Pagani of the USI, Relenk of the
CSR, and the Germans, informally agreed that “‘completely non-binding discussions”
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annual congress. FAUD (o the SAC, 16 Scpt. 1921. SAC Archive, EXII-I. This com-
munication is signed not only by Souchy and Kater of the FAUD, but by Bernard Lansink
Jr. of Holland, apparently in his capacity as Secretary ol the International Syndicalist
Bureau.

18. Der Syndikalist, no. 12 (1921). The FAUD’s 1921 congress also took the cxceptional
step, perhaps o prevent communist cell-building, of prohibiting FAUD members from
also holding membership in political parties, as incompatible with rhe autonomy and
freedom of decision required by the organization’s [ederalism.

19. Veechi's and Mari's report of their mission to Russia, in which they urged the USI's
entry into the RILU, appearcd in Guerra di classe, 8 Oct. 1921, This prompted Borghi
to publish an account of his experiences in Russia in 1920, in an article sharply critical
of the Bolsheviks. Ibid., 15 Oct. 1921.

20. Ibid, 15 Oct. 1921. Sce also the statement (5 Nov. 1921) following the USI-PCI-
RILU discussions.

2l Lozovskii's and Schapiro's levers are reproduced in La Uie Owuridre, 17 Mar. 1999,
220 On the congress, see Guerra di classe, 25 Mar, 1922, Veechi's and Giovanetii's
resolutions can be found in Ugo Fedeli, “Breve storia dell’ Unione Sindacale Ttaliana,'
Volonta 10 (30 Sept. 1957). For the criticisms of fiternazionale, see the issue of | Apr,
1922; for those of Lozovskit, La Corvespondance Internationale, 22 Apr. 1922,

23, Lozovskii to Rosmer, 8 Nov. 1821, quoted in Charles, part 1, pp. 1920 Since Charles
endorses it. Lozovskil's claim is worth considering. Charles asserts {pp. 191-2) that the
atitude in Moscow of the “pure” syndicalists in the French RILU delegation had an
important and conspicuous intermational impact. “Ie ervstallized Tatent Opposition,
hostilities as yet muttled.” he writes, noting that in subsequent months important
syndicalist organizations - the FAUD, the TWW, the CNT and the USI - “distanced
themselves from the RILT." He adds that the Bolsheviks realized “that the French auwitude
had facilitared, perhaps even released this more than injurions reaction a st the RILIL"
But Charles’s claim, resting upon an uncritical acceptance of Lozovskii's letter, invites
many and varied objections. The FAUD. tor example, did not await the reaction of the
French before distancing isell from the RILU: it had done so long before. Again, French
opposition in the RILU congress, though visible and by no means insignificant,
nevertheless constitured hut one facet of a larger syndicalist and industrialist opposition
that did not require French inspiration. Other organizations represented, such as the
SAC, had expressed seepticism regarding the RILU long before the French delegation
did. and yer others, such as the independent German unions, would inevitably resist
the RILU s divections o dissolve. Nov did the proposal of informal cooperation ol dissident
delegates in Moscow come [rom the French, nor did the French play a commanding
role among the dissidents, Further, the atitude of the French dissidents in Maoscow
obviously did not inspire the Ialian or Dutch or the majority of the Spanish delegates
present, who returmed not as erities of the RILU but as its supporters. A more cautious
approach 1o Losovskii's claims, and greater familiarity with developments in the non-
French syndiealist movement, may well have induced Charles 1o moderate the international
importance he atiributes o the French response to the RILU,

21, Lozovskil to Rosmer. 8 Nov. 1921, Quoted in ibid.

25.  Charles maintains (part 1. pp. 188-8, 191} that the CSR's declaration symbolized
the coalescence of munoritaive support lor the radical syndicalist position. He invokes
tp. 190) in support of this view Rosmer’s lament in « letter 1o Monatte in July 1921
that the declaration constinuted a victory for the pure syndicalists: “You let voursell be
outllanked by Verdier and his émmence grise [Grilfuclhes]. It is he [Verdier] who has
trivmphed, he who had only a minority in Orléans and who now imposcs his point
of view.” Charles artaches particular importance to the fact that the declaration did not
endorse union-party collaboration.

26.  Godonneche to Monatre, 28 July 1921, Archives Monatte, p. 303; Rosmer to Monatte
[July 19211, ibid., p. 301.

27, “We nevertheless aceepted the motion, because, despite evervihing," Le Libertaire
added, “the atfirmation of federalist ideas is precise, and we [the libertarians] did not
have the right, knowing the general state of the spirit of the delegates, 1o appear 10
be intransigent over a word.” Le Libertaire nevertheless optimistically headlined its issue
(29 July - 5 Aug. 1921 “Le Fédéralisme wiomphe.” Nor does the historian of the 1921
schism within the CGT see the minority as having reunited on the platform of the pure
syndicalists tollowing the RILU congress. Maurice Labi (p. 208) writes that immediately
preceding the CGT congress in Lille, “Tederulists and centralists, Bakuninists and Marxists
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opposed one another as sharply within the minority as revolutionaries and reformists
within the CGT. . .. The homogeneity of this [minority] opposition was not less [ragile
than that of the entite trade union organization and it could, like the latter, snap at
the first opportunity.”

28. CGT, XXIle Congrés national corporatif (XVI de la C.G.T.) (Villencuve-Saint-
Georges: CGT, n.d.), p. 295.

29.  Tabi, pp. 191-9; Arum, pp. 427-50.

30. La Vie Ouvriére, 22 July 1921.

31. Trotsky to Monatte, 13 July 1921, Archives Monatte, p. 297.

32, CI (Zinoviev) to the PCF, 26 July 1921, ibid., pp. 353-60; CI resolution, pp. 360-
1. Zinoviev added (p. 357) that “‘communists who persist in the error, according to which
their trade union action would be independent of the party, should as a general rule
be expelled from the party.” This [ollowed from the fact that some of the leading defenders
of syndical autonomy in France, such as Verdier and Quinton, were - in the tradition
of syndicalism that permitted militants to pursue any political activity they wished outside
of the unions - also members of the PCF. See also, Schneider, pp. 210-2.

33.  La Vie Ouvriere, 19 Aug. 1921. On the French delegation’s post-congress declaration,
see above, p. 192. The Bolsheviks’ apparent victory with the dissidents in the CSR delcgation
proved to be short-lived, for they were less than supportive of the RILTU upon their return.
Rosmer wrote Lozovskii (21 Nov. 1921) that they were damaging the RILU’s intcrests
in France by privately drawing a picture of Soviet Russia “so sombre that our best {riends
are troubled by it.” A month later Godonntche wiote to Lozovskil that “Sirolle and
his friends, having left Moscow in a conciliatory spirit, have arrived here more anarchist
than ever.” Quoted in Chartes, part 1, p. 190n.

34. La Vie Ouvriére, 19 Aug. 1921. Letters from Mann, Andreytchine and Nin also appear
in this issue.

35.  Pierre Besnard wrote to Frans Severin (22 Jan. 1922) that the “revolutionary syndicalist
faction will remain the most important in the new CGT, which T am convinced will
group over 300,000 members at its start.” SAC Archive, EXIII-1. Robert Wohl (French
Communism in the Making, 1914-1924 [Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1966], p.
280) gives the figures for July 1922 as 350,000 for the CGTU and 250,000 for the CGT.
36, L'Humanité, 17 Mar, 1922.

37. CGTU, Ier Congres tenu a St. Etienne du 25 juin au Ier juillet 1922 (Paris: Maison
des Syndicats, n.d.), pp. 11-2.

38.  Third Congress of the Communist International: Report of Meetings held at Moscow
June 22nd - July 12th 1921 (London: Communist Party of Great Britain, n.d.), p. 127.
39. Lozovskil's appeal: Arbetaren, 7 Jan. 1922; the SAC’s reply: ibid., 23 Jan. 1922.

40. Ibid,, 16 May 1922.

41. Alberta Labor News, 14 Jan. 1922, Cascaden’s report ran through the issue of 25
February. The lead editorial on 14 February, entitled “The New War on the Unions,”
rejected the RILU. But the General Convention of the Lumber Workers resolved to support
Moscow, repudiated Cascaden, and suspended the Edmonton local branch that had
mandated him unril it elected officers who, among other things, would abide by ““the
aims, purposes, and constitution” of the RILU. See the British Columbia Federationist,
20 Jan. 1922.

42, The IWW’s telegram: SAC Archive, EXIII-L; the statement of the IWW Executive:
Industrial Solidarity, 17 Dec. 1921. Later, alter the RILU Executive publicly attacked
Williams, the IWW defended its delegate and reiterated its rejection of the RILU in The
IWW Reply to the Red Trade Union International (Moscow) by the General Executive
Board of the Industrial Workers of the World (Chicago: n.p. [TWW], 1922),

13. La Protesta, (on FAUD congress) 17 Dec. 1921; (on RILU) 24-29 June 1922; (on
Barker) 4 July 1922.

44.  Jane Degras, “United Front Tactics in the Comintern 1921-1928," in International
Communism, pp. 9-22. Ed. David Footman. (London: Chatto and Windus, 1960), p. 9.
45.  Calhoun, p. 15.

46. 1Ibid, p. 2.

47. It has been pointed out that the introduction of the united front also implanted
the concept of deviation in the CI. By abandoning the war on the social democrats that
had been a fundamental purpose in founding the CI, by making collaboration with them
contingent upon specific circumstances judged from case to case by the CI itself, the
policies of communist activists and parties could no longer be judged simply on content,
for left and right ceased to be distinct positions and became mere “errors in timing.”

Communisrs
deemed thea
lactics becar:
objective arit=i:
18, Quotec I
19, Quoted =
front unique

p- 35,

50, A few o
Internationa:- -
(no. 8, 12 Nu
and Mexican

by Moscow, ~u -
in France in M

531, "I’Inteinz -
nationale Sy
15-6. The B:._ -

(hereafter BISRJ
de guerte a pos:-
52. Maurice (.
the USIT’s clan:
delegate to the U
such a meeting (
53. USI Cncl
a telegram fron
1922. On the a:
the FAUD. the >
Archive, IXIII-I
by the Admini-z
to such an assen
54. BISRI. no
55. Ibid..pp -
56. The dispu
by the return
special congress
Since the reteren
regarded paitici
in July would ¢
similarly declin-
“an Internation
likely support :
had learned ot
P, the IWW anc
57. Lucha So::
58. Meaker .
syndicalist stror:-
as the commun::
in fact met in I
I

the communis:-
CNT’s affiliatis
28.

59. On the i
60. Manuel Bu
(Paris: Familia
61. Quoted m k
62, Lucha S¢
syndicalists a
abandoned
Revolution anc
series of Cor:ii:z
CNT, but the C:
63. BISRI. nos




LHLISES
nagile
-nap at

-Namt-

360-
which
o 1ule
nders
dition
wtside

auon,
Luanon
Lo,
elests
niends
e and
achist

ippear

dcalist
dowll
French
Nl p.

CGT.
Maison

Hoscow
sl 27

of 25
nions,”
~upport
St had
by “the
ionist,

wooative:
sttacked
" The
socutive

122: (on

1ational
op. 9

nolanted
rats that
ith them
e, the
content,
nming.”

NOTES 309

Ciommunisis who resisted united fronr tactics, when the CI {frequently alter the facr)
deemed them appropriate. became sectarians; those who inappropriately favoured such
tactics became opportunists. The momentary interpretations of the CI displaced any
objective criteria ol orthodoxy und deviation. See Degras, pp. 12-3,

48.  Quoted in Degras, p. 11.

19, Quoted in Jean-Louis Robert and Daniclte Tartakowsky, “Internationale Parti et
tronc unique,” in Cahiers d’histoire de Unstitut Maurice Thorez, no. 1 (Nov.-Dee. 1972),
p. 80

50. A few ol many possible examples include the articles in Die Rote Gewerkschafts-
Internationale against Williams ol the IWW and the October 1921 meeting of the FAUD
(ne. § 12 Nov. 1921), and against the Russian (nos. 10 and 11, 15 and 31 Dee. 1921)
and Mexican (no. 12, 15 Jan 19223 syndicalists, Certain national newspapers subsidized
by Moscow, such as Veochi's Internazionale and La Lutte de Classe, a paper established
in France in May 1922 for Rosmer, Godonneche and Tommasi, also took up the attack.
sl "Llnternationale Syndicale Rouge, les communistes et les syndicalistes,” Lnter-
nationale Syndicale Rowge: Bulletin du Bureauw Executif, no. 15 (June-July 1922), PP
h-6. The Bulletin International des Svndicalistes Revolutionnarres ef Indusirialistes
(herealier BISRT), no. 1 (16 June 1922), p. 14, observed of Brandler's article, *Une declaration
de guerre a posteriori, c’est bon a savoi!”

52 Maurice Clinmbelland of La Fie Owvriere (24 Mar. 1922) had immediately questioned
the USI's claim that the CGTU supported such a congress. but the CGTU's fraternal
delegite to the USI congress, Toud, had been authorized by the CGTU Executive 1o propose
such a mecting. Charles, part 2, p. 127n.

53. USI Circular, 8 May 1922, Already by 18 May the SAC acknowledged receipt of
a telegram from Paris shifting the conlerence site ro Berlin. SAC to the CGTU, 18 May
1922, On the arrangement of the conlerence in general, see the correspondence between
the FAUD. the NAS, the SAC, the USI and the CGTTU, 21 Apr. to 81 May 1922, SAC
Archive, EXIII-I. The rransler ol the conference to Berlin may well reflect the recognition
by the Administrative Committec of the CGTU of sharp opposition within the organization
o such an assembly. Sce below, this chaprer, p. 228

54, BISRI. no. 1 (16 June 1922), pp. 3-10, 12.

55. Ibid,, pp. 13, 21

56, The dispute within the NAS on the international question had been accentuated
by the return ol irs delegation from Moscow with a recommendation for the RILU. A
special congress in Arnheim, in March 1922, decided (o hold a referendum on the issue.
Since the relevendum was underway at the time of the June conference, the NAS Executive
regarded participation as inappropriatc. Because the CGT-P's annual congress to be held
in July would decide the international question, and for linancial reasons, the Portuguese
similarly declined to participate, though they added that if the conference worked towards
“an International under the control ol no politicians” International,” the CGT-P would
likely support it. Finally, a letter sharply critical of the RILU explained that the TWW
had learned ol the conference wo late (o send a delegation. The letters [rom the CGT-
P, the IWW and the NAS are reproduced in ibid., nos, 2-3 (Aug. 1922), pp. 17-21.

57. Lucha Social, 27 Aug. 1921.

58, Meaker (p. 421), and he 1s notalone, mistakenly places this plenum in the communist-
syndicalist stronghold of Lerida and, more importantly, chuaracterizes it as unrepresentative,
as the communist-syndicalists' retaliation against the earlier August plenum. The plenum
in tact mer in Barcelona and neither in composition nor result was it engincered by
the communist-syndicalists. See Bar, pp. 618-9, and more gencrally on the issue of the
CNT's affiliation with Moscow [ollowing the founding congress of the RILU, pp. 612-
24,

59. On the impact of Pestafia’s Memorias in Spain, see especially Bar, pp. 569, 620.
60.  Manuel Buenacasa, El movimiento obrero espagfiol, 1886-1926 (historia y critica)
(Paris: Familia y amigos del autor, 1966), p. 89.

61. Quoted i Bar, p. 569

62. Lucha Social, 21 June 1922; Buenacasa, pp. 111-2; Bar, 620-5. The communist-
syndicalists argued that in the Zaragozs plenum “the idea of revolution was totally
abandoned.” (Circular, Box 25, Joaquin Maurin Archives, Hoover Institute on War,
Revolution and Peace, Stanford.) Following the earlier French example, they formed a
series of Comutés Sindicalistas Revolucionarios w defend the RILU and recapture the
CNT, but the Comités enjoyed little success,

63. BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922), p. 15.
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64. Ibid., p. 5; scc also p. 18.

65. Borghi, Mussolini Red and Black (London: Wishare, 1935), p. 7.

66. BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922), pp. 6-7.

67. 1Ibid., p. 8; Der Syndikalist, no. 25 (1922); Le Journal du Peuple, 18 July 1922.

68. Le Journal du Peuple, 18 July 1922.

69. “That was the end,” Souchy recalled much later of Andreev’s negative attitude on
the question of the persecution of Russian libertarians. It was only after this “that we
decided to go our own way. And that was to break with the RILU and also with Moscow.”
Augustin Souchy to the author, 8 and 27 Feb. 1976.

70.  Der Syndikalist, no. 25 (1922); BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922), p. 7.

71.  Le Journal du Peuple, 18 July 1922; BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922), p. 7.

72. BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922), pp. 7-8.

73. Rocker, “Revolution und Ruickfall in die Barbarei,” p. 224; BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug.
1922), pp. 8-11.

74.  BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922), pp. 12-4.

75. Ibid., p. 15.

76. Although equitable neither with regard to the legitimacy of the Nin-Maurin delegation
to Moscow nor the personal motives of its members, Diez reflected the wrath felt by
many cenetistas concerning the conduct of the delegation when he declared that the Zaragoza
conference had unanimously repudiated the affiliation of the CNT with the RILU, and
“disavowed the delegates who went to Moscow without having been authorized to do
so, their duty having been to remain at their posts during the persecutions; but they
were afraid, and while thousands of militants were being assassinated, they were betraying
them [at Moscow].”” Ibid., p. 14. Bar (pp. 625n, 626) mistakenly asserts that the CNT
was not represented at the June conference.

77. BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922), p. 9. Rocker specifically indicted Lenin’s State and
Revolution as a chief factor that had.led “a certain number of revolutionary syndicalists,
especially in France, to undertake a ‘revision’ of their ideas.” Ibid., p. 8. The Declaration
of Principles is reproduced in Appendix D.

78.  See Appendix D.

79. Lozovskii o Rosmer, 4 May 1922, Charles, part 2, p. 132. On the apparently decisive
month ol May, see ibid., pp. 130-1.

80. See Lozovskil to Monatte, Jan. 1922 and 15 May 1922, Archives Monatte, pp. 336-
41. Lozovskii stressed as essential the construction of such a bloc before the congress
to Rosmer, 4 May 1922, Charles, part 2, p. 133.

81. The CI Executive sharply criticized the inaction of the PCF regarding the unions,
insisting that the trade union movement could not realize its tasks “without the direction
of the communist unionists by their political party. This influence will be conquered
only in the open struggle ol ideas against the anarchist bunglers, against the adventure
seckers, against the oligarchic cliques. The party should pass to the offensive all along
the line, by exposing and criticizing the confusion and the confusionists, by conquering
for its members the responsible posts in the union movement, by placing the communists
in the unions under its control, by educating them in the spirit of the strictest discipline
and by pitilessly driving from its ranks all those who, under the pretext of autonomy,
would dare to continue their demoralizing work in the union movement.” CI Executive
to the PCF Executive, 12 May 1922,.4Archives de Jules Humbert-Droz, 1:553. “I no longer
see any progress on the trade union question. To the contrary, we see here an uninterrupted
retreat of the party,” Trotsky wrote to the International Secretary of the PCF a few weeks
later. “In politics, as in physics, nature abhors a vacuum. You evacuate the trade union
position, while the masses seek a guide: that is why the syndicalists and libertarians
automatically occupy positions to which they have no moral right.” He insisted that
the decisions of the CI be applied and that party members like Verdier and Quinton,
who defended autonomy in the unions, be expelled. Trotsky to Antoine Ker, 6 June 1922,
ibid., p. 190-1.

82. La Vie Ouwvriére, 26 May 1922; Humbert-Droz’s report to the CI on the PCF, 30
May 1922, Archives de Jules Humbert-Droz, 1:178. The CI had apparently not received
Humbert-Droz’s report when it issued its directive (11 June) that the PCF rid itself of
“spiritual brothers” like Verdier and Quinton. Ibid., p. 560.

83. Lozovskii: L’'Humanité, 10 June 1922; the CGTU: Le Journal du Peuple, 15 June
1922, L’Humanité, 14 June 1922; Monmousseau: La Vie Quvriére, 16 June 1922,

84. La Bataille Syndicaliste, 15 June 1922, published the Pacte (see above, p. 178), which
is reproduced in Archives Monatte, pp. 277-8. The publication of the Pacte inevitably
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saddled the libertarians with a conspiratorial tmage. It also enabled the communists 1o
argue that they were simply advancing their own views in the unions, just as the libertarians
had organized themselves to do, although the communists did not observe that the PCF
had 1ts own secret instructions to capture the leadership ol the unions. The publication
of the Pacte on the eve ot the St. Eticnne congress obviously worked against the libertarians.
The fact that the libertarians had organized 1o defend the autonomy ol the unions, the
communists Lo subordinate the unions to an outside organization, was little noted,

85, La Vie Quwriére, 22 June 1922, Among other things, Andreev denounced the presence
at Berlin of delegates of the Russian Syndicalist Minority, a minoriry that “has never
existed.” ‘The Syndicalist Bureau replied to the declaration point by point in BISRI,
no. 2-3 (Aug. 1922), pp. 21-2.

86. La Iie Ouvriere, 22 June 1922, Chambellund claimed that the French delegation
had vouwd against the admission of Veechi and Wurster. The report of the conference
in Der Syndikalist, no. 25 (1922), stated specifically that the French did not vote on this
question. The French delegation itsclf denicd having voted on any issue whatsoever. 1.e
Jowrnal du Peuple, 19 July 1922,

87. See for example Pierre Semand's rematks, reproduced in La Vie Ouvricre, 7 July
1922, and Chambelland’s and Bouet's, reproduced in Charles, part 2, pp. 135-7, 141-2,
Critics argued that the CGTU delegation had violated its mandate by the facts that Totd
had served as Co-President of the conlerence, and Besnard had served on the Mandate
Committec. Chambelland falsely claimed (hat the delegation had participated in cvery
vole taken in Berlin,

88, BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922), p. 12.

89.  Loeovskit's speech is reprinted in La Vie Ouvriere, 7, 14, and 21 July 1922. and
in Les Syndicats et la révolution: discours prononcé par A. Lozousky au congrés de la
CGTU a Saint-Ettenne, juin 1922, suivi du message de Ulnternationale Syndicale Rouge,
Petite Bibliotheque de Plnternationale Rouge, no. 1 (Paris: Librairie du ‘Travail, n.d.
[19227]). He later resumed his attack on the Berlin conference in Frankreich wnd die
franzdsische Arbeiterbewegung in der Gegenwart, Bibliothck der Roten Gewerkschafts-
International (hercaller, BRGI), vol. 13 (Berlin: Fiihrer-Verlag, 1922). Therc he again
talsely claimed that Andreev had been given only a consultative vorte in the “anarcho-
syndicalist comedy™ in Berlin, while the Russian Syndicalist Minority had been given
a deliberative vote (p. 75). The latter consisted solely of (en “emigrants’ and their familics
(p- 7). There Locovskii again disparaged the Berlin Declaration’s condemnation ol
organized violence by revolutionary governments, and again attacked the German syn-
dicalists, this time dismissing them as “pacilists and political vegetarians™ (p. 68). The
young unionist Benoir Frachon, a member of the PCF, witnessed Lozovskii's diamatic
appearance and fervent reception ar the St. Etienne congress, which so impressed him
that he still found it sirange, decades later, that the assembly did not unanimously declare
its support for the RILU. Frachon, Powr la CGT: mémoires de lutie, 1902-1939 (Paris:
Ldittons Sociales, 1981), p. 102.

90. Borghi’s and Diez’s addresses ave reproduced in Le Libertaire, 7-11 July 1922,

91.  L’Humanuté, 28 and 30 June, 1 July 1922, On the St. Edenne congress, see also
Wohl, pp. 282-4. Charles, part 2, pp. 157-9, reproduces the relevant motions of Besnard
and Monmousscau.

92, He added that “members of the party are in the majority in the Administrative
Commission and St Fuienne has proven that the party has great possibilities ol action”
within the CGTU. Archives de Jules Humbert-Droz, vol. 2, Les partis communistes des
pays lating et 'internationale connmuniste dans les années 1925-1927 (Dordrecht: D. Reidel
1983), 212-5.

93. Yor the declaration of the minority at St. Etiennc, see BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922),
p. 32. For the appeal for the formation of the CDS and its policies, scc Le Jowrnal du
Peuple, 9 July 1922, and numerous articles therealter.

94, Lozovskii 1o Monatte, 27 July 1922, drchives Monatte, pp. $50-2. An cxasperated
Lozovskii also railed against the CDS in Franfreich, (pp. 112-4), declaring among other
things that “'the forms, bases and erigins of this entire organization are a perfcct exinnple
of the greatest hiypocrisy and demagogieery.”

95. On the changes in the RILU statutes, see Beschhisse und Resolutionen des 2.
Internationalen Kongresses der revolutioniren Gewerkschaften vom 19. November bis 2.
Dezember 1922 in Moskau, BRGI, vol. 16 (1923), 62-4. They in no wav altered the practical
relationship between the RILU and the CI. Andres Nin, at the e Lozovskii’s chiel
licutenant 1n the RILU, later wrote that “this agreement put an end to our dillerences
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with French revolutionary syndicalism. At the bortom the concession was one of pure
form. Immediately after the congress, an Action Committee including representatives ot
the two Internationals was formed.” Quoted in Rosmer, p. 257.

96. Official affiliation came later, in March 1923, when the CGTU formally entered
the RILU. Louis, 2:99.

97, Sce De Arbeid, 1 July, 1922, On the international issuc within the NAS during
this period, see also Bultsina and van der Tuin, pp. 30-1.

98. This resolution won 5,826 votes, against 4,458 lor affiliation with the RILU. De
Arbeid, 12 Aug. 1922.

99. 1Ibid., 23 Dec. 1922; NAS, Verslag van het NAS in Nederland over de javen 1922-
1923-1924 (Amsterdam: n.p. [NAS], n.d. [19257], pp. 71-3. The NAS Executive in its 20
December meeting accepted Dissel’s resolution by 7-6. The Executive had earlier been
split by 9-6, the ratio by which it recommended the formation of an independent
International, over entry into the RILU, at the extraordinary Arnheim congress in March
1922. De Arbeid, 25 March 1922

100, Beschlusse und Resolutionen des 2. Internationalen Kongresses dey vevoluliondven
Gewerkschaften, BRGI, vol. 16 (1923), 52.

Chapter Seven

I. The Bureau’s letter (I July 1922): BISRI, nos. 2-3 (Aug. 1922); Lozovskil's reply
(28 July 1922): Der Syndrkalist, no. 34 (1922).

2. The Bureau’s final letter (12 Aug. 1922) is 1veproduced in Der Syndikalist, no. 34
(1922).

8. The responses of the RILU and the [FTU (it also declined) to the Bureau’s proposal
on behalf of the Italian workers appears in Der Syndikalist, no. 10 (1922).

1. A copy of the report on Kropotkin's funeral survives in the Mark Mratchnyi Archives,
Labadic Collection, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor. The report was published, for
example, in Freedom, Apiil 1922. For the protests in relation to the March events scc,
lor example, I.e Libertaire, 20-27 May 1921.

5. Quoted in Kloosterman, p. 16. Die russische Revolution und die kommunistische
Partei (Berlin: Der Syndikalist, 1921) was published in Fnglish in 1922. Tn 1921 Rocker
also initiated a public critique of the Bolshevik regime. See his Der Rankrott des russischen
Staats-Kommunismus (Berlin: Der Syndikalist, 1921).

6. Berkman, Bolshevik Myth, pp. 318-9.

7. Dclegates trom thirteen nations participated in the congress, which among other
things commended syndicalism, called upon anarchists in the labour movement Lo support
the formation of a syndicalist International, and urged a caampaign on behalt of impiisoned
libertarians in Russia. Der Syndikalist, no. 1 (1922), reports the congress, and a handwritten
compte-rendu survives in the Ugo Fedeli Archives, Internationaal Instituur voor Sociale
Geschiedenis, Amsterdam.

8. Goldman, The Crushing of the Russian Revolution (London: Freedom Press, 1922);
Berkman, The Russian Tragedy (4 Review and an Outlook) (Berlin: Der Syndikalist,
1922); Berkman, The Kronstadt Rebellion (Berlin: Der Syndikalist, 1922).

9. Schapiro discusscd his imprisonment in a number of journals, including /.e ibertaire,
1-8 Dec. 1922 and subsequent issues, Der Syndikalist, no. 51 (1922), and l.a Protesta,
21 May 1923, On the Bureau’s response, see the circular published in Le Libertaive, 6-
13 1922, and various other papers.

10.  Der Syndikalist, no. 51 (1922), carried a lerter (dated 12 Oct. 1922) [rom Lozovskii
1o Sandomirskii, noting the 10le of the RILU and the All-Russian Trade Unions in
recommending Schapiro’s expulsion from Russia.

11.  La Protesta, 21 May 1923,

12. Two of its original ollicers offered brief overviews of the origins and founding ol
the TWMA: Souchy, “Die Grindung der Internationalen Arbeiter-Assoziation,” in [A4A4:
10 Jahve, pp. 2-9; Rocker, Anarcho-Syndicalism (London: Secker and Warburg, 1938),
pp. 138-143, and Aus den Memoiren, pp. 301-21. Sce also Arthur Lehning, “Del sindicalismo
revolucionario al anarcosindicalismo: el nacimiento de¢ la Asociacion Internacional de
‘Trabajadores de Berlin,” in Cuardernos de Ruedo iberico, no. 58 (July-Dec. 1977), pp.
55-75. Lehning’s “Die Internationale Arbeiter-Assoziation (IAA). Kin Beitrag zur Theoric
und Ideologie der anarchosyndikalistischen Internationale,” in Internationale Tagung
der Historiker der Arbeiterbewegung. 16. Linzer Konferenz 1980, Geschichte der Arbeit-
erbewegung I'I'H-Tagungsberichte 16 (Vienna: Furopaverlag, 1982), pp. 76-99, is a revised
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version of the preceding article. Sec also Wayne Westergard- Thorpe, “Syndicalist Inter-
nationalism and Moscow, 1919-1922: The Breach,” Canadian Journal of Fistory XIV,
2 (August 1979):199-234.

13, Addidonal organizations given consultative status included the Anarcho-Syndikal-
istische Jugend of Germany (Hessberg, Stein), the Fédération du Batiment of France
(Couture), and the Fédération des Jeunesses Syndicalistes de la Seine. Representatives
of three Dutch organizations were seated as guests: Roodeveldt, Uliee and Dornebosch
1epresented the Federatie van Bouwvakarbeiders and the Federatie van Metaalarbeiders,
and Kolthek the Socialistische Partij Holland, which was not an orthodox political party,
but an anti-parliamentary group formed in response to legislation in The Netherlands
making voting compulsory. Bart de Ligt represented the International Anti-Militarist
Burcau. Representation in the congiess is discussed in Der Syndikalist, nos. 1-2 (1923);
De Arbeid (13 Jan. 1923); Rocker, “‘Revolution und Ruicklall,” pp. 225-6; Abad dec Santillan,
“Ia AI'T,” part 3, La Revista Internacional Anarquista 1 (25 Mar. 1925):108. The reports
of the number of workers represented, whether by personal delegates or not, range [rom
De Arbeid’s (13 Jan. 1923) 2,106,100 to Alarm’s (20 Jan. 1923) 2,313,600, But even the
most moderate of thesce reports is too high. The [igures given by De Arbeid are:

FORA 200,000 USI 500,000 FAU-C 1,000
IWW-C 40,000 NSF 3.000 AAUE 75,000
CGT-M 30,000 SAC 32,000 NAS 22,500
CNT 800,000 Denmark 600 CDS 100,000
CGT-P 150.000 FAUD 120,000 Fed. du Batiment 32,000

But the figure for thec FORA represents its membership before i split (see Alberto Belloni,
Del Anarquismo al Peronismo [Bucnos Aires: A Peria Lillo, 1960], pp. 29tt), and only
one section (the ‘FORA of the Vih Congress’) attended the Berlin congress and eventually
entered the IWMA. The 120,000 attributed to the FAUD is certainly too high for late
1922, and the figures given for the USI, the CNT and the CDS may be challenged as
inflated, to cite but a few examples. A morc realistic estimate is that the congress may
have represented 1,500,000 workers.

14. Le Peuple, 24 Dec. 1922, published Lozovskil's article in Paris. RILU official Fritz
Heckert wrote in Die Rote Fahne, 23 Dec. 1922, of the creation of joint action committees
by the RILU and the CI: “It is (0 be hoped that in not o long a time a lasting and
inscparable union between the Comintern and the RILU will grow up anew trom this
alternate [form of] alliance.”

15.  Der Syndikalist, no. 1 (1923). This, ol course, was belore the NAS Exccutive reversed
its position. The IWW had intended to send a delegation to Berlin, but its last congress
resolved Lo forego international affiliation.

16. NAS, Verslag NAS, 1922-24, p. 71.

17. Ritter, Novak, Giovanetti, Gradi: Der Syndikalist, no. 2 (1923); Severin, Santillan,
Schapiro: 1bid., no. 8 (1928); Smith: ibid. and Alarm, 27 Jan. 1923.

18.  Der Syndikalist, no. 2 (1923). This charge was not without foundation. Syndicalists
and radical members of the centralist unions spearheaded the general strike against the
Kapp putsch of March 1920. The SPD and the USPD supported the strike. The KPD
initially opposed it, Only when it became clear that the strike was actually being carried
through did the KPD desperately reverse itsell and race ro catch up with the workers,
butitdid so too late to permit the national party (though not some of its local organizations)
from playing a significant role in the defcat of the putsch. Thus the teaders of the national
communist party - the vanguard of the proletariat - showed themselves 10 be out of
step with the labour movement at the high-water mark of mass workers” action in post-
war Germany. On the KPD and the strike, see, for example, George Eliasberg, Der Ruhrkrieg
von 1920 (Bonn-Bad Godcsberg: Neue Gescllschatt, 1974), pp. 41-2; Johannes Lrger, Der
Kapp-Littwitz-Putsch (Dusseldorf: Droste, 1967), pp. 200-2; Werner Angtess, Stillborn
Revolution: The Communist Bid for Power in Germany, 1921-1923 (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1963), p. 45.

19. Der Syndikalist, no. 2 (1923).

20. Ibid.

21. Ibid., no. 3 (1923).

22. Ibid. The delegates, however, had initially invited Lozovskii, then in Berlin, to address
the congress, although he did not appear. The NAS delegation made the charge that
the congress had abandoned the Berlin Declaration of 1920 a central point in its report.
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De Avberd, 13 Jan. 1923, But it reserved its main attack upon Lhe congress until just
prior to the NAS congress, in which the internarional question was to be debated. It
then unequivocally wyged the affiliation of the NAS with the RILU. Ibid., 17 and 24
Mar. 1923,

23.  The Dutch and Swedish resolutions can be found in Der Syndikalist, nos. 2-3 (1925),
respectively; that of the Dutch is also reproduced in De Arbeid, 13 Jan. 1923. The NAS
delegates much later explained that their decision to withdraw from active participation
in the congress owed much o Rocker’s observations about Moscow’s lucre, which they
ook as an assault upon their own integrity. NAS, Verslag NAS, 1922-24, p. 73.

21.  The Norwegian syndicalist organ, Alarm, 6 Jan. 1923, recorded that the syndicalist
International had been founded at 11:20 p.m., Wednesday, 27 December 1922.

25, Resolutionen des Internationalen Kongresses der revolutiondren Syndikalisten zu
Berlinvom 25. Dezernber 1922 bis 2. Januar 1923 (n.p.: Internationalen Arbeiter-Assoziation,
n.d.[1923]) (hereatier, Resolutionen-1922), pp. 1-5.

26.  Der Syndikalist, no. 4 (1923).

27.  Resolutionen-1922, pp. 5-6; Le Journal du Peuple, 13 Jan. 1923; La Protesta, 31
Jan. 1923.

28.  Rocker, "Revolution und Ruckfall,” p. 228.

29, TWMA (ATT-IAA) Archive, I A, File 1: Congress - Berlin 1922, FORA submission,
p. 7.

30, Ibid., p. 8; La Protesta, 31 Jan. 1923.

31.  Abad de Sandllan, “La AIT,” part 3, p. 109.

32, Alarm, 6 Jan, 1923.

33, A number of governments attempted to impede the travel of known militants around
the time of the congress. On the ditficultics o Albert Jensen, for example, sec Le Libertaire,
23-30 Mar. 1923. Foreign delegates and observers, moreover, had (o enter Germany either
under false pretenses or simply illegally, without visas. Smith most [ully reported the
ongoing conflict with the police, in Alarm, 6, 13 and 27 Jan. 1923. 'he young Arthur
Lehning attended the founding congress of the IWMA, ol which he would later become
Sceretary. Over [ilty years later he still recalled the dramatic scenes caused by the police,
particularly the enormous upheaval ol their final intrusion, in which over a dozen of
the assembled libertarians were arrested. Tempers [lared; only the intervention ol the
stolid leader of the FAUD, Friw. Kater, who succeeded in calming (he assembly, averted
open resistance. Lehning and Bart de Ligt had travelled from Holland, crossing the border
on the pretext of holidaying in Germany. Noting this information on de Ligl's visa,
the police demanded that he explain his presence at a revolutionary congress. “Well,”
de Ligt sardonically replied, “‘some pcople amuse themselves one way on holiday, and
others another.” Interview: Arthur Lehning, 19 Mar, 1976, Amsterdam. Emma Goldman
attended the congress and wrolte of the interruptions by the police. Letter to Carl Newlander,
12 Jan. 1923, Goldman Archive, Tnternationaal Instituut voor Sociale Geschiedents,
Amsterdam, Most of those arrested were Russian libertarian refugees. The FAUD organized
protests to win the release of those being held. Within two weeks Giovanetti, Gradi and
Orlando were released. On police interventon sce also Le Journal du Peuple, 7 Jan.
1925. The dilliculty with the police underscored the weakness of the syndicalists’ earlier
demands that the second RILU congress be held outside Russia. T.ozovskii had long scotfed
at this demand. At the CGTU’s St. Etienne congress, for example, he offcered (o convene
it in Paris or Milan if the syndicalists could ensure the meetings. “But if you cannot
receive us, comrades, why engage in demagogy?’” La Vie Ouvriere, 21 July 1922,

34.  Statuts de UAssociation Internationale des Travailleurs (Corbevoit: AIT, n.d.) p. 4-
5. For the Declaration of Principles, see Appendix D.

35. Rocker, “Revolution und Riickfall,” p, 227,

36. Der Syndikalist, no. 6 (1923).

37, Resolutionen-1922, pp. 13-4.

38. See Der Syndikalist, no. b (1923). As moditicd by 1935, the statutes specified that
even provisional agreements for joint action were never “to be concluded with political
partics, that is, with organizations that accept the State as a system of social organization.”
Statuts adoptés par le congres de L’A.LT. Berlin, décembre 1922. Modifiés par le IV congres
de I’ALT. Madrid, 1931 et par le V congrés de ’A.1.T. Paris, 1935 (Limoges: AIT, n.d.),
p- 10.

39. The statutes also instiucted the IWMA to publish an information bulletin for the
workers’ press, and 4 review to deal with theoretical and tactical questions, The former
began appearing on 1 April 1923 as the Press-Dienst herausgegeben von dem Sekretariat
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der IAA. Tt also appeared in French (Service de la Presse), English (News Service), and
soon in Spanish (Servicio de la Prensa). The difterent language cditions were not always
identical in content. The review appeared between March 1924 and January 1926 as Die
Internationale: Organ der Internationalen Arbeiter-Assoziation (hereafier Int-1AA4). Tis place
was taken by Die Internationale: Zeitschrift fur die revolutiondre Arbeiterbewegung,
Gesellschaftskritik und sozialistischen Newaufbau, published by the FAUD (hereafter, Ini-
FAUD) between November 1927 and February 1933. For six months in 1938 the [WMA
published Internationale: Organe de U'AIT. For years it also published the Bulletin of
the Relief Fund of the International Working Men’s Association for Anarchists and
Anarcho-Syndicalists Imprisoned or Exiled in Russia.

40.  On the NSF: Service de la Presse 3 (1 May 1923), p. I; on the CGT-P: A Batalha,
22 July 1923.

41.  The respective reports on the TWMA congress in De Arbeid by Lansink (18 and
20 Jan. 1923) and the NAS delegation (13 Jan.; 17 and 24 Mar. 1923) were written from
very different perspectives. The February and March issues carry numerous articles on
the issue.

42. A compte-rendu of the congress appears in ibid., beginning 14 April 1923. Prevented
from putting his case in the sessions, Souchy advanced it instead in two articles. Ibid.,
28 Apr. and 19 May 1923. Service de la Press 2, 15 Apr. 1923, pp. 2-3, also reported
the congress. The most sustained argument in the prolonged conuoversy appeared in
a 64 page brochure following this congress, Internationale verbindingen van het N.A.S.:
Berlijn of Moskou? (Amsterdam: NAS, 1923), in which the President of the NAS, Lansink,
and its Secretary, Dissel, defended the TWMA and the RILU respectively.

43. The NAS referendum result is reported in De Arbeid, 2 June 1923, again in NAS,
Verslag NAS, 1922-24, p. 76, as 6489 (Berlin) to 7302 (Moscow) with 635 blank or damaged
ballots.

44. The pro-RILU faction that dominated the NAS, following (he schism within it,
laid responsibility for the failure of the compromise proposal wholly at the doorstep
of the Berliners. NAS, Verslag NAS, 1922-24, p. 82. The historians of the new organization
founded by the pro-IWMA forces hold the communists chiefly responsible. Bultsma and
van der Tuin, p. 38.

45.  Quoted in Service de la Presse 11 (5 July 1923), p. 1, from the first circular of the
NSV. The response of the remaining NAS Executive can be traced in the summer issues
of De Arbeid. On NAS militants (such as E.J. Bouwman and Dirk Schilp) in the Dutch
Communist Party, the party’s complicated trade union policy in the early 1920’s, and
its arritude toward the NAS, see A A. de Jonge, Het communisme in Nederland (Den
Haag: Kruseman, 1972), esp. pp. 36-9. A leading communist-syndicalist looks back on
the schism two years later in the postseript to A, Losofsky, De Balans van vijf jaar werhen:
Geschiedenis der R.V.I. (met naschrift van E.J. Bouwman) (Amsterdam: NAS, 1925). The
pro-RILU history of the split is also put in NAS, Ferslag NAS, 1922-24, pp. 62-86, The
international controversy in the NAS is recalled by an active pro-Moscow disputant in
Schilp, especially ch. 13. Bultsma and van der Tuin discuss the split in their history
of the NSV (ch. 3).

46. The November congress is reported in De Syndicalist, 1 and 8 Dec. 1923, Lansink
represented the NSV at the IWMA'’s Innsbruck conference at the end of the year. Servicio
de la Prensa, supplement to 19 (30 Dec. 1923), pp. 2-3.

47. Wohl, p. 344 (on the CGTU delegation at the second RILU congtess, see pp. 302-
3). On the communist expansion and consolidation of power in the CGTU see ibid.,
pp. 343-7; David Saposs, The Labor Movment in Post-War France (New York: Russell,
1931), pp. 61-9. Kathryn E. Amdur’s valuable study, Syndicalist Legacy: Trade Unions
and Politics in Two French Cities in the Era of World War I (Urbana and Chicago:
University of Illinois, 1986), unfortunately appeared too late to be used here.

48.  Report of L. Sellier to the Executive Committee of the CI, Archives de Jules Humbert-
Droz, 1:418. Earlier, following the St. Etienne congress, the CI's agent in Paris wrote
of the difficult task of building a viable party, when many of its leaders had so little
contact with the working class and so little understanding of its life. ““I still remain
pessimistic because I seek those who would be able to form a true communist party
here, and they are outside the party and in the trade union movement.” He mentioned
Monatte and Monmousseau in particular. Humbert-Droz to A.M. Rakosi, 2 Sept. 1922,
ibid., 328-9. That too would change in 1923, with Monatte, Monmousseau and various
other militants who had previously resisted, now accepting membership cards in the PCF.
49.  La Vie Ouvriére, 23 Nov. 1923,
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50. Quoled in Saposs, pp. 67-8.

51. La Vie Quuriére, 23 Nov. 1925,

52, D’Amiens a Bourges: documents (Parts: Vie Ouvricre, n.d.{1923]), pp. 3-4. La Vie
Owwvriere sought with this brochure (0 minimize the differences between the positions
adopted in three famous congresses in French labour history: Amiens, St. Etiennc and

Bourges.
53.  La Vie Ouwvriere, 23 Nov. 1923,
54, Ibid.

55.  For the letter of the TWMA (o the RILU and the subsequent statement of the IWMA
Bureau, sec News Service 1 (1 Apr. 1923), p. 1. Although the RILU ignored the IWMA's
call for joint action in support of the Ruhr strikers, it proposed joint action to the IFTU,
which ignored its proposal. Calhoun, p. 24.

56. Quoted in Abad de Santillan, “La AIT,” part 3, p. 110.

57. The events of 11 January 1924 are reported from the libertarian and communist
viewpoints in Le Libertaire and L'Humanité, respectively, 12 Jan. 1924 and following.
58. La Vie Ouvriére, 18 Jan. 1921.

59. Le Libertaire, 6 Oct. 1924.

60. Treint's article appcared in Bulletin Communist, 6 Oct. 1924. The minoritaires
charged Treint with at least provoking and probably dirccting the murders of Poncet
and Clos. See the articles in Le Libertaire, 11-30 Oct. 1924.

61. Le Libertaire, 29 Oct. 1924.

62. See Saposs, p. 71. A conferencc report appears in Le Libertaire, 2-8 Nov. 1924, In
“Ein Blick in den revolutioniiren Syndikalismus Frankreichs,” Int-IAA, no. 4 (Jan. 1925),
pp- 18-9, Schapiro condemncd the intermediate policy of the UFSA and questioned the
courage of the French syndicalists. He again criticized their sirategy of 1924 in the Swedish
theoretical journal, Syndikalismen, Oct. 1926, in part five of his series on “Den franska
syndikalismens forfdllsperiod,” pp. 185-90.

63. La Voix du Travail, 15 Nov.-15 Dec. 1926.

64. On the Lyon congress, see Le Combat Syndicaliste, Dec. 1926, Jan. 1927. The “Motion
d’Orientation’ is also reprinted in Les Buts et l'organisation du syndicalisme révolu-
tionnaire (Limoges: CGTSR, n.d.), together with Besnard’s comments on the new Charte.
Financial records in the Albert de Jong Papers, AIT, I 1928, show that the IWMA gave
the CGTSR subsidies of 26,000 francs and 2,500 goldmarks between December 1926 and
April 1928, partly to underwrite the costs of publishing La Voix du Travail. The IWMA’s
1928 congress voted to continue to aid the CGTSR, Int-FAUD, no. 6 (Apr. 1929), p.
22, but it is uncertain how long it received subsidies. The IWMA’s report for the period
1933-35, Taetighkeit der Internationalen Arbeiter-Assoziation (n.p.: IAA, n.d.), noted that
the CGTSR was more or less regularly paying its international dues (p. 13). The Centre
de recherches d’histoire des mouvements sociaux et du syndicalisme, Paris, possesses a
mémoire de maiirise (1974) on “La Confédération Générale du Travail Syndicaliste
Révolutionnaire: a travers son journal ‘Le Combat Syndicaliste’ (1926-1937),” by Samuel
Jospin.

65. La Protesta, 24 Feb., 10 Mar. 1923. La Protesta largely spoke for the FORA, although
it was not an official FORA organ. The first installment of the congress report began
appearing on 31 Jan. 1928. La Protesta’s criticisms began immediately (1 Feb.: “Las
vacilaciones de los sindicalistas revolucionarios;” 2 Feb.: “‘Consecuencias del neutralismo
sindicalista;” etc.).

66. Ibid., 7 Apr. 1923.

67. Congreso constituyente de la Asociacion Continental Americana de Trabajadores
(Buenos Aires: ACAT, 1930), pp. 11, 21-3, 13.

68. Industrial Solidarity, 2 Dec. 1922. The IWW specifically cited the approval of sabotage
and violence by the syndicalists’ June conference as preventing the IWW’s entry into
the IWMA. Despite the IWW’s professions of cordiality, Industrial Solidarity disparagingly
remarked that the decision constituted the reply of American industrial unionists “to
the invitation of both the Syndicalists and the Communists to join their circus.”

69. As late as 1933 the IWMA published a brochure written by Schapiro - The
International Working Men’s Association (I.W.M.A.): Its Purpose - its Aim - its Principles
(Berlin: IWMA, n.d. [1933]) - intended for dissemination in the United States, that directly
addressed the issue of IWW-TWMA relations. The 1934 IWW congress decided to distribute
the brochure to its members for purposes of discussing possible affiliation with the IWMA.
IWW to the IWMA, 21 Nov. 1934, Taetigkett IAA, p. 98. That affiliation never came.
The IWMA also for a time had close relations with the AAUE of Germany. The AAUE
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vepresented a series of factory conunittees and saw o lederalist oreamization ol such
commitices. rather than wade unions. as e basis ol Tulure soc wiv. Like the FAUD, the
AAUE advocated class war, divect action, the gencral soike. and opposed the state and
state soctalism, Itopposed parey dictatorship, butaccepied the diciatorship of the producing
class through o coundil system, and aecepted the violenee such dictatorship mvolved.
Although it had litle use for the activities of political parties. it was not arti-politeal.
The AAUE emphatically rejected the distinetion bevween politcal and cconomic aciion:
1 considered all lorms ol direcr action from the smallest wage siriggle 10 1he general
strike as politcal acts. Frang Plemptert atended the 1922-1925 and 1925 congresses of
the IWMA for the AAUE, and in hoth instances outlined the position of his oganization
vis-a-yis the FAUD. Der Syndikalist, no. 2 119935 i<l A4, no. 65 June 1925y, pp. 126-
7. The AAUE and the FAUD avempied w nogotiate a me gur but never succeeded in
overcomng their differences. Tlie AAUFE is discussed in Boek. ch. 7. See also, Dends Authier
and Jean Barrot, Le Gawche communiste en Allemagne, 1918-1921 (Paris: Pavor 19761
ch. 14, Ouo Riihle, a leading figure of leli-communism in Germany, was the maii
theorctician of the emrly AAUE. Sce his *“Die Revolution ist keine Parteisache!™ and “Dit
Riite,” in Frits Kool. ed., Die Linke gecen iie Pavtedherrsefiaft (Olten-Freibure: Walter.
19700 pp. 529-57, 534-7.

70, The TWMA still survives, currently sitgared in Spatin. Headquartered in Berlin until
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