V'S
rl

1at
ity
nd

104
the
ers
Ve-
sy
s
IS,
NS
il\‘\
the
of

'3
v 10
\Us,
Jders
vere
‘Hv:l
1or-
wn's

Useless Declarations.

‘By A. Lozovsky.

We ali followed with ihe greatest eageiness the general
strike in Great Britain, and are following from day to day
with breathless attention the struggle of the British miners.
The great strike and its little leaders will serve for a long
time as an obiject of study for the workers of all countries, who
will fearn irom this example how mot to conduct a strike.
Ol the greatest value for those who are iuterested in the fate
of the \merumona\ labour movement aie the statements of
those who participated in this strike, and in particular the state-
ments of the members of that General Council which so
shamefully ended the magnificent strike. For this reason the
declaration published in “Lansbury’s Labour Weekly” of three
Left members of the General Council, A. B. Swales, George
Hicks and Ben Tillet, and which is addressed “To Comrades,
National and International”, arvouses the greatest attemtion and
the greatest interest.

Neveitheless the more one reads this declaration, the more
the feeling ol interest gives place to one of indignation. This
15 because one seeks in the document. but finds something elst,
that one seeks for a living word from eye witnesses, for the truth
regarding the events, Lut one finds...

The first question which arises alter a careful perusal of
the declaration is: “What is the use of such a declaration?”
What is the object of the three members of the (Lnen
Council 1 issuing this documemt? We will ubtain an answe
if we proceed to analyse this declaration.

The docwment in guestion contains correct things; it also
contains obviously incorrect things: but it does not conta:n
the chief matter, It is true that “the strike was a demonstraiion
ol power”, bui it is not true that the “strike has served th:
purpose of urgent and necessary defence™. 1t is true that "l
govermment and their satellites et our gesture of comradz-
ship with an armed force™ It is true that the “smke showed
the economic grip ol the workers upon all mdu: ries”, that it
closed a virulunt and vebzment capitalist press”, but it is na
COTrect 10 represm the calling oli of the strike as a *‘courag.ous
gesture of peace™.

It is still more incorrect to accuse the government and
the employers of having “with wiliness and chicanery end
avoured to nusrepresent the logical () meaming of our act .~
being one of surrender™. That is to .say that the Generd
Couneil has not capiwlated? It has concluded an honourat
peace? 1t is strange that no one has noticed this honourad'
peace. All three profest against the “cowardly travesty of v
truth”, In thes q'mmn the “cowardly travesty of the truth”
nol on the ~side ol the government or «f the empioyers but

the side ol those who desire at ail cost to represent the deie.
as A Vittory.

1~

It is also true that the strike “brought forth from
Russian  trade  Unton

goodwill”.

W
Movement a spontaneous gesture
But it ts wrong to refrain from saving a sing i
\m(d a\ 1o hiow this “gesture of goodwill” was rebuifed, than--
to the “courageous gesture of peace of the General Cmm‘ .
Is it not strange that even in this question the three did :
have the courase to call a thing by its right name?

I do not think it necessary to give any further exam™ -
Thos> given reveal the true character of 1he dtCldeX‘l’l
which cverv obvicus truth is IbHowed by a sesies ol unimyport
ouvionslv Talse and Jpnhwr‘fw assertions.

But this dectaration is not only of interest on account
what it contains, but mainly on zccount of what is Omlﬂ
from it. As a malter of facl those responsible for the caps
lation bave, some days after the powerful strike when
restlts of the capindation were already apparent, forgorn
axplain 1o uz how the “demonstration of power”™ was v
verted into a poweriel demon<tration of Smpotency. The e
have Iorgontar 1o sav who betraved e atrike and why




only that, they even endeavour to defend the monstrous capi-
tulation by describing that which the British workers call
treachery and cowardice as a “courageous (!) gesture of peace”.
Further, the miners are continuing the strike. Are the miners
right or are they not? Ought they to have joined in ‘the
courageous gesture of peace” of the General Council, or con-
tinved the struggle? Ome must either support the miners or

not.

In this manner this declaration oonceals the shameful role of
the General Council in the strike; it diverts the attention of the
workers zlong the wromg path, jt conceals the treachery and
the cowardice with empty phrases and justifies the crime com-
mitted against the working class of Great Britain.

It is of no great interest what the three members of the
General Council intended to say, but that which they published
must arouse the profound indignation of all honest workers.
The “Sunday Worker” is wrong, a thousand times wrong,
when it welcomes this action of Swales, Hicks and Ben Tillet.
Such declarations merely discredit those who write them. The
British and the international proletariat meed the naked un-
adorned truth and not self-deception and beautiful declarations



