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connection. Comrades Thalheimer and Wakher attempted also 
to prove that Zinoviev and Stalin had now adopted the views 
of Thalheimer-Brandler, the whole of Watcher’s speech was 
directed to proving that the German Central Committee was 
not carrying out the resolutions of the Fifth Congress, parti­
cularly on the question of the trade unions. Thalheimer said 
the same thing, and he declared that he was not in agreement 
with the German Central Committee on a single question, but 
that he was in agreement with Stalin and Zinoviev; that now 
Stalin and Zinoviev had come over to his, Thalheimer’s side, 
and were supporting the views expressed by him in the above- 
mentioned article. These efforts, directed towards substituting 
Brandlerism for Bolshevism and by distorting the line of policy 
of the Fifth Congress while pretending to associate themselves 
with those decisions, to introduce the policy of liquidation and 
by this means place the German Central Committee in opposition 
to the Comintern, bring about the dismissal of the Central Com­
mittee and the substitution of its policy of Brandlerism. This 
method of substitution, is recommended in individual cases and 
in the factional circulars mentioned above.

On the basis of what has been stated above, the Central 
Control Commission considers it proved, that within the Com­
munist Party of Germany, there are organised fractions, con­
taining several internal Party groups and a group of members 
of the Russian Communist Party (Brandler, Thalheimer, Radek 
and others) which are conducting factional work on the basis 
of a political platform which finds its expression in a number 
of articles and documents (Brandler, Thalheimer, Radek and the 
anonymous authors of the circulars). The Central Control Com­
mission is of the opinion that on the grounds of the facts 
quoted above, in the complex difficult conditions in which the 
German Communist Party has now to work and in the face 
of a widespread, sharply hostile tendency against Brandler- 
Thalheimer within the Party, the German Control Committee

was right in demanding the expulsion of Brandler and Thai- 
heimer from the Russian Communist Party, which they fully 
deserved, also in demanding that Comrades Radek, .Edda Baum, 
Felix Wolf, Heinz Moeller and Walcher be made to ansv^r 
before the Party, in order to deprive these comrades of the 
possibility of conducting further factional work in the Com­
munist Party of Germany.

Basing itself, however, on the desire to achieve as pain­
less a liquidation of the factional groups inside the Communist 
Party of Germany as possible and to give Comrades Brandler, 
Thalheimer, Radek and the others an opportunity of proving 
the truth #f the declaration they made at the meeting o f the 
Central Control Committee that they will refrain from carrying 
on factional work, the Central Control Commission considers it 
possible to limit itself to the following measures:

1. To censure severely and warn Comrades Brandler, Thal­
heimer, Radek, Edda Baum, Felix Wolf, and Heinz Moeller for 
their systematic factional work and their serious violation of 
Party discipline.

2. To prohibit Comrades Brandler, Thalheimer, Radek, 
Edda Baum, Felix Wolf and Heinz Moeller from interfering in 
any form in the work of the Communist Party of Germany.

3. The Central Control Commission warns the comrades, 
that in the event of their continuing factional work or inter­
fering in the affairs of the Communist Party of Germany, they 
will certainly be placed outside of the Russian Communist 
Party.

4. To regard it as impossible to allow Comrades Brandler, 
Thalheimer and Radek to take part in Comintern work.

5. The Central Control Commission considers it necessary 
that the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Germany 
shall conduct extensive, internal Party work for the purpose 
of explaining to the members of the Party the political signifi­
cance of this resolution.

Resolution on the Declaration of Radek, Brandler
and Thalheimer.

Introduced in the Name of the CCRCP. by the Russian Delegation and adopted by the Enlarged
Executive at the XXI Session on April 4, 1925.

Having read the declaration of Radek, Brandler and Thal­
heimer of March 25, 1925, the Enlarged Plenum of the ECCI. 
considers it necessary to note the following:

Radek, Brandler and Thalheimer bear the greatest respon­
sibility for the Social-Democratic distortions of the tactics of the 
Communist Party of Germany which caused such damage to1 the 
German revolutionary movement in 1923. The tendency headed 
by Radek, Brandler and Thalheimer tried to convert the revo­
lutionary tactics of the united front into tactics of coalition with 
the Social Democracy. By means of the “Saxony” policy (the 
conditions upon which Brandler joined the Government of 
Saxony, his “work” in it, etc.) this “tendency” converted the 
tactics of the Communists into a banal parliamentary farce, which 
revealed the utter political bankruptcy of these three comrades.

The Thirteenth Congress of the Russian Party unanimously 
declared that the policy of Comrade Radek, who at that time 
tried to speak in the name of the Russian Communist Party, had 
nothing in common with the real policy of the Russian Commu­
nist Party. The Frankfurt Congress of the Communist Party of 
Germany, with equal determination, condemned the line of 
policy of Brandler and Thalheimer. Finally, the Fifth Congress 
of the Comintern, in the name of the Communist Parties of all 
countries severely condemned the Menshevik deviations of these 
three comrades.

Instead of conscientiously admitting their political error, by 
their declaration of the 25th of March 1925, they still further 
aggravate it. They declare that they “associate themselves” with 
the theses of the present session of the Enlarged Plenum of the 
ECCI. But they regard their differences with the Comintern over 
the question of Workers’ Government as “historically closed”, 
merely because “the period of the acute collapse of the capitalist 
system has come to an end”. They continue to believe that when 
the revolutionary struggle will again become acute, it will be 
necessary to return to the old tactics of Radek, Brandler and 
Thalheimer, which they themselves, in their declaration of the 
25th of March 1925, denned1 as a striving “by means of a caolition

with the Left Social Democratic elements. . .  to win temporary 
positions for the fight for the dictatorship of the proletariat”. 
The authors of the declaration, by this show that they continue 
to stand as before, with both feet on the ground of the tactics 
of coalition with the Social Democracy; in other words, they 
continue in their departure from Bolshevism to Menshevism.

At the Fifth Congress of the Comintern, Comrade Radek, 
Brandler and Thalheimer continued persistently to advocate their 
anti-communist position. In the articles of Comrades Thalheimer 
and Kreibich, written immediately after the Fifth Congress, their 
anti-communist position was still more sharply defined. The 
whole of the activity of these comrades in the period between 
the Fifth Congress and the present Enlarged Plenum of the 
ECCI. has been directed against the policy of the Fifth Congress. 
Therefore, the statement contained in the declaration of Comrades 
Radek, Brandler and Thalheimer of March 25th, 1925, to the 
effect that for them the most important thing last year, was to 
“endeavour to preserve the mass character of the Communist 
Party”, cannot be taken seriously. The Communist International, 
established under the direct guidance of Comrade Lenin and 
always remaining true to Leninism, from the first day of its 
existence to the present day has worked entirely in the direction 
of creating and preserving mass proletarian parties. The difference 
between the Comintern and the “tendency” represented by Radek, 
Brandler and Thalheimer, consists in that the Comintern strives 
to form and preserve mass communist, bolshevik parties, whereas 
Radek, Brandler and Thalheimer are conducting a policy of semi- 
mtenshevik “mass” parties. On the lips of these three comrades 
the phrase “revolutionary sects” sounds like the declarations of 
Paul Levi.

Equally insincere politically, was the conduct of this group 
in connection with the question of the Trotsky species of Menshe­
vism. While the whole of the Comintern sharply condemned 
Trotskyism, Radek in Russia directly supported it, and Brandler 
and Thalheimer wrote ambiguous declarations, striving by half­
hearted repudiation of Trotskyism, to secure the opportunity of
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attacking the brother Communist Party of Germany. The attempts 
to sow discord between the R. C. P. and the C. P. G. is deserving 
of condemnation and will always be strenuously resisted by the 
Comintern.

A particularly brilliant light is thrown on the declaration 
of Radek, Brandler and Thalheimer of the 25th of March, 1925, 
by the fact that the declaration was made at the moment when 
the Central Control Commission of the Russian Communist Party, 
in conjunction with representatives of the International Control 
Commission, after investigating the question of the factional — 
but — not — schismatic “work” of these three comrades in the 
German Communist Party, came to the conclusion that Radek, 
Brandler and Thalheimer deserved to be expelled from the ranks

of the Russian Communist Party, and consequently from the 
Comintern.

If generally, in view of the above, serious importance cannot 
be attached to the Radek, Brandler. and Thalheimer declaration 
of “solidarity” with the tactics of the Comintern, still less does 
this declaration deserve the confidence of the Communist Inter­
national when it is made after the Central Control Commission 
has passed the above-mentioned decision.

The Enlarged Plenum of the E. C. C. I. sees in this politically 
insincere declaration of Brandler, Radek and Thalheimer, nothing 
else than a tactical manoeuvre, borrowed from the tactics of the 
Social Democratic leaders, directed against the line of policy of 
the Fifth Congress and therefore refuses to take cognisance of it-

Resolution on the Reports of the Organisation Con* 
ference of the Sections of the Comintern and Young

Communist International.
The Organisation Conference of the Sections of the Commu­

nist International presented at the Plenum of the Enlarged Exe­
cutive of the Comintern, after having discussed the reports of 
the Organisation Department of the ECCL, of the C. C. and of 
the Paris and Northern Districts of the Communist Party of 
France, of the Central Committee and the Berlin, Hamburg, 
Chemnitz District Comittees of the Communist Party of Germany, 
of the Central Comittee and the Prague, Kladno, Briinn, Maravo- 
Ostrov and Aussig District Committee of the Communist Party 
of Czechoslovakia, of the Centra,1 Committee and o? the Turin Com­
mittee of the Communist Party of Italy, of the Central Committee 
of the Workers’ Party of America, of the Central Comittee of 
the Communist Party of Great Britain, of the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party of Poland, of the Executive Comittee 
of the Young Communist International and of the representative 
of the Berlin Organisation of the Young Communist League of 
Germany, on the question of the reorganisation of the Communist 
Parties and the Young Communist Leagues on the basis of Party 
nuclei in the factories and on Party organisation generally, 
declares that since the Fifth Congress of the Comintern and the 
Congress of the Young Communist International, the Sections of 
the Comintern have made great progress in the work of reor­
ganising the Communist Parties on the basis of factory nuclei 
and that where this organisation has been actually carried out 
(in legal and underground Parties) it has led to a revival of the 
Party, to an increase in the Party membership by the influx of 
members from that inexhaustible reservoir — the factories and 
workshops, to increased circulation of the Party press and to 
the establishment of closer connection between the Communist 
Parties and the broad masses of the workers, as illustrated by 
the demonstrations organised by the Communist Parties of 
France, Germany, Czechoslovakia and others. In view of this 
experience, the Organisation Conference of the Sections of the 
Comintern calls upon all Communist Parties, while unceasingly 
carrying on the work of ideological preparation on the question 
of Party organisation, energetically to continue to organise the 
Parties on the basis of factory nuclei and entrust this important 
work to their best organisers, to carry it out according to a plan 
which the respective Communist Party and its local organisations 
must draw uip in accordance with local conditions.

The Organisation Conference, while noting undoubted suc­
cesses, cannot however, refrain from pointing to the large percen­
tage of badly functioning nuclei among those already in existence. 
This is due to the fact in the first instance that their political life 
is not sufficiently strong and further to a large degree to the per­
secution of the employers. The parallel existence of factory nuclei 
on the one hand and former groups organised on a residential 
basis on the other, is also one of the causes, and by no means 
the least of the inadequate functioning of the nuclei. The Organi­
sation Conference must also point to the weak existing connection 
between the nuclei and the ward, district and local Party Com­
mittees and the insufficient guidance of the Party nuclei by the 
above-mentioned committees.

The Organisation Conference urges local Party organs to 
devote serious attention to the work of the nuclei, to give them 
the necessary instructions, to prepare material for the meetings 
and the activity of the nudei, to create from among the members 
of the nuclei themselves cadres of capable nuclei leaders. After

factory and street nuclei have commenced to function in any ward 
or district, the former groups of 10 and groups according to 
residence must be dissolved.

The Organisation Conference calls the attention of the local 
organisations to/ the large percentage of passive Communist 
Party members, which is partly due to the former structure of 
the Party Organisation under which a large number of the 
members were not enlisted in the work of deciding the internal 
Party as well as general political and economic questions con­
fronting the Party. Most important questions of policy and 
tactics as a rule were discussed and decided in many countries* 
not by all the members of the Party, but by a permanently offi­
ciating body of functionaries who were not authorised in every 
individual case by the members of the Party to pass decisions 
on the given questions. Not infrequently, the body of functio­
naries supplanted the Party Conference and the drafting of Party 
questions by the Party members themselves. This doomed the 
members of the Party to passivity and prevented them from being 
drawn into active participation in Party life.

The Organisation Conference, while not objecting, but on 
the contrary considering the convening by the competent Party 
organ of periodical conferences of active Party workers to dis­
cuss various questions affecting Party life to be most useful, 
nevertheless^ expresses its strong opposition to such conferences 
taking the place of the periodical Party Conference provided for 
in the rules. These conferences made up of the representatives 
of the nuclei which preliminarily discuss the questions on the 
agenda of the conferences, have the right to decide Party que­
stions and to elect the respective leading organs of the Party. 
Participation in the discussion of the questions to come up at 
Party Conferences, to a considerable degree, helps to increase the 
activity of the Party members.

The newspapers published by Party nuclei already, in many 
countries, are an important factor in Party life. Tens of thous­
ands of copies of newspapers published by Party nuclei, carrying 
out the policy of the Party, explaining its slogans and exposing 
all the outrages committed against the workers are spread in the 
factories, workshops and mines.

The Organisation Conference considers it necessary to utilise 
the experience of factory newspapers and to secure their adoption 
in those countries and Party Organisations which have not yet 
adopted this method of influencing the workers in the factories 
and workshops and attracting the more backward workers to 
political life. The conference, however, points out that the factory 
newspapers wilt be able successfully to fulfil their function, only 
if they will be popular /in character and will be able to combine 
the questions of everyday life in the factory with the slogans 
and tactics of the Party, bearing in mind all the time that these 
newspapers must be published under the guidance and control 
of the respective Party organs.

The Organisation Conference considers ist desirable to con­
tinue and improve the connection already established between 
the nuclei in a given industry in different countries through the 
local and central organs of the Parties affiliated to the Comintern.

The Organisation Conference draws the attention of the 
Sections of the Comintern to the weakness of the apparatus of 
district and local Party committees^ which prevents the esta­
blishment of proper connection o f the nuclei and the Communist


