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Session of the Enlarged E.C.C.I.

(Detailed Report.)
Fifth to Tenth Session.

Continuation of the Discdssion on the Report
of Comrade Zinoviev.

(Fifth Session, February 22, 1926.)

Comrade Ferdi, Chairman, declared the session open and
called upon Comrade Bordiga to speak.

Comrade Bordiga (ltaly):

Comrades, I think it is absolutely impossible to limit our
discussion to the scope of the draft theses and of the report.

We have a situation in the International which cannot be
considered satisfactory.

In a certain sense we are in a state of crisis. A summary
review of the history of the C.I will show that there is a
concensus of opinion concerning the existence ol a crisis.

After the disaster of the Second International the formation
of the Communist International was accomplished on the strength
of the slogan: Fermation of Communist Parties. FEveryone
agreed that there existed objective conditions for struggle, but
we were minus the organ of this struggle.

At the Third Congress, after the experience of many events
and especially of the March Action in Germany in 1021, the
International was compelled to admit that the formation of Com-
munist Parties alone was not sufficient. Fairly strong sections of
the Communist International had been formed in all the most
important countries, but the problem of revolutionary action had
not been solved.

The Third Congress had to discuss this problem and had
to place on record that it is not emough to have Communist
Parties, even if all the objective conditions for struggle are
there, that it is essential that our Parties be able to excerise
influence over the masses.

I am not at all against the conception of the Third Congress
of the necessity for mass solidarity, as a premise to the final
offensive, but I would like to say that such a conception, namely
as expressed by the Third Congress, does not by any means
include the idea of united front tactics: the latter corresponds
to a defensive position created by a capitalist offensive against
which endeavours are made to bring out all the workers on
the basis of immediate demands.

The application of the United Front led to errors after the
Third Congress and especially after the Fourth Congress. In oyr
opinion, these tactics were adopted without making their real
meaning perfectly clear. We were all in agreement when it was
a question of making the economic and immediate demands the
basis of these tactics, demands which sprang up owing to the
ofiensive of the enemy. But when there was an intention of
making the new formulae of a Workers’ Government the basis
of a United Front, we opposed this, declaring that this slogan
made us exceed the limits of effective revolutionary tactics.

After the October defeat in Germany in 1923, the Inter-
national recognised that the mistake had been made. .

But instead of introducing a thorough change into the
decisions of the Fourth Congress, all that was done was to hit
out against certain comrades. Scapegoats had to be found. And
they were found in the German Party. There was an absolute
failure to recognise that the entire International was responsibl.
Nevertheless, the theses were revised at the Fifth Congress and
a new formula of the Workers’ Government was issued.

Why did we disagree with the theses of the Fifth Congress?
In our opinion, the revisions were not adequate. The theses,
and speeches were very Lelt, but this was not enough for us:
we foresaw what would happen after the Fifth Congress and
that is why we are not satishied.

I will deal now with Bolshevisation, and I assert that its
balance sheet is unsatisfactory from all viewpoints. It was said:
We have only one Party which has accomplished a revolutionary
victory — the Russian Bolshevik Party. Hence we must follow
the path pursued by the Russian Party in order to achieve
victory. This is quite true, but it isn't enough. The Russian
Party carried on its struggle under special conditions, that is .
to say, in a country where the leudal autocracy had not yet
been beaten by the capitalist bourgeoisie. For us it is essential-
to know how to attack a modern, democratic .bourgecis State
which on the one hand has all the resources o corrupt and
mislead the proletariat and which on the other hand is even
more efficient on the field of armed struggle than the Tsarist
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autocracy. This problem will not be found in the history of the
Russian Communist Party and if one interprets Bolshevisation
in the sense that the revolution of the Russian Party provided
ihie solution for all strategic problems of the revolutionary
struggle, the conception of Bolshevisation is inadequate. The
glorious experience of the Russian Party is precious to us
from the viewpoint of the revolution, of tactical problems, but
‘apart from this we must have something else. It is only in the
domain of doctrine that the lesson of the Russian Revolution
and-of the restoration of Marxism by Lenin are conclusive.

Much of the problem of Bolshevisation will be found in
the question of the reorganisation of the Parties. In 1925 it was
said that the entire orgamisation of the Sections of the Inter-
national was wrong, that one had not yet applied even the
ABC of organisation. Very strange that one should not have
noticed this before. Eight years alter the victory in Russia we
are told: The other Parties are impotent because they are not
orginised on the basis of factory nuclei. Well, Marx and Lenin
are there to show us that organisation is not everything in the
revolutionary struggle. To solve the problem of revolution, it
is not enough to issue an organisational formula. These are
problems of forces and not of forms.

I contest that the Communist Party must be necessarily
organised on a factory nucleus basis. In the organisation theses
brought forward by Lenin at the Third Congress, it is repeatedly
stated that in questions of organisation there can be no solution
which is equally good for all countries. We do not contest that
the situation in Tzarist Russia was such as to justify the Russian
Communist Party to organise itself on a factory nucleus basis.

But we believe that nuclei present certain disadvantages in
other countries. Why?

Above all, because a group of workers orgamised as a
nucleus cannot have the opportunity for discussing all political
questions.

You will probably say that we demand what is demanded
by all Right elements, that is to say, the organisation of workers
fnto sections where the intellectuals lead in all discussions. But
this danger will always exist and one must bear in mind that
the working class cannot do without intellectuals, which, whatever
osie may say, are necessary to it.

Thé movement needs organisers and agitators who must
be recruited among the deserters of the other classes or else
among advanced workers. But the danger of corruption and
demagogy inherent to these elements once they become leaders
is as great with them as with the intellectuals. In certain cases,
ex-workers have played the most ignominious role in the labour
movement. Moreover, does organisation on a factory nucleus
basis put an end to the role of the intellectuals? They constitute
at present, together with ex-workers, the entire apparatus of
the Party and their role has become more dangerous. Then you
cannot be ignorant of the fact that there is a complete technical
solidarity between the state apparatus and the employers, and
when a workman endeavours to organise the others, the employer
aalls in the police. This makes the activity of the Party in the
factories much more dangerous. It is an easy matter for the
bourgeoisie to find out what work is done in the factory and
that is why we propose to have the basic organisation of the
Parly outside the factories.

in Russia the relations between the capitalist employers and
the State were different. Moreover, the problem of power was
bound to arise and the danger of mnon-political “labourism”
which we see in the nuclei was not so great.

Does this attitude of ours mean that we will neglect Party
wark in the factories? Certainly not, one must have the Party
arganisation in the factories, but it must not form the basis of
ihe Party. It is essential to have Party organisations in the
factories to carry on the policy of the Party. It is impossible 1o
be in contact with the working class without a factory organi-
sation.

Therefore, we are for a network of Communist organisations
in the factories but political discussions must take place in the
territorial sections.

{ will deal now with another point of view: that of the
internal regime of the Party and of the Communist International.

Amother discovery has just been made: what we hitherto
lacked in all the Sections is iron Bolshevik discipline, of which
the Russian Party is setting us an example. It must be forbidden
to form fractions, and all Party members, regardless of their
-gpinion, are compelled to participate in the common work even
in the Central Committee.

It is a fact that we must have a Communist Party which is
absolutely united, a Party without divergencies of opinion and

_ different groups within it. But how is this to be achieved? How

are we to arrive at an effective and vital unity and not at the
paralisation of the Party? At the first signs of crisis within the
Party one must find out its causes. Our view is that they cannot
be found by means of a kind of criminal code of the Party.
Lately a cerfain kind of sport has been indulged in in the Parties,
a pastime which consits in hitting out, intervening, breaking
up, illireating and it very frequently happens that very good
revolutionaries get hit. I think, that this terrorist sport within
the Party has nothing in common with our work. We must hit
and break up capitalism, it is on this field that our Party can
show its prowess and I believe that on this field we will witness
the defeat of many of our internal terrorists within the iron fist!

The real merit does not consist in crushing rebellion but
in preventing it. The best proof of unity is its results and not
a regime of threats and terror. Those elements who deviate in
a decisive manner from the common path must be hit hard. But
if the application of the criminal code becomes the order of

the day in a society this means that this society is far from

perfect.

Sanctions must be applied in exceptional cases, they must not:
be the rule, a pastime and an ideal of the leaders of a Party.-
It1 i-sk all this which needs changing if we are to form a solid
block.

By the by, there are very good paragraphs on this subject
in the theses before us. A little more freedom will be given. But
will this be put into practice? The fact is that we need a healthier
regime in the Party, it is absolutely necessary that the Party
should be able to form an opinion of its own. One must pursue
this aim in order that the rank and file of the Party should
have a common political conscience,

I will deal now with fractions. I take the view that to raise
the problem of fractions as a moral problem, as a problem of
criminality is utterly wrong. Is there a historic example showing
that any comrade has ever formed a fraction for his own amuse-
ment? Such a thing has never happened. Experience has shown
that opportunism makes its appearance among us always in the
guise of unity. Moreover, the history of iractions goes to show
that if fractions do not honour to the Parties in which they have
been formed, they do honour to those who have formed them
The history of fractions is the history of Lenin.

The formation of a fraction is an indication that somrething
is wrong, and to remedy the evil one must not strike but one
must rather investigate what was the historic cause of the disease
which necessitated the formation of the fraction. Fractions are
not the disease, they are only the symptom, and if you want to
cure a disease, you must first of all discover it and understand it.

Let us take for example, the crisis of the French Party. What
was the procedure in this Party against the fractions? A wvery
bad procedure, for instance, with respect to a syndicalist fraction
which is on the point of formation. Certain comrades, expelled
from the Party, have returned to their former affections and are
publishing a periodical to explain their ideas. They are, of course,
wrong, but what has caused them to do so. The naughty boys,
Rosmer and Monatte, did not act on the impulse of a caprice. -
The causes for their action are to seek in the errors of the French
Party and of the entire International.

These fundamental errors threaten to reappear within the
proletariat because the International and the Communist Parties
have not been able to demonstrate by deeds the enormous diffe-
rence which exists between a policy conceived in a revolutio-
t{l)ary and Leninist spirit and that of the old Social Democratic
Parties.

It is the fault of the erromeous policy of the International i
the idea still prevails among us (so completely eschewed by us
in theory and on the field of action) that the Party and political
work are things not fit for the working class and that the latter
must follow the saner and safer path of purely economic action
through the trade unions. It is a fact that our policy lends itself
to being confused with the vulgar art or technique common to
all who come into touch with politics.

The Right Fraction in France, I do not hesitate saying so, is a
healthy fraction, it does mot in itself represent the permeation of
petty bourgeois elements.

It is the reflex of the healthy discontent of the proletariat
with the unsatisfactory internal regime of the Party and with
the contradictions in ifs policy, in spite of the utterly false rectifi-
cations which it proposes on the tactical field.
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To correct errors it is not sufficient to chop off heads, one
should rather find out and eliminate the imitial errors which cause
the discontent and determine the formation of fractions.

It is said to us that the system of bolshevising is based
upon the fact that the action of every central committee is
directed by the Communist International, by which the minorities
in the Party are offered a security, On this occasion it is suffi-
cient to repeat the criticism which already has been made several
times to the kind of connection between the Internmational Exe-
cutive Committee and the sections; it is artificial enough and is
based upon considerations of an inner diplomatic character as
well as on the necessity of parliamentary manoeuvres inside our
- international meetings. The intervention of the International Exe-
cutive Comittee comes nearly always unexpectedly and hits those
elements with which a general solidarity of the International has
been brought about, in a thoroughly compromising manner. It
was not different with the Open Letter to the German Party
which was published in a moment when the Leit leadership of the
C.P. G. was regarded everywhere as the authentic representative
of the Comintern, of Leninism, of the V. World Congress and
of the victory of the bolshevisation.

Yet we are told: even if there are some shortcomings in the
kind of the international oonnections, the leading role of the
Russian Party offers us a good way out. Yet here also we must
make some reservations. I shall in my later exposition return
1o the question of the Russian Party and its problems. In passing,
it is observed that one must ask where the leading factor of the
Russian Party is to be found. Is it the old Lenimist guard? But
-after the last events it is clear that this can split and that both
sides can with the same energy claim the right to speak in the
name of bolshevism and accuse each other of deviating from
true Leninism. .

I draw the conclusion from it that this search for a point
of support of the system of bolshevising leads to no fixed, un-
disputed result. The correct solution is to be found elsewhere.
We must base ourselves upon the entire International, on the
entire advance guard of the world proletariat. Our onganisation
€an be compared to a pyramid. For all its sides are striving to
a common summit. Yet this pyramid places itself upon its top
and its centre of gravity is therefore too unsteady. It must be
turned upside down, the top must be the other way up in order
that it can stand on a firm basis.

Having thus summed up the past action of the International,
“it is essential to give an appreciation of the present situation

and of our future tasks, The general statement concerning stabili-
sation has been accepted by everyone. There have been certain
vacillations with respect to the development of the general crisis
of capitalism.

We have before us the perspective of the definite decay of
capitalism, but in my opinion certain errors of appreciation have
crept in with respect to the perspective.

If we proceed like a scientific society for the study of social
events we can arrive at objective condlusions of a more or less
optimistic or of a more or less pessinristic character, and this
is a manner which does not take events into account. But such
a purely scientific perspective will not do for a revolutionary
Party which participates in all events, which is in itself a factor.
It is essential to have always in readiness a second perspective
in accordance with Lenin’s formula which Zinoviev mentioned
here (examples of Marxist forecasts regarding the revolution
of 1848 and Lenin’s forecasts regarding the Russian Revolution
after 1905). The Party cannot renounce its final task, its revo-
lutionary will, even if the cold, scientific perspective is unfavou-
rable. I cannot accept the formula: “The situation is now unfavou-
rable, we no longer have with us the situation of 1920, and this
justifies the internal crisis in certain Sections and in the Inter-
national”.

A changed situation can produce a quantitative but not a
qualitative change din the Party. If the Party enters upon the stage
of crisis this means that its tactics have been guilty of oppor-
tunism. Otherwise, the struggle against opportunism in 1014
would be devoid of meaning.

The epoch of capitalism which had reached its tull develop-
ment before the war has objectively contributed to the expla-
nation of social-patriotism, but from the viewpoint of the revo-
lutionaries of that epoch it could not and should not lead to its
justification or even its toleration as something inevitable. If
we consider the state of crisis in capitalism to be favourable, not
only to a revolutionary attack but also io an adequate prepa-
ration of our Party, this means that in order to be able to

accomplish our task we expect from history a development parti-
cularly adapted to exigencies which originate in a wrong scheme
of perspective which must be rejected and fought “against. This
will be the same in the case of the bad solution of the problem
of leaders as criticised by Trotsky in his preface to “1917”, in an
analysis with which I agree completely and which does nof -
appertain to the unfavourable situation, but to the general political-

and tactical errors which have impeded the process of the selec

tion of the revolutionary General Staff.

There is another scheme of perspective which must be fought
aganst and which confronts us when we turn our attention fromy
the purely economic analysis to an analysis of the social and
political forces. It is generally accepted that we must consider
the fact that a Left Bourgeois Party is in power as a political
situation favourable to our preparation and to our struggle. This
wrong perspective is first of all a contradiction of the first
because it most frequently happens in the state of economic
crisis favourable to us that the bourgecisie organises a Right
Government for a reactionary offensive, which means that objec-
tive conditions become unfavourable to us for a Marxist solution
of the problem.

- Generally speaking, it is not true that the fact of a Left bour-
geois Government will be lavourable to us: the contrary may
be the case. Historical examples have shown us how absurd it
would be to imagine that in order to lighten our task a so-
called middle class government with a liberal programme would
make its appearance, a government which would enable us to
organise an effective and united struggle against a weakened State
apparatus. ‘

In 1919 we witnessed in Germany the access of a Left bour-
geois bloc to power. We witnessed the management of affairs
in the hands of the Social Democrats. In spite of the military
defeat from which Germany had just energed, the State machine
had not beeen shaken tc its foundations.

After we shall have promoted by our tactics the access to
power of a Left Government, will we have obtained more favou-
rable conditions for ouselves? No, this is not at all the case.
It is a Menshevik conception to imagine that the State machine
will be different in the hands of the lower middle classes to
what it is in the hands of the big bourgeoisie, and to consider
stich a period as a transition period leading to the epoch of the
seizure of power. Certain parties of the bourgeoisie have an
appropriate programme and bring forward appropriate demands
with the object of attracting the lower middle classes. Generally
speaking, this is not a process in which power passes from one
social group to another, it is only a new defensive method of the
bourgeoisie against us, and when this takes place we cannot say
that this is the most propitious moment for our intervention.
This change can be uitilised but only provided our preceding
position has been perfectly clear and has not coincided with
the demands of the Left Bloc element.

For instance, in Italy. can it be said that Fascism is the
triumph of the Right bourgeoisie over the Left bourgeoisie?
Certainly not, fasoism is something more than that, it is the
synthesis of two methods of defence of the bourgeois class. The
recent acts of the Fascist Government have clearly shown that the
semi-bourgeois and petty bourgeois composition of fascism does
not prevent the latter being a direct agent of capitalism. As a
mass organisation (the fascist organisation has a miltion members)
it is endeavouring not only to strike down ruthlessly its oppo-
nents, especially the adversaries who dare attack the State
machine but also to mobilise the masses by means of Social Demo-
cratic permeation methods.

On this field fascism has suffered evident defeats. This bears
out our point of view on the class struggle but what is most
forcibly shown by all this is the absolute impotence of the middle
classes. During the last few years they have already accom-
plished three complete evolutions: in 1910—20 they crowded our
revolutionary meetings; in 1921—22 they formed wadres of
“black shirts”; in 1923 they went over to the Opposition after
Matteotti’s assassination; today they are coming back to Fascism.
Always with the strongest is their motto.

The wrong conception of the advantages which we ocould
derive from the access to power of a Left Bloc Government con-
sists in imagining the middle classes icapable of an independent
solution of the problem of power. In my opinion, there is a
very serious error in the so-called new tactic which has been
applied in Germany and in France and with which the proposal.
made by the Italian Party to the Aventino anti-fascist opposition
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is connected. I cannot understand how a Party, so rich in revo-
lutionary traditions as our German Party could hesitate in the
face of the accusation of the Social Democrats that it was playing
Hindenburg’s game by bringing forward an independent candi-
dature. Generally speaking, the strong point of the bourgeoisie
with regard fo the ideological counter-revolutionary organisation
of the masses consists in offering a political and historical dua-
lism in opposition to the class dualism between the bourgeoisie
and the proletariat, supported by the Communist Party not as the
only dualism possible in the social perspective and in connection
with the changes of parliamentary power, but as the only dua-
lism historically rcapable of bringing about the revolufionary
glt;p:ture of a class State machine and the establishment of a new
. te.

But we cannot bring home this dualism to the conscious-
ness of the masses merely by ideological declarations and ab-
stract propaganda. We can only do so by our actions and by the
evidence and the clarity of our political position. When it was
proposed to the anti-fascist bourgeoisie in Italy {o constitute
itself as an anti-parliament in which Communists would have
participated — even if it was stated in our press that no confi-
dence should be placed in these Parties, even if a pretence was
made to expose them by this means — in reality we contributed
to encouraging the masses to expect the overthrow of fascism
by the Aventino, to make them believe in the possibility of a
revolutionary struggle and the formation of anti-State not on a
cdlass basis but on the basis of collaboration with the petty bour-
geois elements and even with entirely capitalist groupings. In
view of the failure of the Aventino this manoeuvre did not
result in bringing the masses into a class front. This new tactic
was not only alien to the resolution of the Fifth Congress, it
was in my opinion even alien to the principles and the pro-
gramme of Communism.

Under what aspect can we view our future tasks? This
assembly could not consider the problem in all seriousness
without considering the fundamental question of the historic
connection between Soviet Russia and the capitalist world. The
most important problem for us apart from the problem of the
revolutionary strategy of the proletariat, of the world movement,
of the peasants and the oppressed colonial peoples, is the problem
of the State policy of the Communist Party in Russia. This policy
will have to solve the problem of class relations in Russia, it
will have to adopt the necessary measures with regard to the
influence of the peasant class and that of the budding semi-bour-
geois sections of the population, it will have to contend with the
pressure from outside, a pressure which today is purely economic
and diplomatic but might be military tomorrow. In view of the
fact that world revolution has not yet developed in the other

countries the entire Russian policy will have to be carried on
in close contact with the general revolutionary policy of the
proletariat.

I do not propose to enter into details concerning these que-
stions but I assert that the main base for this struggle is certainly
the working class of Russia and its Communist Party, and that
it is also of the utmost importance to have the support of the
proletariat of the ocapitalist States whose class consciousness and
the fact that it is in constant contact with the capitalist adver-
sary are indispensable to our movement. The problem of Russian
policy cannot be solved within the narrow precincts of the
Russian movement, the entire proletarian Communist Inter-
national would have to do its share in this.

Without such eifective collaboration there are dangers ahead
not only for revolutionary strategy in Russia but also for our po-
licy in the capitalist States. There is every possibility for tenden-
cies to spring up which would mean an attenuation of the character
and the role of the Communist Parties. Already we are attacked
on these lines. The attacks certainly do not come from our ranks
but from the ranks of the Social Democrats and opportunists.
This is connected with the manoeuvre for international Trade
Union Unity and with the attitude towards the Second Inter-
national. All of us here agree that it is absolutely necessary to
preserve the revolutionary independence of the Communist Par-
ties. But it is necessary to point out the possibility of a ten-
dency to replace Communist Parties by organisations of a less
pronounced character with semi-class aims and neutralised and
attenuated political functions. In the present situation it is the
bounden duty of us all to defend the strictly Communist organi-
sation of our International against any liquidatory tendencies.

After our criticism of the general lines of policy, can we con-
sider the Internatiomal, such as it is, sufficiently prepared for
this double task of strategy in Russia and strategy in the other
countries? Can we expect from this assembly the immediate dis-
cussion of all the Russian problems? Uniortunately, the answer
must be in the negative. :

What we need at once is a serious revision of our internal
regime and discussion in our Parties on the problem of tactics
throughout the world and ol the problems of State policy of
Russia. But such an undertaking requires a new course and
utterly different methods.

Neither the report nor the theses give us a sufficiently strong
basis for all this. What we want is not official optimism, we
must realise that we cannot prepare ourselves for the accom-
plishment of the formidable tasks which await the General Stait
of the World Revolution by having recourse to such inadequate
means as those which we only too frequently see applied in the
internal process of the life of our Parties.

(Sixth Session, February 24, 1926, moining)

Continuation of the Discussion on the Report
of Comrade Zinoviev.

The Chairman, Comrade Geschke, opened the session at
11 a. m. The first speaker was ‘

Comrade Pepper:

The discussion carried on so far has been preity one-sided.
Only the internal party problems were discussed and chiefly
in connection with the application of the tactic of the united front.
One of the roots of the conflicts in our sections, however, cer-
tainly lies in the uncertainty in the analysis of the world situa-
tion. Comrade Bordiga is the crassest example of this; e reduces
the whole world situation to two factors — here the Soviet
Union, and there the capitalist environment. It is of course no
accitlent that Comrade Bordiga adopts a wrong tactic on the
basis of this “simplification” of the world situation; his ana-
lysis is wrong and it naturally follows that his tactic must be
wrong. With the exception of Comrade Bordiga, no one states
any more that he is against the tactic of the unijted front; even
Comprades Ruth Fischer, Scholem, etc., do lip service o the united
front tactic here in Moscow. Of course, it is an entirely different
question how their deeds look in Berlin.

Less harmony exists in the conception of the question of the
analysis of the world situation. Comrade Zinoviev has aready
touched upon the differences as to the perspectives. He has
opposed himself to those who demand simply onie perspective.
The tactic of the united ifront must naturally be supplemented
by a political slogan summing up all the other demands. The
theses solve this task by setting up the slogan of the United
States of Socialist Europe as the general all-comprehensive poli-
tical slogan. This slogan, strangely enough, has not been touched
upon in the discussion so far. But in conversation, some of the
comrades have expressed themselves very sceptically about it.
Some of the comrades recalled the fact that Comrade Lenin had
expressed himself against the slogan “United States of Europe”
in 1015. '

Is this slogan correct or not?

I believe that the question must be investigated whether or
not this slogan is correct, by analysing the concrete situation
itself. ; : '

The concrete situation is, firstly, the economic and partially
political domination of America over Europe; secondly, the in-
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creasing antagonism, daily growing more acute, between the
United States of America and Great Britain.

The first factor of the domination of America is the tremen-
dous accumulation, the tremendous concentration of capital in
America, the formation of the greatest Trust of the world. The
second factor of the situation in the United States is the purging
of the dominating Republican Party of the Leits, the splitting off
of the petty-bourgeois and farmer elements, the transtormation of
the Republican Party into the avowed Party of finance capital.
A third factor is the slogan expressed by Coolidge: a clear field
for the sound trusts, the complete abandonment of the Anti-
Trust legislation, in other words, the open break with the tradi-
tional policy of Roosevelt and La Follette. A fourth factor of
the analysis, which is not yet a reality, but at present only a
tendency, is the fight which American finance capital is be-
ginning against the high protective tariff policy of the United
States. Finance capital is supported in this fight by the farmers
and the growing section of small investors. Finance capital is
“turning against the policy of high protection, because Europe
can pay off the growing interest on the growing investments and
loans of America only in the form of export of industrial goods.

The following is the fifth Jactor — America is trying more
and more by loans and by the investment of capital io dominate
Furope not only economically, but also politically by attaching
openly political conditions to the loans of American bankers.

These factors in Ameerican development mean an ever exten-
ding economtic and political intervention of America in the affairs
of the European countries. At the same time we can say that in
connection with these changes in the American situation, a
partial change is also taking place in Europe. -

I would like to characterise this with one word — Locarno.
I believe that Locarno is not only a bloc against Soviet Russia;
it is not only directed against the continental hegemony of France
under the leadership of Great Britain; it is not only a guarantee
of the investment of capital in Europe for the benefit of America;
— it was the first attempt to establish a West European bloc
under the leadership of Great Britain against the United States
of America.

The pidure therefore appears as follows: America is inter-
vening in Europe to a greater degree and Europe is beginning
to defend itself against this intervention.

That shows that the antagonism between America and
Europe is increasing and that within this general antagonism,
the antagonism between America and Great Britain is becoming
more acute. Great Britain has a remarkable role in this play.
Great Britain is the leader of the international conspiracy against
the Soviet Union, and at the same timé Great Britain-is trying
to form a bloc against the United States of America.

From this situation we draw the following conclusions —
on one hand, as a result of the antagonism between Armierica and
Europe, a certain parallelism of interests is crystallising between

Europe and the Soviet Union. It is no mere chance that while

America is plaguing the nations of Europe who are in debt to
her, certain countries of Europe are compelled to negotiate with
the Soviet Union. On the other hand, however, and again in
consequence of the antagonism between America and Europe, a
certain parallelism is crystallising in the policy of the Soviet
Union and that of America.

In this situation, where the antagonism between Europe and
America is the chief characteristic, the theses have set up the
slogan of the United States of Socialist Europe. And on the basis
of this analysis we must state that it was absolutely ccrrect to
set up this slogan. .

You will remember that Comrade Lenin declared himself
quite clearly and sharply against a similar slogan in 1915. Is
the setting up of this slogan, at the present time, a revision of
Leninism? I believe not. Why not? 1) because the content of the
cld slogan in 1915 was entirely different and 2) because the
world situation today in 1925/26, is entirely different from that of
1914/15.

The old slogan was a slogan on a capitalist basis. It was:
United States of Republican Europe. Our slogan is: United States
of Socialist Furope. The fundamental conditions have changed.
We are no longer fighting Monarchism in Russia, Germany and
Austria, against which the old slogan was directed. The Socialist
Revolution is on the agenda of the most inportant states of
.Europe. Lenin did not oprose the old slogan on political
grounds. He even said: politically the slogan is untcuchable. But

he opposed the economic content of the slogan, and for the follo-
wing reasons: he declared that the slogan is either impossible to
carry out or otherwise it is reactionary. A lasting union of the
imperialist countries of Europe is impossible because the balance
of power is continually changing, and on a capitalist basis there
is only one method of deciding — force. But if a temporary
union of the European capitalist countries were to arise, it would
be reactionary since it would be directed against European
socialism, against the colonies, and against the young developing
capitalism of Japan and America.

But our new slogan does not speak of the union of the
capitalist but of the socialist countries of Europe. Therefore
its economic content is also different. Socialist countries can
scrap the question of power and will not unite against the
colonies. .

When Lenin fought against the old slegan, the European
countriies had the hegemony of the world and their union would
have meant simply the strengthening of this hegemony. The
leadership also was of an agressive character. Today the United
States of America have the hegemony of the world, and the
stogan of the Union of the European countries has therefore-a
defensive character. -

Lenin also opposed this slogan because it would have stifled
the possibility of the victory of the sociakist revolution in omne
single country. But since then the socialist revolution has con-
quered in’one country. The slogan is correct today because we
are already in a situation today to link up the slogan of the
United States of Socialist Europe with two other very important
slogans:

1. Solidarity, alliance with the struggle for freedom of all
the oppressed colonies .

2. Solidarity, alliance with the Soviet Union.

In 1914 that was imjpossible because 1) Soviet Russia was
not yet in existence, and 2) the great fight for the independence
of the colonies did not yet exist in mass form.

A very important argument for this slogan is that the idea
of Pan-Europe already exists independently of us in the form
of Locarno, the Dawes Plan, League of Nations. It must not
be forgotten that the official ideology of the II International as
well as part of the European bourgeoisie is Pan-Europe against
Pan-America. It must not be forgotten that millions of workers
believe in this ideology. It is very important that we have not
only a negative critical standpoint toward this bourgeois social
democratic slogan, and that we destroy the pacifist swindle of
this slogan, but that we have a positive slogan at the same
time, which can really be the comprehensive slogan for our
transitional demanids. ’ .

But it is also necessary that every slogan be supplemented
by suitable tasks for our Communist Party in America.

The Communist Party of America is not yet in a position
today to win over the great masses directly. The theses give the
analysis of the swing to the Right of the American labour
movement sufficiently clearly. Therefore, we must construct
various bridges between our Party and the masses of workers.
The first bridge is the Labour Party. The second bridge, and in
the present situation perhaps even more important to a certain
extent than the Labour Party, is the organmisation of the Left
Wing in the trade umioms. The fourth bridge is the oreation of
a broad platform which must combine the fight against the State
power and ageinst the trusts, so that it can unite not only the
labour elements, but also the farmer masses and the petty-
bourgeois elements. It is very imortant that the centre of gravity
of the Party be transferred from light industry to heavy industry. -
The theses of the C.C. of the American Party which were
adonted at the end of December have already clearly amd con-
cretely shown this task.

The last and most important task of cur Party is the fight
against Imperialism. The Communist Party of America must
become the defender of the oppressed peoples of Latin America.
The time is no longer distant when Latin America will become
the China of the Far West and Mexico the Canton of Latin
America. The Gompers trade unions have set up the slogan
of the “Monroe Doctrine of the Workers”, in other words, this
is a protest against the penetration of any revolutionary pro-
paganda into America. The American Communists must orjpose
this slogan with .the slogan of the “Open. Door Policy” of

America for revolutionary ideas. .
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Comrade Stefanski:

Comrades, Comrade Zinoviev, in his speech on the Inter-
tiational, has pointed out that the Plenum, on the basis of its ex-
periences of the last year, must emphasise the uncertainty, the
relativity and instability of the stabilisation, rather than the stabi-
" lisation itself. The situation in Polen is also a prooi of the fact

that the stabilisation of capital is only relative and has absolutely
no' solid foundation. »

It is absolutely clear from the present situation that there are
elements in Poland which in the further development of the situa-
tion can transform it into-a directly revolutionary situation. With
regard to the new task wonfronting the Party, I will merely point
out the new phenomena which places great tasks before the Party.
First of all there is Fascism in Poland, which is undoubtedly
strengthening and is developing broad agitation and propaganda
work. Besides, Fascism is organised in the industrial centres,

~such, for instance, as the Dombrov coal fields, there are Fascist
trade unions which are in the service of the employers and
against which the workers there have now had to fight. Another
phenomenon which must be taken into account is the swing to
the Leit in the attitude of mind of the masses of workers; this is
an international phenomenon, which has appeared in Germany,
Great Britain and Poland reeently. The circumstance that the
P. P. S. not only joined the coalition in fact, but is formally
supporting the policy of the bourgeoisie, results in the fact that
an opposition exists which provokes a swing to the Left, which
in turn gives the Party special opportunities for applying the
tacitic of the united front to wrest the masses from the iniluence
of the P. P. S. This opposition made its appearance in the trade
union sections. A proposition was made by the Leits to the Cen-
tral Committee of the Trade Unions, which is the organ of the
compromisers, to start the fight against a government to which
the friends and sympathisers of the P. P. S. beiong. Not only the
members of the “Bund” are voting for the proposition, but also
the three respected leaders of the P. P. S.-Grylowski, the repre-
sentative of the railwaymen; Adamek, the representative of the
miners; and the representative of the chemical union. Naturall
this is only a matter of voting, but this fact points to the possi-
bilities offered our Party for wresting the masses of workers
from the P. P. S. :

The third circumstance characteristic for the situation in
Poland is the peasant movement. A sharp line of demarcation is
being drawn between the rich peasants on the one hand and the
poor peasantry on the other, which during the last years has
undergone a decided swing to the Left. The slogan “the land to
the pesasants without compensation”, which was only a Commu-
nist slogan two years ago, is now the slogan of all the peasant
parties with the exception of “Piast” the party of the rich
peasants. This is evidence of the great ideological victory of the
Party. The Party has also, in spite of ali the great crisis, been
able to further the alliance of the workers and peasants.

Comrades, you know that the Party liquidated an ultra-left
crisis at the Fourth Conference. The experiences we went
throught during the period of the ultra-left leadership must be
imparted to the other sections to a certain extent. Comrade
Domsky, who has for a long time respresented the ultra-left line,
and who in general has the courage to say openly what he thinks,
wrote an article in 1923 in which he rejected the united front
tactic as an opportunist tactic.- Only the C. P. of Russia, as a
ruling Party, may apply this opportunist tactic.

The main characteristics of the ultra-lefts are: Separation
trom the masses. A shining example of this was last year’s May
Day demonstration. Whereas in former years our fight with
the police was carried on under the eyes of the P.P.S. workers,
.. the First of May in 1925 was to have been celebrated indeven-
dently, on other streets; thus we had no opportunity for speaking
among the broad masses under the influence of the P. P. S., we
had separated ourselves from these masses. In reality we had no

central demonstration in Warsaw — the smaller local demon-
strations were dispersed by the police.
Another = characteristic may be termed revolutionary

_gymnastics. The Party had exerted all its energies in conducting
several campaigns and meetings, but only Party circles and those
near to them took part in them; the broad masses were not
reached by them.
- Moreover, the ultra-lefts did not understand how to isolate
the leaders from the masses by their tactics. :

A further mistake of an ultra-left character, which is, ho-
wever, of international significance, is the underestimation of the

role of the trade unions and the overestimation of the factory
committees, which resulted in the fact that in the factories and the
great industrial districts where factory committees existed, they
were put in opposition to the trade unions. During this period
we did not the work necessary for drawing the masses again into
the trade unions and for winning over the trade unions; we even
lost the influence in those trade unions which we had before.

Comrades, our Fourth Conference which took place recently
took these mistakes into account and liquidated the ultra-left
policy. But that does not mean that the Party has removed all
possibilities of ultra-left errors; they have struck pretty-deep root
and obstinate struggle is necessary to do away with them. But
the ultra-left policy has been liquidated. The fact that the crisis
was chiefly a crisis of leadership resulted in the fact that the
course of the crisis was difficult, but on the other hand ii made
it possible for the Party to do away quickly with the ultra-left
mistakes.

The situation in Poland has grown very acute. You know
of the events in Kalisch which prove what ferment there is there.-
What extent and what forms the movement is assuming are
shown by this circumstance: in Kalisch three divisions of troops
refused to fire on the workers; the workers assembled before the
prison and demanded the release of the political prisoners, during
several hours when the workers had the town in their hands,
there was not one single - anti-Semitic or any other kind of
excess. That proves that the whole movement was on a high
revolutionary level; the masses took the right path in the fight for
the workers and peasants government. Everything points to the
fact that the revolutionary mood is growing, but the last Plenary
Session of the C. C. emphasised that the Parthy is not active
enough. The last strike of the tramway workers in Warsaw took
the Warsaw organisation by surprise. Now we are reaping the
harvest of the separation from the masses which had been going
on for several months. The last Plenum of the C. C. emphasised
that the labour movement is on the ascendancy in Poland. But
there is a great danger that the unemployment movement may
separate from the movement of the employed workers. It is the
task of our Party to connect the movement of the unemployed
with the movement of the rest of the workers. This is possible
because the employed workers are manifesting a revolutionary
mood, because they are preparing for the strike of the railwaymen
which is ready to break out in spring, whose wages are to be
reduced by 20 to 30°/,; further, the strike of the agricultural wor-
kers is growing.

But the course of events can also take another turn. It is
not all impossible that Poland will obtain the support of British-
American capital, though under heavy conditions; this will
naturally transform Poland into a semi-colony of this capital.
Such a course of events might check the development of the revo-
lutionary development for a short time.

The possibility of a fight with the fascists for power is not
out of the question, and it is quite possible that fascism will be

_the first step in the development of the fight for the workers’ and

peasants’ government. The rift which has made its appearance in
the P.P.S.,, and the radicalisation of the P.P.S. workers prove

‘that with a skilful application of the tactic of the united front by

the Party, this split in the P. P. S. can be widened by us and
great masses can be wrested from the P. P. S. This is all the more
so since the opposition represents the best proletarian part of the
P. P. S. Our Party has taken the right course for the fight of the
masses and for the isolation of the treacherous leaders from the
masses. - The last Plenary Session was of the opinion that the
Party, after overcoming the crisis, took the right road for the
fight for the great masses.

Comrades, the state of affairs in Poland places great tasks
before the Party, and the Party will be able to cope with them -
if it and the C. I. remain in closest contact with each other, and
if it is possible to apply the experiences of the C. I. and the C. P.
of the Soviet Union. .

Ear! R. Browder (America):

Comrades, in the Theses of Comrade Zinoviev we find that
America plays a great role. This is of course proper and the
picture that is drawn of the role of American imperialism is a
correct one. However, it seems to us that there is some danger
of a one-sided estimation of the development of American im-
perialism and Amerioan social and economic life, if we allow
the picture as it stands to go without any further elaboration.
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In addition to all the factors which demonstrate the upward
line of American imperialism, there are other factors at work
which we’ consider of great importance. These are the factors
‘which are revealing the basis for a renewed development of a
broad leit wing in the American labour movement; factors which
give our Party in America a broader basis for activity. It is our
-opinion that these factors should be specifically mentiored in the
Theses. Among these should be menticned the transformation
going on in the international structure of American economic life,
which is a reflex of the new role being played by America among
the world forces, to the fact that America has ceased to be a
debtor country, importing manufactures and exporting raw mate-
rials, and to America’s present position as the greatest creditor
nation, a nation exporting manufactures and importing raw
materials. Due to this we have almost a permanent crisis in
agriculture, As a result of this change in the role of America in
world economics we have drastic curtailment of agriculture.

Further, while the American working class is being sustained
at a level high above the level of European workers, yet the
trend of real wages is downward. This is a revolutionising factor
in the development of the working class of America.

In addition, partial crises exist in American industry which
press heavily upon certain groups of the working class. The
further development of technique, mass production and super
power, which is increasing production far beyond the increase
in the number of workers required, is creating a permanent army
of unemployed and is decreasing the specific gravity of the skilled
workers of the labour aristocracy.

All these are revolutionary factors and should be included
in the These without changing the broad outlines as they stand
at present. This is necessary in order to prevent the formation
of two sorts of errors. On the one hand there will be a tendency
of comrades- in America, to feel hopeless, to use the okjective
situation as an excuse for pessimism and lack of activity. On
the other hand, without this more balanced picture, there would
arise a tendency to revise the broad outlines of the picture con-
tained in the Theses of Comrade Zinoviev.

One word re the downward trend of wages in America.
-Comrade Varga said yesterday that it is not the absolute standard
of real wages which determines the mood of the working class;
that with the working class on a low standard, a slight upward
tendency is sufficient to develop false hopes and illusions. On the
other hand, even with workers receiving high wages, a down-
ward fendency has a revolutionary effect. We believe
correct. In spite of the fact that the workers in Aimerica have
a higher level of wages than workers elsewhere, the tendency of
wages is downward and this is having a revolutionising etfect
upon the workers. This downward course of wages is not only
seen over a long term of years but is also observable at the pre-
sent time. Professor Douglas, an American bourgeois professor,
in his book on the course of wages from 1890 to 1923 states that
in 1023 the real wages of American labour compared with reai
wages from 1890 to 1899 had declined by 53°/,. What is true of the
American workers as a whole is also true of the unionised
workers,, that is of ihe labour aristocray. Their wages have also
declined during that period by 3 or 4°/,. According to the figures
of the Labour Office of the League of Nations, in Philadelphia a
typical American industrial city, the index of real wages, com-
paring with the London real wages as a basis of 100 steadily
declined from 213 on July 1Ist, 1924 until on Octoker 1st, 1925,
they were 176, a decline of 16°/, in the course of 15 months. This
comrades, in our opinion has a very decisive influence upon the
development within the working class in the United States.

With regard to that portion of Theses which describes the
new orientation oi the American labour movement, the develop-
ment of Company Unions and distribution of stock among the
workers, the development of trade union capitalism, B. & O.
plans, etc., we think that the Theses very properly describe this
development and can be accepted with a few minor amendments
which will be presented in the Commission.

One word in conclusion regarding a point made by Com-
rade Pepper. Comrade Pepper reproaches the American Party

because it has won victories in light industry. The fact that wes

have won these victories is not sufficient ground for reproaching
us. We must take our victories where it is possible to win them.
It is in the garment industry that we had the coniunction of
circumstances which rendered these victories possible. It seems
1o us that it is a mistake to take such a fact as a basis for decla-
ring that the American movement is orientated towards light in-

this is’
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dustry. The American movement has had its greatest struggles
in heavy industry. It has had its victory in light industry because
circumstances were more favourable for victory. The forces
opposing us were weaker and our forces were stronger.
There seems, too, much of a similarity between ~Conirade
Pepper’s complaint and the reproach made by the social demb-

crats against Russia: that the revolution should not haveé taken

place in a country so industrially backward as Russia. There is
no contradiction between our orientation and our victories. Our
orientation is towards heavy industry, and it will continue o
be such. ’ -

In conclusion with these few additional points, we are in
complete agreement with the Theses of Comrade Zinoviev.

Comrade Ruth Fischer:

The Plenum of the Enlarged Executive is being held in a
situation which presents far more favourable conditions for the
development of Communist mass Parties than was ihe case at the
last Plenum and the V. World Congress. This objectively favou-
rable situation must be taken advantage of; we must have Parties
which know how to combine the correct tactics for winning the
masses in the present transition period, with a correct inner
Party course, with an inner consolidation and with a real fight
against Right and ultra-Left deviations. The report of Comrade
Zinoviev, with which I declare myself to be in full agreement,
as well as the Theses have clearly outlined these tasks and shown
the means for solving these tasks. Today doubts are being -cast on
this solution from two sides, from the ultra-Left and the Right.
According to the ultra-Left moods, every mass tactic leads info.
a morass, the real application of the united front tactics is
impossible without sliding over to the Social Democracy; one
must wait, keep the Party pure, do nothing until a revolutionary
situation comes, and not swim against the stream.

It would be absurd, however, to overlook, even if only ina
single country, that we have Right dangers in the International,
which have remained over from the time of the V. World Con-
gress. This Right is, of course, just as much a by-product of the
temporary relative stabilisation of capital, as is the relative
resistive force of the S. P. G. in spiie of its betrayal of the wor-
king class.

In Germany there has been a great deal of moralising in the
question of the Left. 1 call upon the nunierous Rights who are
here to show a little character and honesty to say what they want.
The revision of the 5th Congress. That they are running about
here and are discontented is nothing new. After the great flood of
1623 they sought refuge in an ark, when the rage of the workers
at that time drove them away. Now they are sending a dove in
order to see whether the flood is still rising. They hope they will
soon be able to go on dry land. But they will become a very
morsel for those who have to eat it.

Comrades, the course of the Communist International was up
to now an unavoidable struggle against the Right and Leit devia-
tions. And it must remain so in all decisive questions. The- Ger-
man question, the question over which the struggle before and at
the V Congress, the fight against the liquidators, broke out, is
still today one of the most important questions. You see foday
how the French Rights are already making use of the open Letter
to the German Party and are demanding a Right Policy as the
General Line for the whole Comintern. In oder to understand the
situation of the German Party one must know a little of the
history of our Party. We have in Germany 10 Party Conferences
behind us, aad each Party conference has, so to speak, pulled the
Party round to another line. Our Party rose from the revoha-
tionary groups in the Jabour movement, ot which the most im-
portgnt were the Left Socialists and the group of the Spartacus
Bund. ’

A whole number of important questions: The question of
theory, of the relations to Bolshevism, of the role of the Parfyi
of imperialism, etc. were only put much later in the course O
development, and 1 will not maintain that they are yet perfectly
clear to the Party. This is the reason why the Party vacillated
between Ulira-Left and Right states of fever. The way of the
German working class to Bolshevism is a very instructive
chapter. This should cause those to think who dismiss the German
question with a few eloquent phrases. If it has not succeeded
after a revolution, after so many experiences of struggle, after sp
much material which has practically impressed the principles of
Communism on the workers in forming a firm kernel, this is: a
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lesson which is of the greatest importance for all the Parties of
the Communist International.

Now [ come to the question, why 1s the Leit “wrecked” as
a “group”, why was the Open Letter right and necessary, what
was the lesson of the Open Letter and how has it been carried
“out? why was the Left, which before Frankiort displayed a whole
number of weaknesses and deviations irom Bolshevism, able to
_adpture the Party? The entire apparatus with its higher functio-
naries was opposed to it at the time. They were able to capture
the party because the October defeat was the collapse of a policy
aud a theory, which has led us to the abyss, which had almost
brought the party to ruin. This taking over of the party by the
Left at Frankiort showed that the Right had played out its histori-
cal role as leader of the party.

Frankiort was ideologically and, in fact, a split without
being a split outwardly and organisationally. The decisive
niistake of the Frankfort Party Conference, from which arose
the mistakes of the whole year, was that we did not say right
out what we ought to have said and what was necessary. We
were captives of the mood of the workers, captives to the mood
in the united front tactics, in the will not to lose coutact with
the Ultra-Left minded workers.

] We might perhaps have avoided many an exclusion had we
been able to put forward the trade union question. (Interjection,
 Walcher: “Yet in February you brought forward the resolution
for withdrawal from the unions!”) We have all committed errors
-iff the trade union question, from Left to Right.

.~ The second decisive mistake in Frankfort was that we had
not spoken clearly regarding the question of the united iront

ctics. It is true, we did not formally reject it; that we have
‘never done, but the feeling in the Party was absolutely against
even the formulation of the united front tactics. I still remember
the fight of Maslow in order to introduce oaly a little sentence.
(Interjection, Braun: “And I remember how at Dusseldorf you
spoke against the united front tactics!”) Yes, at Dusseldorf I was
also a captive of the Ultra-Leit feeling. (Braun: Yes, cne should
not lie to the International!”’) That’s all right.

We had another occasion when we could have made a turn
in our course. The idea of the Open Letter was the call to the
Left: Purge yourselves from the Ultra-Left errors, from a
Fraction, become a party, retaining at the -same timne what is
good from the past. :

~ Comrades, many will recollect the V Congres and the mood
af the German Delegation. I will say here quite plainly that our
delegation at the V Congress had had a serious Ultra-Left crisis,
not only in the trade union question, but in the decisive questions
of the V Congress, in the question of the Theses on tactics,
which a section of the German delegation wished flatiy to reject.

And who was the leader of the opposition, who declared
that under no circumstances would he accept, and with whom
we had to use the greatest emergy in order to “persuade’ him.
Mo other than Comrade Thilmann was the leader of this opposi-
tion, who absolutely rejected the tactical theses; and so you will
see that when such a good fellow as Thdlmann acts in that
manner, it is evidence of the strength of the Ultra-Left mood.

ow we committed a second fatal error. We covered up the first
error by means of discipline. We ought to have fought out the
_eonflict openly before the Party. This is the explanantion of the
wrong treatment of the Ultra-Left at the May meeting of the C. C.

In the question of the relations to the “People’s Bloc” there
were errors, Right deviations and exaggerations.

We attempted to dodge the main problem of winning the
social democratic workers, and again out of fear of the Right.
Of course, the Ultra-Leit minded Party reacted with open in-
dignation. At the May meeting of the National Committee the
state of aifairs was such that I was asked: “Will you have the
majority?” I knew that we had the majority, but it was a very

" weak majority that had resuited without any ideological prepara-
tion, which was half forced into the new tactic. I signed the Open
Letter because I knew that this Letter was correct in essence,
that it expressed openly that which we had been struggling
through for two years, unfortunately without success; that it
contained what was necessary in order to bring the Party out of
fts isolation. But I knew at the same time: If the Open Letter was
not carried out, at the same time retaining and extending the
Left as the basis of the Party, then the Party would pass through
.a crisis more severe than anv hefore. If the objective situation

%ives us many more possibilities than during the time of the
awes illusions to increase and to strengthen the influence of

the Party among the masses, the intervention of the C. I. has

been a helping factor. One must recognise and speak of this
effect of the Open Letter and also say to the Party wherein the
effects consist. On the other hand, it would be foolish to deny
that the Open Letter has also had its bad effects. Disintegration,.
mistrust, personal things. Instead of openly examining the history
of the past two years and drawing the balance, personal questions
were raised. Typical of this was the imrediate attitude against
the old Berlin District Leadership, which was never against the
political import of the Open Letter, but only feared that the Open
Letter would serve as an instrument for destroying the Lefts and
for the reappearance of the Rights. Instead of convincing these
comrades to the contrary by the appropriate inner Party course,
“fire was concentrated” upon them immediately, as a result of
which, of course, many comrades were only strengthened in their
convictions.

Comrades, no one can deny that after the dispersal of the
Dawes illusions the situation has become better. But the favou-
rable situation renders it incumbent that the German question
be solved in such a way that we become a really sound, sirong
Party which is capable of coping with the new difficulties.

The referendum campaign is undoubtedly a success for
the Party. There is certainly a new mood among the working
class, another mood towards Soviet Russia, another feeling
towards the Communists than formerly, a mood among the
broad masses of the non-Party and Social Democratic workers
to place themselves under the leadership of the Communist Party.
We shall have to develop the umited front tactic on all fields,
purged of the Right and Ultra-Left errors of the past. With this.
we shall be faced with certain questions in a very concrete form:
1. the relations to the Left Social Democracy in Saxony. There-
we have yet no dissolution of the Diet. But we can reckon on
an election this year, in which it will be the task of the Com-
munist Party to render impossible the further great coalition
policy of the S. P. Difficulties will arise regarding our total
relations to the Social Democracy. I do not know whether there-
exists a theory of this kind anywhere, but I believe one must in
no event play with the idea that a split on a national scale is
possible in the Social Democracy. Certainly, whole local groups
of Social Deniocratic workers will come over to us, before all
there will take place a broad rapproachement in the trade unions.
But to speak of any serious signs of disintegration in the leading
groups of Social Demccracy seems to me to be a dangerous
tendency. Such a tactic demands of us that we draw a clear
balance in the Party and do not repeat the error of the Ruth
Fischer-Maslow group who did not draw the balance. When one-
speaks plainly and clearly over the situation in the Party one
must say that we have committed far too many errors against
the Right in the question of administrative measures, without
discussing principles whereby the Right could have soon been
liquidated. It still exists as an ideological tendency, as a fraction.
And I say openly that today some scattered Ultra-Lefts still exist
organisationally in the Party, who can drive the workers to-
stupid acts, stir up confusion and sow misirust on a large scale.

Let us take the position of the C. C. in the German Party.
This position is not too strong. A C.C. that has not arisen by
means of its own strength, should be very cautious in the inner--
Party struggle, in the employment of administrative rieasures.
The C.C. should create a basis (and extend this not only to the
Right) with which the Party can lead.

In the present political tasks there are no serious differences
of opinion. Many, it is true, desire greater activity in the un-
employment and economic questions, but at present there is no
serious difference of opinion regarding the tasks of the Party.

In the question of the inner Party course the question is put
in a mathematical form. What is the greater danger: Ultra-Left
or Right? Against whom shall the fight be taken exclusively?
Comrades, with such a metaphysic one arrives at nothing but
stupidities and a worsening of the atmosphere. The Ulira-Left
danger is at the present moment the greater as it threatens our
tactics, for we must escape from our isolation. But comrades, this-
Ultra-Left danger can only be really fought if one at the same

_time sees the great Right tendencies and groups and opposes

them. If we conduct a united fight against the Ultra-Left that will
be a weak repetition of Heidelberg and endanger the revolu-
tionary character of our Party.

1 am not at all pessimistic in regard to the possibilities of
the C. P. G. I am convinced that it we face the Ulira-Left as
well as the Right comrades with the question of concentrating
forces on a correct political platform, that the process of ren-
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dering the Party sound will advance more rapidly and
thoroughly. I believe that if the Plenum of the Executive pro-
ceeding from this line, raises the problem of the German Party,
that there exists the possibility of holding within a reasonable
time a Concentration Party Conference which will be neither a
Berlin, a Frankfort nor a Leipzig Party Conference, but will fill
the workers with confidence in the Party, wili purge the atmc-
sphere of all deviations and give a foundation to the Central to
conduct the work in the right line with the entire force of the
Party. The German question will today be cue of the most im-
portant questions of the International. At the V. Congress this

question raised the question ot other Parties. Do not believe that
this question will not have its effects upon the other Sections.
The Ultra-Leits and Rights will everywhere naise their heads
if the German question is not solved in such a way that we really
escape from the present situation. .
Comrades, 1 believe that precisely now, when the objective
situation in many countries is so favourable for us, this Plenum
should be a milestone on the way to overcoming the errors of
the past and in laying down a correct policy towards the masses,
a rallying of the forces from all sides in the struggle for the
Communist Party, in the fight for the Communist Internationalt

. (Seventh Session, February 24, 1926, evening)

Continuation of the Discussion on the Report
of Comrade Zinoviev.

The chair was occupied by Comrade Smeral.

Comrade Rosenberg (Germany):

There is only one possibility of handling disputes among
tendendies so that the Party and the whole Iuternational may
derive benefit from them. One must ascertain with the greatest
sincerity what disputes as to principle exist. It must also be
ascertained how far the various groups and tendencies differ
from one another. Or it may turn out that certain groups have
no principles at all. We have in the course of this Session of
the Enlarged Executive heard two great speeches dealing with
principles. The speech of Comrade Zinoviev in which he laid
down the line of the Presidium and of the Russian C. C. and then
yesterday the speech of Comrade Bordiga. Comrade Bordiga may
have been quite right in regard to many individual questions,
but one must openly say that his whole principle is impossible
for a labour policy. One cannot coustruct a labour policy by
thinking out a metaphysical theory and seek to determine the life
of the working class. from the point of view of this metaphysic.

When we engdeavour, in the sense of the Theses of the Pre-
sidium, to frame a labour policy, and when irom this basis we
consider the European situation, we must say that the European
situation gives us the very best possibilities for the future, the
firm conviction of the decline of capitalism and that the working
class in West Europa will come to power in the not distant
future. We must admit, however, at the same time that the si-
tuation is very serious, that we have a fairly firm united front of
big capital from Amerca to Berlin, which includes the S.P.G.
leaders. On the other side we have the imperialist differences of
the Great Powers. But one must not exaggerate these differences
between the capitalist powers. One must be quite clear that, in
really serious situations we shall have to deal with a far-reaching
unity of the capitalists.

In order to be able to solve our task on a European scale a
very serious, clear and concrete policy is necessary. I am of the
opinion that we must give a more practical content to our inter-
national work in the trade unions. We must give slogans to the
working class in all spheres. We must, as the Communist Inter-
national, have certain proposals for the miners of Europe. We
must not leave it to the League of Nations to convene economic
conferences, but we must demand of the Amsterdam International,
and conduct a campaign foi this purpose, that a proletarian
economic conference be called in order tc say to the workers
in what way economic cooperation between the West European
proletariat and Soviet Russia is to be realised.

In the campaign ior the expropriation of the Princes in Ger-
many it is highly important that we penetrate into the middle
classes, and attract to our side a considerable portion of the
middle class, who up io now have been under black-white-red
ideology.

Coming now io the German situation we find there a pe-
ouliar contradiction. We have on the one hand three million
unemployed, but on the other hand no barricade situation. Our
task consists in widening the breach that has been made by the
question of the expropriation of the princes, to attract ever larger
sections of social democratic workers, o revive the idea of a
workers’ government, to come forward on the trade union field,
to put forward the economic problem and thus o push the enemy

ever further back and strengthen ourselves for the moment of
the decisive blow.

Now 1 come to matiers of Party theory in the narrow sense
The great unemployment existing among our Party members and
many historical circumstances have resulted in that there are
strong Comumunist Labour Party dangers in the Party. On the
other hand we have the lact that, as a result of the temporary
partial stabilisation. Right moods are again making their appea-
rances. ‘

- The C.L.P. tendency is very strong among the group which
is usually characterised as ultra-leit.

I must record a certain difference with the comrades of the
C.C., on the one hand they say that one must proceed strongly
against the ultra-left and on the other hand it seems that they do
not see the real C.L.P. dangers, bui they nevertheless exist.

But I see another danger regarding which I must speak quite
openly and in so doing I must refer quite briefly to the statements
which Ruth Fischer has made here. I will not put forward
questions regarding personal character, as that would be useless.
But in spite of that, when anybody claims that he is desirous ob
leading the workers, it is at leasi expected that he maintains a
certain degree of accuracy in his statements. 1 am quite convinced
that the many objective untruths contained in the speech of Ruth
Fischer are fo be attributed solely to a bad memory. But 1 wilk
mention something niwore serious. Nobody has the right to
appear here as a Lefter who is aiffected with the most_serious
Right deviations that are to be seen in the history of the Inter-
national. The theory in the question of the people’s bloc policy
was nothing else than a modern edition of Millerandism. Bt
there is another matter: In my opinion everybody can stand up
for his political view in the Party, but the Party cannot tolerafe
a group which changes its opinions every four days. And thai
which the Party has experienced with Ruth Fischer compels one
to be cautious. 1 remember the unworthy comedy that was
played in the Berlin Central Committee after the appearance ol
the” Open Letter, and one cannot blame the Party leadership ii
it did not tolerate that. Every Parly and every leaderhip must
defend itself against absolute lack ol principle, especially in the
present time.

I will here say quite openly, and also in the name ot Com-
rade Scholem, 1 have the impression ‘that the line which the C. €.
is now persuing is correct and if the Central Committee continues
to work in this sense, to continue to employ the united front
tactic as hitherto, as a broad mass movement in order to draw
the masses away from Social Democratic influence, then 1 will in
the future work together with the Central so far as lies in m
power, just as will Comrade Scholem. But I will say qui
openly, nobody can tell what may happen and nobody can
demand that binding promises be given for the future. But if
the Central continues to work as in the last few months, them ¥
believe that cooperation is possible.

Comrade Domski:

Comrades: 1 heard with great regret that the Polish Comr
mission is not to meet, for the situation in the Polish Party is
not so simple as might appear from the speech of Comrade
Stepanski. The matter is not settled by removing Domski froms
the C.C. and sending him to Moscow. The political situation in
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Poland is a very difficult one, about which I will speak later. 1
ggree with the draft theses, but still I find that the characteri-
sation of the work of our Party contains & great injustice. When
# 'is said that our Party leadership almost brought the
Party to ruin, then this does not agree with the simplest facts.
Even the Party conference, which liquidated the ultra-left crisis
in our Party, did not state that our whole Party activity meant
fhie decline of the Partl?)f. It stated on the contrary that our Party
Leadership drove the Party very strongly forward, and that great
achievements were made during this period. I do not wish to
deny that great ultra-left mistakes were made. That s a fact. The
first great mistake was our June Resolution which criticised the
tactic of the German Party, and in part also the tactic of the
French and Bulgarian Parties. The Executive, in its letter to the
German Party, set up the correct perspective. It corrected the
serious mistakes which were made by the German Party. And
it became clear t0 us after this letter, and even earlier, that the
very perspectives which we had considered Right and ultra-left
deviations in the German Party, were false. We have also ob-
served a great deal more — the fight of the French Party against
the Right danger, the Putschist danger in Bulgaria. It is also a
faot that in our own practice we commitied ultra-left errors.
Especially in the first stages of our activity, we over-estimated
the role of the factory councils, and under-estimated the role of the
trade unions. The independent demonstration on May First was
a mistake. In spite of the mistake we have still achieved a great
deal and even the Party Conference did not deny that.

i~ Our present task is to create an alliance between the working

class, the peasant masses and the oppressed nationalities. It is
a fact that in this regard we have made great progress. But it
suffices to state that, when we were placed at the helm of the
Polish Party, we had only two Commmunist deputies in the Par-
liament, who were isolated. Now we have a bloc of workers and
peasants, counting 17 deputies. No one can claim that that is
" a defeat.  We have made great progress among the masses of
peasants. ’ :

With regard to the oppressed nationalities, it is sufficient to
mention the great mass action of the boycott of taxes which was
instigated by our Party and which brought us a great increase
of m;:o.wer among the White Russian and Ukrainian masses. And
within the working class, in spite of ultra-left errors, we also
achieved -a great deal. In the municipal elections in Zmaosc,
_Czenstochowa, Bendzin, Piotrkow we achieved great resulfs.
That is a real achievement for an illegal and perseouted Party.
We were at the head of every great strike movement. We have
recently overcome our mistakes in the trade union question. We
forced "a united front of all the trade unions in the great metal
workers’ strike in Warsaw and moreover, the III Trade Union
Congress in Warsaw, the Congress of Free Trade Unions,
showed even earlier that in spite of all persecution, in spite of all
measures against us, we have asserted ourselves in the trade
inion movement. _

. I it is said that we neariy brought the Party to ruin, then
that is really a boundless under-estimation of what our Party
achieved under these difficult conditions.

~... At present we have in Poland a situation full of responsibi-
lity.  The situation in Poland has become so acute that political
and social convulsions are mot only not out of the question, but
are even quite possible in the near future: and the same is irue
of the revolutionary and counier-revolutionary .convulsions. The
situation of the Polish Republic is critical, one might practically
say it is catastrophic. I must state that it seems to me that our
Central Committee, which at the last Party conference carried
correct decisions in general, does not quite correctly estimate
the situation. What is the situation within Poland? We are con-
fromted, if not immediately, then in the near future, by a left-
fascist Putsch. 'We have Pilsudski, his organisation, which has
strong roots in the army, and which is looked upon by the bour-
%ec")isie itself more and more as perhaps the only possible escape
rom the proletarian revolution should the hopes for foreign lean
come to nothing. A considerable development is observable in
the camp of Polish fascism. We are always told that we have
a Left fascism and a Right fascism. Left fascism is represented
by the Democrat and Ex-Sociaiist Pilsudski, backed by great
military circles, but also by parts of the peasant and working
dlass, intellectuals, proletarian youth, etc. On ‘the other hand we
have the “Black Hundred”, the reactionary danger, the fascists,
monarchists, etc. Now a certain rapprochement between these
camps is beginning. Pilsudski is moving seriously towards the
fascist camp. It is true, that the great majority of the Right

fascists remain embittered enemies of Pilsudski. But there are’
monarchist elements who are rallying behind him. The monar-:
chists of the Vilna District, the fascist Peasant Party, and other’
fascist elements, are beginning to realise that Pilsudski is not so-
bad for them after all and are beginning to say so. I am afraid
that our Central Comumittee does not sufficiently estimate the
dangers arising from this situation. We must direct our efforts
against Pilsudski. It is well known that there are many elements:
in Pilsudski’s ranks who reaily believe that their leader is a.
revolutionary and that under cerlain ciroumstances they must
proceed together with the Communists. This situation must be
exploited in order to expose Pilsudski by a correct application
of the tactic of the united front.

Now a few words on the foreigh policy of Poland. We see
that matters are getting more acute between Germany and
Poland. Relations are becoming more strained from month
to month and day to day. Only a week ago, the Germanic League
was arrested in Poland. That 1s a great blow against the Ger-
man Irredentists in Poland. And now there is a fight between
Germany and Poland for the seat in the Council of the League
of Nations.

What is the significance of- this?

The whole fight is about the western frontier of Poland.
in Germany great mass meetings are taking place, especially in
East Prussia, where it is stated every day that they must get
back Pommerania, Danzig, the Corridor, Upper Silesia, even
Posen, one way or another, peacefully or by force, with arms
in hand. In the Polish bourgeois circles there is a panicky
mood. A direct war development after Locarno does not yet
exist, but it will ccime, whether the loan is granted or not.
Poland will somehow or other be compelled to swallow the
bitter pill of having to return its Western districts to Germany.
If it does not do this peacefully, then it will be compelled to
do so by the armed bands of German fascists. )

Of course the general European conilict of interests, the
Anglo-French antagonism, come into play here. But one of
the chief points here is also the question of the Western frontier
of Poland. The most important thing is that this is felt to be
a national danger by the large circles of the Polish people,
especially by the petty bourgeois intellectuals. Now: we have
the opportunity of using the defense of Polish independence,
proclaimed by our Conference, for a great campaign. We must
tell these elements that the danger of war on the Western frontier
is a consequence of the whole Versailles policy of the Polish.
bourgeoisie, the policy of national treachery. The alliance with
French Imperialism, the fight against the Soviet Union, the
services as bailiff rendered against Gerimany — this whole policy
is now bearing fruit in the form of the menace of the integrity
of the Polish nation. :

It is naturally our duty that if war developments should
arise, to oppose, together with our German comrades, the
national war hysteria on both sides by the slogan of civil war.
But to find the right resonance in the masses, in order not
to be looked upon as traitors and Prussian agents, we must
even now begin to permeate the masses with our teachings
that it is the bourgeoisie which betrayed the natiomal interests
of the Polish people. : .

To overlook these perspectives completely would mean a
iremendous misunderstanding of the serious political situation.

It is often said that the application of the tactic of the
united front always involves the danger of Right deviations. If
in the present situation the Party were fo conline itself to the
perspective of the gradual winning over of the masses and
moreover declare that the main thing now is the fight against
the Left, then I see mo guarantee against Right deviations, in
fact, that would mean a guarantee for Right deviations.

[ find it surprising that the “Pravda” publishes an article
by Valetsky which is actually a blow against the present C.C.
of the Party, and not only against the Left. Comrade Valetsky
claims in this article that not enough has been done in the fight
against the Left. The tactic of the Party is correct, it is true,
but it is being applied by the Party, the majority of which is
ultraleft and Left. What a misfortune that the Party is Left!
Well, this must be counteracted. Valetsky also immediately
mentions the means, that is, he gives it to be understood that
still more Left elements must be thrown out of Party work
and the Right elements must be put in. He does not say “Right
elements”’, for there are none such in Poland, there are only
elements that were “considered Right”, and these elements must
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be drawn into Party work, and into the C.C. if possible,
etherwise there would be no- -protection -against the ultra-left
and Right danger. Well, if this sort of thing is driven further,
then it may easily come about that we will again have a
catastrophe in. the revolutionary- movement such as ‘we had in
the autumn of 1023, SRS

I take this opportunity to declare in my name and in the
mame of Comrade Helene: We wish to help this Central Com-
mittee, we want to work with it, as we have already worked
with it at the last Party Conferences. We do not want to go
into the C.C,, but we do want to get into Party work, and we
want to get into it there, where our comrades are fighting,
in Poland, where bullets are flying and prison sentences are
showered down. There is our place, there our revolutionary duty
is calling us. The comrades who wish to work illegally are
none too numerous in our movement. It is mot right in the
present’ situation to keep the Left comrades from the work.

Comrade Thilmann (Germany):

We are of the opinion that the German Question is not a
German Question, but, like all other questions, is also a serious
international question which is bound up together with the
various stages of development of all the other sections, and
with the general tactic of the C.I. Only in this way can there
be achieved a uniform world policy of the Comintern, only
in this way will it be possible to guarantee a really collective
carrying out of Comintern work. In this connection 1 wish to
mention the most important factors. Let us take only the five
most important sections: the Czech, the Polish, the Italian, the
British and the German; compare their situation at the last
Enlarged FExecutive with that of today. The Czech Party was
in such a position that one might have believed it was on the
verge of collapse. We saw that at that time not only the
opposition, but also the C.C. had made really serious mistakes.
Today, we see that, after conducting an earnest political fight
ideologically, we have in the Czech Party a consolidated leader-
ship, an unbroken Party, which has already achieved serious
results recently.

The Polish Party, which was badly disorganised under the
DPomski leadership with its ultra-left course, and which in an
extraordinarily favourable situation in Poland comupletely isolated
itself from the masses, is already on the path to 'a gradual
internal consolidation.

It must be stated that this development was possible only
because of the help of Comiatern.

The Italian Party, which at the Fifth Congress was stili
reptesented by Bordiga, who at that time still enjoyed a strong
influence in the Party, has mow shown by experience that the
tactics and the policy of Bordiga in Ilaly were wrong, and the
last Italian Party Congress has already shown that 90% of the
members stand by the C.C. and only 10% represent the Bordiga
policy. That is a really serious ideological and political process
of recovery of health, which we greet with great joy.

The British Party, in spite of its small membership, has
made very great progress under a really proletarian leadership
— and one can say that this leadership is composed exclusively
of proletarian elements. What is characteristic about it is that
it is the only Party, except for a few very small parties, which
has no differences with the Executive.

I will speak later about the German Party. I wish oaly
to point to the fact that the development of our own Party
is one of the greatest internal successes of the Comintern in
the course of the last half year.

In international trade umion unity, the left movement of the
world proletariat has spread beyond Great Britain into the
other countries. We see definite results in Norway and Finland.
The recent favourable progress of the Swedish Party must not
be forgotten nor the consolidation of the Halian Party, which,
in spite of the measures of fascist terrorism, has achieved
results in the factories and trade unions.

The French Party has given us an example of the fact that,
certain results were limited because the comrades were not in
a position, in consequence of the internal party disputes to
earry out the tasks in such a way as a consolidated Party ought
to do in such a financial crisis as France is in now.

But we have had not only positive results; we have also
had reverses.

In Germany I remind you of the Hindenmburg Election,
before the Open Letter, and the great decline of Communist work™
in general, especially in the trade unions. The main tendency,
however, is that the Comintern will soon have made real pro-
gress everywhere. The difficulties which crop up here-and there
must be done away with in order to-accelerate the general for-
ward march of the Comintern in the various sections.” -~ "~ -~

The policy which Bordiga expressed in his speech was
undoubtedly anti-Commumist through and through. I will try
to pick out two important tendencies from his policy which
prove this: the Leninist Theory of the State, which he. wishes
to replace by an anarchistic destruction of the State apparatus
down to the factory nuclei, which he wishes to replace by the
Social Democratic residential organisation. In these two theories
Bordiga shows himself to be not only deviating from buf
actually opposing the policy of the Comintern. L

Comrade Bordiga also spoke about the role of the Com-
munist Party. This part of his speech was the first serious
attempt to set the R. C.P. against the Comintern and the idea
of his speech was to dispossess the R.C.P. of the leading role
in the Comintern. The German Delegation is convinced that the
R.C.P. will remain the leader of the Comintern, because it is
the only Party in the world which has established the dictator-
ship of the proletariat and which was in a position to retain
this dictatorship firmly in its hands for eight years ‘and really
to build up Socialism, even though under certain difficulties.
We believe that in view of the development of Comintern and
its significance for the world proletariat in the whole inter-
national situation, Comrade Bordiga, with his conception mist
be fought sharply and stubbornly, since he is opposing - the
policy of the Comintern with a system. '

If Comrade Neurath — 1 do not know whether on behalf
of the Czech Delegation or not — declares with a wave of the
hand that the enemy comes from the Right, then I must say
that his conception is very one-sided and undialectic besides. At
the Rathenau Demonstration, Wirth, from the Left Cenire, also
declared in Germany that the enemy comes from the Right
In a Bolshevist Party it is necessary to determine, according
to each situation and political necessity, where the enemy comes
from, just as Comrade Zinoviev has expressed it here. In thé
French Party the enemy at present comes from the Right, in
the German Party the chief enemy is the ultra-left, naturally this
can again change in every situation in Germany also, and we
must change our fighting front according to the situation.

With this I conclude my general remarks on the international
situation and proceed to Germany. :

Before going into the course within the Party itself, I
wish to describe briefly the development in. Germany, and how
it will proceed in the next few months. At the moment the
dispute 1s in the first place about what are the reasons for our
recent successes. The ultra-lefts declare that the reasoms for our
success are to be sought omly in the objective situation. We
believe, on the contrary, that our successes are explained by
two fundamental factors: firstly, by the change in the objective
situation, and secondly, by the correct tactic and the correct
inner-Party course of our Party as laid down in the Open
Letter. : o

Germany is just now in a generally favourable situation,
which makes it possible for us to win over broad masses, and
create real bases of support along the road of organising the
revolution. '

The present economic crisis in Germany, which is a per-
manent crisis, is a very serious phenomenon. About 1 to 1%/:
millions, that is 10% of the entire proletariat, will remain as
a standing army of the unemployed even if there is an improve-
ment of the economic situation in the mext few years. Besides
this general economiic crisis and the difficulties the bourgeoisie
has to overcome, we see at the same time certain attempts at
stabilising capitalism, in which connection I would mention
the increasing capitalist monopolisation, which shows itself in
Germany by the formation of potassium syndicates and by the
union of many syndicates in the steel trust. Then there are other
difficulties; such as the agrarian crisis. This crisis facilitates
for us our establishing contact and winning over of the rural
proletariat and poor peasants. The Party is already startin
a great campaign in this sphere. :

We also see that capitalism in Germmany is contemplatijig
a serious attack on wages. :
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. In this, connection it is necessary that especially the trade
upion position of the Communist Party be strengthened, so that
we can’ play the leading role in the economic fights.

" An dmiportant question is our attitude toward the gowern-
ment. The present government was elected with a strong
minority, and: has already announced its reactionary programme
against the proletariat. The big business wing of the Centre
and of the Democrats has its representatives in this government,
and at the same time the social Democrats, by withholding their
votes in the Reichstag, will be greatly burdened the next few
months and will be responsible for the measures of the
government. .

" Another important factor in Germany is the fact that the
fascist organisations are threatening more and more to begin
serious business, and on the other hand close cooperation is
already beginning between the Red Fighters League and the
Reichsbanner which is finding expression in determined action
against the fascist organisations in various localities. The most
important mass movement is that which developed on the basis
of the agitation’ for expropriation without compensation of
the princes in Germany. This is a really serious popular
movement, which clearly showed:

1. That the possibility was -there to guide this popuiar
-movement under the hegemony of the proletariat;

2. That the anti-monarchist tendency in Germany has be-
come stronger;

3. That the antagonisms within the bourgeoisie are becoming
more aoute in the democratic and Centrum Party, especially in
the latter, where the Centrum workers stand for expropriation
of the princes, while the wing of big business is in favour
of some agreement. . )

4. That the relations between the bourgeois and the Social
Democratic Parties are getting slack, which already iinds serious
expression in the basis of negotiations which was created in
the matter of the expropriation of the princes.

5. That the class basis of the proletariat is thus generally
strengtheried.

6. That in various districts of Germany, Bavaria, Thuringia,
etc. we dre finding organisational points of contact with the
peasants, which formerly was impossible.

I come now to the tactic of the Party. Our tactic since the
publication of ‘the Open Letter has contributed to the fact
that the red class front of the proletariat is strengthening itseli,
and that the difficulties of the bourgeoisie are thereby increasing.

We have seen that it was possible in the campaign for
the expropriation of the princes to compel the S.P.G. and the
A.D. G.B. to come to the negotiating table with the Communists,
without thereby iniringing Comrmunist principles.

The first result is that the demand for expropriation without
comjpensation had to be accepted by the S.P.G., and secondly
‘that by the formation of unity committees in the factories, every
barrier was broken down which had stood between the social
democratic and Communist workers.

Our. trade union tactic also showed that with the publica-
tion of the open letter we are in a position and will be in
a. position, in connection with the important decisions of the
Org Conference, to make serious steps forward. If, at the
beginning of the strengthening of our trade union work we
issued the slogan: “Ten Million Members in the Trade Unions!“,
we issued it in order to bring the non-Party workers into the
%nade unions, in order to strengthen the revolutionary fighting
ront. .

1 will now proceed to the inner Party section, which to

“me is the most important. It is not only a question of the inner
Party course, but 1 wish also fo sketch the various deviations
in our Party.

The chief enemy in Germany at present is the ultra-left.
Scholem declares here that he does not agree with the Open
Letter, endorses the general political line, however, and believes
he has found a way along which joint work is possible. But
we must state here that in the last few months when the new
policy was being carried out, the ultra-lefts had various other
attitudes.. The first serious political step in the line of the Open
Letter which the Central Committee had to carry out, was the
attitude. to the Berlin municipal elections, to deprive the bour-
geois majority of the bourgeois bloc. The slogan was issued
of getting a majority of Communists and Social Democrats.
Then we raised the question of joint lits with the S. P. G., not
in the spirit of the S.P.G. but for the distribution of the

surplus votes between Communists and Social Democrats. That
was. the first point- on which the Ultra-Lefts, including Ruth
Fischer, represented a different standpoint, which proved to
be completely wrong, as was seen by the later eilect on the
whole working class. We have also seen that certain Ultra-
Left comrades were very pessimistic at the beginning of the
icampaign for the expropriation of the princes and even spoke
of parliamentary aretinism. We also had-some differences in the
Saxon Question. Had we dollowed the tactic of the Ultra-Leits,
we would have gone from omne defeat to another and would
have obtained no results. We had to dissociate ourseives {rom
tendencies within the Party which attempted to put the Party
under the diplomatic leadership of Ruth Fischer, who was
absolutely not in a position to carry it through against the Ultra-
Lefts. It 1s incomprehensible to me that Comrade Scholem rejects
the Open Letter here at the Plenum, and declares the tactic of
the Party is successiul. That is a complete contradiction, for
the Open Letter was the starting point of the tactic of the
Party. When Comrade Scholem declares here that he stands
on the basis of Leninism, then he showed in his practice in
Germany that he siands on the basis of Leninism just as Strese-
mann stands on the basis of the Weimar Constitution (Laughter).
Scholem declares that perhaps a common basis can be found
which will provide the possibility of joint work. We declare
that this basis already exists. The only basis is the tactic
and inner Party course of the C.C,, the only basis i: the Open
Letter which Scholem still rejects today. Any other basis is
impossible. .

Comrade Scholem. gets excited because the Open Letter
speaks of corrupt elements. Is Katz no corrupt element? Of
course he is! He is really one of those of whom one can say
that he is already an agent of the bourgeoisie. At that moment
when he attempts to organise a new Party, he is an agent of the
bourgeoisie who stabs Communism and the revolutionary
movement in the back.

It is necessary, since Comrade Scholem and Ruth Fischer
have mentioned a certain splitting tendency, to say the lollowing.
The C.C,, with full deliberation and consciously recognised that
the Katz question does not stand as an isolated case. It was
unfortunately necessary to expel 12 workers with Katz from the
Party, but our own instructors, who are already in Hanover
today, have received instructions, to win back these 12 workers
when they have really recognised their mistakes and are ready to
work with us in the Communist Party, We will resort to no
cricital measures in order only to evoke the danger of a split.
But, on the contrary, in an ultimatum of seven comrades, there
were contained tendencies which unfortunately played with the
idea of a split.

Comrades, in taking an aftitude on the question of "the
Ultra-Leits, we must distinguish between the Ultra-Left leaders
and workers. Many workers were driven into the arms of the
Ultra-Left by the demagogic and to some extent incapable policy
of Ruth Fischer. In Wedding and in other districts as well, there
are differences already.

In three out of a total of four neuclei group meefings
of the administrative distriot of wedding, the members have
already endorsed the tactics of the C.C. We have received a
number of declarations in the C.C. in which the comrades are
already dissociating themselves from Scholem and Rosenberg.
That shows that the Ultra-Left has crumbled, that in the ideolo-
gical sphere and because of its results, the Central Committee
really has some progress to show. Scholem declared that he
wants to dissociate himself from the C.L.P. (Communist Labour
Party). Ruth Fischer has already dissociated herseli from
Scholem, Bordiga dissociates himselfi from Scholem and Ruth
Fischer, and where Domski remains, I don’t know, but all the
Ultra-Left groups are dissociating themselves jointly from the

"Comintern, and as far as the Germans are concerned, from the

policy of the C.C.

I wish now to proceed to a group which, in my opinion,
has gained some significance here by the speech of Comrade
Ruth Fischer, because she understood, by her rhetoric and in
continuation of her old methods of double entiry book-keeping,
to bring things to expression before the Plenum which are
absolutely contrary to the facts. In the Open Letter not only
the Scholem Group was branded as an Ultra-Left group, but
also the Ruth Fischer—Maslov Group. 1 do not believe that
Comrade Ruth Fischer has altered in the three or four months
she has spent here. Her performances here at the Plenum show
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that she is continuing her old tactic as usual. We heard Comrade
Ruth Fischer say in her speech that she defends the standpoint
of Comrade Maslov in all questions. It is necessary to show
here how the ideological basis of the Ruth Fischer—Maslov
Group really looks. 1Two days ago a letter was handed to ws,
the members of the PolBureau present here, which was sent
by Comrade Maslov to Ruth Fischer. In this letter it is slated
that the C.C. is steering for a second Niirenberg. What does
that mean? To steer for a second Niirenberg means an attempt
to amalgamate the Communist Party with the Social Democrats,
that means an absolute slander, a deliberate accusation against the
C.C. that it consists of Menshiviks, and it also means an attack
and an accusation against the Comintern. The second fact con-
tained in this letter is the liquidation of the Commnunist Party,
and thirdly, the aim of an improved C.L.P. is signalised in
this letter. This is the Maslov policy, and for Ruth, who con-
tinually shields him, it means a continuation of the double-
entry system of bookkeeping.

The measures contained in Maslov’s policy signify a
serious danger for the development of the Comintern.

Comrades, Comrade Ruth Fischer’s speech is nothing more
than the comtinuation of her old practice. When in the negotia-
tions with the C.I. the representatives of the German Delegation
tormulated the letter which Comrade Ruth Fischer signed,
everyone believed that perhaps it would be possible to work
together with Comrade Ruth Fischer. But the moment she was
in Germany she continued her double entry bookkeeping system
and began to carry on her old tactics in Germany. In the
Berlin District Committee Comrade Ruth Fischer did not fight
for the letter, but left that for others to do. The following
weeks, when the tactic of the Party on the policy of the Open
Letter was on the agenda, she consciously sabotaged on various
points and placed herself oultside the line of the Party. And now
when she stands here and with a certain sort of love rhapsody
approves of everything in the Open Letter, we are convinced
that when she returns to Germany she will continue to carry
on the same practice as in the last two years. Comrade Ruth
Fischer also opposed the combination of lists, in spite of the
fact that on other occassions, when she still had the leadership
in her hands, she several times supported such a tactic. She was
oppose simply because she knew that at the commencing stage
we would have internal Party difficulties in Berlin and not
because she was politically convinced! The question of Ruth
can be dealth with in connection with Maslov. The Maslov
Question, his behaviour before the court, is not a pe-sonal
question, but a serious political one. The fact of the matter is
that Ruth, just as in her attitude to the Open Letter and the
combination of the lists, at the same time decided on absolutely
personal grounds in the question of the Maslov Trial, and
politically applied the policy of double-entry bookkeeping.

We must also draw the conclusions of our new inner Party
course:

1. Corruption is done away with.
. .2, Inner, firm Bolshevist clarity.

3. Sharp procedure against all those who did not represeut
. revolutionary principles in court, which is necessary and which
we demand from every revolutionary worker.

As far as the behaviour of Comrades Maslov is comcerned,
this aquestion can be brought before the German Commission;
we believe that whoever, as leader of a Party, does not by his
behaviour before class justice, act as an examvle for the whole
Party, has no right to be at the head of the Party.

I must still mention certain things in connection with Com-
rade Ruth Fischer’s ideas with relation to the questions she has
raised. She declared that the Omen Letter is correct, hut it
contains mistrust and leads to disintegration, and she said that
has alreadv been shown in Lower Saxony, where 12 workers
were expelled tooethet with Katz. The atfitnde of Comrade
Ruth Fischer practically means that she is still trving to save
Katz becavse she is the one who' always recommended Katz
in all functions and contributed to - his coming into question
at all as a representative of the Executive. =~

With regard to- the acousation of incorrect dealing with the
Ultra-1eft by the C. C., Comrade Ruth Fischer reallv ought not
talk of incorrect dealino with the Ultra-Leits. She, who in reatity
dealt badly with the Ultra-Lefts; everyone knows that, especially

with regard to the workers; here she represents herseli as the
attorney of the Ultra-Lefts. In Germany it will be just the Ultra-
Leit workers who will look upon this gesture of Ruth Fischer
as merely a deceitful demagogic manoeuvre. '

Our attitude toward the Ultra-Lefts is absolutely clear,
and when Comrade Ruth Fischer declares that we are fighting
only against the Ultra-Lefts, then that is false, for the practice
has shown that we are figthing against Right deviations equally
hard. The expulsion of Schénlank was naturally ‘a- measure
against Right liquidation tendencies. The removal -of- Comrade
Karl Becker from office on account of his letter was a measure
against the Right. We see, of course, that in every tactic which
we are carrying on in Germany, dangers exists not only in the
lower membership, but also among the officials,  that certain
Right deviations will manifest themselves in the developments
in the near future.

If in two or three months the Right tendencies should grow,
then the leaders of the Communist Party of Germany will
proceed just as sharply against them as they are compelled today
to proceed against the Ultra-Left.

When Comrade Ruth Fischer declares that I took a stand
at the V World Congress in the discussion on the tactical
theses, which practically meant a split in the delegation,  then
I believe that there are representatives of the German Party
present here, and other comrades as well, who were in the
Political Commission at that time, and who can witnes to the
fact that I may have adopted a different political standpoint
in the various questions of the tactical theses, but that in
the final vote in the Plenum as well as in the Political Com-
mission and in the German Delegation, complete unenimity
reigned and thus her declaration about a split of the delegation
is a deliberate lie.

And when Comrade Ruth Fischer dares to come forth here
as the representative of the sound elements of the old Left, and
accuses us of not representing the standpoint of the Left to a
greater extent, then the development of the Party contradicts this
claim. We declare that the sound elements, the workers who
fought in Hamburg, our organisation in the Ruhr District and
the greater part of the Berlin membership are with us and
against Ruth Fischer. I specially point to the last Conference of
Secretaries and Editors which unanimously adopted our reso-
lution on the political situation and which disapproved of
Maslov’s behaviour before the court.

We are consolidating our internal front by trying to draw
new proletarian elements from the various factories and districts.
Our present basis is still too weak for us to fulfil all our tasks
conscientiously. Our cadres are still small, but just as at the
teginning of the fight in the C.C. we grew in the fight against
the Ultra-Left as well as against the Right, the process of
ccensolidation will also be a process which one can see only
dialectically and which must be successiul.

In conclusion, I wish to say that we expect that in the
Plenum, in the German Commission, the problems will be raised,
that the inner Party course will be correctly decided, and the
basis created for a further forward march of the Party. In
the present development we have real possibilities of strength-
ening the inner and outer front and the periphery of the Party.
We have already carried out the first stage and the second
stage means inner consolidation, stremgthening of the mobili-'
sation, activisation for the task of the present and of the fufure.

Had the Party been stronger, had the staff of functionaries
actually had a really Bolshevist basis, had we had points . of
support in the factories and trade unions, we might have used
the results of our politics to much better advantage than was
the case during the last few months. :

But we believe that in the slow consolidation -of the
leadership by drawing in proletarian elements, so that we will
be the workers’ ‘party not only in theory but also ‘in practice,
the opmortunity will be created for the Party in this developmient;
in this favourable political situation to warry out sérious
measures for the victory of the German Workers’ Party.

We are on this meth, we must strenothen this hosis, we
must extend our fichting front and strengthen the Red-dlass
front outside the Commumist Party as well, so that we wilk be,
ahle to fulfill our future tasks in the revolutionary :struggle::
(Stormy applause.)





























































