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Nineteenth Session, March 14th, 1926.

Chairman Comrade Geschke.

Comrade Dobrogeanu Gherea

made the following declaration.

At the XIV. Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union, in the course of the discussion on the activities of the re-
ppesenltaiti»ves of the Russian Party in the E. C. C. L, the attitude
of the Communist Party of Roumania was referred to at the
same time, by comrades Schumsky and Skrypnik. This question,
and the question of the whole political activity of the Roumanian
Party, is now being dealt with by a commission specially appoin-
ted by the E. C. C. L

On the same occasion, and in the same connection, the
incorrectly informed comrade Skrypnik reproached me with adop-
ting a “Great Power aftitude”. As I was not present, I was
unable to confute this accusation straightaway, so that it was
published without any correction in the reports of.the Congress,
in Russian and other languages. The passage in question is as
follows:

“Was the attitude of the leaders of the Comintern to-
wards the Roumanian Party correct, as maintained by the
previous speaker? Has the line followed by the Roumanian
C. P. changed or not, has Dobrogeanu ceased to take sides
dor the Great Power, did Dobrogeanu not state at our Party
Conference of the Moldavian Republic that the Moldavians
must not look upon themselves as a separate people, but must
regard themselves as a part of the Roumanian people? These

declarations were made. And when the E. C. C. I. discussed
this ' Moldavian question, did it accept or reject the resolution
drawn up by the Comimtission? It rejected it. The donsegence
has been that the Rouranian Party has remaineq stuck in the
tog in this matter, and the antagonisms existing in ‘Bessa-
rabia have not ‘been taken advantage of.”

To this T wish to say that 1 have never asserted, either at a
Party Conference or anywhere else, anything to the effect that
the “Moldavmans must regard themselves as a part of the Rou-
manian people”. All that I have done is to emphasise the identity
of the Moldavian language with the Roumanian national language,
and I have done this for the purpose of pointing: out the possi-
bilities of a greater amount of influence being éxercised upon
the Roumanian working people in a communist direction, on the
part of the Moldavian Republic.

With regand to the rest of my “Great Power attitude”, which
appears to have been latent in me lor some time, I may say that
not only have I never adopted any such attitude, but that on the
contrary I have invariably energetlcall y contended against any
such Great Power tendencies, and have even incurred the dis-
pleasure of the law on this account.

.. I can only regret that alter comrade Skrypnik had brought a
political accusation of this mature in such a frivolous manner,
without carefully examining into his sources of information, he
should not even have found it necessary to accede to my requ&st
that he should now state the truth, and withdraw his urn]usﬂﬁed
accusation here before this forum.” ‘
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Report of the French Commissibn.,

Comrade Humhert Droz:

The political theses state that in the French Party the main
danger .threatens from the Right. And yet in the French Com-
missicn much more has been'spoken about the Left errors and the
organisator errors of the Party. It may be asked if there is not
a..certain inoonsistency here. Lhis is however not the case, and
for the following reason. The Right danger in the French Party
is- closely connected with the errors committed by the Central
during the past year. The mistakes made by -the Party have not
created the Right tendencies, but they have aroused great dissatis-
faction among the members of the Party, and prepared the soil
for the growth of the Right. . :

In France the objective conditions calling forth Right dan-
gers are furnished to a wide extent by the economic and syndi-
calist traditions of the French labour movement. Besides this, the
wrong line of Party politics pursued during: the past year was
bound to contribute greatly to an increase of influence of the
Right wing in the Party. It is true, that the errors of the leaders
have been corrected to a wvery great extent during the last few
months. The most serious errors of the leaders have been, in
the first place, the failure to analyse the situation properly, the
false view taken of Fascism, the belief that the revolutionary
sitration was. immediately impending, the slogans shooting far
beyond the possibilities offered by the situation, an under-estima-
tion, of the trade umnions and a mechanical execution of the leading

role played by the Party in the trade unions, and a wrong and too.

megchaniocal inner Party coilse.

©"On 1 and 2. December an extrabrdin«ary Conference of the -

Party took place. Here the Party criticised itself, and addressed
an Open Letter to the Party in which many of the erro:s were
condemumed. ’ R .

This self criticism exposed the following grave errors:

1. The errors in the application of the United Front tactics;

2. The errors in dealing with the trade unions;

3. The erroneous inner Party course.

It is incumbent on this Fnlarged Executive Session to confirm
this self criticism of the French Party. :

The Open Letter sent to the members of the French C. P. by
the above Party Conference permitted of various interpretations,
and this vagueness must be removed. We must not permit the

importance of this Conference to be in.any way wnder-estimated. ..

The resolution here submitted expressly confirms the self criticism
exercised by the French Party at this Conference, and extends the
criticism thus commenced by the Party itself. Were the French
Right thus right in attacking the Party? Most certainly not.

The present resolution contains a detailed paragraph diracted
against the Right which is the best proof of this.

The present resolution, aiming at the enlightenment of the
members of the French Party, deals in exact detail with the stand-
point of the Right in France. Apart from the correct criticism of
the errors of the Party, the standpoint of the Right involves very
great and dangerous deviations, which inust be energetically
combatted. This standpoint has two roots:

1. The social democratic root;-
2. ‘The syndicalist root.

. The Right wtilise their two organs: the “Bulletin Commu-
niste” and the “Revolution Proletarienne”, which are published
in France outside of the Party, for the purpose of carrying on
systematic agitation against Soviet Russia and the International.
It is desired to create an atmosphere of pessimism and defeatism.
This object having been attained to a certain extent, the Right
have gone on of late to sabotage every action taken by the Party.
Onie of the worst instances of this was given on the occasion of
the protest strike organised by the French Party, and then again
during the 24 hours strike against the Morocco campaign.

The attitude adopted towards the colonial question and in the
national question, has also been completely wrong and social
democratic. The Right protested against the proclamation of the
slogan of fraternisation with the Riff army. They first pointed out
that the Riff population and the French soldiery, belonged to very
different stages of civilisation, so that a fraternisation would be
senszless. Then they went further. The Right wrote of Abd-el-
Krim that his religious and social prejudices must be combated,

and therefore we must not support him in his struggle agaiust
French imperialism. Morocco to the Moroccans, but not to Abd-
el-Krim. Thus says the Right, and thus Painlevé said toco, with
the object of paralysing the negotiations with Abd-el-Krim.

We sez the same thing in the attitude adopted to Alsace
Lorraine, already dealt with in comrade Zinoviev’s report. The
French Right, in its opposition to the 24 hours general strike,
not only emphasised that it was badly organised, but rejected it
entirely on political grounds.

With regard to the syndicalist deviations, Louzon’s articles
‘in tthe “Revolution Proletarienne” are especially characteristic. He
takes up a peculiar attitude towards the questions of the day. He
maintains that the taxation question is a conilict between the petty
and the big bourgeoisie, and of no interest to the proletariat;
the same applies in his opinion to the Allied debts and to the
inflation, and the contention against high prices is again merely
to the advantage of the petty bourgeoisie.

Above ail, these syndicalists: have an entirely deviating
opinion as to the role played by the Party. A number of articles
dealing with the Doutarnez strike discusses in detail the role of
the Party, and denies that the Party is the advance guard of the
proletariat. It is even denied that the Party plays a part in the
revolutionary education of the proletariat. :

‘The Right are further in error in the question of the appli-
cation of the United Front tactics. They maintain that where the
United Front tactics are employed, we must not expect that we
can divide the masses from the leaders. ' " .

Besides this, the French Right is entirely opposed to the
reorganisation on the basis of the factory nuclei. As already
stated, this ideology of the Right is entirely social democratic or
syndicalist. o ,

The Right is composed in the lirst place of a group of petty
bourgeois intellectuals, who have the leadership in their hands,

.and who oconsist within the Party of the group around Loriet,

and outside the Party of the group around the “Bulletin Com-
muniste”.

It is composed in the second place of the group of syndicalist
trade unionists grouped around the periodical “Revolution Pro-
letarienne”. Both these currents join in a united fromt against
the Party, and endeavour to defeat the Party.

It is recruited in the third place from the dissatisfied mem-
bers of the Party,”who do not share the false social democratic
or syndicalist ideology of the first two groups, but have been
pushed into the arms of the Right by the errors of the Party.

When the Party adopts a new course of policy this thizd
group will deserf the Right at once. Thus the first prerequisitz
for fighting the Right is a real and earnest change in the line
pursued by the Party in general pelitique, in.the relations to the
trade unions, and in the inner life of the Party.

. The Party must exert every effort to differentiate rightly among
these various constituents of the Right. An earnest ideological
fight against the Right has been begun by the Party, and must
be systematically continued. '

If we ask ourselves which of these shades of Right tendency
is the most dangerous, we must conclude that the syndicalist de-
viations form the greatest peril, since these deny the role falling
to the Party within the masses and within the trade unions,
and yet maintain to be the representatives of the old revolutio-
nary traditions of the French working class. These deviations
represent a great danger, not only in the sphere of politics.
but at the same time in the trade wunions, since the present
situation, — a great industrial proletariat, struggle against the
offensive of the employers, — forces the French working class
to defend itself in great mass trade unions. The French working
class can no longer content itself with small syndicalist orga-
nisations of the pre-war type.

The resolution states. that those members of the Party
who co-operate with the group around the “Revolution Prole-
tarienne” and the “Bulletin Communiste” must be asked the
plain question: Will you maintain Party discipline or will you
leave the Party? .

We may assume with certainty that the French Party Central,
will solve the Right question unequivocally and energetically im
the near future. ' ;
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Report of the German Commission.
Reporter Comrade Bucharin.

The structure of the resolution proposed by the German
Commission is approximately as follows:

First an amalysis of the general situation in Germany. This
analysis shows the twotold nature of the present crisis: The
tendency of ‘a general decline in German economics on the one
hand, and on the other the attempts being made by the bour-
geoisie to' combat this first tendency on a mew technical basis,
although wunder -present conditions this second tendency leads
to an aggravation of the crisis. Hence the distress and misery
among broad strata of the working class, and among the
masses of the people.

On the basis of this specific situation in Germany there is
to be seen a development towards the Left in the German
working class. The resolution characterises this phenomenon as
one. of the most important in German life, and regards political
and social crises as the inevitable consequence of the present
economic conditions.

The resolution then states the general tasks of the Party,
and enumerates three of these as the most important:

* firstly, work in. the trade unions; :

“secondly, the United Front tactics, and

thirdly, the formulation of partial demands, this formulation
being, of course, in strict accordance with the viewpoint of
revolutionary tactics, that is, the .partial demands must bear
directly on the final aims of the revolutionary proletariat, the
aim of the revolution itself. . .

The resolution then analyses the various currents within
the Party. In connection with the most important task set
the Party at the present time, the problem of winning over
the broad masses, the resolution regards the ultra-Leit deviations
as the most detrimental disturbing element hampering the process
of winning ‘the masses.

The resolution then gives an analysis of these deviations,
showing how the ome time ultra-Left has crumbled away; then
an -analysis of the differemt currents within the one time ultra-
Left. ' The resolution further deals with the Right deviations,
and then concludes by laying down a pregramme of action
for our Party.” - :

I am’ of the opinion that the work done by the Commission
has shown a further discussion in the Plenum of the Enlarged
Executive to be necessary.

~Of course Comrade Bordiga adopts an oppositional stand-
poinit in principle to the resolution. Comrade Bordiga declares
himself ‘fully agreed with the estimate of the economic and
political situation in Germany as given in the resolution, and
also finds the optimistic estimate of the German situation as ex-
pressed by the resolution perfectly right. But comrade Bordiga
maintains that there is no connection between the establishment
of the fact of a Left development within the German working
class and the tactical line designated by him as being a course
towards the Right. I think that here his conclusion is wrong.

The resolution faces the problem in the light of the present
critical situation. If it be an actual fact that the development
towards the Left now going on in the German working class,
that is, the process of revolutionising in the working class,
has also seized upon that section of the working class which
is in part organised in the Social Democratic Party, and in
part belongs to no party at all, then it is obvious that our
German Party has to react to this phenomenon. And how
can it react most eifectively? By the correct application of the
tactics of the United Front! The United Front tactics are indeed
justified up to the hilt in this connection. What is there illogical
about this? Everything is in perfect harmony; precisely the
development towards the Left among the social democratic
workers impels us to adopt another tone towards these workers,
and demands from wus the correct application of those United
Front tactics which are denied almost on principle by comrade
Bordiga. I may thus state here that the tactical conclusions of
the resolution are in perfect harmony with the analysis.

The second point in which comrade Bordiga apparently
differs in principle from the present resolution, refers to the
*

methods employed by the C.I. Comrade Bordiga has expressed
himself in the Commission as being opposed to the method of
quotations, efc., and to the alleged employment of the method
of ideological terrorisation — as comrade Bordiga expresses it
— of the Lelt German workers.

I must here point out that every part of the resolution dealing
with the combatting of the ultra-Left deviations sharply distin-
guishes between the deviations of the ultra-Left workers on the
one hand, and those deviations which are naturally incorporated
in their crassest form in various strata of the ultra-Left leaders.

The resolution speaks of the problem of convincing the Leit
workers as the most important task of the Party at the present
moment, and it is almost ridiculous to speak of ideological terror
in this connection.

With regard to the quotatioms, I scarcely think that comrade
Bordiga will be able to discover a method of combatting the
opinions of various comrades without resorting to quotations or
something similar. Our comrades who are affected with this
or that deviation are not deal and dumb. When they speak
we print what they have said. It is impossible to combat any
deviation without quoting. I know of no other method; if com-
rade Bordiga will show us other methods, we shall be very
pleased, and shall employ these newly discovered methods.

Comrade Bordiga has told us that we should study the
matter thoroughly and then freely express our opinions about
it. This is excellent advice. Study is a most useful occupation.
But we must point out that here we are writing political docu-
ments, ‘and it need not be emphasised that here we cannot follow
every idea ad absurdum. Of course we must study, but we
cannot carry this study to a point of absurdity, we must isolate
and criticise the most important and leading factors. I for my
part find the resolution framed in such terms that it is at
once clear to everyone that the main point at issue is the
ideological overcoming of these deviations. There is not even
one word in the resolution on orgamisatory measures.

Comrade Bordiga adds the observation that this socalled
“ideological” terror is as follows: When quoting comrade
Korsch’s arguments, for instance, we assert the opinions in
question to be anti-Bolshevist, anti-Soviet, etc. Comrade Bordiga
unds that in this mianner we waste the political capital possessed
by Soviet Russia and the Communist International in the con-
fidence of the working class — a capital which is not unlimited.
It is true that capital can be expended by wasting it, but it
is equally true that capital can be so employed as to bring in
interest. We believe ourselves to be following this second method.
So far we have employed this method, and so far we have
gained our interest, and have by no means wasted our capital.
This has been shown us by experience.

What is the point at issue? For instance, such utterances
as the assertion that our trade union policy, our campaign for
trade union unity, are specifically Russian government policy.
Comrade Bordiga considers that it we call such an assertion by
its right name, we are so to speak wasting Soviet capital. We
however are of the opinion that if we preserve silence on the
subject we are failing in our duty, which is to combat this
objectively extremely detrimental reformist, indeed almost social
democratic, deviation. Is it true that such opinions are anti-
Leninist and anti-Soviet? It need scarcely be said that it is
absolutely true!

Such matters have to be discussed concretely, and it cannot

‘be demanded that we study the collected works of comrade

Korsch before we venture on a quotation. This kind of thing
is entirely unsuitable for political parties and politically active
organisations such as the Communist International.

Besides this, we had a slight dispute with comrade Meyer

.with reference to the introductory part of the resolution. Com-

rade Meyer requested the Commission to place the theses on
relative stabilisation at the hiead of the resolution. In the discus-
sion this appeared perhaps as a very slight shade of difference
in the estimate of the importance ot the present crisis in Ger-
many. 1 am of the opinion, shared in T think by the whole
Commission, that we have accorded the theory of the relative
stabilisation its correct place in the general theses. What is
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The economic situation in France is characterised by severe
financial and political crises, working gradually, through a zig
zag series of temporary periods of stabilisation and relapses, to
a state of aggravated economic crisis. The Party is thus set the
mighty task of leading the impending struggle of the masses
against the ruling capitalists.

Here the antagomism between the big and petty bourgeoisie
is a factor of importance. The petty bourgeoisie, pillaged by
the inflation, is already in conflict with the big bourgeoisie in
the questions of the inflation, the taxes, the high prices, etc.
The proletariat must interfere decisively, by means of a defen-
sive struggle against the high prices, and in favour of the
rise in wages rendered imperative by the daily increase in the
costs of living.

Above all, the Party must extend its influence over the great

unorganised masses of the French working pecple, for it is a
peculiarity of the French movement that the proportion of

workers organised politically and in the trade unions is very
smhall. At the same time the United Front tactics must not be’

employed as a manoeuvre against the Social Democratic Party,
but as an action for the mobilisation of the unorganised masses.

Further, the Party must be capable of leading the working
class, conjointly with the masses of the petty citizens and. small
peasants, in the struggle against inflation, taxes, high prices,
war, etc.

The resolution further deals with the other tasks facing the
French Party at the present time, with the important task of
developing the trade unions into mass organisations, with the
work for trade umion unity, and with the struggle against the
colonial wars. The resolution further shows the manner in which
the United Front tactics are to be applied to the socialists in the
sense meant by the Conference held on 1. Decemfber.

The slogan of the workers’ and peasants government- is
especially emphasised as our main. political watchword. .

The French Commission moves the acceptance of the present
resolution by the Plenum. The first part of the resolution, con-
taining political analysis and criticism, was passed in the
Commission by all votes against the vote of Comrade Bordiga;
the second part of the resolution, dealing with the fight against
the Right, was passed by all votes against the vote of domrade
Engler, who voted for a Right resolution and against the vote
of comrade Bordiga. i

It is imperative that in the future we work collectively in
accordance with the lines laid down and -the decisions passed
by the Conference of 1. December, and in accordance with the
resolution in the form here accepted. If the Central brings about
united co-operation on these lines, then it will be in a position
to purge the Party from the Right deviations, and to help the
Party forward in the interests of the labour movement.
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Declaration by Comrade Treint (France:)

The resolution on the inner situation in the Party, the

- section on .the ultra-Left errors” contains the following passage:

“Comrade Treint’s endeavour to convert the colonial war
into a civil war, regarded as it was by him as a comparatively
near possibility, was under the circumstances a grave political
error.”

1 have -already stated, in the discussion in the French Com-
mission, the actual circumstances under which this opinion has
been expressed. There has never been any thought of converting
the Moroccan war or any colonial war into a civil war. The
C.C. has expressed itself in agreement with the following views,
which were also acknowledged later by the Conference in Ivty:

Every colonial war can change into a war bétween im-
perialist States, and when this occurs the struggle against’ war
demands the struggle fqr the transformation of the imperialist
war into a civil war. ’ .

In the C.C. I expressed the opinion that this standpoint -
should be made dlear in our general propaganda, -not only
within the confines of the Party, but also among the masses.: :

There has been a great lack of clearness in the whole: Party
with respect to the difference between the United Front slogans
on the one hand. and the propaganda of the Party .on the
other hand, so that even in the C.C. there have Lbeen misunder-
standings, and it was in this sense, and with a view to avoiding
such misunderstandings; in this sense I formulated my concluding
sentences in the speech held at Lenms, at a large ‘meeting of
reformist and unitarian miners. Spret

Comrade Kirsch, member of the C.C. was present at this
meeting, and has borne witness to the C.C. that I did not
speak of converting the colonial war into a civil war, but spoke.
solely of the possibility of a war between the imperialist $tates,
and pointed out the instances of the Paris Commune and the
Bolshevist Party, by whom the imperialist war was changed
into civil war. : ‘ ’ F et

I point out, herewith, that the resolution submitted to' the
vote of the International contains a paragraph referring to ‘me;
and attributing to me a fault which I have not coimmitted; and
which thus cannot be proved against me. L :

With -this reservation I express myself -inagreement with
this resolution in its entirety, for it offers-us an adequate basis
upon. whose foundation the totality of the sound forces :of the
Party- will join closer.and closer together, to continue the process
of recovery of the Party commenced on 2. December 1925, and
to work towards the solution of the problems set us. by the
French crisis. _ : v o .

* g ¥

The resolution moved by the French Commission was then
passed by all votes against the vote o6f comrade Bordiga.




No. 31

International Press Correspondence

i67_

required in the German resolution is the specific- features of
German development. And it is precisely the state of crisis
which is specifically characteristic for the development of German
economics. We Go not regard this state of crisis as a temporary
condition, but as ‘characteristic for the whole -immediate future
of Germany. Therefore the resolution takes this state of crisis,
the economiic crisis and the resultant social and political cris’s,
as the starting point for the whole subject and all the conclusions
to be drawn from it.

In the Commission we had a disagreement with comrade
Scholem. As you will be aware, the first draft of the resolution,
in the section referring to the analysis of the various ultra-Left
groups, stated that the Scholem-Rosenberg group was about to
follow the correct path. etc. But in the Commission itsell we
had the opportunity of observing the manner in which the
group composed of comrades Schclem, Rosenberg and Konrad
were divided among themselves, and that comrade Scholem had
separated from the original group. Comrades Konrad and Rosen-
berg declared that they would vote for the resolution, despite
some difierences of opinion, whilst comrade Scholem, on the
contrary, has spoken sharply against the resolution. Comirade
Scholem gives the reasons for this so-called “heroic deed” in the
following manner: _

He maintains that the whole resolution is writlen against

the Left. He repeated that he had broken with the K. A. P.ist tenden-

cies; but at the same time he declared: I should be a scoundrel
if I were to vote against my own past.” :

I cannot see any great evidence of consistency or logic in
comrade- Scholem’s attitude here.

First you say that you have formerly committed various errors.

Ii you have formerly committed errors, these errors are a part .

of your past. If you break with your past, naturally you express
yourself opposed to your past. And yet at the same moment you
announce that you would be a scoundrei if you were to vote
against your own past. Logically speaking you are thus — you
will pardon me but I am only using your own words — already
a bit of a scoundrel.

We have been pleased to observe that comrades Rosenberg
and Konrad — and Comrade Kooprad is a Berlin functionary
who has behind him fairly large masses of the working people
— have declared themselves in favour of the resolution.

Besides these, various other declarations have been made.
One of the most important declaration made before the Com-
mission was that of comrade Urbahns. Comrade Urbahns has
thus finally joined the Ruth Fischer group. He declared to us
that he, too, would vote against the resolution, and adduced
approximately the following arguments: The resolution is written

against the ' Left, the Right — it appears’ — are ‘coming inté
power. The political line of the resolution is vague and wnclear;
the resolution ‘combats every Left element, and so. forth. This
comrade Urbahns followed -up with the demand for the so-calléd
Concentration Party conference, for.every description of :liberty
within the Party, etc. I am not able to polemise against. these
observations, for no substantiation was' given with them, '

I do not see in what way the political line of the resolution
is vague. I am of the opinion that this line is very plainly re-
cognisable. How can it be asserted that thei resolution is: written
against every Left element, when the resolution.states i 'quite
openly, and proposes opanly that all .groups, including the Left
groups, should co-operate on the .basis .of a certain political
line? How can it be maintained that the fight is directed against
every element of the Left, when Comradeés Rosenberg and Konrad
find in the resolution a basis upon. which they can work? Com-
rade Urbahn’s speech can only gain even a show of justiticatipn
on the assumption that Urbahns regards himself and the. Ruth
Fischer group as the embodiment of all-Lelt elements, which
would be a great and entirely uniounded presumption. .

Further, comrade Meyer declares: that the resolution does not
treat his group properly, etc. He has over and over again ex-
pressly put the question: what is required of the Meyer group,
what further steps should this group:take to approach nearer the
Central, etc. etc. In the Commission comrade Meyer received
the reply: these steps should consist in ‘his ome time :\group
recognising it as their duty to conduct the fight against the Right
danger, since this group was connected' with ‘the Right at one
time, and possesses a certain tradition. - : . ,,

These are practically the most important comments to be
made on the work of the Ccmmission. We have accepted -somie
corrections not involving principles. The resolution has been
accepted in general by all the members of the Commission, with
the exception of the declarations made by contrades Urbahas,
Engel, Bordiga, and Scholem. & :

On bLehalf of the Commission I should like to' ask ‘those
comrades who are opposed to the resolution, or are in any
way in doubt with regard to any of its’formulations, to come
forward openly here in the Plenum and make their suggestions.
I believe that a further discussion in the Plenum of the Enlarged
Executive would be useful for the whole movement. The German
question is somewhat important, for the German Party is one
of the miost important Sections of the Communist International.
The questions of the German movement are also very instructive
for the other Parties.

The Commission therefore recommends an opén discussion
in the Plenum. (Applause.)

Discussion on the Report of the German Couﬁmissibn.

Comrade Bordiga (italy):

Comrade Bucharin’s speech compels me to make an addi-
tional and more precise statement on the two points already
mentioned by me in the Commission.

I protested against the methods of controversy employed
in the Commission, against the method of selecting separate
quotations from the writings of comrades, in order to prove
their deviation from the right line. I consider that this method
of fighting is not advantageous for the ideological enlightenment
of the masses.

I.also opposed, in the Commission, the exaggerated em-
ployment of ideological terror, that is, the practice, before giving
them full information on certain political questions, of confron-
ting the simple Party members on every occassion with the
statement that if they declare themselves opposed to the political
purport of the question as presented by the Central Committee
or the Executive, they are enemies of the Executive, enemies
of Communism, etc. etc. It is not sufficient to declare that a
distinction is to be made between the Left leaders and the Left
workers; every method of ideological terror must be abandoned,
and the real political issues must be made clear to the workers.

I have never demanded that the works of the Left comrades
should be exhaustively studied: I have merely warned against
a superficial judging of quotations. i

Comrade Scholem (Ge;mény):

Comrades. I fully maintain the attitude Which I have taken-
here in the Plenum of the Enlarged Executive, and in the
German Commission. )

I have never had any K. A.DP. tendencies. In the trade
union question, for instance, which is a fair test of what stand-e
point is held with regard to German K.A.P.ist tendencies,
I have fought with the utmost energy, and aiter the Frankfort
Party Conierence I exerted every jefiort, i" th¢ Central Com-
mittee, for the complete liquidation of those groups and ten-
dencies incorporated for instance in our: former Comrade
Schumacher. B s

The mistake which I made was that aiter the close of the
debate on the Oper Letter 1 did not at once break off every
external or inner connection with peopleé ?ike Katz, ‘so that it
has been made possible for these elements, who hold opinions
different to mine with regard to the future of the Comintern,
to force me almost into a ‘position; in: decistve situafions, in
which it would not even' be possible for me to fight in the
ranks of the Comintern for my political views;, which 1 have
tever denied for a moment and do not intend to deny.for a
moment. : RS ;

" I''can well imagine that when anyone realises that the' line
of political struggle which he ‘has been purswing is‘wrong, then
he can and must. state this clearly and' openly; as was done
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by comrade Bucharin after his struggle against the Brest
Litovsk peace treaty. Thus if 1 were of the opinion that the
line taken by the Left in the German C.P. has been wrong,
then I should state plainly here: the struggles of the Left have
been an error, a tremendous mistake. And the matter would
be: settled ‘with this. But though I am not of the opinion that
the Leit has been entirely free from error, still I continue to
bé convinced that the struggle carried on by the Left within
the Party has been right, and I am thus unable to make any
declaration condemning this struggle.

The greatest objection which I raise against the resolution
is that it directs the whole course of the struggle against the
ultra-Left ideology, which is represented as a disturbing element
hampering the winning over of the masses.

I am not so simple-minded as to suppose that I have to vote
against a resolution on account of a word with which I am not in
agreement. | am not of the opinion that when this or that
sentence out of the past does not coincide with what I think,
I am therefore forced to reject a resolution. I can well ima-
gine that when I am in agreement with the general line taken
in the most important points, I am still able to vote for a
resolution, despite certain differences, which I can state in a
declaration. But in this resolution there is one important point
on which I am not in agreement, and that is the assertion that
during the present period of relative stabilisation the ultra-
Left dangers represent a disturbing element hindering the work
of winning over the masses..I am, and always have been, of
the opinion that in the period of relative stabilisation the
greatest perils threatening, the Communist Party are the Right
oprortunist dangers. And.since the resolution does not state this
fundamental thesis, and because this resolution continues the
false line taken by the Open Letter in this question — we
have discussed this openly — I am opposed to the resolution.
.. ..1 emphasise once more that I consider the struggles of the
Left in the past to have been in the right direction, in spite
of the various errors which have been committed.

For this reason I beg to make the following declaration
with respect to the present resolution:

..~ “The present resolution on the German question
demands the adoption of a clear and definite attitude before
the whole Executive and I neither can nor will avoid this
necessity. I therefore declare: The present resolution con-
firms the Open Letter sent by the Executive to the German

- C.P. I have -opposed this Letter with the utmost energy,
for the reason that it defines the struggle carried on by

- the Leit in the German C.P. since the III. World Congress
as a fractional struggle of an anti-Bolshevist group against
the Comintern and against Soviet Russia. To agree to the
present resolution would mean a subsequent approval of
the .Open Letter, and thus the abandopment of a struggle
. which las “béen ‘going on for: years forthe formation of

a revolutionary Bolshevist workers’ party in Germany, a

struggle which I am proud of having led, and which I

shall never -deny, either today or at any other time.

For this reason I should vote against the resolution, were

"I a delegate entiled to vote.

In order to secure myself from malicious misinter-
pretations, 1 declare expressly that [ fullyv maintain the
attitude adopted by-me in the Plenum of the Eniarged Exe-

¢ cutive, and in the German Commission.”

Comrade Urbahns (Germany):

Comrades, On behalf of comrades Maslovsky (Berlin),
Gramkov from the Hamburg Youth, Ruth Fischer, and myseli,
I must declare that we, had we been entitled to vote, would
reject the resolution on the German question. I have to make
the following declaration on the subject:

Declaration on the situation and tasks of the’ German C.P.

1. The undersigned share unreservedly the standpoint of
the Report and of the theses of comrade Zinoviev, and are
here in 'agreement with the majority of the Plenum of the
Enlarged Executive. ,

2. The first prerequisite for carrying out the tasks set
the German C.P. is the solution of the present crisis in the
Party. The objective premises for the further development and
pursuance of a United Front policy, free from the Right and

ultra-Left errors of the past, are given. In Germany a fresh
period of acute class struggles is impending. ‘the effects
of the Dawes plan, expressed in the economic crisis, in in-
creasing mass unemployment, and short time work, in the
difficulties in the camp of the bourgeoisie, the discontent in the
ranks of the middle class and not least in the ranks
of the rural population, the awakening of the social democratic
workers to the consciousness of their position, to conscious-
ness of the utter hopelessness of the coalition policy pursued
by the social democratic leaders for eight years, — the wave
of sympathy for Soviet Uussia, — the widespread anti-monar-
chist movement' — all these are signs of a situation offering
the German C.P. the greatest possibilities for the winning over
of the broad masses for communism, and for the preparation
for fresh struggles.

3. Ifthis objectively advantegeous situation is to be properly
ulilised, the Party must show a rapid adaptability of tactics,
a capacity of making prompt use of every weakness and every split
in the camp of the enemy. “Bread and butter questions” must be
made the central point of the daily work of the Farty, and these
daily questions must be approached in a manner making their
ultimate bearing on our final aims perfectly clear, and showing
that nothing but the proletarian revolution can solve the German
crisis.

The execution of these tactics involves a number of pro-

" blems, which may be lormultated, for the first time, as follows:

a) The utilisation of the Left tendencies in the masses of
social democratic workers against their opportunist leaders,
but without a repetition of the errors of 1923, that is, without
the formation of an actual bloc with the Left of the German
Social Democratic Party.

b) The combination of parliamentary work with mass work,
i which preponderant importance must invariably be accorded te
the work among the masses, and in which we must prove ourselves
capable of making use of such situations as those existing at
the present time in Prussia, Saxomy, and the municipality of
Berlin, in such manner that we practically demonstrate to the
broad working masses the necessity of a rupture with the coali-
tion policy pursued by the Central of the German Social
Democratic Party.

c) The application of United Front tactics for winning
over the Catholic workers and the middle strata.

d) The organisation of a broad Leit trade union wing,
under the leadership of a real unity campaign, for the Angio
Russian Committee and for the utilisation and connection
of sympathy with Soviet Russia with our trade union movement.

These tactical tasks involve the following tasks as ihe
immediate duty of the German C.P.

e) The development and elaboration of the campaign for
the expropriation of the princes into a general mass movement
against all monarchists, especially against the monarchist ad-
ministration, and against the attempts being made by the bour-
geoisie to restrict the rights of the proletariat even further
by means of alterations in the constitution.

Mass movemients against unemployment, against the closing
down of factories and against the wage cuts; support and promotion
of the initiative of the unemployed, better combination of the
demands of the unempioyed with the campaign for the ex-
propriation of the princes.

At the present time, whilst the expropriation campaign is
still going on, the general economic questions of interest to
the workers should be brought more into the foreground: - the
protests against the closing down of works, the fight against
taxes and duties.

The Drawing up of a Programme of Action.

4. The most importand organisatory tasks: The winning
over of the workers of the German Social Democratic Party, the
fight "against the coalition policy, and the utilisation of the an-
tagonism between the workers and the leaders in the German
Social Democratic Party, and of the antagonism among the
groups of reformist leaders.

Concentration upon trade union work.

5. The proper carrying out of these tactics demands a
definite and decided combatting of the Right and ultra-Left
deviations in the Party. The greater danger for the whole of
this period is formed by the Right opportunist deviations: but
these Right deviations can only be overcome if the fight against
them is accompanied by a determined: fight against the ultra-
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Left deviations, as these can in many cases actually support
the Right tendencies. The Right currents in the C. P. of Germany
transform adaptability of tactics into lack of principle, they
distort the United Front tactics from a method of enligthening
and mobilising of the masses into a bloc with the German Social
Democratic Party, they misrepresent the necessity of winning
over the workers in the German S.P. to such an extent that
the German S.P. is spoken of as the “other proletarian brother
party”, and finally they convert the slogan of the workers’ and
reasants’ government into a parliamentary combination with the
‘German S. P. The consequence of this viewpoint cannot but be
a revision of Leninism, and in actual practice a liquidatory
tendency. The roots of the obstinacy of the Right standpoint are
as follows:

‘a) The objectively difficult situation, the retarded pace
of the revolution, the relative stabilisation of capitalism.

b) The exploitation of the present situation by all the Right
elements in' the Comintern, threatening to end in the open
revisionism, expressed in actual practice at the present moment
in the call for a revision of the V. World Congress (speech
held by comrade Clara Zetkin at the Plenum of the Enlarged
Executive in March 1926; platiorm of the French Right under
the Leadership of Loriot; the Norwegian Right, etc.) Unless
a permanent and energetic fight is carried on against the Right
danger, which remains the greater danger during a period of
relative stabilisation of capitalism, . the.correct carrying out of
the tactics of the Communist International is. impossible; unless
such a permanent and persistent fight is carried on, the revo-
lutionary character of cur Parties is endangered during the
present period. ]

6. The ultra-Left deviations in the German C. P. have their
root in a lack of faith in the possibility of solving the task
of fcrming a Bolshevist mass Party without sinking into the
bog. The ultra-Left of the German C. P. fancy that they are
iighting opportunism by rejecting tactics which are right enough
in themselves, just because these tactics can. be distorted and
misrepresented by the Right. The difficulties of the present
position have partially strenghtened the ultra-Left tendencies,
and have made the game easy for such open liquidators as
Katz. At the present moment the energetic and determined
combatting of the Katz group is the first premise for the
continuation of work. There can be no doubt that those workers

who have been taken away from the Party by Katz are lost

fcr a long time to the proletarian movement. But it is only
possible to win over the uitra-Left workers for the correct line
of pelicy when they are seeing an earnest struggle on the par
of the Central Committee against those fractionally organised
Right who have not altered their views in any auestion, who
only admit isolated errors in the question of October 1923,
and who do not regard the Open Letter to the Party as a
correcticn of the mistakes of 1924/25, but rather as a return
to the rolicy of 1922/23. ;

7. The present Central Committee of ‘the German C. P.,
calied into existence by the Open Letter from the Executive,
has not carried out this Open Letter up to now. The Open
Letier, instead of being made the subject of a real discussion
on the errors of 1023/25, has been made the starting point of a
purely personal agition. Inner Party conditions have worsened
steadily sinca the Open Letter. In spite of an exceedingly fa-
vcurable objective situation; .which. has, enabled -the Party to
gain great external success in - the referendum campaign. and
in spite of the suppnort lent it by the C.1. and by the Party,
the Central Committee has not yet proved capable of really
normalising Party life and solving the inner Party crisis. The
case of Katz has assumed relatively large proportions because
the Central Committee, instead of honestly admitting the errors
ol the whole Left before ‘the: Party, and' instead’ of taking
upon itseif he corresponsibility of these errors, has misrepre-
sented the questions and deviated the whole discussion into a
series of personal cases. (Scholem, . Weber, Maslov, Ruth
Fischer, etc.). This method has led to a complete atomisation
of the Left, to ideological confusion and disintegration;. has
driven one section of the workers. into the Katz group, against
which the struggle must be taken up most, energetically; has
made :another section entirely sick of the Party; and is calling
up once more the immediate danger of a repetition of that
policy which led to the breakdown of October 1923. .

8. The Open Letter issued by the E.C.C.L in September
1025 - was . perfectly right, Its purport was a. warning.. to, the

Leit to purify themselves of the ultra Left diseases of the past
whilst holding fast what was good in the past, and to be-
come the real inner core of the Party. The questions touched
by the Open Letter, and still unsolved in the Party today,
are as follows: -

a) United Front tactics can only be actually carried out
when Left phraseology has been overcome, and the past of
the Left subjected to ruthless self criticism.

b) The Leit has striven towards Bolshevism, but has not
yet formed a Bolshevist group; up to now there has not yet
been a really Bolshevist group in the German C.P.

c) The Left have been in the right: in figthing against the
opportunists and revisionists (Ernst Meyer, Brandler, Leipsig
Party Confernce). '

d) The struggle for the role to be played by the Party.
The fight against the revision of the Leninist theory of the
state by Brandler the fight against the defeat in October, and
against its causes and consequences. In all questions of prin-
ciple the Left has been in the right as opposed to the Right
in the German C.P.

e) The Left have been in the wrong in general: in giving
way to the anti-Bolshevist and anti-Comintern tendencies,
especially as expressed in the great vacillation shown in the
question of the United Front tactics, and more especially still
in the trade union question at the Frankfort Party Conference;
in their failure to cut themselves off from the KAPist ten-
dencies in time, an omission placing the leadership of the
Party on an unsound basis; in their failure to lay the antago-
nisms before the whole membership of the Party (Frankiort
Party Conference, V. World Congress, trade union question,
January National Council). These errors, and the fact that the
necessary turn was made too late, in the National Council in
May. plunged the Left into two further mistakes: -

a) The correction of the Hindenburg. error incurred Right
slips and errors with respect to the application of the United
Front tactics among the Catholic workers.

b) The attempt, to maintain unweakened the struggle
against the. Right, caused the struggle against the ultra-Left
to be carried on by means of damaging administrative methods,
so that a number of Left workers were repulsed by the leaders.
- 9. The causes of the present Party crisis consist, it need
not be said, in the continued existence of the. difficulties of
the objective situation, and in the fact of the rapid aggravation
of class antagonisms in Germany, accompanied by continued
relative stabilisation. The causes of the crisis are equally
founded in the inner conditions obtaining in the Party, which
has’ retained its old insecurity in dealing with both Right and
ultra-Left deviations. The crisis is, however, being aggravated
by the line taken by the Central Committee, which, instead of
carrying out the Open Letter, has completed the process of
atemising the Left, thus inevitably delivering over the leader-
ship into the hands of the Right. This fact is not changed in
the least by the game with comrade Rosemberg, wlio has been
shipwrecked with his KAPist group, and concludes 'that he
must run over. to'the German S.P. as fast as possible. In-
stead of separating' the ultra-Left workers from the “ultra-
Left” leadets, the alleged original object, the ultra-Left leaders
have, on the contrary, been won ‘back again, and the ultra-
Left workers again’ repulsed. There can be no doubt that such
a course is extremely likély fo increase the distrust of the
members to the leaders, and fo weaken the prestige of the
Party among the non-Party masses. )

10. A return to inner soundness in the Party is only pos-
sible if the internal Party atmosphere is cleared of alleged
personal “cases”, if the consequences of the last discussion are
removed, and all political questions definitely cleared up. This
is the’ prerequisite for the creation of a really Marxist-Leninist
centre, for the 'disappearance of all fractions and groups, and
for the development of a body of leaders backed up by the
real confidence of the members, and capable of steering a
course towards the winning over of the social democratic
workers, a course towards ‘work in the trade unions; without
following in the wake of Brandlerism, and without endangering
the revolutionary character of the. Party. .. o

The necessary clarity can: however only be attained by
means of a free and open discussion, participated in by all the
mentbers of the Party both in speech-and writing, all organi-
satory measures being set aside.. This. discussion must conclude
with ‘a :Concentration.. Party Conference, which then forms a’
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hody of leaders enjoying the confidence of the majority, firmly
established in “itsell, and possessing the will to convert the
Party gradually into a Bolshevist Party, to combat ideolngically
all Right and ultra-Left deviations, and at the same time to
bring into Party work every member willing to work, healing
in the course of practical work curing them of their €rTOFS.

. 10.. Two prospects open out before the Party and its present
leaders.” Either the above path is chosen; and a clear policy,
a purification of the inner Parfy atmosphere, and a real solu-
tion of the problems opened up by the Open Letter, will
enable the new leadership to gain the confidence of the Party,

and will make -it possible for the Centre to amalgamate with

the Left to form -a firm -Bolshevist core, involving the gradual
disappearance of the Right and ultra-Left groups, during which
process our main forces- are to be concentirated on winning
over the ultra-Left workers; or the present leaders continue
their application of mechanical organisatory methods, inevitably
leading in the Party to a fight against all Left elements, and
o a state of dependence on the Right, its ideology, its frac-
tion, and its policy. < ’

‘In this second case the crisis in the Party is bound in
continue; the Left workers will be forced to offer the most
energetic resistance o such a policy, and to take up the struggle
agaiust the Right and the groups supporting ; them.

Signed: Urbahns, P. Maslovsky (Berlin), Gramkov (Hamburg
" +7  Youth), Ruth Fischer.

* g ¥

Permit me to ‘add a few words to this declaration with

reference to the resolution submitted here by the German Com-

mission.

. Comrade Bucharin stated in the German Commission that
those who_ are in dgreement with the analysis of the situation,
and with the tactics in general, must declare themselves in
favour of the leadership of the Party, and cannot have any
doubts. ~ c

Now the decisions of the IIl. and IV. Congresses, and of
the intermediate and subsequent sessiofis of the Enlarged Exe-
cutive, are correct with respect to the United Front and the
slogan of the workers’ and peasants’ government, but despite
all correct analyses of correct tactics the United Front tactics,
and even more the policy of the workers’ and peasants’ govern-
ment, have been wrongly carried out. ‘

Correct decisions therefore, do not necessarily imply” a
correct policy on the part of the Party. Not the political line
alone, but the inner Party course in combination with this, is
the real test of whether the Party is carrying out efficiently
the tasks set it. If the Party continues its present inner Party
course, this is bound to lead to fresh crises’in the Party.

Signs of the Right danger are plainly visible in the inner
Party course, and this is the more dangerous in that these
same dangers are making themselves apparent in other brother
Parties of the International. It is thus an -urgent necessity to
ward off by every available means anything which could con-
tribute towards strengthening the Right in ‘the German Party,
and in this: must. be reckoned at the present time the inner
Party course, which shows itself anxious for the atomisation
and annihilation of,all the Left, whilst at the same time building
golden bridges .for .the Right.

Even though the Right danger may have apparently vani-

shed from the surface, it is still there, and the secret of its
power .lies in the objectively difficult situation in Germany.
And here it is necessary to recognise the fact that comrades
Meyer, Frolich, etc.,. are not content with co-operating . in the
Central Committee,wholesale, without even admitting the Right
errors . committed by them in the past. We shall exert our
wimost, efforts to prevent a course to the Right being taken in
the Germany Party again,

Allow me to add a comment on comrade Stalin’s speech
in' the German commission. He said:
i “I can’ believe every word said by comrade Bordiga;
_ comrade Scholem, wHo does not ‘always speak the truth,
! I' can' beliéve sometimes; comrade Ruth Fischer I can never
. believe” ‘ ' '
. Comrade Lenin certainly sharply condeinned many of his

opponents, biit 1" have never known him to ‘pronounce such a

judgment on an opponent, or to employ such a method. In
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my opinion such action against poliitical opponents is un-
allowable. ) )

..In conclusion a word on the political questinns. We have
been told that we do not come forward with any definite
political line. To this I may reply: Up to now I have not
found the - political line followed by the Central in any of the
resolutions, or in any of the speeches delivered in the Plenum or
in the German Commission. It is thus difficult to take up
any attitude to these questions. The resolution does not state
any standpoint with respect to the important questions facing
the German Party. I need only mention the question of our
relations to the GermanS.P.;. in connection with this the
question of the Saxon government, and in connection with this
again the government question all over the country. When the
German Party is confronted with, these questions in a practical
form, I am afraid that further political differences will arise,
causing the Central Committee to deviate from the Bolshevist
line of the Communist International. These question will soon
confront the German Party. : :

I should like to declare in conclusion: ‘Whatever the deci-
sions of the Enlarged Executive, we shall preserve discipline.
We shall take our place ‘in the fighting front of the Communist
International, and of the Party, and, as soldiers of the Com-
mutﬁist International, we shall carry out the decisions arrived
at here.

Comrade Engel (Berlin):

made the following declaration: »

I feject the resolution of the German Commission, but
agree with the theses and report of comrade Zinoviev, which
the German resolution contradicts. )

I declare myself in agreement’ with the fundamental line of
the declration made by comrade Urbahns and the comrades
supperting him. I differ however from this declaration on the
following points: '

1. I continue to regard my rejection of the Open Letter
to be correct, for this Letter means delivering ‘over the Party
into the hands of the Right group, and that the Enlarged
Executive proclaims a one sided-fight against the Left in the
Party. Besides this the Open Letter designates the Left as anti-
Bolshevist, anti-Communist, and anti-Comintern.

2. With reference to the Katz case I declare that the
Central of the German Party is mainly to blame for it, as it
treated the members of the Party inclining to the Left quite
wrongly. The workers excluded “from the ‘Party with Katz
must be won back again at once. The Party cannot afford to
repulse revolutionary workers. -

3. In the ultra-Left question 1 declare that there are un-
doubtedly KAPist tendencies in the Party, but that the ulira-
Leit are sincere ccmmunists and revolutionaries, anxious to save
the Party from a repetition of October 1923, and determined
not to allow themselves to be pushed out of the Party and
out of the International. ‘

4. 1 emphatically condemn the substitution of personal
cases in place of a-political fight against the whole ultra-Left,
for such disciplinary measures simply serve to poison Party life.
I consider that to take measures against persons is " emntirely
wrong and fends to bring the Party to the verge of ruin.

Comrade Maslovsky (Berlin):

Before stating my standpoint with respect to the German
resolution, 1" should 'like to make the following declaration om
behall of Comrades Urbahns and Ruth Fischer, and on my
own'behalf: ~ .

On the Declaration: of the German Delegation regarding
Comrade Zetkin’s speech..

1. Comrade Clara Zetkin’s speeches, both in the Plenum
of the Enlarged Executive and in the German Commission,
.were an open' advance’ against the V. World Congress and
its ‘decisions. Comrade Clara Zetkin, 'in the political part
of “her ' arguments, adopted the standpoint of Comrades
Brandler, Thalheimer, 'and Walcher with respect to the
events of October 1928, and ‘openly ‘demanded that thé
leadership ' of the ‘Party “should pass imto the hands of
the Rigﬂg ' N o
. 2. At the ‘same tiime Comrade Clara Zetkin attempied
to discredit’ the whole ‘of the Left in the German C.P.,
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both morally and politically, by means of a cannonade of
abuse. - Behind these personal attacks against the “Ruth
Fischer-Maslov” group, which: has nothing more in com-
mon with the standpoint of the: Open. Letter, we see the
political - hate " against that Left which has systematically
and unceasingly opposed comrade Clara Zetkin and her
adherents “of the Levi-Zetkin' crisis. For. the - purpose, of
furthering the disintegration and atomisation of the Left,
and for the purpose of confusing the workers, and thus
throwing open the door for the Right leadership in the
Party, comrade Clara Zetkin has employed fighting methods
such as have never yet been known at any conference. of
a communi$t organisation.

3. If thé German delegation rejects the political con-
clusions drawn by comrade ‘Clara Zetkin, strictly speaking
it is politically compelled to condemn the method employed
against thé Ruth Fischer-Maslov group. But it rejects the
conclusion and approves of the premises, thus adopting an
attitude so irresolute and ambiguous that it indirectly fur-
thers the political intentions of Comrade Clara Zetkin.

Comrades, if we compare the declartion made by the Ger-
man delegation- regarding Comrade Clara Zetkin’s speeches to

the tone of the present resolution on the German.question, then.

we need not be surprised that the resolution opens its arms
so affectionately to the Right group. How shallow is the at-
titude, how slight the demarcation, towards the Right! The
idea seems to be not fo see them at all. But on the other
hand the attacks on the Left are redoubled. The distrust felt
among - our sincere but confused workers towards the Party
will be rather. increased than lessened by this method.

I have nothing to add to comrade Urbahns’ words. I share
Comrade Urbahns’ views, and declare that I shall continue to
work on the basis of the ‘decisions come to here, and shall
take up my work on my return as I left it to come to Moscow.

‘Comrade Ernst Meyer (Germany):
Comirades! Firstly 1 should like, on behalf of myseli and
my political friends, fo state oiir -agreement - with ‘the present
German resolution. . | ) ) R
Many comrades laughed during the declarations made by
Comrades Scholem and Urbahns. But although 'mary sentences
really were ridicilous, I for my part felt more ashamed  than
amused that ‘there are comrades in the German Party who
can speak thus at the present moment, and show so plainly
that they have learnt nothing from the past, above all nothing
from .the recent past of the Party. Although these comrades
“admit that their policy has completely collapsed, still they come
forward here and want to impart instruction to other com-
rades, and to show us more efficient ways of solving the crisis
in the German Party than the German resolution and the Com-
intern can propose. " : wo
All that it is necessary to'add to these declarations is this:
The German workers, the majority "of the German Party
members, are very much more experienced and: better informed,
and possess infinitely more political’ maturity and insight, than
those comrades who have here defended the standpoint of the
Left opposition. The comrade who spoke last stated that dis-
credit had been thrown upon this Leit opposition; to this we
can only reply that nobody could discredit the Left opposition
more than the four previous speakers have already done.
Now to comrade Bucharin’s statements. He first points out
a shade of difference which he considers exists between me
and the majority of the comrades in the German Commission.
In order that there shall be no mistake, I should like to 'make
the following statement: 1 am in agreement with the diagnosis
of the present crisis. All that I did was to lay emphasis on
the fact of the relative stabilisation, which comrade Bucharin
also mentioned as being contained in the other theses. The
wish which I here expressed does not afford the slightest
.reason .for drawing the conclusion of political differences.

Mention has further beén made-of the ‘appeal made to ‘the
comrades of the oppositional Right to take ‘firther steps to-
wards ‘a rapprochement to the C.C. We replied to this in the
Commission by stating that, so far no one: has told 'us ‘what
steps are to be taken."The errors$ of the past — this has been
confirmed by comrade Zinoviev -— ‘have been dealt with in
the many publications of the so-called Right comrades. We

should .perhaps confess our errors of the present? But here
too we must ask: what.errors? In the insufficient fight against
the Right? 1 do not know who has fought more energeticafly
against the Right, we who in the Schonlank case voted for
expulsion, or comrade Scholem, who abstained from vofing, or
comrade Schwan, who even voted against it. = o

Comrade Scholem and his friends have come forward hére
and demanded that the fight against comrade Branmdler inust
be carried on more energetically than ever. To this I ‘should
like "to ask: Are comrades Scholem and Urbahns ‘capable of
leading -a successful struggle against errors committed, or a
successful struggle -against the errors of the future? How can
comrades holding the views here expounded hope to carry
on a successful struggle against opportunist and Right. ‘dan-
gers? They are incapable of it. They would like fo see old
conditions restored, they would like to have the old Left frac-
tion back again, aecompanied if possible by a repetition of
the past errors pertaining to that Left fraction. And they -are
angry and disappointed because we state quietly and without
exaggeration that here is not going to be any such repetition,
that the members of the Party have meanwhile learned sormie-
thing, and have no thought of obliging them by creating for
them a new platiorm upon which to light against the Right.
We have declined to combat persons. What we have to combat
is false political views, and we have to overcome -every iresh
danger ‘as it appears; but we are not to be drawn into a
false line of action by unsubstantiated cries of “Wolf!’.

The comrades demand of us that we take a few further
steps towards the C.C. We are ready to do this in the form
that we request the C.C. to make more use of us and our
friends for practical work — not so much in Berlin, as we
set less value on work within the C.C. — as in the pro-
vinces. The best steps towards the C.C. and the Communist
International will: be made when the possibility is. given: bf
fighting by practical work against the Right dangers™as they
arise. And here we shall be pleased to leave to the comrades
who have formed. the ultra-Left the task of carrying on the
fight against those former - friends of theirs who are still
ultra-Leit. _ ;

This co-operation,” which has been an actual fact jor the
past six months; must, in our opinion, be further encouraged.
As we have already stated, we are in favour of unconditional
support being lent to the C.C. on the lines proposed: and
decided on by the Comintern. If we are desirous of closer
co-operation, this desire is in the interests of the Party. We
are anxious that the present objectively advantageous. sitiiation

should ‘be utilised to the . utmost for the benefit of the Party,

and for the achievement of as much political success as possible.
For this reason we vote for the resolution, although ‘we are
not in agreement with some of the formulations relating to us.

(omrade Hansen (Norway):

_ Comrades! I wish to state that in the following declaration
I do not speak against the resolution in the name of the
Norwegian delegation, but for the purpose of making my per-
sonal standpoint clear. i ‘ ;

The Czech resolution of the Enlarged Executive contains
the following passage:
“The Right are endeavouring here, as in a number
of other countries, to exploit the Open Letter to the German
C.P. for fractional purposes.” : :
Precisely at this tinmie we have openly liquidatory- tenden-
cies. in.our Section in Norway, and this is objectively supported
by the leading Right. The leading Right and our central organ
not only fail to.-oppose the liquidators, but play fractionally
with the German question; in order to strengthen these Right
tendencies among 'us..In ‘my opinion this will be the  effect
of this decision in the German question, not only in the
Scandinavian countries, but in the various Sections of the Com-
munist Internatiomats * . .7 BEST R

.1 am opposed to- the .resolution, .not on.account of all that
is: said : against Ruth, Fischer, but on account of what is not
said in the resolution against the Right dangers- in Germany,
It is extremely characteristic that the great sensation of: this
Session of the :Enlarged Executive is the German question..

- The -whole proceedings have shown me that the - boiie, of

. contention 'here. is -the specific. importance -of the Right and

Left deviations, and thaf there is a deliberate, endeavour, ‘to
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“characferise this specific importance in such 'a manner that at
the present juncture sharper international measures must be
faken against the Left than against the Right. I am in perfect
agreement with the estimate of the situation in the Comintern,
and with the estimate of the dangers confronting us, as stated
in comrade Neurath’s speech, and am fully convinced that the
developments . of. the immediate future will confirm the right-
ness. of these views. o
. The proceedings of the Enlarged Executive have demon-
strated to me through the methods adopted in dealing with the
French and other questions as compared with the- treatment
of the German question, that there are a fair number of com-
rades who regard the Right and liquidatory phenomena ap-
pearing of late as a kind of bad luck, an interruption hindering
the concentration of their fire on the Left. If the total result
‘of this session is in any way advantageous, then this is sub-
stantially due to certain recent events which perhaps occurred
‘somewhat “unexpectedly”. o ‘
. I shall express my standpoint in the following brief
declaration: ‘ ) ' '
v “As 1 am of the opinion that the resolution on the
‘German question takes a wrong line, in that it does not
sufficiently realise the extent of the Right dangers in the
coming period, and is thus calculated to encourage the
political effect of the Right tendencies in the various See-
tions of the Comintern, 1. vote against the present resolution.
I reserve the right of stating my standpoint more pre-
cisely in a detailed declaration, of which a protocol may
be taken.
Moscow, 14; 3. 1926.
: Arvid Hansen.”

Comrade Blenkle (Young Communist League of
' (Germany): |

Comrades, The declaration of Comrades Urbahns, Ruth
Fischer, etc., was signed at the same time by a member of the
.Young Communist League. I have however been commissioned
by the delegation of the German Young Communist League to
make the following declaration on the standpoint of the Young
Communist League with regard to the political questions in {he
German Party:

: “1, The K, ]J.V.D. (German Young Communist League)
was the first and only delegation to represent the standpoint
of the Comintern at the Berlin Party Conference.

2. The K. J.V.D. is united in supporting the line taken
by the Comintern and the Party leaders. .

3. The opposition existing in the Young Commusist
League some months ago has been liquidated. At the League
Congress. held .in Halle (Oct.. 1925). five sixths of the dele-
gates voted for the line of the Central Committee. Since this
Congress the leaders of the districts then in opposition (Ham-
burg, Erzgebirge, Vogtland) have acknowledged in resolu-
tions that the standpoint taken by them at the above Con-
gress 'was wrong.

There is no opposition worthy of mention in the
K. J.V.D.

4. Comrade Gramkov, who has signed the declaration
with comrades Urbahns and Ruth Fischer was not commis-
sioned to do so by the Hamburg or any other or-
ganisation of our League, but thereby solely represented his
own personal standpoint.

Comrade Gramkov. is not the representative of the Ham-
burg organisation, but has been invited by the Executive of
the Young Communist Iniernational, as advisory member of
our delegation, in his capacity of member of the opposition
at the last Congress of the League.”

Comrade Rosenberg (Germany):

The presentation of the past of the German Party, as given
in the present resolution, differs in many and not unimportant
points from the views which comrade Konrad and I have re-
presented here, and still continue to represent. We are, however,
both of us convinced that the political line taken by this reso-
Iution is the correct ome, both with regard to the fasks facing
the Party with reférence to the bourgeoisie, and with regard to
the inner Party course.

As I am entitled to vote, 1 shall therefore vote for the reso-
lution, and comrade Konrad is here in agreement with me.

The chief objection to the platform of comrade Urbahn’s is
that, if a few .points referring fo the present are deleted, then *he
whole might in all essentials have taken its origin in 1922. But
what was right at that time is no longer right today, aiter the

-varied experiences undergone by the ‘German workers since then.

Nobody will deny the historical deeds of the German Left, and
their achievements in the years between 1921 and 1924. This Left
fraction came to a miserable end in 1925, chiefly owing to the
People’s Bloc theory proposed by comrades Ruth Fischer and
Maslov. It is a corpse, and cannot be galvanised into life again.
As matters now stand in Germany, the masses of the Ger-
man working people, both the workers employed in the shops
and factories, and the part-timers and unemployed, want a posi-
tive policy; the experences of the last few years have taught
them that only the broad application of the United Front tactics
can hope to form a real counterweight to the iron front presen-
ted by the German employers. The overwhelming majority of the
Germian working class will support this real and positive policy,
and will mot permit themselves to be deterred by any fractional
spectres. If anyorie attemipts to rake out his old suits of armour
from the fractional lumber-room again, he will find himself very
speedily crushed by that same armour. i ’
The resolution here submitted is, in my opinion, well adapted
to aid the German working class in its’ extraordinarily severe
struggle. The serious ‘responsibility borne by the Party func-
tionaries towards the members of the Party, and further to the whole
German proletariat, renders it necessary for us to collect all our
forces to lead this struggle successfully; and to render the Party
a united whole. I-am therefore fully convinced that the overwhel-
ming majority of the German Party members will declare them-
celves fin favour of this positive work, and — quite apart irom

‘Katz — will determinedly and energetically thrust aside all this

game of fractions. .
I am firmly convinced that the overwhelming majority of the
German Party members will support the Party with the utmost

determination, and- will sweep aside all petty fractional intrigues.

Comrade Ruth Fischer (Germany):

The structure of the German resolution dis such that it pre-
serves silence on the political tasks, avoids the actual problems
in Germany by means of general phrases om winning over the
masses, which nobody denies, and then concentrates its whole
force on the inner Party question, and this in a form which will
and must render the crisis in the German Party more acute than
it is already. : _

There is no contention, in the German Party as to the fact
that the ‘present situation is favourable for us, much more favou-
rable than at the time of the first period of the Dawes plan, and
that we have today the opportunity of winning over broad masses
for wus. It is absolutely impossible to discuss this question, to
seek for differences and antagonisms. The only diiferences
existing here are perhaps the “shade” of opinion evidenced by
comrade Meyer, who has touched upon the question of stabili-
sation in a manner which, however cautious, still lets everyone
know that his analysis differs from that of the resolution. Nor is
there any comtention as to the necessity of concentrating our
forces to win over the social democratic workers.

But silence is preserved on the important problems involved
in the question of the United Front tactics. These are the concrete
questions of the application of these tactics in Prussia, in Saxomy,
in the municipality of Berlin, in trade union work, and with
regard to the collective effect of this policy as a whole, and in
connection with the question of the plebiscite on the expropria-
tion of the princes. These are problems of the attitude which we
are to adopt towards unemployment, part time work, closing
down of factories etc.

What is new in the situation is the necessity of carrying out
fhese tactics in such a way that the Party finds the right line to
follow after the acute ultra-Left and Right fevers of the past. But
the resolution adopts a vague general standpoint, with the object
of “concentrating fire on the Left”.

The ‘German resolution is not calculated to solve the inner
Party crisis. This resolution no longer represents the stand-
point of the Open Letter, in which the Left was the centre
around which the whole party should gather, but stands in
contradiction to the Open Letter. The inner Party crisis wiilf



No. 31

International Press Correspondence

AT3

be aggravated by this resolution, and further aggravated by
comrade Meyer’s declaration. That comrade Meyer simply sets
aside a trifle like October 1923 shows how complete the ideo-
logical collapse of the Central is. We took part in the German
Commission, and heard comrade Meyer’s declaration that it is
petty and narrow-minded to discuss October 1923, and that we
should do better to discuss the present position. He declared
this with the agreement of the Central, and this means that the
Central has no ddeological basis. '

These decisive questions are mnot dealt with in the reso-
lution, but are replaced by a an excess artillery fire against the
Left and the ultra-Left, without any other means being proposed
against these ultra-Leit beyond the “blood purification” of ultra-
Left workers as suggested by comrade Thilmann.

We are of the opinion, and once more emphasise this here,
that if the social democratic working masses are to be won over
for our party, the first prerequisite towards this is to win over
the workers tending to the wltra-Left, and to ‘enlighten them on
the necessity of ridding themselves of the K. A. Pist -deviations
of the last few years. But we are not-in tavour of a “blood puri-
fiication cure”, which, though it would lose us only a few hun-
dred workers — perhaps more — would lose us just those
workers who are decisive for the character of our party.

Comrades, Opportunity has been taken here to reproach us
with unfaithfulness to the Comintern and the like, and in reply
to this I state clearly: I signed the Open Letter with the defi-
nite intention and conviction that it would be possible to. correct
the errors of the ultra Left deviations with the aid of an actual
intervention on the part of the C.I., without shaking the basis
of the Party. The German Central Committee has not carried
out this Open Letter on the lines laid down by the C.I: it has
carried it out as an instrument, or semi-instrument, of the Right
in the Party, who seized upon the Open Letter .immediately.
I am quite calm in this question. The future will show who is a
faithful soldier of the C.I. and who is not.

Comrade Remmele (Germany):

Comrades, Although comrade Ruth Fischer has already deve-
loped her so-called programme .by means of three lengthy
written declarations, I did not think that it would be necessary
for me again to touch upon the matter with which the German
Commission has already busied itself for days. Comrade Ruth
Fischer asserts that the Central Committee has “no - ground
under its feet”, and is neither able nor willing to fight against
the Right dangers. . :

_When all the faults and deficiencies of the new Central Com-
mittee are pointed out to us as they are by comrade Ruth Fischer
in all her speeches and writings, it becomes a matter of asto-
nishment that this C. C. has none the less shown itself capable
of warding off Right dangers. If we were concerned with a
Party with less revolutionary experiences, it might come within
the danger zone of the Right peril. But the rich store of experience
gathered by the communists of Germany has done much to pro-
tect them from such Right dangers. Comrade Ruth Fischer sings
her own praises again and again, and is convinced that as soon
as she is away from Germany, and as soon as she does not lead
the Gepman C.C., then all these dangers will arise.

We do not want to gloss over matters, but to discuss them
openly as they are. Comrade Ruth Fischer had the opportunity
of working in the German Party, even after the publication of
the Open Letter. But it has been established beyond contention,
both in the Commission and in the Plenum, that comrade Ruth
Fischer, after having signed the Open Letter, did her utmost in
Cverxgwny to organise ia rebellion against the C. C. and against
the C:L = .~

Comrade Ruth Fischer had further the opportunity of con-
tinuing to cooperate in the C. C. She abstained from all practi-
cal work, and when practical proposals were bronght forward
in the C.C., either she did not vote at all or voted against them,
solely with the idea of securing for herself a platform without
a political basis.

Comrade Ruth Fischer has here stated that the policy pur-
sued at the present time by the C.C. and the Party is correct.
She has no objection to raise against it. And yet she complains
about the impossible state in which this policy is bound to land
the Party. The Enlarged Executive is not a forum before which
such contradictory statements should be brought.

It was not however comrade Ruth Fischer’s speech which
induced me to speak here, but the speech of another comrade,

who, in my opinion, indicates a danger for the whole C.L, a
danger closely connected. with the German question and with
the problem of the Ruth Fischer: group. Comrade Hansen feels
himself called upon, precisely like comrade Ruth Fischer, to utter
a warning in order to save the C.I from the Right bog into
which it is sinking. , ‘

1 am of the opinion that in the Ruth Fischer group we are
not dealing with a matter pertaining to Germany only, but that
distinot indications of an. international character are observable.
I have therefore thought it mecessary to add these few words,
although the German question has already been discussed for
days in the Commission. '

That the Right and ultra-Left deviations from the line of Bol-
shevism are of an_international character, and make their ap-
pearance in every Party, is shown in every Session of the En-
larged Executive, and in all the proceedings of the Presidium of
the C.1. This is not the danger. The danger lies in the attempt
to conmect all these groups together in a common effort to op-
pose in all countries a definitely different line to the Bolshevist
line. } ,
Comrade Hansen has attempted to combine the question agi-
tating the German Party with those of the Norwegian Party.
I must ask however: What right has comrade Hansen to take up
arms against the Right danger? ‘

I should like to mention one fact. Comrade Hansen -addres-
sed an Open Lettér to the Norwegian labour party, Transmael’s
party, offering to withdraw the communist candidates {o the town
council, provided a certain number of conditions named by com-
rade Hansen were granted. I ask the conference if comrade. Han-
fixe'n is the proper man to conduct the struggle against the Right

anger. i

I repeat that the Communist International is here faced by
a problem which it will have to take very seriously. I should
like to make it quite clear ‘to- comrade Hansen:where this road

leads, for we have had experience -enough of it.in Germany. The

comrades are aware that the Open Letter refers to the attempt
made by the Ruth Fischer-Maslov group in Germany to oppose
Communism with a “West ‘Eyropean” communism, the com-
mercial traveller for the article being Katz, who went from one
country to another endeavouring to push West European Bolshe-
vism. The whole International knows where Katz ended.

I should like to mention once more what occurred before the
Commission. Katz, with his West European Bolshevism, .had
played traitor to the Party in the Fischer-Maslov group long be-
fore he was excluded from the Party. In Germany we have an
anti-Bolshevist organ, “Die Aktion”, published by Plempfert, and
in this Katz published the vilest slanders against the Communist
Party and against the International. L

This is the path at which those arrive who dream of oppo-
sing a “West European” line of Bolshevism to the Bolshevist line
of the Comintern. -

Comrade Ferguson (Great Britain):

Comrades, I listened to the speech of Comradé Fischer and
Comrade Urbahns, and frankly, to me it is not a question any
longer of double book-keeping, or any other term; it is a
question that here you have the proper germ of a new factional
struggle in Germany which is going to disrupt and sabotage
mass work, a germ which is setting out deliberately to disrupt
the German Party and the success it has achieved.

Comrade Fischer gets up here and states that the Central
Committee is politically bankrupt; then she goes on to say
that this resolution which is being placed before the Plenum
is in contradiction to the Open Letter and that it won’t settle
the problems that exist in Germany. I think we are entitled
to ask Comrade Fischer if she means that she is going to inter-
pret this resolution as a Right Wing resolution, and on the
strength of that interpretation, either herself, ‘or by the agency
of her group, go back to Germany and cofrifrerice a new factional
fight to break the unity of the German Party. :

Just as the speeches of Comrades Fischer and Urbahns  have
been ftotally devoid of any question of political analysis and
political wisdom in the past, so her present speech is. of the
same kind. Not a solitary word about the problems, the line,
or the political tasks that confront the Central Commiittee of the
German Party. I think we are getting sick and tired of dragging
out that old skeleton in the cupboard — what Brandler did
in 1923. 1t is like King Charles’ head, dragged out on every
occasion, in order to cover up what Ruth Fischer didn’t do in
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1924 ‘and 1925. And I simply want to put it to this Plenum
"that this harping on ‘1923 is merely a bogey man. We have
got to discuss politics, and judging by results, as all Communists
do, we find that Comrade Ruth Fischer and Comrade .Urbahns
“and the ultra-Left comrades in Germany, are the most politically
backward infants that the mind of anyone can conceive.

They 'have done nothing for international trade umion.unity.
We had the right to expect the support of the German com-
‘rades. Tf we had had the German Party solidly behind us in
fighting along with the Russian Trade Unions and the British,
we ‘should have managed to drive such a wedge into the
Amsterdam leading caucus that we could have split the reactio-
‘nary bureaucracy from top to bottom.

I think the Plenum has got to take into consideration the
statements that have been made, not only in the open question
to these comrades, as to whether or not, if this resolution were
carried, they were prepared to work for it and loyally support
the Central Committee. ]

Comrade Scholem gets up and' repeats a series of evasive
sentences which mean nothing — Comrade Ruth Fischer says
nothing — and Comrade Urbahns, who usually blurts out what
the other people are thinking — gets up and says “I am going
back to get the whole question raised once more”. I think
it is. high time that we stop this kid glove policy of dealing
with these people. ' '

1 'submit that the resolution which is being placed before
the Plenum is of a character that we ought to suport whole-
heartedly, and. that we ought to take definite drastic steps with
those comrades who are not prepared to line themselves up
bheh.i?d11 the 'resolution and loyally work and carry it out to
the full. :

“Comrade Langseth (Norway):

I should like to say a few words on behali of the Nor-
wegian delegation with reference to the declaration made here
by comrade Hansen. The attitude taken by comrade Hansen here
somewlhiat -resembles that of a npaughty boy who comes forward
with a kind of bravado and says: I am one of the same company
too, and want to be punished along with the rest. Which punish-
ment has mow been administered by comrade Remmele.

., Comrade Hansen asserts “that the Norwegian Central is
equally incapatle of meeting the Right danger. The latest pro-
tocols and reports ‘will, however, suffice to demonstrate to the
Scandinavian’ Commission that our Central will bé capable of
warding off both the Right and the Left dangers. K

"'The value to be laid upon comrade Hansen’s words may
be better judged by the comrades when they hear that our
Central too Has had its putsch aifair, somewhat similar to the
Katz -affair, and that the Scandinavian Commission has con-
sidered comrade Hansen to have been responsible. T scarcely
think that. comrade Hansen. has the right to play the part of
judge in this miatter. =° .1 e 3% ;

. On behali of the Norwegian delegation I make the {ollowing
declaration:,

Declaration:

... I-am commissoned to declare on behalf of the Norwegian
delegation that the delegation is unanimously in favour of
the resolution moved in the German question, and that com-
rade Hansen’s declarations are only to be booked to his
private account. '

Haavard Langseth.

Comrade Doriot (France):

" This evening we have witnessed a manoeuvre of the inter-
national ulira-Left. Comrade Scholem, in his first utterances, made
a;sharp attack on. comrade Ruth Fischer, and here the majority
of the comrades were in agreement with him. But today he has
directed his fire in another direction; today we find him lining
uwp in ome Iront with comrades Ruth Fischer and ‘Masloy,
reinforced by comrades Hansen and Bordiga, and only Comrade
Domski is missing. Today the ultra-Left agreed very well among
themselves, much better than hitherto. ) .

.. There is absolutely no necessity “to resort to diplomacy:
there eXists here. a distinct attempt to build up an international
ultra-Left. And it is.not the first time. Comrade Ruth Fischer
sent, a delegate orce before, to comrade Susanne Girault in
Frarice, for the purpose cf ‘orgamising an ultra-Left. These

attemipts were frustrated. And when comrade Ruth Fischer today
denies having made such attempts, we have no reason to attach
any importance to her denial.

The attempt at forming an. wltra-Left international is not
accompanied by the presentation of any definite political stand-
point. The sole political standpoint represented is the fight
against the “Right danger”, and against the alleged Right course
in the Comintern. ’ _

There is a great distance between the Right as we have
them in France and the Comintern. A wide chasm separates
Loriot, Souvarine, etc. from the Executive of the Comintern. And
the Comintern is helping us, as this Conference has shown,
to defeat the Right in France, and has greatly extended our
possibilities of struggle against the Right. We are determined
to defeat the Right, but the basis upon which we do this is
that of Leninism, of the V. World Congress. It is impossible to
contend against the Right on the basis of Maslov’s teachings,
on the basis of a “West European Leninism.”

Comrade Ruth Fischer complains that she has been cut off
from all connection with the German masses. But the connection
which she had in Germany was never with the masses, it was
merely a fractional connection. Comrade Ruth Fischer has cut
therself off from the masses by her sectarian policy. She does not
possess the comfidence of the German Working masses. :

The errors of Ruth Fischer’s policy are having results beyond
the boundaries of Germany. For instance, the last municipal
elections in France took iplace at the same time as the Presidential
Flections in Germarty. And the policy pursued by the then
German Committee, the rejection of the United Front, was
disastrous in its effect on the policy of the French Party in these
elections. Mistakes have been committed by the French Party as
well, but the essential error was the action of the German Party
at the Presidential Election.

We declare that all attempls made by comrade Ruth Fischer
to regain a leading position must be decidely repelled by us.
It would be a crime iagainst the protetariat to permit comrade
Ruth Fischer to take a leading position again, When she comes
forward here as the saviour ol the International,” we tell her
plainly: We do not want such saviours. She is not a saviour of
the International, but a worker of the International.

‘The ultra-Left must be as completely destroyed and exter-

‘minated as the Right must be in France. To achieve this demands

a Leninist inner core in the International, contending with equal
energy against the deviations of the ultra-Left and of the Right.

Declaration by Comrade Hansen (Norway):

\With reference to comrade Remmele’s speech I maay point
out that this does not contain one single world against the liqui-
dators and their Right helpers in the Norwegian Party, although
these have ovenly and directly proposed nothing less than the
dissolution of the Party. I must further point out that the de-
cisions referring to the tactics employed at the municipal elec-
tions .in Oslo were accepted against four votes by a members’
meeting in the capital city, and were unanimously confirmed by
the Political Bureau. ) .

I protest energetically against the unheard of comparison
with Katz.

In reply to Comrade -Langseth’ statement I only wish to say
that his -assertion, that the Scandinavian Commission holds me
responsible for a putsch attempt a la Katz, does not correspond
with the truth.

Declaration by Comrade Remmele (Germany):

. Comrade Hansen does not seem to know where he is. This
is.not the place to discuss Norwegian preblems at this moment,
in oonnection with the German question. Comrade Hansen knows
perfectly, well that the Right deviations and liquidatory attempts
in the Norwegian Party were energetically condemmed both by
me and by every other member of the Commission, and if he
nevertheless, has the face to declare here that1 do not fight against
these dangers, then he is doing so against his better knowledge.

. Comrade Hansen further complains that I have conipared him
with Katz. But the fact, is, anyone treading this path rumns the
dbjective danger of landing where ex-comrade Katz has landed.

Close of the 10th Session.
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Twentieth Session, 15th March 1926,

~ Continuation of the Discussion on the German

i

 Question

. Chiairman:i Cofnrade Geschke.

Comrade Ercoli (Italy):

The resolution on the German question has here been utilised
in order to take up a position of fundamental oppesition to
the line of the Enlarged Executive. It is therefore necessary to
reply with the utmost clearness to those comrades who have
taken part in the discussion on the resolution on the Gérman
question. .

There ‘exists absolutely no contradiction between comrade
Zinoviev’s theses and the resolution submitted by the German
commissior. We have therefore observed with the greatest sur-
prise that whilst no opposition has been shown to the estimation
of the Right and Left dangers as stated in comrade Zinoviev’s
theses, an opposition is now being raised at the moment when
these theses are to be practically applied. It is absurd to-ac¢cord
approval to comrade Zinoviev’s theses in general, and then to
adopt another ’political standpoint as -soon as the practical
application comes - in question. )

Comrade Hansen has. pointed. .out that.it is precisely in
Norway, that the Right danger is great, and he represents the
Right danger to us as.an ever present. spectre. But he forgets
that. we cannot simply fight against an abstract Right danger;
and :4hat it is, our task, as already,stafed in the theses and
laid down in the resolutions passed by all the Congresses of
the Comintern, to understand and analyse every deviation. from
the line of the C. 1., in accordance with the objective situation
in the country itself and the conditions obtaining in the Party,
and then to choose the most suitable means for combatting the
deviation.” We must not .lay down.a fixed rule that we are fo
combat ‘the Right danger only, but must rather fight against

every danger threatening the Parties.. The Enlarged Executive

pronoynced, a severe enough judment on the Right in_the’ re-
solution on the French question, and made correct analysis of
the character of the Right which exists” in France., '

Much has, been spoken on the formation of an ultra-Left
fraction, but, this should not be taken so tragically. We must
try to analyse the actual facts. A single ultra-Left comrade,
comrade Bordiga has developed here a standpoint. The discus-
sion has shown that he remains ‘isolated. 'If we follow the
declarations which he 'has made here in the course of ‘the
deliberations, we may observe that the tore of his declarations
has gradualy becomie milder. We must therefore conclude that
an -international Left standpoint does pot exist, it is merely a
question “of  individual opinion, of personal questions,” of
questions concerned with the cpmposition 'bf the C. C. etc., and
not of actual political questions. Thé ul.ra-Eeft' bloc does not
represerit any great danger from the point of view ‘that it can
be politically dangerous to the C. 1., but because it sows doubt

in' the Parties as to the fundamentals of Bolshevism.
P L ' -

present situation and set the tasks for the immediate future. We
cannof. permit thé work now lying before us to be hampered
in any way. We must. develop into: mass Parties; extend our
influence over the: masses, consolidate this influence by organi-
satory methods, and apply the tactics.of the United Front more
systematically than hitherto, so, that we are able at any moment
to exploit any objective situation for -the successful development
of the Parties. We must thus demand that, in the future as in
the past, every. deviation from the line of the C. I. is to be
combatted ‘with an energy adapted to . its importance and
impetus, to the end that the line laid .down by the C. I may
be strictly followed. A .

5 (

1In the course of the political discussion we have analysed the

.
IRt el )

 Comrade Dorsy (United States):
1 want to express ‘my agréeﬁIent with the Resolution. pre-:

pared on the German question and particularly my suppart of the.
new leadership- of the :German Party. . . C o

Comrade Fischer complains of the bitterness of the oppési-
tion which has ‘been directed against her, but in my epinion this
opposition is thoroughly justified. -Comrade Fischer has niade a
number of most serious mistakes and these ‘she ‘réfuses to cor-
rect. She has participated in 4 definite attempt to revise the main
lines of Leninism and has ‘not ‘corrected ‘this -1histake: ~1''has not
even -admitted it. The -attitude- of the” Fischer-Maslow - Gioup,’
particularly regarding the Russian Revolution, must e :cate-
gorically condemned. e e

Comrade Fischer has also followed systematically the. wrong
policy of failing to. speak openly both, with the, German . Party:
and with the Comintern. Take her position, with regard to the
Open Letter. Comrade Fischer in Moscow signs the Open Letter;.
she then carries on her propaganda. in Germany. JEETR.

Now ' we see in ‘her ‘attitude -with' regard' to the present
Resolution on the: German situation, a simslar -attitude:of “open
opposition. Ruth Fischer says that the Resotution is'wrong; that
it contains-' a false “analysis and® that ‘the -tasks oulined do
not fit the’ Gerrhan situation. What is' the' basis.of this? The
basis of this is that Ruth Fischer| it my judgemert; is- seeking
the development of an-International-oppositidn to the :Comintern.
But there is one:.good feature about -this: situation,. and.:that
is that Comrade Fischer. will at last vote againstithis Resblution.
The .German .. Central Committee:; will rfinally. “have Comirade
Fischer in the position -where she has to make a glear-ideclogicat:
defence: of her position, and this 1. am:sure she will' not:be able:
to do before the German Party. One-other: failuce :that she has
made -and. which in my judgement' is: very important, is ithe
complete failuire 'to recognise the greatest probleim confronting:
the: German Party. What was the, problem? It was' to ‘organise,
a fight against the ulra-Leitists. Comrade Fischer did rot say
this, .does. not: say it to-day, . and ranyone  presuming to.be a
leader of the. German Party wha.ds. not. able:4o see that greater
danger. — is in my judgement, 1ot qualitied to lead the German,
Party, and -she:must take such criticism as thas been :directed
against her.. ! T ‘ :

At Frankfurt she refused to follow the lead of the Coniin-
tern in fighting the ultra-Left, éspecially ‘on the irade. union
question. She refused to accept the ling of the Comintern in the
Open Letter to fight the ulira-Leitists. Her attitude ‘now"is still
a failure to recognise this danger as being the necessary one
to combat at'this particular time"in the' German, Party. Comrade
Fischer stood on this platform and admitted a number of minor
mistakes, but this means absolutely nothing in the practice she
has followed to correct these mistakes: She says the ultra-Leits
must bé combatted, but her attftude will be to ‘organise’ and
strengthen the ultra-Leitists in''Germany as against the line of

‘the Comintern. In ‘my judgement; the situation in '‘Geérmany is

such that Comrade Fischer must stand ‘aside and let the ‘com-
rades lead:the Gérman Party, who are really tapable of under-
standing the problems of the German Party and leading it-in
the struggles that confront-it. ' i . o - .
We see this in connection with the present, leadership of -

the German Party. Not only has the present Gentral Committee
of the German. Party got the support of the. official. machinery
of the Comintéern in Moscow, but it has got the supporf of every.
Section of the Comintern-as well, and 1 ami.sure, it .is the
widespread. opinion in the Comintern 'that the 'Open. Letter in
Germany was a masterful move in the difection of sirengthening
the. leadership in_the German Parly. I'would say this about
the ‘German _situation,  it’ would ‘Be“a mistake for the .Central
Commijttee to devote. their atteritiglil,’;';OQZ’K‘much‘:tgf the ultra-,




























































