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The Resulis of. the Session· of ihe Enlarved 
Executive Committee. 

by Karl Radek. 

The sessions of the Enlarged Executive Committee which 
we have introduced of late have proven to be an institution which 
is in many ways more important ·than the World Congress. The 
Congresses dn only decide upon general questions. They can 
only control in general the practical execution of these decisions. 
The Sessions of the Enlarged Executive Committee which take 
place at shorter intervals and in which a sufficiently large 
number of party representatives just arrived from their respec­
tive countries, take part, are able to create an uninterrupted 
living bond between the Executive Committee and the Communist 
Parties. They enable the Executive Committee continually to ob­
serve the development of all the affiliated parties and in this way 
to correct mistakes made by various parties much more quickly. 
The joint labors of the party :representatives and the joint dis­
cussion of the political and organizational difficulties create a 
living understanding of all the problems of the Communist 
International without which the International cannot exist. The 
First International attempted to centralize the leadership of the 
international labor movement in the same way and to create an 
international executive board. This failed simply because there 
were practically no Socialist proletarian parties anywhere. The 
!eaders~ip of the First Intern~tional was an attempt to create an 
mternatwnallabor movement trom al;!ove rather than to unite and 
centralize an existent labor movement. The First International 
therefore could only sow the seed of a future international labor 
movement. The Second International was from the very begin­
n!n~ a f~derated institu.tion. The parliamentary reformist epoch 
d1v!ded tne movement mto a number of labor parties, each of 
,~h1ch lived an entirely isolated life in its daily work. The uni­
ting. tasks were !~eking as well as the unifying spirit. The Com­
mumst . International can approach this problem of central 
leadership, not because---a~ our enemies say-Moscow commands, 
but because the epoch brmgs forward common problems which 
can only be solved by the Communist Parties in common. 

The last Session of the Enlarged Executive Committee 
.was the best proof of this. It had to deal with the result of the 
first attempt to establish a general proletarian united front 
;through agreement with the leaders of the Second and 2% Inter­
nationals. But not only this problem, which was from the very 
~eginnil!g an international one, could and had to be solved on an 
mternatwnal scale; no less international were the differences in 
the Norwegi.an and French Communist Party on the one hand 
and the _Italian and ~~ech<>-:Slovakian Party on the other. Ho­
wever d!ff.erent conditions m the four countries may be, and 
h~wever _different therefore the problems and the difficulties are 
Wit~ which thest; parties have to struggle, the question upon 
wh1ch the Executive had to decide could be handled as a whole 
only by the Executive. What sort of questions were they? As 
for ~ranee an~ Norway, the question at issue was how a Com­
mu.mst Par.ty m a land which has not yet experienced any revo­
luhonary disturbances is to frame its policy in order to produce 

the maximum of Communist consciousness and Communist figh­
ting ability in its ranks. It is very difficult to form a Commumst 
Party by means of the propaganda of Communist ideas. The 
foundation of Communism appear then as deductions, as corolla­
ries of theory. 

The clarity with which various members of the Party 
understand Communist theory is different and very often it does 
not appear specially important whether they express the con­
ceptions of Communism more or less clearly. Clarity of thought 
in the Party often appears of minor importance when compared to 
so-called practical necessity, when compared to the hesitation to 
repulse this or that group of leaders. The process of the growth 
of a Communist Party in a land with a comparatively unrevolu­
tionary situation brings with it a number of organizational 
questions. Since the masses are not in a condilion of revolu­
tionary flux, the problem of the manceuvres which are to bring 
to us those groups of workers now standing aside is of !he 
highest importance. By examining the tone of the French Party 
press, the nature of its editorial policy and the contents of iis 
agitation the Executive Committee attempted to make it clear to 
the French Comrades that the more petty bourgeois the environ­
ment in which a Communist Party has to operate, the clearer 
must its intellectual visage be. The same problem . exists in 
Norway where the central organ of the Party today is still called 
Socialdemokrat, which in itself shows to what degree the Party 
pays inadmissible attention to ideological traditions. The same 
problem comes to light in an organizational form in the question 

·of the trade union tactics of our French comrades who up to the 
present have not drawn any clear, intellectual line of division 
between them and the Anarcho-Syndicalists with whom we are in 
practice allied against the reformist trade union leaders. The 
question of the attitude of the French Party to the united front 
and of the Norwegian Party to the Liberal Government are two 
sides of the same feeling of weakness. The young Communist 
Party of France fears the united front just because it is too little 
penetrated by clear Communist spirit and has too little assurance 
that it would obtain more strength from a practical bloc for the 
immediate struggle with the French Socialists. 

Instead of this intransigeance due to weakness, in Norway 
we find an objectionable pliability due to intellectual and poli­
tical weakness. The Communist Party supports the Liberal 
Government (which is also supported by the Socialist Party) and 
calls that the united front, without understanding that we want 
to unite with the non-Communist workers for the battle against 
the bourgeoisie and not for the support of the bourgeoisie which 
can only weaken the working masses in the last analysis even 
when it temporarily offers some advantage or other. 

The problems of the Italian Party are o~ an altoget~er 
different nature. Here we have a young Commumst Party wh1ch 
forged its Communist spirit ;11 its batHe with Serrati and through 
this struggle permited itself to be forced into a situation where 
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it too little understands that the establishing of connections with 
the working masses is just as important an element of Commu­
nist policy as the clear elaboration of the Communist idea. The 
theses of the Italian. Party Congress on. tactics prove t~at it has 
not yet overcome tts " Left Communist" errors whtch were 
rejected by the Third Congress. Its attitude in the question of 
the united front, where it applies the united front in the trade 
union field but is not able to estimate it at its true value in the 
political field, demonstrates the political dangers which follow 
from theoretical mistakes. In the Italian Party the old bitter 
struggle against Serrati was the source of the theoretical and 
practical mistakes. . 

In the leadership of the Czecho-Slovakian Party there have 
recently developed certain differences between the Muna-Smeral­
Kreibich group on the one hand and the Jilek-Hauser group on 
the other which arose from the tact that in practice the spirit 
which last year led to bitter struggles between Smeral and the 
Left has not yet been overcome. 

The simple fact that Muna and Kreibich today on the 
whole agree with Comrade Smeral prove that Comrade Smeral 
when he last year delayed with the formation of an open Com; 
munist Party did so not because he was a bad Communist but 
on account of temporary tactical' considerations. Smeral is no 
doubt the most sober, far-sighted leader of Czecho-Slovakian 
Communism but his sobriety and carefulness, which led him last 
year to hesitate very much with the formation of a Communist 
Party in order that he could get the large masses of Social 
Democratic workers to follow him, is accompanied by a lack of 
elan which is seen in a laxity of. orgamzation of Communist nuclei 
in the trade unions and in the steadfast exploitation of· all legal 
possibilities for revolutionary purposes. This proquced a certain 
Jack of. confidence in the Party leadership among certain Left 
comrades. They were unable to oppose another policy to 
Smeral's policy which was on the whole correct. And thus the 
lack of confidence gave birth to a spirit which contained the germ 

of anti-parliamentarian Communism, the tendency towards 
splitting the trade unions and towards a certain illegal romanti­
cism. The Executive had to crystallize the healthy proletarian 
revolutionary element out of the Jilek-Hauser group in order to 
empley it to stiffen al}d energize Smeral's correct policy. 

As at the Third Congress, in the discussions on the 
problems of various of our Parties the question at stake was 
the unequivocal execution of the Communist (and at the same 
time) mass policy of the Communist International; it was a 
question of concretely connecting the chief slogan of the World 
Congress, "To the Masses!", with clear Communist policy. The 
line of the Third Congress is now being expressed in the fight 
for the proletarian united front. The Enlarged Executive Com­
mittee not only had to examine the actions of its delegates to the 
Berlin Conference and in the Commission of Nine-and it 
investigated and approved them-but also had to create the 
most important prerequisite for the further fight for the united 
front. This prerequisite is the uniform policy of the Com­
munist International itself. The Executive Committee could not 
ignore for a moment the fact that the Communist International 
had not acted uniformly during the recent campaig-n; on the 
contrary, it established this lack ot unity and it took steps to 
ensure that in the future when an action is decided upon it will 
not be thwarted by any misgivings ol individual parties. The 
presence of prominent Frencht comrades during the debates, the 
exhaustive discussion and the concluding statements of Comrade 
Frossard convinced all the members of the Executive Committee 
that the French Party will do its snare to prevent our opponents 
from utilizing its mistakes to their advantage. 

The Enlarged Executive Committee decided to convoke the 
Fourth Congress of the Commtmist International for the fifth 
anniversary of the Russian Revolution in Moscow. This Congress 
wilf in the main consider the programs of the Communist Parties, 
a question which is of the greatest importance and which we 
desire to treat in the near future. 

The Session of the Enlarfjed Executive Committee 
of ihe Communist International in Moscow. 

First Day, June ith. 1922. Forenoon. 
The Session was opened in the Kremlin by Comrade 

Zinov ieff at noon. 
There were present '41 representatives of 17 countries 

with deliberative voice, 9 representatives of 8 countries with 
consultative voice, 4 representatives with deliberative voice from 
the Red Trade Union International and the Young Communist 
International- and furthermore one representative with consul­
fa ti ve voice. 

The list of the delegates with deliberative voice is follow: 
Germany: Zetkin, Brandler, Eberlein, Heinrich. 
France: Frossard, Souvarine, Sellier, Leiciague, Cartier, 

Rappoport. 
Italy: Bordiga, yraziadei, Gramsci, Ambrogi. 
Czecho-Slovakia: Smeral, Kreibich, Jilek, Muna. 
England: Beli. 
'Austria: Gruen. 
Holland: Jansen. 
Norway: Fris. 
Bulgaria: Jordanov. 
Ukraine: Kon. 
R.T.U.I.: Nin, Melnitchianski, Misiano, Brandler. 
Y.C.I.: Schatzkin, Schoenhaar, Ziegler, Doriot. 
Finland: Sirola, Kuusinen. 
Latvia: Stutchka, 
'N orih America: Cook. 
'Poland: Pruchniak. 
Russia: Trotzky, Zinoviev, Radek, Bukharin, Stalin, Kamenev, 

Pokrovsky, Lunatcharsky, Tomsky, Rudsutak. 
Spain: Sierra. 
'japan: Taguchi. ' 

Furthermore Comrade Bartz (Gennany) is present with 
a consultative voice. 

The list of the delegates with consu1'fative voice is as 
follows: 
Georgia: Zschakaya. 
Lituania: Kapsukas, Angaretis. 
Persia: Sultan Zade. 
Esthonia: Pogelmann. 

South Africa: Jones. 
Iceland: Wallenius. 
Egypt: Avigdor. 
Uruguay: Pintos. 

There is a total of 27 delegations with 59 delegates present 
of whom 49 delegates have a deliberative and 10 a consultative 
voice. 25 countries and the Youth and Trade Union Inter­
nationals are represenjed at the Session. 

According to ·a motion of Comrade Brandler Comrades 
Zinoviev, Frossard and Zetkin were unanimously elected to the 
Presidium of the session. 

The following agenda was adopted:-
1. Information on the Social Revolutionary trial. 
2. The Berlin Conference and the united front. 
3. The Communist Party of Czecho-Slovakia and its immediate 

tasks. 
4. The Commuaist Party of France. 
5. The Communist Party of Norway. 
6. The Communist Party of Italy. 
7. The Communist Party of Germany. 
8. Our relations to the Syndicalists. 
9. Report of the Executive Committee of the Communist Inter•> 

national. 
10. The convocation of the Fourth World Congress of the 

Communist International. · 

The Communist International and the ·, 
Trial of the Ri~ht Social Revolutionaries.' ) 

Comrade Zinoviev:-
The Presidium of the Communist International decided 

to participate officially in the forthcoming trial against the Social 
Revolutionaries. This decisiOn was based on the following con• 
siderations: Soviet Russia is the most important country of the 

· proletarian world revolution. Evetything that goes on in . RussiaJ 
affects the vital interests of the world proletariat. The mterest 
which even the two antagonistic Internationals showed in Berlin ill 
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the trial of xhe S.R.'s is an ample proof of the historic significance 
of this trial. It will show the whole world how the petty bourgeois 
counter-revolution must be fought. The Presidium of the Exe­
cutive Committee of the Communist International proposes that 
the Executive Committee take part in the trial in the following 
manner:-

1. The Communist International delegates the official 
prosecutors. The Second and the 2Y:? Internationals which ad­
vocate the interests of the bourgeoisie and the petty bourgeoisie 
have sent the defending attorneys. Thus it is quite logical that 
the Communist International on its part provide prosecutors. 
In this manner the roles will be distributed correctly. for the 
Communist International Comrades Zetkin (Germany), Muna 
(Czecho-Slovakia) and Bokanyi (Hungary) are the prosecutors. 

2. The Communist International undertakes the defense of 
that group of the accused which consists mainly of young 
workers, former terrorists, who have realised their mistakes and 
more and more approach Communism. The Second and the 
27f Internationals accuse this group of treason. This is one 
more reason for us to defend them. As attorneys we propose: 
for Semenov, Comrade Sadoul (france), for Konopleva, Com­
rade Gramsci (Italy) and for Usov Comrade felix Kon 
(Poland). 

3. -In order to expose in the course of the trial the role 
which the bourgeois states and the Mensheviks played during 
the intervention (this trial will deal with the history of the 
Russian Revolution in all its periods) the Communist Inter­
national will appoint its representatives from various countries 
as so-ca11ed political specialists. For this purpose we propose: 
for Czecho-Slovakia, Smeral, for france, Frossard and Sadoul, 
for England, Bell' and for Bulgaria Iordanov. 

The plenary session unanimously adopted this motion of 
the presidium. 

The Polish Social Traitors and Comrade 
Dombal. 

Speech oi Comrade Pruchniak (Poland). 
Comrade Pruchniak obtains the floor for a special state­

ment. He reminded the Session of the imprisonment of Comrade 
Dombal in aut~.;mn of last year. Dombal, member of the Sejm, 
a popular leader of the peasants in Central and Western Galicia, 
was imprisoned according to false testimony of the former 
Captain Novak, which was enforced from the latter by means 
of torture. According to these statements he was the leader of 
the polish Communist military organisation, was in connection 
with the Soviet Mission and prepared in agreement with Com­
rade Karakhan a fictitious attempt against Karakhan in order 
to disturb Russo-Polish relations. 

On the basis of these statements Dombal was imprisoned 
and on the order of the Pilsudki Government accused of high 
treason. The P.P.S. is responsible for this imprisonment. This 
same P.P.S. defends the Russian Social Revolutionaries. 

Comrade Pruchniak proposed on behalf of the Communist 
Party of Poland that Vandervelde be demanded to obtain the 
admission of the attorneys of the Communist International 
to the trial of DombaL as Vandervelde demanded the admission 
of representatives of the Second International to the S.R. trial. 

Comrade Zinoviev declared that the situation is quite 
plain, as. the P.P.S. has been a twin of the Social Revolutionary 
Party smce 1905 and always marched with it shoulder to 
shoulder. The P.P.S. is in the same international situation as 
the S.R.P. It belongs neither to the Second nor to the 2Y:? Inter­
national. As "democracy" rules in Poland, members of par­
liame!lt are being imprisoned. a~d liberty is strangled. We have 
the nght to demand the admiSSIOn of our advocates to the trial 
o~ D~mbal and can best do it through Vandervelde. Comrade 
Zmov1ev proposes that Comrades frossard and Pruchniak be 
appointed to arrange this affair. 

The motion is adopted. 

Report of Comrade Radek on the 
Break-Up of the Commission of Nine. 

Events since the 2nd of April, i. e., since the beginning 
of the Conference of the Three Internationals in Berlin provide 
rich political material on the united front " from abo~e ". We 
must now critically sift this material. 

After the dissolution of the Commission of Nine the press 
of the Second International and in a still more shameless manner 
that of the 2Y:? International tried to prove that we had merely 
used the united front as a sort of manceuvre for the Genoa 
Conference. 

In the opinion of these gentlemen we attempted to mobilize 
the working class on the occasion of the Genoa Conference and 
afterwards in view of the alleged splendid results oi the 
Conference, had no mor:e use for the united front and presented 
our ultimatum. However, the historic development of our struggle 
for the united front provt,s just the contrary. 

Already in January 1921 we approached the problem of the 
united front as an experiment, empirically as it were, by means 
of the "Open Letter" in Germany. In Autumn 1921 the 
Communist International debated this problem and already at 
that time the united front became a practical task of the 
Communist International. At a time when nobody even dreamed 
of the Genoa Conference, we already carried on animated 
discussions on the united front. It is a simple perversion of the 
facts when somebody affirms that the Genoa Conference played 
a role in the development of the idea of the united front. This 
problem resulted as a natural consequence of the struggle oi the 
masses. As to· the Genoa Conference, we were conscious of the 
fact that this Conference was no ordinary Conference, that it 
would deal with extremely important problems, the solution 
of which was awaited by the working masses of Europe with 
certain hopes. This Conference was to show the new proportion 
of forces between the capitalist powers which arm for new raids. 
We on our part were imperatively obliged to see to it that all 
the working class would not only be a silent looker-on at these 
activites of the bourgeoisie. The Berlin Conference was the result 
of our tactics of the united front. We d1d not intend to discuss 
at this Conference the great theoretical problems of the labor 
movement. We put up only such questions as were comprehen- · 
sible from the standpoint of the policy of the Second and the 
2Y, Internationals. The old united International was split m 
consequence of the reformist policy of the leaders and as long 
as this reformist policy is not replaced by revolutionary class 
struggle there can be no question of organizational and intellec­
tual unity with the Second and the 2% Internationals. What we 
immediately need is not that unity, but a political bloc under 
concrete conditions fer the realization of definite demands. 
We pointed to a series of concrete demands which they also must 
defend, as for instance the problem of wage reductions, of the 
offensive of capital against the eight-hour day; we mentioned 
the situation of Soviet Russia, which is weakened as a conse­
quence of long struggles against all capitalist states. Even the 
Amsterdam International had to recognize that the overthrow 
of Soviet Russia would signify the victory of world reaction. 

Our demand for the united front was answered with a 
series of conditions. " If you, " they said, " appeal to us as to 
petty bourgeois Socialists and demand the united front, we 
declare we are ready to conclude an agreement if you grant the 
corresponding concessions to your own petty bourgeois Socialists, 
i. e. to the S.R.'s, to the Mensheviks, to the Separatists of the 
Ukraine, Georgia, etc. Demands of this kind are a complete 
misinterprepation of the idea of the united front. The Georgian 
and Ukrainian problems have nothing to do with it. The financial 
blockade of world capital forces us to make concessions; the 
Second International however, demands that we grant full liberty 
to thos!! parties which in their programs demand the complete 
political and emnornic reestablishment of capitalism. Petlura­
Ukraine and Menshevik Georgia were all the time practically 
instruments in the hands of the Entente only with the support of 
which were they able to live and to maintain themselves. We 
would do too much honor to these Socialists if we would 
believe them able to pu! up a well-contrived political plan; in 1 

reality it was only a quite obvious manceuvre: to make the 
united front impossible. On the opening day of the Berlin Inter­
national Conference, the Berlin Vorwiirts wrote "The· united 
front with the Communists is impossible". The Vorwarts pro­
posed unity between the Second and the 2% Internationals, 
between which there existed practically no differences. 

Comrade Radek then outlined how reluctant he was to sit 
at one table with the Social Democrats who are responsible for 
so many proletarian victims and for the fact that the prisons are 
still overcrowded with our comrades. He then treated the signi­
ficance of our concessions with regard to the S.R.'s, and of our 
promise that the S.R.'s would not have to pay for their crimes 
with their lives. The speaker agreed with Comrade Lenin that 
this was a high price. Comrade Lenin was right when he said 
that our concession would be considered an encouragement, for 
new attempts and that Europe would call these murderers angels. 
We, on our part, however, were conscious of the magnitude of 
the price. Especially now, after the break-up of the Commission 
of Nine we realize the utility and the importance of this sacrifice. 
Thanks to this :.:oncession we succeeded, in following the line of 
the united front and enforcing the convocation of a conference 
to deal with the problem of .the calling of !he World Labor 
Congress. Comrade Radek analyzed the later eveats and dealt 
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with the Genoa Conference and the atiifude of the various parties 
towards it. The bourgeois Cologne Kolnische Zeitung charac· 
terized the Genoa Conference as a struggle between two worlds: 
The world of the satisfied and possessing and that of the 
hungry and poor. Even the Leipziger Volkszeitung, the organ 
of the German Independent Social Democrats had to admi1 
that the Genoa Conference was the first conference in which 
the bourgeoisie and Communism fought against el!-ch other. The 
representatives of ·the Second and the 2Y. Internatwnals after the 
Genoa Conference have been carrying on the most shameless 
and cynical campaign against Soviet ~ussia,. which acc?rding 
to their statements has concluded an alliance m Genoa with the 
world bourgeoisie. Longuet writes articles every day against 
Soviet Russia of which one is baser than the other. On the 
occasion of the Treaty of Rapallo with Germany, Longue! reached 
the acme of his cynicism and protested against this . treaty on 
behalf of European peace. The •• most hono_rable" In~epen_de~t 
leader, Crispien, interprets the treaty, accordmg to whtch w1thm 
the term of eight months no attack must be undertaken, as the 
"4th of August, 1914" of the Third International. In their 
denunciations, the representatives of the Second and the 2Y. 
Internationals state that we have bound ourselves in Genoa to 
carry on no propaganda and that we therefore had to oppose the 
Labor Congress. However, it is obvious to everybody that _the 
attitude of the Second International - which opposed the umted 
front from the beginning - has been the reason for the failure 
of the Labor Congress. Comrade Radek mentioned the letter of 
Abramovitch already pointed do by him in Germany, in which 
the latter writes that the English Labor Party fears a bloc with 
the Communists on the eve oi the elections and that the SPD. 
in view of the coming struggle against the increase the of taxes 
opposes the bloc with the Communists .. The attitude of the 
Second International towards the united front has not changed 
since the beginning of the negotiations. The attitude of the 
2% International, whkh formerly supported the idea of the 
united front, has changed, however. This alteration of its course 
took place at the Separate Conferences iq Brussels participated · 
in by the English Labor Party and the Socialist Party of 
Belgium and which decided to convoke a Labor Congress in 
the Haague without tht: Communists. The Socialist Party of 
France has altered its attitude. The Longuet Wing is advancing 
more and more towards the Right. Under the influence of Blum 
and Renaudel it prepares a bloc with the bourgeois parties as 
a counterpoise against the Communists. At the eve of the elections 
it will not expose itself by a united front with the Communists. 
The attitude of the Longuetists in France determines the attitude 
of the German Independents. This became evident when Wels 
and Friedrich Adler voted at the Conference against the ad­
mission of the workers' delegations. We will also in the future 
fight for the united front of the masses, for the united front and 
for the struggle, an idea, which ·the reformists are not able to 
understand. 

Then Comrade Radek dealt with the experiences of the 
first phase of the struggle for the united front. He summed up 
the results thus: It is necessary that the Communist International 
itself forms a closed united front. The Communist Parties of 
France and Haly which signed our decision on the united front 
have submitted to this decision only in words and not in deeds. 
Comrade Radek points to the incorrect tactics of the French and 
Italian comrades, who hold the opinion that this decision dces 
not correspond to the force ratio in their countries. He stresses 
the necessity of a complete and strict execution of the adopted 
decisions by all parties. The view of those who consider the 
failure of the attempted united front from above a proof of the 
dispensableness of the united front in. general is completely 
incorrect. In reality this attempt was only a step on the way 
to the formation of the true united front of the masses. We have 
proved that the Social Democratic gentlemen have refused to 
form the united front. The more sacrifices we make to the cause 
of the united front, the more plentiful will be the fruit which 
these sacrifices will bear. 

Finally Comrade Radek emphasized the ccrrectness of the 
tactics of the Communists in Saxony, who in spite of the split 
of the Commission of Nine and of the failure of the World 
Congress continue to work for the united front by supporting 
the Labor government. 

The Saxon Labor Government has invited our Genoa 
Delegation to call on it on their return from Genoa through 
Germany. It even agreed to the apperance of our delegates at 
labor meetings in Dresden, Chemnitz and Leipzig. How can 
we explain this? In Saxony the Communists hold the fate the 
government in their hands. The Menshevik Government of 
SaX<my desired therefore to show itself before the working masses 
of their country in our society. This invitation, however, was 
made at a time when it was already sure that the Commission 

of Nine would be split. This proves that even in Germany 
the conditions for the united front are not everywhere the same. 
Theref9re we should not work mechanically. 

Every success in the stJ'uggle for the united front is a 
weakening of our adversary. The Communist International can 
be content with the results of the Berlin Conference, which proved 
to the masses that we stand for the united front. 

At present, however, the problem does not gravitate 
around the world Labor congress, but around the concrete actions 
of the proletariat in the various countries with regard to its vital 
problems. _ 

Comrade Zinoviev's speedJ. on the 
United Front. 

Comrades, I think that· we can now not only draw the 
conclusions from what has already taken place, but we must also 
think of the future. But to decide the right path for the future, 
we must first examine the period just concluded, that is to say, 
review the first act of the fight for the united. front. We must 
ask the question: Have we gained by it, and if so, in reality, 
what? 

I think I can say, without exagerration, that during this 
first act, the Communist. International has gained most important 
results, and the greatest gain among them is that we Com­
munists can no longer be held before the masses as so-called 
" splitters". That is a fact. Of course, our adversaries will 
continue to declare that we are "splitters", but to the average 
worker., after a half r,ear's fight for the united front, we are no 
longer the "splitters '. And ,that is already a great step forward. 
We were indeed splitters at the beginning of the work of _the 
Communist International. We could not have done otherwise. 
We were obliged to split the old Socialist Parties, to save the 
best revolutionary elements of the working class and to form 
a rallying point for the new Communist Party in every country. 
For a time, we had to come out as splitters, but no one of us 
regrets it. Those comrades, in France for example, who now 
regret the split, show that they are only half-Communists. The 
split was an historical necessity, it was a great step forward. 
But now, after the passing of two to three years, when we 
have firmly established our Parties everywhere, we must go 
to the masses and work in such a manner that the simplest 
worker will understand us. The split for us was no end, but 
a means to win over the masses, and in my opinion is already 
half achieved. The masses begin to show a new attitude. They 
are now forced to see that the split was no selfish aim on our 
part, and that we are those who call and work for the unity of 
the revolutionary massEs on one platform. 

This we have.gained; it is a victory the U;vits of which 
one does. not see immediately, for instance, in t_he shape of 
votes. Also during the the Conference we have gamed ~ moral 
victory: such, for instance, was Radek's speech. We can mdulge 
in these rejoicings without imy boasting. 

That does not mean however that everything is going 
smoothly with us. No~ in the Iea.st. We must see t~e lessons 
quite clearly. The tact1c of the umted front was and IS correct; 
we must reconize that. But when we now consider the results 
of the first act, the tempo of our struggle for the united front 
was a little too swift. That did not depend upon us alone, 
indeed, but on the march of history, however it is ne~essary 
we today admit it. fhe Genoa Conference ~as no Rnsstan but 
an international affair, only a narrow mmded fool can not 
understand that. And we were obliged to exert ourselves to 
the utmost, to exercise pressure on the bourgeoisie gathered 
in Genoa. 

The Commission of Nine is in fragments. Was it all 
in vain? Many comrades wiU. see in it a disappointment, but 
that will only be the case wrth thos~ comrades who do not 
understal}d the tactic of the united front dialectically. Al~o 
those comrades who wish to see in the united front an orgamc 
liaison and who continually wish to save the Communist Inter. 
national must admit that. What is the united front? It is the 
fight fo~ the winning of the masses over to .Commu~ism. Some 
comrades, especially those of whom we say m Russta that th~Y: 
see two miles under the earth (there are su~h comrade~ tlli 
the French Party) say that the united front IS opportumsm. 
That, as we see however, is not the case. 

The form will change; what we .h~ve had l!ntil now is 
but an episode. We have had a Commts~wn of Nme, perhaps . 
we shall be obliged to make attempts 1!1 yet an?ther form, 
but the tactic of the united front, as a f1ght to .wm over t~e 
masses not yet adheri~g to Communism will contmue and wtll 
take on special iorms m each country._ 
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One should also not undervalue the meaning of the 
Russian declaration before the Commission of Nine. This, in 
my opinion, is not fully~ realized in our agitation. The Russian 
Party, after mature consideration of the ma.tter and,. conference 
with its brother parties made the following important statement: 

We ue ready to form a united front, even if the 
Second and the 2% lm.ernatiooals withdraw their promises 
to support the Russian Soviet Government. Please doo't 
save Soviet Russia, she will save herself. The truly revo­
lutionary proletarians will none the less heip the first 
proletarian State. 

Thus, after all these Russian wachwords are rejectea, 
there remains, in the opinion of the Rvssim Party, f{lOW 
enou_gh for a ccmmoo fight. Through this declaration we say: 
the Russian questions are evidently intpQrU.nt ones, in a ct>rtaia 
manner ideal ones, but we are in such a phase of the struggle 
of . the w_orld proletariat. that we should unite in t~ struggle 
for. the e1ght-hour day, a1d for the unemployed;~and m the fight 
against the offensive of Capital. We should now make use 
of this declaration in the agitation throughout ili.e world. 

In Berlin, the Second and the 2% Iuiernationa1s have 
recognized the fight for the eight-hour day. Was that not 
our moral victory? Can tney really consistently unite the re­
formist standpoint with the eight-hour day? In no case. A 
reformist fight for the eight-hour day is, in the given cooditions, 
impossible. It is impossible to defend in. a reformist manner 
even the very modest program accepted by the Berlin Con­
ference under the given historical conditions. H is impossil»e 
to reconcile it with a {'Onsistent reformism; absolutely impossible. 
And an honorable n·iormlst must say to himself that iliese 
economic demll.nds !tan; a political e!:lect 

But this sk•gan was naliy a poor-spirited man~uvre, 
a dishonorable move on Hre part of the refonnis.ts. The re­
cognition of these demands was really forced upon them by 
the masses and, under given con'liirions, can become revolution­
ary demands. 

Now, Comrades, what does the future hold? Will .we 
again fight for the united 'front and what will become of inter­
national Menshevism·~ There is lhe possibiiiy that international 
Menshevism may probably wlreel to the left. I am firmly con­
vinced that the Second and the 2% Internationals will be forced 
a dozen times by the march of history and the pressure of 
the masses to talk Bolshevik or hnli-Bolshevik, just as was 
the case at a certain time with the Russian Mensheviks. 
Plekhanov once said thev are baH-Leninist The united iroo.t 
is the outcome of the • ex.isting relation of forces of the 
bourgeoisie and the working class. The CommissioH of i"::;ne 
is indeed disrupted, but Capitalism remains stror;g. "ihe 
bourgeoisie has thoroughly organized itself and the working 
class must also prepare itself. The fundamental phenomena are 
there, whether the Commission of Nine ex.isis or not. And 
on the ground of these phenomena the fight for the united froo.t 
must and will proceed; and on the· ground of these phenomena 
we will experience the swing of the Second and the 27\1 Inter­
nationals to the left. The whole objective situation is such that 
both these Internationals are compelled by the pressure· Qf 
circumstances to make these movements, but that will not prevent 
them at certain momt'nts from openly acting reactionarily as 
the only real saviors of the bourgeoisie. That we must clearly 
realize. Comrade Smeral said to me that beween the immediate 
demands, on wh1ch the action of the Party duril1g the present 
period depends, and our go:a.l there exists the necessity of a link 
and I fully agree with him. The immediate demands are the initial 
step to the masses and to the united front. They who do not 
understand that wiil never be good enough to lead a great 
mass-party. But our view of the struggle remains the same. 
On the one h.and we have ihe small immediate demands, on the 
other the dictatorship. Is there nothing between the two? 
Between the gray prose of the partial demands and the pGetry 
of the dictatorship of the proletariat? Is there no connection? 
This question crops up everywhere and we believe we are able 
to say to our comrades there must be such a connection. The 
masses now begin io fight for little things. They are not yet 
Communist, not yet revolutionary enough to fight f()r the dic­
tatorship or to make a revolutioo. But they want a wider per­
spective; they want to see a goal that at the present time 
is more or less attainable and l believe that we have already 
slogans that can fill this role. The slogan of the \VQrkers\ 
Government is st:dt a one that ser'l!es quite wen u a con­
nection between these two phases. The gray everyday. demands 
and the dictatorship of the proletariat. Our comrades, induding 
our French comrades must at last understand that. Take the 
situation in such countries as Italy and Czecbo-Siov.a.kia--we 
will later speak in greater detail about them-and we clearly 

see that sucb a siruatioo exists there. We must fight for the 
eight-hour day .against the offensive oi Capi~l; we must. fight 
for the small ~eryday demands. The might of the workers 
there is proportionally so great, that we may and must venture 
to pui forward such claims as tl~at of a Workers' Government. 

The united front is not what is taking place in Saxooy. 
That is one form .of the united front although it is not idmtical 
with it. It is an exceptional situation. But our French friends 
wm not understand that. They see in Sriooy and Thuringia 
a sort of ministerialism. The Third Congress has sanctioned it. 
It is the slogan of the Workers' ~verrunent, standi.ug as a 
link betwren .ooc program of the dictatorship of the proletariat 
and the small everyday demands, for whldt we must now 
mobi.lize the masses. 

Certainly 1his tactic is not necessary everywhere. B11t we 
have in Saxony such a.n exceptional case. However we should 
not attempt to cloud the tactic of the united front because of 
the ooncme shape it assumes. I think that at this stage we 
must take as our most importan.t lesson what has already been 
said, " Not only the intease fights for the small everyday, 
demands not merely propaganda fur the establishment of the 
proieiarian dictatorship, but ·also in between greater demands, 
as for instance the sJ.og~.n oi the Workers' Government, and 
the slogan oi the c.ootm!. of :production in those countries where 
the working dilss is proporliooately strong enough." 

I must ajsl) de~l with the defects, which this phase 
revealed to us.· Frieihlrh Adler said a monih a~o, when we 
demanded the convocl'ion of ihe·Commission of Nme: It is no 
sabotage but a defect in ib.e readiness for adioi1 of the Secaud 
In tet:nationa 1. I think, c001rades, we ourselves must look for­
such faults in our own organization, and this is especially 
advis.,ble a'i: fhe presrnt time. We have not understood how 
to arouse the masses; we have not understood how :really to 
mobilize all our Parties, we have not understood, in the fac­
tories, and workshops, how io make our fight- a mass fight; 
and even more we have had 1o w;i.ness the tragic play of the 
Connnunist In!ernaiionlll apj)f'.aring .as not a J?l'rfectly united 
body. To my knowiedge, this is the Iirst iime th1s has occurred 
in the history of the Communist International. We have indeed 
had cases, where different persons have attempted to ruin 
and discredit the Communist lntematiomd; but this was the 
first tim'! that--after a decision had been made by i.he Inier­
nahona1--ceJ1fire Parti\"s did nf"lt d-o what th~r Communist duty 
demanded of ih\'Jn. That JS au important lesson. The Com­
munist In1ern.a~ioual is a di&ipli11ed, ca;trali.zed organization. 
That was formerly our- :pride~ our pride, 9ur boast, uur hooor, 
tlut we were uoi as the Seoond and the 2/; Internationals. 
·"/e had not .at 1lr;s tinle any direct revolutionary struggle. It 
was no ques~ion of an Hpr;si11g; S!Wit!J.er matters were at stake, 
and nevertheless a gre;;.t lack of uuity was shown. If we ouce 
make a decision alld show such a lack of discipline, then the 
Communist Intema!iooal is lost. We must admit that. This 
is no light mai.l\er, no jest, nor a more or less witty expression. 
The French and Itali11.n comrades must realize that if the Com­
muuist International makes a decision, neither- one nor another 
section. are able io sabotage it. They must see that through 
this the Communist Intern.atioual will be(:ome a mere propa­
ganda society and not a fighting organization. 

That we must reaijze once and for all, and it is a most 
important lesson. The tacti,:s of the united ff(mt - we already 
said in our first Thesis ~- not only enable us to win over new 
masses, to find uut our strength as against ihe Second and the 
2% Internationals, but also to look into the depths of our own 
party. T~refore I believe it to be most important to speak out 
plainly what took pla<'e upon this occasion, We haYe looked 
thowughly into our sediDns and we are an internati<mal fighting 
organization. We must state frankly that in this circumstance 
we have had a rather sad experience, C1»nrades, you remember 
our February Session, when the great majority, - only three 
parties vot-ed against it, although they approved it in general -
approved the tactics of the united front, and what has resulted 
from it After the February decision, we were no longer in 
discussioo but in action, mdeed not in anned action, but 
neverthdess in a very important political and international 
a·ction, which tile workers were following attentively, and which 
our enemies were, all watching clO'Sely. -What has this stwwn?, 
That individual parties have fallen away, have not participated 
in this action, but have thwarted it and with every step de1ivered 
arguments to our enemies. In the Berlin Vorwarts, in the 
German Social Democracy, in the English Labor Party, every­
where it was, "Yes, bu.t, vour French parly, dues'nt it do ihe 
same?" What answer aui we give? Aud among ourselves, it 
is the truth, that the French party has thwarted our adio:n, even 
if from another standpoint. Imagine, if such a tradition should 
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grow in the Comintern, that it makes decisions and in reality 
cl()e~:: something quite different. What then is the difference 
h·!~ween the Comintern and the Second and the 2% Internationals. 
L wiH not always be a question of the united front, it will also 
011e day be a question of more important decisions, upon which 
heads will be at stake. We must therefore show our parties, 
which in the main are still young parties, that when we make 
in!ernational decisions, these have a meaning. We cannot allow 
ano1her tradition to develop. We cannot overlook this lesson: 
The stage of development of our parties when at work in action 
is of very great importance. 

In Norway the Party is also in such a position that it 
embraces the majority of the workers, not indeed a majority of 
the working class but a majority of the organized workers 
and this feeling has given birth to the ideology which says, 
" \Ve have a majority. Why then a united front?" And the 
Pariy has developed a tendency which is more cr less against 
the united front. The Norwegian Party as a party has not 
thwarted our action. We cannot make the same accusation as 
against the french Party; it has not publicly thwarted it. The 
case of Lian is an exceptional case, and I only mention 
it for the information of the comrades. Yes, there exists in the 
Norwegian party such a tendency, a·~d it is the greatest error 
that they can make. They say, "We have a majority". But 
which majority have you? Have you the majority of the whole 
working class. No. You have the majority of the vanguard, 
but you have not the majority of the working class itself and 
the united front is a means of gaining it. It is not a question 
of oi1ly the advance guard but the great working mass itself. 
'And if you have them, you only have them giving you their 
ballots but not fighting for Communism. And even more on 
the part of the french comrades is this attitude an error. They 
also say we have a majonty. Now, which majority have you. 
It is not even proved that you have the majority of the political 
vanguard; i~ would then have been impossible to witt>.~ss the sorry 
phenomenon of the most vull,{ar anarchists, the twin-brothers 
of Scheidemann, getting a maJority in the revolutionary unions. 
Now, how is this? You have the majority of the working class 
and yet the leadership of the revolutionary umons i.s in the 
hands of these gentlemen? Comrade frossard promised that 
after St. Etienne things would be different. 

I hope and wish that we obtain this majority but this 
is at present only a wish and not a reality. Never count your 
chickens before they are hatched. And so we will wait until 
Comrade frossard's Syndicalist chickens are really with us. 
Comrades, there is yet another point against our French com­
rades. It appears that in france the reformist party of Renaudel 
obtained more votes than we did in the North at the last 
departmental elections. And then they come and say, "we have 
a majority". It is an optical illusion on the part of our french 
comrades. The united front aims to obtain a real majority of the 
working masses. 

I pass on to Ihly. We will have to speak about this in 
detail later. What has the situation there proved? In Italy there 
is a so-called Aileanza del Lavoro. When this was being founded, 
the Italian Party said it would not participate in the founding 
conferences, because that would mean the united front on the 
political field. Now the Allcanza is established. In the first 
place it is an ambiguous affair. The reformist5 want to make it 
a thing of no meaning. The working masses want a rallying 
point in this form. The first thiug that we need is also to have 
a voice in the Alleanza. But our Italian Party has such a strategy, 
that, although they have 500,000 members in the Unions, they 
have no voice in the Alleanza, because they did not join it at the 
right tin;e. Now they must fight for the representation of Com­
munist trade union organs in the Alleanza . • . The reformists 
evidently will not permit this and they must now fight for what 
in the beginning they could have had without any struggle. They 
had been invited as a political party. They explained, "As a 
.political party we do not wish to." That is theoretically ridiculous 
and impossible of defense. How can a Marxist maintain that 
this powerful economic struggle which is now spreading does not 
concern a political party. What kind of a political partv is this? 
In the first place, it is. theoretically helpless for a Marxist, and 
to.ken politically it is also helpless. Now we are, in consequence 
of incorr~ct .strategy, in the position of having not a single re­
presentahve m the Alleanza. And why is this. Because the tactic 
of the united front was not clear to our comrades. They did not 
decides on it in time, and our Italian friends have thereby showa 
a ia ck of discipline. 

. What was our experience? We were always being written, 
" We feel ourselves fo be soldiers of th" revolution ". And then 
th~y writ<: twenty articles against the united front, they say it is 
M11lerandism, ihey arouse the masses against the Comintern, and 

then taJk to us of "soldiers of the revolution". That is no dis­
cipline but the contrary. Have the french comrades such a bad 
opinion of us as to think we are satisfied to dangle the word 
discipline before their noses and .to say "What a disciplined 
party!" When, twenty years ago, we were together with the 
Mensheviki in the party-twenty years ago it was the united 
party and we were in the minority-we acted so, and said we 
suJ:>mit to discipline, but we always undermined the whole position 
and we were right. (Voice: "But you did'nt talk about it!" 
Kreibic~: "But the Mensheviks did!") That is a reminiscence. 
Aft~r fifteen to twenty years one can relate it. But to do it 
agamst the Comintern is a different thing. 

Now, what next? Is the unit~d front at an end. No! 
It has only just begun. We must probably pursue this tactic' 
for a number of years yet, until we have won over the majority 
of the ~orkers. The forms will be various and unfortunately 
I .can giVe Comrade Radek no guarantee that after a time he 
will not have to meet' \\lith Vandervelde again. (Radek: "That's 
why I treated him so politely.") 

He behaved very politely and so did Bukharin, although at 
the reception the latter displayed a little too much temperament. 
(Bukharin: "That was my deceased brother.") 

. Thus,. everthi~g is possi~le in this poor. old world in 
wh1ch we nve. I. IS yet possible that we--until we have all 
the workers on our side-must return to such forms as we 
a!ready had, it IS also possible that the struggle will go quite 
differently. We have begun the fight for the united front from 
above and from below. Now it is quite clear that we can arrive 
at no great results from above. This campaign is only adapted 
to win the. masse.s .to figh~ from below for the real struggle, 
through this prehmmary f1ght from above. We will not weep 
because The Commission of Nine was broken up. We 
wil! do without such a Commission when the fight for the 
Umted front begins again in all factories, workshops and towns. 
And the more the Second and the 2)1:; Internationals grumble at 
us, the more contentedly will we fight for the eight-hour day, for 
the small everyday demands, and later raise the slogan of the 
Workers' Oovern_ment and the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
What ~c had beto~e was a sma!l prologue. The real fight for 
the un1ted front will take place 111 the workshops and factories, 
wh~re !he mas3es are. The second lesoon is the need for greater 
sohdanty, not of words but of deedt~, in the fight for the 
united front. Certainly such parties as the french and the 
Italian are absolutely necessary components of the Comintern. 
We must do everything to bind these parties as fast and as 
firmly as possible to. the Communist International, but if that is 
only possible at the price we paid during elapsed period, that 
would be a tragedy. 1 his price the Communist International 
cannot pay. 

Our slogan must now be: Through the united front of tlze 
Communist International to the united front of the workinf! class 
and through this "lo victory over the social patriots and with it 
victory over the bourgeoisie. 

Report of Comrade Kreibidl on the 
International Youth Conference. 

(Session of June 8th.) 
In March 1922 a conference took place at which the fact 

was established that the youth, which had up to the Third World 
Congress been the advance guard of the Communist Party, no 
longer plays this role. It is necessary that the youth be enrolled 
in the united front of the entire proletariat, all the more since the 
offensive of capital hits the youth especially hard. 

The economic demands of the youth must be included in the 
list of demands which are to be set up as a basis for the united 
front. The Young Communist International established close con­
necticl!!l with the Communist International and the various Parties. 
It also supported the tactics of the united front. In Czecho­
Slovakia, for instance, the Communist Youth collaborated with 
the Socialist Youth in the question of vacations. The Young 
Communist International has also commenced activities in the 
trade unions. Its activity is here and there hindered by the 
fact th;tt one must carry on at the same time a fight for entrance 
into the trade unions and into the Red Trade Union Inter­
national. 

The alliance of the Second and 2Yo Internationals against 
us recently formed in Berlin existed as far as the youth is con­
cerned long ago wi1h the objective of isolating the Communist 
Youth. The crisis of tile youth organizations have also been 
echoed in Russia where the new economic policy has impaired 
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the situation of the youth. We are looking for practical means 
1o fight against militarism; in this connection the organic colla­
boration of the German and the French Communist Youth in the 
occupied regions is of very great importance. In Italy our youth 
is almost daily carrying on the fight against the Fascish and 
has been . compelled to organize along military lines for this 
struggle. At the Congress of the Communist Youth of France a 
resolution was adopted advocating the united front. This resolu­
tion is in part opposed to the stand of the French Party itself. 
'At the Congress of the American Youth the prejudice against a 
legal Party has been finally overcome. The complete success of 
our youth is, however, only possible with the support of the Com­
mumst Parties of all countries. 

Election of :the Presidium of the 
Executive Committee 

of the Communist International. 
(Session of June 13th.) 

In today's session of the Enlarged Executive Committee 
the new Presidium was elected. In addition to the President, 
Comrade Zinovieff, who was elected by the Third World Congress, 
the following comrades were elected:- . 

Russia: Bukharin, Radek. 
Germany: Brandler. 
France: Souvarine, Leiciague. 
Italy: Gramsci. 
Czecho-Slovakia: Smerai, Jilek. 
Bulgaria: Jordanoff. 

As alternates: Cook (North America) and Kuusinen (Fin­
land). 

The two French representatives have as before together one 
vote. The same holds true for the two Czecho-Slovakian represen­
tatives. The provisional double representation of the Czecho­
Slovakian Party was necessary since at the time of the election it 
was not known which of the two comrades would be delegated to 
the Executive Committee by the Czecho-Slovakian Communist 
Party. 

Convocation of the Fourth Coneress 
of the Communist International. 

The night session of the Enlarged Executive Committee 
on June 11th, 1922, decided to convoke the Fourth World Congress 
for November 7th, 1922, the fifth anniversary of the Russion 
Revolution. 

The agenda will be as follows: 
1-Report of the Executive Committee. 
2-The tactics of the Communist InternationaL 
3-The program of the Commooist International and ot 

the Communist Parties of Oermany, France, Italy, 
Czecho-Slovakia, America, Japan, one Scandinavian 
and one Balkan Party. 

4-The agrarian question. 
5-The Red Trade Union International. 
6-Educatwnal work. 
7-,.The youth question. 
S-Oriental problems. 
The following International Committee was elected to 

elaborate the program of the Commooist International and to 
collaborate in the program of the Parties mentioned under 
Point 3 of the agenda: 

Russia: Lenin, Trotzky, Zinoviev, Bukharin, Radek. 
Germany: Clara Zetkin, Thalheimer, Ludwig, Meyer. 
France: Frossard, Cachin, Souvarine, Paul Louis, 

Rappoport, Renaud Jean. 
Italy: Bordiga, Graziadei. 
Czecho-Slovakia: Smeral, Skalak, Kreibich, Burian. 
Finland: Kuusinen. 
Hungary: Kun, Rudas, Varga. 
Bulgaria: Kabaktchieff. 
Norway: Friis. 
Latvia: Stutchka. 
"Austria: Strasser. 
Poland: Warski. 
japan: Katayama. 
Great Britain: MacManus. 
North America: Cook. 
The Executive calls upon the affiliated Parties to appoint 

commissions.. for the elaboration of their program immediately 
and to report their composition to the Executive Committee in 
order that the work can be commenced immediately, 

Notice. 
All reports on the SessioB of the Extended Executive 

Committee are taken from the Moscow Pravda, An exact 
report on this session will shortly appear. 

Printed by friedricbstadt-Druckerei 0. m. b. H., Berlin SW. 48 · 



v~ 1. 2 tJo. 4-j 


	359-n49-1922-inp-954
	360-n49-1922-inp-958
	361-n49-1922-inp-960
	362-n49-1922-inp-963
	363-n49-1922-inp-962
	364-n49-1922-inp-961
	365-n49-1922-inp-957
	366-n49-1922-inp-955

