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(omrade Pepper: -

On behali of the Political Commtission I should like to
report on the work: The Commission had several sessions
during which it dealt very fully with all the amendments to
Comrade Zinoviev’s theses.

I should like to point out from the start that no counter-
draft theses were set up against Comrade Zinoviev’s theses,
which were also adopted by the Presidium of the Executive.
In the general analysis, too, we were able to ascertain that
there were no .other very divergent analyses. It can be said
that in the general analysis only the following divergent opinions
were expressed in the discussions of the Political Comission
and at the Plenum. o

- Firstly, the opinions of Comrade Bordiga, who asserted that
the whole world . situation presented only two factors: Soviet
Russia on the one hand and the capitalist surroundings on the
other hand.

Secondly, the formulation of Comrade Rosenberg, according
to whom matters in the world situation were as simple as this:
that there was a general tendency of the capitalists to unite
against the working class.

Thindly, an analysis of the French Right comrades and
ex-comrades, who on the whole refuse to see the revolutionary
situation and the critical position in France, and who in their
analysis reckon with an almost permanent stabilisation of
capitalism.

In this connection 1 should like to mention the proposal
of the French delegation concerning the character of the French
Government. Comrade Zinoviev’s theses say that the present
French Government, that is, such as it was wuntil Briand’s
fali, is a peﬁy-bourgwls government although in many respects
it carries out the policy of the bourgeoisie. But the French Dele-

gation declares in its proposed amendment that the ‘French
Government is a government of the big bourgeoisie, which has
the support of certain petty-bourgeois sections.

The political commission was unable to accept this amendn-
ment proposed by the French Delegation, because it was of
the opinion that such an analysis is not a correct description
of the situation in France and shows a failure to understand the
critical state of affairs in France.

Against these condeption the commission expreased the,

view that Comrade Zinoviev’s theses give a correct amalysis of
the world situation. Why? Because the theses present ‘a very
variegated picture .of the world situation, because they present
a very full and variegated analysis of what the world is like
today.

There was at times a tendency during the dlscusswn of
the Political Commission to consider the world situation from
a local viewpoint. I will give a few examples: A proposal
made by some American comrades, - which endeavoured to
emphasise all the features of the general situation in America
which are unfavourable to the bourgeoisie. No one can deny
that there are unfavourable features in the present situation
even for Avmerlcan imperialism, but it would nevertheless be
a mistake to lay too much emphasis on these insignificant un-
favourable features, obliterating, thereby the main tendency, that
American capitalism and American imperialism are still
on the upward grade. Therefore, the Political Commission
could mnot accept the proposals which "~said that the
real wages of the American working class are ~now
on a downward grade. Neither could it accept the assertion that
the working class of America is at present undergoing a process
of radicalisation. However, the Political Commission took from

this proposal that which is according to facts, namely, that there
are ‘in America a few insignificant partial crises. Moreover, the ‘

Political Commission, on its own initiative, emlphas«lsed that m
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America, too, violent crises are bound to come in the normal
development of capitalism. Without making prophesies concer-
" ning the date of the next crisis, the Political Commission placed
this perspective on record.

Then we had also proposals concerning Great Britain, which
were all in the other direction. These proposals endeavoured to
emphasise features in the present situation which show that Bri-
tish ‘imperialism has still a good many favourable and positive
factors on its side. These proposals were also rejected by the

Political Commission. Why? Not .because they were erroneous

in every respect, but because by over-emphasising these so-calledt

favourable features for the British bourgeoisie, the clear line.

of the British development would be obliterated, namely the in-
evitable eclipse of British imperialism.

The most important discussion in the Political Commission
was. that on Locarno. The theses on Locarno analysed the Lo-
‘carno dituation clearly and unambiguously. They declared:

1. That Locarno came about in the interest of capitalism,
especially in the interest of American capitalism. But at the same
time it also represents the first timid attempt at the formation
of a bloc of the European debtor-nations against America in its
capacity of creditor-nation.

2. Locarno shows the consolidation of the supremacy of
British imperialism with respect to France.

3. Locarno was an attempt made by the British Empire to
form a bloc against Soviet Russia.

These were the main tendenties on which stress was laid in
the theses. - 4 T

Locarno is not the terminus in the development of European
capitalism, and still less the terminus in the development of world
capitalism. One should realise that after this station there will
come many more stations. It goes without saying that the Social
Democratic analysis, that Locarno is a terminus, that it means
permanent peace, the end of any possibilities of wars, the coming
of the millenium, or whatever all these social-pacifist prophecies
may be, is wrong. The Political Commission declared that Lo-
carno is an important station, but not a terminus. It was a
junction where many ways and tendencies cross each other, and
this makes an analysis of the Locarno Pact and of ail other agree-
ments and political intrigues which crossed each other in Lo-
carno, somewhat difficult. During the discussion in the Political
Comimission some comrades were inclined to judge Locarno
rather one-sidedly, only from the standpoint of the observer.

From the French standpoint Locarno seemed to be the grea-
test economric, political and military defeat of French imperialism.
If wé consider what the German press is writing about Locarno,
we can see only Germany’s dependence on America, the enor-
mous credits granted by America, and thereby the economic and
political dependence of Germany on the U.S. A.

From the British standpoint, or rather from the onesided
standpoint of the British colonies and dominions. Locarno
means an enormous consolidation of British imperialism.

The political Commission was of the opinion that all these
conceptions, although they are to a certain extent correct,
only rtepresent one side of the matter, from the standpoint of
one country. Therefore, the Political Commission was of the
opinion that the theses are quite right in considering the question
from the world standpoint and on the basis of the reciprocal
effect of all the interested countries.

The Political Commission found it necessary to modify the
theses concerning Locarno only with respect to two points,
namely:

1. To lay a little more emphasis on the first timid attempt
at the formation of a bloc of the European debtor nations against
America, as the most important creditor nation.

2. The proposals of the Political Commission lay a little
more emphasis in France’s reserves in Locarno, and declare
that Locarno attests the failure of France’s attempt to establish
a military hegemony over the European continent.

Otherwise the Political Commission left the
Locarno as they were.

Another problem which occupied the attention of the Po-
- lical Comimssion was Great Britain’s attitude to the dominions
and ocolonies. There was a tendency to over-estimate the pos-
sibilities of the wtilisation of the industrialisation of the do-
minions and colonies on the part of the British 'miother coun-
try. The idea prevailed that the industrialisation of the colomies
can, at least indirectly, help the mother-country to find a way out

theses on

of the economic and political impasse. The Political Commission
declared that all these smaller and bigger attempts of British
imperialism cannot prevent the inevitable secession of the domi-
nions — mneither imperial preference, nor the bribing of the
upper strata of the national bourgeoisie in the colonies in
order to seoure them as allies.

The Political Commission declared that the theses give a
‘correct appreciation of the attitude of the British colonies to
the mother country, and that the fundamental tendency is the
centrifugal, the secession tendency. .

The Commission also carefully examined all the other
countries characterised in the theses, and introduced the follo-
wing alterations and additions:

1. A short chapter on fascist Italy.

2. A few alterations concerning Germany, especially the
peculiar position of Germany: that 'some of the economic forces
of Germany are driving it to an imperialist development, and
at the same time the impossibility of an imiperialist development,
as Germany is deprived of all imperialist instruments of power.

The Political Commission. has also: added a mew chapter
on the Danube and Balkan countries, which declares that through
the peace treaties and the entire development since the world
war, the Balkan countries have been even more Balkanised than
before and are now, more than ever, a breeding ground for wars.

A new chapter was added concerning White Terror. It had
to be definitely stated that the sphere of Withe Terror has almost
become a geographical conception. No less than 150 million
people live under its domination.

The Commission extended somewhat the chapter on the
East, as the importance of the liberation struggles in China,
Morocco and Syria deserve the greatest attention and consid-
eration on the part of the entire International.

The Commission also carefully studied some of the problems
of the labour movement and the tasks of the Communist Parties,
and decided on the following alterations: -

1. An addition on the role of the II International in the East.
A new labour movement is beginning to crystallise there, and
the II Imternatiomal, particularly the reactionary British trade
union leaders, are endeavouring just now to obtain a footing in
the Far FEast, and to capture for the I International and to
organise this new labour movement which has neither reformist
nor Social-Democratic nor Labour Party traditions,

2. Then we have also amendments to the theses on the
question of unemployment. Here one had to reckon with two
dangers. Firstly, that through this permanent mass unemployment
the working class will be for a long tome split into two
sections, and in this connection it is essential for Communists
to lay emphasis on working class unity. Secondly, there is the
danger that under the influence of the resistance of the reactionary
trade union bureaucracy, Communists might neglect the interests
of the masses of unemployed workers. The theses and the
proposals of the Political Commission, which partly emanate
from Comrade Zinoviev himself, endeavour to define very clearly
the attitude of the Communist International to this question.

3. Then we have also an important modification with respect
to the letter to the Independent Labour Party of Great Britain.
The new text which the political Commission recommmends here
is based on the standpoint of our British comrades. It unequive-
vally lays stress on solidarity with the steps taken by the
Communist Party of Great Britain, and recommends to the
Independent Party Party that if it be really in earnest with the
united front, it should form it with its “own” Communists and
should not merely play with the idea of the united front on an
international scale.

4. Then we have also a short but important and fundamental
chapter on the new organisational methods and forms for the
winning of large sections of workers. This chapter deals with
the question of parallel organisations, the role of the organisa-
tions — to draw the working class sympathisers like a net
around the Communist Party.

5. The Political Commission also proposes to insert a short
chapter on work in the cooperatives, then also a few sentences
concerning the youth, in which is contained a quite mildly
critical piece of advice.

This brings me to the end of my report. On behalf of the
Political Commission 1 ask you to adopt and endorse here at the
Plenum Comrade Zinoviev’s theses and the amendments of the
Political Commission, all of which — I should like to emphasise:
this — were adopted unanimously in the Commission.
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Concluding Speech by Comrade Zinoviev on the
Political Report.

Immediate Problems of the International Communist Movement.

I. The Fight to Gain the Majority of the
Working Class.

international Women's Day.

Comrades, I first of all must fuliil the imstructions of the
Presidium by making a few remarks on the significance of
International Women’s Day. Today is International Women’s Day.
This day has become pre.eminently a Commmnist day for, as
everybody knows, Social Democracy consigns it more and more
to the shade. We use this opportunity of once more reminding
all Comintern Sections of the particular importance of work
among women. If we really desire to prepare the proletarian
revolution, we must firmly remember that without attracting the
toiling women into the Party, into the trade unions, and in gene-
ral into the proletarian struggle we cannot fulfil this task. Hit-
herto our Sections — and we say this with great regret — have
paid too little attention to this most important task. Everyone of
our Sections that desires to become a mass Party should think
miore and more about the organisation of women. On behalf of
the whole Communist International we send to-day our prole-
tarian greetings to all working women, all women toilers. (Loud
applause.)

I shall now proceed to make my concluding remarks.

The World Bourgeoisie on the Enlarged Executive Session.

Comrades, the work of our Plenum is only just being
brought to a close, but our theses and discussion have already
found echo in certain bourgeois parliaments, not to mention
the bourgeois press which is carrying on vigorous controversies
-on our conference. Some points in these bourgeois commentaries
are not without interest. The German bourgeois press some-
times tries to represent things as if the centre of gravity of our
work were directed “against Great Britain”. In the French bour-
geois press they talk about our work being directed mainly
“against America”. An article in the “Deutsche Allgemeine
Zeéitung” dealing with the E.C.C.1. Session was actually entit-
led: “Amti-British Moods of the Communist International”. The
French paper “Echo Parisien” considers that the slogan of our
Conference (and, they say, this is a new “hobby” of the Comin-
tern) reads: Down with America.

There is no need for my serious refutation of this nom-
sense to you. The Communist International is a world organisa-
tion and is fighting against the world bourgeoisie.

It is true, that our Plenum this time dealt with questions

concerning Great Britain and America more serjously and more -

attentively than on any former occasion. That is because these
two countries, particularly the second, are more and more oc-
cupying a leading position in world politics. The fact that we
paid so much attention to America and Great Britain only proves
that we are gradually becoming more of a World International.

In the British Parliament, a small but interesting and lively
discussion ook place in connection with our debates. A member
of the Conservative Party, Mr. Hall, asked the right honourable Sir
Awusten Chamberlain whether he had read our theses and our report
and whether he did not (i. e. Chamberlain) intend taking any
measures in connection with our speech. Chamberlain proudly
stated that he was well informed as to our report. In reading it,
he became convinced that we attacked not only the British bour-
geoisie, but also the bourgeoisie of other countries. This evi-
dently was meant to serve as a certain consolaticn to the
members of the British parliament. Moreover, Chamberlain
boasted that as distinct from Mr. Hall, he had read a more de-
tailed account of our report and that it is just from this mere
detailed account that he had become convinced that we did not
confine our “attacks” to the British bourgeocisie alone. In order
to facilitate further discussion for these honourable gentlemen,

perhaps you will find it necessary to imstruct Comrade: Piat-
nitsky on behatf of the Secretariat to send a full stenographic
report of our debates to this honourable company. (Laughter.)
Mr. Hall and Sir Awusten Chamberlain were also interested
in the question as to who Comrade Sambry is, who is a member
of the British Commiission elected by the Enlarged Executive:
is he an Englishman or an American. In both cases they would
not be loth to “arrest and despatch”. To this question we will
let them find the reply themselves.

That we are enemies not only of the British bourgeoisie;..
but of the bourgeoisie of the whole world is quite true. But-
nevertheless we are able to distinguish the more powerful and
the more dangerous enemy from the weaker. Take for iustance -
Messrs. Tsankoif and Chamberlain. If we speak of persomalities,
both of them equally enjoy our “love”. We could express quite.
definite desires in respect to both these gentlemen. But we:non-i
the-less understand that although in personal quaiities Tsankoft:
by no means cedes place to Chamberlain the objective significance
of Chamberlain at the present {ime is greater than Tsankofi. The
group of the bourgeoisie on behalf of whom Chamberlain:now:
speaks, has undoubtedly much more significance and represents-
a much greater danger lor the International labour movement
than that represented by Tsankoif. And that explains the fact why
we devete more attention to Chamberlain. But it stands to reason
that personally Chamberlain does not interest us in particular.
If to-morrow he will be replaced by another — and this does
happen sometimes, look, Chamberlain at the jate of Briand
— we will discontinue using his name as an alarm. Is it not na-
tural that the International Communist proletariat devotes serious
attention to the Conservative Government of Great Britain?

I should also add that it has not even entered our heads to
put forward the slogan “Down with America”. We say: “Down
with imperialist America.” Despite the tremendous objective ob-
stacles which we have to face in our work amorigst the -Ameri-
can proletariat, we know very well that we also have friends in
America and that we are gradually concentrating there .an in-
creasing mumber of forces. Very highly placed American states-
men declare that as long as the Comintern still exists, and:that
as long as you will be addressed by such a sinner as I, there can
be no talk of American recognition of the Soviet Union. 1 think
that this statement should not be taken too seriously. Out' Inter=-
national will certainly exist and grow stronger in the future, and
America will nevertheless recognise the U. S. S. R. As far as |
know the spirit of the members of the Soviet Govermment I can
impart to you the information that these comrades of ours are
awaiting with full calm and absolute certainty the moment when
America will abandon its absurd position with regard to the
U.S.S.R. and will recognise the Soviet Union. I think that this
time is not far distant. And even if this recognition should be
delayed, the Soviet Coverment will hardly turn grey over it.

We were interested in America and Great Britain in our
debate, but not with these two countries only. Cur tasks are
much more extensive. And our work at the Plenum and in all

Commissions had much more depth than the afore-mentionad
papers think.

The Vanguard and the Wide Masses.

What is the nature of the work of our Plenum? I think one
may say that the main problem: around which our work has
been centred is the question as to how we must mow, after
having already partly won the Vamguard of the working dlass,
— how are we now to win the broad masses, how are we to
win the majority of the working class, the majority of the toilers.
It is on this question that all our thoughis are, in the final
analysis, concentrated. ’

. Lenin once wrote: “The proletarian vanguard has been won
ideologically. That is the main thing. Without that. not evem
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the first step to victory can be made. But it is quiie a distance
still from this stage to victory. We canmot be victorious with

the vanguard alone. To throw the vanguard alone inte the de--

cisive fight before the whole dlass, before the wide masses have
taken up a positon of either directly supporting the vanguard,
or else at any rate a position of Dbenevolent neutrality towards
it, and of complete incapability of supporting its enemy, would
not only be stupidity, but also a crime. In order that really the
whole class, really the wide masses of toilers and exploited by
capitalism come up to this position, for this propaganda alone
and agitation alone are but little. For this these masses need
their own political experience.”*)

In order to obtain this, in order that the broad masses op-
pressed by capitalism adopt our position, for this 1t is there-
fore necessary not only to have agitation and propaganda, but
also the personal experience of these masses. And I think, that
we may now say without exaggeration that the first part of
our task is being more or less solved. We have gradually won,
at any rate, ideologically, the proletarian vanguard. Organisatio-
nally, we have not yet strengthemed this task. But we are
on the way to fulfilling it. Our work at this Plenum has indeed
been devoted to the question as to how this vanguard will now
win the wide masses. I think that the entire tactics of the united
front arise out of this, the whole line of our tactics in general.
There was a time when we had to formr independent workers’
Communist Parties at all costs (even at the cost of splitting
the old Socialist Parties). This struggle was first and foremost
to win the vanguard of the proletariat. After this part of our
programme has been more or less solved, a new, more im-
portant and serious problem arises: How to win now the
majority of the working class. And in this period the unmited
front tactics naturally are pushed forward. ’

In 1920 Lenin said (the American comrades should listen
with iparticular attention to this): “If now in Russia, after two
and a half years of unprecedented victories over the Russian
bourgeoisie and the Entente we were to make the ‘recognition
of the dictatorship’ a condition for joining the trade unions, we
would have committed a folly which would have spoiled our
influence over the masses and helped the Mensheviks. For the
whole task of the Communists' is to be able to comvince the
backward, to be able to work amongst them and not to get
fenced off from them by brainy, childishly ‘Leit’ slogans.”**)

I think, comrades, that we are now just in such a period
when it is very important for us to emphasise not so much
‘what separates the Communist workers from the Social Demo-
cratic and non-Party workers, as what unites them as members
of the same class. At the present time, when in a lesser or
langer degree we have won the vanguard and are faced with
the higher task of winning the majorily of the working class,
we must at all costs free ourselves from the “childiskly Left”
slogans, as Lenin put it. At the present time, when the Com-
munist Parties have become crystallised, they must be able to
give jprominence and bring before the working masses whatever
brings us us nearer to the broad masses of workers, especially the
Social ‘Democratic workers.

Of course, the fulfilment of this task by no means signi-
fies an abandonment of the struggle against “their”, i. e. the
Social Democratic vanguard (naturally a vanguard in quotation
marks, as the Social Democratic leadership is an advanced de-
tachment of the bourgeoisie in the workers’ camp) — this does
not signify the abandonment of our struggle against the counter-
revolutionary leaders of Social Democracy.

“ . .If a revolutionary Party”, says Lenin, “has not the
majority -in the advanced sections of the revolutionary classes
and of the country, there can be no question of a rising.”***)

We have not yet got this majority. The main task of the
epoch is to work untiringly to win this majority.

We are now living through am epoch in which we should
e able to assist the wide masses of the toilers to accumulate

© *) Lenin’s complete works Russian Edition 1923. Vol. XVII,
. .170. .

* **) Lenin’s complete works Russian Edition 1923, Vol. XVII,
oo 145 7

“***) " Lenin’s Collected Works, Russian Edition, Vol. XIV,
rart 2, p. 255.

.

their own political experience. Our task is to lead the workers
further on step by step. Our fask is to work so that the vanguard
is not cut off from the wide masses and at the same time does
not cease to be the vanguard.

- We have won 'a section of the vanguard. That is already
a great deal. It is a great victery, a serious step forward. But
it is not yet the conquest of the majority. Formerly we thought
that we would securs victory in a few years. But' more time
is required. In certain countries we have already won about a

“half of the working masses, and in rare cases the majority.

The whole art of our tactics should be expressed in getting
as close as possible fo the wide masses of the workers, in-
cluding the Social Democratic workers, at the same time em-
phasising what distinguishes us from: the bourgeoisified upper
heights of the Social Democratic leadership.

The Org Conferences of the Comintern om the Methods of
Organisationally Embracing the Wide Masses.

The Organisation Conference, which took place before the
opening of our Plenum, will in my opirion be of quite con-
siderable imiportance in the realisation of our first task: the
beiter. unification of the vanguard and making it organisationally
compact. We need the organisational consolidation of the van-
guard as a means to an end. The end consists in penetrating
into the wide masses of the toilers in the most organised and
schematic manner possible. We need a strong and organisatio-
nally welded Party, but we must also display great flexibility.
The Org. Conference unanimously confirmed that the most
important nucleus of the Communist Party should be the factory
nucleus. That is immutable. There can be no other foundation
jor the Communist Party. And at the same time the Organi-
sation Conference acknowledged that we must reveal adequate
flexibility and wherever necessary must be able to supplement
this ‘form by other organisational forms. Now this is the street
nucieus, but a time might come when yet other forms of organi-
sation may be needed. We must not become fossilised. We
must take into account the concrete peculiarities in every country,
in every town and in every trade.

Comrade Kuusinen will place before you a resolution on
the new methods and forms for Organmisationally embracing
the wide masses by the Commnunist Parties. I think that these
proposals are a valuable continuation to the resolution of the
Third World Congress on the organisation question — a resolu-
tion which Lenin specially approved and .propagated. During
the last few years we have also been able to rely on a number
of non-Party organisations which are of particuler advantage to
the International Labour Movement, stuch for instance as the
L C.W.P. A, W.LR,etc. But now there is a possibility of
forming yet further organisations of this kind. The resolution
proposed to you enumerates the following new possible types of
non-Party organisations:

“Of the already existing sympathising mass organisations
the Red Aid is the organisation whose work must be supported
primarily by Communists. Of considerable importance is also
participation by Communists in the work of organisations
which, as for instance the Workers’ International Relief, have
developed as independent non-Party organisations and which
today embrace broad masses. :

Societies to fight against war, organisations against colonial
atrocities and oppression of Fasterhi peoples are a new type
of sympathising mass organisations which in the immediate
future come to our notice in many ocountries. In couniries where
large sections of workers and peasants are in sympathy with
Soviet Russia (especially in conmnection with a workers’ delega-
tion campaign) the formation of societies of working class
friends of the new Russia may come into question. Under cer-
tain circumstances, proletarian seli-defence organisations also
find favour among the masses and thereby assume great im-
portance (as for instance the Red Fromt Fighters’ League in
Germany). Moreover, it may be expedient in various countries
to organise smaller sympathising organisations such as workers’
clubs, labour headqudrters societies, workers’ educational and
students’ societies, etc.

Formally non-Party publishing activity on a large scale,
partly through sympathising mass organisations and partly
through special publishing societies is in miany capitalist
ocountries an expedient and effective means for the oonsolidation
and extension of Communist mass influwence.”
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1 think that all these concrete indications although still
insufficiently developed, will have great significance for us. To
form one mass non-Party organisation near to us is sometimes
more important than passing scores of theses. Now when we
are winning and have partially already won the proletarian
vanguard, we must build bridges — the strongest and the largest
number of bridges possible — which will lead from the van-
guard of the wide masses to the entire class. Wherever possible
we must do this legally, if we cannot do it legally then we must
do it illegally.

On work in the Army.

Latety, we have been rather slack in our agitation in the
bourgeois armies,

Side by side with our smail modest work, side by side with
our care for the everyday needs of the workers and their
families, and with the capability of utilising every possibility for
uniting the masses, we should also not forget such big tasks as
propaganda in the army. This work, naturally, demands great
sacrifices, but without that we cannot fulfil our revolutionary
duty. .

The theses presented to you, which, 1 hope, after we have
completed them with a number of amendments from the brother
Parties will be passed unanimously, correctly solve the problem
as to how, after winning the vanguard we can find a path, build
a bridge, from the vanguard to the masses. Therein lies the main
significance oi the work of our Plenum.

II. On Comrade Bordiga’s Ultra-Leftism.
Two deviations.

At our Plenmwm as usual, the struggle against two deviations,
the Right and the ultra-Left plays no small role. Apparently,
without a struggle against these two deviations, we will not get
along for some comsiderable time. In the “left Wing Com-
munism” Lenin says: “Anarchism is often a kind of punishment
for opportunist sins of the Labour Movement. Both abnormali-
ties mutually complete one another.”*)

These words of Lenin’s may serve as a guiding thread for
us in solving the problem of Ultra-Left and Right dangers.

What is an UMra-Left, properly speaking? An out and out
consistant ultra-leftist if in general such a thing exists, is an
anarchist or atmost an amarchist. An out and out consistent
Right is an opportunist. Both these deviations, both these distor-
jons of Marxism, as Lenin says, mutually complete one another.
Anarchism has often been a kind of chastisement for opportu-
nist sins of the movement and vice versa. Parties which have been
unable to conduct a decisive struggle against anarchistic devia-
tions, have inevitably paid a tribute by Right Wing distortions
and vice versa.

Now, when we have already a fairly strong and compact
Comimunist world organisation, there are not and cannot be any
manifestly expressed anarchists or opportunists in our ranks.
But at the comumencement of the Coimintern’s work things were
rather different. At that time we deliberately allowed into the
Comintern certain anarchists and syndicalists (for instance the
German Comununist Labour Party entered the Comintern as a
sympathising Party). We did this under the leadership of Lenin,
considering that at a time when the war had just ended, when
new tendencies in the International Labour Movement had only
just begun to be formed, people sincerely opposed fo the imL
perialist war and for International action of the proletariat should
be given the possibility of adhering to the Comintern. At the same
time we conducted negotiations with the Independent Social De-
mocrats, i. e. with the Social Democratic organisation, which
had broken away from official Social Democracy. But very soon
the Comintern had to draw up the famous 21 conditions which
remain in force to this very day. The entire subsequent trend of
development of the Communist International is characterised by
the fact that we are gradually purging our ranks and becoming
transformed into strictly Bolshevik Parties.

Comrade Bordiga said here: “Now we have been already a
whole year Boishevising the Parties, we should sum wup the re-

*) Lenin complete Works, Russian edition, Vol. XVl n. 125.

sults and these results will be gloomy.” Comrade Bordiga evi-
dently considers that a year is a very long period for such a
task as Bolshevising several score of Communist Parties, 1. do
not think so. Not one of us reckoned that in one year we could
Bolshevise our Parties. In fact, we already have 6 years history
of the Comintern behind us, but the task of Bolshevisation is na-
turally still far from being solved. . -

Therefore comrades, we should above all clearly understand
that the ultra-Left and Right deviations mutually complete and
nourish one another, that only with -a correct struggle against
both these deviations, against both these distortions can a ge-
nuine Marxist, Leninist policy be conducted. Who has really the
right to attack the ultra-Lefts and who can do this with success
for the Marxian cause? Only those who in a really Leninist
manner fight also against the Right danger. On the other hand,
who has the right and who with success for the cause of Mar-
xism can fight against the Right Wing digressions® Only those
who are able, in a Leninist manner, to fight against ultra-Left
€rrofrs.

Schonlank, recently excluded from the ranks of the Com-
munist Party of Germany, just before his exclusion wrote in
a Programme article: “In my opinion the errors of which the
E.C.C.1. accuses the bankrupt Left leadership are a result of
the incorrectly conducted policy of the International during. a
nuniber of years. The Communist International was too late
in making its basis point of departure, adapted to new po-
litical conditions, the weakening of the active revolutionary
struggle. The section of the working class which has the most
inspired will for the struggle going amongst the vanguard of
the labour moveinent, got accustomed to scraps and preferred
fights on the field of battle to the dull everyday work. The
Communist International has taken too long in dealing with these
ultra-Left tendéncies. The attempts of the Third World ' Con-
gress to put an end with one blow to this pseudo-revolutionary
ideology, left behind by the trend of historical development, did
not succeed because the position of the Communist Parties at that
time did not permit them to overcome the resistance from
within. On this basis the split of the Independent Sccialist Party
of Germany at Halle was not a politicai error, as the mass
transitign of this Party gave a strong impetus to the revolutio-
nary labour movement.” .

They say that Schonlank is an honest fellow in bis convic-
tions, but his struggle “against the ultra-Left”, is of course
not acceptable to us. ‘He fights against the Ultra-Left in order
himself to become a Social Democrat. The Schénlanks have no
right to fight against the ultra-lefts. To oppose the ultra-lefts
does not yet mean that the fighter is himself a Marxist and
Leninist. No. Some people oppose Left Wing errors only in
order to preach and themselves commit, no less harmful Right
Wing errors. '

Anarchism and opportunism are two wifferent sides of the
same medal. Anarchism is a kind of punishment for oppor-
tunism and opportunism is frequently only a reward for an-
archism. “

Comrades, how o things stand in this respect at the present
Enlarged Executive of the E.C.C.1. We have the ultradeft very
richly represented — one might say in all the colours of the
rainbow. The Rights, as far as personal representation is con-
cerned are represented much more poorly at the present con-
ference, but this does not mean that the Right danger of the
Comintern js in general any the less.

This time a certain section of the ultra-left had the one
feature in common with the Right that they do not speak
openly. A large section of the ultra-leftists who spoke here
(with the exception perhaps of Comrade Bordiga) represented
things in their speeches as if they were not by any means ultra-
lefts, that this devaition is unknown to them, and if you please,
that it absolutely does not interest them, etc. In ome word, “I
am mot myself, the horse is not mine, and I am not the
izvostchik”. As we already said Comrade Bordiga is an exception
as he enters the fight more courageously and endeavours to
maintain his Old Testament views.

In Germany at the present time there exist three ultra-Left
groupings (or sub-groupings). There are ultra-Lefts in. Poland
and in Norway. Some of these comrades apparently are not
adverse tc correcting their errors. Certainly, to such com-
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rades we say: there is more rejoicing over one sinner that hath
repemted than over ninety and nine just persons,

Well, and what about the Rights, where do they now
threaten us?

In France we have now a very serious Right danger, this
question will ba a subject of special discussion. During the very
proceedings of our Plenum the E.C.C.I. received new materials

_ from Czechoslovakia, impelling us to introduce a special re-
solution against the Right elements in Czechoslovakia. The
same with regard to Norway. Only a day or so ago inform-
ation was received showing how certain influential Norwegian
Communists are drifting directly towards liquidationism in the
most ‘genuine sense of this word: they are prepared to liquidate
our own Party. A Right danger also exists in the Spanish Party,

‘where athongst the leadership there is a clearly expressed Right'

Wing working hand in hand with Souvarine. The Right danger
-also exists in Holland.

It would therefore seem that we have to dea! with dual
dangers and deviations. In the epoch we are passing through
and in the present stage of development this is apparently
inevitable. The whole thing is’that in the present concrete si-
tuation, with the present actual correlation of forces, with the
present concrete trend of political development, we must be
able correctly to determine in each separate country what is the
specific gravity of each of these deviations, and which of these
deviations is most dangerous in the present situation.

The Views of Comrade Bordiga.

Let us now examine Comrade Bordiga’s views more closely.

I have- attentively read everything he has written during the

" recent period. His booklet on Lenin in the Italian language
is a substantial document in which all the weak sides of the

author are reflected. Then there is his “famous” article on

the -opportunist danger in the Communist International. Further,

there is his draft resolution on the question of the activity

‘of the Italian Party recently presented to the Congress of the
C.P.T. and rejected by the latter. And finally there are the

two speeches of Comrade Bordiga made at the present Plenum.

In the second one of Bordiga’s speeches. he acknowledged
that he had very few supporters in Italy itself. Bui he con-
soles himself according to the prescription of his close fellow-
thinker who said to him: We will act like the Jews! if we have
suffered defeat in Italy we may console ourselves with the fact
that the Jews in Palestine are also weak, but in other places
‘they ‘are strong. (Laughter.)

And thus Comrade Bordiga himself acknowledges that in
Italy his tendency has very few followers whilst in other places
it is strong. May we ask the modest question — Where? That
is a great enigma. It would be good if Comrade Bordiga would
solve this riddle for us. If Comrade Bondiga meant that his
ltra-Left views are winning influence in other parties, then
in my opinion he is guilty of a serious “miscalculation”. The
ultra-Left views are steadily dying out in other Parties also
and not the other way round. Why is this? It is not because
of the incompetency of the persons leading the ultra-left tendency,
but because their errors have been revealed and proved by the
process of the labour movement on all main questions. Time

.-has done its work.

Comirade Bordiga asked that he be judged on the basis of
this genuine views and not on the views attributed to him. Bor-
diga said in his speech: “I know that I am not too good looking,
but why did Comrade Bukharin need to distort my portrait still
more?” Well, we will try to paint the political portrait of Com-
rade Bordiga in complefe accordance with the orginal. I have
noted 7' points on which it seems to me the incorrectness of
Comrade Bordiga is fully proved. It would probably be possible
to find 77 such points, but we will contine ourselves to the
-most important. .

The first point is the question of parliamentarism. The
first fight between Bordiga and: Lenin in the same hall took place
‘at the Seoond Congress of the Comintern on the question of the
permissibility of Communists utilising parliamentarism for re-
. volutiopary aims. Is it not clear now that on this question
.Comrade Bordiga was wrong while the Comintern was right?
~At that time Comrade Bordiga thought that the main barrier

between us was this question of revolutionary parliamentarism.
Is it not clear that Comrade Bordiga made a great mistake here?

The second point is -— should the Communist Party be a
mass Party or a small but “pure” Party (in actuality a sect)?
Comrade Bordiga’s tendency indeed amounts to the latter. This
has to an extent explained his position in respect to the Italian
Maximalists, etc. Well, I ask you, is it not proved now for the
whole International by the example of the Italian movement that
Comrade Bordiga was wrong and that we were right? In what
sort of a jposition would we mow be if we had not set out
from the very cominencemient to form at all costs mass Com-
munist Parties? At the present time the Comintern would be
an absolutely uninfluential sect. .

The third question is the peasant question. This is an im-
portant question. Comrade Bordiga in general has mot paid
serious attention to it. But insofar as he did say something on
this question this position has been absolutely unLeninist and
anti-Leninist. The trend of development of a whole number
of Parties and to a large degree also the Italian Party, has con-
firmed the correctness of our Leninist solution of the peasant
question.

The fourth point — the famous Rome theses drawn up by
Comrade Bordiga. The basic conceptions of Comrade Bordiga
have found full reflection in these theses. They are his ten com-
mandments, the philosophy of his tendency. I will bet anything,
comrades, that in these theses any commission, even very well
disposed towards Comrade Bordiga will mot find now a single
ocorrect line. Since these theses have been written four years
have elapsed. Events in all countries including Italy serve as a
striking refutation of these theses. How it is that Comrade Bor-
diga does not understand this is a riddle to me. But he does not
understand it. He remains “still in the same position”.

The fifth point — the question of united front tactics. Com-
rade Bordiga does not take up too clear a position here, but in
general ome may say that he undoubtedly is an opponent of
united front tactics. We have already accumulated sufficient ex-
periences to prove that on this qitestion also it was the Com-
intern that was right and not Comrade Bordiga. Let us take
Great Britain alone. The importance of the British trade
unjon movement is colossal. ‘'What are the results of two years
application of united front tactics in Great Britain? It is clear,
even to a blind man, that it is only these tactics that have opened
up to the British Commumists access to the masses, The British
labour movement will have to play a world historic role. Marx
and Engels did not succeed in winning influence for Marxism
among the masses. In England it was the Comintern who first
found access to the masses and it was undoubtedly thanks to
the united front tactics. I need mot even speak of the experiences
of other countries; I affirm that the British example alone is
suificient to refute all the arguments of Comrade Bordiga against
the united front tactics.

The sixth point is the question of factory nuclei as the basis
of the Communist Parties. Comrade Bordiga said in one of his
speeches at this Plenum: I am not opposed to nuclei in general,
but political problems should be disoussed not by the factory
nuclei, but by general meetings of Party members. I cannot
quite make out this position. Is it possible that Comrade Bor-
diga really thinks that factory nuclei operating in the very thick
of the masses should not discuss political questions? What kind
of an opinion of the nuclei, of the factory, and the working
masses is this? A nucleus is only then a serious Communist
nucleus when it is capable of drawing the working masses in
the factory imto political life: ‘And on the other hand, have our
Parties ever objected against certain nuclei meeting together to
discuss political problem‘ Perhaps in Italy, in difficult unde--
ground conditions, this is temporarily impossible, but only for
conspirative considerations. Where in reality, Comrade Bordiga,
and by whom have rules been made prohibiting the arrange-
ment of nucleus meetings? It stands to reason that there has
been no such decision.

Much of what Comrade Bordiga has written, in particular
his pamphlet and articles that I mentioned, and especially the
draft resolution, testify to a quite diiferent comprehension of the
role of the Party on his part. Hence his negative attitude
towards factory nudei as the primary nuclei of the Communist
Parties. While acknowledging the right of the nuclei to exist,
but opposing the discussion of political questions by them, you
disclose a manifestly non-Marxist deviation. I must admit that
it seemed to me that on the question of nuclei, Comrade Bordiga
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is commencing to capitulate. This would be a reason for
rejoicing.

The seventh point is purely Italian: The attitude to the
former “International” fraction (Terzimi). Many of you will
probably still remember the fervent struggle that Comrade Bor-
diga waged against the unification of our Party with the “III
International” fraction which had split away dfrom the
Maximalists. Comrade Bordiga feared that by this we would
dissolve the Party, by introducing unstable elements into it
Comrade Bordiga says in one of his articles that he knows from
reliable sources that at the IV Congress Lenin was opposed
to the position taken up by the Congress on the question cf the
Maximalists. That is not true. Comrade Bordiga writes: 1 have
information confirming this, but I do not wish to mtilise it.
But Comrade Bordiga by making this statement has already
utilised this “information”. Therefore it would be extremely
desirable that this “information” be communicated to the whole
Comintern. 1 know very well, as do all other Russian comrades,
that the whole policy on the Italian question, as by the way,
the entire policy of the IV Congress, was conducted with the
complete agreement and approval of Lenin.

We ask: Whose views were confirmed on this question?
It goes without saying that they were our views and not Com-
rade Bordiga’s. Has not the “IIl International” group grown up
together with the Party? Have we not acquired valuable forces
through it? Do they not help us to smash the Maximalists and
refonmists?

I think that these seven points are sufficient to show that
Comrade Bordiga is mnot right.

Comrade Bordiga on Leninism and the Party.

Comrade Bordiga in his theoretical works, devoted to the
question of Leninism, is divided and often approaches a denial
of Leninism on very important questions. For instance in one
of his articles Comrade Bordiga declares: why invent a special
kind of theory — Leninism? Comrade Bordiga writes: “Our
movement is based on a theoretical system which is a finished
world conception: this is Marxism, historical materialism, which
has its most energetical supporter in Lenin. There is no need
to call it Leninism, and in respect to Lenin, there is all the
less reason. But what were the relations of Lenin to this
system? If he were its revisionist, it would be right to replace
the terms Marxism and Communism by Leninism and Bol-
shevism. But Lenin was not a revisionist and proudly fought
against revisionists of various schools and denied their right
to employ the name and traditions of Marx, proving this with
sharp arguments. He defended his orthodoxy by arguments taken
from actual history and by a detailed and thorough interpreta-
tion of the teachers, analysing all the shades and turns of the
texts, whose contents were confirmed by past history*).

At first sight this seems very clever. Naturally, Lenin was
a Marxist. He did mot “correct” Marx and did not “revise”
him. Therefore why any special term — Leninism.

Desiring to be strictly objective with regard to Comrade
Bordiga’s position, I should here mention that Comrade Bordiga
declared in another place that in his opinion both Marxism and
Leninism are synonymous. But when Comrade Bordiga begins
to enumerate the points on which he is not in agreement with

. Leninism, the list becomes so long that one uwnconsciously asks
oneself: on what does he agree? What especially does not
satisfy Comrade Bordiga is the tactical side of Leninism.
‘Whereas this is the strongest and the righest side of Leninism.
You already know that Comrade Bordiga is not in agreement
with Leninism in manv resvects, for dinstance on such radical
problems as the question of the role and organisation of the
Party and the question of the united front tactics. That explains
why Comrade Bordiga does not like using the word Leninism
and thinks it superfluous.

Take, for instance, the definition of the meaning of the
Party given by Comrade Bordiga. According to his definition
the Party is simply a league of people with the samie opinions,
people united by their general conceptions. This is certainly
one of the symptoms of a Party. A Party certainly endeavours

*) “The Opportunist Danger and the International”, article
by A. Bordiga in “Unita”, September 30, 1925.

to unite people who agree with its programme and who have
a general world conception, etc. But Comrade Bordiga loses
sight of the most important thing of all — the live dialectics of
the inter-relations between Party and class. He forgets that the
Party is nothing more nor less than a section of the working
class, its advanced detachment, its vanguard. He does not
notice the complexity of live inter-action between the working
class and its vanguard. He does not understand what Lenin
wrote on the inter-relations between the Party and the mass, the
mass and the class. He forgets that the workers often. come
into our Party without having what one might call a consistent
“world conception”. He is totally incapable of imagining the
reason and conditions causing ebbs and flows in our Parties.
In his opinion, Party members are “fellow thinkers” in the
academic sense of the word. :

Indeed, just look at his arguments with regard to Bolshe-
visation. Does not Comrade Bordiga here repeat the error of
Right Wingers? He says: You have already been conducting
Bolshevisation for a whole year, but where are the Bolshevik
Parties? '

Such a presentation of the question is absolutely incorrect.
It goes to show that Comrade Bordiga is as far off from Le-
ninism as ever. Surely, Comrade Bordiga, you do not think that
the Comintern can be Bolshevised in one year? We say: you can
live a century and go on being Bolshevised for a century. We
know that Bolshevisation is a complicated process. Even the
C.P.S.U. has never affirmed that it is a 100% Bolshevised,
although it exists as a Bolshevik Party already a quarter of a
century. Surely no one could expect that in the most ifficalt
situation in which the Communist Parties are obliged to exist
and develop they can become 100% Bolshevised in one year? -

Are our Parties being Bolshevised?

But can Bordiga deny that many of our Parties have never-
theless achieved great success in this respect? Take for
instance the Czechoslovak Party. Compare it as it is now with
what it was 2—3 years back; has it not moved forward along
the path of Bolshevisation? There is not the slightest doubt
that it is now a Bolshevik Party in a much greater degree
than it was before. Three years ago there were still doubts
as to whether it was possible, or as to whether it was necessary
to form a united Communist Party without distinction of na-
tionalities. Now it does not enter into any one’s head to doubt this.

Look at the French Party. It is now experiencing rather
great difficulties. The opponents of the Comintern like to laugh
at it saying: some bolshevik Party!

" If the enemies of the Comintern scoff, that is quite to be
understood. But Comrade Bordiga after all is not an enemy
of the Comintern. Compare, Comrade Bordiga, the present pos-
ition in the French Communist Party with the position of 2 or
three years ago. At that time, such personalities as Frossard,
Ernest Lafont were still speaking' on behalf of the French Party. .
In reality, the Party was then still in the hands of Social
Democratic leaders. And what is the French Communist Party
at the present time? It is actually, a sound workers’ Party, which
has not yet forged itself a sufficiently homogeneous and strong
leadership (which will come however in the near future).

We understand very well that in the future things will
not proceed without crisis. But would it have been conceivable
two or three years back that the French Party would have
taken up such a firm excellently bolshevik position on the ques-
tion of the colonial war as the C.P.F. did on the question of
the war in Morocco? Whence have the petty-bourgeois pacifist
breezes disappeared which formerly held such sway in the French
Communist Party. Not a trace of them has remained. Of course,
no one will now assert that the French Communist Party is
a 100% Bolshevised. It has on more than once occasion had to
experience big fights — we shoald not close our eyes to this
fact. The real test of strength will commence when heated en-
counters take place. The C.P.F. has not yet secured big vic-
tories and has not yet passed though the furnace of serious
defeats. It has not had to participate in civil war. The French
comrades take this excellently into account. But js this a ground
for a member of the Comintern contemptously stating: what
kind of a Bolshevik Party is this in France, and what kind of a
Bolshevisation is it that we have been conducting for a whole
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year? Is it a good thing that Comrade Bordiga is to a certain
.extent joining in Souvarine’s song?

Or tdke the British Party. Naturally the Party is still small.
But is it not being Boishevised? Can one compare the present
British Communist Party with what it was a few years ago?
Has it not made colossal steps forward? Is it not mow a
healthy workers’ Party? Has it not learned to apply Leninist
principles for embracing the masses of the British working class
in a complicated social structure? Does it provide a real Com-
munist with any pretexts for joking or jeers?

Or take such a Party as the Swedish Party. Naturally, it
is not a world Party. Sweden is a comparatively out-of-the-way-
place. But has not our Swedish Party succeeded in sweeping
away Hoglund who was the leader of the Party, with a fairly
good record and a good name? Has not the Swedish Party,
after kicking out the Right Wing fleaders, succeeded in winning
over wide masses to its side — we need only recall the recent
cenference at Goteberg. Is it not now a healthy workers’ Party?
And yet not more than 18 months ago, we were assured - that

- if Hoglund left, nothing would remain of the Communist Party.

Now look at the history of the Italian Party itseli! Has
it not passed through the most difficult stages? Has it not
been compelled to experience treachery and again treachery?
Was not its position in face of the Fascist offensive desperately
© difficult? The path of the Italian Party was heavy. At first
the entire Italian Socialist Party came to the Comintern in-
cluding Turatti, then the first split took place, after which we
had the swing round of Serrati. And finally the defeat and
seizure of the Iactories followed by the Fascist coup d’état. And
in 'spite of all this we now have in Italy a strong, organised,
compact Party which is conducting a struggle against Fascism
and is gradually winning over the working masses. Our ltalian
Party has become a mass Party. Just look at the influence it
enjoys in all the working class centres. It is becoming stronger
than both the other “workers” parties in Italy. I has passed
" through all the stages of the White Terror. But we may never-
theless ' say calmly at the present time: Fascism has not the
means whereby ‘it could suffocate our Party. It tried everything
and without result. The Party and the masses have growi
together. Naturally, Fascism can still kill our comrades by the
hundreds. but no one wiil now be able to kil! the Communist
Party. '

Finally, take the German Party, the largest Section of the

Comintern after the C.P.S.U. Of course the enemies of the
Comintern are not prohibited from smiling about the crises
which have been experienced by the German Communist Party.
The leadership was changed twice and there have been profound
complications. But compare the development of the German Com-
munist Party even with the development of the Russian Bolshev-
iks after 1905. Our defeat of 1905 may fully be compared with
the German defeat of 1923. At the head ol our Party stood
Lenin, but nonetheless a idifficult struggle took place in our
Party throughout a number of years. There were grave crises,
there were splits and secessions and our Party became Bolshevised
only gradually. Surely you do not think that the Russian Patty
became Bolshevised in one year. After the 1905 defeat several
difficult years passed before the Party became properly
awakened. The German Communist Party has not its Lexin.
Its best leaders have been killed. It has to deal with a very
strong Social Democracy. Its enemy in the form of a big
organised bourgeoisie, upheld by the aid of American capital, is
very strong and skilful. And nevertheless — surely one cannot
say that in the German Communist Party there is nothing else
but errors, failures, and crises. The. position is difficult, but
despite all the difficulties our German Party can be Bolsnevised
and is being Bolshevised.

Thus, to sneer at Bolshevisation, to liold forth about a whole
year having passed and that crises have not been overcome,
to make such conclusions as Comrade Bordiga did is .a.grave
error. ' ‘ '

Of course, excessive optimism would be out of place. We
do not want any Potyomkin villages. We must speak about
existing crises and maladies openly. We must speak openly of
the fact that things are very unsteady with us as far as
internal Party democracy is concerned. And we do this. Bui
black pessimism and mockery of Bolshevisation are no testimony
“to Comrade Bordiga’s advantage.

Internal Party Regime.

Comrade Bordiga spoke here on the theme of the internal
Party regime. This is an extremely delicate problem. I will
yet have occasion to refer to it in udetail. Comrade Bordiga did
right in raising this question. We must speak openly about
those things in our midst that are bad, and of what must be
done to improve them.

Comrade Bordiga spoke here of the necessity of turning the
pyramid upside down. It would be better if Comrade Bordiga
expressed himself more accurately: does he deny in general the
necessity of a centralised International, or does he think the
centralism which we already have is too excessive. Does he
think that leadership in the Cemmunist International should
not belong to the Russian Party, or does he think that this
leadership should belong to the Russian Party, but should be
in the hands of other Russian comrades? All these question
can and must be discussed quite openly. :

I will not attempt to deny that in the way of centralisation
the Comintern has sometimes made mistakes. We already acknow-
ledged this when the question of centralisation was brought
up in connection with the discussion with Tranmael. To “over-
centralise”, ‘“‘over-administer” — this is a serious danger for
an international organisation. Well, then, let us rectify such
errors and “superfluities”. Perhaps Comrade Bordiga thinks
that the Russian Party should not enjoy such exclusive influence
in the Comintern. We can also speak openly on this question.
You know that the last Congress of our Party (as the E.C. of
the Comintern itself frequently did formerly) brought forward
the question of other Parties taking much greater participation
in the collective leadership of the Comintern than hitherto.

But it is absolutely unclear to me what Comrade Bordiga
has in view when he talks about a pyramid. In the old days,
we used tie “pyramid” in our agitation as a symbol of Czarist
autocracy. Comrade Bordiga launches forth with phraseology
in application to the Communist International without appro-
priaie commentaries. ’

Internal Party democracy is by no means widespread
amongst us. We pass resolutions on this question and carry them
out badly. In our internal Party regime too little place is left
for the real self activity of the rank and file Party members.
This is true. This must be rectified at all costs, and this can
be rectified now. In the first years of the Comintern activity,
we were all steering a course for an approaching immediate
civil war, and on the basis of this perspective we made. the
question of centralism, of military discipline in the Party parti-
cularly acute. But it appears that the ‘epoch that we are now
passing through is unfortunately not yet the epoch of immediate
civil war. This by no means signifies, of course, that we can
renounce the principles of centralism and of iron discipline
within our ranks. Without both these there is no Communist
Party. But the forms can and must be modified. It must not
for one moment be forgotten that for us it is not merely a
question of centralism, but of Democratic centralism:

We quite openly acknowledge that in a number of our
Parties we have over-strained the leash. Genuine internal Party
democracy must become a reality. We have already in our
resolutions for nearly two years been speaking about the
necessity for normalisation.. What is normalisation? It is the
genuine eriforcement of the basis of internal Party dembcracy.
This  normalisation, this internal Party democracy has mnot
been conducted in those Parties where it is filly possible and
necessary to enforce them. It seems to me that even Comrade
Bordiga canno! deny the fact that in the theses we have pre-

‘sented to the present Plenum, the question of internal Party

democracy has been emjphasised quite strongly enough. :

But Comrade Bordiga says: we are always passing good
theses while our practice is bad.

We ourselves are ready to admit that it is mich easier
to pass good theses than to put them into force. We ourselves
do not hide for one minute the fact that in this respect ‘tHings
are particularly bad as far as Party democracy is -concerned.
And we tutn to all Sections, to all Commumist ‘workers and
say ‘to them: the enforcement of Comintern decisions on
questions of internal Party democracy -entirely depends upon you
yourselves, upon the whole Party rank and file. Without waiting
for anything, begin puting this internal Party democracy into
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force and inmsist in an organised and systelmatic manner that
these decisions do not remain on paper..

Of course, in such countries as Italy and Poland the posi-
tion is so difficult at the present time, White Terror is so
rampant, that the introduction of internal Party democracy here
comes up against tremendous objective difficulties. But wherever
the Parties are developing under relatively legal conditions, the
possibility of normalisation, = the possibility of conducting
internal Party democracy actually exist.

If Comrade Bordiga seriously, persistently, calmly and not
like a spectator from afar were to insist on the genuine en-
forcement of internal Party democracy, om real concerted
leadership of the Comintern, he would be quite right. But when
he scoffs at Bolshevisation, when he sneers at the term “Le-
ninism”, when he denies the industrial nucleus as the pri-
mary nucleus of ‘the Party ,when he casts about enigmatic
phrases about pyramids, things are already very bad. He acts
not like a soldier of the Communist International, but like an
outside observer, and as that one none too well-disposed.

Moscow or Amsterdam.

The absence of dialectics in Comrade Bordiga’s presentation
of problems is seen at every step. Take for instance the follo-
wing question. Comrade Bordiga says that he rejects the whole
of our trade umion tactics (i. e. the tactic of struggle for
international trade union unity) as he maintains the old slogan:
Moscow or Amsterdam. Such is an example of a non-dialectic
presentation of the question. '

Have we reaily abandoned the slogan: Moscow or Amster-
dam? This slogan remains absolutely in force. It is around
this slogan that the struggle is conducted and will still be
conducted for a whole historic period. But the form of the
struggle has changed. That is what Comrade Bordiga does not
understand. Comrade Bordiga apparently imagines that we are
ready to surrender . the banner of Moscow and go into a
general trade union international and abandon our Communist
views. Comrade Bordiga does not understand that if a joint
congress of the two trade union Internationals were summoned
to-morrow, the struggle under the slogan: Moscow or Amster-
dam, i. e. Communism or revisionism, would only just com-
mence properly.

The alternative “Amsterdam or Moscow” is the alternative

“reformism or Communism”. Surely Comrade Bordiga does.

not really think that to conduct negotiations withr the Amster-
damites concerning a possible amalgation of the two Inter-
nationals mean betraying our flag? Don’t worry,
Bordiga, we will not let the banner of Moscow, the banner of
Communism out of our hands. But this does not signify that
we must stand rooted to the spot and only repeat: Moscow or
Amsterdam. As the vanguard of the proletariat, we endeavour
to find access to the masses by varius methods. We endeavour
to influence those strata of the working class who still follow
the reformists. And the historic dispute — Moscow . or Amsier-
dam — continues and will continue right until the complete
victory of Moscow.

Comrade Bordiga, just as anyone else, is allowed the right
to defend his opinions openly here, however severe they may
be. But we also are not prohibited from replying to you.
[ﬁarq from the history of the Communist movement, Comrade
Bordiga, learn to understand what can be done in ome year
and what cannot. Study the history of the Russion Bolshevik
Party and then you will understand that even that Party was
only able to become a Bolshevik Party as a result of a long,
stubborn internal Party struggle and work of self-criticism and
seli-tempering. Let us, Comrade Bordiga, not omly teach the
Communist International, but also learn something from it.

III. On the German: Ultra-Left.

Position in the German Communist Party.

First of all we should make it quite clear tc ourselves that
we are standing on the threshold of the gradual preparation
of the fourth mass action of the German working class against
the bourgeois order.

Comrade -

The First armed conilict took place in 1919 (the Spartacus
rising). The Second in March 1921. For the third time in 1923
armed action of the workers and the revolutionary situation
in general knocked at.the door in Germany. Now an acoumu-
lation of forces is in process, slowly for the time being, for
the fourth action of the German workers, to be expected in
the forthcoming epoch, in the course of which we hope the
German Communist Party will act as the real leader of the
majority of the German working class.

On each of the former three occasions of the German work-
ing class mass actions, the question of mutual relations bet-
ween the Party and the masses was a most decisive ome. -

_In 1919, the spontaneous enthusiasm was very great. Large
masses of workers hurled themselves into the fight. But the
Party was only a small, though heroic advance-guard. The
Spartacus League did not cope with the tremendous historic
task whicl: it took upon itself. The treacherous role of Social
Democracy hindered the rallying of the majority of the workers.
In 1921, the Party was already more of a mass Party, was
already better trained, but the majority of the working class
did not believe in a decisive struggle and did not participate
in the rising. In 1923, the situation was objectively revolu.
tionary in many respects. But by this time the Party which had
absorbed many Social Democrat elements had not yet suc-
ceeded in remoulding them. The serious errors committed by
the Party leadership of that time prevented the favourable
situation from being utilised. Again and again the question of
the inter-relations of the Party and the masses arose wvery
acutely.

We do not know and no one knows when the fourth mass
armed action of the Germam working class will actually take
place — a year sooner 'or a year later. But one thing is
indubitable: ‘the turning point that has beer made in the
German labour movement is a commencement (we emphasise,
indeed only the commencement) of the preparation for such an
action. The whole question is, in what condition will our
Party be when these future events, occur. Both the masses and
our Party will be difierent from what they were in the previous
skirmishes. Objectively, with every month the situation is be-
coming more and miore favourable for the German Communist
Party. It will become exceptionally favourabie if our Party
will be able to apply the united front actics in a proper manner.

Here in the “Bergwerkzeitung” the paper of German in-
dustrial and commercial capital, just received to-day we read:

“The wain danger of the radicalisation of our State
is as follows: While the described decline of the trade
unions is taking place, timid attempts are being made to
enter on to a mew path, a wedge is being driven into

" the trade unions which are tired of the struggle. Already

for several months the Communists, wio have received the

most exact instructions from’ Moscow and who are supplied
with considerable funds, are issuing the slogan: Back to-
the unions. '

The hazy trend of thought of the trade union leaders
is counterposed by the triumphant realpolitik of the Com-
munist Party: ‘The less able ‘the Social Democrats are to
hide their bourgeois nature, the more must the Communist
Party take the path indicated by Karl Marx and Lenin’...
Moscow is working well.” (“Deutsche Bergwerkzeitung”,
Jan. 25, 1926.)

I have doubts about Moscow working especially well. In
my opinion, neither we here nor our Party in Germany are .
anything like working well yet. But the German bourgeoisie,
with correct class instincts, have already understood that the
German Communist Party is on the correct path and is success-
fully establishing contact between the vanguard and the 'masses.

The Anti-Leninist Line of the Ultra-Leits.

In what does the lesson mainly consist that our German
Party should draw from the history of the past few years and
from the entite internal struggle which it has experienced?
There is no harm in probing into the history of the so-called
Left in Germany in a rather detailed manner. I must say that
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in my opinion, the attempt of the so-called German Left
(Maslow-Ruth Fischer and others) to counterpose their policy to
the policy of the Comintern was (if we ‘do not count Comi-
'rade Bordiga) practically the onmly attempt to launch a policy
radically at variance with that of the Comintern. The clash
between the Comintern and the so-called German Left was a
kind of struggle between Leninism and a “new” diffusive, not
very clearly crystallised, but nevertheless ‘quite different policy.
The substance of the matter does not lie in the various mistakes
of the Left. What is of the greatest significance is the fact
that the leaders of the German Left, though not saying this
openly, considered that the Leninist leadership of the Comintern
was incorrect, considered that the “Russian” leadership which
had grown up in a backward peasant country could’not point
out the proper road to the Western European labour move-
ment. The real kernel of the matter lies in the fact that the
‘Left leaders endeavoured to find some kind of different, perfected
“Western-European” Leninism.

Naturally, everybody who thinks that the Comintern policy
is not correct has the right to say so openly at our Congresses
and to propose another policy. The whole question simply is,
on the side of which policy is the truth really to be found.

We will examine the details of the German crisis in a
special commission. Here it will suffice merely to touch on
the most important points. What was this alternative policy of
the leaders of the German Left? Firstly, they considered “that
we were wrong on the  trade union question, and that our
instructions in this sphere were not appropriate for- Western
Europe. Secondly, they opposed the views of the Comintern on

the peasant question. Thirdly, they considered the views of -

the Comintern on the national question as not entirely correct.
Fourthly — the united front tactics. As you see, it is a question
of the most radical problems of our movement.

Timely Warnings.

I must state here openly that the German Lefts won over
the German Communist Party despite the efforts of the E. C. C. L
This is the only case as far as I am aware, of such a thing
occurring in the history of our International. This fact testifies
that the German Left was sufficiently strong in its time. The
German Lefts conquered the Party, at any rate at the com.
mencement, against the will of the Comintern. The E. C. C. 1.
had to become reconciled to this fact and to manoeuvre, waiting
until a group closer to wus crystallised within the Left. There
was no other way out. The question arose only in one way:
either Brandler or the Leits. All the more or less sound pro-
letarian elements followed the Left, for the Right Wing leader-
ship had become bankrupt in a most unprecedented way. Our
attempt to support a “centre” group alas, did not meet with
success. The centre group quickly disappeared from the. scene.

-Let us examine then, how the mutual relations between the
E. C. C. 1. and the German Lefts developed at that time. I
will take the liberty of citing here certain documents, as this
question is of tremendous :importance not only for Germany,
but for the International as a whole. :

When the Left had already succeeded in winning the Party

onto its side — this was on the eve of the Frankfurt Congress

— I wrote to Comrade Maslow on April 1, 1924:

“l am very much afraid of:

1. errors on the trade union question. 1 repeat a
thousand and one times: this means ruin for the Party.

2. An error consisting in the simple rejection of the
umited front tactics (which Ruth Fischer is particularly
eagerly engaged on). The united front factics were not
oonceived by Radek — Radek only distorted and vulgarised
them. These tactics were taught and established by Lenin.
And they are Correct. If you reject them, you challenge us to
a struggle with you (which we do not want).

In general, you should not fall into extremes. This is
inevitable in the struggle, but not to the extent of losing
a conscious attitude to matters. Do not get nervy.

We have done everything that is possible. We have
sent three influential members of the C. C. We are our-
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selves ready to do everything possible to march with you.
But the resolution against the united front which you
are ‘passing (Berlin) must be understood as a struggle
against the Communist International.”

We then sent to Germany three comrades from our Russian
C. C. for negotiations with the “Left” leadership. At first the
pegotiations proceeded extremely badly. Our delegation was pre-
sented with a demand in the form of an ultimatum to withdraw
the letter of the E. C. C. I. which sharply criticised the Left
errors. Disagreement acquired a particularly acute form on
the question of the united front and the question of the trade
unions. In our Letter of March 31, 1924, to two influential
workers — members of the German Left, namely, Comrades
Thidlmann and Schlecht (at that time Schlecht also had great
influence in the Left) — we wrote: ‘

“Dear friends! There is no wuse your deceiving your-
selves. If you accept all the above the result will be a

K. A. P. D. (German Communist Labour Party. Ed.)
Did we wage a struggle against the K. A. P. D. in order
to adopt its standpoint now? If we make any concessions
to these five errors, this means Ceasing to be bolsheviks.

Do not let yourselves be lulled to sleep by comsoling
phrases about the wltra “Left” tendency being very weak,

- that it is not a serious movement, that it can be put an

end to by 'means of comradely pursuasion of x, y or z in
a téte a téte. That is not how things stand. The position
of a workers’ party in Germany in the present tramsition
period of two revolutions is such that it will inevitably give
birth to this left liquidationism as the late Lenin would
have termed it. In order to combat it, there must be
sufficient courage to strangle it at the roots, there must
be a public decisive and unswerving attack made at the
present time.

Do mot let anyone talk to us about our being con-
fronted in the trade union question by an indefinite move-
mtent of the masses themselves. That is the usual fairy tale.
When the leaders are blunderers they always put their
blunders on the broad shoulders of the masses. Moreover,
we cannot simply put the question like this: That is what
the masses want, therefore the matter is decided. No, we
miust be able also to take action against the prejudices of
the masses, if these prejudices exist.”

‘At that time, the workers on the German C. C. shared
many of the errors of Maslow and Ruth Fischer, but they did
not echo their chief errors: they did not wage a fight against
the Comintern. When the Comintern, delegation was sent an
ultimatum, Comrade Thilmann definitely supported the Com-
intern delegation, and he succeeded in scotching this ultimatum.
That is one of Comrade Thilmann’s greatest services.

Certain of the Lefts at that time were so hostilely disposed
towards the Rights that it sufficed the Rights to say “yes” and
they would immediately reply “no”, and vice versa. Such an
attitude was quite comprehensible in such a situation.

I will take the liberty also of citing an extract from a letter
dealing with the position in the C. P. G. and written by me
on the eve of the Frankfurt Congress (March 26, 1924):

“We have always distinguished two currents in the

Left Wing of the German Communist Party. The one is

represented by excellent workers, revolutionarily disposed

and deeply devoted to the cause, who have come straight
from the masses and are the best hope of German Commu-
nism. The other current is represented by a group of intel-
lectual leaders, amongst whom there are people with extre-
mely high talents, who have already freed themselves from
certain deviations and who are capable of rendering great
services to the German labour movement. But among these
there are also elements that are extremely immature and
lacking 'in Marxist training, without serious revolutionary
traditions, with a leaning towards empty -revolutionary
phraseology, who are capable of causing great harm to
the German Communist movement.” ,

X
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I repeat that we said this even before the Frankfurt Con-
gress, however at a time when the Lefts already headed the
Party. We considered two perspectives possible. We wrote in
this sane letter: ‘

“In connection with the victory of the Leits in Germany
two perspectives. are possible.

The First. The German Communist Party will really
overcome ‘its opportunist deviations and emerge on to
the wide revolutionary path. The German Left will not
repeat the errors which Brandler made and which led his
group to a crash, i. e, it will not ignore all those who
hold different opinions, will not threaten with exclusions
irom the Party, but will endeavour to utilise every revolu-
tionary force in due place, irrespective as to what group
this force formerly belonged. The fractional struggle will
end. The malady of “Leftism” will be cured. ‘A decisive
war will be declared on revolutionary phraseology, on
Left “whining”, and on Leitwing “childishness”. There will
not be one step which might turn the Party from a mass
Party into a Sect. There will. be a concerted real collabo-
ration with the R. C. P. and the whole Comintern. A whole
period of internecine struggle will end and a new chapter
begin. Under the new leadership the Party will mobilise
all forces for the struggle with the bourgeoisie and Social
Democracy. Within the Comintern the German Communist
Party will maintain the main policy of Leninism against
Right wing deviations and infantile Leitism as Comrade
Lenin taught us. There will be no fractional diplomacy
whatsoever. There will be a real, serious, proletarian dis-
cipline in regard to the Comintern.

The second perspective: The left Wing leaders will
regard the Left victory only from the aspect of fractional
strategy. The Lefis will declare an offensive against com-
rades of the Centre group. Victory will turn the heads of
Left-Wing leaders. The Lefts will fall into the same error
against which Comrade Lenin always specially forewarned:
The error of becoming arrogant at a time of success. Such
fractional conduct of the. Left will inevitably lead to a
revival of the Right. The fractional struggle will continue.
In the German Communist Party, under the leadership of
the Lefts, such absurd phenomena as the above-cited state-
ments of Comrades Scholem, Rosenberg, “Rote Courier”
etc. will receive the right of citizenship. The Lefts will bring
out a platformr against the wunited front tactics in general
and will dub as “reformism” and “liquidationism” what
really is the tactics of Comrade Lenin and the entire Com-
intern. They will pour out the child together with the bath
‘water. Such a presentation of the question in reality only
helps really reformist tendencies such as have become mani-
fest in Germany and in' certain other of the Comintern
Sections. As a result there will be an inevitable discrediting
of the Left majority in Germany and the collapse of the
German Contmunist Party and the Comintern.

Such are these two perspectives. They must be thoroughly
thought over. The Leit comrades should clearly perceive
both these perspectives. It goes without saying that we
favour with all our hearts the first perspectives.”

On the Chief Errois of Ruth Fischer and Maslew.

We wrote another detailed letter specially on the trade union
question, as this question was of the greatest importance. On the
eve of the actual opening of the Frankfurt Congress the Left
wing leaders (Maslow and others) began to launch a plan for
the jormation of a “new” mass workers’ organisation in place of
the trade umions. It seemed to them that to improvise such a
¥new” mass organisation was quite an easy matter. At that time
the position not only of many Lefts, but also of many Centrists
and Rights, who also gave themselves up to anti-trade union
tendencies, and who were not averse from supporting the slogan
to leave the trade unions, was incorrect. For instance, Comrade
-Stoecker, ‘on behalf of the Centre Group came to Moscow and

literally besought us not to say a single word against the anti-
trade union tendency. They argued as follows: the mood among
the masses is in favour of leaving the trade unions, we must be
with the masses, because we must not go against the stream.
It was not without a threat of direct rupture that we got a reso-
lution passed at the Frankfurt Congress which nevertheless
somehow or other opposed the anti-trade union tendency. It was
proved that just on fthe most important question of the Western
European labour movement, it was we who were right whilst
those who endeavoured to invent a “Western European” Leni-
nism were wrong.

And what happened after? The resolution on participation
in the trade unions was passed, but the practice of the Left C.C.
remained anti-trade union. The C.C. in the person of Maslow,
Ruth Fischer, Scholem and Rosenberg, retained its former
opinion and only reiuctantly made a verbal concession to the
International. This deep-rooted error more than anything else
caused the subsequent bankruptcy of the “Left” leaders.

Comrade Ruth Fischer said here that she perceives her error
in that, at the Frankiurt Congress, she and her friends did not
sum up the results of the ultra-Left deviations and did not put up
sufficient resistance. Comrade Fischer, you could not do this
during the Frankfurt period, because it is difficult for anyone to
conduct a struggle against one’s own self. For it was indeed
you who opposed the united front tactics. It was you, who,
together .with Maslow, committed the most clumsy error in the
trade union question. We all of us make mistakes from time to
time, but your error bears witness to the organic defects of
your tendency. Without overcoming it, you could not conduct
matters correctly, you were bound to make mistake after mistake.
That is why it is quite incorrect to picture things in Germany
as if on the one hand there was an ultra-Left wing, whilst on the
other hand, there was the Ruth Fischer-Maslow group. In es-
sence this was one and the same group at decisive moments.
Certain Left-wing workers already then began to understand thée
organic defects of the wultra-Leits. But the Brandler errors were
still too fresh in the memory, the phase of defeat was still only
just past, and the bitterness and anger were still too great. That
is why the chain of errors committed at the Frankfurt Congress
became possible. If Fischer, Maslow and their supporters want
to be honest with themselves, they should recognise that they
committed not one or two episodical errors, or misfires; no,
their policy was fundamentally one entire political error. The
Congress tried to work out a kind of new policy for the Com-
munist International. But with this they did not hit the mark.
They tried to say a “new word” on the question of the umited
front tactics and on the trade union question, and were pro-
foundly wrong in this. Where were you right? There was only
one thing in which you did not make a mistake: this was in
protesting against the Right wingers and in ‘being capable of
giving expression to the discontent with the Brandler policy.
However, in politics one cannot live by utilising the errors of
one’s {ractional opponent alone. There must be a positive pro-
gramme. Of course, it is very praiseworthy that you conducted
a struggle against Social-Democratic deviations, but you your-
selves could not point out the correct path to the Party.

The question might be asked: why, then, in such a case
did the Comintern admit the formation of such a C.C.? Such a
presentation of the question would be too simple. At that time
in the given situation, there was no other way out. There was
the direct threat of a split, of the formation of two or perhaps
even three parties, and consequently the crash of our Party in
Germany for several years. By the errors of the Brandler C.C.
the Party was reduced almost to despair. The Commmmist wor-
kers of Berlin, Hamburg and the Ruhr area, lost all faith in
the old Brandler C.C. and they could not visualise a new C.C.
other than one headed by the Maslow-Ruth Fischer group. There
were no other peopie. This group did receive the leadership into
its hands, despite the fact that the E.C.C.I. was mone too en-
chanted with this combination. The E.C. had to take this course
as there was mo other way out.

The Open Letter (August 1925), says the Lefi Comrade
Engel, came down upon us “suddenly”. Nothing of the sort,
Comrade Engel. The ground for such a letter had already been
prepared little by littie. Step by step the Executive Colimmittee
had followed the process of gradual destratification of the Leit.
We could not guess.in advance when the moment would exactly
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come when a group for the new leadership of the Party wouid be
formed. But the necessity of waiting until new elements crystalli-
sed was absolutely clear to the Executive Committee. Such a
crystallisation is a prolonged process. In August 1925 we found
it possible to resort to such a severe measure as the Open Letter.

Lessons .oi the German Crisis.

Such are the lessons of the recent past of the German Com-
munist Party. I do not intend referring to separate personalities.
Biographical points may be discussed in a more intimate circle.
The essential lesson that the whole Communist International
should draw is, that the attempt of the “Left” tendency to create
some kind of different policy at variance with that oi the Com-
intern, to work out a kind of “Western-European” Leninism,
ended in complete failure.

Comrades, history has already sufficiently proved that Leni-
nism is an international teaching, that the experience of three
Russian revolutions can and must enter as an inevitable compo-
nent part in working out a policy for any Comimunist Party. The
experience of three Russian revolutions and the experience of
other most important sections of the Comintern, represent a tre-
mendous. and invaluable treasure of the Comintern. Comrade
Bordiga was profoundly wrong when he accused us of inter-
preting Bolshevisation as the mechanical transierence of the ex-
perience of the Russian revolution to other countries. No. Al-
ready in “Left wing Communism” you will find many a page
devoted to explaining that the mechanical transierence of Rus-
sian experience to other countries without taking the concrete
situation into consideration is absolutely impermissible. In our
theses on Bolshevisation passed at the last session of the Enlarged
Executive, we already spoke of this at sufficient length. Bolshevi-
sation means utilising the experience of the Bolshevik Party in
the three Russian revolutions and the experience of ail the other
important Sections of the Comintern, while taking account of the
pecularities in each country and of all the big factors of time
- and place. Bolshevisation by no means signities a simple un-
critical repetition of “Russian” experience.

The errors of the German Lefts comprise a whole stage in
the history of the German Communist movement. These errors
led to the political downfall of a definite group. This lesson goes
to show that anyone trying to “correct” Leninism, will undoub-
tediy suffer political failure.

We now have in Germany three ultra-Left groups. Time will
show which of them really can be assimilated by the Party. In
my opinion we will have to wait to see how Comrade Scholem
and Rosenberg behave in practice ,to see whether they will aid
the Party headed by the present C. C. and really carry on the
policy we have here traced out, without deviations -either to the
Leit or the Right.

We have pointed out on more than one occasion that the
group of ultra-left individuals is a group of petty-bourg=ois
revolutionaries. We acknowledge that we were rather harsh in
characterising them as rabid petty bourgeois. Some comrades
became offended at this. Comrade Scholem and Rosenberg asked:
surely we are not really rabid petty-bourgeois? But, comrades,
just think what the affair with Katz meant, whom the Party had
to exclude from its ranks. The shell has burst and poisoned the
air. How do we explain the musty atmosphere which has re-
mained after the incident with Katz? This is actually explained
by the fact that it was a petty-bourgeois group. I do not intend
reviling these comrades, in the personal sense. But in the politi-
cal respect they represent a group of petty-bourgeois revolutio-
naries, that is why the affair with Katz smelled so of petty bour-
geoisism. Surely Katz could not be taken seriously as a Left
revolutionary? Why it was enough to speak ten minutes with him
to understand that he was a rabid petty bourgeois. Comrade
Engel, I say to you openly that every worker who wavers towards
the side of Katz (or Korsch) will be lost for the proletarizn
revolution. You should very well understand that a “Party” which
people of the Katz type might attempt to form, will by no means
be a K. A.P.D,, but a caricature of the same.

In 1920, when Lenin was amongst us, we accepted the Com-
munist Labour Party of Germany into the Comintern with a
clear conscience as a sympathising Party. Why? Because we

knew that in the K. A.P.D. there were honest proletarian ele-
ments devoted to the cause of the revolution, and that they could
be won for the Comintern. But the present Katz group! Surely
no one could imagine that we will accept it as a sympathising
body into the Comintern? Of course not. Every worker who
vacillates between the Comintern and Katz will be lost for the
proletarian revolution. ’

Against Ultra-Left and Right Errors.

Everything that diverges from Leninism either “to the Left”
or “to the Right” means bankruptcy and decline. All attempts to
“correct” Leninism, all attempts to invent some other “Euro-
pean” policy as distinct from Leninism will lead to failure. At
the present time in Germany a struggle against ultra-Left errors
is particularly necessary, but this by no means signifies that
in Germany we will make any concessions whatsoever to the
Rights. The present German C.C. understands this, and will
understand it still better after all that has been said here. In the
German commission Comrade. Ernst Meyer said: after all, why
should we be against the present GermanC. C. if it is conducting
our policy? In other words, if the mountain does not come to
Mahomet, Mahomet came to the mountain. That is how Comrade
Ernst Meyer calculates. This -declaration alone is sufficient for
the German Communist Party to. be on its guard. The German
Communist Party meither wants~ ultra-Left nor Right errors;
neither the Korsch policy nor ‘the Brandler policy. It is timely
to say here that in the Polish' Party also it is not a question
of either Domski or Valetski,' i.e., either the ultra-Lefts or the
Rights. The question there.is: neither Domski nor Valetski.
Neither of them can participate:in: the leadership of the Party,
but both of them can and must be drawn into coliabaration in
the Party. The same thing applies tc the German Party. It is not
correct to say: either the ultra-Left group or the Right. No, it is
necessary to form a new leadership, and it is being formed and
must be strengthened and supported.

It seems to me that the composition of the German Com-
munist Party may be defined in the following manner: it has
80—85% Leit workers; Lelt in the best sense of the word, in
the sense that at the slightest opportufiist error, at the slightest
appearance of a Right wing danger,-they will entirely support
their C.C. which will fight against the Right; from 3—5% Right
wing workers, more or less tending to support the Brandler
policy, and 10% ultra-Left workers of all shades. Of course, I
might be wrong in percentages, and do not pretend to be exact
here, but in gemeral I think that it is like this. It should be
added that as far the upper strata of the Party is concerned, the
ment, etc. the correlation is not the same, — there the Rights
are -much more numerous.

Thus the question as to: the German ulira-Lefts and Rights
is not a personal question. The events that have been experienced
by the German Communist Party during the last 2 or 3 years
represent one of the most important chapters in the history of the
International. From the Geérman lessons we must learn and
understand that anyone deviating from Leninism to the Right
or to the Lelt is leading the Party to bankruptcy.

I'do not doubt but that the present C.C., with the support
of the E.C.C.I.,, will be able to 'utilise all its existing sound
forces in the Party. I am by no means in favour of the life exile
of those who have .made various big errors on the German
question. What is the use of that? We have not got so many Party
workers that we can afford. to throw them about. At the last
session of the E.C.C.I but one, we decided to remove certain
comrades from Communist work. But Lenin was right. Errors
must be acknowledged ‘and corrected by the people who commit
them. Insofar as these people are Sincereily devoted to the Party,
— this is the only condition, — they must be given the chance
of working in the Party in the future also. I think that we can
extend this right both to those who have committed Right errors
and to those who have committed ultra-Left errors, under the
conditions of course, that the mistakes will be sincerely acknow-
ledged, and that the respective comtades will inspire complete
contidence. ’ Y :

Everything else on thé Cievrman ‘qﬁestion has been aiready
said in the German Commission.
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IV. The Situation in the French and Other
Communist Parties.

The Possibility of the Formation of a “Souvarine” Party.

Let us turn our attention now to the French question. The
work of the French commission has shown that the crisis in the
French Party is more acute than we thought. A rather complica-
ted situation has arisen in the Party. Objective conditions in
France are favourable to the Communists. The worse thing is
that many French Comrades underestimate the seriousness of
the social-political situation in France, that they do not fully
realise that the country is one the road to a revolutionary crisis.

The Briand Cabinet has fallen. “Recent events in the French
Parliament have shown that Parliament has become a circus”,
— This is what one of the most important French bourgeois
newspapers wrote a few days ago. Even Parliament itself lost
all sense of parliamentarism .Such'is the opinion of the bour-
geois. press. Some of these organs advocate the formation of a
government with dictatorial powers without iparliament.

The Fascist peril in France is growing, but one must not
exaggerate it. One must not follow the example of some French
comrades whose every-day cry is: Fascism is coming! This is
something like the tale in which one of the heroes scared all the
others with false news that a wolf was going to attack them. When
the wolf really made his appearance no one would believe hiin.

How is the crisis in the French Communist Party expressed?
The Right assail us from all sides with a perfect deluge of de-
clarations. Already during the Plenum' we had four new Sou-
varine declarations. Everyone of them is of an inadmissible
nature, they surpass each other, each one being more scandalous
than the last. What Comrade Engler, the representative of the
French Right, said in the Commission was a great disappoint-
ment to us. He finished by presenting to the French Commission
one more big declaration of a truly provocative character with
respect to the Comintern and his own Party. T do not think that
il is necessary for me to quote these declarations as copies of
them were distributed among the comrades. It would also, per-
haps, be doing too much honour to Souvarine if we paid so
much attention to his literary productions. The Souvarine-ists are
assailing us from ali sides. The tone which pervaded Souvarine’s
periodical has now been transmitted to the collective declaration.
In his publication he went so far as to endeavour to besmirch
Lenin’s Mausoleum and to cast aspersions on the memory of such
champions as Comrade Frunze.

1 already reminded the comrades in the French Commission
that Lenin once called the Party which Martov was forming,
the Stolypin “labour” Party, because of its liquidatory tendencies.
(Stolypin was onz of the most reactionary Tsarist Ministers.)
Marfov was a greater personality than Souvarine. The time has
come to say quite openly, that there is in France the danger of
the formation of a new Party — the Souvarine “Labour” Pagty,
which will not be able to rally more than a few hundred peonle,
but which, with the help of the social patriots and even with that
of the bourgeoisie. can of course do considerable harm to our
Party. This inclination to form a new Right Souvarine Party in
France betravs itself in all the Souvarine declarations. These
declarations are signed bv some scores of workers. These sign2-
tures are evidentlv intended to disguise Souvarine’s provocative
attitude towards the Comintern. :

Comrade Scmard and particularly Comrade Torres, gave
in their speeches copious quotations from Souvarine’s writings.
I am of the opinion that if one were to take all the vile things
which Levi wrote against the Comintern, adding {o them what
Frossard, Hoglund, Bubnik, and Co. have written against the
Communists, we would get approximately that which Souvarine
is now writing. We must not deceive ourselves. We have to do
with a group which is firmly determined te go any lengths in
the struggle against the French Communist Party. What Fros-
sard failad to do, perhaps Souvarine will now succeed in doing.
Perhaps he will succeed in forming his own little “Party” which,
with the help of our enemies, will fight against us until it
bursts like a soap bubble. The Comintern must do its utmost
to help the French C.C. to lance this abscess. If we are to
_save our French Party from “Souvarineism” we must get the
better of this group. To honest workers who have drifted into

this group through a misunderstanding and whom we can draw
to our side, we will of course extend a fraternal welcome. We
must be able {o prove to these workers that with respect to
such questions as the Moroccan war, united front tactics, the
organisation of the Party on a nucleus basis, the appreciation -
of the general situation in France, the Souvarine Group repre-
sents the reformist viewpoint. We must deal a decisive blow
against this group. There is no_other way out. We must also
bear in mind that Monatte and Rosmer are trading on the old
syndicalist prejudices, and are endeavouring to cause a retro-
gression in the French Labour movement by flourishing the ob-
solete principles of the proverbial Charter of Amiens, which
insisted on the trade unions not having any connection with any
party whatever. This “work” of Monatte and Rosmer can do
even more harm to the Party than the work of Souvarine. We
must also carry on an energetic struggle against the anti-Party
group.
The French Party and the Trade Unions.

1t would not be so difficult to do all this, comrades, if our
French Party had not proved itself so weak. The work of the
Commission has shown that there is even a certain amount of
disunity in our leading nucleus. This must be put an end to.
First of all there must be clarity with respect to the question
of relations between the Party and trade unions. I dealt with
this more fully in the French Commission. 1 will probably - suc-
ceed in publishing that speech. Here I will only refer to the
following matter: %t the recent session of the French C.C,, after
Comrade Cremés report on the trade unions, one of the com-
rades (1 believe Comrade Berlioz) said that several Communists
made the following statement at the sessions of the Committee
of the Unitarian Confederation of Labour; “We have worried
quite enough about the question of trade union unity, we have
spent enough time over the reformists, now it is high time to
strengthen our own onganisation”. This is a very dangerous way
of pufting the question. If this frame of mind will prevail in
our midst we will not be able to apply united fromt tactics in
France.

This comrade went on to say: “We are certainly losing our
influence over the masses (the workers in the irade unions are
meant), and the unorganised masses follow the reformists to
the same extent as they follow us”. This declaration gives also
food for thought. It is no use shutting our eyes to the weak
points of our work in France. We must not forget that several
of our unions have really lost a considerable number of their
members. We must also not forget that the Party is far from
developing as it should under the existing favourabie conditions.
“To the masses”, is the slogan which cannot be repaated too
often — this is what our French Party must bear in mind.
It must not forget that France has at present a ten million
strong proletariat, that the percentage of workers organised
in the Confederation of Labour is probably less than tem.

For us the trade union question is the decisive question.
And it is precisely in connection with this question that the
Party has not yet outlived some of its shortcomings. The
disease called syndicalism is still making itself felt in our ranks.
At the same time there are also errors within the Party with
respect to the question of relations between the Party and trade
unions. too much emphasis is laid on the leading role of the
Party in the trade unions, very little is done from within in the
sewse of creative everyday work in the trade unions.

Another painful symptom is that hitherto there has not
been complete unanimity in the C.C. of the French Party. This
also made itself felt in the Commission. Our task consists in
giving the Party a clear political itinerary and a precise and
unambiguous formula concerning the trade union question. Great
successes are in store for the French Communist Party in the
near future. But it will not be able to achieve them unless it
sEpws itself capable of establishing a strong and united leader-
ship.

The Right in Czechoslovakia.

Let us now consider the other Right groups, which we
cannot as yet afford to ignore. I will take first of all Czecho-
Slovakia. As we all know, the situation in our Czechoslovakian
Party is at present relatively favourable. We can truly point to
our Czech and Italian Communist Parties as examples to be -
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followed. The former has set an example how to overccime in a
correct manner the Right peril, and the Italian Communist Party
has set the example of how ultra-Left tendencies should be
overicome.

Already during the session of the present Enlarged Exec-
utive we received a document bearing witness that the Right
peril is still Jurking in the Czechoslovakian Party. Eight com-
rades, headed by Comrade Hula, sent a declaration which was
distributed here and which is really an attempt to resuscitate
the Right Wing. All of you probably know the unanimous’ reply
made by the Commission to this declaration. The fact that this
declaration is signed by people like Vanek shows that this is
rot a group of particularly good repute. 1 could quote to you
fanek’s article, written after the Czechoslovakian Party Con-
gress, and showing that he can at times almost adopt the
language of Souvarine. I hope that the bloc of the Left and the
Centre which has come up to expectations in the Czechoslovakian
Party, will easily overcome all the attempts of this Right group.
The Right peril is still smouldering in Czechoslovakia. These
smouldering ashes must be exinguished — first of all of course
by ideological struggle. It is essential for everyone in the Czecho-
Slovakian Party to understand that the policy of the present
Czechoslovakian C.C., which has the full support of the Com-
munist International, must be taken seriously and that the Right
tendencies which are rotten to the core, will not be shown
any mercy. ) .

Norway.

During this Plenum important events took place also in
Norway, showing that there is also a considerable right peril
in the Norwegian Party. Comrade Sundley, a prominent Party
worker in Norway, made a statement in the organ of Tran-
mael’s Party opposed to us, the meaning of which is that we
might liquidate our Communist Party “just a little”. Comrade
Furoboten, the leader of our Norwegian Commiunist Party, has
wired to say that the C.C. will take the mnecessary measures in
connection with this. The Norwegian delegation here with us has
adopted a unanimous resolution concerning decisive struggle
against these Right tfendencies. There is also an wultra-l eft
teridency in Norway. These unfortunate tendencies almost in-
variably run parallel.

The East.
I should also like to say a few words about the East. The

position of the Peoples’ Armies in China has recently under- -

gone a change for the worse. The entire imperialist press is
jubilant on this subject and expresses the hope that the Peoples’
Armies will be destroyed. More than once the situation in China
was very critical, but the great national-revolutionary move-
ment showed every time new resources. This is precisely the
world historical importance of the events in China.

Our Eastern Commission will place before you a series of
resolutions — on China, Japan, India, etc. But the general intro-
duction to this subject you will find in our theses which you
will be asked to adopt.

Great Britain.

In Great Britain we are on the eve of big conflicts between
workers and employers. Particularly great importance attaches
to the imminent struggle of the British miners. Unfortunately,
very little was said about this at our Plenum. In the course
of the next few weeks this question will loom very big. We hope
that our British Communist Party will make it its business not
only to carry on a struggle against open traitors — Thomas
and Co., but also against the vacillating pseudo-Left trade union
leaders. It is quite possible that precisely these vacillating pseudo-
Left elements will play, as it frequently happened before, a very
sorry role when the time will have come to make a determined
~ stand with respect to a miners’ strike. These vacillating ele-
ments fear strikes as the devil fears incense. We must realise that
the forthcoming conflict in Great Britain, if it does break out,
will not be an ordinary strike, but will be the beginning of a new
phase in the British labour movement. This conflict, if it does
break out, will have in it the embryo of coming big social
struggles which are inevitable in Great Brifain. It is of course
quite possible for the British Conservative Government to con-

sent to another big subsidy for the mining industry, evading
thereby a conflict with the rhiners. We must waif and see,
But what the Communist International must realise to the
full is — that Great Britain is on the eve of a whole series
of strikes which imply social struggles of the greatest mag-
nitude and of world importance. The British Commrunist Party
must and will do its share in welding together the workers
for these forthcoming struggles. The proletarian vanguard in
Great Britain will not hide its head under its wing, but will

neet bravely the conflicts which are brewing, and which can

only be solved by means of stnugwgle7

To sum up: In Great Britain, France, Germany and in the
East, serious events are coming to fruition, slowly but surely.
The Communist International must get ready to play a de-
cisive role in them.

In our opening speech we spoke of the necessity for a
number of our most important Parties to ‘elaborate a programmne
of action for a whole period. I think that the Plenum must
instruct the Executive Committee to elaborate such programumes
together with the respective Parties. This must not be done
in a hurry, but calmly and deliberately and under circumstances
which will allow us to come to an understanding with every
Party separately.

V. Dedﬂcﬁons.

Democracy within the Party.

To sum wp: I think that our Enlarged Executive has given
us an opportunity to decide on a further extension of united
front tactics. The Enlarged Executive must also give us an op-
portunity to make the development of democracy within the-
Party a reality in our own ranks. All the limitations proposed

with respect to this in the Commission were rejected by us.

I think that the Plenum too, must reject such limitations. Qur
theses contain the following statement concerning democracy
within the Party:

“The Comintern asserts that up to the present, in a
number of Communist Parties, the elementarily necessary
minimum of internal Party democracy is lacking. Many
recent internal Party crises have become more acute owing
to the absence of internal Party democracy. The correct
principle of democratic centralism is often interpreted too
mechanically. As a result of this, initiative from below is
restricted and the formation of fresh leading cadres of the
Party obstructed. The Central Committee sometimes become
isolated from the masses of Party members. On this basis
various deviations easily develop into fractions and thereby
become particulariy dangerous.

The Communist Party can only be constructed on the
principle of idemocratic centralism. But the system of de-
mocratic centralism should function so that not only in- |
structions and leadership come down from above buf also,
that a real free expression of the opinions and will of the
entire masses of the members of our Party comes up from
below.

Democratic centralism is not only discipline, but
discipline plus real election of the leading elements, plus
iree discussion within the Party of ali questions (except
points of direct activity, when the question has already been -
decided) plus the real individual activity of rank and file
Party members.

In view of all this, the Enlarged Session of the E. C. C. I
emphatically insists once more on “normalisation” in those
Sections of the Comintern where this normalisation has not
yet taken place.”

These words must be borne in mind. This decision must be
carried out to the full.

Comintern Tactics.

All attempts to “revise” former fundamental decisions of
the Comintern, for instance, the decisions of the III. or of the
V. Congress, must be rejected by us 'in a most decisive manner.
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They are moreover already being rejected by the very trend of
events. Souvarine and Co., in France say: the decisions of the
first four Comintern Congresses were good, but the decisions
of the V. Congress must be revised. Such a treatment of the
question is absolutely inadmissible. We are based on the deci-
sions of all the five world congresses. The trend of events gives
first place to the decision emphasised by one or other of these
congresses. In view of the present situation great importance
attaches to the deeisions of the I111. Congress, anid to that which
Comrade Lenin pointed out during the I11I. Congress. We must
learn to put into practice the decisions of all these Congresses,
adapting them to the existing concrete conditions.

I- cannot refrain from saying a few words also about Com-
rade Clara Zetkin’s statement. I think that she was wrong. She
tried to criticise our policy inasfar as she said that whilst our
analysis' was satisfactory we nevertheless had defeats, and she
wanted to know why. She said that Marx” and Engels’ analysis
was so correct that it stands good even now after 70 years. With
us the analysis is correct but the policy does not seem to be
so, at least mot always. I must say that I cannot get at the
full meaning of Comrade Clara Zetkin’s words. Marx too sui-
fered defeats. Everyone knows that inspite of the very profound
and correct analysis of Marx and Engels the Paris Commune
sutfered a terrible defeat in 1871. The First International led by
Marx and Engels fulfilled a great task, but it suffered a split and
fell to pieces. I think that no Marxist can expect to be always
victorious. Comrade Zetkins words concerning the Esthonian
defeat somehow did not ring true. I must point out that in
Esthonia the last battles were lost by comrades who have many
big victories to their account. We must of course get at the
causes of everyone of our defeats, we cannot slur over our
defeats. We must weigh and consider every step of the path
which is behind us. But subsequent criticism of the movement
only because it suffered defeat is hardly correct. By this I do
iot mean to imply that everything is as well as it can be with
us. We do make mistakes. We must be chastised for these
mistakes, and we must draw lessons from them. But we never-
theless assert that in spite of difficulties and manifold com-
pli;:ati(m:s the Comintern has succeeded in maintaining a correct
policy.

Neither can we agree with the hint that some of the
fundamental decisions of the V Congress should be revised.
There must be straight talk on this subject, or no talk at all.
We are cenvinced that all the fundamental decisions of the
V Congress are correct and that there is no need whatever to
revise them.

United front tactics are the only correct tactics dictated by
the present state of affairs. These tactics have of course their
perils. That our path is slippery is self-evident; that this fact
is fraught with serious dangers is also self-evident. If we give
our little finger to the leaders of Social Democracy they will
certainly endeavour to get the whole hand. International Social
Democracy is as yet a great force. It has the support of the
international bourgeoisie. It would be a great mistake to under-
estimate for a single moment all these perils. An energetic
struggle must be carried on against right 'deviations wherever
we come across them. '

Comrade Lenin’s cpinion, which [ quoted, that anarchism
and opportunism, the Right and the. Left deviations are twins,
— must be the Leitmotiv in our work for some time to come. We
must not go away from this Plenum with the {eeling that some
of us were victorious and others were defeated. We must make
good the mistakes of the Right as well as of the ultra-left
and we must take measures to prevent their repetition. Ampu-
tations can only take place if absolute necessity dictates them,
when there is no chance whatever to save the worker in question
for Communism.

Our route is correct, it is the Leninist route. We must
make use of all the forces, we must draw to our side all honest
elements who recognise their errors and will show by deeds
that they are willing to serve the working class and our Party.
Comrade Bordiga is right when he says that we must not
trample underfoot the defeated elements within our own midst.
We must correct their errors, we must not give way an iota
where questions of principle are concerned, but we must not
create a situation which would deprive a comrade, guilty of a
serious political error and wishing to correct it, of the pos-
sibility to do so.

Leadership in the Comintern and in the Communist Parties.

We already mentioneid twice that the XIV. Congress of the
C.P.S. U. proposed to the other Sections of the Comintern to .
take a more active part in the leadership of the Communist
International. Our Brother Parties must becomne more inde-
pendent. Comintern advice and leadership are of course of great
use to them, and are guaranteed to them. But it is essemtial -
for the Comununist Parties, when they are fully developed, to
show more independence, to rely more on their own experience,
to use their own discretion in the selection of leaders and to
see to it that the leadership be stronger and more effective. If
we are to ‘‘swap horses’ every six months, that is to say, if
we are to change - leaders, to appoint new ones and to say .
to the old: you can take a rest now, — the results K will be
far from satisfactory. It is essential for the Parties themselves
to produce out of their midst and on the strength of their own
experience, leaders capable of leading them into decisive battles.
Wherever this cannot be done the Executive will have to inter-
vene. But it is certainly much more to the point if the Party
itself can select effective leading cadres.

More independence! More self-confidence, more experience -
of one’s own! Control ‘and leadership by the Executive will of
course remain, but an end must be put to a state of affairs
where some Party Congress or other makes a decision and
appoints a C. C. which the Comintern Executive is obliged to
override almost the next iday. Our Party Congresses must be
so carefully prepared, there must be such a free preliminary
discussion of all questions, that all the Party forces could be
given full play, that all Party moods and tendencies could find.
expression at the Congress, that the latter could be a true
reflex of the life of the Party. The problem of leadership is
one of the most important problems of the proletarian revolu-
tion. It is not at all easy for a leading nucleus of our young
Parties to crystailise. A little more seli-confidence and internal
democracy will do no harm, but will, on the contrary, benefit
our cause.

The Comintern Path is the Right Path.

The malevolent prophesis of the bourgeoisie and the Social
Democracy ‘with respect to the collapse of the Comintern, with
respect to its veering to the Right and with respect to the acute
differences in our midst, etc., have of course not come true and
are not coming true. The work of our Plenum has already
shown this. We had of course difficulties to cope with, we have
them now and we will have them also in the future. But we
will overcome them. The leaders of the Comintern and the
leaders of the C. P. S. U, the most important Section of the
Comintern, are willing to do their utmost to help the brother
Parties to establish a firm footing and to develop their work
on the basis of the decisions which will be made here.

I think that the political analysis given in the theses placad
before you is sufficiently precise and correct. Together with
the comrades from the other countries we endeavoured to make
a thorough study of the state of alfairs in almost all the
European countries and to give a concise estimate of this state
of affairs. We paid special attention to the analysis of the po-
sition in such countries as America and Great Britain which
are now of paramount importance. The slogan, “United States
of Socialist Europe” must be brought forward first and foremost
in such countries as France and Germany. We must learn to
connect this slogan with our jgeneral Communist policy. Some
bourgeois newspapers are saying that whilst we are ende-
avouring to establish the United States of Europe, we are
omitting the word “Socialist”. In other words that we are not
for the Socialist United States of Europe, but for the United
States of Europe “in general”. This is of course not true. Qur
slogan is: Workers’ and Peasants’ Socialist United States of
Europe. Moreover, we know that it is not Europe alone which
‘decides the question. We have at the same time strong sup-
port in the East and we are beginning to form a mass Com-
munist Party in America.

In America the correlation of forces is as yet unfavourable
to us, but this will undergo a change. Time will be working in
our favour. I think that we have found the right solution for
the problems which hitherto caused disruption in the ranks
of the American Party, and that this solution will satisfy all
the comrades.
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The Communist International can with a clear conscience
adopt the theses of the political commission. It can adopt it
with the full conviction that in a perfect maze of manifold
social-political problems which were confronting us, we were
able to indicate the right path which will lead to the welding
together of the Communist Parties and to the consolidation of
the Communist International for the further struggle against
the bourgeoisie (loud applause). :

Comrade Pepper:

I have to make a short statement on behalf of the Political
Commission. The Political Commission has postponed action
on some amendments concerning internal Party problems. It
has decided to deal with these matters only after the Com-
missions, dealing with the problem of the Sections, will be
finished with their resolutions. We prepose that the Political
Commission, in the final drafting of the theses, be authorised
to deal with the amendments proposed by the various delegations
inasfar as they do not conflict with resolutions of the various
commissions. This is the only way to bring into harmony the
general political theses and the special resolutions.

Comrade Bordiga:

For reasons which I have given in my two speeches during
the general debate 1 will vote against the proposed resolution. -

The latter contains the ascertion that the internal regime
of the Communist International should be modified, but .as
the very work of the Plenum neither represents the expression
of a new method nor is it the prelude to a mew . Course,
I will maintain my opposition attitude on this point also.
I nevertheless hope that facts will furnish proof of a serious
improvement. )

I have not presented any theses nor a resolution, and I refer
to these which I presented to the V Congress and to the theses
which the Left Wing of the Italian Party presented to the last
Party Congress.

I will ask the Executive to publish the general section of
this thesis before the VI. Congress. .
* * *

The vote on the Political Resolution, with the acceptance of
ihe technical metion of Comrade Pepper was postponed to the
concluding session.

Proprietor, Publisher and

responsible Editor: Dr. Johannes Wertheim, Vienna, VIII., Albertgasse 26. -
Printers: “Elbemuhl”, Vienna, IX., Berggase 31. :



