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Discussion on the Question of Trotzkyism.

Comrade Scoccimarro (ltaly):

In general, Trotzkyism has found its defenders in the
ranks of the Right wing of the International. In Iltaly, on the
other hand, it takes on the aspects of Left extremeism. In
one of his writings, Bordiga has expressed his solidarity
even on this question with the point of view of Comrade
Trotzky.
of Pordiga? Weé must look for them in the field of ideology
and principle. There it rs that we find an affinity between
Trotzkyism and Comrade Bordiga’s conception. Thus, for
instance, we see these affinities in the excessively mechanical
articulations of Marxist dialectics, which leads people some-
times to consider the course of history as a succession of
coniradictory positions. We see that in Trotzky in the exami-
nation he has made of the events in Russia from April to
October, 1917.

We also see that in Bordiga, in his tactical conception
providing for a }oo-mechanical succession of types of
situations already formally established in political predictions;
as well as in his attitude of negation foward the slogan of
the Workers’ Government

We find other aspects of ideological unity between
Bordiga and Trotzkyism. We find them in the formal character
of tactical and political method; in the neglecting and
ignoring of the particular and essential elements of each
situation of a factor determining the tactics of the' Party,
in the general conception of the relationship between the
function of the Party and the spontaneous movement of the
masses, in which conception the role of the Party is too
much minimised.

For instance, it has been said that the Leninist tactics
and methods were good as long as Lenin was alive. In his
articles on the question of Trotzky, Bordiga states that a
revision of the tactics of the International has come about
as a result of the fact that Lenin is no more, and that without
him we lost our Berlin October. No commentary is neces-
sary.

Up to what point is there an affinity between Bordiga’s
altitude and that of Trotzky? There is no need to prove it.

What are the reasons for the Trotzkyist orientation

The fact i1s that in Trotzkyism as well as in Bordiga one
perceives easily enough a cerfain dislike of the adoption
of Bolshevism, -that is to say of the revolutionary method
which has developed on the terrain of the Russian Revo-
lution, to the revolutionary movement of the Western
countries. :

In reality, Bolshevism has given us tactics which have
a universal value. The attitude of DBordiga towards Bol~
shevism has analogies with Trotzky’s attitude in the past in
opposing to Bolshevism his tactics which were defined by
the words: European Marxism.

Bordiga states that in none of his writings after 1917,
does Trotzky reaffirm his past opinions. It is necessary for
me to point here to the documents which demonstrate pre-
cisely the contrary. In sketching the evenits of October in
writing the history of the Russian Revolution, Trotzky is pre-
occupied with proving that first of all this did not disprove
his theory of thé permanent revolution. That means that
Trotzky still has accounts to settle with Leninism.

How could Bordiga have committed such apparent
errors?

In what way does DBordiga put the question of
Trotzkyism? He denies that there is a Trotzkyism in oppo-
sition to Leninism. - He divided the policy of Trotzky into
two entirely distinct and independent periods: the first lasting
until 1917; the second after 1917. He condemns the first
which was characterised by Trotzky’s Centrist attitude, and
he unconditionally approves of the second during Wthh
Trotzky, he claims, maintained a perfectly Bolshevist attitude.
Under any circumstance; says Bordiga, if a new Trotzkyism
exists no one can pretend tg link it up with the old Trotzkyism
and this new Trotzkyism is at the left and not at the Right
of the Party. The fact that Comrade Trotzky’s position seems
to him to be Left is sufficient for him.

For Bordiga, Trotzky’s differences with the Russian
Party after 1917 on the most important questions of the re-
volution are of no importance, because other Bolsheviks have
made similar errors. That is a justfification which justifies
nothing. )
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Bordiga does not see that Trotzkyism, even in its new
form of expression signifies an entire revolutionary method
in opposition to the revolutionary method of Leninis What
he is. interested in is exploiting Trotzky’s absurd and in-
comprehensible attack against the leaders of the Party and
of the International to use them on his own behalf in his own
differences with the International, differences upon which the
Fifth Congress has already pronounced'judgement. Accord-
ing to Bordiga the cause of the defeat in Germany is to be
looked for in the tactics of the Com’ntern. That 1s why he
demands their revision. The Fifth World Congress revised
the tactical decisions of the Fourth Congress and eliminated
any possibility of an interpretation giving rise to opportunist
deviation, but it rightly rejected the revision demanded by
Bordiga. In aga'n pulting this question and in basing it on
Trotzky's attitude, Bordiga goes beyond Trotzky’s thoughis,
as Trotzky does not fight the tactics of the United Front nor
the slogan of the Workers Government. On the contrary,
he - states that the tactics of the United Front have given
excellent results.

In his artficle, Bordiga, through following the footsteps
of Comrade Troizky, arbitrarily links up the errors of the
German Party with the errors of certain comrades in the
Central Committee of the Russian Party in the months of
October, 1917. The purpose is evident. The endeavour is
made to make one believe that these errors still continue
in the International. It is not our intention here to make
an apology or to take up the defence of anybody, but we
must clearly state that this affirmation is absolutehy false and
without any foundation. To spread this legend in the ranks
of the International and in the labour movement signifies
propagating defeatism. An error which has been recognised
no longer presenis any danger; it is the errors which one
does not recognise which are dangerous, and in this case
Bordiga would do well to examine a liltle more attentively
his political position. The fact Trotzkyism appears in Italy
under a form which reminds us very much of Bordiga’s former
abstentionism, and in France, under the aspects of the re-
birth of the syndicalism of Rosmer and Monatte, signifies
that in Trotzkyism in the West there are crysialhsed all
the ideological deviations from Bolshevism and from Leninism.

To fight Trolzkyism in our Parties means fighting its
deviations and defending Leninism.

Comrade Treint (France):

Through the ‘discussion on Trotzkyism and in the fight
against Trotzkyism, the French Party has taken a great step
forward. Some comrades belonging to our infinitesimal Right
Opposition have tried to explain the crisis through which our
Party went last year, by saying that it was a crisis imported
by the Russians, and that is was utilised by comrades between
whom there were personal differences.

In reality, from the time that we fought in the Com-
mittee of the Third International, there have always been
two groups of comrades: one Wthh ihrough all hesitation
and errors in detail endeavoured to work in a Leninist way;
and another group full of sympathy for Trotzkyism, and which
at the same time included all sorts of elements with revo-
lutionary temperaments more or less foreign to Marxism.
I mean by this our individualist elements and our pure syndi-
calists. We must notice here that it is precisely one of the
characteristics of Trotzkyism that it tends do coalesce into
one Opposition Bloc all sorts of heterogeneous elements in
the fight against Marxism and Leninism.

When we wanted to create the trade union apparatus
of our Party, we met with the resistance of certain elements
such as Monatte, who said that the Party ought not to create
trade union commissions, but to reply upon the consciousness
of its members to have the Communist point of view prevail
in the irade unions.

Later, in the course of the past year, after we had
established our trade union apparatus, we were opposed by
Monatte and Rosmer, who, when faced by the counter-
offensive of the Anarcho-Syndicalists in the CGTU. wanted
to beat a retreat. Rosmer said, “Let us abandon the trade
union commissions”“. Monatte proposed that irade union
fractions be established but to state that these fractions would
not be under the conirol of he Party.

We had to fight these tendencies which would have
ended simply by forming a veritable Party within the Party.

Later, the question came up of the reorganisation of our
Party on the basis of factory nuclei, and here again we had
to combat deviations advocated by-Monatte, who wanted to
limit our nuclei to the sole work of trade umion recruiting.

In many other points, we met with resistance, and here
we no longer merely touch upon questions of a primarily or-
ganisational nature, but upon those which clearly posess a
political aspect.

We also met with resistance on the part of our Oppo-
stion Block said, ”We make no distinction between Brandler,
Klein, and Ruth Fischer. We are with the entire German Party”.
We have to fight this thesis, to point out that these were
the reasons for the German defeat, that this defeat in Germany
may perhaps be explained by many reasons, but that in any
case it was at least in part the consequence of an entirely
false political line which was called Radekism and Brand-
lerism by the Fifth Congress.

We also differed on the English question. We had to
combat the illusions with respect to the Labour Government,
which was represented as going o retain power in Britain
and to accomplish reforms.

We must point out that all these deviations were per-
mitted by our Opposition Bloc, by a group which endeavoured
to base itself on the fundamental ideas defended by Comrade
Trotzky.

We do not want to say that these deviations are Trotz~
kyist deviations, but it is evident that all the deviations of pure
syndicalism, of the return to Opportunism have found a point
of support in Trotzkyism in our Party. When the discussion
developed in Russia, when it entered our Party, it all at once
illuminated to the bottom all our more or less confused former
differences, and our Party has also carried on its discussion
in the ideological sphere for months and months, carrying on
a bitter struggle against the Trotzkyist deviations. During this
discussion the Party has grown stronger, its ideas have been

- clarified, and I want to say that on the principal points the

Party has gained by the discussion.

To begin with, there is the conception of the role of the
Party. We had to discuss this thoroughly, especially after the
reopening of the discussion, in consequence of the appearance
of the ”Lessons of October”. With respect to the role of the
Party, we had to fight resolutely against the idea propagated
by Comrade Trotzky of the moment of the revolution; and
to~-day the French Party has understood the significance of
this discussion. It knows that men and groups are not tested
only at the moment of decisive action, that such a test would
only have a secondary value, for it is a test made at the
moment when the most backward masses have been drawn
into the revolutionary current. We have also seen all the
dangers contained in this conception of Ccmrade Trotzky. In
France and I believe in all countries, it is the arqument of the
Opportunists, the argument of certain revolutionary syndi~
calists: "We demand our place within the Party because it
is only in the test of the decisive battle that we can be truly
judged.”

We would then be obliged to conceive the Party as an
aqgregate, as a sort of federation of different fractions exi-
sting alongside of Bolshevism. There we see the resurrection
in a new form of the old Trotzkyist theory, the old theory of
the groupists”, when Trotzky defined the Party as a con-
glc_)rr;eraie of various tendencies all of which had a right to
exist.

Comrades, fo~day in the French Party the conception
of the role of the Party is entirely clear. Our Party has eli-
minated all the errors of Trotzkyism: all the individualist
quasi-anarchist errors, the errors of the belief in legitimacy,
of the co~ existence of diverse factions in the Party. It has
also learned to know the Luxemburgist errors and how to arm
against them.

In the course of this discussion we have also learned
how to define exactly the relationship of forces of the diffe-
rent classes in the revolution. and how to group these forces
to obtain a victorious revolution.

As for our relationship with the peasantry in particular,
the French Party has learnt very much. It has learnt all the dif~
ference between the conception of the permanent revolution,
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which only appeals to the workers, and the Leninist concep-
tion which seeks allies of the proletariat and which bases the
anti-capitalist revoluﬁons, the proletarian revolution on the
alliance of the workers and peasaniry. For us in France this
is a problem of very greal importance because our peasant
population is very great.

And then we have learnt through this d'scussion to en-
large our horizon. We have learnt to note with more attention
than in the past that beyond he peasants living amongst us,
there are all the millions of colonial peasants who really con-
stitute a necessary ally for the proletarian revoluton.

The French Party has learnt much from a third point in
the discussion. Th's was Trotzky’s opinion, very ingeniously ex-
pressed, of the possibility of an American super-imperialism.

I have already given a summary, but I want to demon-
strate more compelely all the dangers whch Trotzkyist idea-
ology, if it develops, could call forth for the French move-
ment. The French revolutionary movement lived in the main
before the war upon the basis of anarcho-syndicalism. This
was an instinctive reaction of the proletariat against the elec~
tioneering degeneration of socialism.

What is anarcho-syndicalism? It is a theory which holds
that the revolufon can be prepared and conducted by the
trade union organisations alone. Now, only proletarians are
admitted to these frade union organisations: small artisans,
small propriiors, farmers and tenants are excluded, then they
misunderstand the problem of the peasantry, or if they adm't
the artisans or the peasant masses, they take them into irade
un‘on organisation which is not directed and animated by the
Communist Party, wh'ch permits the movement to be drawn
into all sorts of opportunist and petty-bourgeois deviations.

A theory such as Trotzkyism, which on the one hand
misunderstands and min'mises the role of the Party, and on the
other hand fa'ls to appreciate the role of the peasaniry, can
only serve to arant new life to the anarcho-syndicalist theories
coming up. under new forms. This is precisely the phenomenon
observed by us in the first half of the discussion in France.
We have also seen comrades coming to defend democracy
within the Party under the cover of Trotzkyism, in a form en-
tirely pernicious. and harmful to the development of our
movement.

Our Trotzkyiles have defended democracy from the
viewpoint of the formal and individual right of every member.
This is not the proletarian democracy which we want to estab-
lish and which subordinate everything to the general interests
of the working . class.

The individualistic and anarchistic conception of de-
mocracy advocated by the Trotzky'sts is particularly dange-
rous in a country like France where the poison of a prolonged
practice of bourgeois democracy has penetrated very deep.

Comrades, we want to show vou now what our Party
has achieved. It has completely eliminated the errors of
Trotzkyism which our cadres have already fully grasped. But
nevertheless, there exists a small group of men in our
Party, cut off from ithe organisations, who constitute a real
fighting fraction connected with other men who pursue the
same work in other sections of the Internatonal. We protest
here against the constitution in the International of a real
fraction which is not only connected with members of our
Parties, but has also its connections outside the Communist
International, among anarchistic elements or among elements
which the Communist International was obliged to expel from
its ranks. At present this small group of men is carrying on
its campaign, it is picking up strength in connection with the
temporary stabilisation of capitalism. And we can see that
the campaign is directed just against those Parties, who to-
gether with the Russ‘an Partv, expressed themselves for the
Bolshevik, the Leninist lines. We are aware of the campaign
conducted against our comrades of the Communist Party of
Germany. It is a campaian conducted quite openly on the
strength of certa’n difficullies experienced by our brother
Party. Of course there is not a Party in the International which
is immune from &ll criticism and blame, and one must critic’se
and blame where it is needed. But there is one thing wh'ch
must be borne in mind and that is — that th's criticism must be
made from the Leén'nist point of view and not from the point
of view of the Right.

Against the French Party whose objective position
makes progress easier, the campaign is conducted-less openly,
but it is conducted nevertheless. It is naturally not very easy

to attack openly a Party which develops under favourable
objective conditions, but minor campaigns of petty belittlement
are nevertheless- pursued

The right- which shelters under the ideology of Trotzky-
ism continues its work and we have already even ‘manifesta-
tions which are rather disquieting. We have had for instance,
Souvarine's letter. This it not any longer a right tendency, if
is ‘a Menshevik and counter-revolutionary tendency.’

Comrades, we say: this is a “right” development which
is beginning to attack the fundamental principles of the Inter-
national. As the Communist International has vigorously re~
acted on these tendencies, the right sees its only salvation by
predicting a catastrophe of the Russian revolution and by

representing Trotzky as iis savxour We contend that Russia’

has no need to be saved, that it is a prosperous position. It
has of course difficulties to cope with, but the language adopted
here by our oppositon elements is the
Mensheviks, the counter-revolutonaries. We have also wit-

language of thev

nessed a series of attempts right in the very heart of the lnter- -

national. We have seen Comrade Nin who holds a very res-
ponsible post in our apparatus of the RILU, a member of the

Russian Party, on the occasion of the expulsxon of Rosmer,”

proposed in a letter addressed to the latter, to supply him
with information on the Russian Party for the purpose of
adding fuel to the campaign against the Commun'st Inter-
national and the Communist Party of France; a campaign
carried on in the ”Revolution proletarianne”, a weekly review
under the direction of Monaite and Rosmer. We have seen
Comrade van Oversitraten who occupies a responsioie post in
the Belgian Party get info contact with Rosmer after the latter’s
expulsion from the Party and invite him to a conference in
Belgium o undermine the policy of the Communist
national in Belgium, and you know that our Belgian Central
Committee has already been conducting a provisionally vic-
torious campaign against the Leninist policy.

We protest against all these manoeuvres. We know that
Comrade Trotzky cannot be in agreement with: all these
doings. We fully understand the difference between the very
subtile errors of Comrade Trotzky and the coarse errors which
we emphasise here, but we are obliged to say one thing. At
the Fifth Congress our French Delegation was received by
Comrade Trotzky. At that time our right elements had com-
mitted various breaches of discipline. We asked Comrade
Trotzky the following very simple gueston: are you in agree~
ment with the undisciplined attitude of our right, and we are
compelled to say that Comrade Troizky did not give a clear
answer to this queston.

S‘nce then our right has acted as I just told you, since
then the elements excluded from our Party, such as Monatte,
Rosmer and Souvarine issue in the International this review
which goes by the name "La Revolut‘on Proletarianne” against
the French Party. These facts are public, and we are sorry to
say that hitherto Comrade Trotzky has maintained silence with
respect to them. We think that this is a situation which cannot
last. Subjectively, Comrade Trotzky is a loyal comrade who
loves the Russian Party, and who is attached to the Commu-~
nist International. But by his theory which encourages right
tendencies much coarser and more exireme, he throws con-
fusion into the ranks of the International and of the Parties.
The development of righ tendencies encourages anarchist and
bourgeo's criticism. It is with right araumenis based on
Trotzky that our Parties are attached by the elements of the
left bloc in France, by the labourites in Grat Britain, and the

Inter~

Social-Democrats in Germany.. And everywhere these ten-

dencies give an impetus fo fascism, white terror and govern-
mental reaction. Thus objectively in ‘soite of Trotzky and
against the wish of Comrade Trotzky this is a cha'n which
goes from Comrade Trozky to the bourgeoisie via the right:

Therefore, on behalf of the French Party, and I think,
on behalf of the Executive we address ourselves to Comrade
Trotzky and say: we do not doubt your intent'ons, but we im-
plore you to break this chain which objectively connects you

with all the deviations of the right and throuah it with the

bourgeoisie. Break this chain and turn your attack together
with us against the right.

Comrade Bell (England):

- The Communist Party of Great Britain has followed the
whole discussion around what is called Trotzkyism and has

<
I3
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no hesitation in allying itself with the Central Committee of
the R. C. P. and the E. C. of the C. I. When the New Econo-
mic Policy was introduced every Communist realised that we
were entfering a transition period towards Communism, and that
in this period the Party and the International would be faced
with many dangers and difficulties. We understood that the
NEP meant the sirengihening of the power of the petty bour-
geoisie and the richer peasaniry and that this would streng-
then the demand for political power on the part of these ele-
menfs who would endeavour fo wetken the proletarian dicta-
forship in Soviet Russia.

Everyone knew that we would have to pay the price for
the backwardness in the indusirial development of the Soviet
Republic. Moreover, we had to reckon with the treachery of
the Social Democrats in all countries outside Soviet Russia.
At the Third Congress we recognised these things and that
we were faced with a period of stabilisation more or less
temporary. And when our opponents, the bourgeoisie, the
Social Democracy or our Labour Party, taunt the C. P. or the
Comintern for not introducing un‘versal communism, we can
afford to ignore this. :

For us the class struggle is not a mere metaphysical
question, the class struggle is a living thing — the struggle
of one class, the working class against all the forces of bour-
geois society. During this period of temporary stabilisation,
the problem of a real Bolshévik Party is not simply to accept
the situation or to slacken its activity. During the period of
the slackening of the tempo of revolutionary development a
real Bolshevik Party must not only continue its work but rather
intensify it and prepare for new struggles lying ahead. The
basis for all the "Right” tendencies acknowledged to exist in
the Comintern is a complete misunderstanding of the charac-
ter of the Bolshevik Party and its role. It is no accident that
there is an ideological s‘milarity between the Right Wing in
the Comintern and the renegades in the Second International.
When we hear sections of the Cominlern objecting to recei-
ving orders from the E. C. of the C. I. we can clearly under-
stand that they have not yet been completely Bolshevised.

The bourgeois press never loses an opportunity to
slander the leaders of the Soviet Republic or of the Com-
intern, and when a Newbold, a Phillips Price, a Tranmael, a
Hoglund, and Balabanova desert the Communist Internat‘onal,
we can understand why they are eulogised in this press. But
comrades, it is a more serious thing when the bourgeois press
begins to eulogise such a prominent member of the Comintern
as Comrade Trolzky and those opposition element standing
by him. Of course, there is only a very attenuated comparison
between Trotzky and Newbold, but we must recognise that
the capitalist press are continually waging war against the
Comintern and against the Soviet Republic. In England, when
Comrade Lenin died, the whole capitalist press shed crocodile
tears over him. They also said that Trolzky was a reasonable
man, etc. They said that Zinoviev, Kamenev and Bukharin
were the real enem'es of Russia and when they were dis-
cussing the questions of credits they used the opposition of
Comrade Trotzky to itry and sow dissension in the workers’
ranks

They said to the Russian peasant: We are ready to give
you credits for machinery, but we must have guargntees that
these will not be used to carry on international propaganda
against Britain and her colonies in the East. They concluded
that if the Russian workers and peasants would d'smiss
Zinoviev, Kamenev and Bukharin and the other leaders of the
Comintern they could come to terms.

Trotzkyism is an old question, it d'd not begin in 1923,
but when we see Trotzky’s opposition and the opposition
within the Comintern, used by the bourgeois press of England
and the other capilalist couniries, we can understand the
danger of allowing Comrade Trotzky or anybody else in the
Comintern to be used as a cats paw for strengthening im-
perialism.

Comrade Trofzky is a very fine fellqw. In England and
in Western Europe he is regarded as a romantic figure and
particularly among the intellectuel sections of our movement
in England as well as in other countries, there is a feeling
that he should have special privileges, a certain amount of
scope and crificism. They all agree that he is a wonderful
leader, a wonderful fighter for the-world revolution. But why,
therefore, should the Parly be so severe on Comrade Trotzky?

»

I will tell you the substance, 1 overheard ‘between a worker -

and an intellectual on this question. The intellectual put the
guestion as I have described if, and ihe reply of the worker
was “Why the hell should Comrade Trotzky have any more
privileges than an ordinary member of ihe Communist Inter-
national?” The same discipline should be applied to Trotzky
as fo any other member of the Communist International. That is
how the working class always understands the v:tal problems
facing it, and our Party is quite clear that the revolution
needs not only romanticism and valiant service but real d's-
cipline and above all centralised direction.

The platform of the Communist International is always
open fo the discussion of vital questions affecting the working
class and the revolutionary movement. The very basis of
Bolshevism is self-criticism, as we have been told repeatedly
from this platform, and by no one more so than by Comrade
Trotsky, The ruthless acknowledgement of our mistakes, a
sifting out of our experience; that is the fundamental basis
of Bolshevism, and we can only prepare new methods and
polities by an understanding of our experiences and errors.
But there are occasions, comrades, when questions are in
order o be discussed and when they are not. When Trotzky
raised the discussion in December 1923, we in Great Britain
were willing tfo listen and to discuss with Trotzky his proposals
for overcoming the difficulties facing Soviet Russis. But when
Comrade Lenin died and the bourgeoisie thought their chance
had come, the Central Committee of the Russian Party and
the Comintern were correct in declaring that the situation was
such that the discussion must close. And when Trotsky used
his privileged position as a member of the Political Bureau,
who was entitled to publich opin‘ons in the press on vital
problems of our movement, fo reopen the discussion despite
the decision of the Party to which he had agreed, it was clear
that the time had come to exercise the severest d'scipline and
to put Comrade Trotzky in his place. The Communist Parly
of Great Brila'n is in complete agreement with the political
line taken by the PolitBureau of the Russian Cenlral Com-
mittee” of the Comintern.

We believe that the preparation of paper plans is very
essential, but we do not believe that it is aufficient for the
workers fo overcome the difficulties facing them by the mere
preparation of paper plans. When the peasant wanis manu-
factured goods and machinery, credit and a readjustment of
prices, he will not be satisfied by a mere diagram of how
he is going to get them. When the town worker wants better
hours and better wages, we must be able to offer him more
than a mere paper plan. We must be able'to deliver the goods.
It is our opinion, the consolidated opinion of the Communist
Party of Great Britain, that the political line taken by the
Central Committee of the Russian Communist Party and by
the Comintern is the correct line that will solve our problems
and that is why on this question we are against Trotzky and
for the Comintern.

Comrade Neumann:

We fully agree with Comrade Bukharin that Trotzkyism
is not merely a phenomenon appearing once in one or two
Party discussions, but is a prolonged tendency within the
labour movement. We agree that Trolzkyism is not only a
Russian but also an Internalional phenomenon. The Trotzky
d'scussion in Germany went pretty deep. We faced ihe
question: what are the international and the specifically Ger-
man peculiarities of Trotzkyism. What are the essential
characteristics of Trotzkyism in Germany and in the Inter~
national? How must Trotzkyism be fought in Germany, what
are the ideological roots of Trotzkyism, and what are the
ideological weapons which we must use against it? What,
finally, is the sense of the whole Trotzky debate in the RCP,
in the Communist International and in our Party:

If we raise the gquestion of Trotzkyism and the
Trotzkyists in the International, the Trotzkyists in the Inter-
national will reply: “"There is no Trotzkyism: there are mistakes
of Comrade Trotzky, but there are various points on which
he is right. But where is there a group in Germany which
advocates the theory of permanent revolution?”

It is clear that this question cannot be answered by
po'nting to @ definite programme. The earmark of Trotzkyism
is, in fact, its lack of principle in the international sphere,

5
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its lack of principlé in the individual countries, and its lack
of principle toward itself.

Trotzkyism today is a partcular danger in Western
Europe. The principal basis is that we are livino in a revo-
lutionary Epoch, but not in an acute revolutionary Period in
most countries. During ihese times in many countries in
Western Europe, in these times of the partial stabilisation of
capifalism, the breathing space, this current in all Parties is
of greater significance. '

But it would be absolutely wrong to draw primitive
analogies and parallels with ihe Russian Party history. The
concrete forms of the phenomenon of Trotzkyism vary in every
phase and in every country. Take, for instance, the guesfion
of the “cadres” of the personnel of Troizkyism. Its cadres“
in the RCP. are not ithe old elements, not the Old Guard:
on the confrary they are attacked by the Trotzkyists and
must be overthrown by ihem. The Trotzkyist *cadres” are
the young elements in the Party, those who entered the Party,
like Comrade Trotzky, during the revolution of 1917, and
those who, like many others, entered since 1917.

One of the principal characteristics of Trotzkyism is
the question of the peasants, the question of the alliance
with the non-proletarian sections, the standpoints wh'ch
Lenin criticised as a combination of revolutionary phrases
with a Right and opportunist taclic, which  tends in the
direction of an alliance with the bourgeoisie.

But that is not the whole content of Trotzsyism. In Ger-
many the peasant guestion is undoubtedly of decisive impor-
tance, but here it is not the earmark of Trotzkyism. In Ger-
many it manifests itself in the false connection of the role
of the Party in the revolution, of the relation between the
Parly and the class, the organisation to the mass, of cons-
ciousness to spontaneily. The conception of the Luxemburgists
on the role of the proletarian parly in the revolution has many
things in common with the Trotzky iheory of permanent
revolution. This point immediately furnishes the transition to
Trotzkyism in Russia, the link of the chain of permanent re-
volution. The theory of permanent revolution is revealed in
th RCP. principally in the rejection of the alliance with the
peasantry, the denial of the leading role of the Communist
Party. Troizky always fermed the Bolshevists in the Russian
Social Democratic Party sectarians, Blanquists, adventurers,
Jacobins, etc., since he believed that the Bolshevists were
a sectarian “ultra left” tendency, and that he represented the
“left“ tendency, whereas in reality he stood in the Centre.
This Bolshevist fraction of the Social Democrats and the
later party of the Bolshevists were called a “lot of adven-
turers”, a sect by Trotzky up to 1917. He said what Paul
Levi writes today. Trotzky did not wish the Bolshevist Party
to continue as the. leading party of the proletariat. He wan-
ted “reconciliation”. Th's unity felishism also existed in the
left radical group of Rosa Luxemburg in Germany. Iis prin-
cipal mistake was that it did not develop as a fraction,- but
fought against the opportunists, against the Centre only on
separate points. This fundamental error penetrated the whole
German Revolution. First there was the split from the (SPG.,
then' from the ISP, but in the course of the whole German
Revolution we did not have the recognition of the leading
role of our Party. The thought of drawing to us the left
wing of the social democrats or of the Social Democratic
Party as a whole to the side of the revolution, hung like
a millstone round our necks. That was the Trotzkyist theory
of the bloc revolution, which Brandler stated most clearly
at the Leipza’g Party Congress: “We must draw the Social
Democrats over from the left wing of the bourgeoisie to the
right wing of the working class*.

This Trotzkyist bloc policy resulted in Russia in the
August bloc, in Germany in the Zeigner Government of 1923.

A second characteristic of Troizkyism is the lack of
understanding of the internal structure of the Bolshevist party.
Trotzky never understood the Leninist idea of active members.
He never saw the leadership, he saw only single leaders. He
does not see the organisational basis, the discipline, the
disciplined unity; he does not see the structure: above all,
he does not see the active work in the Party which for him
is a qustion of secondary importance.

In Germany we link up the demand for making the
members more active with the discussion against Trotzkyism.

The question of Party Democracy is also of impor-

tance, which Trotzky formulated incorrectly, and not only
in 1923, but as early as an 1903 together with Rosa Luxem-
burg. We all favour party democracy within the framework
of party discipline. In Germany we conducted extended
discussions since the Frankfurt Congress, but we state that
party democracy cannot be unlimited. We regard it as a
characteristic of Trotzkyism that it opposes the slogan of
the Bolshevisation of the party by the independent slogan of
“party democracy“.

We believe the same is true of the uninterrupted
demand for “freedom“, discuss’on and fraclions. We find
this formation of fractions not only in Germany, but, as Com-
rade Treint has explained, also on an international scale. And
as a logical consequence we see that our right fraclions
already are in confact with the social democrats; we see
that municipal representatives have deserted us- for the So-
cial Democrats; we see reports in social democratic papers
about our meetings of our Party organisations, which were
given them by the Right.

I wish fo touch upon one more point about Trotzky-
ism in the International. Lenin offen pointed out that Trotzky
has a “Furopean Deviation“, that he rejected the methods
of the Russian Bolshevists on the ground that one must seek
the last word in revelutionary tfactics among the West
European, the Social Democratic Parites. This underesti~
mation of the Bolshevist forms of struggles, of these “bar-
baric Russian forms“ is returning; are returning again in
the arguments we heard here from Kreibich and Smeral. The
fight against “exaggerated” centralisation is nothing more
than the European deviation of Trotzky reproduced in Western
Europe.

I must remark that we also oppose an exaggerated
mechanical transplanting of these forms, but that we issue
no special slogan in connection with this necess'ty. We
regard this warning as a correction, whereas the Right regard
the Bolshevisation as an unpleasant correction of their social
democratic traditions.

Behind the spasmodically exaggerated warning against
the “mechanical“ fransplanting of the Russian experiences
lies concealed the rejection in principle of the foundations
of Leninism itself.

) We see that in Germany and Western Europe Trotzky-
ism is assuming a peculiar aspect. This aspect ‘can briefly
be characterised as follows:

1. The denial of the leading role of the Communist
Party in the Revolution, the false conception of the relations
of the Party and class.

2. The idea of the bloc with the Menshevists in one
form or another.

3. The false conce:ton of the infernal structure of the
cenifralised organisation of cadres and of the discipline of
the Communist Party.

4. The denial of the alliance with the peasaniry, and
the rejection of the strategic alliance in general with the
non ~ proletarian sections, the reserves of the proletarian
revolution.

Out of all these characteristics springs the dangerous
element which is most important for us, i. e. the tactic of
Trotzkyism, which is counter to our tactic. I want to go
info one question, on the attitude of Trotzkyism to partal
demands. Trotzkyism gives an example of its tactics in the
guestion of freedom of coalition. It is known that Comrade
Trotzky in 1910, when the first strikes began again in Russia
and the Bolshevists issued the slogan: Overthrow Czarisml!
Trotzky rejected this slogan and opposed it by the slogan
of freedom of coalition. The Bolshevisis replied that they
never opposed this slogan and that they also advocate it
now, Trotzky replied that the Bolshevists ought then to
abandon the slogan “Overthrow Czarism*, and issue only the
slogan: freedom of coalition. But the Bolshevists did not
reject the slogan of freedom of coalition and neither did
Trotzky. But the difference lies in whether the conception
of the achievement of our final aim stands behind the partial
demands or not. Trotzky wanted the class slogans to take
a back seat behind the partial demands. We have a similar
example in the taxation question in Germany. The Brand-
lerists demanded the formulation of a tax programme after
ihe acceptance of the Dawes Plan. Our Party did put for-
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ward a taxalion programme, but the opposition wanted to
surrender the fight against the Dawes Plan in favour of this
taxation programme. It not only wanted to launch a taxation
programme, but “a taxation rescue programme®, and wanted
to present this to the masses of workers as a deliverance
from the consequences of the Dawes Plan. The opposition
tried to fransform the partial demands into final demands,
although it did not openly admit if. The Trotzkyists do not
~understand the relation between tactic and strategy. They
made a strategy out of every tactic, in every tactical retreat
they change the whole strategy. Trotzkyism sometimes follows
the correct tactics during a rise of the revoutionary wave,
and seems to reveal a Bolshevist aspect, but during the ebb
it inevitably turns to Menshévism.

The question of the freedom of coalition, of the
faxation rescue programme, the attitude to the Dowes Plan
in Germany, etc., these historical examples are not without
importance, because they will form the principal point of
conflict in the coming period between us and the Trotzkyists,
because for Trotzkyism a whole system develops out of every
partial demand, because a sirategy is formed out of every
tactical turn and every tactical retreat. if now from definite
measures, partial demands, taxation demands and, under
circumstances, a standpoint on the Washington Agreement
is adopted,. when in the question of the eight hour day we
adopt a different policy, the Trotzkyists declare we have
accepted their basis. They “agree” with- the Dolshevisation
theses, with all the decisions of this Executive session; they
also said that after the meeting of our Central Committee,
after the Fifth World Congress, and because we know that,
we will continue the fight indeologically and reveal the fact
that this declaration is nothing more than a platform for
the further development of groupings which must be killed
off and desiroyed.

On account of all these reasons it 1s necessary to
represent the queston of international Trotzkyism still more
clearly and to define it sharply in the various countries. I
believe that the debate on Trotzkyism will play a great role
in the devélopment of the Comintern. It was perhaps the
principal fault of our international agitprop activity that the
results of the Russian Trotzky debate were not sufficiently
inlernationalised, that merely the documents of the Russian
Party discussion were ftranslated and published. We must
make good this neglect. For we will have the same gain
which the RCP. already has, 1. e. that the fight against
Trotzkyism elucidates the principles and methods of Leninism
still more . sharply. We cannot assimilate Leninism without
making Trotzkyism specific nationally in all concrete

guestions, and demolishing it ideologically, politically, and
prachcally Only if we do this on an international scale will
we be able to assimilate Leninism during this non-revo-
lutionary period, and create ‘Bolshevist parties.

Comrade Sanborn (Americ):

. Our American Party, too, has its manifestations of
Trotzkyism. In America we call it Loreism, as the man, who
1s the exponent of Trotzkyism in our Party is Lore, the editor
of our German organ, the “Volks~Zeitung®. While theoreti-
cally he may not understand what Troizkyism is, he was quick
to vote for Trotzkyism on the Central Committee of our Party.
Comrade Bukharin said- that all the critics and enemies of
the Communist International were quick to state their appro-
val of the position of Comrade Trotzky, and the case of our
American supporter of Trotzky is ample proof of this; for
Comrade Lore, who today supports Trolzky in every way he
can, has for years been a critic and at many fimes an oppo-
nent of the Communist International. He was with Serati in
1921 and against the Communist International. He was for
Levi and said the Comintern was wrong, and in 1923 he wrote
that it was a correct attitude of the German Communist Party
to prevent a revolution in Germany. In 1924, he celebrated
the Fifth Anniversary of the Communist International in the
“Volks~Zeitung“ by writing an editorial, stating that the
Comintern now was all right.”” At the beginning it was a
Blanquist organisation but it has changed its policy. It was
against working in the trade unions and is now for it, and
a long list of similar twisting of the true history of the Com-
intern. In our Party as well as in the Russian Party, Trotzky-

ism manifested itself through an erroneous position on the
farmers. Comrade Lore is one of the critics of our work among
the farmers in the United States, of our effort to develop
the Party’s support and influence among the farmers at the
present time.

Comrade Lore also is an opponent of centralism and
sharp discipline within our Party; ,After the last convention
of our Party in December 1924, Comrade Lore sent a tele-

. gram to his paper stating that the newly elected Central

Commiitee was a victory for the Trotzkyites in our Party. But
fortunately this did not prove to be true. While the Ceniral
Executive Committee majority wavered 1o some exient on
the issue of Trotzkyism, at the beginning of last year it too
took a position against Trotzkyism and for the Ceniral
Committee of the Russian Communist Party. In the recent
debate, our C. E. C. endorsed the decision of the Central
Committee of the Russian Party, and this time we did not
have any wavering except on the part- of Comrade Lore.
However, Loreism as the expression of Trotzkyism has a
foothold in our Party. It is one of the tasks before our
Party to eradicale this American expression of Trotzkyism
and this can only be done if the C. E. C. of our Party is
ready to carry on a united struggle, ideologically and or-
ganisationally against this expression of Trotzkyism. Any effort
to minimize, or escape this struggle, the effort to compro~
mise with Troizkyism which had expressed itself can only
be an expression of sympathy with Trotzky. And we in the
American Party will demand that we carry on this fight until
this expression does no longer exist in our Party and the
Party as a whole stands united against Trotzkyism and for
the Russian Communist Party.

- Comrade Safar (Czechoslovakia) :

Before the Fifth World Congress the old Parly
leadership of the CP. of Czechoslovakia carried on no expla-~
natory work either in connection with the German October
or on the so-called Russian question, and took no clear
standpoint either on one or the other of these gquestions.

That which was not clear in the resolution formulated
by Comrade Smeral at lhe Conference last year permitted
sympathetic freatment of the so-called ”Trolzky Question”.
Already at that time the argument of the “method” and form
played a great role and not only in the Czechoslovakian
Party. Soldarity was affirmed, of course, with the attitude
of the C. I. on the Russian Question, only the personal side
of the problem should have been ireated less harshly.

At the time of the first discussion it was already clear-
that Trotzkyism represented dangerous deviations from the
principles of Leninism in its theoretical basis.

In the second discussion it was a matter of practically
the same questions which were the cenire of the first dis~
cussion. ‘Although the Congress of the RCP. announced the
discussion closed, Comrade Trotzky took up this discussior
in his “October a second time and in fact with increased
sharpness, and this tme it is not merely a question of the
Old Guard and its “degeneration*, but also of the inadequate
leadership of the Comintern, which according te Trotzky’s
theory must bear the responsibility of the October defeat in
Germany and for the analogous defeals in Bulgaria. The
attack this time was conducted on a broader basis, was
directed openly against the policy of the CC. of the RCP.
in the most decisive periods of the development of the Rus-
sian Revolution, as well as against the former leaders of the
Comintern. At this moment the Sections of the Communist
International ought not to have waited for any decision of
the Russian Party; they should themselves have taken a clear
unambigious standpoint to Trotzky’s attack. That is what the
CC. of the CPC,, for instance, did immediately, as soon as
the first information about the fresh attack on the part of
Comrade Trotzky became known. In a resolution which was,
as a matter of fact, passed by the entire CC. of the CPC.
with two or three abstentions, the CC. adopted a clear stand-
point on Troizky’s views.

But Comrade Smeral and a few other comrades be-
lieved that we had acted somewhat precipitately, that the
information on Comrade Trotzky’s fresh attack was not widely
enough known. While the majority of the Briinn District
Committee believed that the decisions of the CC. against
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Trotzky were absolutely unfounded, a special role was re-
served for Comrade Muna to play in the Trotzky Question.
The attitude of -the CC. against Trotzky seemed too weak
to him. Before the Fifth Congress he had agreed with
-Smeral’s resolution on the Trotzky Question, but now he
believes that the attitude against Trotzky ought to be sharper
than that adopted by the CPC. Unfortunately Comrade Muna
neglected, in spite of repeated requests, to determine his
sharp attitude. Not only that all honest enemies of Bolshev-
ism and the dictatorship of the proletariat viewed the attack
of Trotzky sympathetfically — it must also be remembered
that the opportunists of all the Sections of Comintern and
naturally also the opportunists in Czechoslovakia, flirted with
Trotzkyism and, like Trotzky, or like the opposition in the
RCP., counted on the so-called “new autumn crisis“, and
as a consequence, with the victory of the Trotzky theory.
The autumn crisis did not appear; but the policy of the CC.
of the RCP. proved to be absolutely correct, and the views
of the opposition of the RCP., of Trotzkyism, especially in
the estimation of the relations of the RCP. of the Russian
peasaniry, proved entfirely wrong. Fundamentally the defeat
of Trotzkyism means also a mortal blow to the opportunist
wing in all the Sections of the Comintern. )

In the name of the majority of the official Czecho-
slovakian Delegation I declare that we completely support
the statement made by Comrade Bukharin. The solidarity of
the Russian Party, as well as its growth form one of the
premises for the development of the international revolutionary
proletariat, and in overcoming Trotzkyism, the RCP. has be-
come stronger and more influential. In rejecting and fighting
against the principles of Trotzkyism it was in a position to
cope successfully during the last few months and during the
past year with the fremendous difficulties which stood in the
path of the development of the power of the Soviet Republic,
and on an international scale the Comintern will overcome
greal handicaps also by rejecting, fighting and overcoming
the principles of Trotzkyism.

Comrade Dorsy (America):

The Central Committee of the Workers Party stands
clearly behind the Russian Communist Party in its fight
against Trotzkyism. In our Ceniral Executive Committee, the
vote against Trotzky was 12 to 1. The single vote was cast
by Comrade Lore, who is the spokesman or the Right Wing
element in the Workers Party. The Lore group, in addition
to making the mistakes as regards the international policy
of the Comintern, on the questions of Levi, Serrati, Brandler
and so on, naturally follow an opportunistic policy in aur
Party. The conception of this group is not that of a fighting
Communist Party.

This group in our party — and it represents a con~
siderable number of our membership — has never yet or-
ganisationally, definitely expressed itself. This group repre-
sents a danger in our Party and the issue confronting us is
how best we can fight this right wing tendency and win the
entire Party over to Leninist policy.

Now, Comrade Bukharin in his speech, has shown the
way to do this; by carrying on an ideological struggle
against the leaders and those who give expression to these
tendencies.

We, the CEC. of the Workers Party, have followed out
this general line of tactics.

But in this struggle we ‘find that we have certain
dangers to confront, and of them is the tendency on the
part of groups within our Party to make a purely factional
issue out of the question of Trotzkyism. Comrade Sanborne
in his speech demanded that the Central Executive Committee
of the Workers Party carry on a struggle against Lore and
Loreism, which he identified entirely with Trotzkyism. Com-
rade Sanborne in his statement told you of a number of
articles that Lore wrote in favour of Levi, in support of Ser-
rati, etc., but he failed to tell you that these articles, or several
of them, were written during the period when the group that
is now the minority of the Central Executive Committee, was
controlling the Party and at that time, this minority group,
then controlling the Party, made no fight whatsoever against
Lore. On the contrary, Lore’s opportunistic deviations and
aims were overlooked and Lore was entrusted with the most
respensible positions in the Party. Comrade Sanborne said
that we wavered on this Trotzky issue. I am sure that the
Comintern does not believe that. The Comintern is convinced
that the present majority of the Workers Party is 100 percent
opposed to Troizkyism and all its manifestations. Our Party
has gone on record repeatedly to that effect. There has
been no wavering on the part of our Party in this vital issue,
and there will be no wavering.

Then we have another danger to confront, and it is
this — proposals to make simply mechanical organisational
attacks against the Lore wing, without a previous ideological
preparation. In such a manner, for example, as the arbitrary
removal of officials because they are of a Troizky tendency.
The way the ‘members react in such a campaign is to con-
sider the disciplined members as martyrs; such a policy
strengthens the Lore group.

I am not very greally alarmed over the situation,
although we have carried on our fight against the right wing
under considerable difficulties. As cou know our Executive
Committee has been split. The two Central groups should
be united.

I believe that before we leave Moscow this time, we
will be able to eliminate this factional fight between these
two cenire groups, which is injuring the Workers Party so
much. It is the hope of the majority of the DParty that th-
should be done. We have directed our efforts towards it
for the past year, and if we can succeed in uniting the two
groups here in Moscow, and thereby bring unity into our
Party, I think we shall be able to successfully fighting against
the Lore right wing. The Trotzky deviations in our Party,
will resolve itself into a comparatively simple problem.

Comrade Bukharin:

(Greeted with applause)

The discussion has provided no basis for a reply, since
all comrades who defend Troizky’s position have remained
silent here. 1 therefore make the following proposal: I re-
guest the Plenum fo ask the Political Commission to pre-
pare a resolution on th’s question and to submit it to~morrow
to a vote. .

As far as the internal Party questions of the various
sections are concerned, these vary in the different sections.
Thus it appears to me that the adoption of my suggestion
is sufficient. 1 wish to put it fo the vote here.

(The proposal was unanimously accepted).
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Chairman: Semard.
Comrade Gussew has the floor to announce the de-

cisions of the CCC. of the RCP. on the Brandler ~ Thalheimer
Affair.

COmrade Gussew:

- Comrades, the Central Committee of the CPG. asked
the Ceniral Commitiee of the RCP. to hold Comrades Brand-
ler, Thalheimer, Radek, Edda Baum, Felix Wolf, Walcher and
Moller fo render account to the Party. These comrades are
- accused by the Central Committee of the CPG. of having
conducted fractional- activity within the CPG. The Polbueau
of the CC. of the RCP. decided to hand this affair over to
the Central Conirol Commission of the RCP., since the com-
rades In guestion are members of the RCP. Besides the
Commission which was formed by the CCC. of the RCP,,
members of the International Commission, as well as of the
International Control Commission were coopted for the in-
vestigation -of this matter. The Commission consisted of
Comrades Peters, Solz, Siluischka, Stirner, Gussew and
Piatnitzky.

The Commission examined the material submitted by
the ‘German Central Committee, gustioned all the accused
;ind gave them every possibility of explaining what they had
0 say.

On the basis of the examination of the material, and
also on the basis of the examination of the witnesses pro-
duced by the accused, the Commission came fo the Con-
clusions contained in a resolution which 1 will read here.

I wish to emphasise that this resolution is based ex-
clusively on uncontested facts, or at least on facts which
were not contested by the accused, but which were merely
interpreted differently. The resolution reads:

Resolution of the Central Control Commis-

sion of the Russian Communist Party in

the Case of Brandiler, Thalheimer, Radek
and Others.

The Central Committee of the Communist Party of
Germany requested the Ceniral Committee of 1he Russian
Communist Party. to take action against comrades Brandler,
Thalheimer, Radek, Edda Baum, Felix Wolf, Walcher and
Moller. The Central Committee of the German Communist
Party charges these comrades” with taking part in and guiding
systematic faction work in the German Communist Party
directed against the Ceniral Committee of the German Com-
munist Party and against their carrying out the policy of the
Party which was based on the decisions of the Fifth Congress
of the Comintern. On the 11th of the February 1925, the
Ceniral Committee of the German Communist Party resolved
to ask the Central Committee of the Russian Communist Party
fortwith to expel Comrades Brandler and Thalheimer from
the RCP. On March 2, the Politbureau handed the statement
of the Central Committee of the German Communist Party
for investigation to the ‘Ceniral Control Commission of the
Russian. Communist Party to which representatives of the
International ' Conirol Commission of ‘the Comintern were to
be co-opted.

After examing the documents submitted by the Ceniral
Committee of the Communist Party of Germany and hearing
the evidence of the comrades against whom the charges have
been made, the Central Contral Commission arrived at the
following conclusion:

Within the German Communist Party there are Right
factional groups (composed of the former Right wing of the
Party) which are working against the Central Committee and
its policy. The line of policy of these groups and their views,
in the main, coincide with the views expxessed in an arhcle
written by Comrade Thalheimer for the “international®, but
which he later withdrew. Comrade Thalheimer’s article con-
tains factional, anti-bolhevik, semi-~Trotzkyist, criticism of the
decisions of the Fifth Congress of the Comintern and defends
the position of Brandler-Radek, which was rejected by the
Congress (especially on the question of the estimation of

Twelfth Session, Moscow, April 4% 1925.

the German October). Comrade Thalheimer describes the
resolution of the Congress on combating. opportunist ten-
dencies inside the Communist International, as an exhibition:
of “fear of spooks“, and declares that the Congress ‘“‘ignored
th question* of future prospects and failed “to give a de-
finite reply to this definite question“. Furihermore, Comrade
Thalheimer’s article contains a number of severe attacks
against the German Central Committee, the ECCI. as well
as against the Russian Old Bolshevik Guard (the attacks
upon the latter being entirely in the spirit of Trotzky’s “Les-
sons of October“).

This factionalist article by Comrade Thalheimer, which
was not published in a single communist pubhcahon was
disiributed in the ranks of the German Communist Party over
the head of the German Central Committee and without the
permission of the Ceniral Committee of the ECCI. and was
utilised for factional purposes.

The factional activity of the groups referred to above,
became particularly marked after the Fifth Congress of the
Communist International and took the form of.convening fac-
tional meetings, in factional speeches at Party and trade
union meetings aimed at securing the passage of their own
previously drawn up factional resolution (against the resol-
ution of the Ceniral Commitiee of the Communist Party of
Germany) and the widespread circulation of anonymous
circulars, containing sharp criticism of the line of policy
of the Cenitral Committee and also a detailed plan of
factional work. :

Tle purpose of the factional work of the groups men-
lioned is firstly, to change the line of policy of the Central
Committee, and to change the composition of the Central
Commlliee in order to secure the reinstatement to leading
positions, of Comrades Brandler and Thalheimer. The group
of Brandler, Radek and Thalheimer, with whose views -are
associated Comrades Felix Wolf, Walcher, Edda Baum and
Moller — after the Fifth Congress of the Communist -Inter-
national, convened conferences to discuss questions affecting
the German Communist Party, closely questioned comrades
arriving from Germany concerning the state of affairs within
the Parly, collected material against the German Central
Committee, discredited the Ceniral Committee by factional
criticism of the policy conducted, made absolutely intolerable
personal attacks on iis members and maintained communi~
cation and gave support to the factional groups above-
mentioned. Communication was also maintained with the
expelled Right Wing, headed by Jannack, to which assistance
was also rendered.

Members of the group of the Brandler, Radek, Thal-~
heimer group confirmed the fact that two conferences or
“falks* were arranged in the rooms of Brandler and Radek
on the guestion of German Party work (although they denied
that these conferences bore a factional character). Comrade
Brandler stated that he *“queezed“, information out of com-
rades arriving in Moscow concerning the internal state of
the German Parly. Comrade Moller made a report at one
of these conferences on German affairs. The said comrade
Moller~ working in one of the Soviet delegations in Germany,
sent reports through his institution, which, on the admission
of the Chief of this institution, bore a “pessimistic** character,
1. e. they contained a pessmxshe estimation of the miernal
state of the Party from the point of view of the Right Wing,
Brandler orientation. These reports served as material for
the Brandler group. Comrade Radek handed Moller £ 100 for
the purpose of the giving financial assistance to the Right
Wing group expelled from the German Communist Party
(although he denied that this money was intended for factional
work). Through the agency of Anna Kolditz, an employee of
Brandler’s, living in his rooms in Berlin, letters were sent
from Germany addressed to Brandler in Moscow containing
cleverly disguised plans for future factional work. In a letter
addressed to Comrade Eisenberg, Comrade Brandler wrote:
“In Germany an opposition has been formed which is not
contend with phrases about Bolshevising the Party, but de-
sires to fight for concrete aims. In Gotha and Remsheid,
the local trade unions, which are in our hands, have pui
forward concrete demands including the demand for the
transference of the burden of taxation as a concrete method
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for fighting against the Dawes Plan. = The Central Committee
rejected this. The Gotha Central Committee submitted and
abandoned the demand for transferring the burden of taxa-
tion. In Remsheid, however, the Ceniral Commitiee did not
submit. For this, Jannak, Plutes and others were expelled.
In Hamburg, Westermann and Faber have been expelled. The
_expulsion of Faber has been endorsed by the Central Com-
mittee. On the Central Commiltee, Remmele no doubt,
declared that prior to October 1923; the Party was merely
a radical Socialist Party, but now if is a Bolshevik Party .
At the meeting of the Central Control Commission, Brandler
tried to prove that his letter was not factional and the phrase:
“Gotha and Remsheid are in our hands“, meant to imply
that Gotha and Remsheid were in the hands of the Party.
Th's explanation, however, contradicts the rest of the text of
the letter, which is obviously factional, as well as the fact
that the Gotha and Remsheid factionalists put up their own
resolution against the resolution of the Ceniral Committee of
the Communist Party of Germany.

At the meeting of the Ceniral Control Commission,
Comrades Brandler, Radek and Thalheimer made speeches
containing exceptionally sharp and absolutely intolerable
statements against the German Cenitral Committee. Comrade
Brandler particularly declared that “he will still be in the
camp of the revolution when several of the comrades of
the present Cenitrel Comittee will be in the camp of the
counter-revulution”. Not less sharp and factionally hostile,
although not so politically bitter, were the speeches made
against the Central Committee by Comrades Radek, Thal~
heimer, Felix Wolf and Edda Baum. Behind all these factional
declarations was the totally unconcealed siriving to discredit
the Central Committee, and to secure a change in its com-
position.

In addition to detailed aﬂacks these comrades (parti-
cularly Thalheimer, Radek, Brandler and Wolf) at the meeting
of the Central Conirol Commiﬂee, declared that the German
Ceniral Committee was not carrying out the resolutions of
the Fifth Congress, with which they, the supporters of the
Brandler—Radek group, were now prepared to associate
themselves. In this connection, Comrades Thalheimer and
Walcher attempted also to prove that Zinoviev and Stalin had
now adopted the views of Thalheimer—Brandler; the whole of
Walcher’s speech was directed to proving that the German
Central Committee was not carrying out the resolution of the
Fifth Congress, particularly on the question of the trade
unions. Thalheimer 'said the same thing, and he declared that
he was not in agreement with the German Central Committee
on a single guestion, but that he was in agreement with Stalin
and Zinoviev; that now Stalin and Zinoviev had come- over
to his, Thalheimer’s side, and were supporting the views ex-
pressed by him in the above mentioned article. These efforts,
directed towards substituting Brandlerism for Bolshevism and
by distorting the line of policy of the Filth Congress while
pretending to associate themselves with those decisions, in-
troduce the policy of liguidation and by.this means place the
German Central Committee in opposition to the Comintern,
bring about the dismissal of the Central Committee and the
substitution of its policy by Brandlerism. This method of sub-
stitution is recommended in individual cases and.in the
factional circulars mentioned above. el :

On the basis of what has been stated above, the Central
Control Commission considers it as proved that within the
Communist Party of Germany there are organised fractions,
contfaining several internal Party groups and a group of
members of the Russian Communist Party (Brandler, Thal-
heimer, Radek and others) which are conducting factional
work on the basis of a political platform which finds its ex-
pression in a number of articles and documents (Brandler,
Thalheimer, Radek and the anonymous authors of the cir-~
culars). The Central Control Commission is of the opinion
that on the grounds of the facts quoted above, in the complex
difficult conditions in which the German Communist Party has

now o work and in the face of a widespread, sharply hostile
tendency against Brandler —Thalheimer within the Party, ihe
German Ceniral Committee was right in demanding the ex~
pulsion of Brandler and Thalheimer from the Russian Com-
munist Party, which they fully deserved, also demanding that
Comrades Radek, Edda Baum, Felix Wolf, Heinz Moller and
Walcher be made to answer before the Party, in order to
deprive these comrades of the possibility of conducting further
factional work in the Communist Party of Germany.

bBesing ifself, however, on the desire to achieve as
painless a liguidalion of the factional groups inside the Com-
munisi Party of Germany as possible and to give Comrades
Brandler, Thalheimer, Radek and the others an opportunity
of proving the truith of the declaration they made at the
meeting of the Central Control Committee that they will
refrain from carrying on factional work, the Central Control
Commission considers 1t possible- fo limit itself to the follo-
wing measures:

1. To censure severely and ulter a warning o Comrades
Heinz Moller for their sysiematic factional work and their
serious violation of Party discipline. .

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

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

4. To regard it as impossible to allowaomrades
Brandler ‘Thalheimer and Radek to take part in Comintern
work.

5. The Central Control Committee considers it neces-
sary that the Central Committee of the Communist Party of .
Germany shall conduct extensive, internal Party work for the
purpose of explaining to the members of the Party the
political significance of this resolution.

This resolution was approved by the Presidium of the
CC of the RCP and of the Politbureau of the CC of the RCP;

In conclusion I wish to say a few words on the poli~
fical significance of this resolution. It stresses a matter with
exceptional sharpness which. all Right deviations have in
common and which could be studied by you here in the
present session of the Executive. We encounter the same
method everywhere, which consists in the attempt to substitute .
liguidationist views for the views of the Communist Inter-
national, by formally adhering to the decisions of the Fifth
Congress and especially the theses on Bolshevisation, and
then 1nierprehng them in accordance with one’s own liqui~
dationist views.

The situation which arose on a European scale recalls
the situation in which the Russian Party was placed in 1907.
At that fime both Bolshevists and Menshevists were convinced
that it was all up with the Russian Revolution, but they drew
opposite conclusions: The Bolshevists drew revolutionary con-
chusions and planned on a new revolution; the Menshevists,
on the other hand, drew liguidationist conclusions. Something
similar to this is ‘now observable in the conclusions arrived

--at during the session of the Executive of the CI, when Right

groups explain the situation in their way, draw their peculiar
conclusions, and apply their own methods, in order to sub-
stitute their own views for those of the CI. This was also
evident in the matter in hand, when Thalheimer declares that
he agrees with Zinoviev and Stalin and that Zinoviev and
Stalin had come round to his viewpoint.

This method is not new, but in the course of the last
year it became gquite the. fashion. (Applause)

The resolution was submitted to the vote and unani-
mously accepted. (Applause.)
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The following Declaration of Comrades Radek, Brandier and

Thalheimer

To the Po.it Bureau of the Ceniral Commitiee of the
Russ'an Communist Party.

Dear Comrades.

We consider it necessary to submit to you the following
declaration and request your permission to communicate it
also to the Enlarged Plenum of the Executive Committee of
the Comintern, and to publish it.

1. We consider the differences which have existed bet-
ween the signatories to this .declaration and the Executive
Commiliee of the Comintern concerning the siogan of Workers’
Government, to be historically closed. The idea that the
Workers” Government could be something more than an
agitation slogan, had for itls premise: a period ‘of sharp
collapse of the capitalist system fringing the masses of the
social~-democratic . Workers up against the social-democratic
leaders and permitting the hope that, by a coalition with the
left social-democratic elements, it would be possible for a
time to gain temporary advantages for the fight for the
d.ctatorship of the proletarial. The stabilisation of capitalism
in Western Europa, which is becoming more obvious eveiy
day snce November 1923, is sirengthening social-democracy,
makes it necessary for ihe Cominlern to make a sharp change
of front against social-democracy and gives to the slogan of
Workers’ Government a purely agitational significance, Under
what conditions a fresh revolutionary wave will rise and what
calls it will make upon the Parties of the' Comintern, it is
impossible to foresee now. Consequently, the differences
existing at the Fifth Congress concerning this queshon are
now of historical significance only for us.

2. The most vital thing for us in the past year was the
care for the preservation and the mass character of the Com-
munist Parlies, which were threatened by the hostle attitude
of the German Ceniral Commitiee towards the question of
partial demands and by its organisation policy, which placed
outside of the Party valuable proletarian elements, — founders
of the Parly, merely for the reason that they demanded a
policy enabling the Party to avoid the fate of becoming a
revolutionary sect. The theses read by Comrade Zinoviev,
the chairman of the ECCI, on the 22nd of March, indicate thaf
the leaders of the Comintern see the danger ahead. In spte
of the fact that these theses contain unfair assertions con-
cerning our policy, we declare that they correspond with our
point of view and that we associate ourselves with them. We
welcome the fact that the leaders of the Comintern explan to
the Communist Parties that their Bolshevisation demands the
most careful adaptation to the peculiarities of the develop-
ment of each country, that Bolshevisation may be achieved

_only through free discussion in the organisations, but a regime
of Party democracy rendering possible the selection of the

Party leadership from among the most experienced comrades.
We welcome the fact that the leaders of the Comintern im-
pose the -obligation upon all parties to take all measures to
secure a healthy, normal, internal party development and the
removal af all traces of previous factional conflicts.

3. We declare that we will do all in our power to se-
cure the achievement of this aim. We consider it our duty
to call the attention of the Executive Committee to the fact
that, in order 1o achieve this aim, it is necessary to reinstate
in the Party more than 50 proletarians, — the founders of the
Communist Party of Germany. A Section of these comrades
was expelled for defending the policy of partial demands and
a section for breaches of discipline, which, if they did occur
at all, were due to the fact that the German Ceniral Com-
mittee did not properly carry out the line of policy now pro-
posed in the thesen of Comrade Zinoviev. While not defen-
ding breaches of Party discipline, we call the attention of the
Executive Commiltee to the fact that it is a matter concerning
excellent proletarian elements who, already during the war,
worked underground as revolutionaries, and who, even after
expulsion, have shown by their conduct and all their speeches,
that lhey are convinced Communists. The reinstatement of
Comrades like Jannack Westerman, Deizen, and Volker, will
not only remove the injustice committed against these com-
rades in Germany, bound to us by ties of 15 years of joint work,
tional work in the ranks of the German Communist Party and
the establishment of real unity in the Parly.

4. Our declaration -has the aim to assist in this and to
help in the fulfilment of the great tasks which now confront
the Comintern. Never has the Comintern been so much in need
of unity as at the present fime. We are convinced that com-~
rades in Germany, bound to us by ties of 15 years of joint work,
will associate themselves with the fundamental ideas con-~
tained in this declaration. The development of the Western
European communist movement calls for a synthesis of the
leading elements — which became crystallised in the battle
of ideas against social democracy while they were still in the
lalter and which later, breaking with the social democracy,
established the Communist Party — and the young elements
which came to communism in the battles of 1919 and later,
and which express the temper of the working class youth
which grew up after the war. To bury old factional antago-
n'sms, o hammer out a Bolshevik line of policy in the fire of
self—crit'’cism, on the basis. of Party democracy — this is
the task which will be fulfilled if Comrade Zinoviev’s theses
will be not only passed by the Enlarged Plenum of the Exe-
cutive Committee, but also carried out.

With Communist greetings,
(Signed): H. Brandler, K. Radek, A. Thalheimer.

Reply to the Declaration of Comrades Radek, Brandler
and Thalheimer.

Intfroduced by the Delegation of the RCP., in the Name
of the Cenitral Commiitee of the RCP.

Comrade Manuilsky
now read the following Declaration of the CC the RCP.

Having read the declaration of Comrades Radek,
Brandler, and Thalheimer of March 25, 1925; the Enlarged
Plenum of the ECCI. considers it necessary to note the
following.

Radek, Drandler and Thalheimer bear the greatest
responsibility for the Social Democratic distortions of the
tactics of the Communist Party of Germany which caused
such great damage to the German revolutionary movement
in 1923. The tendency headed by Radek, Brandler and Thal-
heimer tried to convert the revolutionary tactics of the united

front into tactics of coalition with the Social Democracy. By
means of the “Saxony” Policy (the conditions upon which
Brandler joined the Government of Saxony, his “work”, in it,
etc.) this tendency” converted the tactics of the Communists
info a banal parliamentary comedy, which revealed the utter
political bankruptcy of these three comrades,

The Thirteenth Congress of the Russian Communist
Party unanimously declared that the policy of Comrade Radek,
who at that time tried to speak in the name of the Russian
Communist Party, had nothing in common with the real policy
of the Russian Communist Party. The Frankfurt Congress of
the Communist Party of Germany, with equal determination,
condemned the line of policy of Brandler and Thalheimer.
Finally the Fifth Congress of the Comintern, in the name of
the Communist Parties of all countries, severely condemned
the Menshevik deviations of these ilhree comrades.
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Instead of conscientiously admiling their political error,
by their declaration of the 25th of March, 1925, they still further
aggravate it.- They declare that they “associate themselves”
with the theses on the present session of the Enlarged Pienum
of the ECCI. But: they regard their differences with the
Comintern over the gquestion of workers’ Government as
“historically closed”, merely because “the period of the acute
collapse of the capitalist system has come to an end”. They
continue to believe that when the revolutionary struggle will
again become acufe, it will be necessary to return to the old
tactics of Radek, Brandler and Thalheimer, which they them-
selves, in their declaration of the 25th of March 1925, defined
as a striving "by means of a coalition with the Left Social
Democratic elements . ..temporarily to win a position for the
fight for the dictatorship of the proletariat“. The authors of
the declaration, by this show that they continue to stand as
before with both fect on the ground of the tactics of coalition
with Social Democracy; in other words, they continue in their
departure from Bolshevism to Menshevism.

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

Equally insincere politically, was the conduct of this
group in connection with the question of the Trolzky species
of Menshevism: While the whole of the Comintern sharply
condemned Trotzkyism, Radek in Russia direclly supported
it: and Brandler and Thalheimer wrote ambiguous declara-
tions, striving by half-hearted repudiation of Trotzkyism, fo
secure the opportunity of attacking the brother Communist
Party of Germany.

A particularly glaring light is thrown on the declara-
tion of Radek, Brandler and Thalheimer, of the 25th of March,
1925, by the fact that the declaration was made at the mo-
ment when the Ceniral Conirol Commission of the Russian
Communist Party, in conjunction with representatives of the
International Control Commission, after investigating, the
guestion of the factional, — but not — schismatic “work"
of these three comrades in the German Communist Party,
came to the conclusion that Radek, Brandler and Thalheimer
deserved to be expelled from the ranks of the Russian
Communist Party, and consequently, from the Comintern.

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

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

Geschke (Chairman):

We will now vote on this declaration of the CC. of

the RCP. The Presidium proposes that the ECCI. adopt this
declaration of the CC.

The declaration was unanimously adopted.

Comrade Bertz of Chemnitz has the floor for a second
declaration on the same subject:

Comrade Bertz:

In the name of the German Delegation I have to make
the following declaration: -

“The Delegation of the Communist Party of Germany
has the following answer to make to the “declaration® ot
Comrades DBrandler - Radek - Thalheimer to the Politburean
of the RCP.: -

1. At the request of the RCP. and of the Central
Committee of the CP. of Germany, the Central Control
Commission has instituled expulsion proceedings against
Brandler and Thalheimer and disciplinary proceedings
against Radek because of the f{ractional work and crass
breach of discipline. The “statement“ of DBrandler, Radek
and’ Thalheimer is a thinly veiled manoeuvre fo weaken the
impression® which must be made upon the Communist workers
by the decision of the highest party court of the RCP.
Brandler, Thalheimer and Radek are ufilisng the Session oi
the Enlarged Executive to establish for themselves again a
legal platform for factional work through the declaration of
their alleged agreemen! with the decision of lhe Comintern.

2. This manoeuvre of Brandler, Radek and Thalheimer,
will neither deceive nor astonish any member of the Com-
munist Party of Germany. For more than a year the right
fact.onal group in the CPG., under the leadership of Radek
and a group of fractional emigrants in Moscow, has been
endeavouring to employ these same opportun'st tactics of the
united front against the leadership of their own party and of the
CI., which they employed in 1923 towards the Menshevist class
enemies of the proletariat to the advantage of Social De-
mocracy and the disadvantage of the Communist cause. They
have only learned from the events of October 1923 to transfer
their particular methods of struggle against Menshevism 1o
the ranks of their own Party and lo utilise them for purposes
of dividing the Party. They thus again proved that the irre-
concilable and decisive differences between the policy ot
Radek and Brandler and the policy of Bolshevism are not
“historically exhausted“, but are historically and. practically
more alive than ever. Only the objective situation in which
the Communist Party of Germany has to fight has changed.
There has been no change in the Brandlerites. Since the
whole-hearted condemnation of their principles by the Ger-
man Party they have only moved still further away trom
Communism and have approached even more closely to
Social Democracy, whose indeology they represent in our
ranks. The CPG. therefore sees no reason to discuss the
fundamental problems of our tactics or any other political
guestion with persons like Brandler, Radek, and Thalheimer.
The discussion with Prandlerism was closed by the Frankfurt
Party Congress and the Fifth World Congress. What the
Party and the International now require is the continuation
and intensification of the ideological struggle against,
Brandlerism until its last vestiges are extirpated in the heads
of the members of the Party.

3. It is also characteristic of the spirit of Brandler,
Radek and Thalheimer, that even today — contrary o the |
point of view of the Third International — they declare that
in a period of a rising revolutionary wave, it is possible
“to bring about a temporary conguest of transition po-
sitions for the struggle for the dictatorship of the proletariat
through a coalition with the social democratic elements®. '

The purely demagogic relationship of the above-named
to the Comintern and its decisions are characterised by the
fact that in this same declaration they endeavour to pretend
their “complete agreement with the Bolshevisation theses ot
Comrade Zinoviev.“

4. The political significance of this ejguivocation is
its clearly visible intention to drive a wedge beiween the
CDPG. and the RCP., between the CPG. and the Comintern.
Here Brandler, Radek and Thalheimer confuse the CI. with the
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German Social Democracy. .They mistake the relationship
of the International with ils Sections and the relationship
of the Communist Parties with one another, for the rela-
tionship of the various local organisations, groupings and
tendencies within SPG. After having proved their inability
to manoeurvre amongst the various fendencies of the -social
democracy in a Bolshevist manner, they desire today to
prove their ability to carry out manoeuvres in a Menshevik
manner against the parties of the Comintern. At the same
fime they are fransferring the methods of demoralisation ol
therr factional work in Germany to the entfire International.
5. In order to obtain legality for this method of struggle,
Brandler, Radek and Thalheimer are misusing the Communist
principles of “party democracy” and “freedom of discussion®
and are using them as battle~cries against the German Central
Committee. They believe that they will in this way be able
to win the Comintern for their Brandlerist aims. In this as
well they are the victims of an illusion similar to that of
October 1923. Just as they at thal ftime hoped to obtan
the German Soviet Republic without effort under the banner
of the Weimar Constitution, they now count upon overflowing
~ the leadership and the polilical fundamentals of the CPG.
under the. baner of “parly democracy and freedom of dis-
cussion. This time, however, their aim is a diametrically
opposite one: no longer the overthrow of the bourgeoisie
but an insurrection in our own ranks. . . Nevertheless this
struggle is not only much more hopeless but also much more
unbolshevist than 18 months ago. The CPG. will pay careful
attention to this aspect of the Brandler - Radek - Declaration,
hostile fo the Party. As before and even more than hitherto,
it will ruthlessly suppress and render impossible any
endeavour fo carry on factional work, any aftack upon party
discipline, and any thwarting and hindering of their policy.
. 6. It is no accident that Brandler, Radek and Thal-
heimer appeared before the Comintern with a new offensive
-against. the German Party just at the moment of revolutionary
ebb. They know very well that in cerfain periods it is
inevitable that feelings of fatigue and depression ~arise in
the Party. They want fo exploit the mood to place obstacles
in the path of the Parly. They hope to be able to gain
the most unclear and wavering elemenis of the Party for
themselves and for their fraction through the aid of such
moods. They have endeavoured and will endeavour to distort
the revolutionary tactics of manoeuvre to wh'ch the party
im compelled to resort in this situation into their opportunist
alliance with social democracy. They have attempted and
will attempt to exploit the revolulionary tactics of .partial
demands and partial struggles, the Bolshevist tactics of
retreat and tacking, fo raise the partial demands to a
Menshevik system, to proclaim the retreat as the normal
communist policy and to veer the Party -over to the social
democracy. That is why they continually raise ‘in their dec-
laration the knowingly untrue charge against the Central
Committe of the CPG. that “it rejects partial struggles“.

7. The CPQ. fully realises that it is lost if it yields
to such desires and sentiments. That is why it has carried
on the ideological struggle against Brandlerism even after
October to the present day with such determination and down
info the lowest organisations of the DParty, down to the
smallest local organisations and factory nuclei. That is why
it destroyed the Brandlerite fraction, which following the
example of their deposed leaders endeavoured to undermne
the Party and in many cases collaborated directly with So-~
cial Democracy, not only with all political means, but also
with all organisational weapons. In this connecton it could
not hesitate even to expel a small group of factional fighters
who at the moment of defeat, disorganised, injured and in
part even betrayed the Party.

8. At the close of their declaration Brandler, Radek
and Thalheimer demand the “burial of factional antagonism“.

A year before this statement and also today the CPG.
was and is always ready to liquidate the last vestiges of
factional struggle.

The sole but uncertain road to the “burial of factional
struggle” is the complete and final burial of Brandlerism,
of the Menshevist policies of Brandler, Thalheimer and Radek,
who provoked and prolonged the factional struggle and
brought it to a head.“

This is the statement of the German Delegation. I

~

should only like to add that for ithe German Delegation, the

measures faken against Brandler, Radek and Thalheimer and
company do not go far enough. But in the expectation that
in the event of a renewed endeavour to form a fraction or
to arrive at fractional decisions, more decisive measures
will be taken than now, we have deciared our readiness
to accept the steps taken by the RCP. against Brandler,
Radek and Thalheimer.

Comrade Ruth Fischer:

From the standpoint of the German Party, Comrade
Clara Zetkin’s arguments must be answered, as we are now
in a rather difficult political situation after the presidential
elections.

As to the presidential elections, | think that one can-
not quite agree with Comrade Zetkin. We admit that we
are surprised at the relatively large number of votes polled
by the Social Democrats and the small number of votes
polled by us. We know, of course, that one cannot auto-
matically compare presidential .elections with parliamentary
and municipal elections. The example of Finland and
America shows us that these elections are a much more
difficult proposition and are not a criterion of the true re-
lation of forces.

Nevertheless the presidential election campaign in
Germany aroused this time much more enthusiasm than the
Reichstag Elections, which explains any wrong appreciation
of the results. For a correct appreciation of the Presidential
Elections, it is characteristic that in this for the workers
purely absiract and demonstrative nomination of a Communist
who has no chance whatever to be elected, the most reliable
industrial districts voted very much in our favour whilst Ba-
varia, and rural districts generally lost a considerable number
of votes. As compared with the December elections we lost
30 % in DBerlin, and in Bavaria up to 80 %. This means that
the attitude in the agricultural districts and especially in
the South German districts, which have still a separatist

tendency, was utterly different from that of industrial
districts. .
We must admit that mistakes were made in organi~

sational work. Moreover, the difficulty of the tactics which
we have to adopt to expose the Social Democrats has become
evident. Our Party has had such a bad experience with
Brandler’s opportunist exposure policy, that it is slow in
learning to combine an irreconcilable policy towards the
Social Democrats with a policy enabling us to expose these
Social Democrats to the workers in connection with every
day questions.

This is one of the chief lessons which we must draw
from the election campaign. There is another lesson namely,
that during the setback of the revolutionary movement in
Germany and the temporary restoration of the bourgeoisie
we must not leave out of account that in spite of the ligui-
dation of fascism there is a permanent monarchst peril in
Germany, and that in these elections the workers are voting
on the question — republic or monarchy. In spite of all the
criticisms of the Social Democrats this election result is a
sgn that the workers feel that they must resist the new
“legal“ monarchism. That is why this question is particularly
difficult for us, since the Social Democratic Party has always
posed and fought in the name of the German Republic. In
the name of the German Republic our best fighters were
slain, Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht were assassinated
in the name of the German Republic. That is why this
question is a very complicated matter for the German Party.
We must raise the question: Monarchy or Republic in such
a way as lo disassociate it entirely from the opportunist
policy of the Social Democrats. And it this question is new
for the German Party, we must say that the Comintern too
has not paid enough attention to it. I have read a criticism
of the Agitprop Department on the “Rote Fahne“ saying that
the policy of the “Rote Fahne“ has much that is perfectly
correct and commendable. But we also read in this criticism:
“It seems to us that on the whole the “Rote Fahne“ exag-~
gerates the monarchist peril, and diverts thereby the atten-
tion of working class readers from the real peril of the
social significance of the Luther Government.“

[ think that this criticism is beside the mark. The result
of the presidential elections gives great joy to the SPG. which



No. 37

International Press Correspondence

495

declares that the Communist Party is in its death ‘throes. We
know that these polemics have already been going on for
years,-and we will be “in our death throes“ as long as we
have not beaten the Social Democrats. The man thing for
us is to beat the SPG. on its own ground. It is not enough
fo fight against the SPG. only from the historical standpoint.
This has been once more confirmed by the experience of
the presidential elections.

The questions raised by Comrade Clara Zetkin are
more or less connected with political guestions, with policy.
Her report has reminded us who have come from Germany
of many similar speeches which we have heard at home,
which consist in seemingly agreeing with the principles, whilst
practically frustratng the work by proposing another plat-
form. Far be it from us to associate Comrade Clara Zetkin
with the elements who were given their -due here today.
But | must say that it is dangerous to make use of such
formulae. -

First of all Comrade Zetkin gave us in her report a
piclure of the complete collapse in the trade unions. 1 do
not know where the material came from. A considerable
amount of material comes now from various parts of the
international. Our delegates from the districts know that in
their own disirict there are already more trade un‘on frac-
tions than the number stated by Comrade Zetkin for the whole
Party. Such material is not conducive to facilitate objective
criticism. Comrade Zetkin accuses the German Party of
having expelled the best elements from the Party and o>
having discouraged others, for instance, Ernst Meyer, etc.
I do not think it is necessary to dwell on the insolated cases
mentioned by Comrade Clara. But one thing seems to me
important: the reproaches of those who failed to get a
parliamentary mandate. It is rather characteristic that such
a thing could play a role — all the more charachteristic as
the forthcoming parliamentary elections in Czechoslovakia
cast in advance their shadow on the crisis. To use Comrade
Smeral’s words, parliamentary elections and mandates should
be treated with great discrimination also in the Comintern.

After the Frankfurt Parly Congress we made peace
with all the districts. Only those who wiinessed the demo-
ralisation of the Party which Brandler caused by inciting one
district against another, can realise how important this was.
What did we do? In the first instance, we enforced trade
union tactics. More efforts will be required to make the
Party adopt a correct policy. When the question of attrac-
ting forces is raised, 1 can only point out the formation of
fractions. I maintain that the German Party would have made
greater progress with its Bolshevisation if the Right were not
to interfere with it. It is the Right which fills the workers
with distrust. For instance, if we were to receive today the
news that a kind of press correspondence of the Right is
being disseminated in the d'stricts with articles and reports,
we would like to ask the Communist International to tell
us on the strength of its former experiences if a fraction
can dare doing such things without going over very soon
to the enemy, without becoming openly Menshevik. There-
fore, Comrade Zetkin’s advocacy of those who disturb the
Party, who hinder its development, was very bad and brings.
unfortunately Comrade Zetkin's report very near these things.
: I think that on the basis of the decisions of the Com-
intern and of our Party Congress. the German Party will be
able to carry out its Bolshevisation in aood earnest. Our
progress towards Bolshevisation is difficult, not only becouse
of the objective situation in Germany, but also because of
our party’s past which makes it particularly difficult to deal
with the Party questions now before us.

I am convinced that with the help of the decisions of
the Executive and with the help of our comrades in the
districts in the strugale against the riaht elements we will
vet come fo truly Bolshevik tactics in Germany.

Geschke (Chairman):

Comrade Neumann has the floor
Polit'’cal Commission.

as reporter of the

: Comrade Neumann:

The Commission unanimously adopted the draft theses
of Comrade Zinoviev on Bolshevisation, which were intro-
duced by the Russian, German, and French Delegations.

Many changes were made. No counter-suggestions in the
matter of principle were made in connection with the draft
by any delegation. The chapter on Luxemburgism was some-
what toned down. For instance, in the trade union questions
“the mistake of Rosa Luxemburg“, was changed to the
“m’'stake of the Luxemburgists“, and “the mistakes which 1he
Polish Party and Rosa Luxemburg made“ was changed to
“the mistakes which the Polish Party made under the
leadership of Rosa Luxemburg“. No one objected in principle
to this chapter on Luxemburgism.

_In the paragraph on the “concrete tasks of the German
Party“, the passage ‘‘under no circumstances must this be
done by mechan’cal purging of the Parly and similar me-
asures”, was unanimously eliminated at the suggestion of the
German Delegation.

The formulation on the workers’ and peasants’ govern-
ment, in connection with the decisions of the Fifth Congress
was made concrete by the addition, “that is in the revo-
lutionary sense, which excludes all opportunist interpretation®.

A suggestion of the French Delegation, which makes
a paragraph on joint work with the CGTU. concrete, was also
adopted unanimously. The same is true of a suggestion by
the Italian Delegation with reference o the fight against the
ideological deviations of Graziadei and the Bordigists.

A suggestion of Comrade Zetkin with reference to work
among women was adopted.

The suggestion- of the British Delegation is also of
some Iimportance, and was adopted; in the paragraph,
“A Bolshevik is not one who joins the Party when the revo-
lutionary wave is at ifs height. A Bolshevik proves himself
during the period of defeat“, was added: “This does not
mean that these comrades who join the Party when the re-
volutionary tide is rising are inferior to those whose mem-
bership is of long standing, but the real test of their
gualities can only come during the period of depression and
difficulty*.

The suggestion of Comrade Kolarov on the concrete
tasks of the Balkan Parties was also unanimously adopted.

Many other suggestions were turned over to an Edi-
torial Commiss‘on appointed by the Presidium for final for-
mulation. This included a proposal on the trade union
guestion.

Comrades, the Political Commission adopted the
Bolshevisat'on theses unanimously, without taking a vote, and
recommends that the Executive adopt them unanimously.

(The theses were thereupon unanimously adopted by
the Plenum).

(At this point Comrade Zinoviev delivered his closing
speech, which will be published in the . next -Special
Number, Ed.).

Comrade Varis, a student of the University, of - the
Toiling Peoples of the East greated the Executive in the
Hindustan language. (Applause).

Comrade Nikolayeva, (Indochina) greated the Executive
in the name of the women of the Far East.

Comrade Gallacher (Great Britain):

Comrades, a modern, stupid, patriotic, imperialistic
British poet penned these words — “East is east, and west
is west and never the twain shall meet* But that imperia-
listic poet did not visual'se the coming into existence of
the Communist International. Under the banners of the Com-~
munist International East and West has met, — east and
west marching shoulder to shoulder under the guidance and
teach'ngs of Marx and Lenin and east and west to end the
reign of the imperialistic exploiters, and here tonight, as a
representative from Britain the land of the worst type of
imperialist countries, the land of the imperialists who have
robbed and pilfered the east for centuries, I say in the name -
of all the delegates of the West to our eastern comrades
that we pledge ourselves to march with our eastern com-~
rades until the great goal of the world emancipation has
been achieved.
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Comrade Larkin (reland):

Communism is going to bring the different races of the
world together in one homogenous movement, for the great
purpose. This movement is close to life itself, and expresses
the needs of countless millions of the earth’s peoples. We
have got to direct the real work.

It is an inspiration to come to this great city fo gather
strength and courage to go forward with our work for the
obliteration of capitalism. This movement gives us something
to live and work for; and something fo die for. We must not
mind these insignificant people who cross the stage of life,
these Brandlers, Thalheimers, Radeks, to-day soclal demo-
crats, and fo-morrow DBolsheviks, and then again social-
democrats. We must be willing to serve, be willing to learn.
The workers of the world are reaching out for knowledge;
they are reading Marx, they are reading Lenin, and they are
going to be guided by Marx and Lenin, and not by Radeks
or by opportunist politicians.

I give you all greetings and | can promise you on behalf
0{1 ihg Irish proletariat we will not fail you in the big struggle
ahead.

Comrade Roy (Iudis):

Comrades, | certainly express the sentiment of all of
you and of the mass of the revolutionary proletariat that you
represent in welcoming the students of the Eastern Univer-
sity before this Session of the Enlarged Executive of the
Communist International. In this Session the significance of
the revolutionary movement of the oppressed peoples in the
relation to the siruggle against capitalism has been very
clearly drawn out. The ability to form organic relations with
this very powerful ally in the colonial and semi~colonial
countries will fo a great extent determine the development
of the world revolution in the future. Judging from the spirit
and understanding with which the Communist Parties of the
world are approaching this great problem of international
significance, we can well hope that the revolutionary forces
of the colonial and semi-colonial countries will be brought
within the active ranks of revolutionary forces being organi-~
sed under the banner of the Communist International. Together
they will go to the final ballle against world imperialism
and complete the task which has been started by our Russian
comrades under the leadership oi Lenin and Marx.

Comrade Domski:

In the name of the Polish, German and French Dele-
gations I submit the following resolution for your acceptance:

Draft Resolution on the Report of the
Executive of the (Cl.

The Plenum of the Enlarged Executive of the Com'ntern
declares that the decisions of the Fifth World Congress of
the Communist International on the political and economic
situation, and on the factic of the Commun'st Part’es have
been proved correct and were substantiated by the deve-
lopment of the international situations since the Fifth World
Congress.

The Enlarged Plenum declares that the Executive of
the C. 1. acted in the spirit of the decisions of the Fifth
World Congress in all its activity, and that in its activity
successfully further ihe Bolshevisation of the Communist
movement and the task of overcom'ng opportunist tendencies.

The Enlarged Executive lays special emphasis o the
significance of the international campaign for unily of the
trade union movememt, which increases the Left tendencies
in the Amsterdam International Trade Union League, under-
mines the influence of the Right frade unlon leaders, and
accelerates the revolutionisation of the masses organised into
the trade unions.

The Plenum deferminedly meets the attacks of the
Right elements on the activity of the ECCI. It declares that
the Executive, in intervening in a number of Parties, assisted
in overcoming the opportunist tendencies. The manner of
dealing with the Czech gquestions especially was absolutely
~correct.

In the extremely difficult mternahonal situation, between
lwo revolutionary waves, in the period of iemporary de-
pression In the labour movement of some countries, the Exe~
culive helped the Communist Parties to preserve_their mass
character, to deepen their influence over the masses of
workers and peasants, and to increase their ability to carry
on active work.

The Enlarged Plenum expresses ils confidence in the
Executive and calls upon all Sections of the Communist Inter-~
national 1o continue resolutely and energetically to support
the struggle of the ECCI. for the Bolshevisation of the Com-~
munist Parties.

Polish Delegation: Domski.

French Delegatlion: Albert Treint.
German Delegation: Ruth Fischer.
The theses were unanimously adopted.

Correction.

In the speech of Comrade Kreibich at the Enlarged
Executive, reported in our special Number 32, page 421, the
last line of the third paragraph should read: “pure commis-
sary treatment of ihe illness of the Party, and not, “pure
Communist treatment . . . . “ -

Proprietor, Publisher and responsible detor Eduard Stegbauer, Vienna, X., Pernerstorfergasse 64.

Printers: Melantrich A

.-G., Vienna, IX., Pramergasse 6.
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