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ABSTRACT

This study deals with left-wing splinter pgrties “in
which were in existence in Germany between t8%8 and 1933,

In 1918 the Second Empire collapsed, the Kaiser abdicated,
and the imperial government resigned. Only the socialists
were relatively strong enough and, in the egyes of the public
and the victorious Allies, unblemished enough to take com-
mand of the state. At this historical moment, however, the
socialists were divided., The chance to ihgtalllisocialism in’~
- Germany was lost due to the bitter fighting among the three
principal left-wing parties. The divisions in the socialist
camp, which had started earlier, but which broke into open
warfare at the end of the Great War, were intensified by the
crises the Weimar Republic faced and led to a great number
of splinter parties,

Chapter One provides the background., It éoncentrates
on some of the problems that the SPD and the KPD faced be-
fore Hither's take-over.

Chapter Two discusses the emergence of splinter groﬁps.
It traces each splinter group from its origin inside a larger
party, its evolution,aand its decline. |

The Third Chapter examines the programs, platforms,
and ideologies of the splinter parties. It concentrates on
their political and economic demands., It also deals with _
their views on fascism ahd they methods they adopted to cppe

with the menace presented by the rise of Hitler's NSDAP.
. ii
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The Fourth Chapter is devoted to structure and orga-
nization. The parliamentary as wekl as the non parliamentary
activities of the splinter parties are discussed. It examines
their involvement in organizations like the trade unions and
affiliated youth groups. Some of the major publications of
the splinter parties are listed here.

The Conclusion assesses the reasons for the failure
of the splinter parties. Splinter parties were both, symp-
toms and victims of the turbulent times of the Weimar Republic,
They were not the cause of Hitler's victory. Their importance
lies not in the impact they had on Weimar, but in what they
show about Weimar Germany. They reflected in a microscopic
way the insecurity, the mistrust, the social decay, the social
and political mobility and unrest, the countless crises, and

the blind and desperate search for something better,
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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this study is to examine left-wing -
splinter parties which existed in the Welmar Republic. Al-
though splinter parties were a regular feature of German
political life between 1918 and 1933, very little has.been
written about them and nothing on a comparative base.:

To deal with all of the varlious left-wing parties and
groups which appeared within the life span of the Weimar
Republic is, if not impossible, too blig an undertaking from
Vancouver. Even for a historian living in Germany it would
have been a colossal task to stay informed of all the kaleido-
scopic changes and patterns which took place, Thus, some
qualifications and guidelines to assist in the selection of
parties for this paper had to be set.

The parties studlied here were chosen for various reasons.
Consideration had to be given to avallable material, It can be
assumed with certainty that much material was destroyed by the |
members of splinter groups themselves during the Nazi era,
Other material would be scattered in countries like Frahce,
Russia, Czechoslovakia, the United States, Mexlico, and &ther
plmees in which they spent their years in exile. Many docu-
ments might still be stored in some attics in Germany, A
fair amount has been gathered by authors and scholars suchigs

Hermann Weber, Karl Otto Paetel, Beradt, and the contributors

to the Marburger Abhandlungen zur Politischen Wiésenschaft.

1
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namely Bock, Drechsler, Ihlau, Liﬁk, and Tjaden. Some of
their works contain sections of primary materials, others are
collections of documents. SPD and Comintern publications u
mention the splinter groups in passing. What they do report
is often spiced with their own biases and dislikes. The &

Statistik des deutschen Reilchs was 1nva1ﬁable for 1ts detailled

election results, but also for the candidates' geographical,
occupational, and political background.
Groups included in this study were involved in day-to-

day politics.inThis eliminated the Freidenker and the Feuer-

bestattung organizations, the Arbeiter sports clubs, the pa

pacifists, as well as the intellectual groups associated
with the Weltbilhne,
Only groups which were or claimed to be Marxist are

included in this study. This excluded the Nelson Bﬁhd from

consitderation, although it was an active left-wing organization
and there is a considerable amount of material available., On
the other,hé&ndncluinéludéderafter bBondéthssdbation,AlRe ASE,
‘although its Marxist ancestry is barely visible and material

on it is scarce. Anarchists and syndicalists were also dis-
regarded except where they were in the same organizations with
Marxists as in the KAPD, the AAU, and the AAUE, |

Laufenberg and Wolffheims's Nationalkémmunisten and

the group around Niekisch were at first considered, but then
omitted, as they operated in the political twilightAzone be-
tween the far Left and the extreme Right and thus could not

really be called left-wing.
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The study of left-wing splinter groups was compli-
cated by the ephemeral nature of these groups. Every election,
every politlcal action, every dispute brought different groups
into the field and created different combinations. Statistics
refgxring to splinter groups are often unclear in identifying
the'particular group. References giving a certain amount
of votes to Communist Opposition could mean the KPO,‘the Left
Opposition, or a group coﬁnected wlth neither.

It is hoped that this study will glve some insight
into a neglected aspect of the Weimar Republic, Much has
been written, much has been said about the rlse'of fascism,
the breakdown'of parliamentary democracy, the failure of the

middle-of-the-road parties, the role of the Reichswehr, and

countless other aspects of Weimar. Yet the splinter parties
were as much a characteristic of Weimar Germany as these
other phenomena. They too were the results of the same
clrcumstances which made Weimar unique, althoﬁgh they existed
in the shadow of parties which seemed more 1mportant; but
which, in the end, failed just as dismally as the splinter
parties did. '



CHAPTER 1

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND AND

POLITICAL SETTING

The history of the left-wing movement during the
Welmar Republic is partly a history of splits, caused by tic
ideologigal, tactical, and personal disagreements, Dur;ng
these fourteen years the Léft was divided into two, sometimes
three, mass parties and scores of sects and minto sects. |

Before World War I the Sozialdemokratische Partel

Deutschlands (SPD) (Soclaldemocratic Party of Germany) was

the only socialist party in Germanyf Of all the socialist
parties in the world, the SPD was THE party everyone assumed
to be most likely to succeed in establishing the dictatorship
of the proletariat, All socialist parties looked to the SPD -
| for guidance; the SPD was the leader in world socialism,
However, the outbreak of World War I showed that the
:SPD!&Mﬂdﬂnoxxmive'up to shelalist expeétations: The SPD had
changed. By 1514 it had been legal for 24 years., Although
not'quite"sa;onfﬁhig, the SPD had become more"respectable”
and "trustworthy" than it had been in the time of Bismarck's

8ozialisten Gesetz of the 1880s, Below the revolutionary

shell there was a revisionist core., The revolutionaries had
turned into parliamentarians, party bureaucrats, and trade
union officials (Bonzen). These people had a stake in soclety

and in thelr party. A revolution would endanger their positions.
4 v



A refusal to support the war, by voting against the War
Credits, would have threstened the very exlstence of the

parfy and the positions of the party and trade union leadersl.
They would not risk this in order to exchange German, or, to
be more specific, Prussian autocracy for Russian autocbacy,
German imperialism for French or'Britlsh imperialism. They
Justified thelr stand by quoting Karl Marx, who allowed
soclalists to defend thelr country, who declared that in a
war between imperial Germany and Tsarist Russia the inter-
natlional proletariat should support Germany as the lesser
evil. "The one fact which eclipsed everything else was that
Russlans were on the soll of the Vaterland, Tsérdom, according
to the tradltions in Social Democratic circles, was the
darkest of horrors."2 With Russia poised against Germeny

1t seemed no contradiction for socialists to be patriotic

and loyal to an imperialistic Germany. The vaterlandslosen

Gesellen had now a Vaterland, a Vaterland that they were
willing to defend., |

But not all Social Democrats felt that way. The
party still managed to draw the dissatisfied, the persebutdd,
the radicals, and the revolutionaries to its ranks.‘ Some of
them were members of the Reichstag. They bitterly opposed
‘The patriotic jingoism that the party, along with the rest
of Germany fell victim toy Grudgingly, the radical minority

in the Reichstagsfraktion followed party discipline and

voted for the War Credits in August 1914, However, on

December 2, 1914, Karl Liebknecht voted against the War
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Credits. On March 20, 1915, Liebknecht and Otto Rilhle. voted
against them. 1In August 1915 Liebknecht alone voted against
the War Credits, thirty other SPD deputles left the House, and
Otto Rllhle was absent. Then on December 14, 1915, twenty SPD
Relichstag members voted against the War Credits, sixty-five
voted for them, and twenty left the House.5

The differences caused by the War in addition to the
existing differences caused the party to develop fissures
along political, organizétional, and tactical lines. These
lines were not just strietly Right, Left, Centre, Ultra,Right,
and Ultra Left. The right-left divisions had little to do
with tﬁe divisions caused by the war, Other lssues created
different alliances and realignments. Some of these cracks
were deep, others barely scratched the surface, The intense
emotionalism characteristic of war time sentiments deepened
the new schism which had developed out of the different atti-
tudes towards the war and towards the war aims expressed by
some SPD leaders. The War Credit issue was the wedge which
was driven into thls new fissure and which eventually split
the party.

A student of German Bocialidemocracy, Bevan, argued
that there were five groups in the pre war SPD., He called
the ones farthest to the left the Extremists. Thlis group
was led by Liebknecht, Paul Lensch, Stadthagen, Mehring,

Rosa Luxemburg, and Klara Zetkin. The left €entre contained

Kautsky (the editor of Die Neue<§eit), Cunow, Haase, and

Ledebour. There was also a Right @entre, with Scheidemann
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and Richard Fischer., This group was in control of the_partyss
main organ, the Vorwdrts. Together, the Left Centre and'the
Right Centre were the bulk of the party. Further to the right
were the Moderate Revisionists, with Bernstein, Dr. David,
and.LudwiglFrank. Finally, on the extreme right were the
Imperial Socialists, with Kolb, Dr. Quessel, Edmund Fischer,
_gnd Wolfgang Heine. This group was small in numbers and
supported the militarist and expansionist policy of the gglgg.u

As stated before, the war changed the pattern of
alignments considerably. Three SPD newspapers, which are
quoted by Bevan, enumerated six groups on the left and nine
on the right during 1915 and 19167, These classifications
11llustrate that there was more than one split taking place
and that the dividing lines were continously shifting.A
Bernsteln, for example, was in the pre war classification
considered to be to the right of Scheidemann. Lensch, a
former Left Extremist and Cunow from the Left:Cerifre ‘had
during the early war years moved to the right, The most
significant:diyision, the one which later split the party'
and thus initiated the appearance of the Indepepdent:tRacial
Democratic Partg (USPD), was not a clear cut right-left
division., Meﬁ%ershiﬁ:in this group was not based on pre=
war issues. Thus, the groups which emerged during the war
were different from the pre=war groups.,

In 1917 the pattern had changed again. On the far
lefft of the SPD were the Left Radicals, an antifparliamentarian

wing, which, when the big split came in 1917, refused to
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Join eithér one of the two social democratic perties, but tried
to form its own party. Faliling to do so, they rgmained as
rather loosely organized sections 1in major cltis. Best known

of these were the Bremer Linken, led by Knief, the Hamburger

Linken, led by Laufenberg and Wolffheim, and the Bérchard
group in Berlin, They were the first to break away from the ::
SPD. Their break-away was not a concerted action, but was
undertaken individually by each local group at different

dates during the later part 6f 1916 and the beginning of 1917.

On December 2, Zi91§7 a meeting of the Minority Social
Democrats of Berlin... decided 2103120 to stop payments
to the party chest, This meant that they ... now formed
a wholly distinct organization. A few days later the 6
Brunswick Social Democrats followed suit.

On February 28, 1917 tk Hamburger Left Radicals under
Laufenberg and Wolffheim left the SPD, On March 5 the
Left Radicals of Bremen, Hamburg, fHannover and Ristringen
called for a new party. Borchard joined in this call, 7

A second group, the Gruppe Internationale, organized

itself around Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg. They

were involved in the publication of the Spgrtakusbriefe;
which consisted of polemics against thewsr, To the right
of them was the centré group., It contaihed people who later,
in the Communist Party, showed themselves further to the
left than the Spartacists, as well as centrists and reformists
such as Dittmann, Haase, and Kautsky, and the revisionist
Bernstein., Thelr point of departure from the main body
was the War Credit issue.

The largest group within the SPD supported the warf
It contalned the bulk of the membership and was thus. able

to dominate the party. At its extreme right were the trade
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union bureaucrats and a group of thirty-three (out of 110)
members of the Reichstag. The thirty-three deputies met

regularlly. in the hotel 7Héddelberger". Their leaders were

Eduard David and Wels. This group considered breaking away

and forming a new, truly reformist trade union based party.8
The Beichstag deputies who were opposed to the war

formed on March 24, 1916 a parliamentary Arbeltsgemeinschaft

(AG) of 18 members (this did not include Liebknecht and
Riihle)? who stayed in the party, but worked as an independent
caucus. In February 1917 a large section from the centre,
including the AG, and from the left of the SPD formed a new
party, the Independent Social Democratic Party of Germany

or, in German, the Unabhingige Socialdemokratische Partei

Deutschlands (USPD). Most of the Gruppe Internationale,

also known as the Spartakusbund, joined the USPD., Rihle

and some others went to the Left Radicals, who now called

themselves Internationale Kommunisten Deutschlands (IKD).

The IKD attempted to form a natlonal party. They failled to
do this because the police closed down thelr founding con-
vention in August 1917.10

. At the time of the November Revolution in 1918 the
socialists were badly divided and not well prepared for the
seizure of power., ' Their leaders, being at the helm of the
state; tried to emasculate the revolution. The USPD partici-
pated in the government, but its radical left wing, the
Revolutionary Shop Stewards, started an armed uprising in

January 1919, The Communist Party (Kommunistische Partei

Deutschlands or KPD), which was formed only days before by
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the Spartacists, the IKD, and various other left radicals,
was also involved in thlis. Thus, at the beginning of 1919,
there were three working class parties in Germany which
represented a curious pattern. The USPD, being pulled by
its wings into different directions, withdrew from the
government. Thils forced the SPD to depend on 1its traditional
enemies, the army and the boirgeoisis; for law and order.

The KPD was involved in an attempt to overthrow the socialist
government for the benefit of the proletariat, which, in its
majority, proved highly unappreciative of these efforts.

Rosa Luxemburg, who was agalnst this 111 advised Putsch and
whose political maturity and visionary idealism cbuld have

led the KPD to great higights, was murdered, togetherwith

Karl Liebknecht, by the Berserk soldateska., Instead of working
together, the three different soclalist groups fought each

other. A unique opportunity to transform German society

was lost mainly through the disunity in the soclalist camp.

This disunity did not stop after this tragic experience.
From each of the three proletarian partles several groups
broke away within the next thirteen years. Dissatisfaction
and frustration were some of the causes, Dissatisfactlon
with the party leaders who were too slow, too fast, too far
left, too far right, dissatisfaction with fthe party's per-
formance in the past, the present, or'with its plans for the
future drove many out of their respective parties. Frustration
with the party bureaucracy, the feeling that the party was
standing still, stagnating, or even decayling accounted for

many splits., Disunity 1s an inherent ingredient in ideo=«
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logical parties, as idealists often find it nearly impossible
to compramise. The appearance of splintérmgroups was not only
a left-wing phenomenon; there were a number of bourgeols partles,
scores of reactionary Qﬁggg. and several fascist organizations,
The unique situation Weimar Germany found itself in was condu~
cive torthe formation of splinter parties.

Germany had just been defeated in a major war, The
defeat was of such a nature that many Germans did not recognize
it as such. Whereas in 1945 Germany was totally defeated, 1its
army completely annihilated, and its territories occupled by
the enemy, @in 1918 the enemy had not overrun the cquntry,
the cities were not destroyed, and the army was still very
much in existence. A party, which was traditionally an
opposition party, with an opposition mehtality, which was

often treated as Staatsfeind, and which was weakened by

internal dissentlon, formed the "revolutionary” government.
The victorious Allles pressed the German government to sign the

Treaty of Versalilles. The SPD leaders knew that whichever

I

party signed this treaty would become & pariah in German oLl R
political l1ife. They had to maneuver the other parties

into sharing the responsibility. They 2lso felt, in order

to stay in power, thep needed the cosoperation of the mili-

tary, the bourgeoisle, and the civil service. They would

not put thelr trﬁst in the revolutionary potential of the

working class. In their eagerness to show how trustworthy

and responsible they were, they lost the last revolutlonary

traces. Thereby they forfeited the loyalty of many prole-

tarians, bub falled to galn appreciable support from the



r

12
middle classes and were blamed by the reactionaries and
monarchists for all the real and imaginary ills that came
out of Germany's defeat in World War I. These were times
of stress and times of drises for the fledgling republic as
well as for the socialist parties. And crises breed dissent,
and dissent leads to splits.

The Peace Treaty of Versailles did not bring political
stability. In the east Freikorps fought Polish troops over
the posseésion of Upper Silesia. The government waé ordered
by the Allies to disband the Freikorps. Britishj;. Frénch,’andb
Italiagn troops were sent to Silesia to restore order. On
March 13, 1920 a section of the German army under Littwitz
and Erhard occupied Berlin and a few other majoescities,

staging the Kapp Putsch. This triggered a new civil war in

which a German Red Army fought against the Relchswehr.

Freikorps roamed the Reich, fighting workers, executing

"traitors", and assassinating politicians. Failure to pay

the Beparation installments on time brought about the French-

Belgian occupation of the Ruhr district, strikes, passive and

active resistance, reprisals and executions, government %

bankruptcy and a galloping; inflation in 1923,

From 1924 till 1929 Germany experienced relative
stability. Neither the Social Democratic Party nor the Weimar
Republic encountered any major crisis. There was some dis-
satisfaction in the ranks over the fact that the SPD went
1nt6 coalition'with'bourgeois parties, or, when not in the
government, that it was a tolerant, loyal opposition. But

for the most part, the members and the activists were satlisfied.
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It wag different with the KPD, which was part of the
Communist International (Comintern or CI) and was thus in-
fluenced by the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU).
In compliance with orders 1issued in Moscow, the KPD staged

two uprisings, one in 1921 and another in 1923, The first

one led to the departure of two able leaders, Levi and Daumig,
and the temporary outléwing of the party. The failure of

the second uprising brought a group of 1eftlleaders to the
top who thwarted any attempt by the Right or the Centre for

a genuine United Front with the SPD. The various power
struggles in Moscow - Trotsky versus gtalin, Bucharin, and
Zinoviev; Trotsky and Zlnoviev versus Stalin and Bucharin;

and Stalin versus Bucharin - took their toll in Germany.

As the KPD became a tool of the Soviet foreign policyll,
its structure, functions, and short term objectives changed
drastically. In the late 19208z 1ts main objectivevwas to
destroy the SPD. It ralded the SPD's membership, disrupted
its meetings, discredited its leaders, and !dabelled them
"Social Fasciéts"(beﬁween‘1928 and 1933). The structural
'changes involved the substitution of'factory cells for street
cells, Via factory cells the members were easier to control;
Functionaries were selectéd by their loyaltyr to Moscow. A
good method of keeping activists loyal was by giving them
employment in the party and its auxiliary orgénizations, at
the Soviet embassy or at Soviet trade missionslz. These
jobs were usually well paid;lits fringe benefits included
holidays at the Black Sea., Known KPD functlonaries found

it impossible to find employment with private enterprise.
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Bureaucrats, paid with money from Moscow, took their orders
from Moscow and conducted the affairs of the German party
according to the needs of Moscow.

This process was harmful for the KPD. The party lost
some of its credibllity. Outwardly the KPD had to maintain a
pretence of independence, yet it was easy to see through the
feeble attempts of Thdlmenn and Genossen. There was little
room for maneuverablility. The leaders never knew 1f Moscow
would let them follow through with tactical agreements with
other groups. Any leader who fell foul of Moscow had been
driveh away,

Thus, the KPD's effectiveness was seriously handi-
capped. It was successful in preventing the SPD from ever
winning a clear majority and thus helped to bring about
Hitler's victory. Frustratlion over this process drove many
away. Attempts were made to reform the KPD from within,

When these attempts failed new communist parties were created
whose goals were to reform the KPD from the outside. Such

parties were the Lenin Bund, the Left Opposition, and the

KPO among others.,

In 1929 the New York Stock Market Crash triggered off
a new werld crisis which affected the Weimar Republic also.
Unemployment and Depression intensified the class struggles
between labour and management. With lock-outs the employers
tried to break down the workers' resistance; with strikes
the workers fought back. Baénkiwptcies, loss of markets, and
shut-downs defeated both. In legislatures the left parties

tried to uphold progressive labour laws, which were under the
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combined attack by the parties of the right. In the Harzburg
Eggg; the industrialists, the Junkers, énd Hugenberg agreed
to finance Hitler to enable him to fight their battles for
them. With the help of the dispossessed petty bourgeoisie
and some unemployed proletarians the Nazis launched large
scale physical attacks on the working class pa&ties. Nazis
and Ccommunists were killing each other, both fought the SPD.
More groups sep®&rated from the SPD and the KPD. They formed
splinter parties which were dedicated to the unification of
the working class into a mass movement. But by trying to
unite they caused more splits. Over the broken bodies of
soclalists and communists, felled in their internecine strife,
Hitler marched into power. And those, who could not find
unity in the Weimar Republic, found the unity of the Concen-

tration Camp.



CHAPTER II

THE HISTORY OF THE LEFT-WING SPLINTER PARTIES

IN THE WEIMAR BREPUBLIC

On January ;,1919, there were three major working
class parties in Germany, the SPD, the USPD, and the KPDQ
Of these, the SPD was the most homogeneous party, consistling
of a revisionist leadership, a reformist membership and
possessing the loyality oﬁ the majority of the working class,

The USPD covered a greater range of the political
spectrum. The party was supported by that part of the working
class which was still basically social democratic in outlook,
but became disillusioned by the policies of the SPD, Support
for the USPD grew steadily., Were it not for the intervention
of the Comintern in October 1921, the USPD might have over-
taken the SPD and and become the only substantial mass party
of the left,

The KPD included, besides the elitist Spartacists,
most of the non conformist revolutionary elements of the

political left.
EARLY HISTORY OF THE KPD

The KPD was founded at & convention from December 30,
1918 to January 1, 1919. One hundred and twenty-seven dele-
gates gathered in Berlin for this purpose. The majority of

these delegates belonged to the Spartakus Bund, a fair

number to the Internationalen Kommunisten Deutschlands (IKD),
16
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three to Roter Soldatenbund, coneswas-clasgified Jugend
(Youth), one as Weltere Delegierten. .Amangitherguesbs

were representatives of the USSR.1 Delegates from the
Spartacists included Rosa Luxemburg, Karl Liebknecht, Hugo
Eberlein, Leo Jogiches, Paul Levi, Ernst:Meyer, Wilhelm
Pieck, Thalheimer, Leviné, and Levien. Paul Frdlich from
Hamburg and Otto Ruhle from Pirna were perhaps the best
known delegates from the IKD.2
The deébate on the question of particlpating in the

election for the National Versammlung (National Assembly)

showed best the deep rooted differences within the new party.
Their differences were less ldeological than tactical. They
all preferred Rite democracy to parliamentary:-democracy.

All shared an open admiration of the October Revolution

in Russia and the boundless optimism that the German prole-
tariat would soon follow the example set by their Russian
brothers,

Rosa Luxemburg spoke for participation in the elec-
tions, not because she had faith in the parliamentary system,
but because she wanted to use the campaign and, if elected,
the parliament as her péttle ground, The bourgeois parliament,
she argued, can be destroyed from the inside as well as from
the outside. Only about half of the Spartacus delegates
endorsed this view. The others considered themselves to be
more révolutionary. They did not want to divert thelr efforts
frﬁm the revolution in order to win seats in a body that they
considered obsolete and counter revolutionary, in which their

voices would not be heard, and which, in their opinion, would
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soon be abolished. The IKD delegates considered partici-
pation in parliaments?gutright opportunistic. The majority
of the delegates subsequently voted against involvements in
elections.

The Congress accepted overwhelmingly the draft pro-
gram written by Rosa Luxemburg. Presumably most of the de-
legates voted for it because Rosa Luxemburg wrote it, without
reading it too deeply. This would explain the fact that,
although most delegates had putschist tendencies, they accepted
a program that 2abhorreéd" violence", which stated that
"Spartacus would dnly assume power when the majority of the
proletariat wanted it to do 3053. Subsequently, the XKPD
was handicapped at its beginning by a program which contained
parts that were unacceptable to most of 1its members,

Moreover, the Founding Congress revealed another
important source of disagreement. Some of the delegates
wanted to shape the KPD into an elite party that would be
the vanguard of the revolution. Its objective would be to
gain power bj pulling the masses into revolutionary action.
Rosa Luxemburg and her supporters, on the other hand, pre-
ferred a mass party that would only partlcipate in revolutions
or galn power if 1t was the expressed wish of the masses,
According to this concept the party would be the servant,
not the master of the proletariat.

But before the party had time to solve its many

problems, it became involved in what was later called the

- Spartakus Putsch, Locked in a:mortalqstzuggle with the

social democratic republic, defeated by the military, re-
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jected by the proletarigt, robbed of the two leaders who
were needed now more than ever, the party barely survived,
Leo Jogiches led the KPD until he too was shot to death on
March 10, 1919 during a general strike, which involved new
fighting, new looting, and new repressidh. Paul Levi, =a
lawyer and a disciple of Rosa Luxémburg. succeeded Joglches
as leader,

Levi realized that any further involvement: in street
fighting would lead to disintegration. He wanted to involve
the KPD in diass actions. All its past achlevements were a
series of poorly organized, undisciplined, aimless street
brawls in which the communists were always the losers: and
" which turned the masses against them. Levi felt that he had
to purge the party of itd unruly elements, To him and Radek,
the Comintern representative, the immediate task was to win
over the majority of the proletariat; This task included
participation in trade union work and in parliamentary elections.
It was clear to Levli that the left wing would considér this &
betrayal of the revolutionary aims,

At the second convention of the KPD, which took place
at Heldelberg in Apr11'1920, Levi presented eight theses
outlining his views on immediate tactics and aims., His theses
stressed the principle of centralism and opposed anarcho-
syndicalist tendencies., He maintained that the party could
not afford to neglect any means to win the proletariat, It
had to involve itself with trade unions and leglslative
elections in order to survive as a party. The crucial point

was thesis # 8, which stated that members who did not accept
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party policy must leave the KPD.. The convention adopted this
particular thesis 29:20.4 This resulted 1n ancdimmediate
- reduction of the membership, which fell from 107,000 to 50,000,
Of those who left, more thén 30,000 joined the‘Kommuhiét&sbhé

Arbeiter Partel Deutschlands (KAPD)., Levi's surgery cleared

the road for electorial work, for recruiting members in %rade

unions, and for unification with the left wing of the USPD.
THE KAPD

Thirty-five delegates from the KPD district organi-
zations of Berlin, Brandenburg, North, Northwest, Thuringia,
East Saxony, WestiSaxonyjysand other places, claiming to
represent 38,000 members of the KPD, met at Berlin on April
4, and 5., 1920 and formed the KAPD?, The founding of the
KAPD was a reactlon to the deliberate splitting maneuver
executed by Levi, The KAPD was composed of different groups
whose common denominator was mainly their resentment of the
treatment they received from the KPD., Thelr program was a
conglomération of different revolutionary trends.6

Among the leaders of the KAPD were Pannekoek, Laufen-
berg, Wolffheim, and Pfemfert, They were all left radicals;
vthey had all once been members of the SPD, some also of the
USPD, and they were all expelled from or.left on theilr own
the XPD, Most of the early leaders left the KAPD shortly
after and founded or participated in other radical splinter
groups.

The convention delegates ideeided to remain, if

possible, with the Third International7. Two delegates,
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Jan Appel, and Franz Jung, were sent to Moscoﬁ where they
met with the Comintern leaderSS. They were treated there
with ridicule, sarcasm,‘and other 1ndign1t1es9.. Still; the
KAP tried to remain on good terms with the Comintern,

As the KAPD did not hear from thelr first two dele-
gates, two more, Ruhle and Merges, Were sent to take part
in the Second Congress of the Comingern, The conditions that
the Comintern presented to the KAPD for membership, would
have destroyed the independence of the party. Thus, Ruhle

10. The Executive Council

and Merges withdrew from the Congress
of the Communist Interhational (ECCI) then sent an. "Open

Letter to the members of the KAPD" which declatredlithed wiic

KAPD a deviation from communism, attacked thelr program,

their leaders, their anti parliamentary tactics, and urged

the rank-and-file members to Joln the KPD. Lenin's pamphlet,
"Left-wing Communism, an Infantlle Dlisorder”, created a strong
antl Comintern feeling within the KAPD, :He:astacked by

name Laufenberg. Wolffheim, Ruhle, and other KAPD 1eadess11

and critidized the tactics of the KAPD, insisting that

"eeo the German 'Lefts® may be convinced of the revolutionarism
6f such tactics, these tactlcs are fundamentally wrong, and

nl2 Lenin

amount to no meomore than empty phrasemongering.
examined and ridiculed every point in the KAPD program,
nearly every statement of the KAPD writers, even statements

which praised him and the Bolsheviks, At thel»zPérteliag:

the KAPD delegates unanimously rejected the Open Letter and
the Comintern's interference into their own internal affairs.

The conventlion expressed its solitarity with Bﬁﬁle, but
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expelled Laufenberg and WolffheimlB-

Gorter answered Lenin with his "Open Letter to Comrade
Lenin", In it he agreed in part with Lenin's criticism, but
iejected it in general, statihg: that Lenin's arguments were
based on false premlises. He claimed that conditlions in Germany
were different from those in Russia; that the Gommunist parties
were belng corroded by opportunism; and that the Third Inter-
national would follow the pattern set by the Second. He took
strong exception Po:: the Comintern's attempt to order the KAPD
to purge Wolffheim and Laufenberg.l™ He closed with the wish:
that the Comintern would accept the tactics of the Left, which
really were the original Bolshevdk or Leninist tactics adjusted
to the conditions 1n Western Europe15.

Two tendencles emerged in the KAPD, There was an
anti Moscow wing, led by Rtlhle, Pfemfert, and Broh, which had
anarcho-commfinist tendencies. Opposed to it was a centralist
wing under Schréder, Goldstein, Schwab, and Reichenbach,
which, in splte of the treatment recelved, sympathized, in the
interest of revolutlionary solidarity, in word and deed with
the Comintern16; Both wings, however, rejected emphatically
Lenin's pamphlet "Lefféwing Communism, an Infantile Disorder“17.

Another letter of the ECCI called again on the members
of the KAPD to join the KPD. The KAPD did send a third
delegation in November 1920 to Moscow, which included Gorter,
Rasch, and Schrodder. This resulted in the KAPD receiving
associate membership in the Comintern on November 26, 1920,
as a sympathizing organization with conference privileges,

but without vote. The KAPD was obligated under this agreement
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to reprint on request all the material the Comintern wanted
to have published and support all revoiutionary actions of
the KPD.18

The third KAPD Parteitag at Gotha, on February 15,
to February 18, 1921, supported overwhelmingly thestsind and
the action of the centralistsl9. The non centralist wing,
taken by surprise, considered themselves expelled, Pfemfert,

Rﬁhle, and Broh confined their political activities to the
Allgemeine Arbeiter-Union (AAU), reshaping one part of this

syndicalist union and KAPD affiliate into the Allgemeine

Arbeiter-Union, Einheitsorgan’ (AAUE). They considered the

AAUE to be the only Joint political and economic fighting

organization of the proletariat and rejected any other form

of political parties.20
In March 1921 the KAPD and the KPD became involved

in the Marzaktion (March Action)21. At the same time the

KAPD tried to form an international alliance of left com-
munist organizations to fight the "opportunism and passive-
ness" of the Third International, to revise the Twenty-one
Conditlions of Admittance to the Cominten, and to advance a
left-wing platform. Among the groups contacted were the
"Glasgow Communists" and the Sylﬁia Pankhurst group in Eng-
land, the Pannekoek, Gorter, Roland Holst and Luteraan groups
in the Netherlands, the Varian Martinet movement in France, .-

the Belglan group centred around the L'ouvrier Communiéte;

the communist left around the Iskré in Bulgaria, the IWW in
the USA, the section around Ignatov in the USSR, as well as

small anti-parliamentarian groups in the Scandinavian gsuntriss
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and in South Africa??, Some of these organizations partici-

pated with the KAPD in the formation of a Kommunistische

Arbeiter-Internationale (KAI) (Communist Workers' International)zB.

At its Third Congress the Comintern leadérship made
it clear to the éelegates of the KAPD that they would recog-
nize only one €ommunist party in Germany. An ultimatum was
issued to the KAPD, giving it three monthis to either unite
with the KPD or withdraw from the Comintern. Zinoviev
stated, "There are two possibilities /For the KAPD/. It s
impossible to have two parties in one country, either Join

the KPD or get out of the Comintern._"24

The KAPD did. the
latter25.

Thé KAPD found itself 1deologically in a precarious
position. Jdt was branded anarchist by the KPD, yet atsthe
same time %ie 1t was rejected by the real anarchists, in
fact, it wes shedding itself of anything that seemed anarch-
istic. In reallty there was not much difference in ideology
between the KPD and the KAPD, Had 1t participated in elec-
tions, it might haveléucceeded in winning disgruntled swypporters
and members away from the KPD, The party took part in many
uprisings, strikes, and other political non-parliamentarian
proletarian mass actions; but this did not win it many friends.
After Levi was expelled from the KPD many KAPD members re-
turned to the KPD, Others left the KAPD to join other parties
.or to retire from politics.

In summer 1921 the KAPD membership &ropped consider-
ably., At the same time the opposition to the centralist

leadership grew. Thils developed into a witch hunt agalnst
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the intellectuals. Schrdder, Goldstein, Reichenbach, and
others were expelled by the Berlin organization in March\1922;
Schwab left on his own accord and withdrew from politics.
Schréder and a few others would not accept theilr expulsion,
but expelled in turh the Berlin organization for "Reformism”.

26

They started & new Kommunistlsche Arbe;;erzeitung} The

Schroder-Reichenbach group became known aszthe Essener Richtung.

It managed to attract a few insignificant locals and could
boast of a membership of approximately 1,000, The Beriihér

Richtung, at the Fifth Reichskonferenz, found that its

- membership had shrunk to‘2,000, As the Essen group became
smaller and smaller, Schroder left it. In July 1922 Schroder,
Beichenbabh, and Goldstein joined Levi in publishing his
journal Unser Weg and followed him into the SPD;27

The Essen group disappeared completely in 1925. The
Berlin group became insignificant. Most of the members of
both turned towards the Pfemfert-led AAUE. In 1926 the KAPD
took part in an attempt to create a united front of all ultra

left groups. Before that a Leipziger Bichtung had broken

away and called 1tself Kommunistischer R&tebund which pub-
28

lished Die Epoche and Die PerspektiveQ

At the end of 1925 the AAUE and the KAPD attempted

to form the SpartakusbﬁhdAlinkskommunistisbher Orééhiéatibnéh.zg

This Spartakﬁsbund.number two was finally created on June 28,

1926, by the AAUE, the Industrieverband fur das Verkehrs-

geﬁerbe (Berlin), and the Linke Opposition der KPD (group

Katzl as,a Kempfkartell agalnst leadership cliquism, party

dictatorship, parliamentarism, the socialist-led trade unions,
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and the Moscow-orlented policies of the'KPD. It soon split

again into three parts; respectively under Pfemfert, Katz,

and Fittko and ceased to exist at the beginning of 1927.30

. In order to replenish their membership the KAPD
contacted the Korsch-Schwarz group which was expelled from
the KPD 1n 1925. When this group broke apart, the leaders

of the KAPD and Schwarz formed an Unverbindliche Kagpfgéﬁéiﬁ;
1

éﬁh&fﬁ.B In June 1927 Schwarz's Entschiedene Linke formally

Joilned the KAPD. This increased the membership of the KAPD
from between 1,500 and 2,000 to about 6,000, In theARuhr
area, for example, the KAPD had in 1926 locals only in Essen
and Diisseldorf with 300 members each 2, The admission of
Schﬁarz's group into the KAPD led to the departure of several
KAPD locals. After 1928 the total membership of the many
independent KAPD splinter groups amounted to only a few
hundred. Even so, the KAPD existed as an 1llega1 organization
after.1933.

THE REVOLUTIONARY SHOP STEWARDS

After the Spartacus League had founded its own party,
there still remalned a left wing in the USPD, Part of that
wing consisted of the Revolutionary Shop Stewards, located
almost gntirely in Berlin. This group was an offshoot of
the left opposition within the Metallarbelterverband (the

metal workers' union). The Shop Stewards were opposed tp

the Eurgffiedéh practised by the SPD and the trade union

leadership. Originally its maln objective was to stop the

war by revolutionary means 1if neccessary.
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During a strlike of the metal workers in the early stages
of the war a group of shop stewards combined and collected
money. This money was used for the financial support of
families whose bread winner was jalled or drafted for
frontline duty for participating in the strike, Out of
this self-help welfare organization developed the secret
gsociety of the Revolutionary Shop Stewards, which consiaggd
sisted nearly entirely of metal worker trade unionists.
By 1916 it could muster about 2,000 supporters in Berlin.
They used the SPD and lsiter the USPD as a cover and a base,
Most of their war time actlivities were inside the trade unions.
Their leaderlwassat first Richard Hifller, then Emil Barth,
and later Ernst Dﬁumig.BS Of the USPD leaders they only
trusted Georg Ledebour, who, although not a metal worker,
was acceptedAas one of them36. Politically, the Revolution-
ary Shop Stewards were influenced by the ideologicai dis-
courses of the“.Spamtacists.37
During the Founding Convention of the KPD represen-
tatives of the Revolutionary Shop Stewards contacted the
convention with the intention of joining with the new Qarty.
They met and negotlated with Liebknecht. Of the Shop Stewards
Dgumig was in favour of the convention's decision opposing
participation in parliamentary electlions, but Ledebour was
not. Miller objected to the Putsch activities of the Sparta-
kus Bund38. The Revolutionary Shop Stewards presented fi#e
conditions to the KPD., They wanted the KPD to reverse 1ts
decision intregards to participation in elections. The Shop
Stewards demanded parity in the organization, the executive,
all commissions and committees. The KPD wass to consult
with the Shop Stewards about all politlcal actions. They
demanded the right of veto over all publicationé. The word

Spartakus was to be deleted from the name of the party Zihe
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full name tﬁe'convention.adopted for the new party was

Kommunistische Partei Deutschlands (Spartakus) _/. 39

The Revolutionary Shop Stewards movement was mostly
a one city based (Berlin) organization; the KPD, on the
‘other hand, was a national party. Thus, the convention
delegates were not willing to give full parity to the Shop
Stewards, This was perhap8 the main reason that the two

organizations did not unite at that time,
DEFECTION OF THE LEFT USPD

The USPD was led by Haaée, Dittmann, and Hilférding.

During 1919 this party experienced a tremendous rate of growth,
The atrocities committed by the army in suppresémggt&heiJanu-
ary disturbances, the deathts of Lliebknecht and Luxemburg, were
blamed on the SPD. Rosenberg claims that

Those workers who indignantly turned their back on Social

Democracy either wanted to have nothing to do with politiecs

or they joined the Independent Party. Thls renaissance of

the USPD in 1919 was completely artificial., For the party

- was & chance product, convulsed with the severest internal
strife and, in truth, long since ready for dissolution. 4o

On January 19, 1919, the USPD, with more than 2,3 million

votes elected 22 deputles to the Natlonalversammlung, while

the SPD received 11.5 million votes and elected 163 deputies.
In the Reilchstag election of June 6, 1920, the USPD received
5,046,800 votes and elected 84 deputies, while the SPD, with
6.1 million votes, elected 102 deput.‘t.es.u'1 Before long, the
Bolsheviks displayed great interest in the USPD,

| To the $econd Congress of the Comintern in 1920, three
German parties Were_in#ited; the KPD with full rights and

the KAPD and the USPD without voting rights. The objective
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of these invitations was to raid the membership for the
benefit of the KPD. Lenin wanted a mass party in Germany.

The USPD fitted this description. But the USPD leaders were
unacceptable to the Comintern. The Comintern wanted the USPD,
but not its leadership.

The_USPD at large, Including some of its leaders,
were not adverse to Joinling a new International. They had
broken away from the Second International without abandoning
their bélief in international socialism, Thus, it would have
heen anzeaay ma&pem&tbeﬂem@@ghémusﬁﬁsﬁmﬁﬁ theAkPDhip Moscow,
however, in order to keep the USPD leadership ouf, errected
a stumbling block in the form of the TPwahty-one Conditions
of Admission to the Comintern"“z. Consequently, all through '
the summer of 1920 the USPD locals argued, discusséd, and
voted on the Twenty-one Conditions. A special convention
to decide the future fate of the USPD was called for Octo-
ber 12, 1920 at Halle. Of the delegates present, 236 voted
fér Joining the KPD, 156 against it. However, only
300,000 of the 890,000 members of the USPD went over
to the KPD.%3 |

Unification took place in December 1920 in Berlin.
The additdon of so many mehbersosfasnstherppaiywiwhichhhad
1ts own outlook, tradition, and tactics changed the structure
and content of the KPD drastically,

The Independent Socialists tolerated the Spartacists as
anmost dlsagreeable, but unavoidable appendage of the
Comintern. The Spartacist intellectuals accepted the
welcome but very rough raw material, which needed much
polishing before it could be brought to their high-class

brand of Marxism. Thus, the two groups entered the new
party from different premises; the life of the German
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Communist Party was filled with clashes between these
currents. The Spartacist leaders were jubilant over the
long desired possibility of bullding a mass organization
vves The Independent Socialist workers, coming from &
mass Qrganizationuﬁ.. strove ..o for the formation of an i
elite pai‘ty sens .

THE LEVITES

Levi from Spartacus and Daumig from the USPD became
joint chairmen of the United Communist Party's Central Com-
nittee, Levi was in favour of a working class alltance of
KPD, SPD, USPD, the trade unions, and left-wing splinter
groups., This brought him into conflict with the left wing
of his own party. Levi also fbught against the Comintern's
constant interference, He blamed this interference for the
splitting of the Italian Soclialist Party. At a Central
Committee meeting of the KPD in February 1921, the Comintern
representative Rakosl attacked Levi for his stand on the
Italian controversy. The Central Committee supported Rakosl
28:23, Levi, DHumig, and four others resigned from the
Central Committee.u5 "The resignation of Levi and his friends
was a turning point in the history of the KPD"46.

The lawyer Paul Levi, who successfully engineered
the expulsion of the KPD's left wing, did not succeed in
steering the party along a Luxemburglst line. Tﬁe new majo-
rity which came frém the USPD had little patience with the
jdealism displayed by the intellectuals from Spartakus. -

As the influence of Moscow increased in the KPD, Levl be-
came more and more dissatisfied. His general dlssatisfaction
hedghtene® when he discovered that Radek, Ziricview, and Bukharin

had, during the Second World Congress, tried to permuade his



31
collegue Ernst Meyer to form a "left-wing oppesition" agalinst

him within the KPD'7,

Levi's successor, "Heinrich Brandler, ..., was a
simple pedestrian man whose intellectual qualities were over-
shadowed by most of his ... collegues ...."48 He became
leader of the KPD at a time when Germany was faced with‘
internal and external troubles. Freikorps and Poles were
fighting in Silesia's disputed border regions. Bavarla defled
the central government's order to disband her civil guardé.
The Allies threatened sanctlions against the Republic. Thus,
the political climate was conducive for a successful revo-
Jution.

The leftists in the party urged Brandler to take ad-
vantage of thls situation. So did the Cominiern leaders, who
wanted to divert world attention from their own internal
difficulties., ‘

In the month preceeding the Kronstadt Revolt, March 1921,

an action in Germany to é&fwer® the Russian workers from

e ety sontening. amova Zanoviey.ans Bete:in. 49

’ ) 1 .

Thus, the March Action, a series of random riots, bomb ex-
plosions, strikes, and uprisings at several different places
in Germany, planned by people who did not understand the
German proletariat and launched by a leader who himself did
not believe in its success, had to fail, Although several
Soviet advisers considered the political climate to be ripe

for a revolution, the German proletariat at large was not
ready for insurrection.
Revolutions can not be planned in a meeting room of

a pblitical party nor can thelr chances of success be cal-
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culated by adding party membership, election results, and
possible supporters together. Revolutions are diffrent from
wars., 1In a war a leader can count on a certain number of
disciplined soldiers, & number, that can be increased by
recrultments. These soldiers have no option, but to obey.
In-e revolution only those who are strongly committed and
who are unafraid will fight and obey partyrydiscipline, While
many members and Supporterss refuse to cooperate, some others,
criminal elements, or anarchistic groups, may come forward
to support it. These groups are harder to control, as they
are neither bound by law nor by party discipline. In March 1921

Most of the actual fighting took place in the Mansfield
district, ... where lMax Hoelz /& German Robin Hood/ and
his guerrilla bands ... stole the Communists' thunder.
Supported by ... the KAPD, hordes of unemployed, and_the
inevitable sprinkling of undefineable drifters ..../Hoelz/
battled police an% ransacked the country side, all.in the
name of Jjustice, 0
Revolutionary agtivities took place #nr three separate
lgcalities, in Hamburg, in the Rhineland, and in Prussian Saxony.
On March 21 the executive of the KPD in Hamburg called on
the working class to demand the disbandening of the Orgesch

{Organisation Escherich),;a:counterrevolutionary paramilitary

organization., It also proposed that the unemployed take over
the fadtbries. These demands were were to be enforced by the
threat of a general strike., On March 22 the Lena works in
Saxony were occupled by the rebels. On March 23 the Blohm &
Voss docks in Hamburg and in St. Paull were "liberated?.

The Ruhr Echo end the Neue Zeitung.of Munich called for the

revolution. The cities of Gevelsburg and Velbert in the
51

Rhineland were occuplied by the @ommunists on March 28.
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The message for the KPD was clearly spelled out. A
large number of desperate German workers, whose faith in the
ability and integrety of the communist leadership was mis-
placed, were induced to fight. But the large mass of the
German working class had no sympathy for the alien sounding
translations of Russian revolutionary slogans, nor for the
mediocre German imitations of Lenin and Trotsky.

As soon as the insurrection /March Action/ had collapsed,

the Communist Party_underwenf-a grave internal crisis,

set off by Paul Levi .... On March 29 he sent a summary

to Lenin /on the March Action/ .... /Klara Zetkin/

criticized the use of extreme and unrealistic politic 52

political slogans, which turned the msses against the KPD.
Levi was expelled for publiclyicriticizing:theiMarch Action

53,

in his pamphlet Unser Weg "The Zentrale was outraged ...

[Hg? washed the party's dirty linen..in public ... he revealed
0 54

secrets oo The Bolshevik leadershipxwas divided over
the advisability of the March Actlon; Lénin;:Trotsky, and
Kamenev condemned it; Zinoviev, Bukharin, and Radek defended
it. Lenin's view prevalled and the March Actim was condemned.,
The German authorities temporarily outlawed the KPD, Brandler
was jailed, but escaped to Russia, Ernst Meyer replaced
him as party:leader,

On April 20, the Central Committee of the KPD ordered
eight Levi supporters (Levites) to resign their Reichstag
mandates. They refused.55 Ten Reichstag delegates protested

in the Bote Fahne agalinst the Central Committee's demands to

surrender thelr mandates. Eichhorn joined as an eleventh

6
deputy 1in this protest.” Kurt Geyer, Fritz Diwell, and

Waldemar were expelled for writing articles in Levi's Unser
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Weg57. They joined Levi to form the Kommunistische Arbeits-

gemeinschaft (KAG).(2iterally;.:€ommunist:Working.Cooperative),

a new caucus in the Reichstag58. Although this group was
nearly as strong as the KPD in the Reichstag, 1t did not have
a large rank-and-file membership; it resembled generals:with-
out an army.

Even so, Levi and hlis collegues proved to be a source
of embarrassment for the KPD. To win them back, Otto Brass,
a friend of Levi, but still a KPD deputy, attended the Levites!”
Reichs convention of November 20, 1921. The KAG members
"stipulated five conditions under which they would return to
the KPD. These conditions would, in their opinion, restore
a relative independence of actlon to the KPD. They rejected
the idea of creating a new party. The KPD did not accept
these terms but expelled a number of party members suspected
of sympathizing with Levli, among them Brass.59 In January
1922 163 KPD members were expelled for the same reason., Most
of the expelled Jjoined the KAG.60 The KPD had started its
parliamentary career with four seats in the Reichstag. Through
the merger with the left wing of the USPD it had in 1921 267
seats, After the departure of the Levites the KPD had only
15 Reichstag deputiesél, which indicates that the KAG had e

62 L . \ «
11 seats o o TR aiwed DosRieldnivgsg

FROM TEE MARCH ACTION TO THE
OCTOBER DISTURBANCES

After the failure of the March Action the Comintern

“, ,‘,,vf

leaders 1nformed the KPD delegates at the Third World Congress
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of the Comintern that their line had changed. Russia was
embarging on the: New Economic Policy (NEP) which involved
concessions to the kulaks and the petty bourgeoiéie. Abroad,
Soviet Russia needed friends. The German section of the
Comintern was thus instructed to cooperate with the SPD..

«s 1n 1922-23 Varga, Bukharin. and Radek were discovering
a new role for the German bourgeoisie, which they changed

from a class enemy to a victim suffering-almost-asimuch as 7.

the.Gernan . worker ,... A theory of the revolutionary
character of the German bourgeoisie substituted for this
concept a communist foreign policy based entirely on
power politics. The alliance between Russla and the
German bourgeolsie was urged as necessary for the defence
of Russla ... /and/ was considered more realjstic than
one between the Russlian and German workers.

In 1923 the French occupied the Ruhr. The Cuno ad-
ministration prociaimed a general strike against the French,
An international conference of communist parties met attEssen
to discuss their strategy. Many of the delegates felt that
this would be an opportune time to-overthrow the German
bourgeoisie. The occupatioh of the Ruhr and the ensulng
inflation created a revolutionary situation. With Soviet
Russia's support a Soviet Gérmany could have repudiated the
Vergailles Treaty. But there wes a lack of cohesion, co-
ordination, and direction. ThelzZentrale and the opposition
in the KPD disagreed on tactics and worked at cross purposes.
Orders from Moscow Were unclear; Lenin was dying.6u At the
Essen conference the communists of the Ruhr spoke of immediate
action. Xlara Zetkin, the Comintern's representative, tried
unsuccessfully to sway the meeting towards a policy of support
for Cuno. Moscow then intervened directly: an uprising
against the German government would be publicly disavowed

by the Comintern.65
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This policy of support for Cuno was confusing for
the rank-and-file members of the KPD., There was no working
class representation in the Cuno government. Nelther was
this government noted for its outstanding brilliance nor
for its progressive actions. Yet the communists for quite
a while did nothing to defeat it. Cuno "... was much too
useful as a ﬁhipping boy, and his bungling ... drove the
country closer to that stage of chaos which the KPD so
eagerly awad.ted.x66

If the German bourgeoisie surrendered to the French,
the French capitalists would gain control over the German
capitalists and Russia would be completely isolated and 1n
grave denger. By supporting the German bourgeolsie the
Soviets hoped to make Germany an ally. The two outcast
nations would be bound together not by mutual friendship,

but by mutual need., These considerations explain the secret

arrangements between the Red Army and‘the Reichswehr, the

Rapalldw Treaty, the cooperation with @uio, and thexSchlageter
course. Thalheimer justifled the KPD's stand towards the
bourgeoisie in a rather peculiar manner, He claimed that
In the present struggle the German bourgeolisie played
at-times an "objectively revolutionary role" ... "the
defeat of French imperialism ... in the Ruhr is a com-
munist aim," he implied that this aim happened to co-

incide at the moment with the objectives of the German
ruling class: ..y /Later the proletariat would/ overthrow

the government.,

Ironically, in 1920, the KPD had expelled the Laufen-
berg-Wolffheim group on account of National Bolshevism. Now,
three years later, in 1923, National Bolshevism was revived

by the communists. The Germen communists rivalled Nazls in
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shouting patriotic slogans. Albert Leo Schlageter, a man
tralned to be a Cathollic priest, an anti-semite, a Freikorgs
leader, who had fought in the Baltic states against the Red
Army, 1n Upper Silesia against Polish hationalists, and ‘“im=wis),
throughout Germany for the counter revolution, was honored
by the communist Radek for sabotaging the French.

On August 12, Britain sent the Curzon Note to France
and Belglum, taking asitend against the occupation of the
Ruhr., Stresemann, who meanwhile had replaced Cuno as Chan-
cellor, discontinued the passive resistance on September 26,
The Polincare administration in France was replaced by the
more conciliatory Herriot and Briand govefnment. Western
Europe was showing signs of rappppﬂﬁﬂuﬁment. The chance to
make Germany depend on Soviet Russia's support suddenly seemed
far removed. At the same time, the internal picture in Germany
looked gloomy. Inflation and strikes had weakened the economy;
right wing extremists Weré ruling in Bavaria, left wing
extremists in Saxony and:Thuringia. If Stresemanmm was allowed
to solve Germany's internal difficulties, chances for a
commuﬁist victory would be small,

The strategists at the Kremlin summonedi Brandler,
who had returned to Germany under an amnesty and had become
the KPD chileftaln again, to Moscow and presented him with a
set revolution date, Experts were sent to Germany to help
him. Against hils better knowledge, Brandler was persuaded
to agree. Again, the revolution was well calculated in

advance,
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Skoblevskl had calculated that ... it would be necessary
to confront each unit ... with communist forces three
times as strong ... /which/ would have required ...
750,000 well-armed Communist fighters., There was a force
of 100,000 BReichswehr and 150,000 polic_7~.... Finelly,
the plan left out of account the para-military Right-wing
organizations ..., Total membership of . the KPD amounted
£0 o.e. 296,230, including wWomen ssee 68

As the first step towards the revolution the KPD became
a coalition partner of the SPD in 'the:Thuringian and-Saxony
state governments. In Saxony, Brandler, Heckert, and Bdttcher
accepted cabinet positions under Zeigner, a left-wing Social
Democrat, on October 10, 1923. The communisits-tried to use
their positions to arm the proletariat and thus challenge and
provoke the Relchy government and the military. It was hoped
that repressive actions by the government would arouse the
working class in all of Germany.

The first part of the plan worked. The RBelch:
government reacted in the expected manner., The military,
under General Miller, marched into Saxony and deposed the:~-::
Zeilgner government, The communists, however, called off the
revolution. There were some strikes and a few riots in
Saxony and street fighting in Hamburg. Hermann Remmele.
justified the KPD leadership's actians.

Every thiing: was prepared for the beginning of Novembér
/1923/. But in the last minute it was decided not to
participate in the_struggle,_as the balance of strength
was unfavourable /for the KP—7 Participation in the
government of Saxony was not- in order to leglslate com-
munist programs, or to embarrass the SPD, but to attract
the anti bourgeoise resentments and revolutlionary po-
tential of all Germany to defend the workers of Saxony

and thus start a revolution. In other words, to challenge

the Beichs government to move against Saxony and thus69
get all German workers "up in arms" so to speak.

Thus, the revolutionary attempt failed completely,
The KPD's leaders were elther imprisoned or in flight,
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Brandler and Thalheimer, whoaﬁmap@dfto Russia, were expends .
able and served as scapegeats:for the failure. A new, left-

wing, leadership emerged and took control of the KPD.
THE SECOND WAVE OF LEFT-WING COMMUNISM

The fallure of the uprising of 1923 led to Brandler's
downfall. The new leadership was a leftist one, but included
former supporters of Brandler..

At that time three groups emerged in the KPD. There
were those who were responsible /or blame—7 for the
October happenings, a minority in the Zentrale /the
Brandler-Thalheimer group/. In the middle there was

a strong newugroup who broke with the right because

of the October happenings. This group realized the
mistakes, realized that it was wrong in its predictions,
and practised now a strong criticlsm of the Zentrale
and of its functionaries. There was also the old Berlin
opposition, in coalition with the opposition in Hamburg
and in the Ruhr district. This group malintained that
the defeat was a result of the United Front policy.

By the end of 1923 the right wing Brandler group
had lost &%l its influence in the KPD, The centre group
took on the leadership, but the power lay with the left.
Moscow supported the centre, but seeing that the left could
not be stopped, switched its support to the left. At the
Fifth World Congress of the Comintern, in July 1924, all
communist parties were ordered to restructure themselves.
This process became known as the Bolshevization of the
communist parties. Bolshevization was to prepare the party
to meet more successfully the revolutionary situations that
were bellieved to exlist in Germany.

This new left-wing leadershlip of the KPD was an
alliance of young petty bourgeois intellectuals of the Ruth:.:..

Pischer, Maslow, and Scholem variety in Berlin and the
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Schwielige Faust (calloused fist), consisting of unskilled

workers led by Ernst Thdlmann in Hamburg., The beginning of
this left-wing group within the KPD goes back to 1921. In
Alfred Rosehberg's home members of the German left met secretly
with spokesmen of the Russian Workers' Opposition. The object
of their discusslons was to organlze the German revolution
and to oppose the United Front policies practised by the right-
wing KPD leadership.71

After the left had taken over the party apparatus,
the Comintern line made a sudden turn to the right. This was
" too much for some of the left communists, Some leaders and
intellectuals expressed their disagreements with thlis new
line, Before long, several groups of left dissenters were
expelled, The first-to go were Schumacher, Weyer, and Kayser,
who were expelled on September 15, 1924, for forming indepen-
dent trade unions, an action, which was suddenly in contra-
diction to thé current policy of the Comintern., They published

a paper, the Korrespondenzblatt der selbsténdigen Linkengz.

The group Arbeiterlinken, led by Ketty Gutmann, was also

expelled 1n 192477,

In 1925 there were several left and ultra left groups
in the KPD. The farthest to the left was the Katz group.
Slightly to the right of it was the Korsch-Schwarz group.

More to the right were Rosenberg, Scholem, and thelr suporters.
Next to them was the Fischer-Maslow group. In addition
there was the Weddinger Opposition, which was strong in
Berlin-Wedding, the Palatinate, and a few other centres.

Finally, there was the Th&lmann group.
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The question of Thilmann's candidacy for President of
Germany led to a split among these left groups. The Fischer-
Maslow group proposed that the KPD should support a left-wing
bourgeois caﬁdidate. Scholem, Rosenberg, and others, the new
ultra left, wanted a communist candidate.74

After the election of Hindenburg in May 1925, an elec-
tion, in which the communists lost more than half of their
1924 vote, the Fischer-Thalmann Zentrale pursued a less radical
11ne.ﬁTHiﬂathghtened the discontent of the ultra lefts,

Fischer and lMaslow became embroiled in the struggle
between Zinoviev and Stalin. At the Tenth KPD Convention,
in July 1925, the Comintern representative Manuilskl attacked
Fischer, the protegee of Zinoviev. By .making.peacé with_the
ultra left, represented by Scholem, the Fischer group could}
meintain its position of leadership. However, on September 1,
1925, the Comintern published an "Open Letter”. This letter
accused the Fischer-Maslow leadershiip of unbolshevistik
attitudes, .of hostilitlies towards Moscow, of having antil-
Leninist-tendencies, of sabotagérand incompetence in trade
union work, of political opportunism, and of establishing
a clique dictatorship.’”® With this coup from above, the
German leaders were deposed two momths after they had been
elected. The Thélmann ers had begun.,

During 1926 most of the left and ultra left groups
were pushed out of the KPD. In January 1926 in Hannover
supporters of the ultra left Katz fought with Comintern
supporters over the possession of the local party organ.

With the help of:the police the Comintern supporters won
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this battle. In May the KPD expelled the Korsch-Schwarz
group; the ECCI upheld this decision in July. This group
broke later into two. Karl Korsch and his supporters pub-

lished Kommunistische Politik and the Schwarz section issued
76

the paper Entschiedene Linke.,

The :reshzof the left and ultra lefts closed ranks.,
Fischer and Maslow were expelled by the Comintern in August
1926, The KPD expelled Urbahn, Schwan, and Scholem on
November 5, 1926, They formed a Reichstagsfraktion Linker

Kommunisten, .in which they were later joined by Fischer,

Schlagewerth, Korsch, Katz, Schitz, and Tiedt.77
On April 8 and 9, 1928, at the initiative of the ex-
pelled left and ultra left activists 153 delegates and 100

guests met at Berlin and founded the Lenin Bund (LB). This

league was not meant to be a new communist party, but a
common front of anti Stalinist communists. Its membership
ranged between 5,000 and 6,000, The LB applied for member-:
ship in the Comintern with predictable results. On May 9,
the KPD announced its willingnessito readmit expelled members
after six monthis 1f they broke with the LB. Fischer, Maslow,
and a few others did éo at the same day; Scholem did a short
time later. The strongest faction in the LB, the group from
Suhl, under Heym, joined the SPD, taking along its organ
Volkswille. At the Reichstag election the LB, which entered

slates under the names of Linke Kommunisten (LK) and Alte

Kommunistische Partei Deutschlandsﬂ(AKPD), received only

80,000 votes and failed to reelect any of its sitting Reichs-

tag members.
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In 1930 Urbahn wrote the article "The Soviet Union

is not a worker state?", This iéd to a split in the LB, the
Trotskylstes, who were led by Grylewicz, and the Palatinate

8
locals formed the Vereinlgte Linke Opposition (LO).? Soon

after this the ultra left and left communist groups disinte-
grated. Thelr leaders lost most of their supporters who
drifted back into the KPD. However, some of them were still
active at the time of the Nazis' rise to power, 'According
to Bahne, the defeat of the left communists Zm‘ﬁis due to
the skillful, but unscrupulous, tactics of the Stalinlsts._

their own, typically sectarian, splintering ...."’7.
THE KPO.

>In July 1928 the Comintern launched a.campaign against
the right wlngﬁiﬁ world communisﬁ; This éudden left turn
coincided with the power struggle between Stalin and Bucharin,
the leader of tbg right wing in the bolshevik party. At the
SixtthQ:Id Congfess of the Comintern Ulbficht attacked
Ewert, Brandler, and Thalheimer.' The_Gérman'right:wing
coﬁmunists were classified into two groups, the Rechte, with

Brandler and Thalheimer, and the VerSShnlerso, with Hausen,

Eﬁert. Meyer, and others. At a KPD Reichskdnferénz on

November 3 and 4, 1928, there were 19 VersShnler and 14 Rechte

out of a total of 225§ delegatessi.

In contrast to the Rechte, the VersShnle: were not

an organized group., Most of them did not evep;kpqy that they
were Versdhnler until they were denounced as such by their

party rivals, Unlike the Rechte, the zgrsahnier never dis-
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puted Stalin's claim to the leadership of the Comintern, It
wasg relaﬁively easlier for them‘to bow to party discipline
than it was for the Rechte. They were mostly intellectuals,
professional revolutionaries, and party employees (Bonzen),
VersShnler were mainly discovered in the districtcof Halle-
Merseburg, in Western Saxony, and in Hamburg. After a few
were driven out of the party, the majority of them remained
in the KPD. R
Towards the end of 1928 the struggle between the .
Brandlerites and the Thilmann majority led to a neﬁ split.
In December 1928 the Right entered the munlicipal electlon.

in Stuttgart with 1ts own slate under the name of Kommunistische

Partel, In Offenbach the rightists, by issuing thelr own
membershlp fee stamps, collected their own membership fees

82 Both

which they did not forward to the party headquarters,
these actions indicate that at least some.of the rightists .
considered themselves a separate party. -

On December 21, 1928 the KPD expelled Walcher, Frolich,
Schreiner,.Enderle, Tittel, Schmldt, and Rehbeln, Brand;er
and Thalheimer were expelled by the ECCI on January 19, 1929,

The Right held a Reichskonferenz deg,Oppositibn on December

20, 1928, in Berlin, which was attended by 74 delegates, of
which 17 were ex-members of the KPD. At that convention the

Kémhﬁﬁiétiécﬁé Parteihgéutsdﬁland (Opposition) (KPO) was.

founded., The‘aim of the KPO was to reform the KPD, It did
not consider itself a new communist party, but only a dif-
ferent communist trend (Richtung). It refused to take sides

in any of the factional power struggles inside the Soviei
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Union. The KPO did not consider the SPD as Social Fascisgts,
but as fellow Marxists who had taken the wrong road and‘must
be shown the way.83 |

By the end of 1929 it became obvious that the KPO's
activities would not lead to an overthrow of the Thﬁlmahn_,'
Zentraleiin the KPD. . The KPO leadership concentrated on.
buillding 1té organization into & mass party. However, by
that time stagnation had altready started.

The appearance in Obtober 1931 of a new splinter

party, the Sozialistische Arbeiter Partel (SAP), of the
political scene caused a ma jor éﬁilﬁ in the KPO. The majori-
ty under Brandler and Thalheimer urged the destruction of the
SAP, hoping that its members would either Join the KPO or the
KPD. They maintained that in view of the pending fascist
take-over the PO must be preserved as an underground com-
munist cadré organization. It was clear to them thet, in
case of a Hitler victory, the KPD would be destroyed. The
KPD, they believed, did not have the revolutionary potential
‘ to survive as an efficient underground organization, Iti '
would be the role of the KPO to provide efféctive léadership
for all revolutionary proletarians., Thus, after Hitler's
final overthrow, the KPO would rise like a phoenix out of the
ashes and become the new KPD, Frolich, the spokesmen for the
minority in the KPO, argued that it was essential to build
the SAP into a strong working class party that rejected both,

the opportunism of the SPD and the dependency on Moscow of

the KPD.Bu i
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The question whether to remain as the KPO or whether

to jolin the SAP dominated the KPO Relchskonferenz in Mar@hy‘

1932, Thirty-seven delegates, representing 880 members,
decided to join the SAP85, on April 13, 1932, the Ortsgruppe

(local orgenization) Offenbach, with 300 members, 10 city
councilors, and one Hesslan Landtag deputy (Heinrich Galm)
defected to the SAP, 1In all, the KPO lost more than 1,000

members to the SAP, or one third of 1its total membershlp.86

RECONCILIATION OF THE SOCIAL DEMOCRATS

As stated before, in 19201the USPD lost the larger
part of its left wing to the KPD., Soon after this the ultra
right 1eadgrsh1p of the SPD, especilally the leaders who were
the least popular in USPD circles, lost thelr influence in
the SPD. Ebert, beilng President of Germany, was removed from
party politics. Scheidemann, Landsberg, and Noske held posts
of minor lmportance in the SPD. Moreover, the end of the war
removed the biggest obstacle which held the two sister parties
apart,. In 1920 the SPD left the government and became &an
'opposition party. This brought the two parties even closér._
Germany now had two social democratiu‘parties who had the .
same goals, who volced the same criticism gf the bourgeois _
government, and who coveredutﬁe.same political scale in ferms
of right and left. Furthermore, the soclalist-led free .
trade unions had for a long time umgéd@theﬁtwo parties to
reunite., Twice in 1921 the SPD had approached the USPD to
participate in a workers' government consistﬁng of &::8PD-USPD

coalition. In Brunswick, before October 1920, the USPD was
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the senior partner in a USPD-SPD government, After October
1920 the USPD participated 4n SPD-led minority governments
in Saxony and Thuringia.87 |
After the assassination of Rathenau, the USPD Reichs-
tag caucus, which included the Levites, who had given up their
separate existence, met on June 24, 1922, to discuss parti-
dipation in the Wirth (Centre) government. Three different
opinions were pnésented; Hilferding, Breitscheld, Brandes,
Ludwig, Mehrhoff, and Diwell, {who came from the,KAG, favoured
the idea to Join the Wirth cabinet immediately. This would
show the masses the USPD's willingness to cooper@te in con-
structive policies and its concern for the safety of the re-
public. Another group took a d1ametrica&lyppppmsdteiy&ew;
Dissmann, Rosenfeld, Sender, Brass, Levi, anq Ledebour'be-
longed to this group. In entering the w1rthlgov§rnment the
USPD would be hanging on the coat tails of the SPD. This
would leéd to the elimination of their own party~ The third
group took a stand in the middle. Dittmann, Lowenstein,
Soldmann, and others wanted to make participétion in the
cabinet subject to the fulfillment of certain cqhdltioﬁs.-
They wanted a soclalist majority in the cabinet which'was!in
direct proportion to the strength of the participating parties
in the Beichstag, energetic action for the protection of the
88 : :

republic, and economic-political changes.,

The bourgeols parties in the Wirth government, on

the other hand, feared the resulting shlft in power if the
. 4

USPD were to:join the coalition. In order to balance the

possible increased strength of the socialist parties, the
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Centre wanted to involve the Deutsche Volképaffel (DVP) in

the government. This met with the combined opposition of
both soclal democratic parties. As a result, no changes
were made in the Wirth cabinet. The SPD and the USPD Reichs-

tag members formed on July 14, 1922, an Arbéiﬁsgemeihschaft
89 : —

Sozialistischer Partelen. In response to this, the two

liberal parties and the Centre party formed .an alliance of
the middle., _ ,
The Arbeitsgemeinschaft was a big step towards re-

unification. Both social democratic partiesftook it under
serlous consideration. In Gefa, from September 20 to 23,
1922, at a USPD Reich conventlon, a great majority of the
delegates voted for reunification. The SPD held a convention
at the same time in Augsburg. The delegates discussed the
same topic as the USPD did in Gera and fiey reached the same
decision. Consequently reunification took place.at a joint
convention at Nuremberg in September 1922. But only fifty-
seven of the USPD Relchstag deputies joined the SPb. About
one dozen went to thé KPD.90 Georg Ledebour, Theodor Lieb-
knecht (the.brother of Karl), and a few others decided to
keep the USPD alive, This rump party still had many diver-
gent tendénclies, A new split occured at their convention
from March 30, to April 2, 1923, Ledebour supported the
passive feslstance policy in the Ruhr. Liebknecht éalled

the Ruhrkampf “Ein Ablenkungsman&ver-deg_deutscﬁeh Kéﬁital—

ismus". (An attempt by the German-capitalists-to divert ' -

the attention of the proletariat away from the real issues.)91
Ledebour's section called itself the Sozialistischer Bund (sB).
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THE ASPS-ASPD

After the occupatlon of the Ruhr and the end of the
inflation no major crisls occured in Germany for several years,
The SPD experienced only a few minor splits during these years,

The Nelson Bund, or Internationaler Jugend Bund (IJB), which

had joined the SPD in 1923, was expelled in 1925 for breaches
of party discipline., Among other instances, the IJB had openly
supported Thélmann rather than Marx for Preslident. The IJB
then founded its own political party,. .the ;gternationaler

Sozialistischer Kampfbund (ISK). This split did not affect

the SPD too much, as the IJB had.aniigetiVe; but: Tgmalq =r +" 1
membership. - . ¥

A more serlous split occured in Saxony. After the
SPD-KPD Zelgner government was deposed by the federal govern-
ment, another Social Democrat, Heldt, formed a coalition
government with the Democrats and the DVP on January %, 1924,
The SPD state conventlion of Saxony in January mainly objected
to the inclusion of the far right‘DVP in tpe government. The
convention decided that the Landtaéléhéuld be dissolved.
Twenty-three SPD deputies, among them the SPD cabinet iisisiiis
ministers, defled this order9%, Already before the con- .
vention the SPD Landtag deputies had divided into two groups
which held their caucus meetings ggp@g@te1y93.

+.o the twenty-three defied, ridiculed, and ignored

the 150,000 members of Saxony., At a second convention,

on October 26, 1924, they again defied the orders of their
membership., During January and February of 1925 their
respective districts expelled! them' but the executive of
Saxony readmitted them with the explicit order to dissolve
the coalition, o .

Thiscordérswassalsc-dafiédil,

ol
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During the first year of this right-wing SPD-led
government several popularvpieces.of leglislation which had
been introduced by the previous 1eft-wing SPD-led governments
were repealed, with 23 or 24 SPD deputies voting with the
bourgeois parties and 16 SPD deputies voting against them95.
Finally, in July 1926, the federal SPD executive expelled the
deflant right-wing deputies. Led by Wilhelm Buck and Kar;
Bethke they formed the Alte Sozialdemokratische Partei 3= .

Sachgens (ASPS). They could only reelect four deputies at

the next electlion. But they held the balance of power in

the House and were thus abie to retain their leading position
in a right-wing coalition government. A In 1928 they unsiiccess-
fully contested the federal election under the name of

Alte Sozialdemokratische Partel Deutschlands (ASPD).

koL [

LEFE GROUPS WITHIN THE.SPD. DURING THE

. i
SECOND :BALF; OF -THE: WETMAR . REPUBLIC> .7

In 1928, at the Reichstag election, the SPD increased
its strength from 131 to 153 seats. It was lmpossible to
.form a government without SPD participation. The SPD member:
Hermann Miller led a coalition government which involved
five parties and included the right-wing DVP, The SPD Left
accused the government of giving too many concesslions to
the DVP, an accusation, which seemed well justified. On
August 11, 1928 the Miller government announced its decision

to start cbnstruction of PéhzefkﬁéﬁééfjA against which the

SPD had campalgned during the preceeding election. The

government tried to Justify this breach of party discipline
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by claiming that the government had to fulfill the policies
of its predecessor. However, the Left managed to force the
SPD government members ﬁo vote against the government's

recommendation, that 1s, against the Panzerkreuzer. Never-

theless, the Bill 4id pass.

In October 1929 the world experienced an economic
crisis par excellence. Foreign nations cancelled their loans;
foreign capitalists withdrew their investments, and Germen
export declined dréstically. This led to closures of .\
industries, reduction of working hours, increase of unem-
ployment, and an all over distrust in financial institutions.
"The German capitalists attempted:. to make the working class
carry the entire burden of this crisis.“96 Big Busilness
attacked all socalled "Soclalist roadblocks" such as union
wage agreements, collective bargalning, arbitration, unem-
ployment iInsurance, etc. The cabinet was divided over these
1§sues, the DVP fought for the demands of the employers,
the SPD defended the rights of the employees. But at the
same time the SPD tried to support a Bill which proposed
to increase the dues on unemployment insurance., This pro-
voked the left opposition within the SPD as well as the
trade union wing of the party. Twenty-eight deputies ab-
sented themselves during a confidénce,motéﬁﬁor the govern-
ment's financial program. On Mérgh 27, 1930, the whole
SPD caucus, under pressure by thelLeftgand the trade union
wing of the party, voted against gnuipprease in unemploy-
ment insurance rates. This actio; brought down the th-~

last p;e—Hitler_SPD government.9?ﬁ ;
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It can be seen from this. that the Left was still a
considerable force in the SPD. However, this Left was not
unified, but consisted of several groups. The Levites, who
had come with the USPD into the SPD were the most influential
section. Then there was the former USPD left wing led by
Dissmann, Strobel, Lore Agnes, Slegfried Aufhfuser, Hermann
Fleissner, Bernhard Kuhnt, Dr. Kurt Ldwenstein, Tony Sender,
and Mathilde Wurm. The majority socialist left wing was
centered around Seydewitz. Besides these three relatively
strong groups, there were several smaller groups.

The only thing which united these Luxemburgists, Kauts-
kyites, Revislonists, and Social Pacifists, was their.
negation of the do-nothing, lingering politics of the
SPD during the Inflation and towards the Cabinet of Cuno,
while the counter revolutionary conservative-populist
powers 1in Bavaria threatened tosliquidate the last 98
remnants of the Weimar Democracy.

This new left had its main support in Sexony, the
"m.a;aépédle of the soclalist workers' movement ..."99 The

Relchsaktion against Saxony in October 1923 was initiated by

the Stresemann government which contained three SPD ministers.
The cabinet order authorizing this action was signed by
President Ebert, a Social Democrat. The fact that 1t took
the federal SPD more than two years to expell the twenty-
three right-wing Landtag deputies for their blatant breach
of party discipline aroused the suspicion in Saxony that the
gglgg leadership of'the SPD sympathized with Saxony's right
wing, Alllthese events created much 11l feeling in Saxony.
and moved the bulk of the membership further to the left..

In 1923 Paul Levi, Arthur Goldstein, and others issued

the journel @ozialistische Politik und Wissenschaft. They also
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initiated night school courses for young soclalists. Out of

this grew the Sozlalwissenschaftliche Vereinighng (swv). By

1928 the SWV had about 800 members in Berlin. Membership.was”
open to all who were interested in soclalism and were recqﬁm&n-
ded by & member, There were communists, 8ocial democrats, and
members of splinter groups participating in the SWV. Schroder,
who had left the KAPD, Schwab, Levi, and Goldstein were the
leaders of the éwv. Speakers included Laufenberg, Friesland
(Reuter), Déumig, Ruhle, Pfemfert, Urbahn, and others.l%°

In 1929 some of the leaders of the SWV aroun@ Schroder
ard Schwab recognized the fact that a fascist dictatorship
would soon be installed in Germany and would force them into

illegality. They thus used the SWV as a framework to build

up small cadré organlizations which were to become the core

of a nation wide resistance movement., As organizer for this
under%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂgithey picked Franz Peter Utzelmann, who came
from thé KAPD., He had been deeply involved in the March
Action for which he was sentenced to life imprisonment. The
general amnesty for politlical prisoners after the Rathenau
assassination freéd him.101

The ggc_l__x;é_ orgaenlzations which were s;kr_r_onzsére‘r& by the

SWV were called the Rote K&mpfer. Although these groups

appéared) . in the early 1930s, their roots go back to many
different left-wing trends both within and without the SPD
throughout the past twelve years.

In November 1930 Der Rote K&gpfer, a small journal,

appeared suddenly in the Ruhr district. It was also called

a Zeitﬁné bei Sozialdemokraten fir Sozialdemokrateﬁ. In it
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the SPD came under attack for underestimating the fascist

danger and thereby helping fascism to gailn power, It criti-
cized the KPD for calling the SPD Sozialfaschisten,192 rne

leadership of the SPD insisted that the communists were behind

Der Rote Kimpfer and proposed sharpest actions against its

anonymous editors. The historian Ihlau suspects that behind

Der Rote Kampfer was the intellectual influence of the by-
103

weekly Der Klassenkampf - Marxistische Blétter.
At Bochum, in the Ruhr area, Karl Garbe and Heinz Hose
became the syokeswsn for the Left in the Sozialistische Arbetter

Jﬁgehg (SAJ), the SPD's youth organization. It is assumed that
their group was responsible for some of the first issues of

Der ﬁote Kampfer, gsince they distributed it. They were sub-
104

Jected to the strongest attacks by the party bureaucracy.
Another group came from Cologne. Students and workers
in 1929 initiated discussion groups. The party leadership.
came under severe oriticlsm. The Cologne group was led by
Hans Mgyer and Albert Jogishoff. Regular speakers at their
meetings were at first Reichenbach and later Dr. Fritz Stern-
berg. The élarming electorial success of the Nazis in Sep-
tember 1930 moflvated them to more cqncrete steps in their
attempts to change the political direction of the SPD. In .
order to hide their activities from the local party leaders,
the group split into two smaller unhits. Some of them, through

the help of Relchenbach, contacted the Bochum group and soon

ascquired control of Der Rote Kémpfer. They then reunited with

the other Cologne group.105
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Bernhard Relchenbach, a founding membe: of the KAPD,
came to the SPD in 1925, He had moved from Berlin to Krefeld,
At the end of 1929 he participated in the forming of secrets:
left opposition groups in the Ruhr dlstrict. As a speaker, he
travelled to many towns, where he recrulted many former KAPD
supporters and members for the SPD. Most of them were not
social democrats, but communists who rejected the KPD and wexpe
willing to work inside the SPD.]"06

After the September election of 1930 the Left in the
SPD increased in strength. The SPD suffered considerable
losses in votes, while the Nazls and thescomminlists mede gains.,
The Left in the SPD became quite active and managed through
forums and open meetings to win many of the SPD youth, mainly
from the SAJ, to its side. 1Indirectly the party leadership
itself promoted this leftward trend, as any youth member who
became ovérlyzéritical was geverely attacked by them, The
economic worldscrisis quite naturally contributed to the left-
ward move inside the party. |

The Left inside the SPD opposed the grudging support
that the SPD Reichstag delegates gave to Briining., In order
t® uphold Briining and prevent Hitler or any other reactionary
leader from gaining power, the SPD caucus decided not to oppose
government Bills if the defeat of these bills would bring down
the government. In March 1931 the proposed budget contained

the fourth installment for Panzerkreuzer A and the first one

for Panzerkreuzer B. Chancellor Brﬁning and Minister of

Defence Groener, who were‘well.aﬁare of the SPD's opposition

to these items, but who also correctly assumed that the SPD
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would not dare to force the government out of office, maée
the approval of the budget a matter of confidence in the
government. The SPD caucus decided 60 to 40 to withold;its
vote, since voting wxbir@-against it would have defeated it
and thus would have toppled the government. But nine SPD l
deputies broke discipline and voted against it. "In retrof
spect, this seems the first, although involuntary, step to-
wards the new splitting of the party."107

Der Rote Kdmpfer supported the stand taken by the

nine SPD Reichstas deputies, the Seydewitz group, who broke .
ranks, However, when the total budget was passed and also

an Efﬁachtigungsgesetz for Briining, the nine only refused

to vote., Der Rote Kﬁmpfér declared this a retreat of the
Seydewitz group.io8 '
The SPD Parteitag at Leipzig from May 31 to June 5,

1931, took a strong stand against the Left. Derlhbﬁé'Kﬁgpfef

was severely attacked. Publishers, writers, and distributors
were threatened with expulsion. But all over Germany the
political supporters of the paper advocated the formation of
their own organization. The SWV underwrote a ma jor part of,;
the paper's expenses and gained thereby some control over 1;.
which was exercised by Schrdder. Thanks to Schréder Reichen-
bach's influence arewiand Dr. Sternberg's influence waned,
This resulted in a difference of opinions between the gggg
Kﬁmgfe; group and the Seydewitz-Rosenﬁei&‘group. It also _
divided the Cologne group. Hans Mayer and his friends with-
drew from Dér Rote Kﬁmpggg and joined the Seydewitz group.
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Starting in September 1932 the paper was issued in Berlin
under the direction of Utzelmann.l%9 soon the cadré organi-
zations sponsored by the SWV were called Bote Kﬁmpféf (RK)}

THE SAP

Tradltionally Saxony deserves & special place 1in the
history of left-wing socialism. The confidence of the prole-
tariat of Saxony in the federal leadership of the SPD was
badly undermined. Dresdén possessed an especlally large
organized left-wing SPD opposition. The leaders of these
groups in 1929 were Walter Fablian, Helmut Wagner, Kurt Lieber-
mann, and Franz Blazelzak, who were mostly Young Socialistsllo.
In response to the pressure from the party leadership the
Left considered the formation of a new party. Wagner and
Blazeizk, influenced by Schrdder, proposed democratic centralism
as a structural base for the new party. Fablan and Liebermann

opposed this.

The Dresden group, under the name of Gruppe revolution -

ﬁaré szialisten. lssued a flyer with a draft program for a

new party. One of these leaflets fell into the hands of the
East Saxony dilstrict executive, from where i1t was reported to
Berlin. During 1931 the frictlons within the SPD increased.
Rosenfeld, Seydewitz, Fabian, Helmut wagnei. and Blazelzak
were expelled in September. Seydewitz and Rosenfeld called

a Relchskonferenz of the Left for October 4, 1931. At that

convention the Sozialistische Arﬁeifétﬁartei (SAP) was founded,

It was supposed to be a democratic soclialist party, taking

the middle place between the SPD and the KPD, Thus, it was
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hoped, it would draw all those who dlisagreed with the recuin =%

formist, "support-of-the-lesser-evil"” policy of the SPD
leadership as well as the communists who rebelled against
the stern disclipline of the Moscow dominated Zentrale and
all the tin&isoclalisf:splinter groups which drifted in the
politicél back wéters. The first two expectations were not
fulfilled; but in their third wish, they were only too
successful.,

The SAP attracted to its ranks several of the left-
wing cgplinterigroups which existed in the political twilight
zone between the SPD and the KPD, 014 man Ledebour and his

Sozialisten Bund were among the first. Theodor Liebknécht

brought the still surviving rump-USPD into the new Party.
In March 1932 the minority fraction of the KPO under Frﬁiich
eand Walcher jolned the SAP. The Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir

11nkssoz;glistische Politik (46)111 came also into the SAP112.
On the other hand, the Nelson Bund, the Lenin Bund, and

other ultra left and left communists, the Trotakyists, most
of the Rote Kémpfer cells, the majority of the KPO, the

various remnants of the KAPD stayed away,

Most of the Rote Kimpfer groups were very critical

of the SAP, even though their objective was to work in as
many workingzélass organizations as possible.in order to
win them to their version of the class struggle. Only one
group, the one led by Reichenbach, consisting mainly of
expelled former SPD members, joined the SAP, The Dresden
group refused to join. Being staunch anti-parliamentarians,

the Reichenbach faction soon found itself in opposigion to
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the SAP leadershlp. They not only declined to take part in
the second Reichstag election of 1932, but alse =" ...
issued a pamphlet against the SAP's participation in that
election¥13. The SAP expelled the author of this leaflet,
Kurt Stechert, on June 20. Reichenbach left the SAP. This

ended the open participatlion of a Rote Kampfer group in any

working class organization other than their own.

As can be seen, the composition of the SAP consisted
of a conglomeration of left social democrats, revolutionaries,
communists, pacifists, and syndicalists. Only blind opti-
mism or sheer despair could hope to shape this assortment
into an effective political party.

Lacking electorial success, the party soon fell apart.
Many groups left on their own or were expelled during the
last year of the Welmar Republic. The SAP members came
directly or indirectly éitheb from the SPD or the KPD. They

remained Sozialdemokraten, glthough left ones, or Kommunisten,

but not Stalinists. The same chasm that divided the German
‘workers' movement on a large scale made its appearance 1in
miniature in the SAP,.

The exponents of each dilrection orlginated‘- with a few

exceptions - from those two ideological and organizational
streams of the international workers' movement which are

represented in Germany by the SPD and the KPD: ceee Thef L
were never able to break totally with their past. 1
CONCLUSION

This bewlldering varlety of codlitions and splits, due
to internal as well as external crises, leadership struggles,

extreme dogmatism, blatant opportunism, and political immaturity
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reflects aptly the politics of Weimar Germany. For theﬁflrst
time in thelr history the Germen people were without an auto-
cratic form of government. This new political freedom coin-
cided with some of the severest economic crises, At the same
time the state was exposed to economic and political pressures
from abroad. As the different political parties tried in
succession thelr own partlcular solutions to Germany's prob-
lems, people lost their confidence in them. As fast as some
ideaé lost their credibility, other 1deas'§@u1ted to the
foreground. The German people of the twenties and early
thirties seemed unable to formulate their political ideas in
such a way that three or four parties could represent most of
them. As it 1s illustrated here in the case of the left-wing
parties, the differences were often minute, but nevertheless,
there were differences. And as long as the Germans had the
right to chopss, they did choose, until the right to choese
became a calamity, Only the strong arm of a dictatorfcould’
put an end to these chaotic conditions. Thus, thevonemparty
autocracy was the logical, but tragic, conclusion of the

multy party confusion.



CHAPTER THREE

PROGRAMS AND POLICIES

INTRODUCTION

The avowed goal of all these splinter groups which
were to the left of the SPD was to convert Germany into a
géﬁg_iepublic. They differed, however, on the questions of
what power, function, or shape the Bégg 8ystem should have,
In addition to this, they could not agree on how to establish
such a Rite republic,

The communists. groups wanted to abolish parliaments
completely. The strongest stand on this was faken by the
srercho-eommunist :KAPD organizations, the AAU and the AAUE,
whé refused to participate in any parliamentary activities
and electioneering. The left and ultra left communist groups
of Korsch, Scholem-Urbahn, Fischer-Maslow, etc. participated
in parliamentary activities in the same way as the KPD did,
in order to sabotage and destroy the system from within,
ﬁg@g&hﬁu campalgns were welcome opportunities to agitate among
the electorate. The Brandlerites, however, were willing to
work constructively within the legislatures in ordef to help
to 1mﬁiément some progressive legislation. They were of the
opinion that the revolution and the subsequent installation.
of aR##e - republic lay far in the future.and that one must |
make the best use of existing institutions to achleve practical

gains for the working class,
61
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The social democratic splinter groups as a rule ad-
advocated a dual éystem of parliaﬁents and gégg; operating
side by side, with each having the power of veto over the
other. However, as had been the case with the USPD, the first
social democratic break-awey party, there were many different
opinions and policlies in the SAP, which, in the early thirties,
encompassed all the socla% democratic splinter groups as well
as some communimg,anarchiéi; aﬁd.pacifist groups. Thus, there
were in the SAP as well as in the USPD elements which com-
pletely rejected the parliamentary system. A

The attitudes of the left-wing splinter groups to-
wards the soclallst-led trade unlons, most of which belonged

to the Allgeméinér Deutscher Gewerksgchaftsbund (ADGB), re-

flected their attitudes towards parliaments Some were in favour
of working within the existing trade unlion structure, others,
as we shall see later, were not. A
Each of the splinter groups differed in its attitude
towards Moscow and the Comintern. Most of them agreed that,
in case of an imperialist war against Russia, it was their ‘
duty to defend the "only workeis' state” in the world. How-
ever, there were those, malinly formeriKPD leaders, who spoke
of "red imperialism"”, Kulakéh dictatorship, and of fhe need
of a second revolution in the Soviet Unlon. ‘
To illustrate the differences as well as the slmllafi-
ties of the various groups' aims, the main points of severgl
party programs are here discussed. The selected parts re-
present a cross section of the left-wing splinter groups.

The KAPD and its related organizatlions represent the border-
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line between anarchism and communism, while the Levites were
trying to continue the idealism of the Luxembarg tradition.
Pettj bourgeoils radicalism can be discerned in the aims of

the ultra left and left communists of the mid twenties, while
the Brandlerites tried to preserve an independent, westergm
European, ccommunism. The left-wing social democrat;c view-
points are represented by the USPD and the SAP, separated from
each other by ten years of turbulent history. Revoiutlonary
_and conspiratorial soclalism was found in the dogﬁes of the

Rote Kampfer.

The different parties appear here 1n‘ehronological
order, according to thelr appearance on the political scene
.Nin Germany. Overleps 1in time can not be avoided, as the USPD,
the KAG, and the KAPD existed at the same time in the early
twenties, the LO and the KPO in the late twenties, and the KPO,

the RK, and he SAP overlapped in the early thipties.
THE USPD

In 1917 the newly formed USPD presented a,manifeste to
the Stockholm Conference. The Independents proposed immediate
peace, general disarmament and demilitarization, removal of all
igternational barriers to. trade and communication. 1In the eco-
nomic field there should be friendly cooperation rather than
. vicious competition between the nations., Economic peace would
reduce the danger of War., THe USPD called for international
treaties for the protection of workers, women, and children.
The Independents opposed secret treaties between nations and

wanted all treaties to be approved by the involved nations’
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representative assemblies.l 1In 1919 the USPD demanded that
the dictatorship of the proletariat be established in the
form of Workers' and Soldiers' Councils. The provision for
the Bégg system was to be included in the new postwar con-
stitution. The party also wanted to dissolve the regular
army and establish a Volkswehr (people’s army) with elected
officers. It demanded the immediate socialization of the
capltalist enterprises and of all large privately owned land
and forest holdings. Municlpal governments in cities were to
seize all land and houses and assume the responsibility for
sufficlent housihg. Civil servants and judges were to be
elected, War profits were to be taxed away and war debentures
cancelled,? _

At its extraordinary convention of March 2 to March 6,
1919 in Berlin, the USPD issued a program which reiterated ..
some of the earlier points, but also contained the following
new demands:

1. .... Decisive participation of the R&te in the law
making proceedure at the state and the municipal
levels of governments and in the shops.

2, +eee Immediate abolishment of the voluntary mercenary
army. Disarmament of the bourgeoisle., Establishment
of a proletarlan army.

3. Socialization of ... mines, power plants, iron and

steel production, banks and insurance companies,
large land and forest holdings.

LA N 1,

7. Separation of Church and School .;:. Each child hes
the right to an education according to its abilities.

9. Restoration of friendly relations:with all other nations
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of the world .... Restoration of the Workers' Inter-
national .. in the spirit of Zimmerwald and Kienthal, 3

At another Parteitag, from November 30, to December 6,
1920, in Leipzig, the USPD demanded the disbandment of all
counterrevolutionary forces, the disarming of the bourgeoisie
and of the Junkers, progressive taxation and full equality for

women)‘".

THE KAPD AND ITS AFFILIATES

The program of the KAPD was mainly composed by its
federalist wing. This wing, which included Gorter, Riihle,
Pfemfert, and, to some extent, Laufenberg and Wolffheim. had
anarchist and syndicalist leanings, as opbosed to the centra=:
list wing, which promoted state communism., The federalists
were the first ones to be expelled, but not before they had
left their stamp on the policies of the KAPD.,

Gorter proposed that the proletariat take over the
entire machinery of the state. A guaranteed minimum income
for all workers was high on his list of priorities. The .z ix
workers were to control production, trade, and transportation.
Everyone would be obligated to work. State or. public debts
were to be cancelled, war profits confiscated, and banksi large
businesses, and all land expraopriated. An armed proletariat
should replace the regular army. All tariffs and custom
duties would be removed and only capital income was to be
taxed., Taxes on'capital would rise progressively until
private capital had completely disappeared.5

Gorter disagreed with the Bolshevlik policy of apply-



66

ing the revolutionary experiences 1n Russia to the rest of
the world. In pre revolutionary Russia the pfoletariat was
outnumbered by &:poor and uneducated peasantry. Peasants
suffered the same oppression under the Czarist regime as did
the proletarians. Thus, the peasantry became & willing and
needed partner of the proletariat during the revolution.,
On the other hand, western European farmers were petty
bourgeoisi-and often hostlile towards the‘working class. In
Germeny the proletariat stood alone against all other classes.6
In April 1920 the KAPD issued a call to the left
opposition within the KPD, announcing the birth of their
party. This call stated that the | ’
¥#45, KAPD 1s not a party in the traditional sense, It 1is
not a leadership oriented party. Its main goal 1s to
agsist the German proletariat in freeing 1tself from any
leadership cult. Freedom from the treacherous, counter-
revolutionary leadershlip politics 1s the most effective
way to unite the proletariat. This union must be con-
ducted in the spirit of the RAte system; this is the only
goal of the revolution. - 7
In a sixteen pbint proéram. the KAPD promised to free
the economy from all political fetters, It proposed to re-
move all political institutions and abolish class distinctions.
The proletarian revolution was to include political and eco-
nomic changes. It would achieve a @wqﬁiéggbmmunev'unaer
the dictatorship of the proletariat. T%p organizational
form of proletarian control would be workers' soviets. A
party.must drive the masses forward. It should never lose
sight of its main goals. If partial demands (Teilfordefungéh,
Bread-and-butter issues) were supported it should not be for

opportunistic reasons. Complete workers' control of factories

could be achieved through industrial unions. Tge party must
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never be more than an instrument or a vehlcle of the working
class. As fast as the proletarian diciatorship becomes estab-
lished just as fast must the party lose its influence in

favour of the soviets. As the communist soclety appears, the

party disappears.8

The KAPD was against the policy of supporting the
lesser evil, which it considered to be the whip that the
bourgeoisie uses to drive the proletariat into slaveryg.
The bourgeoisie, in order to accomplish its anti-labour
objectives, usually presents a choice of two repressive ob-
jectives. Working class parties would thus be duped into

supporting the lesser evil., The winner 1n those cases 1is

always the bourgeoisie.10

In May 1920 the KAPD published another program which
centered around the following points:

The highest principle of a proletarlian party is the
autonomy of its members .... The World War gave birth
to an economic crisis which, in effect, is the Gdtter-

e, dﬁggerung of the bourgeois-capitalist world order. It
is not one of the many crises which were caused by the
faulty method of production, but it is the final crisis
of capitalism. The effect of this 1s the shattering of
the total social organism, the clashing of classes in an
unprecédented intensity, which results ln the mass pauper-
ization of the population., Capitalism has reached its
total fiasco. We are faced now with the alternative:
return to barbarism or the bullding of the socialist world
order .... The fate of the Russian Revolution depends
upon a proletarian revolution in Germany. A revolutionary
victory in Germany will create a self sufficient soclalist
economic block which can exchange industrial products for
agricultural products within itself. It needs to make no
concession to the western powers. Germany is the key to
the world revolution ..... In 2 soclalsit Germany there
will be no political rights for the bourgeoisie ....
Participation in parliamentary electlions creates danger-
ous illusions within the proletariat, 1t 1ls sabotage 11
of the Rite ide&swm
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About a year later the KAPD issued a better formulated
and more comprehensive program. Thils called for the immediate
political and economic union of‘all proletarl&$&~ruled count-
ries for the joint defences against the aggressive tendencies
of world capitalism. It argued that the class. struggle was
international. At that time, however, Russia was the only
country that could qualify. The document proposed the arming
of the political organized workers and the disarming of the
bourgeoisie, police, army officers, and home militias., All ‘
parliaments, legislatures, and town councils were to be dis-
sblved and the‘soviets were to be the only :lawgiving and
eiecuting authorities. The Congress of Sovliets, made up 6f
~ representatives from the workers' soviets would be the highest
body. 1Its first Job would be the drafting of a constitution.
The press was to be under the'authority@ef the local soviets,
Revolutionary courts were to replace the bourgeois judicdal
apparatus.12

It called for the cancellation of all public debts, for
the socialization of alli mines, banks, and 6ther large con-
cerns and for the confiscatidn of private property above a
certain limit, Land was to be publicly owned. Public transit
should be nationalized., Production was to be planned and .., .
should only serve the careful calculated needs of society.
It would be everyoneds duty to work, a point which was to be
stringently enforced. Evepyone was to have full security of
an exlistence free from want in regards to food, shelter,
clothing, old age, 1lllness, disability, etc.’ Titles would

be abolished., An unrelenting war would be waged agalnst the
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capltalist economy and the bourgeois ideology. The party
was to be the vanguard of a proletarian-revolutionary ideology.
Any revolutionary tendencies in the arts and sciences would
be fully supported.13

The KAPD considered involvement in parliamentary
‘activltiesvopportunistic and reformist., The dictatorship of
the proletariat is the dictatorship of the class, not the |
party, let alone of the party leadership.la. Rihle and
Pfemfert went one step further, they were against any party
concept, as thls would lead ta opportunism, bureaucracy, and
a leadership cult. Tﬁey considered the traditional organi-
zatlonal divisions of the working class into partycsnd trade

unions harmful.l5 After they had left the KAPD and 1its af-

filiate, the AAU, they formed the Allgemeine Arbeiter Union,

Einheltsorgen (AAUE), & combination of a trade union end

political party.

According to the AAU, the capitalist state is the
representative of the ruling class, the protector of private
property, and the hangman of the exploitedlé. An integral
part of this state is parliament and its political parties.
The traditional political parties consist of leaders and
masses., They ha#e their parallels in the capitalist economic
structure. The leader of a party compares to the‘boss in a
company, the members to the employees, and the party to the
company itself. Just as éompanies compete with each other

for domination in the economic fleld, so do political parfies

compete for domination in the political field;17
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The KAPD committed itself to the destruction of the
old trade unlons and their unproletarian 1deology18. In the
same way as the political parties, so are the trade unions
vital parts of the capitalist system. The role of the trade
unions in the capitalist state 1s-tor&low down the pauperization
of the working class. They act as sgffety valves and thus in-
hibit revolutionary attempts. Their'bureaucracies, which once
were the servants of the membership, became the masters. Imi-
tating the capitalist habit of competition, trade unions are
more a divislive factor than a»unifying force. They created
and furthered the spirit of competition between the different
trades., Trade unions separate the employed from the unem-
ployed, the skilled from the unskilled, men from women, and

the 0ld from the young.19
THE LEVITES

The second group that broke away from the KPD was the
group Bround Levi, known as the Leviten (Levites) or as the

Kommunistische Arbeltsgemeinschaft (KAG). After the March

action in 1921 Paul Levi started publishing a periodical,

ﬁnséf Weg. In Wider den Putschlsmus, a critlcal review of

the March Action, the KPD, and the Comintern, which was pub-
lished in Unsef Wég,.Levi stated that it was a fact that, in
sp;te of the progressing economic decay, the German bourgeoisie
had managed to consolldate itself. 1In spite of the devastating
defeat, the bourgeoisie was the first power that recuperated;
1t was /In 1921/ master of Germeny, But this victory of the

bourgeolisie was only relative., The proletariat could defeat
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the bourgeoisie, which was decaying and had lost all hope.
The physical and the moral factors favourgd a proletarian
viotory.20

Levi maintained that the Communists were wrong in
disregarding the other lower classes as potential allies
and in classifying them as one reactlonary Masszf. The
agricultural workers, the small independent tradesmen, the
civil servants, the impoverished intelligentsia, they all
expérience the revolution, they are all anti-bourgetis. As
long as the bourgeoisie uses them, they willl be the hands
that defeat the working class. If they are neutral, they
are at least an obstacle to a communist victory, but if they
are allied with the proletariat, they may well ensure its
victory. One must not wait until they are communists. It
is the duty of communists to influence these classes. But
the Germén,@ommunists had not found the way to thenm yet.22

The revolution is not Jjust a communist affair. The
communists do not hold & monopoly on being revolutionaries,
According to Marx all workers are exploited and are in oppo-
sition to the. exploiters. It was the duty of the communists
to gather aklmthese forces for the one and only goal, the
overthrow of the exploiteré. The communists must be the

best 1eédérs and at the same time the best servants of the

revolution. Rosa Luxemburg stated that communism is not at
the beginning, but at the end {(am 'Bnde)  of the revolution,

A communist does not reverse this order, but carries the be-
ginning to 1ts victorious conclusion. Only then can communism

be established.23



72

During its brief existence the KAG was approached by
the KPD for the purpose of reunification. The Levites replied
to this invitation as follows: ' .

The KAG does not &spire to.the. formation of-its._own party.
A communist mass movement cannot be achieved by splitting,
but by gathering together. 1If the KPD is to become the
great mass party of the German proletariat, then there will
be no room for the USPD; even the honest members of the SPD
will join 1t. But first the KPD must fulfill the following

preconditions in order to regain the confidence of the
working class:

1. Achleve complete:fahanéial independence from the
Comintern.

B

2. Share in the control of all ditératureidistributed in
Germany by other #Comintern organizations such as the
Rote Gewerkschaftsinternationale etc,

3. Gain immunity from all open or hidden organizational
interference by the ECCI in the affairs of the German
party., :

k. Establish a political program which can be supported
by all revolutionary workers in Germany, with a definite
abandonment of all putschist activities, _

5. Establish a trade union policy which will uphold un-
demaged the aims and the unity of the German unions, 24

In spring of 1922 the KAG joined the USPD, Levi, in
Uhser Weg, explained that this

ss. 18 one of the manyssteps which have to be taken to
reorganize the proletariat. Organizationally, the pro-
letariat 1s at a low point. It will take decades to bring
the movement back to the height it once had reached., Soon
the USPD and the SPD will have to reunite, This can not
Just be an organizational step, it must be a political step
also., Only one realization can heal the split; the realim:.
zation that all workers, the ones from the countries that
were Y¥ictoirious" in the war, as well as tite ones who were
"defeated" in the war, the in the revolution "victorious”
Social Democratic es:well as the "defeated” Communist wor-
kers in reality had been defesated and face a greedy,. ex-
ploitative capitalism which exploits them all how:more 25
than it did before the war, o
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THE LEFT OPPOSITION

Most of the information on the various left and ultra

left groups discussed here was taken from’{@ublibat&9ﬁ§ -
1gsued by their opponents, the KPD and the Comintern, Thus,
1t 1s nearly impossible to get a true, unbiased picture of
their pfogremsesilhegeneral, thelr jdeas differed not much
from KPD programs during a left course of the Comintern. AlZ
‘though there were many individual left groups, they can be dealt
with here as one group, &s their programs were often identical,

Pefhaps the most. contentious issue between the KPD
and its opposition groups was the approach towards a Unitéd
Front with the KPD. There were two ways to the United Front.
When the leaders of the parties which were considerling &
United Front met and iud discussed common strategy, the re-
sulting United Front was conslidered a United Front from above.
In the approach for a United Front from belS;%'the leadership
of one party called on the membership of another party for
united action, disregarding or attacking the leaders of the
other party in the process. This approach was often used in
order to raid the membership of the other party. During the
life of the Weimar Republic both types of United Fronts were
used sevefal times with varying success. It was usually the
Right in the KPD which favoured the approach from above,
while the Left opted for the approach from below or rejected
a United Front entirely.

Riuth Fischer was quoted to have favoured a Unlted

Front in 1922, She suggested that the KPD .exert pressmre
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in the trade unions and in the press to force the SPD towards
a United Front.

But if this pressure is insufficlient then it 1s the duty
of the KPD to lead the workers by itself into the strugglezé
This move (for a United Front, I. S.) is still too weak
and underdeveloped. We must consolidate it and strengthen
it, but ‘'from below', not through negotiations with the
officials. This 1s at the present the main objective of
the KPD. The surmounting of the party walls, the disre-
gard towards thelr officiall bodies, the replacement of
counterrevolutionary orgaenizations by workers' organiza-
tions which grew in the struggle and assumed the leader-
ship of the United Front must be the reason and goal of .
this tactic «.eef? o

In 1925 she was quoted as saying "... we must succeed to un-

mesk the whole Social Democratic Party, not just a few indi-

28

vidual leaders, ag counterrevolutionaries. The Fischer-

Maslow group showed the same tendencies regarding the United
Front from below which the Thédlmenn leadership displayed,
yet they were condemned for it. At a meeting in Dﬁsseldorf
Fischer said "I am against any form of United Front, be it
from the front, from the back, from above or below"29.‘

At the EECCI session of March 19, 1926, Urbahn,
speaking for Maslowski, Gramkows, Ruth Fischer, and himself,

stated:

It is possible to carry through advantageously a United
worFrontihc Thészeffectstof thecDawesnPlansinténsified the::
class struggle because it 1s conduclve tle: the growth of
clags consclousness, especially amongst the SPD workers.
There is a wave of sympathy for the Soviet Union, antl=
monarchial movements are conducive for the winning of the
broadimasses for communism. In the centre of activities
must be the fight for the bread-and-butter lissues while
at the same it is emphasized that only the proletarian
revolution can solve the German crisis. Make use of the
left drift among the social democratic workers against
their opportunistic leaders without repeating the Brand-
lerite mistakes. Connect the parliamentary activities
with the work among the masses, educate the masses to the
fact that the coalition politics must be stopped, use
United Front tactics to win workers away from Zentrum,
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also use United Front tactics towards the middie classes,
build a broad left wing in unions, use the development of
the Flirstenabfindungskampagne for a general mass movement....30

Scholem, at the same &ession, repeated in essence what Urbahn
had said’l.
After the leftlists were expelled and formed their

own party, they lssued a booklet Der Kampf um:die Kommunistische

Partel., Platform der Linken Opposition in der KPD. 1In the

Kommunistische Internationale an author, identified by the

initials T. I., quoted selected excerpts from this document.,

Since 1922 it has been proven that the KPD suffered damages
whenever it participated in a United Front. The reformers,
on the other hand, always came out of it strengthened. It

was the communists who were explojted, who were the tail

of the actions, and who received a kick in the rear.... 32
It has been the theory that we could decrease the influence
of the reformists on the workers by imitating them during a
United Front act%gn.... This is a capitulation and liqui-

dation ideology.

In domestic affailrs the program of the left communists

,‘/

often dlffered from the official KPD line. The Left Oppo-
sition was against cooperation with the leadership of the
ADGB. In 1924 Ruth Fischer said

Considering the mass unemployment and the starvation
wages, one can not expect that the German revolutionary
workers remain in these corrupted trade unions unless one
allows theguto take over the apparatus by force, if
necessary.

After a successful revolution, one of the first steps
of a communist government, according to Korsch, must be to
insure that

The trade unions, the factory councils, and the newly
elected proletarian workers' soviets must stop any attempts

of sabotage by the employers, any shortening of the working
hours: 8ny closing of factories, any wilful destruction



76
of raw materials, andvany atteﬁpt at missing work oppor-
tunities. This must be done by exercising revolutionary
control and by sharing in the decision Baking process.
The saboteurs must be dispossessed and their busilness
must be continued by the workers.

Korsch differed in this with the official KPD line, which
considered these tasks, which were ordinary "house keeplng"
tasks, to be below the dignity of the workers' soviéts. In
particular the phrase "sharing in the decislon making process”
was found objectionable, as this implied that the employers
would still have a say in the operation of their businesses.
Korsch, Schwarz, and Katz rejected the concept of a
worker and peasant government, They considered the peasants
countereevolutionary. All of the left groups rejected the
NEP in Russia and felt that Soviet Russia was leaving the
paths of socialism, Korsch claimed that the Soviet Unlon
was not a dictatorship of the proletariat, but a dictator-

ship against the proletariat, a"Kulakendiktatur". -The

Rﬁssian fevolution was, according to him, a radical-bourgeols
revolution.36 Katz described the Soviet Union as tthe last
stand of the bourgeoisie”, ruled by the "peasant king" or
“peasant Napoleon" Stalin, in which the workers were still
exploited37. "The theory of the 'national limitation', that
is, the theory of Socialism in Russia only, 1s in effect the
cancellation of the broletarian revolution in the advanced
jndustrial countries, which will lead to the liquidation of

communism as an ideal and of the orgqnization."38

The KPO

The KPD's right opposition'’s disagreement with the
centrist and left leadership of the KPD was mainly on tactics.
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Even when they were expelled and had formed the KP0O, they
still insisted that .they were not a separate party, but only
the proponents of a different tendency in the communist move-
ment. They maintained that the KPD had abandoned Rosa Luxenm-
burg's theories, which were more appropriate for Germany than
the Bolshevik's. The Right claimed that the @erman prole-
tariat was more advanced than the Russlian. Soclalism, once
the revolution had succeeded, could be built much fastef than
in Russia, The KPO rejected the mechanical transfer of ideas
and actions from Russia;toTGernany since conditions were dif-
fergnt. ‘Communism, according to the KPO, would bring about
a stateless society in which the proletariat would be in charge
of administration. In Russla, since the proletariat was not
ready to enter this stage, the party acted as a trustee and
governed for the people. ggy declaring the proletariat "not
ready"”, the CP of the SU can justify 1ts perpetual right to
rulez7'_The German proletariat would be ready to govern itself
once the revolution had succeeded. The Comintern and the KPD
wanted to apply the same measures everywhere, assumlng that
experiences gathered in Russia would be of value in Germany.
Since, according to Brandler, the German proletariat was It
further advanced, it would be harder to convince that there
was a need for a revolutlon.39

The KPO accused the KPD of having exchanged demo=i-
cratic centralism with bureaucratic centralismuo. It seemed
clear that the KPD, by persisting in its wrong course, would
soon abandon its communist ideals. Therefore, the KPO saw

as its function the creation of a revolutionary mass party.
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This party would have.to be a recreation of the KPD of the
years 1921 to 1923. This could either be done by reforming
the KPD or by starting a new party. The KPO leaders first
decided to céeate & new organization with the goal of working
from without for the reformation of the KPD., They had hoped
that they:wdoilld find people who could work from within the
KPD for the same goal and who would cooperéte with them. If
this plan would not succeed, they would procceéd-one-step
further. This is why they took great pains to declare that
the KPO was nbt a new party. Its goals were malnly to win
the KPD and the Comintern ﬁo the correct communist tactics.
As lohg as the KPD and the Comintern persisted with the wrong
tactics, the KPO would assume the independent leadership of
the working class struggle. It would also take the lead in
winning the working class to communlist principles. At the
moment the KPD had only abandoned the correct communist tac-
tics, If it also abandoned communist principles, then 1t
would destroy its connection with the working class and be-
come & hindrance to the class struggle., Then the KPO would
become the Communist Party of Germany. The KPO realized
well, that there could only be one Communist Party of Ger-
meny. The officlals and the institutlions of the KPD and of
the Comintern were held responsible for splitting the com-
munist mévement. The KPO's goal was to strengthen the KPD.“1
One of the nmost contentious di.sagreementsafhye‘,tmn the
KPD and the KPO was over the attitude towards the SPD, es-
pecilally its left wing. Walcher, a spokesman of the KPO,
recognized the politicel differences within the SPD. He
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disagreed with the Central Committee of the KPD's formula
that the Beft of the SPD was more dangerous to the KPD than
the Right, He maintained that the K?D should strengthen the
SPD Left, even if this fortified the SPD, because it would
help the United Front and thus be of advantage to the KPD,*?
The KPO detested the KPD's habit of calling the SPD members
"soclalist faséists". According to Thalhelmer, nelther the
SPD nor the bourgeoils parties were fasclst. But they un-
consciously advanced fascism by discrediting the parliamen-
tary...yprocess and thereby creating conditions which were
conducive to the growth of fascism.u3

: The KPO argued that the time of "relative stability”
of capitalism was in 1927, 1928, and in the beginning of
1929. This presented for the proletariat a pre-revolutio-
nary situation. The KPO wanted to use this perlod to fight
for the day-to-day demands of the working class only. By
doing this, the party would gain the loyalty» of the working
class. When the periodeofathe Zarmed struggie" came, the
wofkers would follow those leaders who had acquired their
loyality. After thaf would come the period of "consolida-
ting and defending the revolution”, followed by the period
of "soclalist rebuilding”. The majority of the masses must
learn to identify with communist aims and principles. This
was in the spirit of Rosa Luxemburg, who had sald: "The
- gpartacus League ... Will never assume power of government,
.unless it te through the clear and unambigous will of the

large majority of the proletarian masses of Germany".m‘F
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By fighting for the immediate demands of the workers
the communists had an opportunity to educate the masses. They
could show the connection between the day-to-day issues faced
by the people and the long ranée poéxitical aims of the commu-
nists. In short, the ¥ight opposition proposed a political
action program that related directly to the people. Tts po-
litical aim was the establishment of a "worker and peasant
government"”, 1ts economic aim, higher wages, lower prices, *
better working conditiohs, and workers' control of production.45

The Brandlerites bellieved that economic crises are
caused by the disproportional ratio:between production and
market capacity. Under capitalism there would always be
overproduction and underconsumption. The stabiiization of
the economy in 1927/28 was artificial and depended on prepara-
tion.for an imperialistic war, In the absence of such a war,
a revolutionary situation would arise at the moment when the
1nevﬁtable slump would follow the current boom. The duty of
a revolutionary party in thls pre-revolutionary era was to
prepare the work;ng class and the petty bourgeoisie for the
revolutionary aims and goals. The KPD had noéaplan ready
and had falled to win the confidence of the worklng claSs.U6
Thus, it was the duty of the KPO to succeed ﬁhere the KPD .. ..
had failed.

In 1930 the KPO 1ssued an amended draft policy Was

will dle Kommunistische Partel Deutschlands -'Opposition??

This reiterated in the form of questions and answers the
policlesiand ideologies of the KPO. The main points were

as follows:
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The KPO does not differ from the KPD in ideelogy and aims,
but in tactics. Only the use of the right methods is the
true test of loyallities to principles. Tpe goals of com-
munism are:

1. To overthrow the bourgeols state and the capitalist
economy and the achievement of the dictatorship of
the proletariat. '

2, The only form of government by the dictatorship of
the proletariat is the Réte republic. The govern-
ment must remove the anarchist-capitalist economy,
private property, and the class structure, b7

The Rote Kimpfer

The Rote Kimpfer considered parliamentary democracy
a tool of the ruling class to legalizé its power. To them,
the bourgeolis state was the product and expression of the
irreconcilability of the class dmfferénces. In the Welimar
Republic the ruling class held all the top positions, while
the other positions were held by thelr petty bourgeols hanger-
ons. They gave a plece of democracy to theiloweriglassescin.
Brderrto dupe them into believinglthat it represented a piece
of power., The effect of this was that it set the workers
against each other so that they could be ruied more easlly.
In cases of workers' unrest, the piece of democracy would
be téken away. The same would happen during economlc crises,
In order to find a way out of the economic crises, the éapi-
talists transformed the parliamentarian state into an eco-

nomic state (Wirtschaftsstaaat), whose powers were mainly

used to reduce the xaxke living standard of the working class

by upholding the rate of profit, thereby robblng the workers

of their share of the products.l+8 '
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They saw in the cabinets of Briining and Papen the fas-': .

cist dictatorship. The historian of the Rote Kémpfer, Ihlau,

considered this a misconcept, which he blamed for their anti-
parliamentarism, This antiparliamentarism caused them in 1931

to advise thelr members to boycott the elections.l+9

THE SAP

The SAP was a motley of divergent groups wﬁose main
denominator was their distrust of the KPD and the SPD. EachA
group contributed 1ts own ideas to the SAP's program which
then rgflected the héterogeneous character of the party. In
the economic sphere Sternberg became the unchallenged expert
of the party. He argued that capitalism was decaying and
could only survive by going towards fascism and war. Since
1900, especlally since the First World War, capitalism found
it harder to acquire and exploit non capitalist territory.
Capltalism can only delay its final collapse and maintain
its predominance by creating crisis after crisis. But the
size of the crisls increased in geometrical préoportions. By
now they had reached a stage where they became self perpetu-
ating, THe factors which had helped capitalism in its age-> .
cent - to find short term solutions for crises - were now
ineffective., This was especially true of German capitalism,
Even a war, which involved the destruétion of huge amounts
of goods, means of production, and human lives, could only
bring temporary=zrelief., It would set the conditfons for a
repeat of the crisés, only in larger proportions. Only

soclalism could solve the problem. Humanity faced now the
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choice between accepting soclalism or returning to barbarilsm.
Sternberg's interpretation of capitalism influenced
also the foreign policy prégram of the SAP. There were two
sources of war danger: the enormosissintensification of the
imperialistic competition‘and the discrepancy between the
capitalist world and the Soviet Union. Cgpitalism and Im-
perialism go hand in hand as much as imperialism and war,
Thus, bourgeoils institutions, such as the League of Nations
or international treaties, can not prevent wars in 8 capi-

talist world. They only served to mutually safeguard the
51

respective spheres of exploitation.

In 1932 the SAP issued a summary of its revised
program, This document, more than any other, expressed
clearly and unambiguously the Weltanschauung qf dissident
soclal democrats and communists.

The SAP aspires to:-a..classless society in which. the
means of production are not privately owned, in which
there will be no more exploitation of peeple:byepeople,
and in which the atate as an organization in the hand
of the ruling class is removed.

Socialism can only be achiéved by dispossessing the
capitalists and through thetconquest of political power
by the working class., Short term goals are secondary
to this aim. The revolutionary struggle is only possible
if there exists a revolutionary situation, which can be
recognized by a deepgoing disintegration of the bourgeols
society and the readiness of the proletarliat to use all
methods of organized struggle, from mass strike to open
war fare against the bourgeoisie. The state is always
a tool of one class to rule over another.

«ses The victorious working class can netutake over
the glgantic millitary and bureaucratic organizations of
the bourgeoils state. The proletariat must therefore de-
strgy the bourgeols democratic state and replace it with
a Rate republic of the working masses, led by the revo-
lutionary party.
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The SPD 1is & tool-of the bourgeoisie; its return to
class struggle 1ls impossible.  The SAP is unbridgeably
opposed to the SPD and the Second International. One of
the most urgent duties of the SAP is to win the soclal
democratic workers for revolutionary politics. The XPD
and the Comintern have falled in this task., They: were
unable to provide leadership for the proletarian masses
during past revolutionary slituations. In spite of their
principles and in contradiction to the teachings of Lenin
they conducted politics which confused the working class,
which slowed it down, and which furthered splitting.
Their biggest mistakes were the abandonment of the Unlted
Front, the "Soclal Fascist” theory, the RGO course, and
the practicing of petty bourgeols nationalism.

The SAP, by the correct use of revolutionary politiles,
wants to show the communist workers the mistakes and the
achleved damage by the KPD and the Comintern. In spite
of the Comintern’'s mistakes, and in spite of the criticism
directed at the Comintern by the SAP, the SAP will defend
the Soviet Union as the only workers' state agalnst any
attack by the capitalist counter revolution.

The SAP 1s against any imperialist war, be it a de-
fensive war or be it disguised as a war to defend one:'s
neutrality. It will use all energy and meanstutoipprevent
such a war., It will use the opportunity such a war pro-
vides to destroy the capitalist system.,

The SAP supports the revolution of the colonial sub-
‘v hjectipeopleenls.
The emancipation of the working class can only be
»ohiachievedtby thehworkingsclassailThisustruggledneedsgsa::;
party to prepare and organize it. The party must glve
it direction and aim, it must work out the tactics, it

must be the leading vanguard. The party must practise
democratic centralism and the leaders must be influenced

by the members.
This SAP program was offered when the Nazl menace
was very obvious. No political organization, let alone a

left-wing splinter party, could ignore the fascist pheno-

menon in Germany and abroad.
STRUGGLE AGAINST FASCISM

In the nineteen twenties nationalistic movements
appeared in a number of European countries. Although they

possessed no common ideology, they shared certailn traits.
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These movements were authoritarian and anti-democratic in
concept and stressed as their main point the advancement and
superiority of their own nation or race. They opposed inter-
national sociallism as well as international capitalism, yet
they were supported by a large number of local caplitalists.
They usually had a militant 1ef£ wing which professed to be
socialist. The assﬁmption of power in Italy by Muésolini's
Fascist Party providedla collective name for these movements;
their enemies called them "fascist”.

Socialists soon recognized the danger which the spread
of fascism represented for them. A conservative government
would still allow a socialist party to exist. But an authori-
tarian fasclst state would outlaw socliallist parties, terrorize
their members,=and persecute their leaders, Thus, the dif-...

- ferent soclialist parties tried to study this new phenomenon
and they all drew certain conclusions.

All German socialists agreed that fascism was the
petty bourgeoisie's reaction to its own pauperization. The
small business men, the farmers, and the independent artisans
- in short, the small employers - were caught in a three sided
squeeze, consisting of high prices and interest rates, high
taxes, and high wages. Thus, the petty bourgeolsie consi-
dered big business and banks, the"government. and organized
labour as their natural enemies. As Blg Business was too
intangible and too powerful to come to grips with, the petty
bourgeois small business men lashed out in desperation against
the parliamentar§ republic which they held responsible for

the high taxes and ghe economic criseés. They also attacked
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the soclalist parties because the latter advocabed high
wages and social benefits for the working class.

According to German Marxists the upper bourgeolsle
used fhe fascist movement to prevent or delay its ultimate
collapse., Bourgeois liberal democracy was acceptable to the
ruling classes during normal times. By extending political
equality to the working class, the latter 1s led to believe
that it could find redress for the social 1l1ls through the
political process. However, the ruling classes were all too
willing to abandon democracy when the lower classes tried to
alleviaté their suffering by using their political power to
get an equal share of the nation's wealth,

The process used by the‘upper bourgeoisie to suspend
democracy is elther Bonapartism or fascism., In both cases
the upper bourgeoisie manages to mahipulate the classes which
suffer the mosté the petty bourgeoisle, the farmers, the

Lumpehprolet&riat, the labour aristocracy, and the declasseés

of all classes., They fight the battles of the upper bourge-
oisie. Bonapartism occured under capitalism in its ascen-<
dency, when the working class, that had fought shoulder to
shoulder with the bourgeolsle to overthrow the aristocracy,
demanded andequal share of power, Fascism, on the other hand,
happens during the decaying stage of capitalism, when the
working class i1s An the process of overthrowlng the capitalist
state. Thus, in effect,'fasciém is more dangerous than
Bonapartism since it represents the laSt stand of capitaiism,

Thalheimer, the theoreticlan of the XPO, considered

the cult of the great leader as one of the characteristics of



fascism., Ideally this 1eader*coheé;§romythe lower classeé;
he is a man-who had.suffered, but worked himself up, a soclal

climber or a self-made man. Thlis makes him "Fleisch _von

ihrem Fleisch'.‘.53

German fascism is the attempt of the petty bourgeolisie
and its allied parts from the intelligentsia to find in
their own particular way a deliverance after the tried
democratic-socialist way had led into a deserty It is
clear that this is asshopeless and full of contradictions
as is the situation of the petty bourgeoisie., As lLouis
Bonaparte tried in France so does the petiy bourgecisie
attempt in Germany to become the middle man between the
classes. Bonaparte usedithe Dezemberbande, the petty
bourgeolsie uses the declasseds from the war and from
the economic decay ... The heads of this are:German
Napoleons, who have lost the battle on the Marne, but
won the battle in Ehe streets of Berlin /against the
German workers/., o

Sternberg, whose writings influenced the KAPD, the

Rote Kampfer groups, and the SAP, also blamed the economic

conditions for the rise of fascism.

Due to their position in the process of production as
small producers the middle classes are unable to conduct
their own politics. They never interferred independently
in history, they have always been pulled along, iintthe
capitalist socliety,bytthe decisive clasgses, the bourge-~
olsie or the proletariat. The stronger the crisis, the
more dangerous the situation for the bourgeoisie became,
the more important was it for the bourgeolsie to divide
the exploited classes .... There is little economlc
difference between the workers and the middle class, If
fhey /the middle classes/wwoiidd ally themselves with the
proletariat, they could abolish capitalism.55

Where Thalheimer saw the middle classes as the prime
movers of the fascist phenomenon, Sternberg saw them as ob-
jects manipulated by the larger and more powerful classes,
in the case of fascism, by the upper bourgeoisie. After
being lured into the fascist camp, the middle classes turned

against the working class, i)
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'they fought against the growing burden of taxation, wage
rates, and soclal security dues on behalf of their em-
Ployees, In this they saw only the symptoms of their
distress, not the causes .... It is the small entrepre-
neers who_have to pay the largest part of the social
burdens éés they considered it/ since they nee%gd more
manpower per capital than the large companies,

The SAP saw in fascism the product of the progressing
decay of capitalism. The bourgeoisiserecognized that the on-
going pauperization of the working class presented a revolu-
tionary danger to its rule. Divided into different competing
interest group&, the bourgeoisie needed the sfate to represent
its common interests. If the democratic state is unable to
do this, a more'autocratic form of government is needed., A
fascist state would force the different economic power groups
to’put aside their individual interests and work together
against the working class for their common interests. The
terrorist dictatorship is the only form,of‘government pos-
sible when the bourgeois democracy is unable to do the job
and the working class is not ready to wrest control from &
the bourgeoisie. Seydewitz saw in fascism the arm of the
ruling class. The capitalists, on the other hand, were the
head and the body.5’ Thus, the SAP also considered the

fascist forces to be nothing but tools of fhe,upper class,

The Rote Kdmpfer considered fascism; or, to be more

sbecific..the NSDAP, to be one of the three pillars which ¢
ubheld'monopoly'capitalism. the otﬁér tﬁo being the SPD and
the Centre party. The SPD had as 1ts.hase basds the refor-
mist labour unioﬁs, the Centre party had the Christian trade
unions, and the NSDAP had the pauperized petty bourgeoisie,

By constantly playing these three parties against each other,
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the capitalists managed to remain 1in éentrol of Germany}58
The RK groups recognized the fact that the Nazis, although
serving to some extent the interests of capigalism, were not
part of the ruling capitalist class in Germany,

Although none of the splinter groups went as far as
the KPD did in callins,thé SPD the left wing of fascism, some
, did claim to see SemeifgscistotendenétesihdnSthieaSPD and nearly
all agreed that the SPD prepared the way for & fasclst vic-
tory. According to the SAP the fascist front reached from
Hitler via Groener to Brﬁning. The SAP consldered the "cold”
fascism of Brining no less dangerous than the open fascism

of Hitler. The Rote K&mpfer also spoke of &heindirect or ©

"cdld” fascism under Briining and a direct fascism as prae-

tized by the NSDAP.59 This analysis of fasclsm must have

had some undesirable effects, as it led to an underestimation

of Hitler and of the distinctive features of the Nazi doctrine.
Having recognized Hitler and his party as the

leading fascist movement in Germany, the splinter parties

tried to evaluate Hitler's effectiveness on the political

scene. To the Rote Kémpfer Hitler was nothing but the

running dog (Kettenhund )T nationalism whose chain 1s held

firmly by monopoly.capitalism. Hitler would not be
another Mussolinl. as German'cépitalism was ten times
as strong as the Italian; Hitler would always play
second fiddléctorthéadapitalifte, ThelléoldtefdssItSrGrostier
ahd Brining had succeeded in meking Hitler and the Nazi
movement for the time being a prisoner of the parliamentary

system. They predicted that Hitler would soone come
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to power legally and that he would outlaw labour organlzafions.
His defeat in the presidéntial elections in 1932 was symbolic
of the subjugation of the Nazi movement and its acceptance of
the legal fascisiation of Germany by monopoly capitalism. The
capitalists would have no trouble in controlling the largest
part of the NSDAP apparatus, while the putschist wing of the
party, the SA, would be harder to control.éo

In order to prevent a fascist victory several of the
splinter parties advecated United Fronts of all labour or-
ganizations, including the SPD and the KPD. The SAP even
went so far as to propose that in the event of an attack by
the Righf upon the democratic foundations of the Weimar Re-
public, the proletariat seize power and establish a tempo-
rary dictatorship.61

Nevertheless, the SAP realized that Hitler's victory
was imminent. As a capitalist solution for the world crisis
was consldered to be impossible, the SAP was certain that
dltler would fall also., Thus, the Third Reich would only be
a pphantegy” which would last as long as i1t had the necessaryy
number of bayonets avallable to hold the working class down.62

The KPO seemed to have the most realistic theory if
not about fascism then about its German variant, Nazism.
Thalheimer predicted in 1928 that Hitler, or German fascism,
once in power, would be worse than Italian fascism, He main-
tained that, if i1t is not seriously opposed by the workers,
it would not destroy itself as others, had hoped.63

None of the splinter groups foresaw the bestiality

of Nazism, its strength and mass appeal; although all these
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groups devoted more attention per capita to the struggle
egainst fascism than the SPD and the KPD did. They repeatedly
called for United Fronts of all working class organizations.
They managed to organize joint public meetings which were
usually 1gnored by the two senior parties. They were partly
successful in organizing proletarian defence organizations
whose members attended meetings of left-wing parties to pro-
tect the speakers, But most of thelr efforts were thwarted:
by the two big proletarian parties., Even after the assumption
of power by the Nazls the splinter parties continued their
struggle against fascism as thé entrles in the Gestapo re-

cords proveéu.



CHAPTER FOUR

STRUCTURES AND ORGANIZATIONS

CLalt BASIC STRUCTURES

The basic structure of the splinter parties reflected
to some extent the structures of the parties from which they
originated. The socialdemocratic parties patterned them-
selves after the SPD; the communist parties after the KPD.

In the SPD the Bezirksverein (district association)
was the basic unit. This gave conslderable power to the
party bureaucrats, executive members, and the elected public
figures. When the USPD broke away from the SPD, it took with
it parts of the party apparatus, There seemed to be no need
to restructure the already existing units. Thus, as in the
SPD, the professional politicians and the bureaucrats held
the power in the USPD. The SAP, however, wanted to change
this and give control of the party to the grass root member-

ship. 1Its basic organizational structure was the Ortsverein

(local association). Ortsvereine were entitled to send

delegates to the conventions, But only those persons who .
were elected as delegates could vote at conventions. Members
of the district or national executlve, deputies of the Bg;ggg;
Eég or a Landtag,,unless they were duly elected convention
delegates, could speak at conventions, but could not vote.1

The basic structure of the KAPD was the Betfiebéim

orggnlééfion (shop organization). The Betriebsorganisatioﬁ”

92
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had two main goals, the destruction of the socialist-led
traditional Free Trade Unions, their bases, and their "non-
proletarian” ideology, the “bourgeois” SPD and USPD and,
secondly, the bullding of a communist society. Every worker
who accepted the dictatorship of the proletar iat could become

a member of the Betriebsorganisation. Members did not nece-

sarily have to accept the program of the KAPD, As long as
they accepted the KAPD's method of the class struggle, they
were welcome.2 As the KAPD disintegrated during the middle
12920%8% many -of itheir organizations and individuals found

their way into the ranks of the Rote Kampfer (RK) groups.

In June 1931, due to the initlative of the SWV, the different

RK groups throughout Germany Jjoined together.3

At the beginning of 1931 the leaders of the SWV ma&ll.ww

reélized that it was impossible to stop Hitler from coming
into power. The political working class organlzations were
too disunited. New tactics were needed for the future. The
overall objective had to be to build a proletarlan mass or-
ganization composed of class consclous elements., In order
to achieve this, small and secret ggg;é organizations were
needed, Peter Utzelmann, commissioned by the SWV, suéceeded
in building a network of RK groups around Berlin and other
important German centresu. These groups operated in a highly
centralized manner. Their leaders were not elected, but
appointed. The RK movement did not propose to become a new
socialist party, but a group of cells for the purpose of
propaganda, discussions, and the establishment of a revolut-

ionary core at the place of work and in the local neighbour-
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hoods. On the local level, the formation 6f "revolutionary
unemployment action groups" was advocated, Representatives
of the local groups made up the district groups. More impor-
tant, however, was the attempt to form groups of employed
workers in factories. To the RK the employed workers were
potentially more effective ihebringing about the revolution
as they were able to hurt ¢tapitalism at 1ts most vital point.5
The mailn objective of the RK was to preserve the socialist
ldeology through the period of suppression and to become the
start of future soclalist organizations.6

Although each RK group was relatively independent,
they all recognized the overall leadership of the SWV. In
the summer of 1932 Schroder, Schwab, Utzelmann, Goldstein,
Stechert, Lindner, and Riell constituted themselves as the
Reichsleitung of the RK7. They divided the groups into se-
veral geographlcal regions., At 1ts one and only Reichs-
konferenz, 6h December 25 and 26,,1932, in Berlin, the RK
reorganized itself into five-member:gceiilssin preparation
for their future illegal operations.8

No information is available on the structural bases
of the Theodor Liebknecht-led rump-USPD, the SB, the KAG,
and the various ultra left and left-wing communist break-
away groupé. It can be assumed that they had local organi-
zations in some of the larger cities and individual supporters
in smaller communitiles.

The KPO was, organiﬁﬁtioga}ly, constructed the same

way as the KPD. The smallest unit was the local group;

however, in some places there wererstreet and shop cells.
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There were about 60 teo 70 1oca1 groups in 1929, During 1930
and 1931 between 20 and 30 new locals were foundad., Local
groups were Joined together in district organizations., The
strongest of them were in 1929 Halle-Merseburg, Hesse-Frank-
furt, Middle Rhine, Lower Rhine, Thuringia, Wirttemberg, and

the three Saxon electorial districts.9
MEMBERSHIP

Information about the membership in the splinter
groups 1s not easily available. There was quite a moblle
membership, with many members d:ifting from group to group
or returning to the mass party they originally came from.
Some, after a few 4 isappointments, abandoned politics com-
pletely. Thus, any statistic that i1s avallable about actual
membership counts would only be correct for a limited period
of time, |

Two of the partles, the USPD and the KAPD, for a short
time only, could qualify as mass parties., The USPD, at the
time of its convention in Halle, in 1921, had 892,923 members;
55 daily newspapers, 84 Reichstag deputies and a consilderable
number of Landtag deputies and elected municipal officials.
Even after the Halle Convention the USPD retained, until 1922,
all of the characteristics of a mass party. Although 237
delegates voted for unification with the KPD and only 156
voted against it, at the most 300,000 members transferred
their membership to the KPD. Most of the deputies, the most
important party organs, and the largest part of the party

apparatus stayed with the USPD.1°
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Like the USPD, the KAPD had a promising beginning.
The revolutionary Left within the KPD:.°of 1920 comprised the
biggest part of the membership. When the Left broke from the
KPD and became the KAPD, it took along 38,000 of the KPD's
68,000 members. The KAPD's affiliate, the AAU, had 70,000
mem.bers.11 Thus, it had all the basic requirements to become
a mass party. However, after the March Action, the fortunes
of the KAPD declined., It broke into several small groups,
the biggest of which were the Berlin group with 2,000 members
and the Essen (Ruhr) group with 706 members at the end of 192#.12

Membership counts of the KAG, the rump-USPD, and the
SB are not available, but could not have been high, Although
the actual numbers of individuals involved in the splinter
groups shrunk, the number of independent groups or grouplets
grew during the mid twenties, malinly due to the process of
rapid disintegration which divided and subdivided the KAPD.
The numbers:of splinter groups increased during 1926 and 1927,
as the expelled ultra left and left communists tried to avoid
political oblivion by maintaining their independence. By
1927 the 13,000 KPD expellees had created countless splinter
groups.13 A report by the police of the province Westfallia
in 1926, which is perhaps exaggerated, claims that there were
30,000 to 35,000 members in the groups left of the KPD and
classified them as follows:

KAPD/AAU 20065060602 80005s800800008s0000080 2,000
Schwarz-GruEEEooooooouoo..cooooooocooooo u,OOO
Spartakusbund /new/ s..sscsscasssssesse 6,000
Korsch-GruQQe 060 0600008060000 0088008080 060000 3,000
FISCher—MaSlOW Grugge........u..-. ve e 6-70000
Uxrbahn Grugge 0000800600000 00R0080cRORNE 5,000
Wedding—Opposition Sesesesenessencesec e 3'000
all others ..ool.o.oo.o..'o.....!.000003-40000 1”
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A new purge, this time against the right communists,
took place in 1927 and 1928, About 6,000 members were affected
by this witch hunt in the KPD, But not all of them joined the
KPO. The Brandlerites managed to attract at the most half of
the expelled right opposition. The KPO's membership grew in
1928, but levelled out in 1930. The hdighest membership claimed
by some of the KPO leaders was 6,000, Brandler, however, esti-
mated 3,500 as the highest. The true number lies somewhere in
the middle, The KPO had between 700 and 1,500 members in Thu-
ringia, about 500 in Hesse-Frankfurt, 2-300 in ~Wirttemberg,
2-300 in Leipzilg, &4-500 in Erzgebirge-Vogtland, a few hundred

in Silesia, about 1,000 in Lower Saxony, and between 100 and
150 in Hamburglu.

29% of the members lived In sececscesvessvnneses Thuringia

19 " West and East Saxony, Erzgebirg:
' ge-Vogtland
1“’% " " " " " ses0eveersnse .-LHesse-Frankfurt
6% " . " " " seeesescese Berlin-Brandenburg
6% " " " " " -030000050‘0100000cﬁntttamberg
6% v v " " " Middle-Rhine,Lower Rhine, Ruhr
5% " " " " " Halle-Merseburg, Magdeburg-An-
halt, Lower Saxony
56 " " " " " sess.s Wasserkante, Northwest
L"% " " " " " seeseesessssaccnscease Sllesgia
3% " " v " " sescecvees Saar, Hesse-Waldeck
2% " " " " Northern and Southern Bavaria
iz " " " " " East Prussia,Danzig,Pommerania

The SAP was the strongest left-wing splinter group
during the last stages of the Weimar Republic, having more
members than all its contemporarigs together, Thus, it be-
came a polarization point for those'g@ﬁupnghcgcouid;see
no future in their own separate existence, Many felt that
there was a need for another left-wing mass party which would
replace both the SPD and the XPD, The SAP could fill this

need, It could become the party which would attract all those

15
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social democrats who were dissatisfied with the SPD's tole-
ration of the bourgeols government and all those communists
who felt that the KPD had degenerated, Ifiit failed to become
a mass party, the SAP would only aggravate a bad situation;
it would divide the already divided working class even more.
Thus, the SAP leaders knew, that 1t was not good enough to
gather a few socialist and communist sects into thelr fold,
but that they must build a strong membership bage.,

In order to galn more members, many SAP members,
during the first weeks of the party's existence, chalred and
attended meetings every day. They managed to draw members

of the Reichsbanner to thelr own para-military protective

organization, the Sozialistische Schutzbund (SsB), and they

won several SAJ members to thelr own youth organization, the

Sozialistische Jugendverband (SJV). But in spite of all this,

the SAP did not succeed ik becaominga. messipartyx Although the
party press, the Fackel, reported on October 23, 1931, that
the SAP had, without counting the sJV, 50,000 members, and
although the party executive claimed in February 1932 57,000
members, Drechsler maintaine, that the SAP had at its peak,
including the 3JV, never more than 27,000 members, which was
234 of the SPD membership and 8% of the KPD's,10

The Rote Kampfer organizations tried to operate in

secrecy., It 1s unreasonable tovassume that théy would have
kept accurate membership records. The estimated membership
of the RK was about 4-5,000 during 1931 and 1932, but only
about 400 at the time of the Nazl take-over17. According

to a study in the Vierteljahreshefte fur Zeitgeschichte,

< .
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there were twelve RK groﬁps in B;rlin ﬁith about fifteen mem-
bers each 1ﬁ.add1tion to groups 1n'Hamburg. Bremen, Liibeck,
Stettin, Dresden,‘Leipzig, Halle, Zeitz, and mnwsomewsoutﬁ
German citles, with a total membership of between 4,000 mhd 555000
members. However, each group had a large peripheryzof sup-
porters so that their influence ranged far beyond the small
RK membership.18

There is no information avallable onathéinale-female
ratio of the membership of the left-wing splinter perties.
As in the case of the KPD and SPD, theimembersiofzsplinter
group# resided mostly in citles. The urban working class
in Germany supported left-wing parties while the farmers
were drawn to the Volkische parties. |

The original USPD was strong in the highly industri-
alized areas of central Germany, Berlin, and the Ruhr. Tts
members were mostly léw paid, semi skilled and unskilled
workers. The membership of the KAPD was composed of the
same soclo-economic layers as that of the USPD, it was part
of the proletariat in Rerlin, Hamburg, Bremen, Hannover,
Dresden, and the Ruhrl?, Not much data 13 available about
the members of the rump-USPD and the SB., But judging by the
slates they presented, it can be assumed, that both parties
had a strong percentage of proletarians.

Soclologically, the slates of the rump-USPD and the
SB were mostly proletarian. In May 1924 of the ninety-five
candidates entered by the USPD forty were artisans and twenty-
two were unskilled workers, for a total of sixty-two working

class candidates. There were only seven professionals, such
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as lawyers, physiclans, and social workers, and seven trade
union officials on the slate. Only six candidates were wo-
men. Il Decerter 1924 there was a slight shift. Of the forty-
nine candidates twelve were unskilled workers and thirty were
artisans, for a total of 85% working class candidates., The
rest included one lawyer (Theodor Liebknecht), and one soclal
worker (Elsa Wiegmann)., There were no trade union officials.,
Three candidates were women. In 1928 the USPD entered only
twenty-two candidates, two of which were women. The list
included six unskilled workers, tem artisans, and two pro-
fessionals, Liebknecht and Wiegmann., In all three elections
the USPD entered 166 candidates (counting those who rah more
than once each time separately). Forty, or 24%, were unskilled
workers, elghty were artlsans, seven were trade un;on officials,
and eleven were professionals (However, Liebknecht and Wieg-
mann were.each counted three times, thus there were acitually
only seven ?rmfé@aknumg. At least one of these candlidates, .. .-
Liebknecht, was also a candidate in 1930, Most of these
candidates entered on'several lists. The twenty SB candidates
in May 1924 hed a similar background. They contained filve
unskilled workers, nine tradesmen, one trade uhion official,
and five others., Only one candidate was & woman.20

The slates of both, the USPD and the SB, contained
a high proportion of metel workers. In May 1924 the USPD
ran one Dreherilturner, skilled metal worker) from Berlin and
two from other places, four metal workers and thirteen other

candidates who were connected with metal work., Tnhe SB ran

one Dreher and two metal workexs  from Berlin, one Dreher and
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two Schlosser (21so skilled metal workers) from other places.z1
Considering that both. Liebknecht and Ledebour. were closely
connected with the former Revolutionary Shop Steward..movement,
and that this movement wasrstarted by the metal worker trade
union, especially by the Berlin locals of the Dreher section,
one can assume: that both parties hed a high composition of
remnants from the former Revolutionary Shop Stewards.

In comparison with this, the SPD nominated and ran in
the 1928 Relchstag election more than 350 candldates. Of these,
162, or 48% were working class and 52, or 15% were women, The
KPD entered over 450 candidates, 407, or 85% of which were
working class and 8%% were women., To conclude from this that
the SPD politicians were as proletarian oriented as the USPD
and the 8B and that the KPD was even more so, is a fallacy.
Both. the SPD and the KPD. ran highly inflated slates. It
can bé assumed that many names were put on the glates for
tokenism or in order to reward some old party faithful., As
only a fraction of the candidates could reasonably hope to
get elecfed, it would be more validito examine the actual
positions proletarian and women candidates had on the:glates,
or how many of them were actually elected. By the allotm ent.
of seats, the parties appointed the top names on their slates
to become deputies. In the SPD 133 of the 162 working class
candidates did not get elected. Thus, of the elected can-

' didates, approximately 20% were working class. Nearly all
of the lawyers, physiclans, soclal workers, professional
politicians, party and trade union officials (gggggg) were

elected., Thirteen of the successful candidates were women,
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Over 50% of the elected KPD candidates were working class,
However, many of them, llke Thalmann for example, were by
that time professional politicians, so that the actual per-
cehtage of working class deputies was much lower.22

Most of the followers of the ultra left and left
ex~KPD members were factory workers in the large citles,
Katz, who had a relatively strong group 1n Hannover, claimed
to have fifteen local organizations around that city, while

thesKorsch-Schwarz group found its support in the Ruhr dis-

trict, in Niederrhein, in ﬁalle—Merseburg, in the Palatinate,

in Hesse—Frankfurt, and in Berlin.23 In the Reichstag elec-
tion of 1928 the alate of the left communists received most
of its votes in Berlin, some Saxon cities, and in Ludwigs-
hafen, 1in the Palatinatezu.

Approximately tWo thirds of the left communist can-
didates entered into the 1928 Reichstag election could be
called proletarian., The other third were intellectuals and
former KPD bureaucrats. However, the intellectuals were the .
ones who appeared on theztop of the lists.25

Whereas communists with Spartacist background as a
rule leaned to the right, the ones who came from the USPD
swerved to the left., The table below shows the connection
between political leaning and political background within
the KPD., It 1s to be understood that among the functionars=:-
’mgs the Left and the Ultra Left were the ones who later be-
came the groups referred to as the left and the ultra left
-communists, the Bight became the KPO, while the Versohnler,

with the exeption of a few of thelr leaders, stayed in the
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KPD, Most of the general membership stayed in the KPD. The
table refers to the time shortly before the oppositional

functionarles were purged,

ackground of oppositional functlio- |General membership . -
narles USPD | Spartacist | new USPD |[Spartacist
Left 49 13 3 20% 4%
___________ S T e L L Ry,
Ultra Left | 23 9 i 3 9% 7%
"""""""""""""""""" futaibetereteianbedl iasithiet aleefnfnhesiiaier St
Right 20 L6 - 8% 27%
ersohnlexr | 10 i {22 6 | 4g 13% -
_____ [ PP U U UM ISR USRI U S,
Party line 41% 36% l

Of 74 delegates who attended the first KPO conventionion
on December 29, 1928, in Berlin, 43 were from the pre 1919
Spartacus, 17 from the pre 1920 left USPD, and 53 from the
pre 1918 SPDzﬁ.

The leaders of the KPO were mostly trade unionists
and intellectuals, The rightists favoured the United Front
with the SPD., They were active in the trade unions and were
less obstructive in the parliaments than the leftists. Many,
before their separation from the KPD, were involved in the

Rote Hilfe. They took no part in the internal squabklesof

the Russian Communist Party, but accepted Stalin's claim to
leadership of the CPSU; on the other hand, they denied his
right to claim world leadership of the Comintern.28

The proletarian elements dominated in the KPO., In
southern Germany it was mainly skilled and semi skilled
workers who were members of the KPO, In Offenbach and Stutt-
gart there were many leather workers who belonged to the KPO.

In Leipzig the KPO membershlp was mainly composed of the
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printing and the furrier trades. However, in the rest of
Saxony 1t was malnly unskilled workers. 1In the mountains
of Thuringia the members of the KPO were employed in the
cottage industrX¥es, such as basket weaving and glass blowing.24
Whereas the Thuringian cottage industrial workers
had a tendency to support the KPO, thelr collegues in the
neighbouring state of Saxony supported the SAP. The district
of Vogtland in Saxony, one of the poorest, if not the poorest,
areas in Germany, contained the best organized SAP groups.
It was the only area where domplete SPD local assoclations
joined the SAP.30 Both, the SAP and the KPO, w_eré protest
parties politically to the right of the KPD and to the left
of the SPD. Thus, they would attract those elemghts of the
proletariat who had no economlic security, whose income was
affected by the fluctuations of the world market, and who
were either oo downtrodden or too isolated from each other
to contemplate revolution. The cottage industry in Thurihgila
and Saxony, depending mainly on export, was susceptible to
all international crises. The weavers (of cloth), the bas-
ket weavers, and the glass blowers of central Germany have
traditionally been the poorest people in Germany. They live
in villages and small towns, separated by mountains, an%
they lack the strong organizations the workers in the larger
cities have,
The strength of the SAP was concentrated in the five
geographical areas, corresponding mainly to the home bases
of the more prominent founders of the party. Max Seydewltz,

a member of the Reichstag, had been president of the SPD in
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the electorial district of Chemnitz-Zwickeu, or southwest

Saxony. He was also the editor of the Sichsisches Volksblatt.

Heinrich Strobel, also a member of the Reichstag, came from
the same district. A second SAP stronghold was Breslau,
where the local SPD president, Ernest Eckstein, the secres-
tary Max Rausch, .one member of the Reichstag, Hans Ziegler,
and sixteen of the thirty-four city councellors joined the
SAP, 1In East Saxony, around Dresden, a strong SAP group was
led by PFabian and Liebermann., The SAP was fairly strong in
Offenbach, where Andreas Portune was its member of the Reichs-
tag. This group was strengthened in March 1932, when Galm,
a member of the Landtag,Ib@it@ree3hﬁndn§®@memh§rst@nd@teg city
councellors from the KPO into the SAP, which gave the SAP»
atsecondniember in the Hessian Landtag. The fifth SAP strong-
hold was Thuringia, where it had two Reichstag members, Rosen-
feld and 31emon.31
Strangely, Saxony was not only a stronghold of the:
1eft soclaldemocratic SAP, but also of the right-wing Alte

Soclaldemokratische Partei (ASPY; it was indeed i%ts only

stronghold., 1Its attempt to become a national party falled
dismally. In 1928 it entered slates in 21 electorial districts
for the Relchstag election.andrparticéipatednin’thesPrussian
Landtag election. The leading candidates on these slates

were professional politicians (such as Saxon cabinet ministers),
genior civil servants, and a few skilled and unskilled wor-
kers. Nationally, the ASP received 2% of the vote, with

more than half of the total coming from the three electorial

districts#8, 29, and 30, which comprised the state of Saxony.32
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The leaders of the KAPD ﬁere mostly intellectuals,
Most of the followers were factory workers, with.little for-_
mal education, from the industrial centres of Berlin, Central
Germany, and the Ruhr.. After the failure of many of their
actions and a considerable loss of members, the intellectuals
were purged. . The first to be purged were the National Bol-
sheviks Laufenberg and Wolffheim, They were followed by
Otto Ruhle, also known (later in Mexico) as the painter Carlos
Timero, Pfemfert, an author with a petty bourgeois background,
and Broh, a lawyer. They became the founders of the AAUE,
The ousting of Rihle, Pfemfert, and Broh was executed by the
Schroder, Goldstein, Reichenbach, Gorter section, & group of
inteliectuals'and journalists. Thils group, in turn, was ex-
pelled in 1922, when the Berlin section quarrelled with the
Ruhr section, which supported this group... The last intellec-
tual leaders, Schwab and Jung, left soon after this pursge.
Among other leaders were the terrorist Max Holz, a modern-
day Robin Hood; the sailor and carpenter Utzelmann, a terrorist;
the dockworker Appel, a professional revolutionary and one
time pirate. But none of these three remained long with the
KAPD, Appel went to Holland, HOlz to the Soviet Union, and
Utzelmann to a maximum security prison.BQ
The Schroder section, after being pushed out of the
KAPD, joined the SPD. There they worked in conjunction with
Levi, after whose death they took over the SWV. Thus, they
became the leaders of the RK. Thelr followers were mostly
young workers, Ihlau did a study on 115 RK members, leaders

and followers. As the table will show, 96 of these were
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strictly woxrking class.

+Qccupation of 115 RK members Age of 103 out of these |
Workers 49 TBelow 25 28
Artisans 30 Between 26 and 30[ 36
Other employees 17 | Between 31 and 40| 30
_Civil Servants 9 Between 41 and 50] 8
Intellectuals 10 Over 50 . . 1

gL
The percentage of unskilled workers and unemployed seemed
minimal, Metal workers were the strongest represented, type
setters were second.35 The RK members
e e Werevall: communist by conviction, but most of

them were members in the SPD as the SPD did gilve

them more of a chance to express themselves, had

a larger scop§7_and a more steady membership /than

the KPD, which/ .... had too large a turnover(in 36
some years SO%Jtabuild consistent organizations.

ELECTION RESULTS, NATIONAL AND REGIONAL

The election results the left-wing splinter groups
recelved reflected their membership. In reglons where & party
had a large membership, it received a large vote, The soclo-
econonic pattern of the members was also reflected, although
in a greater scale, by the voters. There is no data available
in regards to how many male and how many female voters voted
for the splinter groups.

The original USPD participated in two national and in
several regional elections., On January 19, 1919, it received
2,317,300 votes as compared to the SPD's 11,509,100 of the
39,400,300 votes cast. The USPD sent 22 deputies to the
National Assembly, the SPD 165. In the June 6, 1920 Reichstag
electlon the USPD received 5,046,800 votes out of 28,196, 300
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cast and came second only to the SPD, which netted 6,104,800
votes. The two socialdemocratic parties had respectively 84
and 102 elected deputies. , This election was the first attempt
of the KPD, which}'withh589.500 votes, elected four deputies.37

The USPD came first in the electorial districts of
Berlin, Potsdam II, Potsdam I, Merseburg (the Prussian pro-
vince of Saxony), Lelpzig (part of the Free State of Saxony),
Thuringia, and Dlisseldorf East (part of the Ruhr area)38, In
a few other districts the USPD, although not coming first,
did better than the SPD. |

In districts which contained many medium sized cities,
with independent tradesmen and skilled workers, employed in
light industry, the USPD recelved fewer votes than the sPD39,
In the catholic farming areas of southern and easternGGBmmany
none of the soclallst parties had much succeséuo. In the pro-
testant farming areas the SPD and. the KPD did fair, while the
USPD and the left-wing splintemperties received only a few
votes (see Appendices 4 and 5)41.

In Prussia the USPD participated in twWo LendEss elec-

tions, on January 26, 1919 for the State Assembly (Verféssungs;

gebende Landesversammlung) and on February 20, 1921 (after the

left wing of the USPD had Jjoined the KPD and before the right
wing had jolined the SPD) for the Landtag, the state legislature,
The table in Appendix 6 gives the total results of the three
left-wing pafties as well as the results in districts where
the USPD did exceptionally well and extremely poor.

In 1924 the two remnants of the USPD, the rump-USPD

and the SB, entered the contest for the Relichstag election
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in May. Of the two, only the USPD participated in the Dese
cember Relchstag election. Both parties took part in some

of the elections for the state leglslative assemblies. Neither
party was able to elect any deputies. The table in Appendix 7
glves the comparative results,

In seven months the USPD lost two thirds of its elec-
torial support. At the same time, the SPD increased its vote
from 20.5% to 26%, while the KPD fell from 12.6% to 9%.42

The fact that thme@ﬁU&Pﬁanéﬁd&datee in May 1924 were
listed as aldermen, indicates that the rumeUSPD particlpated

wlth some success in municipal elections. Haase, Stadtverord-

neter, Zwlttau, was on the slatdoférlthe electorial district

28 (Dresden-Bautzen); Renneilsen, Konrad, Beigeordneter, Hildes;

heim, was on the slate for the electorial district 22 (Dissel-
dorf-East); and Schneider, Konrad, Stadtrat, Pirmasenz, was on
the slate for the electorial district 27 (Palatinate)X3,

The ASP appeared for the first tiéme as an independent
party at the lLandtag election in Saxony on October 31, 1926,
It received 4.2% of the vote and reelected, with 91,885 votes,
four of 1lts deputies. The SPD, with 31 deputies, remained the
largesﬁ fractionuu. The four ASP deputles Succeeded, with the
help of bourgeeis coalition partners, to remain in power, 1In
1928 the ASP received in the state of Saxony 34,569 votes du-
ring the Reichstag election, a loss of over 57,000 votes in
19 months. A year later, on May 12, 1829, the ASP lost two
of its four lLandtag seats in Saxony, when 1t received, with

39, 568 votes, 1%% of the popular vot:e.‘"5 The party was com-
pletely eliminated on June 22, 1930, when it falled to elect
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anyone to the Saxon Dief, as 1ts support at the polls shrank
with 19,226 votes to 0.7%. The KPO in the same electiop,
received Wwith 14,688 votes, 0.6% popular support.46

On January 30, 1927, a ultra left Kommunistische

Afbéitsgemeinschaft entered a slate into the Landtag election

of Thuringia. This group should not be mistaken for Levi's
KAG, which had Been out of existence for nearly ﬂ&véﬁY§é£§£
i It captured 3,732 votes, which was £%, as compared to the 3%
31.6% of the SPD and the 14.1% of the KPD.Y7

Five working clasé partles contested the Reichstag
election of May 1928, As usual, the SPD and the KPD entered
slates in every electorial district. The Left Opposition
under Urbahn and .Scholem entered slates in twenty-three dis-

tricts under the name of Linke Kommunisten (LK); They had a

working arrangement (Listenverbindung) with the Palatinate

group, which called itself Alte Kommunistische Partei (AKP).

The ASP competed in twenty districts and Theodor Liebknecht's
USPD in sixteen. Again, none of the left-wing splintér partigs
elected any deputies. The table in Appendix 8 shows the elec-
tion results of all five parties,

In 1928 there were several elections for the various
state 1egislatureé. Some of them, for example the Prussian _
and the Bavarian, took place at the same time as the ReiChstag
election. The tables below give thevresultswfor'the,left-
wing parties in the Landtag elections el compares it fo the

Reichstag election results.48



il Prussia Reichstag | Manmd.| Landtag | Mand. ! %tage’

[ SPD 6,600,000 80 | 5,156,418 136 9,0
KPD 2,200,000 25 2,236,207 56 11.9
USPD 13,000 - 12,118 - 0.1
LK 52,000 - 55,408 - 0.3

[ASPD 15,000 - 18,824 - | 0.1
Bavaria (bt '

(Palatinate) e s .

SPD ' "28265359. 11 | .. 8Bp2,727 | 35 | 2h.2
(119, 548) (1)

KPD 129,948) (= 125,738 | 5 3.8

USPD 1,424) - 359 - -

. (7 ho2) {-

T TLK (in # 26) 1,781 p— - - -
AKP (in;#227) ( 3,772 - Y 3,132) - | ap.0.9
| Total LO 5,553 - 3,132 0.1

Anhalt ' —

"SFD TBh,507 | 15 | B2.b
KPD 15,0571 3 7.6
LK TS - - 81 6— 0,4
Hemburg, SPD 1 I o o#| 35,9%

KPD 11S,i2 1 11 ,2573 27% %2,%3“

LK LLS - - - -

USPD - - 7o€é"- 0. 1%
Internationale Kommunisten (Arbeiter 7381 - O,1%
Opposition) - (Group Korsch) f /!

On September 14, 1930, the last Relchstag election the
USPD contested, it received only 11,690 votes. There is no
evidence that the ASP or the LK participated in this election.49
Although the splinter groups falzed to elect any de-
puties to the Reichstag and to some state legislatures, they
did have some representatibn in these parliaments. Thosé
who had been elected through one of the major parties as a
rule kept their mandates after they broke with that party until
they were defeated in the following election. The left communist

Reichstag deputies formed an informal "Reichstagfraktion lin-

ker Kommunisten", consisting of Fischer, Katz, Korsch, Scholem,

Schwarz, Schlagewerth, Schwan, Urbahn, Schiitz, and Tiedt. They

# Blirgerschaft election, February 19, 1928,
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" held several Landtag seats, five 1n Saxony, three in Thuringia,

two in Bavaria, two in Brunswick, two in Prussia, and one in

50

Baden.
The forerunners of the KPO, the right opposition in

the KPD, entered a slate in the Municipal election of 1927 in

Stuttgart. To capitalize on the voting habit of the KPD voters

51

they called their slate Kommunistische Parteli. As the XPD's

full name was Kommunistische Partei Deutschlahd, careless KPD

voters could easily have voted for them. Data on how well théar
deception worked is not available.

The KPO did not participate in Reichstag elections;
The one mandate this group held in the Reichstag (Paul Frélich)
expired after the election of 1930. It did, however, contédt
Landtag elections. The only seat the party held came to 1t
through defections of former KPD deputies, Seats gained in
thiés fashion were, with one exception, invariably lost in the
next election. One of their deputies, Galm, in the state
assembly of Hesse, was reelected in 1931 and in 1932; however,
prier to the 1932 election he had defected to the SAP, 1In
Prussia the KPD held one seat.until April 1932, in Séxony five
until March 1929, in Thufingia six until December 1929, in W
Wurttemberg two until April 1932, in Hesse two untll March
1932 and one until January 1932.52

At the Landtag election of the state of Saxeny on May
12, 1929, the KPO received 22,594 votes, or .8% of the total
vote, In the municipal election shortly after, the KPOvdoubled

its vote in 37 communities throughout Saxony, winning 25 seats.
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In the Prussian municipal elections the KPO won five seats in
the province of Sarony, seven 1n the Rhineland, and fourteen
in the Saar district. Altogether the KPO won 79 mandates in
64 Prussian communities. In Offenbach, in the state of Hesse,
the KPO won eleven‘seats on city council, receiving four times
as many votes as the KPD did. On December 8, 1929, the KPO
received 12,222 votes in Thuringia. This was 1i% of the votes
cast, but still a few hundred short of winning a seat. There
too, it d4id better in the municipal elections of 1930. In
some' areas 1t received four times as many votes as the KPD
did; in Ruhla the KPO gained‘43% of the vote, In.December_,
1929 the KPO received 0.4% of the vote in the BﬁrgerscheftA

election in Bremen. On June 22, 1930, the Brandlerites®
vote iﬁ Saxony shrank to 14,719, or 0.4%, In Hesse, the
KPO réelécted Galm with 14,938 votes, or 1.9% of the vote,
on November 15, 1931.53

The KPO held seats in village, town, and city councils
in and around Stuttgart Jena, Leipzig. Zwickau, Offenbach,
Erfurt, Augsburg, and in the Saar territory. Some small
communities even elected KPO mayors.54 In Thuringia, however,
the KPO mayors were relieved of their positions by the Nazi
Minister of the Interior Frick. In other plaoes the KPO needed
the support of the SPD and the KPD in order to make full use
of its mandates. 1In rare cases it did receive SPD support,
but never KPD support,S5

In between the elections the XPO gained seats from

the KPD by more defectlions. By April 1930 the KPDghad lost



114
three deputiés in Prussia, at least one of them to the KPO,
two in Bawaria presumébly to the KPO, three in Hamburg of which
two went to the KPO and one to the SPD, two in wﬁrttemberg to
the KPO, and two in Bruhswick presumebly to the KPO. In May
1931 the KPD again lost four deputies in Prussia, one to the
LK, two to the KPO, and one sat as an Independent. In Bavaria
the KPD lost all five of its deputies, one to the SPD and four
presumably to the KPO.56

The SAP fared no better in elections than the other
left-wing splinter parties., It managed only in Hesse to elect
one deputy in 1931. Right after this argtrong section of the
KRO in Offenbach joined the SAP, bringing with it one Landtag
deputy, Galm, which gave the SAP twt deputies there. In 1932
only one of them wag reeleéted. In 1931 the SAP and the XPO
together won 23,108 votes, or 2.9% of the votess The best
results for both, the KPO and the SAP, were achieved in the
city of Offenbach. In 1931 the SAP there received 1.9% and
the KPO 18%, for a total of 19.9%. 1In 1932 the SAP, having
inherited the KPO apparatus, still received 9.4% of the Offen-
AEEPQ_VOte-E?

Other Landtag and Bﬁrgerschaft election results which

affected the SAP are given below.58(d=députies elected)

State or city S P D E}lD KPD - S AA P
and date votes % |k |Z&| B ) & | votes| %} d
Prussia, Ap. 24/32 W,675,17 21194 [12 157 80,3921.41-1
BaWs, Ap. 2L4/32 - £03,693]16]20 7 8 113,437].3]-
Thur, ,July 31/32 ~225,791 1 24116 16 J10 | 2,067([.21-
Hesse,June 19/32 .| 172,552 | 23|17 [12 | 7 | 11,689[1%[1
amburg,Ap.24/32 226,242 | 30149 116 |26 | 2,3051.3]-

eckl, -Schwgtned/ 32,2108, 361 | 30|18 Z%» L 9571.2
nhalt, Ap, 24/32 75,13 35112 | 95 | 3 30614 1=
enb., May 29/32 | 50,9941 19V O 52 | 2 | 1,469].5]=

3
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In the Reichstag election of July 31, 1932, the SAP en-
éhtered slates in thirty-one of the thirty-five districts.

The Statistik des deutschen Reichs. 0£1933, publizhéd:under

Hitler, gives only names and professions of those elected and
those listed on the top of the slates who failed to elect
anyone. Seventeen of these slates were led by Seydewitz; eight
by Ledébour, two by Portune, and one each by Bpsenfeld, Zwei-
ling, Fabian, and Hurm. The pérty received 72,630 Votes,, or .
0.2% of the votes cast and falled to elect any deputies to the
Reichstég, In accordance with the stated wishes of the SAP
executive, the SAP votes were credited to the KPD59 giving the
KPD one extra seat6o. In this election the SAP came fourteenth
out of sixty-three parties., Thirteen parties recelved mansates
dates.®l On November 6, 1932, the SAP entered slates in thirty-
two districts. Sixteen slates were headed by Seydewitz, eight
by Ledebour, two each by Rosenfeld, Walcher, and Portune; one
each by Zwelling,and Fablan. If the resultsoéftithe July elec-
tion were disappointing, the November results were outright
disastroms.¢ The SAP received 45,201 votes. This time the

SAP did not decree its votes to the KPD62. The SAP d4id not
participate in the 1933 Reichstag election.,

One week after the Reichstag election the SAP entered into
the municipal elections in the state of Saxony. Where in the
parliamentary elections the WéFkingaghissosupportedivmostijathe
&woubigeparties, in the municipalselections the SAP managed

to get a substantial amount of votes, at least in the medium

sized and small working class cémmunities. 1In one village,
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Morgenrothe-Rautenkranz, the SAP achieved a full majority,
winning eight out of thirteen seats. The other five seats w
were won by a united slate of NSDAP and bourgeois parties.

A comparative study of thirteen medium sized towns in theb-
Vogtland subdistrict shows the results of the Julymand November
Reichstag electionsffor the SAP as approximately 1,800 and 1,230
votes and the municipal election result for the SAP as appro-
ximately 3,000 votes. The SAP made the largest gains in places
where the Nazi influence was strong. It was there, where the
class conscious workers saw clearly that neither the SPD nor
the KPD could avert the Nazi danger. Thus they turned to that
party which campalgned under the theme of stopping the Nazis,
Two examples will demonstrate this voting pattern.éj(a)

Moxrg oﬁgghthal

Parties . July 31, Nov. 6, [ Nov. 13, (municipal)
SAP 1932 1932 1932, mandates
SEP 93 245 939 5
SPD 15 |Yi 222 1
KPDAP 236 TOL 367 2

. NSPAP=s3 . boungssial 2, 444 2,176 11899 9
Others, bourgeois|29293 360 380 2
Total 4,081 3, 842 3,807 19
Brundobra -
SAP 393 2083 787 6

SPD 202 282 - -

KPD 452 463 262 1
NSDAP 1,194 1,119 897 6
Others, bourgeois 129 189 335 2
Total 2,307 2,256 2,281" 15

In large cities, however, the SEP had to compete against
the efficient election machines of the SPD and the KPD. It
failed to win any mandates in Leipzi@. Plauen, and Zwickau,
it lost votes in Zwickau and i£ entered no slate in Dresden.

In eastern Saxony the SAP and the SPD ran joint slates in some



117

communities. The KPD turned down all SPD and SAP offers of ‘
Joint slétes.éB(b) | “
From the election statistics we can see that the sup-
port for left-wing parties stretched through central Germany
from north-east to south-west., With the exception of Saxony,
one of the Silesian districts(Breslau, which is an.industrial
region), to some extent Schleswig-Holstein and the Rhineland,
the border reglons voted sparsely socialist, Appendix 9, map
L4, shows the repdoms of socialist support of the mid twenties.
With some minor variations, this pattern was true for the dura-
tion of the Weimar Republic., It shows that the southern moun-
taineeus areas of Germany, especlally Bavaria, rejected the
socialists. In Baden, Wirttemberg, Frankonia, and in the Pa-

latinate there was a fair, but not substantial, socilalist layer,

vf“r"

It can be assumed that the soclalist vote in these regions came
from the area between and including Karlsruhe, Stuttgart, Nurem-
berg,.Hesse, and the mountain range cutting through the Palatinate.
Thié is a predominantly prbtestant farming area, interspersed
with industrial regions. The area south of_thls is is a pre-
dominantly catholic farming area, so is algo the western half of
. the Palatinate, the 8ear, and the southern pait of the Rhineland.
Thesssmacmappshows that the SB found its support only
in and around Berlin. The rumpeUSPqis support was 1n a V-shape,
sterting in Berlin, with 1ts vertéx in Baden, and ending at
the Duteh border, with high spots in Berlin, the two Saxonies,
the Palatinate, eand the Ruhr area, Thefe was also a
sprinkling of support 1in Schleswlg—Holstein, The ultra
left and left communists’ support was eprinkled out in little
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patches throughbut central andwnorthwestérnﬂﬂermany, coin-
ciding perfectly with ‘modtiof thé‘{ﬁdagfrial centres. The
ASP made little impact outside Saxony. It hadchardly any sup-
port in Berlin, & fair ¢gmeunt in East Prussia, Potsdam I (west
of Berlin), the Ruhr, and in southwest Germany,

Map Q,i}lAppendixﬂ@,pshows the regional support of
therKPO and of the SAP and the main centres of the RK. ™Moth,
the KPO and the SAP, had a fair amount of support in Stuttgart,
Thuringia, Saxony, and Hesse. The SAP made some inroads in the
coal mining regions of central Silesia and the KPO in the coal
mining regiens of the Saar and around Disseldorf, Both parties

seemed to attract the same soclo-economic siltbzelasses.
EXTRA-PARLIAMENTARY ACTIVITIES

It was not only in the electorial sphere that the 1eft-
wing splinter groups tried to leave their imprint on Germany' s:
political scenery. Most of the grouplets rejected the thought
that they should be only electoral . machines. Their sole rea-
son of existence was based on their belief that they were very
different from all the other parties. Thus it was of utmost
importance to them to spread their messages as ofpen as possible,
Election campaigns were only one of the methods and, in many
cases, not the most important one.

The extra-parliamentary impact of the rump-USPD and of
the SB was not any larger than their pariiamentary impact.

During 1925 and 1926, in the Furstenabﬁndu ngskampagne, Lede-

bour's SB had a working agreement with the Gruppe Revolutiondrer

Pazifisten and the Internationaler Sozialistischer Kampfbund
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(ISK)64. In 1928 the SB agitated together with the Communists

for a plebiscite against the Panzerkreugzerbau®>,

The KAPD did not participate in electioné. It saw
aé its main function the task to prepare the proletariah for
an armed ﬁpvé&ﬁh@onary struggle. Meanwhile, before the revo-
lution could take place, the KAPS emphasized the economic as-
pect of the class struggle. For this purpose it affiliated
with and organized the AAU. For the preparation and waging
of the revolutionary struggle, the KAPD instituted the secret

Kampforganisation (KO). The statutes of the KO stated:

1. Knowing that only the armed rebellion can emancipate
the working class, and that in any case the reactionar-
jes: will force the proletariat to fight ... a fighting
force is needed ... to be ready at the right moment....

2. The KO elects its leaders oeee

3., There will be absolute secrecy about its eperations.
Unnecessary talk among themselves about the illegal
activities is prohibited +..; the KO has its own tri-
bunal which can mete out punishment; no member can
qult the KO +...

Under guidelines for the KO it stated that
1. Each group must know the military position of the
enemny [Ehe army and the polic§7 nearby. The group m
must have maps which show barracks, military instal-
lations, schools, etce osees It ggst knew the strength
and the movement of troops see.
In August 1920, in connection with the struggle against
the delivery of German arms to Poland, the KAPD occupied the
city of Velbert in the Ruhr district and the city of Kothen

in central Germany and proclaimed Rﬁtegﬁggubm@obéZQ

On March
16, 1921, the president of the Prussian province of Saxony,
HOrsig, requested from Berlin the assistance of the Security

Police Force to quell a workers' rebellion. Subsequently, in
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the night of March 19 to March 20, the XPD called for the Ge
General Strike. Fighting started on March 23. Near the city
of Merseburg the buildings of the Leuna company were occupled

by striking workers. Ebert, on March 24, "erklarte den Hicht-

milit8rischen Ausnahmezustand" (Article 48 of the Weimar

Constitution, vaguely comparable to the War Measures Act in
Canada) for the province of Saxony. Both, the KPD and the
KAPD, were deeply involved in the &isturbances, Spokesmen
for the KAPD claimed that the AAU had 10,000 members in the

Leuna Werke., Between 200,000 and 3000000 people were in-

volved in the strike. TForty thousand workers fought with
weapons against 17,000 police men.68

As the KPO 4id not have much opportunity to engage
in parliamentary work, much of its activitiy . took place
outside parliaments., Attempts were made with and without
success to form United Fronts, to build antl fascist coali-
tiqns, and to hold public meetings in conjunction with other
working class organizations. Antil fascist coalitions sprang
up in Liebau (Silesia), Ruhlau (Thuringia), Erfurt, Offenbach,
and Berlin., There was no cooperation from the KPD and very

little from the SPD. In order to protect working class

meetings and speakers from Nazi terror, the KPO and other

groups formed "Proletarische Klassenwehren gegen Faschismus"”

and_ “"Arbeiterwehren"., But withou$ the support of the SPD and

the KPD these attempts were bound to fail.69 The KPO founded

the Internationale Hilfs-Vereinigung (IHV)} The IHV's organs

Solidaritat, published by Afbeiterpolitik and Mitteilungsbétter
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der Internationalen Hilfsvereilnigung. The IHV's maln purpose

was to give legal aid and limited finédmcial support to politi-
cal persecuted and injured workers, especially to victims of
the Nazi terror,

The influence the KPO had on the working class was
much gréater than one should assume judging by the small size
of the organization and its meagre election results. This 1s
mainly due to the political calibre of 1its leaders. Although
none of them could be compared to a Rosa Luxemburg or a Karl
Liebknecht, they were of a higher quality than the Partel-
bonzen who were in controll of the SPD and the KPD., They had
acquired their political training inihe same school as Luxem-
burg and Liebknecht did, namely Wilhelminian Germany and they
had been.oppositlonal'members in the World War I SPD. The
double hazard of conspiring against the government and against
the hierarchy in their own party gave them the experlence ne-
cessary to do their woik. They were the "old guard of the KPD",

They atromsedce fair amount of interedét. Often their
meetings were attended by three times as many people as
they had members in the 'particular afea. In order to
hold those supporters and to attract more, the KPO had
e large and varied educational program. The contact bétween

the Relchsleitung (RL) &and the members and supporters was

extremely close, as speakers of the RL spoke at many of
the "Information Evenings" conducted by the local organizations
»all over Germany. In the 1arge cities the KPO held series of

educationai meetings during the winter month. For example,
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in the winter of 1929/30 the KPO of Berlin conducted a series
of 24 regularsmeetings on such topilcs as "Class structure in
Germany", "Problems of the Trade union Movement", etc. The
year after a similarly structured series was offered, this
time the theme was “"Fascism", But not all the'looals went

to these lengths; some offered weekend courses, others con=u
ducted individual educational evenings, discussing topics such
as the history of the KPD, tactics and platform of left-wing
parties, including their own.71 For those of the younger gen-
-aration who wanted to learn, the KPO had more to offef than
its rivals.

Whereas the KAPD was prepared for an immediate revo-
lution, the RK groups, operating ten years later, were pre-
paring themselves for long term underground work under a fag
. paséist dictatorship. They considered the political gsituatien-
of the Weimar Republic in the middle of 1932 pre revolutionary.
Thus, they were mainly concerned, as the only remaining revo-
lutionary nucleus, to lay the foundation for the reunification
and restructuring of the class consclous proletariat. The f
feuds and the opportunism displayed by the two major working
class parties made both of them unfit to assume the leadership
of a reorganized working class movement.

The SAP was instrumental in organizing United Front
committees which were mostly boycotted by the SPD and the KPD,
| but in which many'of the other splinter groups participated.
But in December,1931 the SAP decided to change these tactics.
It gave up bu2lddingdunity committees with other organizatlons

as too time consuming; however, it still participated in spon-
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soring joint public meetings.73 .During the presidential elec-
tion campaigns of 1932 the SAP, after initially toying with
the idea of running Ledebour, came out in support of Th&lmann

from the KPD as the only working class candidate.
INVOLVEMENT IN TRADE UNIONS

The USPD, when it was‘a mass party, was deeply invol-
ved in the ADGB., Just as it was the case in the SPD and, for
that matter, stillAis the case in all socialdemocratic and 1
labour based parties throughout the world, the leaders of thg
USPD were often also leading trade unionists. A strong compo-
nent of the USPD's left wing was the Revolutionary Shop Ste-
ward movement. Remnants of this movement were still in evidence
in the two successor parties of the USPD. The story of the
leader of one of these parties, Georg Ledebour, is as much B
part of the German trade union movement as it is part of so-
clalism,

The KAPD and its affiliated and related groups rejected
the socialist-led free trade unions as counterrevolutionary
organizations. Social improvements achieved by the ADGR would
only smother the flames of discontent and thus benefit and
perpetuate the capitalist system., This made them tools of the
reactionary forces, Tge KAPD members rejected the divisiveness
of the craft unions and favoured the all-embracing concept of
industrial unionism., A strike by a specialized union would
only affect one particular part of the economy, while a strike

by a syndicalist union could, if this union was big enough,
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paralyze the whole economy of a geographical region. They

thus orgenized the Allgemeine Arbeiter Union (AAU), which,

however, did not attract many workers.,

Similarily, the left and ultra left groups, iwhich
cameloutyofnthelKPDuinsthehmnid~twenties, and which was led
mainly by intellectuals, also rejected constructive partici-
pation in the free trade unions. They considered the work
in the ADGB unions as a waste of effort and the leaders of %
these unions traitors to the working class. While they were
still members of the KPD, they were proponents of the Bgzg

Gewerkschafts Opposition (RGO), the Comintern's contribution

t® the trade union movement. Many of thelr disagreements with
Moscow stemmed from the fact, that whenever the Comintern line
swerved to the right, the KPD was supposed to take a favourable
attitude towards the ADGB.
On the other hand, the KPO remained at all times ac-

tive in the ADGB affiliated unions, Brandler being a traditi-

onal Gewerkschaftsbohze} This was in accordance with KEB
policie§ established in 1920. Although most of the unions
were led by reformists, involvement in them prévided an oppor-
tunity to indoctrinate fellow workers. It was thexduty of 1
local KPO leadérs to see toaiktathat all the members engaged

in trade union work. The KPOZs main reason for working in

the unions was not to éonquer key positions, but to win the
confidence of the workers. Thelr goal was to prepare the uw
unions for the day when the fascists would make their bid for

power, so that the rank-and-file union members would follow
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the KPO in resisting the fasdsts rather than following the
reformist leaders into passive acceptance of the fascist rule,

The KPO held leading positions in the GeWerkébhaftsF

kartell {similar to a local Trades and Labour Council) and in

the Schuhmacherverband in and around Stuttgart and in some

unions in the Thuringian cities of Weimar, Erfurt, and Suhl.

It was strong in the Holzarbelterverband, the Buchdrucker#er-

band; and the Schuhmacherverband in Berlin, Breslau, Offenbach,

Leipzig and Hamburg. It was represented in shop committees

in Stuttgart (Electricians and in the shoe industry), Nurem-
berg, Chemnitz, Leipzig (traffic), Hamburg, Erfurt, and Witten-
berg (&hemical industry). Some locals were completely con%o

trolled by the KPO, especially in the DeutschelMétalilarbéiter-

verband (DMV) around Stuttgart. At the Annual Convention of
the Stuttgart DMV in 1930 73vof+the; 109 delegategewereszs™
KPO members.,. Similarily, the Feuerbach (a city near Stuttgart)

DMV, wiien:choosing delegates to the local Gewg;kschaftékartell,

voted as follows: KPO 364, SPD 283, KPD 114, The same
pattern of strength by the KPO in certain unions is notice-
able in Thiiringia.”*

No evidence is available that the SAP in its brief
existence had any influence on the German trade unions. 1In
general, its members, being left-wing socialdeﬁocrats, were

in favour of trade union activities, but were opposed to the

bureaucratic leadership of the traditional unions.,
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YOUTH

g .'3,.:‘,_1(’ . . ‘ . -
Both, the KPO and the SAP, hhéddastrongnandnic&ivévyouth

organizations. The SAP's youth group, the Sozialistischer

Jugendverband (SJV), with 8-10,000 members, was about one sithh

sixth of the size of the SPD's SAJ, and one fifth of the size
of the KPD's KJV; however, it was at least as active, in some
areas even more active, than its socialdemocratic and communist
rivals. The leaders of SJV were enge:the most active members

of the SAJ., One of the members was a certain Herbert Frahm,
who is known today as Willy Brandt.75

The KPO's youth organization, the Kommunistischer Ju-

gendverband (Opposition) (KJV/0/), had a membership of approxi-

mately 1,000, It was relatively strong in Saxony and in Thusw
ringia; it had some strength in wﬁrttemberg, Berlin—Brandené

burg, Wasserkante, Silesia, and in the two Hesse. It main-

tained a Reichsschule which could accomodate 35 persons at a

time. Courses were usually of two weeks duration with seven
hours per day and were on the history of the working class

movements, trade union problems, and on questions affecting
young people. Thé KJV(0) worked with other organizétions as

members and allies. These included the Narurfreunde—Jugend,

the Freie Sozialistische Jugend, the Freiéﬁ Vereinigten'Sozi-

alistischen Studenten, the IHternationaler Sozialistischer K

Kampfbund (ISK), and the Anarchistische Jugend} Together they

aimed to form a Proletarisches Jugendkartell.77
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PUBLICATIONS'*

Nearly all of the left-wing splinter partles pub-
lished extensively. Howeﬁér, as thejyrhad a eontintious.turn-
over of members and supporters, any figures given in regards
to circulation.of certain periodicals would only be true for
limited periods @f time. Furthermore, the periodic appearance
of many of these serials was highly irregular. Most of their
publid¢atinns reached only a ém%ll segment of the population
and are thus little knowh?7.

As stated before, the USPD, at its convention in Halle,
could report that it had 55 daily newspapers. The best knowﬁ

of them is Die Freiheit, which appeared from 1917 on until

1931, when the Liebknecht-led rump-USPD entered the SAP.

The KAPD's most popular organ was the Kommunistische

Arbeiter Zeitung. This was publishedlin several cities, in-

cluding Berlin., The local group of the KAPD and the AAU of
Hamburg's editor Karl Kopp continued to publish it under that
title even after his group had broken with the KAPD and had
become national communistg, In the same way, the Essen group

too kept the title for its Kommunistische Arbeiter Zeltung,

organ der Arbeiter Ihternationale after its break with the

Berlin group.
The Berlin KAPD between 1921 and 1928 published Pro-
letarier, a monthly. Its subtitle in 1921 and 1922 was Kom-

munistische Arbeiter Internationale and after 1924 Zedtschrift
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fir revolutionaren Klassenkampf. The Revd%w%Ium%n@éﬁﬁtﬁt&haﬁgsjh

organisation of the AAU Berlin lssued between 1920 and 1932

Der Kempfruf, After 1932 1t was published by the Kommunisti-

sche Arbeiter Union. Der Klassenkampf, # 1~-13, known as Der

Kampfruf from # 14 on (in 1924), appeared in Dusseldorf under

the auspices of the Revolutionare Betriebsorganisatioh Rheiné

land-Westfalien.

'Franz Pfemfert was the editor arid publisher of ng
Aktioh, a periodical which started in Berlin around 1910 and
was still in evidence in 1932, It was mostly devoted to pro-
letarian-art, but did have, with the exception of the war -years,
a consideréble amount of political content. From 1926 on the

organ of the AAU was Die Proletarische Revolution, published

in Frankfuft am Main. The independent Leipzig section of the

KAPD, known as the Kommunistischer Rétebund, issued Dié Epoche

and Die Perspektive.

The best known publication of Levites 1is Unsér'Weg,
1919 to 1922, formerly known as Sowje , edited by Paul Levi.

Diumig and Hoffmann issued in Berlin in 1922 a Mitteilungsblatt

der KAG, After the KAG became integrated into the_SPD, Levi

and others published in Berlin from 1923 on Sozialistisbhe

Politik und Wissenschaft, which, in 1928, merged with Der

Klaésenkampf of the left SPD and later the SAP (not to be

mistaken with Der KYassenkampf mentioned earlier).

The Korrespondenzblatt der selbsténdigen Linken appeared

in 1924, responsible for it was a group of :eXpelled former

KPD members led by Schumacher, Weyer, and Kayser. The group
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around Schwarz issued Entschiedene Linke, while Korsch in

Berlin and Schlagewerth in Minchen-Gladbach, Ruhr, published

Kommunistische Politik. The Reichsorgan of the Wrbahn-led .

Lenin-Bund was Volkswllle, which appeared from Berlin between

1927 and 1933. In 1927 Urbahn issued for hid group a mimeo-

graphed Mitteilungsblatt, which, after 1927, was conktinued in

regular print as Fahne des Kommunismus. Der Pionier, organ

of the Communist Opposition in Berlin-Wedding and in Ludwigs-

hafen, Palatinate, and Der Kommunist, periodical of the united

Left Opposition (Bolshevik-Leninist), appeared in 1930. Both
can be considered to be forerunners of German'BRotskylist publi-

cations; Permanente Revolution, Zeitschrift der L. 0. (Bolshe-

vist-Leninist), Berlin 1931-1933; after 1932 also known as

Wochenblatt der Linken Opposition (Sektion der Internationalen

Linken Opposition), was the central organ of the German Trots-

kyists; They also issued a Mitteilungsblatt der linken Oppo-

sition which was for members only.

Starting in 1925, the Kommunistische Stadtverordneten-

fraktion of Offenbach published Das Volksrecht, When the

majority of the Offenbach KPD sided with Brandler in 1928,

Das Volksrecht became the official organ for KPO in Hesse-

Darmstadt., Then, in 1931, when this group defected to the
SAP, the paper went with it., The ideological organ of the

KPO was Gegen den Strom, Berlin, which was edited by Thalhei-

mer, Brandler, Walcher, and Hauser., Befere the split with

the KPD it was only a Mitteilungsblatt, published in Breslau,

Gegen den Strom was kept alive in exile until 1935, The

Arbeiter Tribuné& was the organ of the KPO Stuttgart between
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1929 and 1933. Rote Einheit appeared from 1929 on as a

Mitteilungsblatt for the KPO and the Revolutionire Gewerk-

sthafts. Opposition of the district of wﬁrttemberg. Arbeiter-

politik, Leipzig,and Berlin, 1929-1933, was the main organ

of the KPO., Its subtitles were Kommunistische Tageszeltung

(1930-1932) and after 1932 Wochenzeitung der kommunistischen

Landtagsfraktion Sachsens, The KPO youth organization, the .

KJVD(0), published from 1929 on Jungg,Kémpfer. N. Roy and A

A, Thalheimer were the editors of the Internationale Nachzicc

richten der Kommunistischen Opposition (INKOPP), which, from

1930 on, was published by the Internationale Vereinigung der

Kommunistischen Opposition (IVKOP).

In 1930 the SWV issued Grundlinien fir Gruppenarbeit,

a publication of guidelines for its work. Der Rote Kémpfer,

Marxistische ArbeiterzEélitung appeared first in 1930 in Bochum,

Between February 1931 and July 1931 it was published in Coloma

Cologne. When the SWV took over Der Rote Kégpfer it was
published in Cologne and Berlin until the end of 1931, after
which it was published in Berlin and Dresden. As an aid to
pblitical speakers and agitators the SWV and the BK Jjointly

published in 1931 and 1932 Referenten Material. Auwweekly

circular of the RK, produced in Berlin in 1932, was Politische

Information., Also weekly appeared RK-Korrespondenz, published

in 1932 and 1933 in Freital, Gittersee. The RK issued in 1932

Thesen uber den Bolschevismus and Kann der Trotzkyismus wirk-

lich siegen?

In 1928 the group around Levi joined forces with Sey-

dewitz, Rosenfeld, and Strobel who, in 1927, had started in
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Berlin with the publication of Der Klassenkampf. The title

of Levi's publication, Sozialistische Politik und Wissenschaft,

BATE 4L

. 1 ‘, A
beécame in 1928 the sivtitleé of De} Klassenkampf., After 1921

it became the theoretical organ of the SAP. The main organ

of the SAP was the Sozialistische Arbeiterzeitung (SAZ), pub-

lished daily in Breslau and Berlinvbetween 1931 and 1933. A
series of regional weeklies in 1931 and 1932 was known as

SWZ - Die Faékel, Sozialistische Wbchenzeituhg gegen Nationa-

Ligmig und Kulturreaktion., Of this series, the Weser-Ems Fackel

was published in Bremen and served Bremen, Osnabrﬁck, Oldenburg,

and other places in the Northwest, Die Saar Fackel..published

in Saarbrucken, served the Saar district., The Bhein-Ruhr Fackel

was published in Essen. The Kampfsignal was the continuation

of the SWZ - Die Fackel=sery in 1932 and 1933. Another weekly, .

§ozial&&ﬁ§@ was issued in 1932 1in Koslin, The organ for the

| SAP in Hésse—Darmstadt and Hesse-Nassau was the Sudwestdeutsche

Arbeiter‘Tribﬁne. which appeared in Frankfurt on the Main,

Another regional SAP paper was the Kurier fur Vogtland, Erz-

gebirge, und Plauen. Finally, there was also a mimeographed

Mitteilungsblatt der SAP, which appeared in Geeshacht,

Among other groups, the Nelson Bund published isk. Mit-

teilungsblatt des Sozialistischen Kampf-Bundes in Berlin besx

tween 1926 and 1933. 1In 1930, also in Berlin, appeared the

Mittellungsblatt der Gruppe Unabhéngiger Kommunistenlr(éolAus-

geschlossene),




CONCLUSION

The history 6f the left-wing splinter parties in the
Weimar Republic is a history of failure. It reveals the fal-
lure of the major socialist parties to avold internal splits.
Secondly, it shows the failure of the splinter parties to be-
come mass parties or at least to influence the mass parties
to any visible extent. Thirdly, it discloses the splinter
parties' failure to influence the German public opinion and
prevent, or at least help to prevent, Hitler's coming into
power., |

Splinter parties would not have emerged but for hhe
failure of German socialdemocracy to cope with a series of
problems that followed one another in quitksuctession, 1 prob-
1ems: that required immediate actlion, problems that attracted
the attention of millions, and problems to which Marx and
Bebel had provided no guidelines and no solutions. Each of
these problems and the failure to solve it caused more splits
in the party of August Bebel and Wilhelm Liebknecht.

The Great War was one of the issues which caused dis~
content in the socialist ranks. It led to the formation of
the USPD. But once the war had ended the main issue which b
had divided the two socialdemocratid parties and which was
the bond that united the different factions encompassed in
the USPD was removed, It was only a matter of time before

new divisions and realignments took place.

132
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The German Revolution caused another series of dis-
asters for the socialdsts. The downfall of the Second Reich
brought the socialists into power with a suddeness that caught
them unprepared; The 1eaders; after generations in opposition,
had developed an opposition mentakity. They needed time to
read just, time which they did not have, as events moved too
fast. The idea that political parties could be in control
of the government was new in Germany., In the past political
parties, and not just the SPD, had been in opposition to the
government., The government was composed of appointees by,
nominally the Kaiser, in reality by the strongest group around
the Kaiser, The Reichstag functioned only as a public forum,
The German defeat in the First World War was a direct
defeat of the ruling caste in Germany, It left thé socialists
in control of the state apparatus as they were the only poli-
tical power strong enough to assume leadership and at the same
time relatively unblemished enough to hold the confidence of
the masses,
The dissolution of the middle-clags Parties of the right
and the temporary impotence of the middle-class Centre
left the Social Democrats_as masters of the political
field, supported by the demporari7 "Red" soldiers and
workmen, their task was to be the creation and organisat
zation of the German Republic - a task, which took them
completely unprepared ..., 1

The SPD leaders were overwhelmed by the multitude of problems

for whose solution they lacked both,; experience and theory.
A nation which, after four years of war, was experiencing
the collapse of not only all its hopes but also of its
entire political structure, could hardly find a new equi-
librium within anfew days., This condition of uncertainty

was increasedzby the ... soldiers, returning in millions
from the war,
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In vain d4id the socialist leaders look into their *-
textbooks to find the formula to solve the many problems with
which they suddenly were confrontedQ Many looked to Marx for
the solution. But Marx's writing lends itself to different
interpretations; Marx supplied a great amount of ideas and it
remalined for his successors to coordinate them, As he was
writing over a period of many years during which“manyfdﬂnhis
ideas evolved to a certain extent, some of his writings con-
tradict each other., At times he had advocated democratic
evolution towards socialism and at times he had preached the
inevitability of the class struggle and the érrival of the
dictatorship of the proletariat via the revolution} out of
this inconsistency stemmed the largest diviSion, the division
between democratic socialism and communism, 'By the end of
World War One Marx's writing had beern interpreted by many of
his disciples in many different ways and had become intermixed
with the philosophies put forward by other socialist and soﬁé
anarchist prophets. Thus, Marxism became the philosophical
base for meny competing left-wing parties,

The October Revolution in Russia aroused the more radi-
cal among the socialists in Germany, who hoped to carry out a
similar revolution in Germany., Many of them saw in Ebert a
German Kerenskl, whosesoverthrow would be the finél step of a
successful revolution. Thus, while the SPD leaders’' and the
right-wing USPD leaders' idea of an ideal revolution was &a“ =
bloodless transfer of power, the left-wing USPD leaders and

some Spartacists urged proletarians to take to the streets,
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The government, 1n desperation, believed that it had to rely

on the army to restore order. This step was the death-knell

C L
for the revolution. Untiglthen, fhe army as well as the
bourgeoisie, had considered themseives defeated and were pre-
pared to accept the working class as the new rulers of Germgny.
Withvthe working class hépéledsly divided, the counter revo=
lution made rapid gains.

The new SPD government's reliance on its traditional
enemies to protect it from what shpuld have been its friends
can be attributed to three factors., After losing the Great
War on such a scale, the country‘needed all its strength to
recupeeatée A clvil war would only have thrown Germany deeper
into the abyss. The Allied Powers, unable to prevent the s~
success of the bolshevik revolution in Russia, would not have
tolerated a repetition of it in Germany. The government did
not want to givetthem an excuse to send occupation troops into
Germany. In.addition, a successful Liebknecht-Ledebour-led
revolution would not have dealt leniently with the SPD leaders;

The abortive Kapp-Putsch gave the socialist government
the last chance to emasculate, with the help of the workers;
the milétary. In the words of Ernest Niekisch, "After the
Kapp-Putsch, as the bourgeoisie, whipped by the workers, ex-
tended its hand to the SPD, the SPD sold out the workers,
broke their unity, and let the soldiers logsenat?them%ﬁB
Althoughifthisostatement was somewhat exaggerated, it does
describe the feeling of many disillusioned SPD supporters.

Foremost of all divisive issues in the socialsit raw

camp was the controversy over Weimar or Rate Republic, Othémw
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factors contributing to the divisions were Comintern direcsi
tives, the inflation of 1923, the Depression, and the rise
of Nazism. The economic crisis of 1929 led to an increase
in extreme right-wing elements. The SPD, in order to prevent
a right-wing power-grab, failed in théteyes of the radicals
to take.a principled stand on importamt decisions by the Reidhs-
tag, such as armament spending and changes in social legis- |
lation. Thus, throughout the duration of the Weimar Republic;
the SPD found itself many times in posltions where, if it acted
strictly amcorddémng-toedogmas, or "principles”, it would have
endangered the democratic system and cleared the way for, at
first left-wing, later right-wing autocracies,

Exposed to the criticism of followers who expected
too much too fasi, the SPD leaders had to éontend with the
opposition of the Junkers, the financiers, the industrialists,
the militarists, and became often the victimsoséf right-wing
terrorists., In trying to cooperate with the Allied, Powers,
they made enemies out of many patriots without gaining any
vislible encouragement from abroad, Although it was reasonable
to assume that right after the War the Allies would have to-
lerated neither a right-wing nor a left-wing extremist regime
to replace the monarchy in Germany, the victorious powers &
displayed little support for the moderate policies of the SPD
and its middle-of-the-road coalitipnwpartners.

It was only natural that the.eﬁfumiallﬁﬁandfoﬁcthé-e
SPD as well as of any other party during that period would
produce tensions within these parties. However, the strong

bureaucracy of the SPD and the rigid organizational structure
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of the KPD allowed little or no internal dissent. Thus} dis-
senters were either forced to retract or to leave the party;
It can be considered a major fallure of both parties that
they could not cope in a constructive way with their internal
critics,

The SPD and the KPD could not prevent splits, but they
could ensure that the splinter groups.remained splinter parties;_
This was due partly to tradition and partly to their organi-
zational setup. It lay also in the lack of attractive alter-
natives offered by the splinter groups. The fact femains that
in Germany the SPD voter 1is &he most faithful voter. There
had beeﬁ occasions when German workers had their doubt about
the SPD, when they.agreed with communist and other left=wing
agitators that the SPD leaders were unworthy of their support,
There were even instances when the German proletariat was dis-
gusted o#er the SPD's shameless wooing of the middle-class
vote and its blatant support and toleration of bourgeois go-
vernments. There were elections when the SPD voters turned
away from the SPD. The most outstanding example of this was
the Relchstag election in 1920, when the SPD, in less than
18 months, lost over five million votes, three million of
these to the USPD., It 1is also true, that the KPD, over the
years, gradually but surely, overtook the SPD in Berlin and
a few other highly industrialized placesu. But most of the
SPD voters, who gave thelr vote once or twice to other parties;
returned to the SPD., The German working class, in spite of

the SPD's imperfections, voted SPD.
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The German worker phrased the word Parteibonzen for

the professional politicians, party and unlon bureaucrats

who led and still lead his party. This term is both, dero-
gatory and affectionate, It implies a bureaucrat, a rogue,
and a benevolent autocrat, It implies that the person so ¢
called is an experienced fighter for the workers' demands;
The worker knows that the Bonze has a cushioned job, that he
ig at times arrogant, but that he, out of self interest if
for no other reason, will look after thé workers' welfare.
Only the USPD and the KPD, and, to some extent, the Nazis,
succeeded in putiing a noticeable dent in this mass following
and, strangely, the word Bonzen was applied also to the leaders
of these parties, but of no other.

This faith in the SPD is not a blind faith, It often

was based on tradition. However, 1t was also based on achieve-

ments., It was the SPD that had fought for the workers and

had grown, in spite of Bismarck's repressive Sozialisten Ge-

setze, in spite of the imperial government's persecutions, to
becomeu'the biggest party in Germany. The SPD had organized
the trade unions which managed to shorten the working hours
and increase the workers' wages. In the parliaments the SPD
sponsored legislations the unions were interested in., It was
also the SPD that restored law and order in Germany after the
collapse of the Second Reich. Now, when the party experien-
ced difficulties and had to accept set-backs in social legis-
lation, the workers were unwilling to abandon it. _They lis-
tened to a Seydewltz; they agreed with a Seydewitz; but they

would not follow a Seydewitz into a new, unproven, party.
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Perhaps if this faith in the SPD had been blind faith
it would have been easier to shake, If a person Ffellowssa
party without seeing its faults, this person, once his eyes
are opened, can be swayed to follow another party., But a
person who follows a party, conscious of the faults and short-
comings of the party, cannot as easily be swayed, He knows
all the arguments against his party. The only way he can be
made to change parties is by motivating him. The argument
"you should pein us because your party is wrong" must be re-
placed with the proof that he should jein the new party bes
cause the new party 1is better., The splinter parties failed
to supply this kind of proof and motivation,

Already in 1919 Paul Lensch, in Die Neue Rundschau,

claimed ".., that in the Bpartakus Bund and among the Inde-

pehdents Lihe USP§7 basically nothing different is expressed
as in the old ideology of the Soclaldemocracy from the Vor-
sugust /before the First World War/.”2 He saw no economic
and social difference among the members of the three parties;
they were all workers6.

One of the most prominent peculiarities we can observe

in the recent social revolutionary movements is the ex-
treme poverty on new ideas and points of view. One should
think, that such tremendous upheavals ... would bring a
multitude of new social ideas and reform plans .... In
this respect nothing new came to the foreground .,.. The
newer soclilalist movements are all based on the older
systems .... The leaders of the individual
groups are most eager to prove that precisely their pro-
gram i1s the only true fulfilment of th§ ideas of Karl
M a r x., /Emphasized in the original/

None of the parties had a useful overall program{ They
clamoured for a Rate system, yet none could give a clear and

unambigous definition of the type, function, and role of
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these Rate. Some of them, like the USPD, even called for &
dual system of Rate and parliaments. Yet at that time there
had been more.than one clear indication that the Germamn people
é¢1d not want a Rate republic. They all called for the dis-
arming of the boﬁrgeoisie and the military, the arming of the
proletariat, cancellation of war bonds held by individuals,
expropriation of large land holdings, big businesses, and *
banks., Most of their program was highly theoretical, often
dull and full of me-tooism and jargon. Although it had some
useful points, such as their proposals for United Fronts and
their demands for the involvement of employees in the decision-
making process, their programs were not very 1nspiring{
Basically, there was not much differénce between the
splinter parties. They disagreed on some objectives, mainly
because of their different interpretations of the political
and economic situation. What appeared to one group as a period
of relative stabilizatidnscef capitalism tand thusyunfavourable
to revolution, another group might describe as a revolutionary
period. While some, mostly those b6 the right of the KPD,
wanted to work under the present system in order to alleviate
the worst ills, others felt it was better to aggravate the
ills in order to hasten the arrival of the revolution which
21l felt would happen some day. Again, the ones to the right
of the KPD wanted to draw what they considered tosbe other po-
tential revolutionary classes, such as the petty bourgeoisie;
thé intelligentsia, the professionals, the farmers, etc; into
the socialist movement. The ones to the far left, on the other

hand, rejected all those classes as reactlonary. However small
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their differences were, each group claimed to have an inde-
pendent program.whichi was basically different from that of
all others. Yet, the smaller their differences were, the
more were they emphasized by the members of the respective
groups in order to justify their separate existence.

The splinter groups failed to attract a mass following.
Two of them, the USPD and the KAPD, had promising starts.

They could both, at their beginning, be classified as mass
parties. The USPD managed to keep its mass following for

four to five years, The KAPD lost it soon after 1its inception.
This party, ignoring parliamentary elections and opposing the
socialist free trade unions, could only hope to flourish during
periods of crisis. Once the Weimar Republic moved into the
first stabilization period and people felt secure, revolution-
ery parties had no appeal to the masses, The employed warkers
had too much to lose to get involved in mass strikes and revo-
lutions. They were not looking for radical changes, but only
for day-to-day improvements. Improvements could be found by
electing a sympathetic govemment and by strengthening the
trade unions. The ballot box was the means for political
changes, the bargaining tablezfor economic changes. The
barricades could only lead to disaster.

Some of the splinter parties (e, a. the Levites) never
intended to become & mass party. The Levites were looking for
a political realignment.

| We refused, from the first day of our existence, to form

our own party: we believed that there are too many prole-
tarian parties. We stated from the first day on that our
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duty can only be the task to do our share in accomplishing
the reunéfication of all the fighting proletarians of
Germany.

The left and ultra left communist groups of the mid
twenties could never hope to develop into mass parties., Their
programs and:taetlics were not much different from the KPD's,
offering the voters no valid reason to switch from the KPD té:
them. Once they had parted from the KPD their supporters left
them. The same held true for the KPO. Most proletarians saw
no future in attempting to create yet another working class
partyQ

Some of the splinter groups; the RK for example, were
deliberately designed to be ggggé organizations: A mass fBlbw-
ing . was not desired. Not even the SAP, which united many of
the splinter parthbes under its banner, could attain the status
of a mass party,

One Qf.the strongest motives of sosialistzparties is
to change society. This can best be accomplished by becoming
the government or by being able to influence the government,
It can also be effected by educating the masses, In this aim
the splinter parties also failed. Their effect on the Weimar
Republic was small., At the best it can be argued that they
influenced the Weimar Republic through the SPD., By leaving
the SPD and existing separately they weakened the relative
strength of the left wing within the SPD, thus alléwing that
party's course to sway towards the righf. But it is debatable
whether %heir presence in the SPD would have altered that
party's course considerably, since most of those who abandoned

the SPD did so when they realized that all their efforts to
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steer the party were frustrated; The same holds ﬁrue for i
those who came from other parties. Before leaving ; party,
the founders of splinter parties tried to move the mother
party towards their way of thinking. Breaking away from a
party signified the failure of these individuals to convince
others of the value of their ideas.

Leaving the party did not always end their efforts _
to reform it. The ultra lefts of the mid twenties, the Tfots-
kyists, and the KPO did not cease after their expulsion to
consider the KPD their party. Thelr objectives were not to
create new parties, although this is what in effect they d4id,
but to steer thé KPD from without into what they considered
the correct course., None of them succeeded.

One of the biggest reasons for the failure of the «
splinter parties was their lack of resources. While other
parties received financial support from industry, churches,
trade unions, and the Comintern, left-wing splinter parties
had to rely solely on donations by individuals., It was easier
to book a few modest successes in small localities where their
~candidates were known personally. In the impersonal atmosphere
of the larger cities they had to compete against the efficient,
well financed apparatus of the bigger parties. Splinter pgrties
had not only to fight the Establishment, but also the left-
wing mass parties. DBoxed in by the bigger parties, with not
enough money to use the mass media, they remained isolated from
the masses and Wére doomed to impotence. Their activities took

place outside the mainstream of German politics.
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The uneven distribution of members sand supporters also
contributed to the failure of the splinter pérties. Most of
the splinter groups had a few cluster-like centres of support
and a thin sprinkling of members in the rest of Germany. Al-
though all of them claimed to be national parties or organi-
zations, only a few deserve to be called this., There are
many regions in Germany where voters never have heard of most
of the splinter partpes. |

Moreover, splinter parties were the result and the
victims of the Weimar Constitution. The electorial system
both, encouraged and frustrated splinter parties. Under this
system a party was allotted one seat for each 60,000 votes.
Thus, 1t was theordldcally possible for splinter parties to =
elect some deputles in splte of the fact that the big parties
received more votes in each district. However, a party could

not receive more seats on its Relchsliste than it received in

the districts., Thus, in ordér to elect anyone, & party would
have to receive a minimum of 60,000 votes in one group-of-
districts, of which at least 30,000 had to come from one dis-
trict., As this system encouraged voters to vote for parties
rather than individuals, incumbents were.usually defeated 1if
they switched be a smaller party.9
The lack of success of the splinter parties léd to

in-fighting., After each fallure a scapegoat had to be found,
As their orgamization shrank, their ideological basds narrowed

and their toleration level of divergent views declined. This,

as a rule, led to the formation of new splinter groups.
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There is, however, evidence that some splinter parties
were moderately successful in various municipal elections, In
small municipalities the voters are more familiar with the
candidates, candidates require fewer votes to be elected than
in other elections, The major parties' organizational struc-
ture in small towns was as small, in cases even smaller, than
that of the splinter parties. Moreover, the voter considered
it a small risk to test the candidates of minor parties at the
municipal level, something he hesitated to do on the federal
or state level, as he}did not want to waste his vote. Thus,
the same voter who ﬁad shown his confidence in the SAP or the
KPO, for example, would:vote differently in the state or the
federal elections.

' The existence of splinter parties has often been bl
blamed for the break-down of democracy and the victory of
the Nazis., There is no doubt that the disunity of the Left
was a strong factor in helping Hitler to gain power. This
disunity not only prevented any socialist party from galining
an ahsolute majority through the ballot box, it also discre-
dited the socialists in the eyes of many Germans who, subse-
quently, set*their hopes ion Hitler. It can also be argued
that the presence of splinter parties affected the votes the
two major left-wing parties recelved to anmuvh greater extent
than the statistics indicéte. Many active and vocal g&xleaders
of the SPD were members of splinter parties. Had they remained
in the SPD, they would have strengthened that party's left

wing.. Without an active Left, the difference between the
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SPD and the middle-of-the-road parties, such as the Centre

and the Deutsche Demokratische Partei (DDP) seemed at times

very slim. Thisafact might well be responsible for the growth
of the KPD (although the éommunists claimed that the splinter
parties were an obstacle to their growth, as they offered the
dissatisfied SPD voters an imaginary socialdemocratic alter-
native).

On the other hand, to overemphasize the effect splinter
parties had on the faillure of Weimér is to exaggeraﬁe their
influence on the political scene in Germany. The splinter
parties' share of the vote did not seriously hamper the SPD's
chance to gain an absolute majority. The feud between the
SPD and the KPD was more damaging to the unity of the Left
than the emergence of countless tiny splinter parties. Being
small and isolated, the splinter parties' outlook became quite
narrow., This enabled them to concentrate more intensively
on individual problems.‘especially oﬁ the Nazi phenomenonQ
Splinter parties, as a rule,féught the Nazis harder than their
brothers in the SPD and the KPD did., As a consequence, they
suffered more under Nazism too,

Thus 1t is wrong to blame the left-wing splinter par-
ties for the difficulties of Weimar and the victory of the m'
extreme Right. Splinter parties were not factors, but symp-~
toms of the soéial and political condifions of theé.Weimar
Republic, The victory Bf Fascism was the result of a series
of events which had also ﬁroduced splinter parties. Both

are the products of the same causes. The same historical
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developments, the same social conditions, the same economic
difficulties which led to fascism, caused left-wing splinter
parties. It produced disunity on the left as well as on the
right. The failure of both, right-wing and left-wing poli-
ticians to cope with the problems led to the formation of
splinter parties. The NSARP was once just another one of the
countless fascist and semi fascist small parties. The differ-
ence . was that the NSDAP had, besides its efficient organi-_
zation, outstanding leaders who could arouse the masses, po-
larize the right, and win the confidence of those who could
supply the resources needed in order to change it into a mass
party. The left lacked the dynamic leadership to do the same;
Thus, the pauperized petty bourgeoisie, the impoverished ;n—
telligentsia, the over mortgaged farmers, and the poverty-

striken "Lumpenproletariat" rallied around the swastika,

Splinter parties reflected the social and pélitical
nature of Weimar Germany. After the authoritarian Bismarckian
type of government the Germans found themselves suddenly in
possession of political freedom, while many of them had lost
their economic base through the Greaf War and its after effects.
Whereas in England the Cénstitutional Monarchy encouraged
participatory democracy, the German Monarchy discouraged it.
Thus, the Germans were not prepared for democracy. Also, :
unlike 1in Russia, there was no revolutionary autocratic group
which succeeded in replacing the monarchy as the political
ruling body. Thus, for fourteen years Germany experiencea .«
with the newly won political freedoms., During these years

Germany experienced severe economic changes. The social mo-
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bility, the break-down of the old Spiessblrger morality, at

least in the large cities, the unceasing economic warfare
between émpioyers and employeeé. the political rowdyism,

the reocéuting internal and external economic crises created
an atmosphere which displayed the symptoms of "Capitalism in
its stage of decay" as prédicted and described by Karl Marx.,
"But this /political/ splintering reveals the profound social
decay of the German society".lo Thus, splinter parties weré
also symptoms of the social and moral decay of Weimar.

In the same.way.as.splinter parties in general were
symptoms of the cdais. triddén Weimar Republic, so, in parti-
cular, were left-wing splinter groups symptoms of the crisis
in German socialslism and communism and in the Comintern. Ger-
man socialismswas in a transitional period; the SPD was chan-
ging from a class party to a pebple's party. The First World
War had destroyed the myth that the SPD was a revolutionary
party. The Revolution, which brought the SPD into power,
showed the SPD as a law-and-order party. When this became
clear to the rank-and-file membership, many had to reevaluate
their position in regards to the SPD. In particular towards
the end of the Weimar Republic the appearance of splinter
parties can be seen as the attemptsitewardstbhe reshapingodfl
the socialist movement, the search for THE ONE socialist party.
Thus, the time between the end of the Great War and the as-
sumption of power by Hitker had been a time of political
Darwinism in GErmany.

During that period World Communism still suffered *
from its childhood &i3mets: The policy of the Comintern,

especially from the mid twenties on, could be compared to
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a journey taken by a group of people while sitting on a
flatcar, pulled by an engine at an excessive speed over a
curvy road., At every turn a few of the passengers fell off,
mostly those sitting on the outside, on the fringes. The
ones in the middle, also the ones who ¢ould see ahead and
thus anticipate the next curve and adjust thelr position
remained. A& very few who fell off succeeded in climbing
back on again, and as most of them wanted to continue their
journey, there appeared at every turn little groups of tra-
vellers. The KPD, as well as the communist parties in other
countries, going through the process of bolshevization and
Stalinization, gradually succumbed to the domination of the
Comintern. Those individuals who wanted an independent
German communist policy found themselves isolated and removed
from responsible positions.

The failure of the left-wing splinter parties does
not necessarily mean that their péItcies and efforts were
worthless. The study of their history is not only a study
of failure, but also a study of courage and integrety. There
were socialsits who were prepared to forsake the relative ..
security, the prestige, and the political influence that mass
parties in a democratic society offer tbotheir.leaders. They
went out into the political wilderness to probe and wté *
search for new ways of establishing a better society.

Their ideas were not all of a world saving_nature.

As shown, many were of little value., Nevertheless, they had

jdeas., It was a tragedy that the two large working class



150

parties were too deeply engaged in their fraticidal struggle
to pay attention to proposals coming from some obscure little
group. Given a larger audience and the cooperation of all
socialists, there 1s an outslide chance that one of the pro-
posals put forward by a splinter group might have stopped
Hitler. As GQ K} Chestérton said in "What!s wrong with the
world", |

eee modern idealists ... always thought that if a thing

has been defeated it has been disproved. Logically, the

case is quite clearly the other way, The lost causes are
exactly those Which might have saved the world.1l}
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XYII (April 22, 1921 » op. cit., p. 3 5."""‘“-‘?"
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KPD, blamed a rival pacifist organization for this. He clai-
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NO ELECTION PARTICIPATION, because today it does not
develop /clas—7 consciousness, but supports the fesud perpe-
trated by monopoly capitalism, it 1is counter revolutionary.
The electlion is a provocation of the working class ...

N6 ELECTION PARTICIPATION, because it is today and
here a political crime. One can not prove the 1mpotence of
parliamentarism by teking part in it ...

N6 ELECTION PARTICIPATION, for the reason "to get k
known", because ... a proletarian party is not a new
S h op 1in menacing proximity of the older competition,
with: vhich..one has to compete by using noisy advertising,
'handbill distribution, and staircase barking to bargain for
mass attendance

Therefore éﬁr@amoganeia:
‘ NOT: ELECTION STRUGGLE...
BUT: CLASS STRUGGLE!!!!!
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May i‘p1924 2118q {20.6 May 4, 1924 |16.1 21.9
Pec, 7, 1924 {32.1 19,1 Dec. 7, 1924 24,7 112.1
May 220, 1928 34 29.4 May 20, 1928 29,6 11.8
[Sep. 14, 1930 128 133 Sep, 14, 1930 |21.3  [17
July 31, 1932 |27.9 33.4 uly 31, 1932 |18.7 20.6
yMarch ~ 5, 1933 ]22.5 30.1 March 5, 1933 16.6 16.8
Cologne-A,la ChlSPD, % |KPD, % [DUsseld.-West SPD, % | KPD, %
May 4, 1924 110.1 14.2 May 4, 1924 9.7 18.9
Dec. 7, 1924 115,1 8.8 May 20, 1928 17.2 1477
Sep. 14, 1930 [14.5 14.5 March 5, 1933 9.1 15.5
Oppeln SPD, % |kPD, % |DUsseld.-East |:SPD, % | KPD, %
May 4, 1924 1 4.2 16,7 ay 4, 1924 {11.4 24.9

" (The same pattern held true in all elections). . :

5Paul Lensch, "Am Ausgang der deutschen Sozlaldemokratle".
Die Neue Rundschau, pp. 385-404, XXX. Jahrgang Ber Freien Buhne
{Berlan: S. Fischer Verlag, 1919). p. 401,

61vid., p. 402.

7Karl Diehl, Die Diktatur des Proletariats und das
Ratesystem (Jena: Verlag von Gustav Fischer, 1924), Second
Edition, pp. 2-3.

8Brass. D&umig. Friesland, Geyer, Hoffmann, Levi, "An
die revolutiondren Arbeiter Deutschlands”, Die Freiheit, CXLI
(March 24, 1922, V. year), p. 1, on the occassion of their
joining the USPD.,

YPor the purpose of federal elections in the Waimay
Weimar Republic Germany was divided into 35 electorial districts.
These districts were joined together in groups of two or three
Groups-of-Districts. 1In each electorial districts political
parties could nominate a list of candidates., It was quite
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common that the same list was used in several districts or
that some candidates appeared on several lists of the same
party but in different districts. The voters then voted for
the whole list, in practice, for the party. For each 60,000
votes a party received within a district the party was aldt-
ted one deputy of 1its cholce, Unused portions of the votes
could be transferred and added to another district within the
same Group-of-Districts,wpibiided that in the other district
the party received at least 30,000 votes, that is, half of
what is required to elect one deputy. If there were still
unused votes available they then were transferred to the Relchs-
liste. The party could then use the accumulated unused votes
to appoint a deputy for each 60,000 votes. However, a party
could not receive more deputies from its Reichsliste than it
elected in districts. Thus, 1t was possible for splinter
parties to recelve more than 60,000 votes throughout Germany
without electing a single deputy. Parties, which did not have
e Reichsliste, could request that their unused votes be given
to another party. '

'10Paul'Fr811ch. *Die deutschen Reichstagswahlen”, Dle
Kommunistische Internationale, XXXIV-XXXV{ (Mpy 1924) (Lpp.
op¥oeit., DpP. 79.

11G, X, Chesterton, "The unfinished Temple”, Whats wrong
with the World (London: Cassel & Co., LTD., 1912), D. 36.




A SELECTED BIBLIOGRAPHY

A. PRIMARY SOURCES

1. Unpublished Dokuments

Records of the Reichsgleader of the SS and Chief of the German
Police (Reichsfihrer SS und Chef der deutschen Polizel),
The American Historical Assocliation and General Services
Administration, Washington: National Arbhives, 1958,
Microcopy T-175, Roll 422, Frames 2,949,817-2,949, 848,

2., Reference Wotksial

Dittmgnn, Wilhelm, Das politische Deutschland vor Hitler.
Zirich: Europaverlag, 1945,

Statistik des deutschen Reichs. Die Wahlen zum Reichsta

‘ am %, May und 7. Dezember, 1924, CCCXV, i-u¥, 192%, Die
Wahlen zum Reichstag am 20. May 1928, 'CCCDXXII, 1-11T1, 1928,
Die Wahlen zum Reichstag am 14, September 1930, CCCBXXXII,
1-111, 1932, Die Wahlen zum Relchstag am 31. Juli und
6. November 1932 und am 5. MArz, 1933, CDXXXIV, 1935, Flati

Berlin: Verlag von Reimar Hobbing.

Statistisches Jahrbuch fiir das deutsche Reich. XXXIX-DII,
Berlin: Verlag von Reimar Hobbing, 1920-1933,

Statistisches Jahrbuch filir den Preussischen Staat., XVI and XVII,
Berlin: Preussisches Staatliches Landamt, 1920 and 1921.

3. Published Documents o a

Brunet, René. The New German Constitutlion. Translated from
French by Joseph Gollomp. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1922,

Dokumente und Materialien zur Geschichte der Deutschen Ar-
belterbewegung, January 1919 - May 1919, Institute fur
Marxismus-Leninismus beim Zentralkomitee der Sozialistischen
Einheltsparteil Deutschlands. Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1958,

Friedensburg, Ferdinand. Dle Weimarer Republik. Hannover:
Norddeutsche Verlagsanstalt, 1957.

169



170

Hillmann, Ginther (ed.j. Selbstkritik des Kommunismus. Rein-
beck bel Hamburg: Rowohlt Taschenbuch Verlag, GmbH, 1967.

Der Erste und Zwelte Kongress der Kommunistischen Internatio-

;. ©tpnale, Herausgegeben vom Zentralkomiteecder SED, Berlin:
Dietz Verlag, 1959.

Kool, Frits (ed.). Die Linke gegen die Partei-Herrschaft,
Dokumente der Welt Revolution, Volume III., Oltens: Walter

Verlag, 1970,

Lenin, V. I. Collected Works, Marxist Library XI, v, Works
of Marxism-lLeninism revised translation April 1970, New

York: International Publishers, 1934,

+ Collected Works, Volume XXXI, Aprii-December 1920,
Log%on: Lawrence & Wishart, Moscow: Progress Publishers,
1966.

+» Selected Works, Volume X, Moscow: Co-operative
Publishing Socliety of foreign workers in the USSR, 1937.

Levi, Paul., Zwischen Spartakus und Sozialdemokratie, edited
by Charlotte Beradt. Politische Texte, W. Abendroth, ed.
Frankfurt: Europaische Verlagsanstalt, 1969.

Protokoll des III. Kongress der Kbmmunistischen Internationale.
Moscow: Verlag der Kommunistischen Internationale, 1921,

TJaden, K., H., Struktur und Funktion der "KPD-Opposition”(KPO),
#PtiII, Volume IV, Marburger Abhandlung zur politischen
Wissenschaft. Meisenheim am Glan: Verlag Anton Hain, 1964,

Weber, Hermann (ed.) Der deutsche Kommunismus - Dokumente.
Koln: Kiepenheuer & Witsch, 1963,

(ed.). Der Ggﬁndungsparteitag der KPD - Protokoll
und Materialien, Frankfurt a, M,s Buropldische Verlags-
anstakt, 1969. :

« Die Wandlung des deutschen Kommunismus, Volume IJ
Die Stalinisierung der KPD in der Weimarer Republik,
Frankfurt a. M.: Europ34sche Verlagsanstalt, 1969.

4, Periodicals

Die Freiheit. Central Organ of the USPD. V. year, CXILI,
Berlin: March 24, 1922,

Die Glocke., XLIV, PFerldm-Neukolln: Verlag flir Sozialwissen-
schaft, January 30, 1924,




171

Die Internationale. Zeitschrift fir Praxis und Theory des
Marxismus. Berlin: Herausgegeben vom Zentralkomitee
der Kommunistischen Partel Deutschlands (Sektion der
Kommunistischen Internationale), Zentrale fliir Zeitungs-
verlage, February 1, 1927.

Internationale Presse Korrespondenz ( INPREKOR) . Germah
edition. XLV, (V1. year, March 19, 1926) LIV. (VI, year,
April 9, 1926), CXLI, (VIII. year, December 18, 1928),
Berlin, ‘ : ’

Die Kommunistische Internationale.XI, XIX. (T4v,ye82()}1920),
XViI. (I1l.yyesy, April 22, 1921), Petrograd; Smolny,
Sinoviev, et al,XXXI-XXXII, (V.year), I,(VII., yeer, Janu-
ary 1, 1926), III.(VII. gear). V. {VIII., year, February 1,
1927), Berlin: Westeurop&lsches Sekretariat@ep Komintern,
BRRo6te Fahne" Verlag.

Die Neue Rundschau, (XXX. Fear of the Freien Bilhne), Berlin:
S. Fischer Verlag, 1919.

Sozialistische Politik und Wissenschaft. Paul Levi, editor.
{I1. year), XX1I, (June &, 1925), XxXIII, (June 11, 1925),
XXVII, (July 9, 1925). Berlin: Internationale Verlags-

anstalt GmbH.

Vierteljahreshefte fir Zeitgeschichte, IV, (YII, year, Oc-
tober 1959), 1V, (1X. year, October 1§61}, UStuttgarti
Deutsche Verlagsanstalt. Miifichens Institute fiir Zeit~
geschichte. -

B2 SECONDARY SSOHRCES

1. Memoirs

Adolph, Hans J. L. QOtto Wels und die Politiik der deutschen
Sozialdemokratie - 1894-1939., verdffentlichung der his-
torischen Kommission zu Berlin, Volume XXXIII, Berlin:
Walter de Gruyter & Co., 1971.

Beradt, Charlotte. Paul Levi. Frankfurt a. M.: Europ8ische
Verlagsanstalt, 1969.

Buber~Neumann, Margaret. Kriegsschaupl&tze der Weltrevo-
Fation. Stuttgart: Seewald Verlag, 1967.

Ratz, Ursula. Georg Ledebour - 1850-1947. VerS8ffentlichung
der Historischen Kommission zu Berlin, Volume XXXI,
Berlin: Walter de Gruyter & Co., 1969.




172

2. Monographs

Angress, Walter T. &Stillborn Revolution, The Communist Bid
for Power in Germany, 1921-1923, ~ Princeton, New Jersey:
University Press, 1963,

Bennecke, Heinrich, Wirtschaftliche Depression und Politi-
86her Radikalismus - 1918-1938. Mﬁnchen “GUnter HOIzog
Verlag, 1970,

Bevan, Edwyn. German Social Democracy during the War. New
York: E. P. Dutton & Company, 1918, L .

Bock, Hans Manfred., Syndlkalismus und Linkskommunismus von
1918-1923., Marburger Abhandlung zut Politischen Wissen-
schaft, Volume XIII. Meisenheim am Glan: Verlag Anton
Hain, 1969,

Chéétertoh.'G;'K. What's wrong with the World. London: Cassel
& CQQSBtdop 19120

Diehl, Karl. Dle Diktatur des Proletariats und das RAtesystem,
Second edition, Jena: Verlag von Gustav Fischer, 1924,

Drechsler, Hanno. Dle Sozlalistische Arbeiterpartei Deutsch-
lands (SAPD). Marburger Abhandlung zur Politischen Wis-
senschaft, Volume II. Meisenhelim am Glan: Verlag Anton
Hain, 1965,

Eyck, Erich, A History of the Weimar Republic, Volure I, From
the Collapse of the Empire to Hindenburg s Election. C8m-
bridge, Massachuset®sry: Harvard University Press, 1962.'

Fischer,BRuth. Stalin and German Communism. Cambridge: Har-
vard University Press, 1948,

FPlechtheim, Ossip K. Dile KPD in der Weimarer Republik. Frank-

furt a. M., Europ8ische Verlagsanstalt, 1969,

Hunt, Richard N. German Social Democracy - 1918-1933, New
Haven: Yale University Press, 1964,

Inlau, Olaf. Die Roten Kdiipfer, Marburger Abhandlung zur
Politischen Wissenschaft, Volume 14, Meisenheim am Glan:
Verlag Anton Hain, 1969,

Kastning, Alfred. Die Deutsche Sozlialdemokratie zwischen
Koalition und Opposition - 1919-1923, Paderborn: Ferdi-
nand Schoningh, 1970,

Niekisch, Ernst. Die Legende von der Weimarer Republik. KOln:
Verlag Wissenschaft und Politik, 1968,




173

Prager, Eugen., Geschichte der USPD, Berlins Verlagsge-
nossenschaft "Frelheit” eGmbH. 1921. ‘

Roéenberg,&ﬁﬁbhur. A History of the German Republic, New
York: Russel & Russel Inc., 1965,
' sapstin 1 fI e g
Schachenmayer, Helmﬁéh’"&r&hur Rosenberg als Vertreter des
Historischen Materlalismus, Wiesbaden: Otto Harraso-
witz, 1964,

Sternberg, Fritz. Der Faschismus an der Macht. Amsterdam:
Verlag Contact, 1935.

Tjaden., K. H. Struktur und Funktion der "KPD-Opposition”
(KPO). PBRart I. Marburger Abhandlung zur Pollitischen
Wissenschaft, Volume &V, Meisenheim am Glan: Verlag
Anton Hain, 1964,

Waldmann, E., The Spartacist Uprising of 1919. Milwaukee:
The Marquette Press, 1958, '

Weber, Hermann., Die Wandlung des deutschen Kommunismus,
Two Volumes., Die Stallnislerung der KPD in der Welmarer
Regublik. Frankfurt a. M.: EBEuropdische Verlagsanstalt,
1969, .




174

APPENDIX 1

AGE AND OCCUPATION OF 42 SAP MEMBERS ARRESTED BY THE NAZIS

Age of 42 85 members arrested Occupatidn of 42 SAP: meémd
in Berlin between 1933 and 1937 bers. arrested in Berlin
Born before 1880 ssseecececes 1 betwween: 1933 and 1937:

Born between 1880 and 1890 .. 6 Workers, white collar .. 8
Born bétﬁeen 1890 and 1900 .. 4  Workers, blue collar ,, 2
Born betﬁeen 1900 and 1910 ..19 APBISBAS seveeresvenrcee 3
Born after 1910 ceeeevccccses 9 Professionals seeesecess 4
No age ZiVeN .seesevossccccece 3 CLVAl S6rvants e..eseeee 1

Merchants seececesvecece 2
Students Ces e ss00sesenne 4
Not given .seeeecescnnseslb

Records of the Reichs Leader of the SS and Chief of the

German Police (Reichsffihrer 5SS und Chef der deutschen Polizel),
The American Historical Associatlion and General Services Ad-
ministration (Washingtons: National Archives, 1958) R 613,
Microcopy T-175, 422, Roll 283, Frames 2,949,817-2,949,848,




_Ostpreussen {Zast Prussia),.
- Berlin L..eeeeeccecseencnnns
~Potsdam II ....cvevaococoncs
Potsdam I ,,,,000ccccccecas
Frankfurt a, 0. ....ccv000ee
Pommern (Pommerania) .......
Breslau ....o00c0c0vcecccess
Liegnitz ....c00vvvcvccecccs
Oppeln ....oevvevcconsncecss
Magdeburg ..eeceeeesvessses.10
L : Merseburg .....coeveeeceoaedll
*/—id"f There is no- : " Thiringen (Thuringia) ......12
. Tine in the original to 1nd1cate the boundary between districts 22 and 23,

OO UL W

Schleswig-Holstein .......13
Weser-Ems ,...occcee0e000.14
Osthannover ,.....cceeee0.15
Sédhannover—Braunschweig..16
Westfalen Nord ....cce000.17
Westfalen SUd ............18
Hessen-NassSal ..eeecieeesol9
KOln-Aachen ......ceee0e0.20
Koblenz-Trier ,,,4900000..21
Disseldorf Ost ..eeeeeo...22
Dlsseldorf West .eeeoese...23
Oberbayern-Schwaben ......24
Niéderbayerns...ceeeeesees2d

-:Frahken 01.00010000000000026

pfalz (Palatinate) .......27
Dresden-Bautzeén ..........28
Leipzif seeeesececenceaeead9
Chemnitz-Zwickau .........30
Wirttembersg .eeececeseessadl

Baden .o.cao.o..ocoto.oooo32.

HeSSen—Damstadt .000-00.033
Hamburg 00000000000000000034
Mecklenburg .eeeeeeeeeceesdd

Wilhelm Dittmann, Das politlsche Deutschland vor Hitler (Zdruch huropaverlag, 1945)
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AN GERNAN $TATES AND PRUSSAN PROVINGES -
O Superimposed upon : , h
Slesvidn. N ﬁlectorial districts.
Melsteis g Exst
A . { D
Ry 4 S . P’nssi‘(
X Pom wip) _
. o o o _
W-Waldeck
H-State of Hesse
A-Anhalt

Z-Hohenzollern (Prussia)

D-Lippe (Detmold)™
L-Schaumburg-Lippe
M-Mecklenburg-Strelitz
S-Mecklenburg-Schwerin

1-Bremen
2-Hamburg
3-Libeck

T XIaNEdav

2 dVi
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L.F=Large farming
S F- Small farming
@3- Heavy industry
3-Light industry
G- 'C‘:ottage industry
+ - Mainly Protestant
+ - Mainly Catholic
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APPENDIX 5

SOCIALIST VOTES IN PROTESTANT FARMING AREAS

In the Reichstag election of June 6, 1920, the SPD exceeded its
national average in Schleswig Holstein, heavily in Mecklenburg, Hesse-Darm-
stadt, East-Hannover, and South Hannover-Brunswick. The USPD exceeded its:
national average in South Hannover-Brunswick..The KPD exceeded its national
average in wirttemberg. Together the left-wing parties cxceeded their na-
tional average in Mccklenburg, Hesse-Darmstadt, and heavily in South Hannover-
Brunswick. (SPD 21.6%, USPD 18.9%, and KPD 1.7%, for a total of 42.2%)

~ In the Reichstag election of May 1924 the SPD exceeded its national
- average of.20,5% in Schleswig-Holstein, Weser-Ems, East Hannover, South Han-
nover-Brunswick, Hesse-Darmstadt, and Mecklenburg, The KPD exceeded its 12.6%
in none of the protestant farming arecas. For the following Reichstag elections
see the table below.

| Electorial Dec, | May Sep, | July | Nov, | March
District 1924 | 1928 | 1930 {1932 | 1932 | 1933
Schleswig- SPD | 30.3%4| 35.3%| 29.8% | 26.74| 24.7h{ 22.2%
Holstein | xPD| 6.7%| 7.9%4) 10.6%|10.7%} 13.3%| 10.7%
tog. 37.0%| 43.2%] 40.4% | 37.4%] 38.0%| 32.9%
SPD | 24.6%| 30.2%| 24.7% | 20.9%] 19.8%| 16.2%
_ Panmern kpD| 5.8%] 6.1%| 8.8%|10.7%) 12.1%| 7.6%
tog. 30.4%] 36.471 33.3% |31.6%) 31.9%] 23.8%
| SPD | 25.4%] 29.3% | 24.3% | 23.4%5| 21.35] 19.6%
Weser-Ems | kPD| . 4.6%{ 5.1%| 6.3%{ 7.9%| 10.3%| 7.9%
tog 30.0%| 34.4%| 30.6% | 30.3%| 31.6%f 27.5%
East SPD | 28.1%] 32.8%{ 28.1% | 24.5%| 23.3%] 19.7%
Hannover | xpD| 4.5%| 5.8%4) 7.5%4 | 8.2%f{ 10.3%{ 7.5%
tor.| 32,6%| 38.6%] 35.6% | 32. 74| 33.6%) 27.2%
South SPD | 35, 74| 45.6%| 39.4% | 31.5%( 31.0%| 27.9%
Hannover- | KPD| 4.6%1 3.5%4| 5.5%| 8.2%| 8.2%f( 17.5%
Brunswick | tog. 40.3%| 49.1%| 44.9% | 39.7%| 39.2%| 35.4%
“Hesse- SPD | 35.6%| 32.3%| 28.9% | 26.2%| 23.3%| 21.7%
Darmstadt | KPD| 5.4%| 8.7%| 11.3% | 10.2%| 13.7%| 10.9%
tog] 41.0%| 41.0%| 40.2% | 36.4%| 37.0%| 32.6%
Mecklen— | OPD | 34.2%| 41.7%| 35.2% | 31.3%| 30.5%( 26.5%

burg KPD| 6.0%| 5.6%| 8.6%| 9.4%1 11.7%| 7.4% | .
tor| 40,2%| 47.3%| 43.8% | 40.7%| 42.2%] 33.9% BN

National | OPD | 26.03] 29.5%| 24.5% | 21.6%| 20.4%{ 18.3%
. Average p!| 9.0%| 10.651 13.1% | 14.3%| 16.9%| 12.3%
tog.| 35.0%1 40.4%] 37.6% | 35.9%| 37.3% 30.6%

" In.East Prussia, nearly entirely Protestant with large estates, in
Wirttenberg (mostly Protestant, mostly famer), and in Baden (half Protestant,
half atholics half farming and half industrialized) the SPD remained on the
average between 3 and 8 points below its national average, the KPD, between
1 and 4 points below. In elections to state assemblies in Protestant areas
the left-wing parties received:in Mecldenburg-Schwerin, on May.22; 1927,

SPD 40,7%; in Hesse, on November 11, 1927, SPD 32.6%, KPD 8.5%; in Lippe,
on January 18, 1925, SPD 34,6%; in Mecklenburg-Strelitz, on January 29, 1928,
SPD 37.9%; and in Schaunburg-Lippe, on April 29, 1928, SPD 49.2% and KPD 3.7%.

“Statistik des deutschen Reichs, Statistisches Jahrbuch, and Dittmann, op.cit.
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P D S P D KPD Total
Region " _Vvote
1919 1921 1938¢ 1921 1921 1919 1921
Berlin, votes 275,255 197,27 343,475 220,85% 112,299 982,481} 974,048
% 28,15 20.30 35.13 22,73 11.56 \
elected deputies 6 4 8 5 2 21 20
Potsdam (1-9) &
(10) in 1919 and
I and IT in 1921 233,634! 201,597, 603,865 385,404| 121,733§ 1,584,393 1,576,328
. % 14.75 13,70 39,00 | 25,00 . 8 '
elected deputies| 2/2.4-4; 2/2.- 4} 6/5 - 1) 4/5 - 9! 1/1 - 2| 15/13 -28 14/16 -30
Merseburg and M 74,754 M 70,340].0197,113 M667,109
Erfurt (in 1919 M 11.31% M 10.64%} M 29,.82%
together) votes| 350,656 E 51,001} 144,552 |E 31,608} E 31,917} 890,662 | E289,244
A 39.49 | E17.7% 16.28 | E 11003%| E 11.13% - T
_elected deputies 8 1/1 3 1(),0! 4(M),0 19 12(M), 3
Frankfurt a.0, 33,869 | 47,548 287,088 | 242,973 21,270 557,518 | 772,306
% 0.7 5,88 51.84 31.85 2,79
elected deputies (VI 0 , 6 6 0 12 17
Breslau, votes - 837 8,062 391,758 | 354,560 22,540} 836,343 | 892,675
(Silesia) - % 0.1 0.9 47,00 39.86 2.53
elected deputies 0 o 9 8 0 18 18
Cologne-Aix la - ’
Chapelle, votes 32 8,588 222,900 | 164,489 45,802 | 896,330 | 856,052
% 0.004 1.00 24,96 19.36 5.39
elected deputies 0 0 S 4 1 19 18
Coblence-Treves no 2,803 | 160,064 61,433 11.998 | 754,392 | 543,111
% slate: . 0.53 21.32 11.55 2,25
elected deputies | entered | 0O 4 1 0_ 18 10
Total, Prussia 1,280,803 {1,076,498{6,278,291 {4,295,305|%,23%,749|12669,541 |16,5€0, 742
o 7.42 6.58 -36,36 26,26 7.41 :
elected deputies ‘34 18 .45 97 19 402 333
allotted deputies 10 1% 12 85

1261 NI ANV 6163 -NI SIOIHISIA

NVISSNdd qALOITIS NI SITNSTY NOIIOITH ONIM-IJET

9 XIQNHddV

Statistiqphes Jahrbuch fﬂr den Preussischen Staat (Berlin: Preussisches Staatisches Landamt),
XVI, 1920, pp. 422-424, XVII, 1921, pp. 430-433,

64T
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APPENDIX 7

LEFT-WING VOTES IN THE REICHSTAG AND LANDTAG ELECTIONS OF 1924/25

[Electorial May 4, 1924 USPD SB
Disrict, SPD |KPD May 4, [1924| Dec,7, 1924 . Rgy 4, 1224
Reichstag % % votes | % votes % votes %
East Prussia 15,3 J11.7 | 5;194- 10.6 1,991 10.2 - -
Berlin 21.8 [20.6 [33,980.-13.1 7,905 0,7 8,306 D.8
Potsdam II 18,8 [13. 9,694 [1.8 4,366 0,5 | 3,947 D.4
Potsdam I 20.7 |14.8 15335@& 1.8 | §,%87 |0.8 3,999 P.5
Frankfurt a, 0. 20.1 6.8 | 6444L- 0.8 2,404 0.3 - -
Liegnitz 27.5 | 6.0 - - | 1,003 (0.2 - -
Mergeburg 15, 25,7 [123109:-0.7 3,922 [0.5 - -
Magdebur ~ ]32.0 [10.1 - - - - 3,606 P.4
Schlesw.-Holst. . [24.9 110.2 | 7,959 i 3L4%9 0.5 - -
East Hanover 1.3 7.9 - - 1,369 0.3 - -
3, Han.-Brunswic,*g 5.0 8.2 110,036 .0 ] 2,015 0.3 1=
Westfalia North 7.8 19,7 | 8,352 .8 1,995 |0,2 -
Westfalia South 16,1 (2129 (21,075 RL.6 | 10,710 0.8 - -

[ Cotogne-Aix la 1.0.1 j14.2 | 6,238 . 7 3,141 }0.4 - -

| Diisseldorf East  [11.d |24.9 | 9,800 Q.0 | 4,970 [0 - -
Dusseldorf West 9.7 118.9 6,283 D.8 3,387 (0.4 -~ -
Approximated total
for Prussia : 121,000 .0 | 60,000 l0.3 | 20,000 p.1
Prussian State el|:

Beg, 7, 1924 24.9 9.6 67,871 0.3
Brunswik State el,

Dec., 7, 1924 37.4 { 4.5 B 1,719 ]0.6

Oldenb. State el. |;

May 5, 1925 22.5 ] 2.1 403 p.2

Thuringian State |- ,

el, Feb, 2,,1924 [23.1 113.4 i 6,709 {0.8

Electorial - |May 4, 1924 vUSSYP' D S B

District, $PD |KPD May 4, 1924 Dec, 7, 1924 |May 4, 1924
| Reichstag % % votes | £ | votes Z votes | %

Thuringia 22.4 15,6 | 12,221 ]11.1 - - —— ~

Uppor: Bavy-Sw . 3.2 8.6 5,536 {0.6 2,977 0J2” = e

Lower Bavaria 9,2 | 7.1 1,883/0.4] 1,398 [0-3” —- -

Frankonia 323.3 | 6.1 6,094 [0.6 6,211 0.5 — -

Palatinate 23,3 13,5 | 1,282]0.4] 3,206 (0.8 - -

Total Bavaria

(4 Districts) 114,705 13,792
Dresden-Bautzen ﬂ%iLG 8.4 | 7,239]0,7] 3,289 0.3 — | -—=
Teipzig 0.2 [15.7 | 11,676[1.7] 6,098 [0.8 [11,597 (0.2
Chemnitz-Zwickau [27.2 [19.8 - - 2,049 0.2 4,963 [0C4
{otal Saxony '

3 Districts) 18,915 11,436 1 6,560
Baden 15.2 ]10.1 | 6,15310.7] 6,703 10.7 - —
Hesse-Darmstadt™ ,5 19,3 4,03810.6 932" 10,2* - -
Hamburge 27,7 [18.3 33,20610.51 1,569 0.3 - -

| Mecklenburg 126.5 110.9 | 2,059]0.5 986_ 10.3* - Z
Total Germany.!..{20.5 [12.6 |235,141[0.8] 99,183 0.3 {26,418 |0.1
(28 out of 35 '
districts)

*Sic, the: respective percentagessarerapgraded from 0,145% and 0.215%.

Compiled from Statistisches ~.Jahrbuch, op. cit,, 1924/25,pp. 390-391
1926, pp 454-455, 1937, pp, 498-499. > PP ’
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APPENDIX 8

LEFT-WING VOTES AT THE REICHSTAG ELECTION ON: MAY 20, 3988

E1. S P D | KP D USPD L K ASPD | valid votes
Dist. | votes j(depJivote [dep.] votes | votes | votes .cast
i 268,007]1 4 | 94,949 |1 - 25919 | 2,863 998,807
2 404,786 ] 6 1352,086 | 5 1,951 | 3,975 | 1,021 1,189,807
3 301,766 5 (172,316 | 2 1,071 | 3,373 | 1,180 986,512
4 342,664]1 5 N69,034 ] 2 1,617 | 4,087 | 2,102 989,177
5 271,145] 4 | 49,148 - | 1,228 | 2,264 762 819,177
6 271,57714 | 54,795 ] -~ - 2,063 | 1,591 898,542
7 367,2321 6 | 43,771 | - - - - 972,305
8 229,518 3 | 25,587 | -~ - 3,165 | 1,191 606,891
9 70,960} 1 | 71,626 )1 - - 563,952
10 391,014 6 |]65,850]1 ~ 2,392 - 909,377
11 171,967 2 76,113 ]2 1,563 | 3,409 - 720,535
12 367:904] 6 [137,169 | 2 — 4,386 | - 1,107,246
13 278,801 1 4 [ 62,1061 - 3,777 - 788,654
14 206,1121 3 | 35,637 | - - 1,738 ~ 701,760
15 168,6201 2 | 29,847 | = - -- - 514,377
16 477,346 7 | 36,216 | - 669 - - 1,046,762
17 293,541 4 107,00211 - 3,391 = 1,202,161
18 363,379} 6 [P45,700] 2 1,366 | 5,555 | 2,056 1,228,803
19 377,2051 6 193,093 ({1 3,037 ] 4,590 - 1,171,262
20 172,930 2 97,391 |1 1,154 | 3,986 - 934,496
21 68,8751 | 27,483 | - - - - 557,368
22 202,503 ] 3 ]238,725]3 - 3,080 | 2,144 1,067,829
23 143,3471 2 N22,108 | 2 - - - 832,539
24 - 265,1141 4 | 50,602 | - 566 - - 1,168,395
. 25 86,39811 12,496 |- - - 1,709 564,174
26 355,308 | 5 1.37;645 | - 456 | 1,781 ] 1,889 1,246,251
27 119,548 11 ) 27,645 | - 402 | 3,122% 718 412,065
T 28 400,502 6 [105,874 11 1,269 - 17,260 1,024,688
I 29 278,934 4 {121,331 {2 1,629 - 7,559 754,225
30 319,998 15 [154,362 |2 - 3,772 (10,008 953,866
31 272,018 14 |83,126 |1 - - 22730 11,152,387
32 204,306 {3 | 66,808 |1 2,102 | 4,886 | 3,860 909,378
33 192,376 [ 3 | 52,002 | - - 3,904 | 2,159 596,053
34 255,133 { 4 6,128 |1 - 2,415 | 1,106 692,745
35 189,668 | 3 | 25,498 | - 579 | 2,227 | 1,661 454,825
* AKPD

Compiled from Statistik des deutschen Reichs, op. cit.,
CCCLII, pp. 10-25 and (for the last column) Statistisches
Jahrbuch, op. cit., 1928, p. 580,
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APPENDIX 11, MAP 6

Patterns of socialist votes in the Weimar
' Republic.
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Number of elected deputies to the Reichstag by party affiliation,
|National :
Party Assembly |[July [May |Dec. [May |[Sep. |July |Nov. [March
1919 1920 [1924 [1924 {1928 {1930 (1932 ]1932 1933

Deutschnatio-

nationale-

¥olkspartei 44 71 95 | 103 73 41 37 52 52
" Deutsche

Volkspartei 19 65 45 51 45 30 7 11 2
Zentrum i

(Centre) 91 69 65 69 61 68 75 70 74
DDP

(Ilemocrats) 75 40 28 32 25 - -~ - -
Deutsche

Staatspartei

(Democrats) - - - -~ - 20 4 2 5
Sozialdemokraﬁ

tische Partei

(SPD) _ 163 108 1100 131 1153 1143 ]133 {121 |120
Unabhingige . .

(Independent) '

(USPD ) 22 88 - - - - - - -
NSDAP

(Nazis) - - 32 14 12 107 1230 |196 ; 288
Wirtschafts-

partei ~ - ~ 17 23 23 2 1 =
Bavarian

Volkspartei - 21 16 19 16 19 22 20 18
KPD

(Communists) - 4 62 45 54 77 89 (100 81
QOthers 8 7 29 12 29 49 9 11 7
Total 422 469 | 472 | 493 {491 577 | 608 | 584 | 647

Campiled from Statistisches Jahrbuch flr das deutsche Reich, 6p, cit.,
1920-1933 and from Ferdinand Friedensburg, Die Weimarer Republik,
(Hannover: Norddeutsche Verlagsanstalt 0. Goedel, 1957).
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APPENDIX 13

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE

Given the limited role ofssplinter groupsy few of the
classical histories of the Weimar Republic mention them, let
alone discuss them at length. What material there is ons:theil-
splintef partles is widely scattered. Very often the only
references to them are in histories of the two major left-
wing parties, the SPD and the KPD. |

The history of the USPD, however, provides an excep-

tion. Eugen Prager's Geschichte der USPD (1921) traces the

USPD from its beginning to the Halle Convention. The author,
a member of that party, tried to Jjustify the split from the
SPD, He bitterly denounced the Comintern, the KPD, and the
left USPD members for destroying a flouriéhing party. Aside
from this, nearly every book on left-wing splinter or mass
parties mentions the USPD.

Books on the SPD give some information on splinter

parties. Edwyn Bevan's German Socialdemocracy during the W

War (1918) is a thorough accouht of the splits within the
pre revplutionéry.SPD and contains parliamentary debates and

local newsp8&per sources, Richard Hunt's German Social Demo-

mocracy 1918-1933 (1964) is very general, somewhat superfi-

cial, and contains some errors., Alfred Kastnling relates

the anguish of the Social Democratic Party in Die deutsche

Sozialdemokratie zwischen Koalition und Opposition, 1919-

1923 (1970).
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Undouﬁtedly one of the best general works on German

communism in Weimar is Ossip Flechtheim's Die XPD in der Weimar

Republik (1969). E. Waldmann, The Spartacus Uprising of $£919

(1958) deals with the planning, execution, and defeat of,the,

falsely named, Spartacus uprising. Werner Angress, in Still-

Born Revolution (1963), gives a good account of the communists

involvement in the unrests and riots between 1919 and 1923 in
Germany. Stalinization of the German Communist Party is de-

scribed in Ruth Fischer's Stalin and German Communism {1948)

(a tirade against Thé&hlmann and Stalin), In Margaret Buber-

Neumann's Kriegsschagpl&tze der Weltrevolution (1967), and in

Hermann Weber's Die Wandlung des deutschen Kommunismus (1969},

The latter, a two volume.work, contains short biographies of
zcommunist leaders and documents on the communist movements
in general,

Information on the KAPD can be found together with

data on on other parties. G. Hillmann, in Selbstkritik des

Kommunismus (1967), gives, among other data, extracts of the

KAPD program. F, Kool's Die Linke gegen dile Parteiherrschaft

(1970) contalins many documents and writings by KAPD fouhders
and theoreticians such as Pannekoek, Wolffheim, Gorter, Rihle,

‘and Holz. Versuchung oder Chance? (1965), by Karl Otto Paetel,

relates the history of some national-gommunist organizations
between 1918 and 1945,

Outstanding in the field of splinter parties are the

contrivutions to the Marburger Abhandlungen zur politischen

Wissenschaft by H. M. Bock, Hanno Drechsler, Olaf Thlau, Werner

Link, and K. H. Tjaden. In Syndikallismus und Linkskommunismus
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(1969), H. M. Bock traced the anarchist and syndicalist roots

in the German workers' movement, He deals extensively with

the FAUD, the KAPD, the AAU, and the AAUE. In Die Sozialis-

tische Arbeiter Partei ¥8KP) (1965 Hs Drechsler wrote the

history of the SAP, He traced that party's roots back to

the USPD, the Levites, the KAPD, the Rote KiZmpfer, and the

KPO, Werner Link, in Geschichte des Internationalen Jugend-

bundes (IJB): und des Internationalen Sozialistischen Kampf-

bundes (ISK) (1964) relates the history and ideology of the

Nelsor Bund. Die Roten Kampfer (1965), by Olaf Ihlau, deals

with the KAPD, the SPD, and with the RK groups. The story

of the KPO is told by K. H, Tjaden in Struktur und Funktion

der "KPD-Opposition” (KPO) (1964). The latter work's second

part is entirely comprised of pr;mary materialg All these
books contain short biographies of the principal persons
involved in the various movements,

For a detailed account ofi Weimar Germany Erich Eyck's

A History of the Weimar Republic (Volume I, 1962 and Volume

II, 1963) is invaluable, Arthur Rosenberg's A History of the

German Republic (1965) is a precise, chronological account of

the Weimar Republic, written by a long time communist member
of the Reichstag, Ferdinand Friedensburg, who was for a while
chief of the police in Berlin during the Weimar Republic, kept
his notes hidden during the Hitler period. His work, Die

Weimarer Republik (196%) showscthéipmbéblems of his period

from a civil servantés point of view., Eriisb Niekisch's Die

Legende von der Weimarer Republic (1965) is a critical account

by a former Marxist, later anti fascist revolutionary conser-
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tive. Jon Jacobson's Locarno Diplomacy (1972) shows the in-

ternational influence and Heinrich Bennecke's Wirtschaftliche

Depression und politischer Radikalismus (1970) elaborates on

the economic influence on Weimar Germany. Wilhelm Dittmann,

in Das politische Deutschland ¥er Hitler (1945) provided st
statistics, graphs on election results, and mapg of each of
the thirty-five electorial districts, for each federal elec-

tion., René'Brunét's The new German Constitution (1922) and

Heinrich Oppenheimer's The Constitution of the German Republic

(1923) give not only the text of the Weimar Constitution, but

also elaborate on it.
An excellent biography on Paul Levi was written, under
the title Paul Levi (1969), by Charlotte Beradt. Ursula Ratz

published Georg Ledebour (1969), a rather unpolitical biography

of a highly political figure. Héans Adolph deals with a pro-

minent social democrat in Otto Wels und die Politik der deut-

schen Sozialdemokratie 1894-1939 (1971).

Fritz Sternberg's Der Faschismus an der Macht (19350

is valuable. Sternberg was not only the chief theorétician
of the SAP but also influenced earlier on the program of the
KAPD and the ideology of the Rote XKémpfer. Die Diktatur des

Proletariats und das Ratesystem (1924) by Karl Diehl attempts

to explain the different concepts of these two terms as held
by the various radical organizations,

Election gtatistics are presented in Statistisches

T

Jahrbuch and §t§ﬁsﬁmg§§_aéu%gghga_ﬂeichsc The latter gives
a district for district account of the slates presented, the

names, occupation, and hometown of each candidate, and the
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votes received. The various Protocolls, Progress R@ports,
and Resolutions of the Comintern meetings and sessions of
the ECCI and EECCI, published by the Comintern, provide an
/
lmmense amount of material on various communist parties and

contain some references to splinter groups. Paul Levi's

Zwischen Spartakus und Sozialdemokratie (1969), edited by

Charlotte Beradt, is a collection of letters, essays, and s
speeches by Levl from the time hé became a communist member

of the Reichstag until hé#s death. Der Grﬁndungsparteitag

der KPD (1969), edited by H. Weber, provides material on the
founding convention of the KPD.
Not much reference to splinter parties is contained

in contemporary SPD journals such as Die Gesellschaft, Sozi-

alistische Monatshefte, and Die Glocke, Levi's Soézialistische

Politik und Wissenschaft is, in this respect, better., Die

Kommunistische Internationale, Die Internationale, and the

Internationale Presse Korrespondenz give more information on

splinter groups, however, it is highly biased and venomousQ

Dokumente und Materialien zur Geschichte der deutschen Arbeitére

bewegung, and Geschichte der deutschén Arbeiterbewegupung,

both commissioned by Walter Ulbricht ahd the SED, border on

fiction. Die Neue Rundschau, an ihdependent review, has some

articles refering to the political affairs. Archiw flir Sozial-

geschichte and Vierteljahreshefte fur Zeitgeschichte have a

ﬁumber of articles on Marxism parties under Weimar,
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1918

1919

1920

October 30
November 7

10
11
28
16
25

27

December

January 1

5

12
15
19

6
11
16

February
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CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

Mutiny of the German Navy.,

Revolution in Munich,.

Flight of the Kaiser,

Ebert and the Volksbeauftragte assume thHe
office of state.

Meeting of the Berlin Workers' and Soldiers'
Councils in the Circus Busch,

Armistice,

Formak Abdication of Wilhelm II.

Congress of Workers' and Soldiers;, Council
meets,

Government uses troops against Berlin : ...
insurgents.

The USPD leaders withdraw from the provisional
government, .

Founding of the KPD (Spartakusbund) 4 Berlin,
Founding of the NSDAP in Munich.
Insurrection in Berlin (Spartakus week).
Troops defeat insurgents,

Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg murdered,
Election for the National Assembly,

The National Assembly meets at Weimar.

Ebert elected President of Germany by the
National Assembly.

First post War government appointed under
Scheidemann,

March (beginning)

(end)
20
22

June 29

August | 7-28

October - 8

March 13-17
April 5
June 6

25
August 17-28
October 16

November 26

December

'Réichstag

Unrest in Berlin, suppressed by troops.
Unrest in the Ruhr éfea, suppressed by
Freikorps.

Cabinet Scheidemann reslgns, Bauer forms
new cabinet.

Acceptance of the Treaty of Versailles,
Polish insurrection in Upper Silesia.
Haase, leader of the USPD assassinated,

- Kapp-Putsch,

Masz:deRction at the KPD convention at
Heldelberg leads to formation of the KAPD,
election,

Fehrenbach (Centre) chancellor,

Polish insurrection in Upper Silesia.
USPD splits.

KAPD receives associate membership in the
Comintern.,

The Left-USPD joins the KPD.



1921

1922

1923

1924

February

18
March 16-29
Ll 20
April
May 2

5

10

27
June
August 26
November 20
March

7

April 16
June 4

24
July 24
September

20-23

January 11
April 2
May 26
August 12

13

September 30
October 1
10

16

22-24

Novémber 9

15

May L
August 29
December 7
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Levl resighissasithatrman:¢f ;hhe. KPD,
Pfemfert, Rilnle, and Broh leave the KAPD,
form AAUE. . "
March Actlion in central Germany, Hamburg,

and in the Ruhr area, '
Plebiscite in Upper Silesia (60% for Germany),
Levl and others expelled from the KPD. '
Polish troops invade Upper Silesia,

London Ultimatum issued to German government.
Frelkorps defeat Poles on the Annaberg.
British, French, and Italian troops restore
order in Upper Silesia.

Bavarian USPD member Gareis assassinated.
Erzberger assassinated.

First KAG Reichskonferenz,

KAPD splits into a Berlin and an Essen section.
Occupation of the right side of the Rhine by
Allies. ‘

Treaty of Rappollo signed by Germany and

‘the USSR,

Attempted assassination of Scheidemann.
Rathenau._assassinated., .

.SPD .and USPD Relchstag deputies formian . .

Arbeitsgemeinschaft sozialistischer;?arteien.

USPD convention at Gera and SPD conventiénn.
at Augsburg leads tw reunification at Nuremberg.

Occupation of the Ruhr by Erench and Belgian
forces,

Rump-USPD splits over the Ruhr issue.

Alvert Leo Schlageter executed by the French.
Curzon Note an France and Belgium.
Stresemann replaces Cuno as chancellor.
Insurrection by Separatists in Diisseldorf.
Buchrucker Putsch attempt in Kiistrin.
Socialist-Communist government in Saxony.
Socialist-Communist government in Thuringia,
Separatist uprising in the Rhineland.
Communist uprising in Hamburg. '
Strikes and riots in Saxony (October Dis-
turbances), Reichsaktion against Saxony.
Hitler Putsch in Munich,

End of Inflation.

RReichstag election.

German acceptance of the Dawes Plan,
Relchstag election.,



1925

,,,,,

1927
1928

1929

1930

1931

1932

January. . 9
February 28
April 26
July
21
September 1
~ October 5-16
January 8
May 3
17-18
August s
September 3
28 -
November 5
May 13
March 15
April 9
May 20
June
Summer .. .
August 27
21
29
January .18;
September 24 .
' 26”
March 13
April 1
September 14
November
July 7
13
October 4
11
April 10
June 1
July 20

- KPD expells
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1

Barmat-scandal 1o'Berlin.

.Death of Ebert.

Hindenburg elected President of Germany.
ASPD founded

Ruhr Occupation ended.

Open Letter by the Comintern against the
German left Gommunists (Fischer-Maslow €eZe)e

Locarno Treaties..

KPD eipéiisa Katz group. _
KPD expellsd Korsch~-Schwarz group.:
Conspiracy of a PFutsch by Class. discovered,

~ KPD expells.. Fischer-Maslow group.'’

League of Nations admitts Germany.

K°r§°“‘35“““ﬁﬁ”%rﬁﬁ? gg%%%ém}naggoothers.

"Black Friday" at the Berlin Stock Market.

Panzerkreuzer A budget approved.

Lenin Bund founded.

Reichstag election. :
KEE_?EEr%élI Spartakusbund linkskommunisti-
tischer Organisaticnemk founded.

Comintern. makes . .left turn..

Kellogg-Pact.

December #HighBightmCamhmunisgbes pnesénﬁegnndadépsﬁdbnt“siate

31
September 6
December 3

for the municipal election in Stuttgart.
KPD expells Walcher, Frdlich, and others.
Relchskonferenz of the (right) Opposition
in the KPD at Berlin.

hComintern expells Brandler and Thalhe&mer.

New York Stock Market Crash.
Sklarek scandal.

Germany accepts Young Plan,

Briining becomes chancellor. '
Reichstag election. NSDAP wins 107 mandates.
Der Rote Kémpfer first published,

Hoover Moratorium on War Debts.

Closure of all banks. Credit Unions, and .
stock exchanges.,

Reichskonferene 6F t¥ie left SED at Leipzig,
SAP formed, .

Formation of theiﬂsnbbnrg r Front.

Reee&eot&nn of- Hindenburg.
Cabinet Papen takes office,

- Stastgstreich By Papen in Prussia.

Relchstag election, NSDAP wins 230:'mandates,

Reichstag election,

Cabinet Schleichet takes office,
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1933 January 30 Hitler becomes chancellor.
February 27 Reichstag fire., ) '
March 5 Reichstag election, NSDAP wins2288 mandates.
24 Ermgchtiggngsgesetz accepted.

it ) '



