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PUBLISHER’S NOTE

This translation of 'J. V Stalin’s
Political Report of the Central Com-
miltee to the Fifteenth Congress of
the C.P.S.U.(B.) has been made from
the Russian edition published by Gos-
politizdat, Moscow, 1949,
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THE ECONOMICS OF WORLD CAPITALISM
AND THE INTENSIFICATION OF THE STRUGGLE
"FOR FOREIGN MARKETS

a) The first question is that of the state of
production and trade in the biggest capitalist
countries.

The fundamental fact in this sphere, com-
rades, is that during the past two years, during
the period under review, production in the cap-
ilalist countries has exceeded the prewar stand-
ards, has gone beyond the prewar standards.

. Here are some figures pertaining to this.

Index of world output of pig iron: in 1925
it was 97.6 per cent of. prewar: in 1926 it was
already 100.5 per cent of prewar; for 1927 ngo
complete figures are available; figures are avail-
able for the-first half year, which ‘indicate a
further increase in the output of pig iron.

Index of world output of steel: 1925—118.5
per cent; 1926—122.6 per cent of prewar.

Index of world output of coal: 1925—97.9
per cent; 1926—a slight drop—96.8 per cent.
This was evidently the effect of the English
sirike. '

World consumption of cotton: 1925-26—108.3
per cent of prewar; 1926-27—112.5 per cent of
prewar,

World crop of five bread grains:?® 1925—
107.2 per cent of prewar; 1926—110 5 per cent;
1927—112.3 per cent.

Thus, slowly, in tiny steps, the general index
of world production is going forward and has
exceeded the prewar level.

Some capitalist countries, however, are not
going, but leaping forward, leaving ‘behind the
prewar level; for example, the United States of
America, and partly Japan. Figures for the United
States: output of manufacturing - industry
in 1925—148 per cent of prewar; 1926—152 per
cent of prewar; output of mining industry  in
1925—143 per cent of prewar; 1926—154 per
cent.

Growth of world trade World trade is not
proceeding as rapidly as production, it usually.
lags behind production, but for all that it has
approached the prewar standard. Index of for-
eign trade all over the world and in the major
countries in 1925—98.1 per cent of prewar;
in 1926—97.1 per cent For individual coun-
tries: United States of America—1925—134.3 per
cent of prewar; 1926—143 per cent. France—
98.2 per cent and 99.2 per cent. Germany—
74.8 per cent and 73.6 per cent. Japan—176.9
and 170.1 per cent.

In general and on the whole, world trade
has already approached the prewar standard
and some countries, the United States and Japan,
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for example, have already exceeded the prewar
standards.

Lastly, a third series of facts which indicate
technical progress, the rationalization of cap-
italist industry, the creation of new branches,
growth of trustification, growth of the -cartel-
ization of industry on an infernational scale.
These facts, I think, are known to everybody.
Therefore, I will not dilate on them. I will
merely observe that capital has prospered not
only as regards increasing output and trade, but
also as regards improving the techniques of
production, as regards techmical progress, the
rationalization of production; and all this has
led to the further strengthening of the largest
trusts and to the organization of new, powerful,
monopolistic cartels.

Such are the facts, comrades, that must be
noted, and which must serve as the point of
departure.

Does all this mean that, thereby, the stabi-
lization of ‘capitalism has become firm and
stable? Of course not! It was already stated in
the report to the Fourteenth Congress® that cap-
italism may reach the prewar standard, may
exceed this prewar standard, may rationalize its
production, but that this did not imply—did not
by a long way imply-—that the stabilization of
capitalism could become firm, that capitalism
could recover its former, prewar stability. On the
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contrary, it is this very stabilization, the -fact
that output is growing, that trade is growing,
that technical progress and the potentialities for
production are increasing, whereas the world
market, the limits of this market and the spheres
of influence of the individual imperialist groups
remain more or less stable—it is precisely
this that is giving rise to the deepest and
acutest crisis of world capitalism, which is
fraught with new wars and is threatening the
possibility of any degree of stabilization what-
ever.

Partial stabilization is giving rise to the inten -

sification of the crisis of capitalism; the growing
crisis is upsetting stabilization—such are the
dialectics of the development of capitalism in the
present period of history. N

b) The most characteristic feature of  this
growth of production and trade of world capi-
talism is that this development is uneven. De-
velopment is not proceeding in such a way that
the capitalist countries are moving forward one
behind the other, smoothly and evenly, without
hindering each other and" without upsetting each
other, but, on the contrary, in such a way that
some countries are being ousted and are de-
clining, while others are pushing forward and
upward; it is proceeding in the form of a mor-
tal struggle between continents and countries for
supremacy in the market.

11



The economic centre is shifting from Europe
to America, from the Atlantic to the Pacific. As
a consequence, the share of world trade of Amer-
ica and Asia is growing at the expense of Eu-
rope. )

A few figures: whereas in 1913, Europe’s
share of world foreign trade was 58.5 per cent,
America’'s—21.2 per cent and Asia’'s—12.3 per
cent, in 1925, however, Europe’s share dropped
to 50 per cent, America’s share rose lo 26.6 per
cent and Asia’s share to 16 per cent. While we
have countries in which capitalism is tearing
ahead (U.S.A. and partly Japan), we have other
countries which arein a state of economic decline
(England). Parallel with growing capitalist Ger-
many and rising countries which have beeu
coming to the front in recent years (Canada,
Austrahia, Argentina, China and India);, we have
countries with stabilized capitalism (France;
Italy). The number of claimants to markets is
growing, production potentialities are growing
and supply is growing, bui the dimensions of
markets and the borders of spheres of influence
remain more or less stable,

Such is the basis of the growing irreconcil-
able contradictions of present-day capitalism.

¢} This contradiction between the growth of
the potentialities of production and the relative
stability of markets is the basis of the fact that
the problem of markets is today the fundamental

12
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problem of capitalism. Intensification of the
problem of markets in general, especially the in-
lensification of the problem of foreign markets,
intensification of the problem of markets for the
export of capital in particular—such. is the
present state of capitalism. :

This, properly speaking, explains why t.he
working of mills and factories under capgglty
is becoming a common phenomenon. Raising
tariff barriers only pours oil on the flames.
Capitalism is finding that the present 1imits_0f
markets and spheres of infiuence are becoming
too tight for it, Peaceful attempts to solve the
problem of markets have produced no results,
nor could they do so. The well-known decla-
ration of the bankers in 1926 concerning free
trade ended, as is common knowledge, in a
fizsco.! The Economic Conference of the League
of Nations in 1927, the object of which was to
“4nite the economic interests” of the capitalist
countries, also ended in a fasco. The peaceful
rcad 16 the solution of the problem of markets
is closed to capitalism. There remains only one
“way out” for capitalism: a new division -of
¢olonies and spheres of infiuence by force, by
armed conflict, by means of new imperialist
wars. ' :

" Stabilization is engendering the growth of
the crisis of capitalism.

13



2

'IHE INTERNATIONAL POLICY OF CAPITALISM AND
" THE PREPARATION OF NEW IMPERIALIST WARS

a) In this connection, the question of re-
dividing the world and spheres of mnfluence,
~which constitute the basis of foreign markets,
is today the fundamental question in the policy
of world capitalism. I have already said that
the present distribution of colonies and spheres
of influence established as a result of the last
imperialist war has already managed to become
chsolete. It now fails to satisfy either the United
States, which 1is trying to penetrate into
Asia (primarily China), not being content with,
South America; or England, whose dominions
and a number of most important Eastern mar-
kets are slipping from her hands; or Japan,
who every now and again is “hindered” in China
by Engiand and America; or Italy and Francé,
who have an incalculable number of “points of
dispute” in the Danube countries and in the
Mediterranean; and least of all does it satisfy
Germany, who is still bereft of colonies.

Hence the “‘general” striving for a new division
of markets and sources of raw materials. That the
Asiatic markets and the routes to them consti-
lute the chief arena of the struggle needs no
prwoof. Hence the series of key problems, which
constitute whole hotbeds of new conflicts. Hence

14
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the so-called Pacific problem ,(the America-
Japan-England antag gonism) as the cause of the
struggle for supremacy in Asia and on the routes
to it. Hence the Mediterranean problem (the
England-France-taly antagonism) as the cause of
the struggle for supremacy on the Mediterranean
coast, as the cause of the struggle for the shortest
routes to the East. Hence the intensification of
the oil problem (antagonism between England
and America), for without oil it is impossible to
fight, and whoever has the advantage in oil has
a chance of victory in the impending war,

Recently, the British press published Cham=__

berlain’s “latest” plan for “settling” the Mediter-
ranean problem. I cannot guarantee the authen-
ticity of this plan; but there can be no doubt
that the appearance of Chamberlain’s plan in
the press is symptomatic. This plan is to trans-
fer the “mandate” for Syria from France to
Italy, Tangier is to be transferred to France on
the payment of financial compensation o Spain,
the Cameroons are to be restored to -Germany,
Ttaly is to pledge herself to stop “making trouble”
in the Balkans, etc,

All this is on the pretext of fighting the So-
viets. It is well known that no dirty work is un-
dertaken nowadays without dragging in the So-
viets.

But what is the real meaning of this plan?
The teal meaning of the plan is to oust the

15



French bourgepisie from Syria. Since ancient
times Syria has been the gate to the East. to
Mesopotamia, Egypt, etc. From Syria it is pos-,
sible lo cause England harm in the region of
the Suez Canal and in the region of Mesopo-
tamia. And so, apparently, Chamberlain wants
lo put a stop to this unpleasant state of affairs..
Needless to say, the appearance of this plarm.}q.

in the press cannot be cslled an accident. The

value of this fact lies in that it presents a
vivid picture of the squabbling, conflicts and
military clashes with which the present re]a—é
tions between the so- ('alled “great powers” ares
fraught.

As regards the present state of the oil prob-
lem and the struggle around it, rather eloquent
evidence on this is given in the October issue of .

the well-known American magazine the World’s .
Work.®

Tt

“Herein lies a very real danger to peace and un-
dersianding between the Anglo-Sazon peoples... The
support of American businessmen by the State Depart- h
ment will inevitably become stronger as the need for it
increases. If the British Government becomes identified *
with the British oi/ industry. sooner or later the American
Government will become identified with the American oil S
industry. The struggle cannot be transferred to the govern-
ments without vastly increasing the danger of war.”

- Doubts are impossible: things are moving in
the direction of organizing new coahtlons of

+
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powers for the purpose of preparing new wars
for foreign markets, for sources of raw mate-
rials, and for the routes to them.

b) Have attempts been made during the
period under review to bring about a ‘“peaceful
settlement” of the maturing military conflicts?
Yes, more than might have been expected; but
hey have led to nothing, absolutely mothing.
Not only that: these attempts have turned out
to be merely a screen for the preparatory work
the “powers” are conducting for new wars, a
screen for the purpose of decelvmcr the rp»euople,
ior deceiving “public opinion.”

Take the League of Nations, which, accord-
ing to the mendacious bourgecis press and no

. less mendacious Social-Democratic press, is an

instrument of peace. What has all the League
nf Nations’ chatter about peace, disarmament,
~eduction of armaments, led t0? To nothing, ex-
cept the deception of the masses, except new
spurts in armaments, except a further intensifi-
cation of maturing conflicts. Can it be regarded
as accidental that the League of Nations has
been chattering about disarmament for three
vears and that the so-called Second International
has been supporting this false chatter for three
- years, and yet the “nations” are continuing to
arm and arm, expanding the old conflicts among
the “powers,” piling up new conflicts, and thus
undermining the cause of peace?

2840 17



What does the failure of the firipartite con-
ference- for the reduction of naval armaments

(England, America and Japan)® indicate if not

that the Pacific problem will be the cause of

new imperialist wars, that the “powers” do not
want either to disarm or to reduce armaments?.

What has the League of Nations done to avert
this danger?

Or take, for example, the recent declarations
of the Soviet delegation in Geneva on' the
question of genuine {and not sham) disarma-
ment.” What is the explanation of the fact that
Comrade Litvinov’s straightforward and honest
declaration in favour of complete disarmament
gave the Leaguie of Nations a siroke of paralysis
and. came as a “complete sunprise” to it? Does
not this fact show that the League of Nations

is not an instrument of peace and disarmament,

but an instrument for covering up new arma-
ments and. the preparation of new wars?

" The corrupt bourgeois press of all countries,
from Japan to England, from Framce to. Amer-
ica, is shouting at the top of its voice that the
Soviet - disarmament proposals are “insincere.”
Why not,” thén, test the sincerity of the Soviet
.proposals and proceed at once, in practice, to
disarm, or at least considerably to reduce ar-
maments? What prevents this? '

Or, for example, the series of- “frlendshlp
pacts” between capitalist states: the pact” be-

18
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tween France and Yugoslavia, the pact between
Italy and Albania, the “pact of friendship” that.
Pilsudski is preparing between Poland and Lith-;
uania, the “Locarno system,”® the “spirit of.
Locarno,” etc—what is this if not a system of.
preparation of new wars and of the alignment
of forces for future military clashes?

. Or, for example, take the following facts:
from 1913 to 1927, the numerical strength of:
the armies of France, England, Italy, the United
States and Japan increased from 1,888,000:

to 2,262,000 men; in the same period the mil-

itary budgets of the same countries grew from
2,345 million gold rubles to 3,948 million, the’
number of aircrafi in commission in these five
countries rose, in the period from 1923 to 1927,
from 2,655 to 4,340; the cruiser tonnage of these:
five powers rose from 724,000 tons in 1922 to
864,000 tons in 1926; the position as regards war-
chemicals is illustrated by the well-known state-:
ment of General Fries, Chief of the United States
War Chemical ‘Service: “One aerial-chemical
bomb. of 450 kilograms charged with Lew-
isite. can make ten blocks of New York unin-
habitable, and 100 tons of Lewisite dropped from
50 aeroplanes can make the whole of New York

uninhabitable, at least for a week.”

What do these facts show if not that the
preparation of a new war is. going full steam
ahead? :

2¢ : 19



Such are the results of the “peace policy”
and of the ‘“‘disarmament” policy of the bour-
geois states in general, especially of the League
of Nations, and of Social-Democratic servility
to capital in particular.

Formerly, they justified the growth of arma-
ments on the grounds that Germany was armed
from head to foot. This “justification™ falls away
foday because Germany has been disarmed.

Is it not clear that the growth of arma-
ments is dictated by the inevitability of new im-
perialist wars between the “powers,” that the
“spirit of war” is the chief content of the
“spirit of Locarno”?

I think that the present “peaceful relations”
could be compared with an old, worn-out shirt
consisting of patches held together by thin thread.
It would be enough to tug this thread fairly
hard, to break it in some place or other, for the
entire shirt to fall to pieces, leaving nothing but
patches. It would be enough to shake the present
“peaceful relations” somewhere in Albania or
Lithuania, in China or North Africa, for the
whole “edifice of peaceful relations” to collapse.

Such was the situation before the last im-
perialist war, when the assassination in Sar-
ajevo’ led to war.

Such is the sitnation now,

Out of stabilization the inevitability of new
imperialist wars is arising.

20
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3

THE STATE OF THE WORLD REVOLUTIONARY |
MOVEMENT AND THE
HARBINGERS OF THE NEW REVOLUTIONARY

UPSWING '

a) To conduct war increased armamenis are
not enough, the organization of new coalitions
is not enough. For this it is also necessary o
strengthen the rear in the capitalist countries.
Not a single capitalist country can wage a se-
rious war without first strengthening its owm
rear, without curbing “its”
curbing “its” colonies. Hence the gradual fas-
cizaﬁon of the policy of the bourgeois govern-
ments.

The fact that the Right bloc now rules in
France, the Hicks-Deterding-Urquhart bloc in
England, the bourgeois bloc in Germany, the
militarist party in Japan and fascist govern-
ments in Italy and Poland cannot be called ae~
cidental.

Hence the pressure that is being brought te
bear upon the working class, the anti-trade uniom
act in England,” the “nation in arms” act in
France," the abolition of the eight-hour day im

- a pumber of countries and the bourgeois of=

fensive against the proletariat everywhere.
Hence  the increased pressure that is being
brought to bear upon the colonies and depend-

21
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ent countries, the reinforcement in those coun-
tries of  imperialist troops whose number has
now reached a million, of which over 700,000
are quartered in the British “spheres of influ-
ence” and -“‘possessions.”

b) It is not difficult to understand that
‘this ‘brutal pressure of the fascistized ~govern-
ments: was bound to meet with a counter-
-movement on the part of the oppressed peoples
in the colonies and -of the working class in the
metropolifan countries. Facts like the growth of
‘the: revolutionary movement in China, Indonesia,
‘India, etc., are bound to have decisive signifi-
-cance for the fate of world imperialism.

Judge for yourselves. Of the 1,965 million
inhabitants of the entire globe, 1,134 million live
in colonies and dependent countries, 143,000,000
‘live in the U.S.S.R., 264,000,000 live in the in-
“termediate countries, and only 363,000,600 live
in the big imperialist countries which oppress
~colonies and 'dependent countries, B

Clearly, the revolutionary awakening of the
-colonial and dependent couniries presages the
‘end ‘of world imperialism. The' fact that  the
‘Chinese revolution has not yet led to the direct
:victory over imperialism  cannot be of decisive
-significance for the prospects of the revolution.
Great popular revolutions never achieve final vic-
tory in-the first round of battles. They grow and
-gain strength in- the flow and -ebb of their tides.

- 22

This has been the case everywhere, including
Russia. So will it be in China: , -

" The most important result of the Chinese
revolution is the fact that it has awakened from

their ‘age-long slumber and has set in  motion

hundreds of millions of exploited and oppressed
people, - has -utterly exposed the‘ cqux‘lterrevolu-
tionary character of the militarist chque§, has
torn the mask from the faces of the Kuomintang
servitors of counterrevolution, has raised ‘the
prestige of the Communist Party among the
masses of the common people, has' raised the
movement as a- whole to a higher stage and has
roused new hope in the hearts of the milh?om of
the oppressed classes in India, Indonesia, ete.
Only the blind and the fainthearted.can doubt
that the Chinese workers and peasanis are
moving towards a new Tevolutionary upswing.

 As regards the revolutionary working-class
movement in Europe, here, in this sphere too
-we have obvious signs of a swing to the left
on the part of the rank-and-file workers and
.of a revolutionary revival. Facts like the .Eng-
lish general sirike and coal s’crike,”. the _rev:
olutionary action of the workers of Vienna, the
revolutionary demonstrations in France and Ger-
many in connection with the murder of Sacco
and Vanzetti,”* the election successes achieved
by the German and Polish Commul;rlist Parﬁe§,
the obvious pl:o‘ces-s of differentiation  that is

1 23



taking place in the British working-class move-
ment, whereby the workers are going to the
left, whereas the leaders are going to the right,
into the camp of avowed social-imperialism, the
degeneration of the Second International into
a direct appendage of the imperialist League of
Nations, the decline of the prestige of the Social-
Democratic parties among broad masses of the
working class, the universal growth of influence
and prestige of the Comintern and its sections
among the proletarians in all countries, the
growth of the prestige of the U.S.S:R. among the
oppressed classes all over the world, the “Con-
gress of the Friends of the US.S.R.”"* etc.—all
these facts undoubledly indicate that Europe is
entering a new period of revolutionary up-
swing.

If a fact like the murder of Sacco and Van-
zetti could serve as grounds for working-class
demonstrations, it undoubtedly indicates that rev-
olutionary energy has accumulated in the depths
of the working class and is seeking, and will con~
tinue to seek, a cause, an occasion, sometimes
seemingly most insignificant, to break out to the
surface and hurl itself upon the capitalist regime.

We are living on the eve of a new revo-
lutionary upswing both in the colonies and in
the metropolitan countries.

Out of stabilization a new revolu‘uonary up-
swing is arising.

24
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THE CAPITALIST WORLD AND THE USSR.

a) Thus, we have all the symptoms of am
extremely profound crisis and growmg insta-
bility of world capitalism.

Whereas the temporary postwar economic
crisis of 1920-1921, with its chaos within
and breakdown of connections outside the cap-
ialist countries, may be regarded as having been
overcome, as a result of which the period of
partial stabilization was ushered in, the general
and fundamental crisis of capitalism observed
as-a result of the victory of the October Rev-
olution and the dropping out of the U.S.S.R.
from the world capitalist system, far from being
overcome is, on the contrary, becoming more
and more intense, and is shaking ‘the very
foundations of the existence of world capital-
ism. ’ :
Far from hindering the development of this
general and fundamental crisis, stabilization, on
the contrary, has created the grounds and source
for its further development. The growing strug-
gle for markets, the necessity of a new di-
vision of the world and spheres of influence, the
bankruptcy of bourgeois pacifism and of the
League of Nations, the feverish efforts to form
new coalitions and an alignment of forces im
view of the possibility of a new war, the furious

25



increase in armaments, the brutal pressure upon
the working class and the colonial countries, the
growth of the revolutionary movement in the
colonies and in° Europe, the growth of the pres-
tige of the Comintern throughout the world,
and lastly, the consolidation of the might- of the
Soviet Union:and its enhanced prestige among
the workers of Europe and the masses of the
working people in the colonies—are all facts
which cannot but shake the very foundation of
world capitalism.

. The stabilization of capitalism 'is becoming
increasingly decayed and unstable. '

Whereas a year -or two ago it was possible,
and necessary, to speak of the ebb'of the rev-
olutionary tide in Europe, today, ,we have all
grounds for asserting that Europe is obviously
-entering the period of a new revolutionary up-
-swing.. Not to mention the -colonies and depend-
ent countries, where the position of the im-
-perialists. is becoming * more and. more ‘cata-
strophic. . -

b) The hopes of the capitalists that the
U.S.S.R. would be tamed, that it would undergo
capitalistic degeneration, that its prestige among
the workers of Europe and the masses of the
working people in the colonies would decline,
have collapsed. The U.S.S.R. is growing and
developing precisely as-a: country in which So-
cialism is being- built. Its influence among the
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<workers and peasants all over the world is

.growing and gaining strength. The very exist-
ence of the US.S.R. as a country in which
-Socialism is being built is one of the greatest
factors in the disintegration of world impe-

sialism and in the undermining of its stability
‘both in Europe and in the colonies. The U.S.S.R.

is obviously becoming the banner:of the working

class of Furope and of the oppressed peoples of

‘the colonies.

Therefore, to clear the ground for the fu-
ture jmperialist wars, to put a tighter grip on

““4heir” working class and to curb “their” col-

onies with the view to strengthening the cap-

-italist rear, it is necessary, the bourgeois bosses
-think, first of all to curb the U.S.S.R., that
.seat and hotbed of revolution, which, moreover,
represents one of the biggest markets for the

capitalist countries, Hence the revival of inter-

‘ventionist tendencies among the imperialists, the
-policy of isolating the U.S.S.R., the policy of
'surrounding the U.S.S.R., the policy of prepar-
-ing the conditions for war against the U.S.S.R.

The strengthening of interventionist tenden-

.cies in the camp of the imperialists and the

danger of war {against the U.S.S.R.) is one

-of the fundamental factors ini the present situa-
“tion. '

It is considered that the most “threatened”

.and “injured” party under the conditions of the
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developing crisis of capitalism is the Engliste
bourgeoisie. And it is the English bourgeoisie
that has faken the initiative in strengthening in~
terventionist tendencies. Obviously, the assistance
the Soviet workers rendered the British coal min-
ers, and the sympathy the working class of the
U.S.S.R. displays for the revolutionary movement
in China, were bound to pour oil on the flames.
All these circumstances determined England’s
rupture with the U.S.S.R. and the worsening of
relations with a number of other states.

¢) The struggle between two tendencies in
the relations between the capitalist world and
the U.S.S.R., the tendency towards military
aggression (primarily England) and the tend-
ency to continue peaceful relations (a number
of other capitalist countries), is, in view of this,
the fundamental fact in our foreign relations
at the present time.

The - facts - indicating the tendency towards
peaceful relations during the period under re-
view are as- follows: the Non-Aggression Pact
with Turkey; the Guarantee Pact with Ger-
many; the Tariff Agreement with Greece; the
agreement with Germany regarding credits; the
Guarantee Pact with Afghanistan; the Guarantee
Pact with Lithuania; the initialing of a Guarantee
Pact with Latvia; the Trade Agreement with
Turkey; the seftlement of the conflict with
Switzerland; the Treaty of Neutralily with Per-
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‘-sia; improvement in relations with Japan
- growth of commercial intercourse with America

and Italy.

The facts indicating the tendemcy : towards
military aggression during the period under
review are as follows: England’s note concern-
ing financial assistance to the striking coal min-
ers; the raid upon the Soviet diplomatic repre-
sentatives in Peking, Tientsin and Shanghai; the
raid on Arcos;'® England’s rupture with the
U.S.S.R.; the assassination of Voikov;" terroris-
tic acts by British hirelings in the U.S.S.R.;
strained relations with France on the question
of the recall of Rakovsky.

Whereas a year or two ago it was possible,
and necessary, to speak of a period of a cer-
tain equilibrium and “peaceful coexistence” be-
tween the U.S.S.R. and the capitalist countries,
today, we have all grounds for asserting :that
the period of “peaceful coexistence” is receding
into the past, making way for the period of
imperialist raids and preparation- for interven-
tiom against the U.S.S.R.

True, England’s attempts to form a united
front against the U.S.S.R. have failed so far.
The reasons for this failure are: the antagonism
of interests in the camp of the imperialists; the
fact that some countries are interested in main-
taining economic intercourse with the U.S.S-R.;
the U.S.S.R.’s peace policy; the counteraction of
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the working class of Europe; the imperialists’-

fear of unleashing revolution in their ‘own coun-

tries in the event of war against the  U.S.S.R.

But this does not mean that England will aban-

don her -efforts to organize a united front

against the U.S.S.R., that she will fail to. organ-
ize such a front. The danger of war remains in
spile of England’s temporary failure.

Hence the task of taking into account the-

anfagonisms in the camp of the imperialists,
of postponing war by “buying off” the capital-

ists and of taking all measures to maintain peace-

‘ful relations. -

We must not forget what Lenin said about
very much in our work of construction depend-
ing upon whether we succeed in posiponing war
with the capitalist world, which is inevitable,
but which can be postponed either until the mo-
ment when the proletarian revolution in Europe
matures, or_until the moment when the colo-
nial ‘revolutions have fully matured, or, lastly,
until the mioment when the capitalists fight
among themselves over the division of the colo-
nies, S
Therefore, the maintenance of peaceful re-
lations with ‘the capitalist countries is an oblig-
atory task for us. s

"Our relations with the capitalist countries
are based on the assumption that the coexist-
ence of two opposite systems is possible. Prac-
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. tice has fully confirmed this. Sometimes the

question of the debts and credits is a stumbling
block. In this our policy is. clear, It is based '
on the formula: “give and take.” If you give
us credits with which to fertilize our industry,
you will get a certain part of the prewar debts,
which we regard as extra interest on the credits.
If you don’t give, you will get nothing. Facts
show that we have some achievements to record
as regards receiving industrial credits. I have
in mind just now not only Germany, but also.
America and England. Wherein. lies the se-
cret? In the fact that our couniry represents
a vast market for imports of equipment, while
the capitalist countries need markets for pre-
cisely this kind of goods.

5
CONCLUSIONS

- .. To sum up, we have: , , : .

Firstly, an increase in the contradictions
within the capitalist encirclement; the neces-
sity for capitalism of a new division of the.
world by means of war; the interventionist tend-
encies of one part of the capitalist world head-
ed by England; the reluctance of the other part
of the capitalist world to become involved in
war with the U.S.S.R., preferring to establish
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economic intercourse with it; the struggle be-

tween these two tendencies and the possibility,
to some extent, for the U.S.S.R. to take these
contradictions into account for :the purpose ‘of
maintaining peace. :

Secondly, we have the collapsing stabilization;
growth of the colonial-revolutionary movement;
symptoms of a new revolutionary upswing in
Europe; enhancement of the prestige of the Com-
intern and its sections all over the world;
obvious growth of sympathy of the working
class of Europe for the U.S.S.R.; growing might
of the US.S.R. and growing prestige of the
working class of our country among the op-
pressed classes all over the world.

Hence the Party’s tasks:

1) Along the line of the international revo-
futionary movement:

a) to fight to develop‘ the Cemmunist parties
all over the world;

b) to. fight to strengthen the revolutionary
trade unions and the workers’ united front
against the capitalist offensive;

¢) to fight to strengthen the friendship be-
fween the working class of the US.S.R. and the
working class of the capitalist countries;

d) to fight to strengthen the link between
the working class of the U.S.S.R. and the lib-
eration movement in the colonies and dependent
countries.

32

" policy:

2) Along the line of the U.S.S.R’s foreign
a) to fight the preparation of new imperial-
ist wars; ~

b) to fight England’s interventionist tenden-
cies and to strengthen the U.S.S.R’s defensive
power;

¢) a policy of peace and the maintenance
of peaceful relations with the capitalist countries;

'd) to expand our trade with the outside
world on the basis of strengthening the mo-
nopoly of foreign trade;

e) rapprochement with the so-called “weak”
and “unequal” states which are suffering from
the oppression and exploitation of the ruling
imperialist powers.
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I
SUCCESSES IN SOCIALIST CONSTRUCTION

AND THE INTERNAL SITUATION
IN THE U.S.8.R.

) ‘Pe;rmit me, coxinra»d'es, to pass to the inter-
nal situation in our country, to the successes
achieved in our socialist construction, to the
',queStion: of the destiny of the 'dic‘t‘atc‘)‘r;ship ‘oif
the proletariat, of its development, of its con-
selidation. ' : o

The Fourteenth Congress of our Party in-
structed the Central Committee to direct the de-
velopment of our national economy from the
angle of the following fundamental ta’slﬁis‘:

firstly, “that our policy should facilitate the
progressive growth of production in the whole
of our national economy;

secondly, that the Party’s policy should fa-
cilitate the acceleration of the rate of develop-
ment of industry and secure for industry the lead-
ing role in the whole of the national economy;

thirdly, that in the course of development
of the national economy, the socialist sector of
the national economy, the socialist forms of
economy, should gain ever-increasing weight at
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‘the expense of the private-commodity and cap*
‘ftalist “sectors; o ’ Lo
‘fourthly, that the ~whole of ‘our economic
‘development, the organization of ‘new branches of
industry, the development of ¢ertain branches for
raw materials, etc., should be directed in such a
way that the general'development’ should ensure
the economic independence of our country, should
‘prevent our country from becoming an ‘appendage
of the capitalist system of world economy;
fifthly, that the dictatorship -of the prole-
tariat, the bloc of the working class and the peas-
ant masses, and the leadership “of “the working
‘class in ‘this bloc, shouild be strengthened, and
~ sixthly, ‘that the material and cultural’ con-
‘ditions of the working class and of the ‘rural
‘poor should steadily improve. - :
What has our Party, the Central Commitiee of
our ‘Party, done in ihe matter of carrying out
these tasks of our Party-during the period under
review? ' ' ;

B
'THE NATIONAL ECONOMY AS A WHOLE
- The first question—the "developmert of the
hational economy:as a whole, I'will quote here
a few of the principal figures ‘showing = the

growth of the national economy as a whole, and
of-industry -and -agriculture -in particular, ‘during
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the period under review. 1 take these figures
from the well-lknown calculations of the State
Planning Commission. I have in mind the State
Planning Commission’s control figures for
1927-28 and the rough draft of the five-year
plan. ‘ ]

a) Growth of production in the whole of
the national economy of the U.S.S.R. during
two yvears. Whereas, in 1924-25, according to
the State Planning Commission’s new calcula-
tions, the gross output of agriculture amounted
to 87.3 per cent of the prewar level and the
output of industry as a whole amounted to 63.7
per cent of the prewar level, now, two years
after, in 1926-27, agricultural output already
amounts to 108.3 per cent, and industrial out-
put 100.9 per cent. According to the State Plan~
ning Commission’s control figures for 1927-28,
a further increase in agricultural output to 111.8

per cent and of industrial output to 114.4 per '

cent of the prewar level is anticipated.

Growth of all trade in the country during
the two years, Taking the volume of trade in
1924-25 at 100 (14,613 million chervoni rubles),
we have an increase in 1926-27 of 97 per cent
{28,775 million rubles), and in 1927-28 a further
increase of over 116 per cent (33,440 million
rubles) is anticipated.

Development of our credit system during
‘the two years. Taking the combined balance
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sheets of all our credit institutions on Octo~
ber 1, 1925 at 100 (5,343 million chervoni rubles),
we have an increase on July 1, 1927 of 53 per
cent (8,175 omillion rubles). There are no
grounds for doubting that 1927-28 will show
a further growth of our nationalized" credit sys-
fem.

Development of railway transport during the
two years. Whereas the freight turnover of the
whole of our railway system in 1924-25 amount-
ed to 63.1 per cent of the prewar level, now,
in 1926-27, it amounts to 99.1 per cent, and in
1927-28 will amount to 111.6 per cent
is apart from the fact that during these two
years the total length of our railways increased
from 74,400 kilometres to 76,200 Kkilometres,
which is an increase of 30.3 per cent above the
prewar level and of 8.9 per cent above the level
of 1917.

Growth of the state budget during the two
years. Whereas our combined budget (the single
state budget plus local budgets) in" 1925-26
amounted to 72.4 per cent of the prewar level
(5,024 million rubles), at the present time, i.e.,
1927-28, the combined budget must amount to
110-112 per cent of the prewar level (over 7,000
million rubles). Increase during the two years—
41.5 per cent.

Growth of foreign trade during the two
years. Whereas our total foreign irade in 1924+
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25.-amounted . to. 1,282 million rubles, ie., about
27 per cent of the. prewar trade, now, in 1926-27,.
we.. harve ‘a. turnover, of 1,483 million rubles,,

ie., 356 per cent of-the prewar. turnover, aIld:
it is. ant1c1pated that - in- 1927-28 we. Wlll have,

a -turnover of.1;626 -million, rubles, i.e., 37.9 per
cent of prewar.

‘Reasons for, the slow.rate of deyvelopment of "

foreign trade:.

first, the fact- that the bourgeois .states often.

place. obstacles. in the, way,of our foreign trade

which. . semetimes amount . to a secret block-.

ade;

second; the fact that.we cannot trade in con-
formity with .the. bourgeois formula: “export,
even.if we starve  ourselves.”

A good feature .is the People’s. Commissariat.
for‘ Foreign Trade's. favourable balance in.

1926-27 amounting to 57,000,000 rubles. This is
the. first .year - since. 1923-24 that. we- have a
favourable balance of foreign trade.

As a result, -we have.the following. picture. of,

‘the gener ral. Gi'owth of the total: national income.

during - the two. years: whereas the. national in-
come. of the. U.S.S.R..in .1924-25 amounted to
15:589  million. chervoni. rubles, . in 1925-26 we

had. 20, 232 mﬂhon rubles, i.e.,, an. increase fori
the year “of 29.9 per cent; and in. 1926—27 we

- had; 22,5660, million -rubles, i.e., an, increase. of
114:pex; cent for the year.. ACCOI‘dlIlU to the S tate
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Planmncr Commission’s control ﬁcures, in 1927-28

T we will have 24,208 m.llllon rubles, 1e an m-’j

qrease of 7. 3 per cent.

Bearmc 1n mind that the average annual in-
c1ease in the ‘national i income of the Umted States”
does not exceed 3-4 per cent (only once, 1O
the"SOs of the last century, ‘did the Um’ted:
States have an increase in natxonal income of
about 7 per cent) and that the annual increase
in the national income of other countries, Eng-
land and Germany, for example, does not ex-
ceed 1-3 per cent, it must be admitted that the
rate of increase of the U.S.S.R’s national in-'
ome during ‘the past years is a record com-
pared with that of the big capitalist countues of ;
Europe and America. N

- Conclusion: the national economy of our
country is growing at a rapid rate.

The Party’s task: further to promote the
development of our couniry’s natlonal economy
in all branches of production.

b) The growth of our national economy is
proceedmc not blindly, not along the line of a
sxmple quanmahve increase in prolduchon but’
in a certain, strictly defined direction, The de-(
cisive factors in the development of our national,
economy during the past iwo years have beenv
the following two fundamentaﬂ c1rcumstances
) FLrsﬂy, the hkeynote of the development of
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of the country, the increasingly important role
played by industry in relation to agriculture.

Secondly, the development of our national
economy, the industrialization of the country is
proceeding in the direction of increasing the rel-
ative weight and the commanding role of the
socialist ferms of economy, in both production
and trade, at the expense of the private-com-
modity and capitalist sectors.

Figures showing the increase of the relative
weight of industry in the national economy (ex-
clusive of tranmsport and electrification). Where-
" as in 1924-25, indusiry’s share of the gross
output of the national economy, calculated at
prewar prices, amounted to 32.4 per cent, and
that- of agriculture to 67.6 per cent, in 1926-27
industry’s share rose to 38 per cent and that of
agriculture dropped to 62 per cent. In 1927-28,
industry’s share should rise to 40.2 and that of
agriculture should drop to 59.8 per cent.

Figures showing the increase in the share of
the productzon of instruments and means of pro-
duction—which is the chief core of industry—in
total industry during the two years: 1924-25, pro-
duction of means of production—34.1 per cent;
1926-27—37.6 per cent; in 1927-28 it is proposed
to bring it up to 38.6 per cent,

Figures showing the increase of the share
of the production of means of production in
siate, large-scale industry during the two years:
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- 1924-25—42.0 per cent; 1926-27—44.0 per cent;

in 1927-28 it is proposed to brmc it up to 44.%
per cent.

As regards industry’s output of commodities
and its share of the total volume of commodi-
ties, industry’s share in the two years rose from
53.1 per cent in 1924-25 to 59.5 per cent im
1926-27, and in 1927-28 it should reach 60.7
per cent, whereas agriculture’s share of the out-
put of commodities amounied to 46.9 per cent
in 1924-25, dropped to 40.5 per cent in 1926-27,
and in 1927-28 should drop further to 39.3 per
cend.

Conclusion: our couniry is becoming an in-
dustrial country. ’

The Party’s task: to take all measures further
to promote the industrialization of our couniry.

Figures showing the growth of the relative
weight and commanding role of the socialist
forms of economy at the expense of the pri-
vate-commodity and capitalist sectors during the
two years. Whereas capital invesiments -in the
socialized sector of the national economy (state
and cooperative industry, transport, electrifica-
tion, etc.) increased from 1,231 million rubles.
in 1924-25 to 2,683 million rubles in 1926-27,
and in 1927-28 should rise to 3,456 million ru-
bles, which amounts to an increase of invest-
ments from 43.8 per cent in 1924-25 to 65.3 per
cent in 1927-28; investments in the non-social-
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ized. sector .of - the national economy, have.been,

relatively decreasing all. the time, and. in abso-

lute figures have increased shcrhtly ‘from 1,877

millien rubles in 1924-25 to. 1,717, million rubles

in-1926-27, and in 1927-28 should reach the fig-
ure of 1, 836 million _rubles, Wthh will' be a:
dzop in the share of mvestments i the non-.
socialized. sector from 56.2 per cent in 1924 25

to 34.7 per cent in 1927-28.

While the .gross output . of the somahzed sec- ‘,

tor. of zndustry rose from 81 per cent in 1924-25
to 86 per. cent of total industry in 1926-27,
and in 1927-28 should rise to 86.9 per cent, the
share of the, non-socialized sector of mdustrv

has been droppma from year to year: from 19

per.-cent of. gross. industrial. output in 1924-25 to

14 per cent in 1926-27, and in 1927-28 should .

drop still further to 1_3 1. per cent.

‘As regards the share of private ‘capital. in .

large-scale. (rated) industry,. it shows not only a

relative drop (3.9 per cent in 1924-25 and 2.4

per.cent in 1926-27), but also an absolute drop

(169,000,000 prewar rubles in 1924-25 and

165,000,000 prewar rubles in 1926-27).

‘We see. the same. ousting of the private cap-.

italist elements from the country’s trade. Where-

as the socialized. sector’s .share of the total
trade in . 1924-25 amounted to 72.6 per cent— .
wholesale 90.6 per centand retail 57.3 per cent—_‘
am 1926- 27 the socnahzed sectors share of the
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total trade.rose. to 81.9. per cent—wholesale to
94 9 ‘per cent and retall to 67.4 per. cent; on the
other hand,. the prlvate sector’s’ share. droppedf

in_ thls perlod from 27.4 per cent of the total trade

_to 18.1 per cent—wholesale from 9.4 per cent

to. 5.1 per cent and retail from 42.7 per. cent

to 32. 6 per’ cent—and in 1927-28 .a further drop..‘v
in_the private sector’s share in, all branches of

trade is an’ucupated

“Conclusion: our country is confidently. and.

rapidly proceeding towards Socwllsm, pushing

the capitalist elements into the background and
step by step ousting thém from the national
economy. -

This fact reveals to us the basis of the gues-
tion: “Who will win?” This question was raised

by Lenin in 1921, after the New Economic Pol-,

icy was mlroduced ‘Will we succeed jn linking
our socialized indusiry with peasant husbandry,

[

pusl ing aside the private trader, the private cap-.

ilalist, and having learned. to trade; or will,
prlvate capital beat us by causmc a split. be-.
tween the proletarla’t and the peasantry‘7——thal.
is. how the. guestion stood at that. time. Today
we.can say that, in, the main, we have already‘

achleved decisive successes in this sphere. Only

the blind or the daft can deny this,

- But today the questlon “Who will. Wm‘?”
acqmres a_new, character This quesltlon is now,_
shifting’ from the’ sphere of trade to. the sphere
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of production, to the sphere of handicraft pro-
duction, to the sphere of agricultural production,
where private capital possesses certain weight,
and from which it must be systematically squeezed
out.

The Party’s task: to extend and consolidate
our socialist key positions in all branches of our
national economy, both in town and in couniry,
and to pursue a course of eliminating the cap-
italist elements from our national economy.

2

THE RATE OF DEVELOPMENT OF OUR
LARGE-SCALE SOCIALIST INDUSTRY

a) Growth of output of large-scale national-
ized industry, which constitutes over 77 per
cent of the total industry in the country. Where-
as in 1925-26 the increase in oulput (calcu-
lated in prewar rubles) of large-scale national-
ized indusitry over that of the preceding year
amounted to 42.2 per cent, in 1926-27 to 18.2
per cent, and in 1927-28 will amount to 15.8
per cent, the State Planning Commission’s rough

and very conservative estimates for the next five

years provide for an increase in output during
the five years of 76.7 per cent, with an average
arithmetical annual increase of 15 per cent and
a twojold increase in industrial output in 1931-32
compared with prewar ouiput.
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If we take the gross output of all industry

" in the country, both large-scale (state and pri-

vate) and small industry, the annual, average
arithmetical increase in output, accordingto the
State Planning Commission’s five-year estimates,
will be about 12 per cent, which will be an in-
crease in total industrial output in 1931-32 of
nearly 70 per cent compared with the prewar

level.

In America, the annual increase in' total in-
dustrial output for the five years 1890-1895 was
8.2 per cent, for the five years 1895-1900—5.2 per
cent, for the five years 1900-1905—2.6 per cent,
for the five years 1905-1910—3.6- per cent. In
Russia, for the ten years 1895-1905, the average
annual increase was 10.7 per cent, for the eight
years 1905-1913—8.1 per cent.

The percentage of annual increase in output
of our socialist industry, and also in the output
of all industry, is a record one, such as not a
single big capitalist country in the world cam
show. . .

And this in spite of the fact that American
industry, and especially Russian prewar industry,
were abundantly fertilized by a mighty flow of
foreign capital, whereas our nationalized indus-
try is forced to base itself on its own accumu-~
lations.

And this notwithstanding the fact that our
nationalized industry has already entered the
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perlod of reconstructlon ‘when the re—equlpment
‘of old plants and the erection of new ones .ac-
+quire - decisive lmportance for increasing mdus—
trial output. -

In rate of development, our industry in- gen-
‘eral, -and - our - socialist industry in particular,
4s overtaking and outstripping the development
‘of industry in-the capitalist countries.’

b) How is this unprecedented rate of devel-
opment of our large-scale industry to be ex-
plained?

Firstly, by the fact that it is nationalized in-
dustry, thanks to which it is not hampered by
the selfish -and anti-social - interests of private
capitalist groups ‘and is able to develop in
conformity ‘with the interests of society as A
whole. ‘

Secondly, by the faet that it is conducted on
a larger scale and -is more ‘concentrated ' than
‘industry anywhere else in the world, thanks

to“which it* has-every possibility of beating pri'-v

vate capitalist industry.

Thirdly, by the fact that'the state, control-
ling -nationalized ‘transport, ‘nationalized credit,
nationalized foreign “trade and the general state
budget, -has every ‘possibility of directing - the
nationalized - industry -according ‘to ‘a planas a
single industrial _enterprise, Wthh gives it enor-
‘mous - advanta*ges over all other industry andl
greatly -accelerates its rate of development.
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“Fourthly, :b"‘y‘the fact that ‘nationalized in-

‘dustry, being the biggest ~and most ‘powerful
industry, possesses every possibility of pursuing
“a policy of steadily reducing- cost of prod'uc’no-n,
‘reducing “wholesale  prices and cheapening its

goods, thereby expanding the - market for -its
goods, increasing the capacity: of the  home

‘market and ‘creating for itself a continuously
‘increasing ‘source for the further expansmn of
‘produchon

Fifthly, by the fact that pationalized indus-

-:try is able for many reasons, one of them being

that it pursues the policy of reducing prices, to
develop under conditions of gradual rapproche—
ment between town and country, between the
proletariat and the peasantry, in contrast to cap-
italist industry, which ‘is developing under con-

‘ditions of increasing enmity between the bour-

geois town, which bleeds the peasantry; and the

decaying 'countryside.
Lastly, by the fact that nationalized mdustry

is based ‘on the ‘working class; which is the

‘master of the whole of our development, thanks

‘te which it'is able more easily to develop tech-

nology in general, and the productivity of la-

‘bour in particular, and-apply rationalization to

production and management, - ‘having the sup-

‘port of the broad’ masses -of the working _class,

which is not and.cannot be the ‘case undel‘r"th‘e
capitalist system of industry,
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All this is undoubtedly proved by the rapid
growth of our technology during the past two
years and the rapid development of new
branches of industry (machine building, machine-
tool building, turbine building, automobile and
aircraft building, chemicals, etc.)

It is also proved by the rationalization of
production that we are carrying out with a
~shorter working day (a 7-hour day) and with
a steady improvement in the material and cultur-
al conditions of the working class, which is
not and cannot be the case under the capitalist
system of production.

The unprecedented rate of development of
our socialist industry is direct and undoubted
proof of the superiority of the Soviet system of
production over that of the capitalist system.

Lenin was right in saying, as far back as
September 1917, before the Bolsheviks had cap-
tured power, that after establishing the dicta-
torship of the proletariat we can and must
“overtake the advanced countries and outstrip
them economically as well” (Vol. XXI, p. 191).

The Party’s task: to maintain the achieved
rate of development of socialist industry and to
increase it in the near future witk the object of
creating the favourable conditions necessary for
overtaking and outstripping the advanced capi-
talist countries.
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THE RATE OF DEVELOPMENT OF OUR
AGRICULTURE

a) In the rural districts, on the contrary, we

" have a relatively slow growth of output. Where-

as in 1925-26 the increase in gross. output (in
prewar rubles) compared with the preceding
year amounted to 19.2 per cent, in 1926-27 to
4.1 per cent, and in 1927-28 will amount to 3.2
per cent, the State Planning Commission’s rough
and very conservative estimates for the next
five years provide for an increase in output
for the five years of 24 per cent, with an aver-
age arithmetical annual increase of output of
4.8 per cent, and with an increase in agricultur-
al output in 1931-32 of 28-30 per cent com-
pared with prewar output.

This is a more or less tolerable annual in-
crease in agricultural output. But it cannot pos-

sibly be called either a record compared with

the capitalist countries, or adequate for the pur-
pose of maintaining in fufure the mnecessary
equilibrium between agriculture and our nation-
alized industry. :

In the U.S.A., the annual increase in the
gross output of agriculture was 9.3 per cent in
the decade 1890-1900, 3.1 per cent in the decade
:1900-1910, and 14 per cent in the decade
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1910-1920. In prewar Russia the annual increase
in agricultural output in the decade 1900-191%
amounted to 3.2-3.5 per cent.

True, the annual increase in the output of
our agriculture in the five years 1926-27—
1931-32 will amount to 4.8 per cent, and, as is
evident, the percentage of increase of agricul-
tural output under Soviet conditions has grown
compared with that in the period of capitalist
Russia. But it must not be forgotten that where-
as the gross output of nationalized industry
in 1931-32 will be double that of prewar indus-
trial output and the output of all industry io
1931-32 will be about 70 per cent above the
prewar level, the output of agriculture will by
that time exceed the prewar agricultural oulput
only by 28-30 per cent, i.e., less than a third.

In view of this, the rate of development of
our agriculture cannot be regarded as being
sufficiently satisfactory.

b) How is this relatively slow rate of devel-
opment of agriculture compared with that of
our’ nationalized industry to be explained?

It is to be explained both by the exireme
backwardness of our agricultural techniques and
excessively low cultural level of the rural dis-
iricls, and especially by the fact that our scal-
tered agricultural production does not enjoy the
advantages possessed by our large-scale, united,
nationalized industry. First of all, agricultural
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production is not nationalized and not united,
but scattered and broken up. It is not carried
on according to plan, and for the time being an
enormous part of it is subjected to the anarchy’
of small production. It is not united and organ-
ized on the lines of collective farming and for
that reason still provides a convenient field for -
exploitation by the kulak elements. These cir-
cumstances deprive scattered agriculture of the
colossal advantages of large-scale, united pro-~
duction carried on according to plan possessed
by our natiomalized industry. §
What is the way out for agriculture? Per-
haps the slowing down of the rate of develop-
ment of our industry in general and of our na-
tionalized industry in particular? Under no cir-
cumstances! That would be a reactionary, anti-
proletarian utopia. (Voices: “Quite right!”) Na-
tionalized industry must and will develop at an
accelerated rate. That is the guarantee of our
advance to Socialism. That is the gunarantee that,
at last, agriculture itself will be industrialized.
What is the way out? The way out is to
turn the small and scattered peasant farms into
large united farms based on the common culti-
vation of the land; to turn to the collective cul-
tivation of the land on the basis of a new and
kigher technique, '
. The way out is to unite the small and dwarf
peasant farms gradually but surely, not by pres-
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sure, but by example and persuasion, into large
farms based on common, cooperative, collective
cultivation of the land with the use of agricul-
fural,machine-s and tractors and scientific meth-
ods of intensive agriculture.

There is no other way out.

If this is not done, our agriculture will be
unable either to overtake or outsirip the capital-
ist countries with the most developed agricul-
ture (Canada and others).

All the measures we have taken to restrict
the capitalist elements in agriculture, to develop
the socialist elements in the rural districts, fo
draw the peasant farms into the channel of
cooperative development, to exercise planned
state influence on the rural districts by embrac-
ing peasant agriculture in. the matter of supplies
and marketing, as well as production—all these
measures are decisive, it is true, but for all
that, only preparatory to transferring agricul-
ture to the lines of collectivism.
~¢) What has the Party done in this direction
during the two years? No little has been dome,
but far from all that could have been done.

... As regards embracing agriculture from out-
side, so to speak, in the matter of supplying agri-
culture with the manufactured goods it needs
and the marketing of agricultural produce, we
have the following achievements: the agricul-
tural cooperatives now unite about a third of
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the total peasant households; the consumers”
cooperatives have increased their area of sup-
ply operations in the rural districts from 25.6
per cent in 1924-25 to 50.8 per cent in 1926-27;
the cooperative and state purchasing organiza-
tions have increased their purchases of agricul-
tura! produce from 55.7 per cent in 1924-25 to
63 per cent in 1926-27, .

As regards embracing agriculture from in-
side, so to speak, in the matter of agricultural
production, we have done frightfully little. Suf-
fice it to say that at the present time the kol
khozes and sovkhozes provide only a little over

2 per cent of the total agricultural produce and

7 per cent of the total marketed produce.

There are no few reasons for this, of course,
both objective and subjective. Unskilful -~ ap-
proach to the matter, insufficient attention to
the matter on the part of our workers, the con-
servatism and backwardness of the peasants,
shortage of funds necessary for financing the
transfer of the peasanis to the common culti-
vation of the land, etc. And quite large funds
are needed for this purpose. : o

Lenin said at the Tenth Congress thai we
still lack the funds necessary for the purpose of
subjecting agriculture to the state or colleetive

principle. I think that we will now have these

funds, and they ought to grow in the course
of time. But meanwhile, things are taking such
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a turn, that unless the scattered peasant farms
are united, unless they are transferred to the
common cultivation of the land, it will be im-
possible to make serious progress either in the
intensification or in the mechanization of agri-
culture, it will be impossible to organize things
so that the rate of development of our agricul-
ture will be able to exceed that of capitalist
countries, such as Canada, for example.

Therefore, the task is to concentrate the at-
tention of our workers in the rural districts om
this important question.

I think that in this matter the machine-hir-
ing stations of the People’s Commissariats for
Agriculture and of the agricultural cooperahves
must play an exceedingly important role,

Here is an. example of how the sovkhozes
sometimes help the peasants to go over to the
collective cultivation of the land with enormous
benefit to the peasants. I have in mind the as-
sistance in the way of tractors which the As-
sociated Ukrainian Sovkhozes rendered the peas-
ants in the Odessa region, and the letter from
these peasants, - recently published in Izvestia,
expressing thanks for this assistance. Permit me
to read this letter. (Voices: ‘“Please!”)

“We settlers of the Shevchenko, Krasin, Kalinin,
- Red Dawn and Rising Sun homesteads, express oOur
profound gratiftude fo the Soviet 'government for the
enormous assistance that was rendered us in rehabilitat-
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ing our husbandry, The majority of us—being poor,
possessing no horses or implements—were unable to cul-
tivate the plots of land that had been allotted to us and
were obliged to rent them out to the old-inhabitant kulaks
for a part of the crop. The crop was a bad one because,
naturally, a tenant will not trouble to cultivate properly
another person’s land. The small credits we received from
the state we used up for food for ourselves and we sank
into deeper poverty every year.

“This year a representative of the Associaied Ukrain-

" jan Sovkhozes visited us and proposed to us that

instead of taking financial credits we should allow them
to plough our land with tractors. All the settlers, ex-
cept for a few kulaks, agreed to this, although we had
litile confidence that the work would be done efficient-
ty. To our great joy, and to the chagrin of the kulaks,
the tractors ploughed up all the virgin land and fallow
land; they ploughed and harrowed 5-6 times to clear
the land of weeds and finally sowed the entire field
with high-grade wheat. The kulaks are not jeering at
the work of the tractor detachment now. This year,
owing to the absence of rain, the peasanis in our dis-
trict planted hardly any winter wheat, and where it was
planted it has not come up yet But our seitlers’ fal-
low fields, stretching for hundreds of dessiatins, are
already green with splendid wheat such as cannot be
seen even among the richest German colonists.

“In - addition to sowing winter wheat, the fractors
plonghed up the whole of the winter fallow for the
spring crops. Now, not a dessiatin of our land has
been left unploughed, or has been rented out. There is
not a single poor peasant among us who has not sever=
al dessiatins of winter wheal,

“After we have seen the way the tractors work we
do not want to carry on poor, small farming any more,
and we have decided to organize common tractor
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farming in which there will be no separale peasant
plots. The organization of tractor farming for us bas
already been undertaken by the Taras Shevchenko Sov-
khoz, with which we have signed a contract” (lzvestla,
No. 267, November 22, 1927).

That is what the peasants write. :

If we had more examples like this, com-
rades, it would be possible to make great progress
in the collectivization of the rural districts.

The Party’s task: to enlarge the area of peas-
ant farming embraced by the cooperatives and
state organizations in the matter of marketing
and sapplies, and make it the immediate prac-
tical task of our work in the rural districis grad-
ually to transfer the scattered peasant farms to
the lines of united, big farms, to the common, col-
lective cultivation of the land on the basis of the
intensification and mechanization of agriculture,
calculating that such a path of development is
‘the most important means of accelerating the rate
of development of agriculture and of vanquish-
ing the capitalist elements in the rural districts..

~ Such, on the whole, are the resulis and
achievements in the sphere of economic develr
opment.

This does not mean that all is Well with us -

in this sphere. No, comrades, things are far
from being all well with us.
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For example, we have elements of a goods
shortage. This must be put on the Iiability side
of our economy; but,- unfortunately, for the
time being this liability is inevitable. Because;
the fact that we are developing the production
of instruments and means of production at a
faster rate than the consumers’ goods industry,
this fact in itself predetermines the existence of
the elements of a goods shortage in the country
during the next few years. But we cannot act
otherwise if we want to push forward the in-
dustrialization of the couniry to the utmost.

There are people, our opposition, - for ex--
ample, who glean material for their ideology in

profiteers’ quenes and shout about the goods

shortage, and at the same time demand a policy
of “superindustrialization.” But this, of course,
is stupid, comrades. Only ignoramuses can talk’
like that. We cannot, and must not, reduce our

heavy industry for the sake of developing light

industry to the utmost. And besides, it is im-
possible to develop light industry to a sufficient
degree unless the development of heavy indus-

try is accelerated.

We could increase imports of manufactured
goods and thus mitigate the goods shortage, and
this is what the opposition insisted on at one
time. But this proposal was so silly that the op-
position had to drop it. Whether we are work-
ing efficiently enough to mitigate the elements
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of goods shortage, which is quite possible under
our conditions, and on which our Party has al-
ways insisted, is another question. I think that
precisely in this sphere, not all is well with us.
Further, we have a fact like the relatively
large number of capitalists in the sphere of in-
dustry as well as in the sphere of trade. The
relative weight of these elements is really not as
small as some of our comrades depict. This too
is a liability in the balance sheet of our economy.
Recently I read what is in every respect an
interesting book by Comrade Larin: Private
Capital in the U.S.S.R. 1 would advise you to
read this little book, comrades. In it you will
see how adroitly and skilfully the capitalist
screens himself with the flag of producers’ coop-
eratives, with the flag of agricultural coopera-
tives, with the flag of some state trading org
ization or other. Is everything being done to
restrict, reduce and finally to oust the capitalist
elements from the sphere of our national econ-
omy? I do not think that everything is being
done. I know, for example, that in handicraft
industry in general, and in the leather and tex-
tile industries in particular, there are not a few
rew millionaires who are enslaving the handi-
craft workers and small producers generally, Is
-everything being done economically to surround
and oust these exploiting elements by linking
the handicraft workers with the coopera’clves
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~or with the state organizations? There can

scarcely be any doubt that far from everything
is being done in this sphere. And yet this ques-
tion is of extreme importance for us.

Further, we have a certain increase in the
number of kulaks in the rural districts. This is
a liability in the balance sheet of our economy.
Is everything being done economieally to re-
strict and isolate the kulaks? I do not think that
everything is being done. Those comrades are
wrong who think that it is possible and neces-
sary to put an end to the kulaks by means of
administrative measures, through the G.P.U.:
draft an erder, affix a seal, and finished. This
is an easy way, but it is far from being effec-
tive. The kulak must be defeated by means of
economic measures and in conformity with So-
viet law. Soviet law is not an empty phrase. This
does not, of course, preclude the taking of cer-
tain necessarv administrative measures against
the kulaks, But administrative measures must
not serve as a substitute for economic measures.
Serious attention must be paid to the distortion
-of the Party’s line of fighting the kulaks by coop-
erative organizations, especially in the matter of
agricultural credits.

Further, we have a fact like the extremely
slow rate of reduction of cost of production im
industry, of reduction of wholesale prices for
manufactured goods, and especially of retail
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prices of urban goods. This too is a liability
in the balance sheet of our economic develop-
ment. We cannot but observe that in this we
encounter the tremendous resistance of the ap-
paratus, state, cooperative and Party Evidently,
our comrades fail to understand that the policy
of reducing the prices of manufactured goods
is one of the principal levers for improving our
industry, expanding the market and strengthen-
ing the very basis on which alone our industry
can expand. There can scarcely be any doubt
that only by ruthlessly combating this inertness
of the apparatus, this resistance of the appara-
tus to the policy of reducing ‘prices, will it be
possible to wipe out this liability.

Lastly, we have liabilities like vodka in the
budget, the extremely slow rate of development of
foreign trade and the shortage of reserves. | think
that it would be possible to start gradually to re-
duce the sale of vodka and, instead of vodka, to
resort to sources of revenue such as radio and
the cinema. Indeed, why not take these extreme-
ly important means in hand and put on this job
real Bolsheviks, men with push and go, who could
successfully expand the business and make it
possible, at last, to reduce the sale of vodka? -
~ As regards foreign trade, it seems to me
that a number of the economic difficulties we
are encountering are due to the insufficiency of
exports. Can we push exports forward? I think
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we can. Is everything being done to increase ex-
ports to the utmost? I do not think that ev-
erything is being done.

The same musi be said about reserves. Those
comrades are wrong who say, sometimes thought-
lessly and sometimes because of their ignorance
of the business, that we have no reserves. No,
comrades, we have some small reserves. All the
organs of our state, from uyezd and gubernia
to regional and central, try to put something
in reserve for a rainy day. But these reserves
are too small. This must be admitted. There-

fore, the fask is to increase reserves as much as—__

possible, even if that sometimes entails cutting
down certain current. requirements.

Such, comrades, are the darker sides of our
economic development, to which attention must
be paid, and which must be removed at all
eosts in order to be able to move forward at a
faster rate.

4

CLASSES, THE STATE APPARATUS AND THE
COUNTRY’S CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT

From questions concerning the country’s
economic situation we will pass to questions
concerning the political situation.

a) The working class. Figures showing the
quantitative growth of the  working class and
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of wageworkers generally. In 1924-25 there were
8,215,000 wageworkers (not including unem-
“ployed); in 1926-27 there are 10,346,000. An in-
crease of 25 per cent. Of these, manual work-
ers, including agricultural and seasonal, there
were 5,448,000 in 1924-25 and in 1926-27—
7,060,000, An increase of 29.6 per cent. Of these,
workers in large-scale industry numbered
1,794,000 in 1924-25 and in 1926-27 they
numbered 2,388,000. An increase of 33 per
cent. ‘
The material conditions of the working class.
In 1924-25 the wageworkers’ share of the na-
-tional income amounted to 24.1 per cent and in
1926-27 it has grown to 29.4 per cent, which is
30 per cent above the wageworkers’ prewar
share of the national income, whereas the share
of the national income received by other social
groups, including the bourgeoisie, diminished
during this period (for example, the share of the
bourgeoisie ‘dropped from 5.5 per cent to 4.8
per cent). In 1924-25 the real wages of the
workers in the whole of state industry (not in-
cluding social services) amounted to 25.18 Mos-
cow standard rubles per month; in 1926-27 they
amount to 32.14 rubles, which is an increase of
27.6 per cent for the two years and is 5.4 per
cent above the prewar level. If we add social
insurance and cultural, municipal and other
services, wages in 1924-25 were 101.5 per cent
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of the prewar level and in 1926-27—128.4 per
cent of the prewar level. The social insurance
funds increased from 461,000,000 rubles im
1921-25 to 852,000,000 rubles in 1926-27, ie.
by 85 per cent, which made it possible to send
513,000 persons to rest homes and sanatoria, to
provide allowances for 460,000 unemployed and
700,000 pensioners (disabled workers and dis-
abled Civil War veterans) and to pay workers
full wages during sickness.

Expenditure, i.e., disbursements on workers”
housing, amounted two years ago, in 1924- 25, tor

over 132,000,000 rubles; in 1925- 26 it amounted ~——

to over 230,000,000 rubles in 1926-27 it
amounts to 282,000,000 rubles, and in 1927-28
it will amount to over 391,000,000 rubles, in-
cluding 50,000,000 rubles provided for in the
Manifesto of the Central Executive Commitiee.
The total expenditure on workers’ housing for
the past three years by industry, transport, local
Executive Committees and cooperative societies
(thus not including individual construction),
amounted to 644,700,000 rubles, and including
the assignments for 1927-28, amounts to 1,036
million rubles. These assignments for the three
vears made it possible fo build house accommo-
dation amounting to a floor space of 4,594,000
sq. metres and to provide accommodation for
257,000 workers, and oountmcr their families, to
abouit 900,000 persons. '
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The question of unemployment. I must say
that there is a discrepancy here between the
figures of the All-Union Central Council of Trafie
Unions and those of the People’s Commis-
sariat of Labour. 1 take the figures of the Peo-
ple’s Commissariat of Labour because they cov-
er the truly unemployed element connected with
the labour exchanges According to the returns
of the People’s Commissariat of Labour, the
number of unemploved during the f{wo years
increased from 950,000 to 1,048,000. Of these,
industrial workers constitute 16.5 per cent and
brain workers and unskilled labourers 74 per
cent. Thus, the chief cause of unemployment in
cur country is the overpopulation of the rural
districts; and the fact that our industry has to
some extent failed to absorb a certain minimum
of industrial workers is only a subsidiary cause.

To sum up: there is an undoubted rise in
the material standard of living of the working
class as a whole.

The Party’s task: to continue along the line
of further improving the material and cultural
conditions of the working class, of further rais-
ing the wages of the working class.

b) The peasantry. 1 do oot think it is worth
while quoting figures on the differentiation
among the peasaniry because my report is al-
ready too long drawn out, and everybody
knows the figures. There can be no doubt that
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_differentiation under - the dictatorship of the

proletariat must not be identified with differ-

" entiation under the capitalist system.Under cap-

ilalism the extremes grow: the poor peasants
and the kulaks, while the middle peasanls are
washed away. In our country the opposite is

 the case; the number of middle peasants is

growing, because a certain part of the poor
peasants rise to the status of middle peasants;
the number of kulaks is growing; the number
of poor peasants is diminishing. This fact shows
that the middle peasant hds been and remains
the central figure in agriculture. The bloc with
the middle peasants, while relying on the poor
peasants, is of decisive importance for the future
of our entire development, for the dictatorship
of the proletariat.

The general improvement of material condi-
tions in the rural districts. We have figures
showing an increase in the incomes of the peas-
ant population. Two years ago, in 1924-25, the

" income of the peasant population amounted to

3,548 million rubles, but in 1928-27 this income
has grown to 4,792 million rubles, ie., by 35.1
per cent, whereas the peasant population during
this period increased only 2.38 pér cent. This
is an undoubted indication that material con-

~ ditions in the rural districts are improving.

This does not mean that the conditions of
the pedsantry have improved in all the districts
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of ‘our country. It is well known that in some
places: there have been uneven harvests durir_lg
~ ihese two years, and the effects of the crop {ail-
ure of 1924 have not yel been fully overcome.
Hence the assistance the state renders the work-
ing peasantry in general and the poor peasants'
in particular. In 1925-26 state assistance to the
working peasantry amounted to 373,000,000
rubles and in 1926-27 to 427,000,000 rubles.
Special assistance to the rural poor in 1925-26.
in the shape of grants to the poorest farms
amounted to 38,000,000 rubles, tax exemptions

for poor farms amounted to 44,000,060 rubies -

and insurance exemptions for the poorest peas-
ant farms to 9,000,000 rubles, making a to-
tal of 91,000,000 rubles. Special assistance to
the rural poor in 1926-27 under the same
items: 39,000,000 . rubles, 52,000,000 rubles
and 9,000,000 ribles, making a total of about
100,000,000._rubles.

To -sum up: there is an improvement in

the' material. conditions of the bulk of the pea-
saniry. - . ,
. The Party’s task: to continue along the line
of further improving the material and cultural
conditions of the bulk of the peasantry, prima-
rily of the poor. peasants, to strengthen the al-
liance between the working class and the peas-
anitry, to raise the prestige of the working
class and of its Party in the rural districts.
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"¢) The new bourgeoisie, The intelligentsia..
A characteristic feature of the new bourgeoisie
is that, unlike the working class and the peas~
antry, it has no reason to be pleased with the
Soviet regime. Its discontent is not accidental.
It has its roots in life.

I have spoken about the growth of our na-
tional economy, I have spoken about the growth
of our industry, about the growth of the social-
ist elements of our national economy, about the
decline in the relative weight of the private cap-
italists, about the elimination of the small trad-
ers. But what does this signify? It signifies
that while our industry and our trading organi-
zations are growing, tens of thousands of smalk
and medium capitalists are being ruined. How
many small and medium shops have been closed
during these years? Thousands. How many
small manufacturers have been proletarianized?
Thousands. And how many civil servants have
been discharged in connection with the reduec-
tion of staffs in our state apparatus? Hundreds
and thousands.

Progress in our industry, progress in our
trading and cooperative organizalions and im-
provemeni of our state apparatus is progress
and improvement for the benefit of the working
class, for the benefit of the bulk of the peas-
aniry, but to the detriment of the new bour-
geoisie, to the deiriment of the middle sirata”’
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generally and of the urban middle strata in par-
ticular. Is it to be wondered at that discontent
with the Soviet regime is growing among these
strata? Hence the counterrevolutionary moods
among these people. Hence the Smena-Vekh
ideology, a fashionable article in the new bour-
geoisie’s political market.

But it would be a mistake to think that the
whole of the civil service element, the whole of
the intelligentsia is in this state of discontent, in
this state of grumbling or unrest against the
Soviet regime. Parallel with the growth of dis-
content we have in the depths of the new bour-
geoisie a diff erentiation among the intelligent-
sia, desertion from Smena-Vekhism, the passing
of hundreds end thousands of working intel-
lectuals to the side of the Soviet regime. This,
comrades, is undoubtedly a favourable factor
that must be noted.

The piofieers in this are the technical in-
felligentsia, because, being closely connected with
" the process of production, they cannot help see-
ing that the Bolsheviks are leading the country
forward, to a better future. Gigantic works of
construction like the Volkhov Power Plant, the
Dnieper Power Plant, the Svir Power Plant, the
Turkestan Railway, the Volga-Don Canal and
a whole series of new gigantic industrial
plants with which the fate of whole sirata of
-the technical intelligentsia is bound, cannot
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but “exercise some beneficial influence upon
these strata. It is not only a bread and butter
question for them, it is also a matter of hon-
our, a matter of creative effort, which naturally
draws them to the working class, to the Soviet
regime,

This is apart from the rural working in-
telligentsia, especially village schoolteachers, who
turned towards the Soviet regime long ago, and
who cannot help welcoming the development of
education in the rural districts.

Therefore, parallel with the growth of dis-

content among certain strata of the intelligenisia,—

we have the link between the working intel-
ligentsia and the working class. )

The Party’s task is to continue along the
line of isolating the new bourgeoisie and to
strengthen the link between the working class
and the working Soviet intelligentsia in town
and country.

d) The state apparatus and the struggle
against bureaucracy. So much is being talked
about bureaucracy that there is no need to di-
late upon it. That elements of bureaucracy exist
in the state, in the cooperative and in the Party
apparatus there can be no doubt. That it is nee-

-essary to combat the elements of bureaucracys

and that this task will confront us all the time,

“as long as we have state power, as long as the

state exists, is aiso a fact.
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But . there must also be a limit. To, carry
the struggle against bureaucracy in. the. state
apparatus to the point of destroymc the -state
apparatus, to the point of discrediting the state
apparatus, to attempt to break it up, means
going against Leninism, means forgetting .that
our apparatus is a Soviet  apparatus, . which
represents a higher type of state apparatus
compared with all the other state apparatuse,s
that exist in the world.

Wherein lies the strength of our state ap-
paratus? In that it links the state power with
the millions of workers and peasants through
the Soviets. In that the Soviets are schools of

administration for tens and hundreds of thou- -

sands of workers and peasants. In that the state
apparatus does not set up a barrier between it-
self and the vast masses of the people, but merges
with them through an incalculable number
of mass organizaficns, all sorts of commissions,
sections, conferences, delegate = meetings, etc.,
which encompass  the Soviets and in this way
buttress the organs of government.

Wherein lies the weakness of our state ap-
paratus? In the existence within it of elements

of bureaucracy, which spoil and distort iis
work. In order to eliminate bureaucracy from

© it—and this cannot be done in one year, or
fwo—we must systematically improve the. state
apparatus, brmlg it still nearer to-the -masses,
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reinvigorate it by bringing in new people who
are loyal to the cause of the working class,
remodel it in the spirit of Communism, but not
break it up or discredit it. Lenin was - a thou-
sand times right when he said: “Had we - not
kad an ‘apparatus’ we would have pérished long
ago. If we do not wage a systematic and stub-
born struggle to improve the apparatus we will
perish before we have created the base for -So-
cialism.”*® e

I will not dllate on the defects in our state
apparatus, which are glaring enough as it is. !
have i imind, primarily; “Mother Red Tape.” 1
have at hand a heap of documents testifying to
the red tape, exposing the criminal negligence of
a number of judicial, administrative, insurance,
cooperative and other organizations.

Here is a peasant who went to a certain ia-
surance office twenty-one times to get some mat:
ter put right and even then faxled to get any—
thing done.

Here is another peasant, an old man of sixty-
six, who walked 600 versts to get his case cleared
up at the Uyezd Social Maintengnce De—
partment and yet got no results. S

Here is an old woman, a peasant, fifty-six
years - old, who, summoned by the People’s
Court, walked 500 versts and travelled -over 600
versts- by -horse and cart and stﬂl dld not get
justlce done. : : :
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A multitude of facts like these could be quot-
ed. It is not worth while quoting them all. Bui
this is a disgrace to us, comrades! How can such
outrageous things be tolerated? -

Lastly, facts about “demoting.” It appears,
that in addition to workingmen who are pro-
moted, there are also such as are “demoted,”
who are pushed into the background by their
own comrades, not because they are incapable,
or inefficient, but because they are conscien-
tious and honest in their work.

Here . is a workingman, a toolmaker, who was
promoted to-a managerial post at his plant
because he was a capable man and incorrupt-
ible. He worked for a year and then another,
worked honestly, iniroduced order, put a stop
to inefficiency and waste. But working in
this way he harmfully affected the interests of
a gang of so-called “Communists,” he dis-
turbed their peace and quiet. And what happened?
This gang of “Communists” put spokes in his
wheel and thus compelled him to “demote”
himself, “You wanted to be smarter than us;
you won’t let us live and make a bit, so take
a back seat, brother.”

Here is another workingman, also a tool-
maker, he adjusted bolt-cutting machines, and
he was. promoted to a managerial post at his
plant. He worked zealously and honestly. But
working in this way he disturbed somebody’s
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peace and quiet. And what happened? A pre-
text was found and they got rid of this “dis-
turbing” comrade. How did this promoted:
comrade leave, what were his feelings? Like
this: “In whatever post I was appointed to I
tried to justify the confidence that was put in
me. But this promotion, which played a dirty
trick on me, I will pever forget. They threw
mud at me. My wish to bring everything into
the light of day remained a mere wish. Neither
the works committee, nor the management, nor

the Party nucleus would listen to me. I am

finished with promotion, I would not take an-
other managerial post even if I were offered
ny weight in gold” (Trud,” No. 128, June 9,
1927). ‘

But this is a disgrace o us, comrades! How
can such outrageous things be tolerated?

The Party’s task is, in fighting against bu-
reaucracy and for the improvement of the state
apparatus, to expurgate from our practice with
red-hot irons outrages of the kind I have just
spoken about.

€) Concerning Lenin’s slogan about the cul-
tural revolution. The surest remedy for bu-
reaucracy is raising the cultural level of the work-~
ers and peasants. One can curse and hur] abuse
at bureaucracy in the state apparatus, one can
stigmatize and pillory the bureaucracy in our
bractice. but unless the broad masses of the
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workers reach a certain level of culture, which
will create the possibility, the. desire, the abil-
ity to control the state apparatus from below, by
the masses of the workers themselves, bureauc-
racy will continue to exist in spite of every-
thing. Therefore, the cultural development of
the working class and of the masses of the
working  peasantry, not only the development
of literacy, although literacy is the basis of all
culture, but primarily the cultivation of the
knack and ability of participating in the
administration of the country, is the chief
lever for improving the state and every other
apparatus. This is the sense and significance
of Lenin’s slogan about the cultural revolu-
fion.

Here is what Lenin said about this in March
1622, before the opening of the Eleventh Con-
gress of our Party, in his letter to the Central
Committee addressed to Comrade Molotov:

. “The chief thing we lack is culture, ability to. ad-
minister. . Economically * and politicallj NEP jully
ensures us the possibility of building the foundation of
socialist economy.* It is ‘only’ a matler of the cultur-
al forces of the proletariat and of its vangnard.”?

These words of Lenin’s must not be forgot-
ten, comrades. (Voices: “Quite right!”)

‘ E :My ,italiqs.—J'. St -
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Hence the . Party’s task: . to intensify - the
struggle to raise the cultural level of the work-
ing class and of the working strata of the peas— '
antry. ) . :

How can the inlernal political situation in
our couniry be summed up?

It can be summed up in this way: The So-
viet regime is more stable than all the other re-
gimes existing in the world (Loud applause.)

But while the Soviet regime is more stable
than all the other regimes existing in the world,
a regime that any bourgeois government may
envy, it does not mean that all is well with us in
this sphere. No, comrades, we have shortcomings
in this sphere too, which we, as Bolsheviks, can-
ot and must not conceal.

We have, first of all, unemployment Thls is
a serious shoricoming, which we must overcome,
or at least reduce to a minimum at all costs.

We have, secondly, grave defects in workers’
housing, a housing ecrisis, which, we must also
overcome,. or at least reduce to a minimum with-
in the next few years.

We have some elements of anti-Semitism, not
only among certain circles of the middle strata of
the population, but also - -among a ceriain section
of the workers, and. even in some links of our
Party This evil: must be: combated -.comrades,
with all ruthlessness.
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We also have a shortcoming like the slacken-
ing of the anti-religious struggle.

And lastly, we have this frightful cultural
backwardness, not only in the broad sense of the
term, but also in its narrow sense, in the sense of
elementary literacy, for the percentage of illitera-
cy in the U.S.S.R. is still considerable. '

All these and similar shortcomings must be
liquidated, comrades, if we want to advance at a
more or less rapid rate.

To finish with this section of my report, per-
mit me to say a few words about the most char-
acteristic appointments during the period under
review. I will not deal with the appoiniment of
the Vice-Chairmen of the Council of People’s
Commissars of the U.S.S.R. Nor will I deal with
the appointment of the People’s Commissars of
the Supreme Council of National Economy, of
" ibe People’s Commissariat of Trade, and of the
State Political Administration of the US.S.R. I
would like to deal with three appointments which
are significant.. You know that Lobov has been
endorsed as Chairman of the Supreme Council of
National Economy of the R.S.F.S.R. He is a met-
alworker. You know that Ukhanov, a metal-
worker, has been elected Chairman of the Mos-
cow Soviet in place of Kamenev. You also know
that Komarov, also a metalworker, hasbeen elect-
ed Chairman of the Leningrad Soviet in place
of Zinoviev. Thus the “Lord Mayors” of our two
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capitals are metalworkers. (Applause.) It is true
that they are not of the nobility, but they are
managing the affairs of our capitals better than
any member of the nobility. (Applause.) You will
say that this is a tendency towards metalization,
hut I don’t think there is anything bad about that.
(Voices: “On the contrary, it is very good.”)

We wish the capitalist countries, we wish
London, we wish Paris to catch up with us at last
and put up their metalworkers as “Lord May-
ors.” (Applause.)
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THE I_’AR’I‘Y AND THE OPPOSITION

1
THE STATE OF THE PARTY

I will not, comrades, dilate on the numerical
and ideological growth of our Party, I will not
quote figures, because Kossior will report to you
on this in detail. By

Nor will I speak about the social composition
of our Party, or about the figures pertaining to
this, because Kossior will give you exhaustive
data on this in his report.

I would like to say a few words about the high-
er level, the qualitative improvement in our Par-
ty’s work of leadership both in the sphere of eco-
nomics and in the sphere of politics. There was
a time, comrades, two or three years age, when
a section of our comrades, headed by Trotsky, I
think (laughter, voices: “Think?”), hurled re-
proaches at our gubernia committees, regional
committees and at our Central Committee, assert-
ing that the Party organizations were incompetent
and had no business to interfere in the country’s
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economic affairs. Yes, there was such a time:
Today, however, it is doubtful whether any-
Body would dare to hurl such accusations against

- the Party organizations. That the gubernia and

regional committees have mastered the art of eco-
nomic leadership, that the Party organizations are
leading economie construction and not trailing in
its rear, is such a glaring fact that only the blind
or the daft would dare deny it. The very fact
that we have decided to put on the agenda of
this Congress the question of a five-year plan of
development of the national economy, this very
fact alone shows that the Party has made im-
mense progress in the planned leadership of our
economic construction both in the districts and
at the centre.

Some people think that there is nothing excep-
tional in this. No, comrades, there is something
exceptional and important in this, which must be
noted. Reference is sometimes made to American.
and German economic bodies which, it is alleged,
also direct their national economy according
to a plan. No, comrades, those countries have not
yet achieved this, and never will as long as the
capitalist system exists there. To be able to lead
according to a plan it is pecessary to have a
different system of industry, a socialist and not a
capitalist system; it is necessary to have at least
a nationalized industry, a nationalized credit Sys-
tem, nationalized land, the socialist Iink with the
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. X e
rural - districts, working-class rule in th

untry, etc. ) . |
* Trge, they have something in the nature of

plans; but these are forecast plans, guesswork -

‘ t
plans, not binding on anybody, and tilexsﬁiﬁg_
i irecting the country
erve as a basis for direc ’
‘;ny It is different in our countryl; 0;11‘ Pla;llft a;ie:
't sswork plans, b
not forecast plans, not guessv v
rective plans, which are binding upon our ;eajr
inge bodies, and which defermine the trend _0_ u;)ide
fut‘,ture economic development on a couniry

Y G e we !Iav a Hnda.ulelltal I
u se 3 e

her%I.'hat is why I say that even the simple fact
that the question of a five-year plan of devetlo(vi)n
ment of the national economy ha§ b»ee_n 011.3(1;61 o
the Congress agenda, even this fact is an indi oo
of the qualitatively higher level of our wo
plarllél(:f v;;(el?(jllegi?alii on the growth of inner—P.arty
demo'crércy: in our Party. Only the bhpd f.a111:lez?
see that inner-Pariy democracy, genmne:[' 1.11 -
Party democracy, an actual ups.urge of a(% n{; yinU
the Party membership, is growing and dew:1 < I;;log
in our Party. Some people chz‘lﬁer ab;outt emoe
racy. But what is democracy in the Fialf' y °
moéracy for whom? If by fﬁlemocracay1 1§ﬁrg§fzed
freedom for a couple or so of 1nte1.1ectu s div reed
from the revolution to engage in endless ¢
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ter, to have their own organ of the press, etc.,
then we do not need such “democracy,” because
it is democracy for an insignificant minority that
goes against the will of the overwhelming major-
ity. If, however, by democracy is meant freedom
for the Party membership to decide the questions
connected with our construction, an upsurge of
activity of the Party membership, drawing them
into the work of Party leadership, developing in
them the feeling that they are the masters in the
Party, then we have such democracy, that is the
democracy we need, and we will steadily develop
it in spile of everything. (Applause.)
Nor will I, comrades, dilate on the fact that,
parallel with inner-Party democracy, collective
leadership is growing; step by step, in our Party.
Take our Central Committee and Central Control
Commission, Together they constitute a leading
centre of 200-250 comrades, which meets regularly
and decides most important questions connected
with our work of constraction It is one of the
most democratic and collectively functio'm'ng cen-
fres our Party has ever had. Wel!? Is it not a
fact that the settlement of most important ques-

tions concerning our work is passing more and

more from the hands of a narrow group at the
top to the hands of this broad cenire, which is
most closely connected with all branches of con-

struction and with all the regions of our wvast
country?
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Nor will I dilate on the growth of our Party’
cadres. It is indisputable that during the past few
years the old cadres of our Party have been per-
meated with new, rising cadres, consisting mainly
of workingmen. Formerly, we counted our cadres
in bhundreds and thousands, but now we must
count them in tens of thousands. I think that if we
begin from the lowest organizations, the shop and
team organizations, and go to the top, all over
the Union, we will find that our Party cadres, the
overwhelming majority of whom are working-
men, now number no less than 100,000. This in-
dicates the immense growth of our Party. It mdi-
cates the immense growth of our cadres, the
growth of their ideological and organizational

experience, the growth of their communist cul-
ture.

Lastly, there is one other question on which
there is no need to dilate, but which ought to be
mentioned. This is the question of the growth of
the Par-’cy’s‘p‘\restige among the non-Party workers
and among the masses of the working people of
our country generally, among the workers and the
oppressed classes generally all over the world.
There can scarcely be any doubt now that our
Party is becoming the banner of liberation for
the toiling masses all over the world, and that the
title, Bolshevik, is becoming the honourable title
for the best members of the working class.

Such, in general, comrades, is the picture of
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,(I'):é; tetlchleveme]:nfs in the sphere of Party develop-
This does not mean, comrades, that there aré:
no defects in our Party. No, there are defects, and
grave defects at that Permit me to say a féw"
words about these defects. :
]'_.,et us take, for example, the guidance of eco~
nomic and other organizations by our Party organ-
izations. Is all well in this respect? No, nlotball,
Often we settle questions, not only in the districts |
but also at the centre, in the family, domestic cir:
cle way, as it were. Ivan Ivanovich, a member of
. the- leading top body of such and such an organi-
zation, has, say, commiited a grave b]underband
has messed things up. But Ivan Fyodorovich is
reluctant to criticize him, to expose the blunder
he has -committed, to rectify this blunder. He is
‘I;eluctant to do so because he does not want to
make enemies.” He has committed a blunder,
messed things up? What of it? Who of us doe;
not. commit blunders? I will let him, Ivan Fyodo-
rov1ch,.oﬂ' today; tomorrow he will let me, --Ivan:
Iva?owch, off; for what guarantee is there that
I will not commit a blunder? All nice and quﬁet.:
Peace and good will. What, do they say that a

- meglected  biunder is detrimental to our great

cause? That's nothing! We'll | ’
somehow, 8 € ' muddle through

Suctl, comrades, is- the way somé of our;
responsible comrades usually argue. |

6*
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But what does this signify? If we Bolsheviks,
who criticize the whole world, who, in the words
of Marx, are storming heaven, if we, for the sake
of this or that comrade’s peace of mind, abandon
self-criticism, 1s it not clear that this can lead only
to the doom of our great cause? (Voices: “Quite
right!” Applause.) )

Marx said that what, among other things, dis-
tinguishes the proletarian revolution from every
other revolution is that it criticizes itself and, in
criticizing itself, strengthems itself. 2 This is an
extremely important point of Marx’s. If we, the
representatives of the proletarian revolittion, shut

our eyes to our defects, settle questions by the
family cirele-method, hush up each others mis-
takes and drive the ulcers inwards into the Party’s
bady, who will rectify these mistakes, these de-
fecis? ;

Is it not clear that we will cease to be proletar-
ian revolutionaries, and that we will certainly
perish if .we fail to eradicate from our midst these
philistine, family-circle methods of settling most
important questions concerning our work of cen-
struction?

Is it not clear that by abandoning honest

and straightforward self-criticism, by abandon-

ing the honest and open rectification of our mis-
takes, we block our road to progress. to the im-
provement of our work, to new successes in our
work ?
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. ;(&)‘f;;;alry aﬂ;gmil; gzvzll?pmen(tl is not procéeding
No, comrades, we have cl;:gez ’wzsgzsgmg radic.
;aorii s:n:hin the country, we have a pas(t:,0 {v:rt: atllilx(r:e
b‘efweenn thaerrlr(li aa If;tt;‘:, we have contradictions
lem, cannot advance in the
?:‘l;l(;e;f(l)iffea s\r}nooth and gentle rocking on the
e ol - eare advancing in the process of
djcﬁaons, in the process of development of contra-
tradictic:nlsn' etﬁrocess of overcoming these con~
radict » in the process of bringing these con-
‘1;10n§ to light and liquidating them
<l e WQI never be in such a position, as long
asses exist. as to be able to say: Well, thank
fgod, everything is all right now. We will ne 1
in such a position, comirades. ever be
Whiglcl)r?setgu:lgcm life is anl.ways dying. But that
which ving refuses. to die quietly; it fights for
, esx1stenc_e, defends its moribund causeb
But ;)hrg;eth}:‘g new m life is always being born.
i ‘w ,wh_ is being born does not come into
wc-)r.d quietly: it comes in squealing and
screaming, defending its right tenex
(Voices: “Quite right!” Applauze.)
bt The struggle between the old and the new
; :uvrzgzlsi lhef dying and nascent—such s the;
ou 11032?110 our development By failing openly
g 1o Tio'};l,[ asthlzef;tsz(t)lsheviks. to point to, to
ghl, efects and mi i
work, we close our road to pro‘grgilss.t%iisw?w(;ﬁ

to existence.
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to go forward. And precisely because we want to
go forward we must make honest and revolution-
‘ary self-criticism one of our most important
tasks. Without this there is no progress. Without
this there is no development. :

But it is precisely along this line that things
are still in a bad way. More than that, itis enough
for us to achieve a few successes for us to forget
about the defects, to calm down and get conceited.
Two or three big successes—and everything- is
a walkover. Another two or threé big successes,
and we get a swelled head: “knock him into
‘a cocked hat!” But the mistakes remain, the de-
fects continue to exist, the ulcers are driven in-
wards into the Party’s body and the Party begins
{o sicken.

The second defect. It consists in introducing
‘administrative methods in the Party, in substitut-
ing the _method of administration for the
“method . of persuasion, which is of decisive impor-
'tance for the Party. This defect is a danger no
'less serious than the first one. Why? Because it
‘creates the danger of our Party organizations,
which are self-acting organizations, being convert-
ed into mere bureaucratic institutions. Calculating
"that we have no less than 60,000 most active
workers scattered among all sorts of economic,
cooperative and state institutions where they are
fighting bureaucracy, it must be admitted that

some of them, while fighting bureaucracy in these
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institutions, someiimes become infected  with
]i)ureaucracy themselves and carry this infection
into the Party organization. And this is not our
fault, comrades, but our misfortune, beéausé as
long as the state exists, this process will continﬁwe
to. a greater or lesser degree. And pr.ecisely
because this process has some roots in life, we
must arm ourselves for the strugglé against’ this
de_fect, rouse the activity of the Party member-
ship, draw them into the work of settling questions
f:on‘cern’mg the Party leadership, systematically
implant inner-Party democracy and prevenf the

substitution in our Party practice of the adminis-

trative me’fh»o-d for the method of persuasion.
The third defect. This defect consists in the

‘desire of a number of our comrades to float with
-the current, smoothly and calmly, without per-

‘sp‘e'ctive, without looking into the future, in such
a way that a festive and holiday atmosphere

should be felt all around, that we should have

celebration meetings every day. with applause

reverywhere, and that all of us in turn be elected

as honorary members of all s idi
ort of
(Laughter, applause.) o presidiums.

Now it is this irresistible desire to see a festive

atmosphere everywhere, this longing for decora-

tion, for all sorts of anniversaries, necessary and

- unnecessary, this desire to float with the current
~without caring a hang where they are floating to

{laughter, applause), all this coastitutes the suh-
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stance of the third defect in our Party practice,
the basis of the shortcomings in our Party life.

Have you seen boatmen, rowing conscien-
tiously, by the sweat of their brow, but not seeing
whither the current is carrying them? I have
séen such boatmen on the Yenisei. They are
honest and tireless boatmen. But ‘the trouble is
that they do not see, and do not wish to see, that
the current may carry them against the rocks,
where doom awaits them.

The same thing happens to some of our com"
rades. They row conscientiously, pulling hard all
the time; their boat floats smoothly, with the
current, but not only don’t they know whither the
carrent is carrying them, they do not wish to
know. Working without perspective, floating
without sail or rudder—this is what wishing to
float only with the current leads to.

And the results? The results are obvious: first
they become-coated with mould, then they become
drab, after that they sink into the quagmire of
philistinism ‘and are finally transformed into
ordinary philistines. This is precisely the path of
real degeneration.

Such, comrades, are some of the defects in
our Party practice and in our Party  life. about
which I wanted to say a few bitter words to you.

And now permit me to pass to the questions

connected with the discussion and with our so- -

called opposition.
88
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2

THE RESULTS OF THE DISCUSSION

Is there any sense, any value in a Party dis-
cussion? o

Sometimes people say: why on earth did they
start this discussion, what good is it to anyone,
wquld it not have been better to settle the dispute
privately, without washing dirty linen in public?
il’his is wrong, comrades. Sometimes a discussion
is absolutely necessary, and certainly useful. The
“{hole point is—what kind of discussion? If the
d1§cussion is conducted within comradely limits,
within Party limits, if its object is ‘honest self-
criticism, criticism of the defects in the Party, if,
therefore, it improves our work and arms the
working class, then such a discussion is necessary
and useful. . '

.But there is another kind of discussion, the
object of which is not to improve our common
work but to worsen it; not to strengthen the
Party, but to disintegrate and discredit it. Such
a discussion usually leads not to the arming but
to the disarming of the proletariat. Such : dis-
cussion we do not need. (Voices: "Qui'té right!”’
Applause.) o

When the opposition demanded an all-Union
discussion about three months before the Con-
gress, before the Central Committee’s theses

89 .



had been drawn up, before the publication.of
these theses, they tried to thrust upon us aiifmd
of discussion that would have inevitably facilitat-
ed the task of our enemies, the task of the er}e-
mies of the working class- the task of the enemies
of our Party. It was precisely for this reason
that the Central Commitiee opposed tI-le opposi-
tion’s plans Andit is precisely because 1? 0ppo§ed
‘the opposition’s plans that we succeeded in pla?m-g
the discussion on the right lines by giving it ,a
basis in the shape of the Central Comnn.ttees
‘theses for the Congress. Now we can say without
hesitation that, on the whole, the discussion has
‘been a gain. )
beeAs rigarxds washing dirty linen in public, this
is nonsense, comrades. We have never been, and
aever will be, afraid of openly criticizing ourselves
~and our mistakes in front of the v&.’hole .Party.
The sfrength of Bolshevism lies prec1s-el'y m.tpa}t
'it-is not afraid of criticism and that, in critici-
:zing its defects, it acquires the energy to pl'lSh
. further forward. Thus, the present dlscussu'm
'is a sign of our Party’s strength, a sign of its
- +might. ] .
It must not be forgotten that in-every bu_xg
party, especially a party like ours, which is in
power, and which contains some part of the
‘ peasant and civil servant element, there a-c‘cumu-
‘late in the course of a certain’ time certain e_:le-
. ments whe are indifferent to guestions concernmng
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Party practice, who vote blindfolded and float
with the current. The presence of a large number
of these elements is an evil' which must be com-
bated. These elements constitute the marsh in
our Party. . ‘ o
A discussion is an appeal to this marsh. The
‘opposition appeal to it in order to win over some
part of it. And they do indeed win over its wotst
part. The Party appeals to it in order to win over
its best part, to draw it into active Party life. As
a result, the marsh is compelled to self-determine
itself in spite of allits inertness. And it does indeed
‘self-determine itself as a result of tnese appeals,
by giving up one section of' its ranks to the
opposition and another to the Party, thus ceasing

-to exist as a marsh. In the general balance sheet
of our Party development this is an asset. As

a result of the present discussion the marsh

‘has diminished, or has ceased, or is ceasing, to

exist. In this respect the ‘discussion has been -a
gain, ‘ '

The resulis of the discussion? The resulis are

“known. Up till yesterday, it appears, 724,000 com-
-rades voted for the Party and a little over 4,000
voted for the opposition. Such are the results..Our
opposition thundered that the Central Committee
~had divorced itself from the Party, that the Party
~had divorced itself from the class, that if ifs and

ans were pots and pans they, the opposition,
would certainly have had 99 per cent on their side.
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But as ifs and ans are not pots and pans it turns
out that the opposition have not even one per
cent. Such are the results.

How could it happen that the entire Party, as
a whole, and following it the working class too,
so thoroughly isolated the opposition? After all,
the opposition are headed by well-known people
with well-known names, people who know how
to -advertise themselves (voices: “Quite right!”),
people who are not afflicted with modesty
(applause) and are "able to blow their own irum-
pets.

It happened because the leading group of the
opposition proved to be a group of petty-bour-
geois intellectuals divorced from life, divorced
from the revolution, divorced from the Party,
from the working class. (Voices: “Quite right!”
Applause.) ,

A little while ago I spoke about the successes
we have achieved in our work, about our achieve-
ments in the sphere of industry, in the sphere of
trade, in the sphere of our economy as a whole,
and in the sphere of foreign policy. But the op-
position are not interesled in these achievements.
They do not see, or do not wish to see, them.
They do not wish to see them partly because of
their ignorance and partly because of the obsti-
nacy characteristic of intellectuals who are di-
vorced from life.

3

. THE FUNDAMENTAL DIVERGENCES BETWEEN
THE PARTY AND THE OPPOSITION

You will ask, what then, are the disagreements
between the Party and the opposition, on what
questions do they disagree? :

On all questions, comrades. (Voices: “Quite
right!”) ‘ ’

Recently I read a statement made by a non-
party workingman in Moscow, who is joining, or
has already joined the Party. This is how he
formulates the disagreements between the Party
and the opposition: )

“Formerly we tried to find out what the Party and
the opposition disagreed about. Now we canpot find
out on what the opposition agrees with the Party.
(Laughter, applause.) The opposition is copposed io the
Party on all questions, therefore, if | sided with the

opposition I would not join the Party.” (Laughter, qp-
plause.) (Cf. Izvestia, No. 264.)

You see how aptly and yet concisely working-
men are sometimes able to express themselves. I
think that this is the aptest and truest characteri-
zalion of the opposilion’s attitude towards the
Party, towards its ideology, its program and its
tactics. : o '

It is precisely because the opposition disagree
with the Party on all questions that the opposition
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constitute a group with iis own ideology, its own
program, its own tactics ‘and its own organiza-
tional principles. )

The opposition possess everything that is need-
ed to form a new party, everything except a
“trifle,”—strength to do so. (Laughter, applause.)

I could mention seven fundamental questions
on which there is disagreement between the Party
and the opposition. ‘

First The question of the possibility of victo-
rious socialist construction in our couniry. I will
not refer to the opposition’s documents and state-
ments on this question. Everybody is familiar
with them and there is no need to repeat them.
It is clear to everybody that the opposition deny
the possibility of the victorious construction of
Socialism in our country. And in denying this
possibility they are directly and openly slipping
into the position of the Mensheviks.

The opposition’s stand on  this question is not
a new one for their present leaders. It was the
stand taken by Kamenev and Zinoviev when they
refused to go to the October insurrection. They
openly stated at the time that by raising an insur-
rection we were going to our destruction, that we
must wait for the Constituent Assembly, that the
conditions for Socialism had not matured and

would not mature soon.
Trotsky took the very same stand when he

went to the insurrection; for he openly said that.

94

]_f' a victorious proletarian revolution in the West .
'dld not bring timely assistance in the more orr‘
less near future, it would be foolish to think that :
revolutionary Russia could hold its own in face
of a coaservative Europe, '
Indeed, how did Kamenev and Zinoviev on.
the one side, Trotsky on the other, and Lenin and
\‘he. P-arty on the third, go to the insurrection?
iI‘I.us Is a very interesting question, about which
1t is worth saying a few words, comrades. .
- You know. that Kamenev and Zinoviev were
driven to the insurrection with a stick. Lenin
drove lthem~with a stick, threatening them with
:.lfpulsaon fr;)m the Party (laughter, applause) aﬁd
ey were forced to hobbi i recti
(Laughten, anmonsoe) obble to the insurrection.
Tr.otsky' went to the insurrection voluntarily.
er did not go straightforwardly, however but.
with a reservation, which already at that ,time‘
?)rougm him close to Kamenev and Zinoviev. It
Is an interesting fact that it was precisely bef‘.ore‘;
the October Revolution, in June 1917, that Trot-
sky deemed it appropriate to publish in Petro-
grad a new edition of his old pamphlet 4 Peace.
Progra{rz, as if wishing to show thereby that he
was’ going to the insurrection under his own flag
What. does he say in that pamphlet? In it lfe
I).Ol.e.lnlles with Lenin on the question of the pos-
s:b1.hty of the victory of Socialism in one counlz '
claims that this idea of Lenin’s is wrong a;}:i
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if
asserts that we will have to take power, bu-’g ;S
timely aid does not come from the vmto:}imk
West-European workers it is h-opeless. -to i
that a revolutionary Russia can holdhlt:vzzv::iloes
face of a conservative Europfe,. _a}nd w E-ers Joes
not agree with Trotsky’s criticism su

tional narrow-mindedness. :

= 1Here is an excerpt from the pam hlet Trotsky
published at that time.

begin and con-
fully confident
to the struggle
happen, it will
experience and

“Without waiting for the qihers, wcle
tinue our struggle on our natlox}al st01.
injtiati ill give an impetus

that our initiative will g
in other countries; but if that does .nolt
be hopeless, in the light of historica

i ink that
in the light of theoretical reasoning, to l(;mtrll():ld 2t
;n revolutionary Russia, for example, cou oo e
wn in face of a conservative Europe.. g
o

lution within national
to the very same
he substance
I, part 1,

the prospects of the spcial revol
limits would mean falling a victim fo the
national narrow-miindedness that cor;sTtl uv01
of social-patriotism.” (Trotsky, 1917, .

p- 90.) -

Such, comrades, was the trotskyite reservatlorrtlg
which does a great deal to explain to us the r(i:)ev
and the subsoil of his present bloc with Kame

and Zinoviev.

But how did Lenin, how did the Party go to

the insurrection? Also, with a reservation? tl_\I(;
i o
i i ty went to the insurrectt
Lenin and his Party . ! n
without any reservations. Here is an exc%{]pt f;(;o-
one of Lenin’s splendid arficles, “The War .
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gram of the Proletarian Revolution,” published
abroad in September 1917:

“Victorious Socialism in one country does not at
one stroke eliminate all war in general. On the con-
irary, it presupposes such wars. The development of cap-
italism proceeds extremely unevenly in the various
countries. It cannot be otherwise under the commodity
production system. From this it follows irrefutably that
.Socialism cannot achieve victory simultaneously in alf
countries. It will achieve victory first in one or several
countries, while the others will remain bourgeois or
prebourgeois for some time. This must not only create
friction, but a direct siriving on the part of the bour-
geoisie of the other countries to crush the victorious pro-
letariat of the socialist state. In such cases a2 war on
our part would be a legitimate and just war. It would
be a war for Socialism, for the liberation of other na-
tions from the bourgeoisie.” - (Lenin, “The War Pro-

gram of the Proletarian Revolution,” Notes of the Lenin
Institute, Vol, II, p. 7.)22

You see that we have a totally different stand
here. Whereas Trotsky went to the insurrection
with 2 reservation that brought him close to
Kamenev and Zinoviev, asserting that, taken by
itself, proletarian power cannot be worth any-
thing if timely aid does not come from
outside, Lenin, on the contrary, went to the
insurrection without reservations, asserting that
proletarian power in our country must serve as
a base for assisting the proletarians of other

countries to free themselves from the yoke of
the bourgeoisie. N
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e Bolsheviks went to the
October insurrection, and that is why Trotsky,
and Kamenev and Zinoviev, have found common
ground nearly ten years after the October Revo-

Tution. .
One could depict in the form of a dialogue
Trotsky on the one

the conversation between
hand, and Kamenev and Zinoviev on the other

when the opposition bloc was being formed.
Kamenev and Zinoviev to Trotsky: “So you
see, dear comrade, in the end we proved to be
right when we said that we ought not to g0 o
the October insurrection, that we ought to wait
for the Constituent Assembly, and SO forth. Now,
everybody sees that the couniry is degeneraling
the government is degenerating, we are heading
for destruction and there won’t be any Socialism
in our country. We should not have gone {o the
insurrection But you went to the insurrection

voluntarily. You made a big mistake.”

Trotsky replies to them: “No, dear colleagues,
you are unjust towards m
insurrection, but you forgot to say how 1 went.
After all, I did not go to the insurrection straight-
forwardly, but with a reservation. (General
laughter.) And since it is evident now that aid
cannot be expected from anywhere, it is obvious
that we are heading for destruction, as I foretold
at the time in A Peace Program.”

Zinoviev and Kamenev: “Yes, yout are right.

. . That is how th
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e. True, I went to the .

We f ; ’
e gﬁotbeigou‘il your reservation. It is clear now.
; C Nas an i ) 1o : ‘. s
(Ge;eral laughter, Appla;(jgc;logl”al foundation.”
hat i e ~ ;
the de;ialls (ﬁ‘ogleﬂ};i OPISP-?SIHOH took its stand on
ssibili f victori -
- construction in our C’O‘un’zg of victorious socialist
What do Y
render. Tc;i Oevjhtil;tvst?)n}‘)d%s’lgmfy? It signifies sur-
el ) - ! viously to the capitali
Wzﬁgntli In our country. To whom eéesa’;;tahsrt
revoluti ourgeoisie. But the Left Phra's o e
them? 1%1;1ary arm waving—whal has becf)sr;l th?
. ! ey have scattered ii ‘ €9
o . like dust. Give
ﬁ};ﬁgi’imrlxl a good shaking, cast aside thg l: e (?lun
ot 11 phraseology, and at bottom you W"lelvo u-
< eydare defeatists. (Applause.) il find
eco . .
the prOtha-n_iheHleé@'?flOH of the dictatorship of
: o . e we the di :
prole » e dictatorsh ‘
(Laula}l;lat or not? Rather a stranse I(Il)uzf,[.the
! evg'er er.) Nevertheless, the O*P’posi?iolq S 1:01-1.
say tha?‘.z “ozne of .their statements. The opprj;isf "
atioh. Sy :t a;;ee;nt;asttate of Thermidor deg,’eﬂl(-(;Tf
ha ; . mean? It me o
(;u‘;eeél;) t the dictatorship of the prolzi;?asrig;atﬂ:v:
nomics and our liti o ’ a
going i politics are a fai -
goci;ﬁls);ckv;ards, that we are not goingﬂz)r;, age
Co‘urvse is’ t ut towards capitalism. This - ;
-ourse, 1s strange and foolish. But t s @
msist on it. : he opposition
i Here, ¢ :
It is on thiriges, you have another divergence
’ at Trotsky’s well-known thesis

7%
99




about Clemenceau is based. If the. g(')vernxf[lgn:v }1113:
degenerated, or is dtegenﬁrell(timif; 1sC 11;3‘:1(; b e
to spare it, defend i', uphold it? o u;able ot
i while. If a situation arises avo!
:;Zrtgemoval” of such a government,f ﬁ, Ziz,wth:;
enemy comes within 80 ktzlo‘m:g:;l (;) be(;aken’ Iy
i t obvious that advantage ] !
::1]:12-0 :itcl)llition to sweep this glovernmenli aw?; ::;f_
‘set up a new, Clemenceau, i.e, Trotsky, g
mergl?early there is nothing Leninist in tthlrs
“stand.” I”[ is Menshevism o.f the pu1]":;aes‘tni Sx;ilaffe .
The opposition have slipped into Men; S e
Third. The question of. the bloc ‘;s e
working class and the middle peasaﬁl- : sility
time the opposition have concealed t eir Dostilty
towards the idea of such a bloc. Theu‘t pla forre,
their countertheses, are remarkable no Soo.sition
for what they say as for what tl}eooclizss oo
ilave tried to.conceal from t.he working ; ad.e o
n was found, I. N. Smirnov, also a le or o
the or osition, who had the courage to .tell >
thetl”? I;I;out th(; opposition, to drag them 1n(tio t; a(:
E;lht of day. And what do we find? .‘We”ﬁI;I1 hat
« heading towards destruction, {
e aret to “save” ourselves, we must fall ou
:‘vﬁhwfll middle peasants. Not very clever, but
cl‘ea;iere the op‘p‘dsiﬁon’s Menshevik ears have at
last become exposed for everybody to see.
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Fourth. The question of the charac

. revolution, If the possibility
construction of Socialism in
denied, if the existence of the di
proletariat is denied, if the hecessity of a ‘bloc
between the working class and the peasantry is
denied, what then remains of our revolution, of
its socialist character?.Clearly, nothing, absolutely
nothing. The proletariat came into power, it car-
ried the bourgeois revolution to the end, the peas-
antry now have nothing to do with the revolution
since they have already received land, so the
proletariat can now retire and make room for
other classes,

Such is the opposition’s stand,
down to the roots of the oppositional views.

Such are all the roots of our opposition’s
defeatism. No wonder the Bundist defeatist Apra-
movich praises them.

Fifth. The question of Leniw’s stand on the
leadership of colonial revolutions. Lenin took his
stand on the difference between imperialist coun-
tries and oppressed countries, between the com-
munist policy in imperialist countries and the:
communist policy in colonial couniries. Taking
his stand on this difference, he said, already
during the war, that the idea of defending the
fatherland is inacceptable and counterrevolution-
ary for Communism in imperialist countries, but

ter Of our,
of the victorious

our country is
Ctatorship of the

if we delve
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quite acceptable and correct in oppressed coun”
f liberation

tries which are waging 4 war o
against imperialism. ‘
It is precisely for this reason that Lenin con-
ceded the possibility, at a certain stage and for
s certain period, of a bloc, and even of an alli-
ance, with the national bourgeoisie in colonial
countries if it.is waging war against imperialism,’
and if it is not preventing the Communists from
training the workers and the peasant poor in the
spirit of Communism. ’ '
The sin the opposition have fallen into here
is that they have completely broken away from this
stand of Lenin’s and have slipped into the posi-
tion held by the Second International, which
denies the expediency of supporting revolutionr-
ary wars waged by colonial countries against
imperialism. And it is this that explains all
the misfortunes that have befallen our oppo-
sition on the question of the Chinese revolu-
tiomn. o
And so you have still another divergence.
‘Sizth. The question of the united front tactics
in the international working-class movement. The
sin which the opposition have fallen into here is
that they are breaking away from the Leninist
tactics on the question: of gradually winning the
vast working-class masses 10 the side of Com-
munism. The vast working-class masses are won
over to the side of Communism not only by the
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Pa i
recx;t;; é)llidlcrsimg i .corr.ect policy. The Party’s cor-
everythin(}" sIa. ig thing, but itis far from being
vervtt S;;)ml; order that the vast working-class
masses th' come over to Communism, it is
convmceﬁ ; atthth.e masses themselves should ‘be
convinced | ny heir own experience that the com-
pelicy 1s correct. And in order that the

masses sh
ould become so convinced time is need-

od. :
gidit;lg t1}3larty must work skilfully and ably in
leads ;7 N ; IE?s.ses to their positions, the Party
s ! s 1lf¥111y and ably i{o convince th

“r;:zasws that its policy is correct. °
e e v:vetr;atab;(?lutely right in April 1917, for
Svrtiony U tht ings were moving towards the
o e bourgeoisie and to the estéblish-
vot et o e power of the Soviets But we did not
A revpflm thfe broad working-class masses to
Whe? Be? t against the power of the bourgeoisie-
Opportuni:ause the.masses had not yet h:d the
b y to colnvmce themselves that our élbso—
et ;7_ o rrict 'pohc}t was correct Only when the
petty urgeois Socialist-Revolutionary and M

1k parties had utterly discredited themsé]?rg;

on th i
_ e fundamental questions of the revolution

onl

thefn S?gl:;l ttl;ae masses were beginning to convince
e le:l‘d tﬁt our policy was correct, only then
bl reo e masses to the insurrection. And
e . ely because we led the masses to th‘
in rrection at the proper time that teved
tors o @ we achieved
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Such are the roots of the united front idea.
Lenin put the united front tactics into operation
precisely for the purpose of helping the vast
working-class masses in the capitalist countries,
who are imbued with the prejudices of Social-
Democratic compromise, to learn from their own
experience that the Communists’ policy is correct
" and to pass to the side of Communism.

The sin the opposition have fallen into is
that they utterly repudiate these tactics. At one
time they were infatuated, foolishly and uawisely
infatuated, with the united front tactics and
heartily welcomed the conclusion of an agreement
with the General Council in England,” believing
that this agreement was ‘“oneof the surest guar-
antees of peace,” “ome of the surest guarantees
against intervention,” one of the surest means of
“making reformism in Europe harmless” (cf.
Zinoviev’s report to the Fourteenth Congress of
the C.P.S.U.[B.]). But when their hopes of mak-
ing reformiism in Europe *“harmless” with the
aid of the Purcells and Hickses were cruelly
dashed to the ground, they rushed to the other
extreme and utterly repudiated the united front
tactics idea.

Such, comrades, is still another divergence,
which demonstrates the opposition’s complete
abandonment of the Leninist united front tactics.

Seventh. The question of the Lemnist Party

principle, of Leninist unity in the C.P.S.U(B.)
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and in the Comintern. Here, the opposition utterly
1_)rea}nk away from the Leninist principle of organ-
ization and take the path of organizing a second
party, the path of organizing a new Interna-
tional. -

Such are the seven fundamental questions
which indicate that on all these questions the
opposition have slipped into Menshevism.

Can these Menshevik views of the opposition
be regarded as compatibie with our Party’s ideol-
08y, with our Party’s program, with its tactics,
with the tactics of the Comintern, with the or-
ganizational principles of Leninism? 4
Under no circumstances; not for a single mo-
ment!

You will ask: how could such an opposition
come into being among us; where are their so~
cial roots? I think that the social roots of the
opposition lie in the fact that the urban petty-
bourgeois strata are being ruined under the
conditions of our development, in the fact that
these strata are discontented with the regime of
the dictatorship of the proletariat, in the striving
of these strata to change this regime, to “im-
prove” it in the spirit of establishing bourgeois
democracy. i

I'have already said that as a result of our prog-
ress, as a result of the growth of our industry,
as a result of the growth of the relative weight
of the socialist forms of economy, a section of
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the petty-bourgeoisie, particularly the urban
bourgeoisie, is being ruined and is going under.
The opposition reflect the grumbling and discon-
tent of these strata with the regime of the prole-
tarian revolution.

Such are the social roots of the opposition.

4
WHAT IS TO BE DONE FURTHER

What is to be done further with the opposi-
tion?

Before passing to this question 1 would like
to tell you the story about an experiment in joint
work with Trotsky that Kamenev made in 1910.
This is a very interesting question. The more so
that it could give us some clue to the proper
approach to the afore-mentioned question. In
1910 a plenum_of our Central Committee was
held abroad.. It discussed the question of the
relations between the Bolsheviks and the Men-
sheviks, and Trotsky in particular (we were then
a part of one party together with the Menshe-
viks, and we called ourselves a faction). The ple-
‘num decided in favour of conciliation with the
Mensheviks and, consequently, with Trotsky, in
spite of Lenin, in opposition to Lenin. Lenin was
feft in the minority. But what about Kamenev?
Kamenev undertook. to cooperate with Trotsky.
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He did so with Lenin’s knowledge and consent,
because Lenin wanted to prove to Kamenev by
experience that it was harmful and impermissible
to cooperate with Trotsky against the Bolshe-'
viks.

Listen to what Kamenev relates about this.

“In 1910, the majority of our faction made &dn at-
tempt at conciliation and agreement with Comrade
Trotsky. Vladimir Ilyich was strongly opposed to this
attempt and, as a ‘punishment,’ as it were, for my
persistence in the attempt to reach agreement with
Trotsky, insisted that “%he Central Committee should
send me as its delegate on the editorial board of Com-
rade Trotsky’s newspaper. By the autumn of 1910—hav-
ing worked on this editorial board for several months—
I was convinced that Vladimir Ilyich was right in his op-
position to my ‘conciliatory’ line, and with his con-
sent I resigned from the editorial board of Comrade
Trotsky’s paper. Our rupture with Comrade Trotsky at
that time was marked by a series of sharply-worded
articles in the Central Organ of the Party. It was at
that time that Vladimir Ilyich suggested to me that I
should write a pamphlet summing up our disagreements
with the Liquidator-Mensheviks and with -Comrade Trot-
sky. ‘You have made an experiment in trying to reach
agreement with the extreme Left (irotskyite) wing of
the anti-Bolshevik groups, you have beén convinced that
agreement is impossible, and so you must write a sum-
marizing pamphlet, Viadimir Ilyich said to me. Natu-
rally, -Vladimir Ilyich insisted particularly that precisely
on the subject of the relations between the Bolsheviks
and what we then called trotskyism everything should = be
told... to the very end.” (L. Kamenev’s preface to his

pamphlet Two Parties.)
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What were the results of this? Listen fur-
ther:

“The experiment in joint work with Trotsky-—which,
I make so bold to say, I performed with sincerity, as
is proved precisely by the way Trotsky is now exploit-
ing my letters and private conversations—showed that
conciliation irresistibly slips into defence of liquidationism
and definitely takes the side of the latter.” (L. Kame-
nev, Two Parties.)

And further:

“Oh, had ‘tro;:skyism’ been victorious as a mood in
the Party, what freedom there would have been for
liquidationism, for otsovism, and for all the trends
that were fighting the Party.” (Ibid.)

Such, comrades, was an experiment in joint
work with Trotsky. (4 voice: “An instructive ex-
periment.”) Kamenev, at that time, described
these results in a special pamphlet that was pub-
lished in 1911 under the title of Two Parties.
I have no doubt that this pamphlet was very
useful to all those comrades who still harboured
illusions coneerning cooperation with Trotsky.

And now I would ask: would not Kamenev
try to write another pamphlet, also bearing the title
Two Parties, about his present experiment in try-
ing to cooperate with Trotsky? {General laughter.
Applause.) Perhaps there would be some use in
his doing so. Of course, I can give Kamenev-no

guarantee that Trotsky will not now use his

letters and intimate conversations against him as
he did then. (General laughter.) But it is scarcely
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worth while being afraid of that. At all events, a
choice has to be made: either o be afraid that
Trotsky will use Kamenev’s letters and divulge
his secret conversations with Trotsky, in which
case the danger arises of being outside the Parfy;
or to cast off all fear and remsain in the Pariy.

That is how the question stands now, com-
rades: one thing or another. ’

It is said that the opposition intend to pre-
sent to the Congress some kind of a statement to
ihe effect that they, the opposition, submit and
will in future submit to all the Party decisions
(a voice: “In the same way as they did in Oc-
tober 1926?7), dissolve their faction (a voice: “We
have heard that twice!”) and defend their views,
which they do not renounce (voices: “Oh!” “No,
we had better dissolve it ourselves!”) within the
Limits of the Party Rules. (Voices: “With reserva-
tions.” “Our limits are not elastic.”)

I think, comrades, that nothing will come of
this. (Voices: “Quite right!” Prolonged applause.)
We too, comrades, have some experience of state-
ments (applause), some experience of two state-
ments (voices: “Quite right!”), of October 16,
1926 and of August 8, 1927. What did this
experience lead to? Although I do not intend
to write'a pamphlet Two Parties, 1 dare say
that this experience led to the most negative
results (voices: “Quite right!”) to the decep-
tion of the Party on two occasions, to the slack-
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ening of Party discipline. What grounds have
the opposition now to demand that we, the Con-
gress of a great Party,the Congressof Lenin’s
Party, should take their word after such an
experience? (Voices: “It would be foolish.”
“Whoever does so will get done in.”) -

It is said that they are also raising the ques-
tion of the reinstatement in the Party of those
who have been expelled. (Voices: “That won't
come off.” “Let them go into the Menshevik
marsh.”) I think, comrades, that this too will not
come off. (Prolonged applause.)

Why did the Parly expel Trotsky and Zi-
noviev? Because they are the organizers of the
entire anti-Party opposition (voices: “Quite
right!”), because they set themselves the aim of
breaking the laws of the Party, because they
thought that nobody would dare to touch them,
because they wanted to create for themselves
the privileged position of nobles in the Party.

But do we-want to have a privileged nobility
and an unprivileged peasantry in the Party?
Shall we Bolsheviks, who uprooted the nobility,
restore them in our Party? (Applause.)

You ask: why did we expel Trotsky and
Zinoviev from the Party? Because we do not
want a nobility in the Party. Because there is
one law in our. Party, and all members of the
Party have equal rights. (Voices: “Quite right!”
Prolonged applause.)
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If the opposition want to be in the Party

let them submit to the will of the Party, to

its laws, to its instructions, without reservations,
without equivocation. If they refuse to do that,
let them go wherever they please. (Voices: “Quite
right!” Applause.) We do not want new laws
providing privileges for the opposition, and we
will not create them. {Applause.) ’

The question is raised about terms. We have
only one set of terms: the opposition must disarm
wholly and entirely, in ideological and organi-
zational respects. (Voices: “Quite right!” Prolonged
applause.)

They must renounce their anti-Bolshevik
views openly and honestly, before the whole world.,
(Voices: “Quite right!” Prolonged applause.)
~ They must denounce the mistakes they have
committed, mistakes which have grown into
crimes against the Party, openly and honestly,
before the whole world.

They must surrender their nuclei to us in
order that the Party may be able to dissolve them
without leaving a trace. (Voices: “Quite right!”
Prolonged applause.)

Either that or else, let them leave the Party.
If they don’t go ont, well throw them out.
(Voices: “Quite right!” Prolonged applause.)

- That is how the matter stands with the oppo-
sition, comrades. :




A

GENERAL SUMMARY

i des.
I will now conciude, comra '
What is the general summary for the period
der review? It is as follows: . ]
- 1) We have maintained peace wzth. the lsyr
rounding states, in spite of enormous dlfﬁCl;) tzes:
in spite of the provocative attacks of the bour
oisie of the “great powers”; ‘
7 2) w(’; have strengthened the link between tl_le
working class of the U.S.S.R. apd the workgrs 111111
the imperialist countries and in tI}e co{omes,.the
spite of a multitude of obstacles, in spite of "
ocean of slander poured out agawn§t us bg{ e
corrupt, hundred-mouthed bourgeozs presszi. .
3) we have raised the prestige of the z-;:'a
torship of the proletariat among the vast toiling
] ld;
masses in all parts of the world; )
4) we, as a parly, have helped-the Comlflterz
and its sections to increase their influence in a
tries in the world; _ ;
C0w51)rwe have done everything one party can do

to develop and accelerate the world revolutionary

movement;
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6) we have raised our socialist industry, set-
ling for it a record rate of development and es--

fablishing its predominance in the whole of our
national economy; ' '

7) we have established a link between socialist
industry and peasant farming;

8) we have strengthened the alliance between
the working class and the middle peasants, while
relying on the peasant poor;

9) we have strengthened the dictatorship of
the proletariat in our country in spite of the hos-
tile international encirclement, and have shown
the workers of all countries that the proletariat
is able not only to destroy capitalism, but alse to
build Socialism; . :

10) we have strengthened the Party, upheld
Leninism and utterly routed the opposition,

Such is the general summary,

What is the conclusion? Only one conclusion

‘can be drawn: we are on the right road; our Par- -

ty’s policy is correct. (Voices: “Quite right!”. A p-
plause.)

And from this it follows that, continuing along
this road, we will certainly achieve the vie-
tory of Socialism in our country,
of Socialism in all countries, (
plause.)

But this does not mean that we will not en-

counter difficulties on our road. There will be
difficulties. But difficulties do not daunt us,

the  victory
Prolonged ap-

for
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we Boléheviks have been steeled in the fu?nacg‘
of revolution. i e B
There will be difficulties. But we .Wﬂl fl'lrs
mount them, as we have surmounted difficulties
up till now, for we are Bolsheviks, who have
bEen wrought by Lenin’s iron Party in order t(;
combat difficulties and surmount them, and no
o snivel and whine. )
° And precisely because we are Bolsheviks we

will certainly be victorious.

Comrades! To the victory of Communism in:

our country, to the victory of Corr:imundslmr ;1;
Loud and - prolon
er the world—forward! .( .
cc’t;plause., All rise and give CO{nrade Stdalin an
ovation. The “Internationale” is sung.)

REPLY TO DEBATE ON THE POLITICAL 'REPORT
OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE

December 7, 1927

‘ Comrades, after the speeches delivérécf by a

-number of delegates, there is litfle left for me fo

say. Concerning the speeches dslivered by Yev-
dokimov and Muralov I cannot say anything in
substance, for they provide no material for it.,
Only one thing could be said about them: Allah,_:_v
forgive them their trespasses, for they know not
what they are talking about. (Laughter, applause.)
I would like to deal with the speeches delivered
by Rakovsky and, particularly, Kamenev, whose’
speech was the most pharisaical and hypocritical
of all the speeches of the opposition. (Voices:.
“Quite right!”) '

i
CONCERNING RAKOVSKY’S SPEECH
a) Concerning foreign policy. 1 think that
Rakovsky should not have touched upon the!

question of war and foreign policy here. Every-
body knows that at the Moscow conference Ra-~
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kovsky.made a fool of himself on the question
of war. Evidently, he came here and took the
floor in order to rectify that blunder, but he
made a bigger fool of himself. (Laughter.) I think
it would have been better for Rakovsky had he
kept quiet about foreign policy. .

b) Concerning Left and Right. Rakovsky as-
serts that the opposition are the Left sector of
our Party. This is enough to make a cat laugh,
~omrades. Evidently, such statements are made
for the self-consolation of political bankrupts. It

has been proved that the opposition are the Men-

shevik wing of our Party, that the opposition
have slipped into Menshevism, that, objectively,
the opposition have become a tool of the bour-
geois elements. All this has been proved over and.
over again. How can there be any talk here about
the opposition’s Lefitism? How can a Menshe-
vik group which, objectively, has become a tool
of the “third force,” of the bourgeois elements,
how can such a group be more Left than the Bol-
sheviks? Is it not obvious that the opposition are
the Right, the Menshevik wing of the C.P.S.U.(B)?

Evidently, Rakovsky has got himself entirely
mixed up and has confused the right with the
ieft. Do you remember Gogol’s Seliphan?—“Ga
you, dirty legs.... You don’t know right from
deft!”:

¢) Concerning the oppositior’s assistance. Ra-
kovsky says that the. opposition are willing lo
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Iiupport the Party if the imperialists atack us.:
HOW generous, to be sure! They, a tiny group, rep-~
ll;t;s:tnhng s‘izarcely half of one per cent o’f our
'yl,_ graciously promise to assist us if the im~
Pena lStS' attack our country. We don’t believe in’
yo;xr assmtar.mce,»and we don't need it! We ask’
‘ }(i]ir; (};e one thl?g:; of you: Do not hinder us stop”
indering us! All the rest we will do our
ourselves,’
you can be sure about that. {Voices: “Quite ri‘gl‘lrfl;s’:”"
Applause.) ‘
] i) Concerning “signalmen.” Rakovsky says’
dl;; 0’er that t.he opposition signalled to us the
gers, th.e difficulties, the “doom” that face our’
:;)untl}'ly_ Fine “signalmen,” indeed, who want o’
.tovg] ;Iv‘e ;’arty wl(;en they themselves are rushirig"'
oom and need saving! The arely
: ; y can barely
Slzefg) orihthe’u Ifeet themselves and yet want tg
others! Ism’t it rigdj Jes?
(Laughter t it ridiculous, Qomrades?f
! alzllcture to yourselves a tiny boat at sea, bare-’
nzomeit to lgeep afloat, ready to founder at any’
1, and picture to yourselves ificent
steamship powerfull i v o oo
: y cutting the w. ; '
fidently making h iy s
eadway. What ‘ i
e g would you say if:
(Il'izsuhllz]ty boat rushed to save the huge s‘geamslﬁf 1;’
wou}f] _er.) It wquld be more than ridiculoupfs 4
momd. it nf?'t? This is exactly- the position "Ehe’
area almen” of our opposition are in now. They*
are sug}rllalhng to us dangers, difficulties, “doom’sz ’
what not, but they themselveg are sink‘in,g

]
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do. not realize that they have already gone to
the bottom. . o .

... Speaking of themselves as “‘signalmen,” the
dpposition thereby claim the leadership of the
Party, of the working class, of the country. The
question is—on what grounds? Have the oppo-
sition given any practical proof-that they are
capable of leading anything, let alone the Party,
the class; the country? Is it not a fact that the
opposition, headed by men like Trotsky, Zino-
viev.and Kamenev, have been leading their group
for two years already and, leading their group,
the leaders of ‘the opposition have brought it to
ytter bankruptey? Is it not a fact that during
these two years the opposition led their group
from defeat to defeat? What does this show if not
that the leaders of the opposition are bankrupt,
that their leadership has proved to be leader-

ship to defeat, not to wvictory? Since the leaders -

of the opposition failed in a small thing, what
grounds are there for thinking that they will be
successful in a big one? Is it not obvious that
people who went bankrupt in leading a small
group cannot possibly be entrusted with the lead-
ership of such a big thing as the Party, the
working class, the country? ’

. That -is what our “signalmen” refuse to. un-~
derstand. :
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II
CONCERNING IEAMENEV’S SPEECH

I will pass to Kamenev’s speech. That speech

was the most hypocritical, most pharisaical, most
mendacious and most rascally speech of all the
opposition speeches delivered here, in this ros-
trum. (Voices: “Quite right!” Applause.)

a) Two faces in one. The first thing Kamenev
tried to do in his speech was to wipe out the
traces. The representatives of the Party spoke
here about our Party's achievements, about our
successes in construction, about the improvement
in our work, etc. Further, they spoke about the
Menshevik sins the opposition have fallen into,
about their having slipped into Menshevism by
denying the possibility of successfully building
Sovqialism in our country, denying the existence of
the dictatorship of the proletariat in the U.S.S.R,
denying the expediency of the policy of alliance

between the working class and the middle ‘peas-

ants, spreading slander about Thermidor, etec.
Lastly, they said that these views of the oppo-
sition are incompatible with membership of our
Party, that the opposition must abandon these
Menshevik views if they want to be in the

‘Party.

Well? Kamenev could think of nothing better
than evade these questions, to wipe out the:
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traces and pass on. He is asked about Yital ques-
tions concerning our program, our policy, about
our work of construction; but he e'vad.es them,
as if they did not concern him. C‘arf this be.hav-
iour of Kamenev’s be called a serious .attltude
towards the matter? How is this behavro:ur. of
the opposition to be explained? It can l:.oe explamec}
only by one thing: the desire to deceive thle‘Par
ty, to lull its vigilance, to fool the Party once
again.

The opposition have two faces: a pharisaically

smiling one, and a Menshevik anti—rg.vo}utiona?"
one. They show the Party their pharisaical simil-
ing face when the Party puis pressure on:th‘em
and demands that they should abandon their fa(.:-
tionalism, their splitting policy. They show their
Menshevik anti-revolutionary face when they set
out to appeal to the nonproletarian force§, Whin
they set ouf to appeal to the “street” against the
Party, against the Soviet regime. {us_t now, as.ffiou
.see, they havé turned their phar1s‘a1'cally smiling
face to us in the endeavour to dece1v.e the PaFty
once again. That is why Kamenev tried .’[o wipe
out the traces by evading the vital questlf).ns on
which we disagree. Can this duplicity, this two~
facedness, be tolerated any longer?

-One of two things: either the opposition want
to talk seriously to the Party, in. which-cas‘e they
must throw off their mask; or they thmk‘ of re-
taining two faces, in which case they will find
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themselves outside the Party. (Voices: “Quite:

_ right!”)

b) Concerning the traditions of Bolshevism:
Kamenev asserts that there is nothing in the tra-
ditions of our Party, in the traditions of Bolshe-.
vism, that justifies the demand that a member
of the Party should give up certain views that
are incompatible with our Party’s ideology, with.
our program. Is that true? Of course not. Nay
more, it is a lie, comrades! ’

Is it not a fact that all of us, including Ka-.

menev, expelled Myasnikov and the myasaikov- -

ites from the Party? Why did we expel them?
Because their Menshevik views were incompatible
with the Party’s views. ‘

Is it not a fact that all of us, including Ka-
menev, expelled a section of the “workers’ oppo-
sition” from the Party? Why did we expel it?
Because its Menshevik Vviews were incompatible
with our Pariy’s views. ' <

Why were Ossovsky and Dashkovsky ex-:

pelled from the Party? Why were Maslov, Ruth _

Fischer, Katz and others expelled from the Com-
intern? Because their views were incompatible-
with the ideology of the Comintern, with the
ideology of the CG.PS.U.(B):

Our Party would not be g Leninist Party if
it permitted the existence of anti-Leninist elements.
within our organizations. If this were permitted,
why, then, not bring the Mensheviks into our
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Party? What is to-be done with such peppl‘e who,
while in the ranks of our Party, have sl}pp‘e-d into
Menshevism and conduct propaganda in favour
of their anti-Leninist views? What can there be‘
in common between the Leninist Party and such
people? Kamenev calumniates our Party, breaks
away from the traditions of our ]E.’arty., brealis
away from the traditions of Bolshevism in assex?l"l-
ing that we can tolerate within our Party peop-f“jl
who profess and preach Menshevik v1ews..And i
is precisely because Kamenev, and the entire op-
position with him, trample upon the revoluhon;
ary traditions of our Party, precisely becalus-e.o
this, the Party demands that the opposition
should abandon their anti-Leninist vigws. A
¢) The opposition’s sham devotion to prin-
ciples, Kamenev asserts that it is difficult for hlr_n
and the rest of the opposition to abandon their
views because they are accustomed, in the Bol-
shevik manner, to defend their views. He says
that it would be unprincipled on the part of the
opposition’ to abandon their Views:.‘ It appears,
" then, that the leaders of the opposition are men
of hi,gh principle. Is that true, comrades? .Do t_ne
jeaders of the opposition really cherish th_elr prin-
ciples, their views, their convictions so hlg;hly? It
doesn’t seem like it, comrades It doesn’t seem
like it, bearing in mind the history of the forma-
tiont of the opposition bloc. (Laughter.) The very

opposite is the case. History shows, facts show,
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that nobody has jumped so easily from one set of

. principles to another, nobody has changed his
" views so easily and freely as the leaders of our op-

position have done. Why, then, should they not
abandon their views now, since the inferests of
the Party demand it? _

" Here are a few examples from the history of
frotskyism, '

It is known that Lenin, mustering the Party,
convened a conference of Bolsheviks in Prague
in 1912. It is known that this conference was of
vita] importance in the history of our Party, for it
drew a dividing line between the Bolsheviks and
Mensheviks and united the Bolshevik organiza-
tions all over the countryinto a single Bolshevik
Party. ’

It is known that in that same year, 1912, a
Menshevik conference of the August bloc, headed
by Troisky, was held. Further, it is known that

this conference proclaimed war on the Bolshevik

conference and called upon the workers’ organ-
izations. to liquidate Lenin’s Party. "What
did the conference of Trvotsky’s August bloc ac-
cuse the Prague Bolshevik conference of at that
time? Of all mortal sins. It accused it .of usur-
pation, of sectarianism, of organizing a “coup
d’état” in the Party, and the devil knows what
else. : ‘

. This is what the conference of the August bloc
said at that time about the Bolshevik conference
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in Prague in its statement .to the Second Intemav-‘f
tional:

“This conference declares that the conference” (the
Bolshevik conference in Prague in 1912—J. St) “is an
open attempt of a group of persons who have quite
deliberately led the Party to a split, to usurp the Par-
ty’s: flag, and it expresses its profound: regret that sev-
eral party organizations and comrades have f.slﬂgn vie-
tims to this deception and have thereby facilitated th.e
splitting and usurpatory policy of Lenin’s sect. This
conference expresses the conviction that all the pa}r‘ty'
organizations in Russia and abroad will protest a_galnst
the coup d’état that has been brought about, will re-
fuse to recognize the central bodies elected at that
conference, and will by every means help to restore Fhe
unity of the Party by the convocation of a genuine
all-party conference.” (From the statement .of tl'le
August bloc to the Second International, published  in
Vorwdrts, March 26, 1912.)

‘As you see, everything is here: Lenin’s sect,
.usurpation, and a “coup d’état” in the Party.

Well? A few years passed—and Trolsky aban-
doned these views of his concerning the Bolshevik

Party. He not only abandoned his views, but

crawled on his belly to the Bolshevik Party,
joining it as ome of its active members.
(Laughter.) .

What grounds are there for assuming, after

all this, that Trotsky and the trotskyiles will not"
be able once again to abandon their views about "
the Thermider trends in our Party, about usur-

pation, eic.?
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Another example from the same sphere,
It is known that at the end of 1924, Trotsk&y
published a pamphlet entitled The Lessons of Oc-
tober. It is known that in this pamphlet Trotsky
qualified Kamenev angd Zinoviev as the Right,
semi-Menshevik wing of our Party. It is known
that Troisky’s pamphlet served as the cause of a
whole discussion in our Party. Well? Only about
a year passed—and Trotsky abandoned his views
and proclaimed that Zinoviev and Kamenev . rep-
resented not the Right but the Left, the revolu-
tionary wing of our Party.

Another example, this fime from the history of
the Zinoviev group. It is known that Zinoviey ‘and
Kamenev have written a_whole pile of pamphlets
against trotskyism. It is known that as far back as
1925, Zinoviev and Kamenev declared, together
with the whole Party, that trotskyism is incompat-
ible with Leninism. It is known that Zinoviev and
Kameneyv, together with the whole Party, carried’
resolutions at the congresses of our Party and at
the Fifth Congress of the Comintern, concerning
the petty-bourgeois deviation, of trotskyism. Well?
Less than a year had Passed after that when they

Tenounced their views and proclaimed that Trot-
sky’s group is a genuine Leninist and revolution~
ary. group within our Party. (4 voice: “Mutual
armnesty!”)

Such, comrades, are the facts, the number of
which could be increased if so desired,
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Is it not obvious from this that the high prin-
cipledness of the leaders of the opposition that
Kamenev tells us about here is a fairy tale that
has nothing in common with reality? -

Is it not obvious that nobody in our Party
has been able to renounce his principles as eas~
ily and freely as Trotsky, Zinoviev and Ka-

- menev? (Laughter.)

The question is: what grounds are there for
assuming that the leaders of the opposition, who
have abandoned their principles, their views, sev-
era] times already, will not be able to abandon
them once again? : _

Is it not obvious that our demand that the
opposition should abandon their Menshevik
views is not as harsh for the leaders of the oppo~
silion as Kamenev tries to make out? {Laughter.}
This is not the first time they have had occasion
to abandon their views, so why should they not
abandon them just once again? (Laughter.)

d) Either the Party, or the opposition. Ka-
menev asserts that it is wrong to call upon the

opposition to abandon some of their views which:

have become incompatible with the Party’s

ideology and program. I have already shown

how utterly foolish this assertion is, bearing in
mind the opposition bloc’s past and present. But
let us assume for a moment that Kamenev is
.right. What will the position be then? Can the
Party, our Party, abandon its views, convictions,
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principles? Can we demand that our Party should
abandon its views, its principles? The Party has

arrived at the definite conviction that the oppo-.

sition must abandon their anti-Leninist views,

that if they do not do so they will have to
fly out of the Party If it is wrong to demand’
that- the opposition should abandon their convic-

tions, why is it right to demand that the Party
should abandon its views and convictions about
the opposition?" According to Kamenev., however,

the opposition cannot abandon their ‘anti-Leninist-
views, but the Party must abandon its view:
that the opposition cannot be allowed to remain’

in our Party unless the opposition abandon their
anti-Leninist views. Where’s the logic? (Laughter,
applause.)

Kamenev asserts that the opposition are

brave men who stand up for their convictions to

the last. I have litfle faith in the bravery and
devotion to principle of the leaders of the oppo-
sition. I have exceptionally litile faith in the
bravery, for example, of Zinoviev or Kamenev
(Zaughter), who abuse Trotsky one day and em-
brace him the next. (4 poice: “They are accus-
tomed to playing leapfrog.”) But let us assume for
a moment that the leaders of the opposition have
retained a particle of bravery and devotion to
principle. What grounds are there for assuming
that the Party is less brave and devoted to prin--
ciple than, say, Zinoviev, Kamenev or Trotsky?
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Wl?at grounds are there for assuming that it is
easier for the Parly to abandon its convictions
about- thfa opposition, the conviction that their
Mens{xex.n.k Views are incompatible with the
Party’s ideology and program, than it is for the
He;?e;s of the opposition to abandon their views,
wilch every now and again they change like
gloves? (Laughter.) ° g i

Is it not obvious from this that Kamenev ' is

demanding that the Party should abandon its

Vi?WS about the opposition and their Menshevik
mistakes? Is not Kamenev going too far? Will
he not agree that it is dangerous to go so far?

The question stands lJike this: either the Party,
or the opposition. Either the opposition aballdon,
their anti-Leninist views; or they do not do so—
in which case not even the memory of them wiil
be left in the Party. (Voices: “Quite right!” Ap-
plause.) '

e) The opposition have broken away from
the traditions -of Bolshevism. Kamenev asserts
t.hat there is nothing in Bolshevik traditions to
Justify the demand that members of the Party
should abandon their views. Speakers here have
fully proved that this is Wrong. Facis confirm
that Kamenev is telling a downright untruth.

But the question is: is there anything in Bol-
shevik traditions to justify what the opposition
has taken, and continues to take, the liberty to
do? The opposition organized a faction and con-
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‘w’eﬁed it into a party within our Bolshevik Par:
1y. But who has ever heard that Bolshevik tra-

ditions permitted anybody to do such an outra-
geous thing? How can one talk aboui Bolshevik
traditions and at the same time cause a split in~

_ 'the Party and form within it a new, anti-Bol-

shevik party?
Further. The opposition organized an under-
'ground . printing plant, entering into a bloc with

‘bourgeois intellectuals, who, in their turn, were

‘found to be in a bloc with avowed Whiteguards.
‘The question is: how can one talk about the tra-

‘ditions of Bolshevism after committing such an

‘outrageous deed, -which borders .on dowuright
‘treachery to the Party and the Soviet regime?
Lastly, the opposition organized an anti-Par-

-ty, anti-Soviet demonstration, appealing to the
“street,” appealing to the nonproletarian ele-

ments. But how can one talk about Bolshevik
itraditions after appealing to the “street” against
‘your own Party, against your own Soviet re-
-gime? Who has ever heard that Bolshevik tradi-
tions permitted such an outrageous deed, which
borders on downright counterrevolution?

Is it not obvious that Kamenev talks about
‘the traditions of Bolshevism in order to screen
his rupture with these traditions in the interests
of his anti-Bolshevik group?

+ The opposition gained nothing from their
appeal to the “streei” because they turned out to
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be an insignificant coterie. That was not their
fault, it was their misfortune:: But supposing the
opposition had had a little more sirength behind
it. Is it not obvious that their appeal to the “street”
would have grown into an open putsch against
the Soviet regime? Isit difficult to understand
that, in essence, this attempt of the opposition’s
differed in no way from the well-known: attempt
of the .Left Socialist-Revolutionaries in 1918?
(Voices: “Quite right!”) By rights, for these
attempts we ought to have arrested all the ac-
live members of the opposition on November 7.
(Voices: “Quite right!” Prolonged applause.) We
did not do so only because we pitied them, we
displayed magnanimity and wanted to give
them an opportunity to come to their senses.
And they interpreted our magnanimity as weak-
ness.. .

Is it not obvious that Kamenev’s talk about
Bolshevik traditions is empty and hypoeritical
chatter intended for the purpose of screening the
opposition’s rupture with the traditions of Bol-
shevism?

f) Councerning sham unity and genuine unity.

Kamenev, here; sang to us about unity. He sim-

ply warbled, begging the Party to come to the
rescue and establish unity “at all costs.” They,
the leaders of the opposition, don't you see, are
opposed fo the two-party policy. They, don’t you
see, are in favour of party unity “at all costs.”
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And yet, we know for certain that at the very
"moment that Kamenev was singing about unity

bere, his like-minded friends were  passing “eso-
lutions at their secret meelings to: the effect that

‘the opposition’s: siatement about unity was a

manoeuvre for the purpose of preserving their
forces and of continuing their splitting policy. On
the one hand, the opposition sing about unity at
the Congress of the Leninist Party. On the other
hand, the opposition work underground to split
the Party, to organize-a second party, to disrupt
party unity This is what they call unity *“at all
costs.” Is it mot time to drop this criminal, ras-
cally game?

- Kamenev talked about unmity. Unity w1th
whom? Unity with the Party or with' Shcherba-
kov? Is it not time to understand that Leninisfs
and gentlemen of the Shcherbakov ilk cannot be
united in one Party?

Kamenev talked about unity. Unity w1th
whom? With Masley and’' Souvarine, or with the
Comintern and the C.P.S.U (B)? Is it not time
to understand that one cannot speak of unity
with the €.P.S.U.(B.) and the Comintern while
remaining united with the Maslovs and Souva-
rines? Isit not time to understand that it is im=
possible to unite the Leninist views with the op-
position’s Menshevik views?

Unite Lenin with Abramovich? No thanks,
comrades! It is time to drop this rascally game.
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That is why I think that Kamenev’s talk
-about unity “at all costs” is a pharisaical game
for the purpose of deceiving the Party.

We need genuine unity and not mock unity.
Have we genuine, Leninist unity in our Party?
Yes, we have. When 99 per cent of our Party
vote for the Party and against the opposition,
that is real, genuine, proletarian unity sucii as
-there has not been in our Party before. Here is
:this Party Congress, at which there is not a sin-
gle opposition delegate. (Applause.) What is this
Aif not the unity of our Leninist Party? It is what
-we call the Leninist. unity of the Bolshevik
Party, ‘

-~ g) “The lid on the opposition!” The Party
has done all that possibly could be done to put
;the opposition on the Leninist road. The Party
has displayed the utmost leniency and magnanim-
ity to enable the opposition to come to their
senses-and rectify their mistakes. The Party has
called upon the opposition openly and honestly,
before the whole Party, to abandon therr anli-
-Leninist views. The Party has called upon the
~opposition to admit their mistakes and deacunce
4hem in order to free themselves of them once
-and for all. The Party has called upon the oppo-
sition -completely to disarm in ideological and or-
ganizational respects. :
- What is the Party’s object in doing so? Iis
object is to finish with the opposition and pass
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on:to positive work. Its object is to liquidate the .

‘opposition at last and obtain the opportunity to .

get right down to our great work of construce
tion. ' : .

Lenin said at the Tenth Congress: “We don’t -
want an opposition now... the opposition. is
finished now, the lid is on it, we have had enough.
of oppositions now!”*

The Party wants this slogan of Lenin’s 1o be
put into effect at last in the ranks of our Party.:
(Prolonged applause.) 1 . :

If the opposition disarms—well and good, If.
they refuse to disarm—we will disarm  them.:
(Voices: “Quite right!” Applause.)

I
SUMMARY

From Kamenev’s speech it is evident that the
opposition do not intend to disarm. completely;
The ,opposition’s statement of December 3 indi-
cates tne same thing. Evidently, the opposition
prefer to be outside the Party. Well, let them be,
outside the Party . There is nothing terrible. nor
exceptional, nor surprising in the fact that they.
prefer to be outside the Party, that they have cut
themselves off from the Party. If you study the
history of our Party you will find that always;:
at certain serious turns taken by our Party, a_
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cériain section of the -old ‘leaders fell out: of:
the cart of the. Bolshevik Party and made room:

for new men. A turn is a serious thing, com-

rades. A turn is dangerous for those who do not

sit tirmly iothe Party cart. Not everybody can
keep his balance when.a turn is made. You turn

the -cart—and when you look round you find!

that somebody has fallen out. {Applause.)

Let us take 1903, the period of the Second

Congress of our ‘Party. That was the perind of
the Party’s turn from agreement with the Liber-
als to a mortal struggle against the liberal bour-
geoisie, from preparing for the struggle ‘against
tsarism to open -struggle for the .utter rout .of
tsarism and feudalism. At that time the Party
was headed by the six: Plekhanov, Zassulich,
Martov, Lenin, Axelrod and Potressov. The turn
proved fatal for five out of the six. They fell
out of the.cart. Lenin alone remained. (Ap-
plause.) It turn

Party, the .founders of the Party -(Plekhanov,
Zassulich and- Axelrod) plus two young ones
{Martov and Potressov) were against one, also
a young one, Lenin. If only you knew how
much howling, weeping and wailing there was
then that the Party was doomed, that the Party
would not ‘hold out, that nothing could be done
without the old leaders. The howling and wail-
ing passed away, however, but the facts remained,
And. the facts were that precisely because
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-the five left, the Party got:on to the right ‘road.
- It is now obvious to -every Bolshevik that if

Lenin had not waged a resolute struggle against
the five, if the five had not been pushed aside,
our Party could not have rallied as -a Bolshe-
vik Party capable of leading the proletarians
to the revolution against the bourgeoisie.
(Voices: “That’s true!”) '
Let us take the next period, the period 1907-
1908. That was the period of our Party’s turn
from open revolutionary struggle against tsar-
ism to flanking methods of struggle, the utili-
zation of all and sundry legal possibilities—from
insurance funds to the rostrum of the Duma.
It was the period of retreat after we had been
defeated in the 1905 Revolution. This turn made
it necessary for us to learn new methods of
struggle in order, after mustering our forces, to
resume the open revolutionary struggle against
tsarism. But this turn proved fatal for a number
of old Bolsheviks. Alexinsky fell out of the cart.
At one time he was not at all a bad Bolshevik.
Bogdanov fell out. He was one of the most se-
rious leaders of our Party Rozhkov—a former
member of the Central Committee of our Party—
fell out. And so forth. Of howling and wailing
that .the Party would perish there was, perhaps,
no less then than in 1903. The howling, how-
ever, passed away, but the facts remained: And
the facts showed that the Party would not have
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been able to get out on io the road under the

new conditions of struggle had it not purged:
itself of the people who had wavered and were

hindering the cause of the revolution, What was:
Lenin’s object _at that time? He had only one-

object: to rid the Party of the unstable and whin--
ing elements as quickly as possible, so that they:
should not be geiting in our way. (Applause.)
That is how our Party grew, comrades.
Our Party is a living organism. As is the case
with every organism, it goes through the process
of metabolism: the old and obsolete passes awayi
(applause), the new and growing lives and de~
velops. (Applause.) Some pass away, at the top and
at the bottom. New. ones grow, at the top aund at
the bottom, and lead the cause forward. That is
how our Party grew. That is how it will contin-
ue to'grow. - oo co ;
The same must be said about the present pe-
riod of our revolution. We are in the period of
a turn from the restoration of industry and agri-"
culture to the reconstruction of the entire nation-
al ‘economy, to iis' reconstruction on a new
technical basis, when the building of Socialism:
is no longer merely in prospect, but a living;
practical matter, which' calls for the surmount-
ing of extremely great difficulties of an internal
and external character. L
You know that this turn has proved fatal for:
the leaders of our opposition, who were scared
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- by-the difficulties and intended to turn the Party

in the direction of surrender. And if some of the
leaders who do not want to sit firmly in the cart

now fall out of the cart, there is nothing sur- -

prising in this. It will only rid the Pe.rty 'of»
people who are getting in its way and hindering
its progress. Evidently, they seriously want t.o
free themselves from our Party cart. Well, if
some of the old leaders who have turned into
trash intend to fall out of the cart—a good rid-
dance! (Loud and prolonged applause.The whgle
Congress rises and gives Comrade Stalin an
ovation.)
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NOTES

41.'The Fifteenth Congress of the C.P.S.U.(B:) ‘took place
in Moscow -on December 2-19, 1927. The -Congress  dis-
cussed the political and orgamization reports of the
Central Committee, the reports of the Central Auditing
Commission, of the Central Control Commission—
Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspection, and of the
C.PS.U.(B) delegation on the Executive Committee
of the Comintern, the instructions for the drawing up
of a Five-Year Plan for the Development of the Nation-
al Economy and a report on work in the rural dis-
triqts; it heard the report of the Congress Commission
on the question of the opposition and elected the cen-
tral bodies of the Party. On December 3, J.V. Stalin
delivered the political report of the Central Com.
mittee of the C.P.S.U.(B.) and on December 7, he
wound up the debate on that report. On Decem-
ber 12, the Congress elected J. V. Stalin a member of
the commission for drafling the resolution on the report
of the C.P.S.U.(B.) delegation on the Exerutive Com-
mitiee of the Comintern. The Congress approved the
Central Committee’s political and organizational line
and instrucied it to continue to pursue a policy of
peace and of strengthening the defence capacity of the
US.S.R., to continue with unrelaxing tempo the so-
cialist industrialization of the couniry, to expand and

138

" .- strengthen the -socialist sector ‘in town and country

and to steer a .course towards the liquidation of tlhe
capitalist elements :in - .the national economy. The
Congress passed a resolution calling for the fullest
development of the collectivization of agriculture and

© also adopted a plan-for :the extension of kolkhozes and

sovkhozes and formulated the methods of fighting for
the collectivization of agriculture The Fifteenth Con-
gress has gone into-the history of the Party as the
Collectivization of Agriculture Congress. If gave in-
structions for the drawing up of the First Five-Year
Plan for the Development of the National Economy
of the U.S.S.R In its decisions on the . .opposition di-
rected towards the liquidation of the trotskyite-zino-
vievite bloe, the .Congress found that the disagreements
between the Party and the opposition had developed -
into disagreements on program, that the trotskyite
opposition had taken the path .of anti-Soviet struggle
and -declared that adherence to the trotskyite opposi-
tion and the propagation .of its views were incompat-
ible with membership of the Bolshevik Party. The
Congress approved the decision of the joint meeting of
the Central Committee and Central Control Commis-
sion of the C.P.S.U.(B.) of November 1927 to expel
Trotsky and Zinoviev from the Party and. resolved
«on the expulsion of all active members of the -trotsky-
ite-zinovievite bloc. (For the Fifteenth Congress of the
C.P.S.U.[B.] cf. History of the C.P.S.U.[B.], Short
Course, Moscow 1950, pp. 355-357. For the resolutions
and decisions of the Congress.cf. The C.P.S.U.[B] in
the Resolutions and Decisions of Its Congresses, Con-
ferences.and Plenums.of the Ceniral Commitiee, Part
11, 1941, pp. 222-262.) - Title page

2. This refers to the grain crops: wheat, rye, barley, oats
and maize. R, : Pp- 8
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3. J. V. Stalin, Political Report of the Central Comumit-
_ lee to the Fourteenth Congress of the C.P S.U.(B.),
. December 18, 1925, Moscow 1950, pp. 7-121. p- 16

4. This refers to the declaration of the bankers, indus-
trialists and . merchants of the United States, Great
Britain and other countries, published in October 1926,
calling for the abolition of the tariff ‘barriers - set ‘up
by the European states. Actually, it was an attempt on
the part of Anglo-American finance capital to establish
its hegemony in Europe. p: 13

5. The World’s Work, a magazine that expressed the
views of the ruling circles of the big bourgeoisie of the
United States, published in Garden City, New York
State from 1899 to 1932, : p- 16

6. The tripartite c.onferenvc\e on the reduction of naval
armaments took place in Geneva, Switzerland, from
June 20 to August 4, 1927. p- 18

7.On November 30, 1927, the Fourth Session was opéned
“of the League of Nations Preparatory Commission for
the forthcomin,g conference on disarmament. The So-
viet delegation made a declaration at the session pro-
posing a program of universal tota} disarmament. The
' Soviet disarmanient project was rejected. p. 18,

8. The “Locarrio System™—a series of treaties and agree-
ments concluded by ‘the imperialist states at a con-
férence held in Locarno, Switzerland, on October 5-16,
1925, for the purpose of stabilizing the postwar situa-

' tion in Europe created by the Versailles Peace Treaty
and of utilizing Germany against the Soviet Union. (Con-
cerning ‘the Locarno Conference cf. J. V. Stalin, Polit-
ical Report of the Central Commitice to the Four-
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teenth Congress of the C.P.S.U.[B.], Moscow 1950,
pp- 22-23.)

" 9. This refers to the assassination by a Serbian naticnal-

ist of the Austrian Crown Prince, Francis-Ferdi-
nand, in Sarajevo, Bosnia, on June 28, 1914, which
served as - the ostensible reason for unleashing the
world imperialist war. of 1914-1918. . p. 20

. 10. The Trade Union Act passed by the Conservative Gov-
' ernment of ‘England in 1927 encouraged strike-break-
ing, restricted the right of the trade unions io collect
dues for political purposes, and prohibited civil serv-
ants from belonging to trade unions affiliated to
the Trade Union Congress and the Labour Party. It
-authorized the government to ban any strike. p- 21

~11.The “Nations in Arms” Act passed by the French

. Chamber of Deputies in March 1927, was part of a
general plan for the reorganization of the war machine
of French imperialism and for the preparation of -
a new war. It provided for the militarization of the
political and economic life of the couniry, for the mo-
bilization of the entire population of the metropolis
and . the colonies in the event of war, for the militari-
zation of the trade unions and other. workers’ organi-
zations, annulment of the right to strike, increase.of
the standing army and for the employment of the
armed forces for the suppression of revolutionary
action by the proletariat of France and the oppressed
peoples of the colomies. p- 21

12. The general strike and coal miners’ strike in England
were called forth by the offensive the employers
launched upon the standard of living of the working

" ‘class. On the refusal of the coal miners to accept a
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reduction of wages and increased hours, the ‘coal
owners declared a lockout In. retaliation to this, the

miners, on May 1, 1926, declared a strike On May 3, -

~a general strike was proclaimed in solidarity with the
miners. Several million organized workers in the most
important branches of. industry and transpoert took
part- in the sirike On May 12, when the workers’
struggle was at its height; the leaders  of the General
Council of the Trade Union Congress betrayed the
strikers by calling off the general strike.  The miners,
however, continued the struggle. it was only due to
the repressive measures taken by the government and
employers and the extreme distress among the miners
that the laiter went back to work on the coal owners’
terms. (Concerning the English Strike cf. J. V. Stalin,
Collected Works, Vol. 8, pp. 156-168.) p. 23

13. This refers to the revolutionary action of the work-
ers in Vienna on July 15-18, 1927, called forth by
the acquittal by a bourgeois court in Vienna of a
group of fascisis who had killed a number of work-
ers. The spontaneous movement of protest developed
inlo an insurrection with street fighting against the
police and troops. The insurrection was suppressed
as a result of the treachery of the leaders of the Auns-
trian Social-Democratic Party. p- 23

14. Sacco and Vanzetti, Italian workers, immigrants in
the United States, were on May 5. 1920, arrested in
Brockton, Massachusettes, on the obviously framed-up
charge of murder and robbery and iv 1921 were sen.
tenced to death by an American reactionary court.
Mass demonstrations, meetings and strikes in protest
against this sentence were held all over the weorld,
millions of working people participating. On Aungust
23, 1927, Sacco and Vanzetti were executed. P. 23
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15. The World Congress' of the' Friends. of the . U.S.S.R.
.was held in Moscow on ‘November 10-12, 1927, It was
convened ov the initiative of the foreign workers’ del-
egaiions that had arrived in the Soviet Union for
the celebration of the tenth anniversary of the Great
October Socialist' Revolation. The Congress was attend-
ed by 947 delegates from 43 countries. The delegates
heard reports on the progress of socialist ‘construc-
tion in the U.S.S.R. during. the ten years and on the
protection of the first proletarian state in the world
from the danger of war. The Congress- adopted an
appeal to the working people of all ‘countries ending
with the words: “Fight, defend, protect the U.S.S.R,
the motherland of the working people, the bulwark
of peace, the centre of liberation, thé fortress of So-
cialism, by all means and methods!” p. 24

16. This refers to the police raid on thé Soviet trade
representation and on Arcos (the All-Russian Cooper-
ative Society) in London, carried out on May 12,
1927, by order of the British Conservative government.

p.- 29

17. P. L. Voikov (1888-1927), Soviel Plenipotentiary Rep-
resentative in Poland, was murdered by Whiteguards
in Warsaw on June 7, 1927. p--29

18.V. I Lenin, “Plan and Synopsis of Pamphlet On the
Food Tax” (cf. Collected Works, 3rd Russ. ed., Vol.
XXVI, p. 812). ‘ p. 71

19. Trud (Labour), the daily organ of the All-Uniom
Central Council of Trade Unions, issued in Moscow
since, February 19, 1921. ’ p- 73

20. V. I Lenin, Letter o V. M. Molotov on a Plan of the
Political Report for the Eleventh Congress of the
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Party (cf. Collected Works, 3rd Russ. ed., Vol. XXVII,
p. 207). p. 74

21.Karl Marx, The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis
Bonaparte (cf. K. Marx and F. Engels, Selected Works,
Two-Volume Edition, Vol. I, Moscow 1950, p. 228).

p- 84

22. Cf. V. L Lenin, Selected Works, Two-Volume Edition,
Vol. I, Part 2, Moscow 1950, p- 571. p. 97

:23.This refers to the General Council of the British
Trade Union Congress; was first elected in 1921.
p. 104

24. V. 1. Lenin, “Reply to. Debate on the Report of the
" Central Commitlee to the Tenth Cungress of the
R.C.P.(B.), March 9, 19217 (cf. Collecied Works, Third
Russian edition, Vol. XXVI, p. 228). p- 133
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