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Moscow, Dec. 11, 1926.
Comrade KOLAROV (Chairman):

Opened the session at 6 p. m. for the continuation of the
discussion on the Russian question.

Comrade STUTSCHKA (Latvia):

Comrades, the Communist Parties of the Baltic States:
Latvia, Lithuania and Esthomia, have authorised me to. speak
for them on the Russian question. And it would seem that
ours should be a simple greeting, or better to say, a con-
gratulation on the victoriously concluded factional struggle
against the Party. It became evident, however, in the last few
sessions of the Plenum from opposifcion speakers who appeared
here that the struggle has not yet ceased, but on the contrary,
apparently it is to be continued on an :international scale. This
is to be assumed at least from the speech of Comrade Trotsky,
which contained, practically a threat to this effect. In this case
our Parties promise to do everything possible to combat these
factional endeavours. Our Parties are small to be sure and not
numerically powerful, but the whole combined Opposition on
a world scale is even smaller than the size of our Parties.

For us this struggle in the Russian Party was of all the
greater immortance because all our small Parties once belonged
to the C.P.S.U. and they did not leave that Party voluntarily,
they were torn away by force. This feeling of belonging to the
C.P.S.U. has lost no potency :in the course of time. Our
Parties fought hand in hand in the bloody struggles against
czarism and against the whole bourgeoisie of the present Union,
and this compact, written in blood, is not so easily forgotten.

Our Parties are strictly disciplined Communist Parties, which
not so long ago, even though only for:.a -short time, even
wielded State power. They know very well what. dxsum..ty means
in a Party that is fighting, or even ruling. That:is why what
is happening here in Russia was of - special interest to our
Parties. Of course the conditions here were better known to us
than to the West European Parties. The. leaders of the Leninist
Central Committee of the. C.P.S.U. are known to our .comi-
rades as tested Leninists, by whom they have stood, still stand
and will -continue to stand in the .struggle.

I should like to point out.a little. — I don’t know — per-
haps it was an accident, but a.very .peculiar accident —
namely, that the first two Opposntlon speakers, Zinoviev and
Trotsky, occupied themselves before the Comintern exclusively
with one question, with the question of Socialist construction
in the Soviet Union. We have at home really strong Menshevik
Social Democratic Parties. In each of our countries these Par-
ties are waging their struggle very cleverly; in their ranks
they have collaborators not only like Kautsky and Vanderveld¢,
but also like Otto Bauer and Fritz Adler.. And in Riga one
very often encounters the “best” names in the international
Social Democracy as visitors.

What do these Social Democrats preach? In- their press
they generally preach one thing about Soviet Russia: Russia
is becoming bourgeois, the Soviet Union cannot build Socia-
lism, it can only re-restablish capitalism, etc. This is the
strongest reproach the Social Democratic press can level against
Soviet Russia. Must it not arouse misgivings if the two chief
leaders of the Opposition here occupy themselves solely with
this theme? They spoke here for the West, for Europe, and
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one must remark that for some time already, Riga and Kovno
have been counting themselves to Western Europe, if not al-
together, then at least as “border Europe”, and it the Opposi-
tion leaders occupy themselves only with this question — I
assume, quite accidentally. — this can only mean to us that'
they-are saying the same as our Social Democracy. They want
to take from ithe workers of the West the belief that Socialist
construction is at all possible in Soviet Russia.

. Of eourse our workers see beyond the border not only the
slogan: “Long live Soviet Russia!” — (even because of the in-
scription on the frontier stations a note was supposed to have

béen sent to the Soviet Government) — but they also see how .

tite -corstruction .is: proceeding -here, and our workers, to the
extent that they support Communism, are firmly convinced
that-the Soviet Union can and w:'l build up Socialism. The
only pogsibility that can prevent:the building of Socialism is
a victoripus armed intervention. If: it should come to an inter-
vention. ‘the. ferrifory ©of our countries will' of course, be the
field “upon’ which, in part, the batfles will be fought, and 1 am
awthorised .in-the name of the three Parties of our Baltic States
t pledge our fidelity to the Comintern, that we will stand firm
ith the struggle:for the Comintern. In.this fight our slogan is:
Long live the united C.P.S.U.! Down with factionalism!
Long tive' the Socialist construction in the Soviet Union as a
foundation stone of world Socalism! (Applause.)

3 5 Comrade: BUCK (Canada):* . . .

In the same of the Canadian Party, the Canadian Delega-
tion unreservedly endorses the decisions of the XV. Conference
of the Communist Party -of the Soviet Union' ,and expresses
solidarity with it in the task of constructing Socialism in the
First Workers and Peasants Republic.

While in this discussion a most serious question of prin-
ciple is involved, the outstanding feature of the Opposition bloc’

which forced the discussion, is its absolute lack of principle.

It is clear from the most casual examination of the elements
of which this bloc was composed, that the basis of this bloc
was not unity of opinion on questions of prigeiple, but a com-
mon will to fight against the unity of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union. )

~Jn “face of :the existing relative ‘stabilisation of capitalism,
the  Opposition showed an astounding lack of contact with
reality in its proposal that the Russian Unions should with-
draw from the Anglo-Russian Committee, This Committee gave
us direct contact with millions of British workers, it provided
a window through which the British proletariat saw our revo-
lution in a new light, and despite all the attempts of the
traitors on the General Council to sabotage and destroy, it has
led to the Anglo-Russian Miners Committee which is destined
to- play a historical role in the development of our internatio-
nal revolutionary movement. .

The proposal to withdraw from the Kuomintang, which
today leads the teeming millions of China in their struggle
against capitalist - imperialism, was similarly a proposal of
either madmen or flippant adventurers. :

' Comrade Zinoviev declares that it is not possible to con-
struct Socialism in ome- country, and speaks of thedegenera-
tion of the Russian Socialist Revolution, a statement which
directly implies degeneration in the C.P.S.U. Socialism, says
Zinoviev, can be conceived in one country, but it can never be
attairied in one country, and it is socarcely possible even in a
gioup of 'highly developed countries of Western Europe. But
with the perspectives and“bbjective conditions that the existing’
degree of stabilisation presents us with, we must work - for
the  building of Socialism iim Soviet Russia.’ And how are we
0" procedd? . According’ to ‘Comrade 7inoviev and the Opwvo-
sition bloc, we should proceed as follows: by heavier taxation
of ‘the peasantry, thereby reducing agricultural production, (and
thus the export surplus and the purchasing power of the
peasantry), weakening or breaking the smytchka between the
workers and the peasants and rendering Socialist accumulation
impossible, .

- This policy is to be accompanied on the international field
by a series of gestures, which under the given conditions could
only result in our isolation from the struggling prolefariat of
the West, and the revolutionary workers and peasants of the
Fast. Such a policy i¢ fantastical. It s a policy of desperation.

Zinoviev endeavours to dissociate himseli from Trotskyisnt
and the theory of permanent revolution. But from his own
speech, particularly his clear and definite statements regarding
the construction of Socialism in one couniry — or even in a°

. group of countries, it is clear that he is sceptical of the possi-

bilittes of constructing Socialism, excepting after the world re-
volution. And there is no logical difierence between this stand-
point and Comrade Trotsky’s theory of permanent revolution.
which Comrade Zinoviev himself has so frequently and so vi-
gorously denounced.

On the question of the possibility of Socialism in one
country, Comrade Trotsky in his speech retreats behind the
definition of Socialism as the abolition of the State. He leaps
entirely over the fact that the abolition of the State musi it-
self ‘be a process extending over decades, even- after the world
revolution; and'that in this process itself there will be inequa-
lities of development. And he further evades the fact that com-
pletion of this process represents not Socialism, but Com-
munism.

.On the question of the internal policy of the C.P.S.U.,
Troisky said nothing. But by his endorsement of Zinoviev’s
speech he olearly aligned himself with him. What should be
the policy of the C.P.S. U. What is the Leninist line? Zinoviev
quotes Lenin. The quotations he wuses now differ from those
he used as the champion of Leninism against Trotskyism, and
that is significant. He quotes now Lenin’s statement to the
effect that we have a N.E.P. Russia, we must do all we can
to substitute a Socialist Russia. The whole Communist move-
ment agrees with that. But how? Certainly that aim is not to
be achieved by the adoption of the proposals of the opposition
bloc, it will be achieved by the progressive and parallel in-
crease of Socialist accumulation, by development of harmonious
relations between the productive power of State industry and
the need of the peasantry, and reciprocal supply of industry
and the peasantry through the co-operatives of each other’s
needs, with the resultant welding together of agriculture and
industry into one harmonious Socalist economy., This is a
tremendous ftask. But it is the Leninist policy clearly fore-
shadowed in Lenin’s speeches and writings on N.E.P. and
the Co-operatives.

And ‘how shall this task be carried out. The Oprosition
bloc proposes that we assure ourselves beforehand that it is
impossible, that the struggle for Sodialism is in vain, and there-
fore, to hypnotise ourselves into an entirely false analysis of
the world situation.

The Leninist policy on the other hand, is the policy of the
leading  Party of the Communist Internatiomal: to march for-
ward with the construction of Socialism over one sixth of the
surface of the earth, confident that the creative resources of
the proletarian dictatorship, supported by the revolutionary
workers of the world will assure success. The C.P. of Canada
unequivocably repudiates the proposal of the Opwosition bloc
and stands in complete unity with the C.P.S.U. in their great
historical task.

Comrade SIROLA (Finland):

In the name of the Scandinavian delegation 1 make the follo-
wing declaration on the discussion in the C.P.S.U.:

The delegation of the Scandinavian Federation of Com-
munist Parties (comprising the Communist Parties of Sweden,
Norway, Denmark, and Finland) desire by this declaration to
announce in all brevity their complete supvort of the “Theses
on ‘the Opposition Bloc and the Inner Party Sitwation” which
were adopted by the XV. Conlerence of the C. P.S. U.

The delegations are of the view that the policy represented
and carried out by the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.
by the Bolshevik majority of its Central Committee, is entirely
correct and adapted to helping Socialism in the Soviet Union
and contributing to dts final triumph throughout the whole
world.

The Scandinavian Party delegations, jointly with the dele-
gatiohs of other Communist Parties, were forced at the VII
Enlarged Executive to witness the renewed activity and opera-
tions of leading personalities in the Russian Ovwnosition. We
consider this activity by 4hese elements ut the En'arged Exe-
cutive as an aftempt to create a political platform and thereby
extend and broaden the factional struggle in the C.P.S.U. and
in the Comintern. This is again objectively inclined — ia so far
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as they can exert any influence whatever — to disturb not only
the unity of the C.P.S. U, and to blast the proletarién dictator-
ship, but also to menace the umity of the Comintern. By their
latest appearance, Comrades Zinoviev, Trotsky and Kamenev
have furnished new evidence of their deviation from the firm’
foundatiens of Leninism. = =+ ¢ Vo SVED

In -this connection we cannot avoid recollecting that these
comrades have broken completely with what they once demanded
from other members of the Communist lnternational. In No-
vember, 1923 these comrades, under the chairmanship of Com-

rade Kamenev, upon the motion of Comrade Zinoyviev and with

the support of Comrade Trotsky, on the occasion of a dispute
in the Executive of one of the Scandinavian Parties, decreed the
following: . S
“Taking into consideration that the fundamental inter-
ests of the proletariat require absolute Party unity, all com-
rades aré reminded that should future attacks against the
unity of the Party occur, or steps be taken that lead to the
lowering of the authority of the C.C., all guilty comrades
will be expelled from the Contintern.” ‘

We are of the opinion that this decision was correct and
necessary in order to call to order certain opposifion-factional,
undisciplined comrades. But we also demand that Comrades
Zinoviev, Trotsky and Kamenev not only remember these im-
portant decisions in the making of which they themselves took:
a prominent part, but that they also bear in miind that these de-
cisions apply equally to themselves. t

We are certain that we express the unanimous view of the
Scandinavian Communist Parties when we expressly emphasise
that all attacks against the unity of the C.P.S.U. must be
repudiated, when we decisively reject and condemn the action
of the Opposition at the Enlarged Executive. .

For my own part I should like fo add a few words based
on my experience as a DParty worker in capitalist countries.
The first question upon which one begins to make Communism
clear to Party members is that of ideological unity. There are
still very. many Social Democratic views and survivals to be
found among our comrades, especially if they are without any
concrete revolutionary experiences. And now these views are
again being strengthened by the capitalist stabilisation. It is
therefore necéssary to emphasise that Marxism and Leninism
are a uniform philosophy, a uniform political system, not dog-
matic but living, dialectic, concrete, and that all our propaganda
must be ideologically uniform, it must be Leninist.

But here we encounter a problem — Comrade Trotsky. It
is surely no secret for the comrades that he has never ‘given
any complete accounting of his past. He came to the Bolshevik
Party, fo be swre'a litfle earlier than some of us here, at a
time  when uniformity of revolutionary Party activity was the
main thing. Unon his coming over we did not get, nor did we
demand, a declaration such as a resnonsible political personality
in such oases owes both to himself and to the Party. To be
sure on several occasions and also in his last speech. Trotsky
admitted that as against Lenin on cerfain questions he had held
to a false policy. He has mot yet, however, deemed it ad-
visable to subiect his whole political past fo a detailed ori-
ficism. He i1 not make clear where and in what Lenin had been
right as against himself. On the contrary, we have certain do-
cuments — the preface to “War and Revolution”; the ,Lessons
of October”, etc. in which he attempts to justify his old non-
Leninist views. .

Therefore we must say that a detailed statement by Com-
rade Trotsky concerning his past should have been absolutely
requisite. The work of Leninist clarification, the creation of the
ideological unity of the Comintern' would have been greatly
fostered thereby. We should finally make an end to the specu-
lations - indulged in by our enemies with the name of Trotsky
all over the weorld. ‘ ‘

One may remark — and Comrade Kamenev made tse of
this today — +hat one also carries on such speculations with the
names of Stalin and Bukharin — and that this was attempted
also with the name of Lenin. These speculations, however, al-
ways came to a sad end. The speculators were forced to admit,
as did not long ago an American bourgecis newspaper, which
expressed itself as follows about the recent bourgeois and Social
Democratic anticipation of the “degeneration” of the Bolsheviks:
“The more cne expects ‘them (the Bolsheviks) to change, the
ntore they remain as of old”. But the speculation with the name
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of Trotsky goes on from year to year, which proves that he
also has remained 'as of old. And as long as this is the case,
as long as Comrade Trotsky will not take part in this clari-
fication work concerning. 1rotskyism, it must be carried on’
against him. For it is necessary for the creation of a uniform
ideology in the Parties of the Comintern, ==~

Now a few words as to Comrade Zinoviev, As chairmin
of ithe Comintern he had a particularly responsible position.
When the first rumours reached abroad a year ago, that Com-
rade Zinoviev stood with the Opposition in the Russian Party, it
aroused glad hopes in certain of the Party circles that had been
unwilling to carry out the Bolshevisation conditions. They
waited for alleviation, ,,concessions” in one respect, and tried
to justify their scepticism by remarking that matters were not
so rosy even in the Russian Party. :

It was not difficult to refute this. One had only to present the
big problems of the Russian revolution to these comrades and
demand a decision from them. They were forced to admit that
the problems were really great and that a detailed discussion
was necessary in the Russian Party in order to arrive at a
correct decision, for we are a proletarian Party and the whole
mass of the membership must know and understand what the
policy of the Party is and how it has been arrived at. Every
honest worker understands us when we declare that once we
have laid down our battle plans they must be carriied out uni-
formly. ) ; ‘

This would have applied also to the last “Russian Party
discussion if matters had developed in a -so-to-say-normal
manner. T

But already in the last discussion of the C.P.S.U. some-
thing happened which was very hard to explain to the Party
members. This applies to the question of discipline. Comrade
Lenin put this for us very sharply, yet nevertheless, it is very
difficult to realise it in our Parties. So deep-rooted are fhe indi-
vidualist, petty bourgeois Social Democratic habits than even
though all comrades bow before ‘the most stringent demands of
Lenin “in principle”, yet in every country there are altogether
too many Party members who look upon the Communist Party
as a way-station to which one comes and from which one goes
without clearly recognising that one really joins the Communist
Party only once and for all time. o :

What was it that happened? Comrade Zinoviev, chairman
of the E.C.C.1., took part in a serious breach of discipline, he
violated this basic principle of Leninism. I think we must de-
signate it as a mistake on the part of the leadership of the
C.P.S.U. and C.I. that they did not immediately effect this
removal from his post as chairman. It created confusion in the
ranks of the Parties.

If a responsible leader is deeply convinced that the Party
leadership, or a whole Party even, is on the wrong road, then
he ‘has the right and even the duty of bringing his views to-
the knowledge of the Tarnty membership, but ‘also to resign
immediately from his responsible position so that it becomes
ciear that he cannot assume the responsibility. But even then he
has no right to carry on factional activity. If he does this it
means that he is determined to go all the way — to the founding
of a new party. In this however, one should not act diplomati-
cally, as the Opposition comrades. are doing now, but instead
with the full consciousness of responsibility. They have neither
stood by their viewpoint nor have they surrendered it with
Bolshevik courage. In certain questions they stopped half way,
in others they have remained silent or have tried to explain them
away. They have continued their factional activity “under cover”,
as was exposed here by several competent comrades.

Comrades of the Opposition: we censure you for these
breaches of discipline and this lack of principle! For these
things the Comintern must condemn you. You have not given us,
the younger Communists, a lesson in Bolshevisation, but its
opposite. You are not an examwle for us to follow, you are a
warning example. This will bring harm to the cause of Com-
mugism. Our enemies always get a breathing spell when mi-
stakes and crises occur in the Communist Party and are not
quickly enough liouidated. The Infernational Communist Party
will, of course, withstand this crisis and emerge from it streng-
thened. ' ‘

The more rapidly a correct conception of discipline becomes
clear in the Party, the more will we have guarantees against
such surprises as this one.
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Some of the politicians who have resigned or, who have
been expelled from the C.1., have now tried to make demagogic
capital out of this story. T hey insinuate that it has now be-
comte clear as to what the Communist Interpational was,. 'ﬂ'lla‘t it
wias in irresponsible hands! etc. Upon this we must. reply that it
is nbt drue that Comradé Zinoviev i dhe iC.1. congtucted. his
policy, it was the’ polvcy .of the Comintern,. the, ;policy, of the
Party. His withdrawal’ n}eans no prmcnpmal ohange in’ the- line
and pohcy of the C.1."M is what it has been, the Farty of the
proletaffan revolufxon and it will .more .and. more.: «consolidate
itself, 1deolog10ally »as well as orgamsatiomlly (Appl:tu»e,)

i

N comrade Rykov (C.P.S.U.):

(Comnade Rykov receives a rous*mg o\ﬂahon all the dele-
Ua*es rising to itheir feet.)

b

Comrades, fiot only have T been unable (o write my “speech
like Oomrades Kamenev and Zirtoviev, but I"have not even had
time to collect the necessary mateﬂ1al and to read. everything
that has been said at the Plenum. In~this respect the Opposiiion
comtradeés ate in a much more advari ageous position (Laughter).
Therefore, 1 will ask you to excuse .me in advance for any lack
of system in my speech.

. Shortly beere the -opening of .the Plenum, ‘Comrade Z)mo-
viev told the Bureau of the C.P.S.U. Delegaiion, that his po-
sition as one of the organisers of the Comintern and its former
chairman makes it necessary for him: to miaké a ‘“‘farewell”
speech at this Plenum. The Politbureau and our delegation con-
sidered that such a speech would be inexpedient; nevertheless
Comrade Zinoviev. spoke from this tribune. After. him spoke
Comrade Trotsky, who explained.that his speech wias necessary
as  “the question .under . discussion  revolved around ‘se-called
Trotskyism gs around. an axis”. Then, after Comrade Trotsky,
Kamenev also’spoke..He was not an organiser. of the Comin-
tern, Had not been its chairman and as everybody knows no-
thing revolves around Comrade Kamenev: (Applause.) .

Neveritheless, Comrade Kamenev also found it necessary to
speak from this tribune of the international préletariat; what is
more, he read a speech that had been awritten in advance, which
I am dold, was signed by three persons —' Kamiénev, Trotsky

and Zinoviev. This shows that this Was the concerted actlon of .

a united faction. (A voice: “Quite s0”.) In other words we have
here a proof that the promise to dissolve the faction, given by
the Opposition in_ its famous document of October 16 has not
been fulfilled. (Voices: “Quite right”.) This means that the pro-
mise, which the Zinoviev-Trotsky-Kamenev faction gave to the
Party in the document published, has been publicy violated from
the Comintern platform. 1 think that the Plenum of she Comin-
tern will consider it correct if the Delegation of the C.P.S.U.
and the entire. Communist Party of the. Soviet Union -take this
fact inte consideration in their subsequen't po]hcy toWards the
pposwhon within the C.P.S. U.

‘Comrade Kamenev stated in his speech:

. “We never have defended, are not defendmg and will
not defend.that which has historically- distinguished Trots:
kyism. from Lenlinism — the. permanent revolut1on, presei-
tahon of the peasant question, ete.” :

In order to, ‘show wh‘at was Comrade Kamenev s.attitude. to-
wards; Trotskyxsm still quite recently, I will quote from Comrade
Kamenev, but 1. will warn, you, in advance that I am not making
these and other quotafions because I consider mysek a follower
of the “Alexander . school” which considers that the less one
says oneself the beiter. (Lauqhter) I, fhhnk ‘that in . the. present
case it is the best and clearest way of showing how the attitude
of .Comrade Kamenev and his fellow-thinkers towards Trots-
kyism has changed.

In Comrade Kamenevs arficle “The Party and Tro‘tskylsm”
we find such words ‘#s
‘ “Comrade Trcﬂfskv has become the channel throtugh
which petty bourgems ‘elements. within. our Party manifest
themselves . - .”

Do you think that this was sa;id years ago in the epoch of
“historic Trotskyism”? No, it: was "said at the ‘end of 1924
.Here is the second quo’ta(hon “kn his: struggle awgamst the

Party he (Trotsky) has already become a symbol in the country
for every'uhmg that is directed. 'agamst ‘our Party”. ’Dha«t- also
wias saxad in 1924 :

' Furﬂler

g should be cle»ar to every ~oonscious Party member‘
that there is Trotskyism and there is Leninism, and: that
for us Bolsheviki -and for the internatiomal proleharm mar-
, ching towards vigtery, Leninism is sufficient and we do ‘not:
need enﬂher to; substitute. or to “rect:iy Leninism * by Trots-
kyism#): . ;o ‘

R T 4

In order to :g'et a complete rudture 1 wil, cite cenlam state-
ments which Comrade Zinoviev also made in 1924:

“A roften nut will not be made better by a thin cove:
ring , of, gilt. Trotskyism of - pre-war days, .which is a
species: oi. Menshevism, will not become any better through
attempts to gild .it with ‘Leninism’’. v

In tHat quolraﬁon Comrade Zinoviev puts the very word
“Leninisth” in quotation marks in order to make it more sar-
castic.

And furiher:

“he (1 e Trotskv) is becommg the mouthplece of eve-

rything which is not Bolshevik in the Party. He is aclually

i demandmg that the Pantv be levelled down fo every:h.mg
that, 1s notni-Bolshevik (m ‘the real sense of the word). in
it .

“Comrade Trotsky wants to get in at one door buf
Em:]s himself in another. He wants to fight against the ex-
cessive ‘sectarianism’ of the old Bolsheviki, against what
seems to him to. be ‘the narrowness of the’ old circles’.
whereas he ‘is actially fighting against the foundations of
Bolshevism. And ;actually, of course without waning to
do so, he renders an indispensible service to the class’
enemy . .. .

Comrade Kamenev said in his speech today 1'hlat “they”
ao not renounce their former criticism of Trotskyism, using
thereby  the term “hxstonc” Trottskyxsm without sufficient ex-
planation. -

Comrades Kamenev and Zmovxev, who during the last-few
years aroused millions of workers in our. country and throug-
hout the whole world against the polilical p»llatform of Trotsky,
Comrades Zinoviev and Kamenev  who conducied *a. fierce
strugele aoainst us when we opposed the exclusion of Com-
rade Trotsky from the Politbureau and opposed the removal of
Trotsky from. varticipation in Party leadership, Comrades Ka-
menev and Zinoviev each of whom occupied this platform more.
than an hour. did not tell the Comintern whether they include
in the term historic Tmtskvxsm, the cbaracterisation which they
gave of Trotskyism, in 1924, and which you may judge by the
quota»trons I have made.

‘It is momshrovs, extravagant. incredible, but it is a fact —
the same neonte who a counle of vedrs ago s")oke of Trotﬂskvusm‘
in such ‘terms’ as “a rotten nut”, who characterised it as a
“species 6Ff Mn'r_lshevism?’ as 'being an expression of “evervfhmg
in the Party #that is not Bolslievik? — these samie people hiding’
belind +he terin “Historic”, have now becorie open defenders
of- Tm*skv ‘and Tmfskyrsm t

wae is no hm,Qr more cormcal than the raiﬁemn»t of fhe‘
Onnosition #o..pose on this platigrm as political leaders. who
have a stahle, stricflv consistent. cletar platform and wtho km)w
whither they. are going. .

Simitar vacillations fo those which have marked 1he anitmude'
of ‘Comrades 7imoviev and Kamenev on the question of Trots-
kvism will ceriatinlv also arise in'the futnre on all avestions of
anr Party vnlicy. They are neonle who in this resnect are suf-
ficientlv evnerienced 4n: the history of our revolution. Thev' are
peonle who every year or two or even every few wmhnths
change their views on the minst imnoriant cardinal ‘duesfions of
the nrolefrian: revalitfinn, who sav today -what is’ an fahsolu'te
con)*radwt;on of what ﬂ1ev daﬂd veqterdav

*) In this an'i subsemrem quotations the italics nre mine
un]ebs othérwise stated. A.R.-
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Two years have mot yet elapsed since Commnade Zinoviev
“turned ‘his face towards the village” and proposed organising
fractions of non-Party peasants in all Soviets, connecting these
fractions from top to bottom ithroughout the whole Soviet system
and giving this non-Panty political peasant organisation a news-
paper. : v

This pose of Ccimrade Zinoviev did not last for long.

As socn as his side began to be fickled a litile he turned his
face away from the peasanfs. At the same itime his attitude to-
wards his own plan radically changed. Now he no longer puts
it forward. v

The same holds good with Comrade Kamenev. At the Mos-
cow Provincial Congress of Sowviets (April 1925), Comrade
Kamenev stated:” “Only the peasantry which is develcping,
getting rich and accumulating, can be a sound consumer of these
products which will help to keep our factories and works going.
Therecfore, we must create conditions which will assist this.”
(Italics Comrade Kamenev’s).

Cbserve whiai he says about the “peasantry geiting rich and
accumulating”. In today’s speech in 'this hail, Comrade Kamenev
speaking of the Right deviation in our Party, referred to the term
“enrich yiourself” which was wsed by Comirade Bukharin. Com-
rade Bukharin has had sufficient courage to declare openly that
he emplioyed this term incorrectly, that this term can be incor-
rectly interpreted and might cause deviations in the practical
conduct of our policy. I ask you where and when Comrade
Kamenev, who by this speech igave the Party an orientation
towards the enrichened and accumulating peasantry, has renoun-
ced these sfatements?

In judging these quoltations, it is necessary to study the
present ideology of Comrade Kamenev concerning the paths of
development of agriculture amnd the growth of the bourgeois-
kulak class amongst the peasantry.

A year and a half ago, at the ‘All-Union Congress of Soviets,
Comrade Kamenev stated that we will keep on increasing
financial aid to agriculture by State funds. Now the Opposition
puts forward a programme for ‘increased pumping of resources
Arom agriculture into industry.

There may be disagreement as to whether we should invest
a billion or one billion one hundred million roubles in indu-
strialisation, but it is quite evident that the process of indu-
strilalisation of the country, which is connected with great capital
work, entails increasing expenditure on industry and transport.

I repeat, comrades, that it is difficult to find any question
in our Party policy on which these people, if not in the same

speech then at least during the space of a year or a year and-

a half, have not muade absolutely contradictory statements. In
order to miake it clear to the Plenum of the E. C. C. I. why the
leaders of the new Opposition failed so easily, lost their engire
political authority, departed from the scene quite unnoticed —-
“without any wreaths and -without any honours”, I must allude
to yet another extremely essential feature of the political charac-
teristics of these politicians. In the resolution passed by the
XIV Party Conference, we find the following paragraph:

“From this (i. e., from the diificulties which Socialist
construction encounters in a country encircled by capitalist
States), it by no means ic'lows that the construction of a
comwlete Socialist society in such a tackward country as
Russia is impossible without ‘State aid’ of coumtries more
developed in technical and economic respects”.

Both Comrade Kamenev and Comrade Zinoviev voted for
this paragraph.

Further, we reiad in the same resolution:

“A component part of Trotsky’s theory of Permamnent
Revolulicn is fthe assertion thiat ‘the real ascent of Socialist
economy in Russia will become possible only - after the
victery of the proletariat in the most important countnies of
Eurcpe’ (Trotsky 1922) — a statement which during the
present period dooms the proletariat of the U.S.S.R. to
fatalistic passivity”. (Italics as in resolution).

Finallty we read in the same resolutiomn:

“Comrade Trotsky’s exaggerated and ‘incorrett estimation
of an Amnglo-American rapprochement has brought him right
up aglainst the necessity of a radical revision of the Leninist
theory of imperialism (the question of wiltra-imperialism).”

This resolution from the first word ito the last was_edojpited
@t the XIV Party Conference and supported by Comrades Zinoviev
and Kamenev and, their fellow-thinkers. The present Opposition-
ists woted for it. (Interjection by Stalin: “Zinoviev made fhe
report on this resolution”). The XIV Conference of our Party
took place in April, 1925, only =a year and a half ago. Therefore,
the members of this Plenum should not be surprised if there is
a widespread opinion amongst our Party rank and file, that the
majority of the presemt united Cprosition, particularly that part
of it expressed by Comrades Zinoviev and Kamenev represent
an opposition devoid of all ideological backbome. These are
people who during a short period have several answers for the
same question, and the firmness of whose views, as experience
has shown, cannot be trusted either in the field of theoretical
principles or in the field of current practical policy.

And, apart from the falsity and opportunism of the entire
theoretical and practical platform of the Ogpposition, this fact
explains ‘why they failed so fingnominously at our Party Con-
gresses and also duting their attempts to pemetrate into the
Parfty masses and open a general disoussion.

Therefore, I think it is quite compreheusible that rot a singie
organisation has been found in cur Party which would decide
to entrust the leadership of our Party to people who change
their views on the fundamental problems of our revolution at
such short notice.

The members of the Comintern Plenum should not be swi-
prised if the broad masses of Party members take wp this attitude
towards the Opposition. Every Party possesses a feeling of its
own merit.

The million or mors workers organised 4n the C. P. S. U.
also have this feeling of their own worth, having passed through
the tremendous and brillant school of the revolutionary struggle.
This million workers cannot let themselves be led by the nose
and be told one thing today and the oppolite tomorrow.

Comrade Kamenev commenced his speech by raising the
question 2s to “whether a Right deviation exists in our Party”.
He poinfed out as sowrces of Right Wing tendencies” in our
Party, the predominant role of the peasentry in the country’s
economy, the retarded tempo of the world revolution and the
pressure of the enfire N. E. P. situation on the Pauty. Comrade
Kamenev then continued by saying: ‘

I will not enumerate the remaining soturces of oppor-
tunist {endencies in our Party; even this is sufficient. The
existence of these inflaences on various organs of our Party
and the Right deviations undoubtedly observazble in the
Party from time to time, by no means signifies of course that
Thermidor has taken place in our couniry, i.e. that the
power of the proletariat has passed over to soitie other
class; it does not mean that the Party is slipping off the
line of class policy, it does not mean that the hopes of
ideologists of ihe new bourgeoisie such as Ustrialov, foy
bourgeois democracy, have been realisad. Such statements
and anything similar to them must be categorically rejected.
We have nothing in common with them. Whoever insists on
stich statements phaces himsell in decided contradiction with
our Pary and its tasks”.

When 1 heard thesz words from the lips of Comrade
Kamenev I .thought thdt the Oprposition, through him, was at
last making a step forward towards the Party. Svch a statemient
would seem to imply the renunciation of a great deal. For it is
none other than Comrade Trotsky who called our State “far
from proletarian”. It was none other than Comrade Kameneyv
who cried out about the {ower stories of the Sowviet system being
“fooded out” by bourgeois-kulak elements. None other than the
Oprposition leaders ambiguously hinted about the “sliding” of
the Party from the class line of the proletariat. Voices from the
Opgosition camp have miade themsselves heard about the dege-
neration of the “wpper sections” and ‘the leading organs of our
Party. All these assertions taken together showed that a reshii-
ting of classes had taken place or at any rate was already
beginning to take place. And this fact gave particular sharpness
to the struggie which took wliace within the Party. The statement
of Comrade Kamenev that T have just read out apparently ought
to mean the renunciaticn of a considerable part of the unpre-
cedentedly monstrous accusations put forward against our Party
and iis leading organ. However, in order to draw such a con-
clusion it is necessary o reject the whole remaining wmart of
Comrade Kamenev’s speech, as ‘it is based on a refutation of the
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assertion made at the commencement of this speech. One of the
typical features of the Opposition comrades is that they “are able”
to say both “for” and “agajnst” in the same speech, presenting
one. con»cephon at the comnitiencament and . )asseu‘fmg qa.cte the
opposite at the end. Comr@de Kamenev s speech is a model in
this respec

I musst first of all state that _every member »o& the C. C. o(i
our Party has undersiood quite well and still understands that
the danger of a nghl «deviation iin our -Party has- existed and
will confinue to exist for a long time yet. Comrade Kamenev
said_in this speech That at the. XIV Congress ingfructions were
given that the “lire of the ideological struggle should be aimed
against the Left”. I must say that no supporter of the majority
has, ever given. instructions to this. effect.’ The. pretext :dor the
accusations of ithe Qpposition, comrades. against, fhe C. C. of the
Party about d;rectmg “lire to the Left” was our policy directed
against. the weljcs of “military Communism” .in #he countryside
and the roxreaponmncr -methods . in ‘the leadership rof the pea-
santry. The elements of military Comununism 4n ‘the «couniryside
existed for a loug time after thev had been outlived in the towns.
Nomne other than Comrade Kamenev ip his time frequently made
statements in his speeches about the danger of these remaants
and thé necessity. for removing them- as qunckly as, possible. We
aannot intreduce revelutionary law ifito the countryside, correctly
organise the wiork of the coopetratives and local Soviets withoit

liquidating ' the remnants of military (‘Ov*nmumsm in the sohere -

of rural relations.

- We have frequently . atfempted .to establish-what the Oppo-
S‘flOl] propeses - to’ do .to overcoime the danger which in- its
opi mouus hangmg over the Party amd the- country. Comirade
Kamenev in ioday’s speech sa2id  that the mmin criterion of
Succes for ithe struggle ‘off Socialist elements in our country with
cxpxta]us ielements is the correszonding tempa of industrialisation.

Up to the'last Party CongreSs, the 1destiny ‘of the economic
pohc\ ‘ol the Party was to 2 considendble etteirt -determined by
the lexdership'of represeniatives of the wunited’ Opposition’ —
Kanetiev,” Sokolnikov, Smilga ' (A  voice: ™ “Platakov”)  and
PiataKov = and it is the Oﬁ«ro»srtmn and -its ‘leaders who are
most - immediately respons1b1e for everything that was done
dirring ‘tha* ‘period in this sthere. 1 f“ﬂ”{uﬂw“ly‘madﬁ statements
thiat we do mot waive ow own respzonsibility for the errors
committed in the economic leadership, Now I foust say that we
do not withdraw our responsibility for the whief srror of taking
too long to remove these comrades from that leadership. The
error of the C. C. consisted in its adiopting too, mikd an attitude
towards ithe Opposition as a result of wirich their. leaders were
oaly withdrawn from leading posts at the time whea ths erro
of their 1efa»der51h‘gp created a serious thueatt oi a proionund
eponomic crisis,

I assert that since the XIV Party Congress 'since ‘rhe with-
drawl of . Opposition “leaders . from feading posts we have
emerged with honcur from the difficulties into whichthe Oppo-
sition landed us. We have found greater resources for realising
the imdustrialisation of the country, having revised our tax legls-
lationand arz infroducing a wumber of other measwres.

Comrade Kamevev stated here that the Cipmosition #ever
insisted on the molicy of maising mrices. This statement is in-
correct. It is well known to everyone that the proposal to raise
pfrlces came from Piatakov and Preobrazhensky and was ex?ouyn
ded in the smost debailed monner otha widzly ™ distnibute
plaﬁo»“m of the Onmosition, which W'B.o officielly signed by a
certain Malizlin. This platform but forward the thesis of the
possibility of getting an extra billion roubles for the industrial-
isption of the country by means of raising th= rnml prices. on
m,du‘str,nal proditets.

e inper Party discussion has ‘also a ‘fwn”w lomg history
of ‘its, development both . as. reoards sation. forms .of
stnugzle aad as to the, u‘le?‘og. 03l c:)ﬂtotn. The Cpposition ex-
pounded. its pla*foﬂm toth in the lower nuclei of .our Partv and
alsb iaf the mrovxm 1 and Al Umu Conferences and Congresses

step by sf°n complefed the‘forrvzhmn of its

After Haying sufiered severe, defeat in all ororam:atlons of
'the ‘C.P.S. U, it.is.at the present time dragging the. discussion
into the Plenum of the Comintern, The Opoos.mon has freouently
aﬁemn‘ed to bring up, questions in dispute for. renewed dis-
cussion afiter they have been examined by the higher organs of
our Party, even during Party Congres%es This has: ?reaﬂy
impeded the work of the Party and the Soviets.

3
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From ithe point of view of ideological content, the dis-
cussion has passed through various, phases.. First there was ‘the
dispute as to, the, possibility of nan-capitalist development iof
the. countryside.-and - the significance, of cooperation in Socialist
construction.. Afterwards, a polemic was developed on the
question of the Social nature of State indusiry of the U.S.S.R.,
there was a discussion as to whether N. E. P. was only a refreat,
as the Opposition asserted, or whether .it was a form of rela-
tions Between town and village on the basis of which economic'
and Socialist construction were takmg place at the present
time. The ‘apék of the discussion is ‘the question of the con-
striiction of Socialism in ‘one country.

As I have said, the Opposition leaders have the habit of:
gwmg quite oppOslte replies to one and ‘the same question. Ho-
wever, the stages of development that the, dlscuss.lon has passed
thtongh reveal with periecf clarity .the ' path_of steady deve-
lopment of the Opposmop to' the Right —, towards Trotskyism,,
The ‘most stable Opposmon group within our Party has been
Trotskyism, which has now rallied to itself all those comrades
such as Zinoviev, Kamenev and others, who, not having their
own - firm polmcal ideology, ultimately cafhe over to Trots-
kyisth through' vacillations and 'contradictions .in "their aftitude
*owards the Chlef theoreincal and’ practical problerits ‘of our
policy.

Conirade Kamenev-mentioned with “consternation” the accu-
sation of the Oprposmon as defeatists. At the last Party Con-
ference . I specxally devoted a part of .my . speech fo prove. the
conception fhat the Opposition ideology. was -defeatisi in two
respeds firstly, because. of the constant fears that in view .of
varmous difficulties on the path of Socialist construction, defeat
might take place at any time, and secondly, in the sense that
realisation of the Opposition programme wotld inevitably lead
to the ‘defeat 2of ‘our’ revolution, as it involves a tremendous
increase in the tax barden and rise of prices; what is miore,
this programme implies an atitude towards the peasantry which
wauld inevitably lead .to -a rur‘tu‘re ot ﬁhe union- of workers and'
lJeasamts. .

The 'main encounter’ with - the Opposition deveioped this.
autumn in the lower Party nudlei, In timing their action for this
seasoi the Opposition based their action on the conviction that
in the autumn our Union would be engulied in an ecenomic
crisis. Since it placed hopes on the possibility of success just:at
this moment, it adapted itseli #o the utilisaticn of the discontent
of the peasants, the; workers and of the whole peputation, whiich
would, inevitably .arise in connection with the economic crisis
foretold by the Op position.

Comrade Trotsky at.the April Plenum of our Centrlal “Com-
mittee, -made the . statement that our ,mdus’rry would ‘be faced
with the 1926 harvest. without any. goods reserves, which would
mean .a reproduction -of last year’s difficulties. on an increased
spale. Comtrade Kamenev, repeating what ‘Trotsky 'said, harped
on the “dangers” of a good harvest. Comrade Trotsky h1ms -I
iogrmm]ated this ‘ideolagy very well in the words:

" Hit ‘would be befter ‘if the purchasing power ‘of our
peasanfs were less”.

From year to year . T*o~t:kylsm (and now Tm*sk)‘;sm to-
gether and .in haxmonv with - Zinoviev- and Kamenev) forelells
an economic crisis in our country, fearing.an accumulation of
material advantages,- which. are the pre-requllswie for any con-
struction, including Sociglist. Such a view leads these com-
rades fo fear a harvest, and consider it a good thing if there
should be a decrease in the purchasing power of the peasant ry

This point of view, while being fundamenially defeatist,
an expression of the same atlitude on the part of the va*‘torlouls
proletariat towards 'the' peasantry, as: ft’he camtabst Me(r‘orohs
practices towards- the colonies.

“The “praltical” programme of the Opposamon — according
to the authoﬂﬁ*ahve statement of Zinoviev, at one of the nycle
—- consi isted in the followmg

© “Reiduce expenditure: by half a biliion ;" the expense of

bureaucracy,. take  the kulaks .and N.E.P. men by 'the

throat and we will receive another half a:billion. In all we

will gain.one. billion,: which we,will divide up between in-

dustry . and wages Such, briefly . is our eﬁonomx pro-
- gramme” P R
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Anyone who understands the economic situation of our
Union and its tax policy, can''see how clearly ridiculous is this
‘“programme”, and will know that it hds been smashed and re-
jected by the rank and file' members of our Party at all nuclei
where the Opposition have put it forward. o

At the XV. Conférenice: of:'the C.P.S.U. I gave the fi-
gures on the taxation of the well-to-do strata of the peasantry.
‘They have reached such dimensions at the present time, that
the possibility ‘of their increase needs careful testing by experi-
ence, as it might threaten a stoppage in the' development of
agriculture. : ‘ B

As I was aware of the guarded attitude of the Opposition
towards our tax policy, I made a report on the question of the
single agricultural tax at the Plenum of the C.C. in the presence
of Kamenev, Zinoviev, Trotsky, Sokolnikov, Piatakov and the
rest. This law was accepted and endorsed with the participation
of the Opposition and what is more, they did not put forward:
any concrete amendments for increasing the rates et assessment
of the middle and well-to-do strata of the peasantry. Soon after
this, the Opposition ted an agitation arguing that our tax
policy favoured the kulak. Firstly, this is dctually untrue, and,
secondly, tne Oppositicn, while in general supporting this law,
reproacited us with the fact it should have been issued a year
or so earlier. Thus, on this particular question also we have to
deal with the double dealings of the Opposition.

The discussion at the present Plenum has mainly been con-
cenirated on the question of the possibility ef constructing
Socialism in one country. This, of course, is mot accidental, It
has arisen mot because the question of constructing Socialism in
our country, especially under the present -conditions of inter-
national working class struggle, has exclusive theoretical and
practical significance, but because the programme of the Oppo-
sitioir has been so discredited in the remaining questions that
it would be difficult to defend it at all seriously. Although we
are already fed wp with the question of the construction of
Socialism in the U, S. S..R. I am nevertheless compelled to dweil
on it again. In connection with this question, the Opposition
accuses the C. C of the Party of national-reformism and of
forgelting our intermational obligations. We must categoricaily
state that here their words of accusation alome are insufficient!
We must demand from the Opposition, only one single fact, which
could prove that our Party had not fulfilled its obligations to
the international proletariat. No such fact could be cited!

I must categonicallv point out the absurd and stupid. accu-
sation that our tactic of constructing -Socialism in the U. 8. 8. R.
is in zny degree comnected with lack of faith in the international
Soaialist revolution. The October Revolution im .our country
itself and the 10 years existence of the Soviet State have onmly
been possible because we are experiencing the period of the
collapse of capitalist society. Qur October Revolution is the first
link dn the general chain of destrusction of world capitalism.
Tt it were proved. that capitalism were not decaying, but waxing
resplendent, nomne of us would doubt that the contimired long
existence of the U.S.S.R. and the construction of Socialism in
it would be Utopia. We consider our work within the.country
as a component part of the Intermational revolution and the
downfall of capitalism throughout the whole globe.

It is worthy of mention that fundamentally the very question
is exceedingly confused. It seems to me that it would not be
correct to present it in such an abstract formi as that of the
construction of Socialism in one coutry frrespective as to which
actual country. Ot course, the United States of America, in the
event of a prolelanian revolution possesses all the premises for
the building up of a Socialist society. Many .countries can un-
doubtedly be found whose sodial-political and econontic condi-
tions would not allow of such a possibility. Not to mention such
backward countries as Persia for example, or other Eastern
countries which, in view of the poor development of industry
a proletarian revolution is for the time being impossible. The
same applies to those countries which have not sufficient material
resources (coal, irom, fuel, corn) and are deprived of ‘the possi-
bility ol organising Socialist society under the conditions of
capitalist encirclement. ) _

The very meaning of “complete” Socialist society seems to
me to be conditional. Capitalism has undergone a number of
phases and changes in its development. There is no doubt that
Socialist society also will have its own rich history. To say with

absolute accuracy from when we will have complete Socialism,
and ‘where “incomplete” - Socialism ends, seemts to ne' to ‘be
quite impossible and disoussions on ‘this question are fruitless.
+ Comrade Kamenev stated that there is iio "~ disagieenrent
between us on the question that we are building ‘Secialism- and
will build Socialism, This means : that in' the epoch''of ‘decay
and collpase of capitalism, ‘the internal forces of* enr coutitry
are sufficient in order to comstruct Socialism. Well, let w$ suppose
that . Kamenev, Zinoviev: ,and Trotsky, and . net, Stalin, Rykov
and Bukharin, set about this building up -and succeed in building,
up 30-—40% of this Socialism. I ask, why are the forces which,
are sufficient for building up. Socialism to 30 or 40%. inadequate
for building, it up a further 10 or 20%7?, If they can build up
50--607%, why cannot,they om.the basis of the same forces and,
the achievements, attained in Socialist comstruction, go on further?
No one can explain this., There is mo doubt at all that Socialism
means the abolition. of classes. The construction of Socialism
consists in progresssive Socialist: economic forms.  ousting . the
private capitalist. forms. Let us suppose. that Kamenev replaces,
private economy by Socialist forms of economy to an extent of
20% throughout a period of several, years. Who is to prevent
him from going further if he has had the strength to beat private
capital in.the first stage and obtain successes to the. exient of
20—30%? What forces other than his fractional  prejudices’
(taughter, applause) ¢an prevent Kamenev from gbtaining fusther
successes in the construction ‘of Socialism? . l
.- Comrade Kamenev recalled Comrade Stalin’s speech. at the
XV. Party Conference, in which. Comrade Stalin, .alluled ;to.
Engels’ characteristic of the condifions necessary for the Socialist,
transformation of,society and said that we have already realised
nine-tenths of this. Now Comrade Zinoviev and Comrade
Kamenev are endeavouring to get their own back with this. In
Engels’ pamphlet he speaks about the approach towards Socialist’
construction, about the primary sttige of organisation of Sogi-
alism. Does this assertion of Comrade Stalin mean that we “have
the technical productive foundation of Socialism already pre-
pared? Naturally, not yet: We have only now commenced- the
real erection of such a foundation. ' oA
But of what was Engels speaking? He spoke of the gradual
socialisation’ of the railways, factories, efc., and their gradumal
taking over, partly by meéans of confiscation and partly by tuying
out the private ownership.” Of this we hdve accomplished at
least nine-tenhs without any’ gradudlness and without any com-
pensation. But up till now, thére has not yet beer a sufficiently
highly developed heavy industry. i . .

- Comrade Trotsky states that as the restoration period eomes

. to an end, our dependency wpon Western Europear . capitalisim

increases -and will - stilt more increase. Is that true? It must be
admitted that this dependency does. exist. But- this: depentdency-
should not- be ‘pictured as if 'WesternEuropean: capitalism. buys:
our corn and sells wus machinery  simply out: of ‘generosity:
towards ws, or out of sympathy for  the: Qatober Revolution,
the Communist. Party and .its Central Committes. If it does these
things, it is only because it is to its: advantage. And if we. do
these ‘things, it is only because it- is advantageous to us. OFf
course, besides trading relations  two more forms of our rela-
tions with: Western Furope are also. .conceivable: firstly, a direct
military collision (intervention) and secondly; a.complete boyeott,
which is bound to be a fore-taste of armed imtervention, and is-a
certain substitute for direct military activities. P ST

Meanwhile an exchange takes place. Who gains most from
it? ‘1" Comrade Trotsky thinks that international 'capitalism
gains most from it, then his-proposals should be quite different.
It seems to me though, that it is our side that gains in this’
exchange. Furthermore, ‘with every further step forward we
make along the path 'of industrialisation and conistruction -of
Socialism in our country, its dependency on foreign capital will
contiriue to decrease. Under the conditions of proletarian ‘dic-
tatorship and planned economy, the tempo of development in’
our cotintry will exceed the tempo of development existing in
Western European countries, The capitalist world also knows
examples of separate countries with backward tempo of deve-
lopment, catching up other capitalist countries. Germany was
behind, but she caught up; America was behind, but caught up
all other countries; the colonies were behlind, but are now deve-
loping more rapidly than their respective metropolis. Will ‘this
make the colonies more dependent upon the backward part oft
the capitalist world? Hardly! In our country, however, under
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conditions of the planned direction of industry, the monopoly
of foreign trade, dependence upon foreign technique will con-
tinue to decrease in the subsequent stages of development. If
it were the foreign capitalists who gained more in the foreign

trade balance, if we were helping the stabilisation of capitalism®

by our foreign trade, it would then be necessary for us to
revise completely our foreign economiic relations.

In conclusion; I -would like to dwell on one more point of
Comrade Kamenev’s speech. In asserting that the Party and
its C. C. had adopted the path of “nationalist-reformist perspec-
tives”, Comrade Kamenev stated at the end of his speech: “With
the good will of the majority we could find a common line in
practical work”. What does this mean? One thing or the other.
Either national reformism, and then Comrade Kamenev should
resolutzly combat it, or else a single line of practical work, and
then the acousation of national-reformism can only conceal the po-
litical poverty of the entire Opposition. If it is true that the

C. C. adopts ‘the platform of “national-reformism” every honest
revolutionary should fight against such a C.C. and not seek:

agreement with it. If it is not true, then the whole of Comrade
Kamenev’s speech is blackmail. (Applause.) As the proposal for
a “single line” in such a situation is based on a comprehension
of the Communist Party and its central organs as a federation
of various fractional groups of organisations, we have resolu-
tely brushed aside all talk on these grounds and will continue
to do so. We are all soldiers of a united Communist Party
and cannot conclude any agreements outside of Party con-
. gresses and conferences, behind the back of the Party, hiding
and hushing up fundamental differences of principle.

Comrade Kamenev complained of the application of the
advice of Plato in respect to the Opposition (Laughter). Plato
spoke about capable statesmen crowned with laurels and ho-
nours, Comrade Kamenev classes himself among capable states-
men and would anot be averse to having firstly, laurels and se-
condly, honours. (Laughter.) I do mot know whether Comrade
Kamenev will obtain this, but I must remark that the “platonic”

style of Comrade Kamenev’s speech by no means conceals the’

platonic grief at the position in which the Opposition finds it-
self. For him such a position is quite new. I must say that it
is only a short time since Comrades Kamenev and Zienoviev
acted as the zealous executors of Plato’s “wise counsels”. (A
voice: “Comrade Plato”.) Comrade Zinoviev for example, suf-

fered defeat in applying this ,platomic” tactic when we refused’

his demand to exclude Trotsky from the Politbureau. And then
Comrade  Zinoviev wanted to apply. these “platonic” methods
at a time when Comrade Trotsky had not done a hundredth part
of what Comrades Zinoviev and Kanmtenev: recently did in their
struggle against the unity of the Party. Some comrades present
here will probably remember the period when Comrade Zinoviev
occupied the. post of Chairman of the Leningrad Executive Com-
mittee of Soviets in the role of Philosopher Plato, and when he
applied the method of administrative-organisational “arguments”
to a much greater degree than anywhere else and at any other
tilme. I think that members of the Comintern present here will
remember that Comrade Zinoviev also endeavoured to apply
these “Flatonic” methods too widely in respect to various Sec-
tions of the -Comintern. (Applause.) Both ‘Comrade Zinoviev
and Comrade Kamenev have had to deal with much more disci-
plined opponents than ‘they themselves prove to be. In the hi-
story of our. Party we do not remember such a case as for in-
stance, Comrade Zinoviev’s journey to his father (Laugfher).

Perhaps not everyone here knows about it. Let me recall that.
this case .took place at a time when Comrade Kamenev came to .

a meeting of the Politbureau. and.established the text of the
document printed on Ogtober 16, stating that the Qpposition was
in. favour of .peace and against war. But it was noticed that
Comrade  Zinoviev was missing. Comrade Tomsky asked Com-
rade Kamenev the reason for Zinoviev’s absence and received
the reply that Comrade Zinoviev’s papa (Laughter) was taken
serjously ill and that he had gone to Leningrad to see him. At
the, same time we received .news that Opposition moves were’
being made in all the main fadtories of Leningrad, secretly
organised and under. the direot guidance and most active par-
ticipation of Comrade Zinoviey.

It' was -just at-the moment that Comrade Kamenev was

negotiating with the C. C. about the document that-was te crown

the cessation of fractional struggle, which in the opinion of the
Opposition, threatened the Party with a split, just at this mo-

ment Comrade Kamenev and Comrade Zinoviev and all the
Opposition leaders deceived the Party like little boys and con-
spiratively organised Opposition action in all the big factories’
of Leningrad.

When Comrade Zinoviev practised his *‘platonics” we did
not know of such a case of double dealings and deception of the
Party and the C.C. And Comrade Zinoviev should not com-
plain to us now, if in the present complicated situation we do
not reject what Plato recommended ‘in his time, when we deal
with the Opposition, which stops at no methods in its struggle
against the Party (Loud and prolonged applause. The “Inter-
national” is sung.)

Cemrade THALMANN (Germany):

Before taking up the essence of this matter, permit me to
make four preliminary remarks:

1. Comrade Trotsky in his speech maintained that Comrade
Ercoli and myself, when speaking on the motion of Comrade
Riese demanding that repersentatives of the Russian Opposition
be given the floor here, had used a tone here inreconcilable with
that of the editorial which appeared in the “Pravda” the day
afiter the speech of Comrade Zinoviev. I want to say here that
precisely by the attitude of the three Opposition leaders here at
the Plenum, the “Pravda” editorial is justified. The appearance
of ihese. oppositional leaders was a factional appearance, and
the “Pravda” statement that they have presented an iniernational
platform here against the Comintern, is absolutely true.

2.1 wall try to deal with the serious problems not from the
standpoint of citation-cobbling, as Comrade Zinoviev has doue,
but by approaching’ them on the basis of the practical revolu-
tionary work of the Soviet Union, Germany and the whole
International.

3. The German Party has suffered most severely in its work
because of the disruptive activity of the Russian Opposition. In
ocur ranks the fight was fought out hardest, but in that battle
also we defeated the Opposition.

4, The assault of Conirade Zinoviev and the others with him,
was made against the foundations of the Comintern, to the
service of which he was assigned ffor years by the C. P, S. U,
but which he has now completely deserted. All the speeches,
those of Comrade Trotsky and especially of Kamenev, and their
whole attitude again show that they want to shatter the Leninist
foundation of the Comintern. But this foundation stands firm,
Trotsky, Kamenev, etc. not withstanding.

The debate has already shown, and the vote will confirm
it, that not the Leninist foundation af the Cominterm is to be
shattered, but instead the false ideas of the Opposition bloc.

All the Opposition comrades acted in full consciousness
against the decision of the C. P. S. U., they continued here in
an intensified form their old struggle which, with the famous
declaration of ‘October 16, they promised to give wp. They
appedled to the Comintern agafinst the decisions of the XIV. Party
Congress, the July Plenum of the C. C., and the XV Party
Conference, to which they submitted in words but which in
reality they have mnever recognised.

They wappealed to the Comintern and believed that they
could exert their harmful finfluence here among the delegates
who are to decide upon the basic problems of the proletarian
dictatorshiip, in connection with the Russian question. They. did
not act as individuals, but on the decisions of the whole leading
group of the Opposition bloc, Comrade Zinoviev spoke here
in ithe name of Trotsky and lin the spirit of Trotzkyism, as
Trotsky’s speech also showed dlearly. For the first time Com-
rade Zinoviev did not address the International Plenwm on
the authorisation of his Party, as was heretofore the case in
the Congresses and Enlarged Executives.of the Comintern, but
quite openly ‘against his Party, against the C. P. S. U.

The C. P. S. U., which has shown through ite represen-
tatives and which brings proof in its practical work, that it is
defending, assuring, consoliditing and affectuating Leninism, the
Party ‘which has already defeated the Opposition, is accused by
the Opposition, especially by Comrade Kamenev, with falsifying
Lenin and with the worst deviations from Leninism. Just as
the Opposition in the C. P. S. U. exploited every legal possi-
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bility in order to mobilise, through the windows of the Panty,
the mon-Party pepulation against the policy. of socialist con-
struction, so also Zinoviev, Trotsky and Karmenev wanted to
use the Comintern as an internationat tribune against the
C. P.S. U. _ : L
In reality they did not even appeal to the Communist Inter-
national, toits Bolshevik. core troops, to its proletarian forices,
but instead they appealed to Ruth Fischer, Maslow, etc., to the
disruptive and distintegrative elements in the Comintern, to the
various Right and Left factional groups, as Comrade Zinoviev
has proven by daring to suggest that Souvarine could Dbe
empl(;yed as’ a bourgeois icorrespondent in China. The French
delegtition has already adequately shown, through its' speaker
Comrade Doriot, that the very conmection of Souvarine with the
syndicalist wing in the C. P. S. U,, and the methods of calumny
and villification in which Souvarine indulged in France agalinst
the Sowiet Unicm, are sufficient to describe the character of
this feliow who not only has no political. plattorm, but who to
this -day- attacks the Fremch Party and the whole Comintern in
the worst, most despicable,- indescribable manner. This shows
the character of this Opposition, it shows its lack of - prindiple;
it shows that it has no tasis and that it was not even in a
position. to present a positive programime here at the International
Plenum. : R
The German Opposition, since the Open Letter; has also
showed ifs lack of character on all fields. On various questions
it has presented no adequate platform on the tasks we have
set ourselves. while it has employed still meaner methods against
the policy of the Party and the Comintern. The - moment the
Opposition in the C. P. S. U. launched its -attack in the Soviet
Union, the German Opposition in the C. P. G. proceeded with
an atack on the Russian question. It is ‘interesting that these
twoattacks ‘took place jointly and simultaneously. The Russian
Oprosition based its attack on fthe ‘question of the building of
Socialism in one country, the German Opposition against our
work for the organising of the proletarian revolution in the West.
This circumstance ™ shows that the two chief problems that
confront us today, socialist construction and international revo-
lution, are closely bound up with one another, that they belong
together inseparably. They are not antagonistic, as the eppo-
sition: of all shadings maintains, but parts’ of one wuniform
" revolutionary. process. v '
Comrade Kamenev stands up here today, and is brazen
enough to talk ‘about the national limitation of the C. P..S. u,
about How it formulates its tasks; how it carries out socialist
comstriiction; but we see here lin the whote development of the
C. P.'S: U., éspecially today, that it is doing everything possible
o arouse the forces not only #n its own country Diit, as it has
proven, also in. connection with all internationa] struggles, with
all ather revolutionary tasks; that it is a, reai internatiopal Party:
On the initiative of the C, P,.S..U., the support of the British
ool strike in which no  dther couutry: has equalied the Russian
trade unions, and the support of the %hine‘se' revolufion, are
examples of, the international character of ithe C. P, S. U.

These charges of the Opposition; especially those of Com-

rade Kamenev, already exposed the toots of this ideotogy. They
do not hesitate to’ deny facts in order to befoul theéir wn Party.

Oume. of the weightiest 'quesiiosmé to  be solved and clarified
here is the statement of the Oppesition that the building of

Socialism. in the Soviet Union is nok. possible as long as. the

proletariat of other countries has mot seized power. -

Fwill try to prove what is *hereal essence by means of a
citation of Lenin, which Comrades Zinoviev and Trotsky. also
offer, interpret mnd in part apply. falsely. Tt is ‘One of the best
citations from Lenin. on the building. of Socialism, because in
one sentence it contfains four stages. Lenin wrote in. an article
about the “United States” (“Against.the Stream”):

“The victory of Socialisnt is possible in several .ot even
in ‘one single country, but at the same’ time  the' viictorious
proletariat of this country, after expropriating the capitalists
and -organising socialist production, would have t6 combat
the rést of the capitalist world”. : T :

This one citation comprises the four stages of the prole-
tarian dictatorship. And since Comrade T rotsky has tried here
in his speech to explain this citation differently from ithe way
Lenin” meant it in 1915, I shall #ry to lay out this citation  in
such ' detail that not a single delegate, and not even the Oppo-

sition, will be able to question that theoretically the possibility
of building Socialism in one country was proven already by
Lenin in 1015 in this article.

Comrade . Zinoviev likewlise tried to vitiate this ditation by
ridiculing it as.a frigment, but this very fragment contains the
foundation of Leninist theory on the building of Socialism in
oite country, and smashes the pessimistic views of the Opposition
infto fragments. In connection with the citation, Comrade Zinoviev
rajses the question: Why did our own. Party, the Russian Com-
munist ‘Party, until 1925 fail to understand this article written
in 1915? Here Comrade Zinoviev certainly fell into an error,
the sense of Lenin’s thought in 1915 was mot only uniderstood
by the Bolsheviki, but for the last ten years it has been bred
into the blood and bone of the Party. What does this citation
say as a wihole? The citation comtains four important stages.

" The first is ‘that in which-Lenin speaks of the posisibility
of the victory of Socialism in several or even in a single capi-
talist country, Can the proletariat in one country seize power?
Certainly, says Lemin, the proletariat can seize power, amnd in
Cctober 1917 the Russian proletariat did seize power. The Party
and the working class, under the leadership of Lenin; took. up
2zrms. and defeaded bloody ozarism, but at that time Comrades
Zinoviev and Kamenev were deserters from the proletarian
revolution.

The second stage: Can the proletariat maintain its power
against counter-revolutionary attacdks? Certainly. From 1017 until
1921, we had a stage in which the Red Army was built, in
which the Party laid the foundations for the slow transition 16
socidlist ecomomy, ‘and in which the proletarian dictatorship
slowly -entrenched itself. ST

The third stage in which we are today, that is rthe,‘_siﬂag.e
cf the building of Socialism, in which Lenin in this citation
speaks about the organising of socialist production. '

And the fourth amalysis is that in which Lenin points ot
that the military forces of the Sowiet Union will be compelled
to fight the whole capitalist world, the analysis which has played
a great role in our debates at this Plenum and which, together
with the intervention intentions of the whole capitalist world,
is really wpon the agenda today, and will confront us during
the next years also, Viewed linterpationally, every Section is
confronted with the tremendous tasks which the.C. P. S. U. is
victoriously fulfilling in the first two stages, and which it has
set'itself as its primary and most serious world wide batile task
in the third stage of the proletarian dictatorship.

In 1915, this article appeared. Two years later, in’ October
1917, the victory of Socialism stood upon the agenda not merely
as- i citation but in the formy of civil war.. At that fime there
were some comrades: who were frightened at: the  vast diffi
culties of this struggle, but nevertheless the Russian Party and
the Russian working class, under the leadership of Leini, took
up arms and overthrew czarism. In all the various. stages; of the
develonment of the proletarian dictatorship -there were. serious
differences in the Party. These were differences which always
showed ‘tHemiselves - the: moment the ‘Strugede involved thé seizure
and securing of the proletarian victory: ‘Comrades Zinoviev and
Kamenev were mot convinced itk ‘October 1917 that the Bolshevik
Party was ‘strong enotigh 16! -carry ouff victoriously the
proletarian dictatorship, they exwosed their ‘defeatism, their ladk
of faith in the proletariat, they showed that they Houbited that an
agricultural country, under the leddership of the proletariat, was
réally in a position to win. WL T R

. In the second stage, in' which the Russian Party and _the
workers, together with the masses of peasants, offered resisfance
to the, counter-revolutionary. attacks, new . ditferences developed
in. the Party against .Comrade Lenin and his majority, 1 think
I need not discuss at. length Brest-Litovsk, at which the “Left
Communists” did not understand Lenin’s position that the re-
volution required a breathing spell in order to entrench itself
and to gather fresh forces.. Many leading comrades of the
Russian. Party were of the opinion that the: revolutionary war
against, (German imperialism had to.be confinued under all cir-
cumstances. Lenin, however, fought to secure the prolgtarian
revolution. ‘ R ‘ . -

T ‘the third stage in which we find ourselves today, in the
stage of the "building of Socialism, we isee the culmination of the'
Opposition struggle against the C.P.S.U. ‘in"its appearmance at
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the XIV: Party Congress, the XV, Party Conference and fimally
here at the Enlarged Executive.

In these three stages, however, certain other peculiar diffe-
rences appeared, namely, the ignoring of the mecessity of an
alliance between workers and peasants. In the first stage some
comrades did not comprehend that only through the alliance
with the peasantry will we be in a position to defeat the bour-
geoisie. In the second stage we find that some did not com-
prehend that it was necessary for tthe Party to stand for peace
and against any war since the peasants in the army, e. g., at
the time of Brest-Litovsk, were beginning to desert. Thanks to
Lenin’s measures we succeeded in bringing the peasantry to the
side of the Party and the proletariat. Also in the third stage there
were difierences with the Opposition on the question of the pe-
asantry. We see that in the present stage certain Opposition
comrades do not sufficiently understand the importance of the
pleas.‘antry, which they even represent in part as a socially hostile
class. »

In the present epoch of proletarian revolution, when preci-
sely in Soviet Russia, the land of proletarin dictatorship, we
have reached the turning point from reconstruction to new con-
struction, the Opposition bloc is frightened at the difficulties of
building, and has no faith in the possibility of vidtory. The same
panic in the face of danger, the same frantic pessimism, as in
1917, the same propaganda with regard to the strength of the
class foe and the under-estimation of our own forces. The state-
ments of the Opposition on ail fields converge upon: private ca-
pital is advancing everywhere, the kulak is. constantly gaining
in influence, a mountain of difficulties is toppling over upon the
Panty, the Party is beginning to degenerate, it.is beginning to
surrender its positions, it is proposing an altered course, efc.
This is the trend of thought of this Opposition, its' disconsolate
defeatist apprasal of the situation in Russia. When the Oppo-
sition sizes up the situation in this way it is readly under-
standable that Comrade Zinoviev tries to offer a citation to
prove that Marx had an opinion on the building of Sodcialism
in one country entirely different from that of the present Russian
majority. Comrade Zinoviev cites from a letter from Marx to
Engels 'in which the following is said.

“That even a Socialist Furope would be swallowed by
the capitalist surroundings if capitalism were still on the
ascent in the rest of the world.”

Against this we must of course say, that it is no longer on
the ascent. But 1 believe that the following facts must also be
drawn in to show the possibility of establishing Socialism in
one country, and to prove that this possibility is well founded.

1. The unevenness of the development of capitalism, which
is decisively intensified in the monopolist stage;

9. The fact that historically imperialism is a dying capi-
talism; and on a world scale it is not on the ascendent. In this

epoch it is also possible to build Socialism in a single country

(giveri adequate materfial reserves). :

To summarise briefly: In the ascendant capitalism (viewed
historically) prior to imperialism, only a united Europe, and
probably not even this, would have sulficed for the building of
Socialism. Today, in Imperialism, when capitalism is reactionary
and when it has passed the peak of its development, when it
is disintegrating and partially conquered by the proletariat,
the building of Socialism is possible also in one country. Marx
could not establish this because he did not analyse the epoch of
imperialism, but only dealt with certain isolated features of
imperialism in England, which at that time was the only im-
perialist -country. The essence of the impertalist epoch consists
precisely in that all the most important civilised countries are
today imperialistic. One might say that Zinoviev distorts the
Leninist theory of imperialism also on this point. In another
place in his speech, Trotsky spoke of socialist economy, and as
to whether it was possible for one country, isolated in ca-
pitalist world economy, to be in a position to build up
Socialism — in the face of the development of productive
forces in ‘the various capitalist countries as against the
Soviet Union. This was the most important point in the
of Comrade Trotsky. But in his speech he forget entirely to look
at the new Russia and to think of the old Russia in connection
with capitalist world economy. One may say that on a world
scale we today have two countries: America and the Soviet

Union which from an economic standpoint are more independent
than all other capitalist countries in the’ world: S

- 1. Because they have sources of raw material, and
2. Because they have markets.

Of course, there are undoubiedly various differences between
the two countries. They have in addition also a geographically:
favourable position. For example America, seeks markefs in
South America, Canada, and to some extent, in Europe, whereas
the Soviet Union has its markets within its own borders, and,
in Turkestan and other areas, which in the course of time have
joined it. The Soviet Union has not only its own market, but it
has at its disposal also raw materiials as well as grain and food
supplies for its population.

If Comrade Trotsky raised the question that if Soviet Russia
comes into a closer dependence wpon the capitalist world eco-
nomy, there will arise certain dangers — then we.can say
against Trotsky that he does wnot sufficiently recognise and
analyse the favourable prerequisites which prevail in- Soviet
Russia. Prior to the war, capitalist Russia was a ' pant of
European impenialism, an imtegral part of world economy.
Comrade Trotsky makes here the greatest opportunist mistakes,
he forgets the distinctions between the former czarist Russi@
and the Soviet Uniion of today. Prior to the war Russia received
a great deal of credit, foreigh capital participated very heavi'y
in industry, international treaties were made whose dependence
upon: Russian- imperialism mno one any longer doubts, the
Russian army was an -instrument of imperialism - today the
situation is otherwise. We know that today the loans and debts
have been cancelled, that invested capital was confiscated and
that capitalism was expropriated in the civil war, that the
treaties ‘which are made toxay imply no dependence wpon impe-
riatism, but that they are made in ‘defence of the proletarian
stronghold.

Further, we have a Red Army in the Soviet Union which
is not an instrument of imperialism, but an instrument of the
revolutiomary proletarian world army, which will defend not oy
the Russian revelution, but which will march and fight shoulder
to shoulder with the proletariat of the whole world (applause).
When Comrade Trotsky tried to counterpose the development
of the productive forces of the capitalist world as against the -
Soviet  Uniomn, and, failed to give sufficient attention to the
considerable development of our own industry in the -Soviet
Uniion, then, by dealing with the building of Socialism¥ solely.
in' a pessimistic sense, he thereby also arrived at a standpoint
in- which- his hypothesis speaks mot only of a half century but
even of -a whole century of such development. :

We by mo means deny that there are certain difficulties in
Soviet Russia, that even the measures taken towards its own
industrialisation and thereby ‘fowards liberation from dependence
upon the capitalist world market, contain certain  inherent
dangers, but the growth of industry in the Soviet Union, jointly
with the struggles of the workers in capitalist countries and
with - the national revolutionary movements will inevitably
augtment the conflicts and contradictions in capitalism, and will
intensify the economic and political antagonisms on various
fields. Comrade Trotsky’s perspective, his idoubts in the develop-
ment of the productive forces in the Soviet Union, is precisely
the gemeral disbelief of the Opposition bloc in the tremendous
forces of the world proletariat, in the gigantic forces of the
Russian revolution and its leader, the C. P. S. U. This theory
was advocated not only by Comrade Trotsky but also by
Comrade Zinoviev, and today with particular vigour by Comrade
Kamenev. The latter 'in his speech today declared:

“We cannot permit this to pass without protest, becanse
it in the Party and Comintern this were to remain unchal-
lenged (he was speaking here about the possibility of bufil-
ding Sowcialism), in the course of a certain time it would
inevitably lead to that against which we not only profest,
but against which we hope to protest jointly with the over-
whelming majority of our Party and the Comintern: viz.,
against the substitution for the international revolutionary
perspective by that mational-reformist perspective which is
proposed to us”. ,

In these worlds of Comrade Kamenev are contained the same
defeatism and doubt against the whole devolutionary movement
as in the speeches of Comrades Trotsky and Zinoviev. They-
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do not see the international development, they do not see the
movement on-a world scale, they do mot see the growth in the
forces of the world proletariat; to speak here about a national
refonmist perspective, when. at this Plenum itself we are dealing
in, all earnest with the questiois of the Chinese revolution .and
of the British, miners’ struggle in connection with the -organi-
sing of the revolution in all countries — means that the coimirades
of ‘the Opposition have no correct revoluionary perspectives.
Comrades, [ believe that we can say that the perspective outlined
here on a world scale by Comrades Stalin and éﬁhan’in will be
adopted unanimously by ‘the delegates. It is not a perspective of
capitalist stabilisation,  but a perspective of Socialism, and:
furthermore of socialist construction in the Soviet Union which
creates. the possibility, in connection with ithe sharpening of
imperiatist antagonism, for victorious revolution also in another
«capitalist country. In the epoch of imperialism and of prole-
tarian .revoluitons, according to Lenin, our perspective is revo-
tutionary and alive, while the perspective of the Opposition is
false, dead, and hostile to the revolution. ]

The theses of the Opposition is: the building of Socialism
is impossible in the Soviet Union until the international pro-
letariat has seized power. Proceeding from this idea, the Oppo-
sition propagates: 1.' Thermidor, 2. the kulakising of Party po-
licy, 3. capitalist development of the Soviet Union, 4. an inevi-
tably approaching crisis in the economic development of the
Soviet Union, etc. - : ’

With such a standpoint of the Opposition, the Plenum had®
a right to expect that they would come here with concrete
facts, with concrete figures as to what comprises the injurious
policy of the C.P.S.U. and of the Comintern. Instead of this
we receive a staggering bulk of citations which in o way apply

to the present concrete situation, of which the chief point is not’

an ascendant capitalism, not the epoch of bourgeois revolutions,
but declining capitalism and the building of a new socialist so-
ciety in Soviet Russia, a situation after nine years of the exi-
stence of the dictatorship of the proletariat in alliance with the
peasantry in an epoch of the world revolution. Why did Com-
rades Zinoviev and Trotsky forget to offer ideas of Lenin, Marx
and Engels in which they Titerally whip up the optimlism in the
revolutionary forces of the working class? They forgot this
little detail.

At the IX. All-Russian Congress of Soviets in 1921, Lenin
said the following:

“Consiidering these conditions of backwardness under
which we began the revolution, and the present industrial
development which we need, but which we do not yet
have, shall we lose courage? By no means! We will begin
this hard work, because the road we are travelling is a
correct one.”

This is a citation from which there rings out assurance
of the possibility of building Socialism in one country!

Furthermore Engels, in his 1892 preface to “Socialism, from
Utopia to Science” says: ' ‘
“For is it not possible that in the present situation
of things, Germany may likewise become the arena of the
first. great victory of the European proletariat?”

This is what Engels wrote in 1892, when, after the repeal
of 'the Socialist Exceptional Law, the Social Democracy had
just become legal! Thus, a perspective for a victorious prole-
tarian revolution by the German proletariat! Why do Comrades
Zinoviev and Trotsky remain silent on such ideas and offer
only citations intended to emasculate the possibility of building

ialism ‘in one country?

Still further: eight monfhs prior to the Paris Commune,
Marx in a letter to Engels warned against the dangers of an
isolated action by the proletariat of Paris; but once the latter
began their fight Marx supported the Commune with all deci-
siveness, never questioning the possibility of the Socialist revo-
lution in one country. At that fime Marx never questioned the
possibility of building Socialism, he only saw the tremendous
strength of the proletariat by means of which the bourgeoisie
was fo be defeated! (Applause.)

Comrade Kamenev in his speech to-day again raised various

disputed questions that played a role already at the XIV. Party
Congress; he attempted to silence the statistical data that proves

the ascent of the Soviet Union, he tried to evade the posi-
tive sides and to speak only of the dangers and difficulties on
the basis of which, with great demagogy, he charged the
C.P.S.U. with Right deviations.

That the trend of general development is not towards
decline, - but towards ascent is shown by the following figures:
during the last three years wages have risen by about 40%,
economy has been restored to the pre-war level, advanding i
1924 by 60%, in 1925 by 42%. In 1923 horseless farms num-
bered 40% of all farms, in 1926 this figures had sunk to about
206%. These three positive figures show that development i§
upward, that the forces are developing favourably to Socialjst
construction, that the -alliance of ‘the proletariat with the tre-
mendous majority of peasants s being strengthened. These few'
figures refute the theory of Comrades Trotsky, Kamenev and
Zinoviev, they confute their doubts in the building of Socialism.
They have no confidence in the strength of the Russian workers
and peasants, and in the C.P.S.U. which leads them, they
likewise doubt the whole world-wide living revolutionary deve-
lopment, and the fundamental Leninist firminess of the Com-
munists. Even itheir own perspective, defended with a Left
phraseology, but in contents a Right opportunist policy, shows
the contradictory side of their arguments against the perspec-
tives of the C.P.S.U. and the Comintern.

In conclusion, let us look at a couple of moot questions
between ourselves and the Opposition on the field of inter-
national politics,

On international questions also the Opposition holds a
divergent opinion from that of the Comintern and the C. P.S. U.
They have not only differences with the C.C. of the C.P.S.U.
on suck uestions as the building of Socialism,. but they advo-
cate a ‘). sition of their own also on serious questions that
have arisen in England, in Chiima, and jin variows Parties.
The very essence of the Opposition here also shows more
clearly than ever the combination of Left gestures of despair
with an essentially Right opportunist policy, whenever serious
oconcrete decisions in the Communist International are involved.

Let us take the question of the Anglo-Russian Committee.
There were differences of opinion when at the V. World Con-
gress the question of international trade union unity was raised.
I will not deny that the German Delegation did not at once
comprehend the tactics in the British perspective. After the
Russian Delegation convinced us, we carried out in all earnest
the policy of international trade union unity -and the applica-
tion of united front tactics. But can we launch the work of
international trade union unity without special organs and
organisations? By no means; the Amsterdam Trade Union
International exists, the Profintern exists, connecting links are
necessary, they must be created. To allow such links %o con-
sist entirely of Communists would hurt our movement and do
us no good, especially since the powerful Social Democratic
Parties of Western Europe are offering great resistance against
all revolutionary mnited front tactics. In order to weaken this-
powerful West European Sodial Democracy, this bulwark of*
Amsterdam, this solid bulwark of imperialism as such, fo mini-
mise its mass influence, to disrupt fits ranks and thereby shatter
the reformfist bloc, we must create connecting links and orga-’
nisations, upon the basis of which we can bring the proletarian
masses through a door leading to the Communist Party and
the revolutionary front. :

If, in the General Strike and especially in the coal strike
the reformist leaders on the Anglo-Russian Committee pro-
ceeded tto betray and sell out the miners to the bourgeoisie —
which everyone knew in iadvance — then we are confronted
with the question of whether for this reason we should dis-
solve the Anglo-Russian Committee; and the whole Communist
International knows that the reformists are doing everything
possible to accelerate its dissolution? Why this haste among
the British reformists? Because the Anglo-Russian Commifttee,
despite the fact that Thomas etc. have already considerably
restricted its powers, still has importance because, firstly, it
does not weaken, but strengthen ithe basis of our own position;
secondly, it sharpens the antagonisms among the reformists;
thirdly, it can develop a certain energy in the coming economic
struggles which are spreading among the masses of British
workers; and fourthly, that it was in the past and can still be
to-day an instrument against British imperialism and its bloody
colonial policy and its intervention plans against the Soviet
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Union. One of these opposition comrades says that the Anglo-
Russian Committee to-day is not a revolutionary instrument,
which will earnestly support us the moment that England or
any of its capitalist vassal States attacks. the Soviet Union;
he puts this question too abstractly, not one of us will un-
conditionally say anything of the kind, not a single member
of the C.C. of the Russian Party and not a delegate of the
VII. Enlarged Executive. But that it will ‘be an imstrument . of
imperialism the Opposition does not dare o prove. Ewven if
the Anglo-Russian Committee: is' only a weak - instrument, we
must nevertheless utilise this weak instrument further, in order
to show up before, the masses of workers the treason of the
reformists, their policy of destroying the unity of the trade
umion movement by means of the concrete facts, in the further
activity of the Apglo-Russian Committee. - - ' = :

Another qugestion, which 1 believe was but little touched
upon in the discussion, tis the question of the withdrawal of
the Communists from the Kuomintang, Comrade Tan-Ping-shtan
mentioned this ‘morning that Chang Tso-ling had declared that
if the Communists get out of the Kuomintang he is ready to
get in. Viewed ideologically this is a very interesting parallel:
Chang Tso-ling and Zinoviev are in agreement. (Laughter.) This
cannot be denied. Chang-Tso-ling was ready to enter the Kuo-
mintang if Comrade Zinoviev had carried through in the Com-
intern a decision that the Communists get out of the Kuomin-
tang: The whole Chinese problem ‘is so new and so intéresting
for us, its complex of questions so complicated; that we must
manoeuvre there with special caution. The significance of the
iAnglo-Russian Comittee contiguous to the C.P.G:B., as a con-
mecting link between reformism and-revolution in England —
this same significance and even ‘necessity has the K mintang
Party, contiguous to the Communist Party of China as an-inter-
mediate organisation in support of the revolutionary front, Does'
not the Opposition realise this? These are intermediate. links
which we wutilise, on the basis of which we breaden, strengthen'
and activise the. revolutionary: forces. Insufficient confidence in
the Communist -Parties and-in #he revolutionary forces of the
proletariat characterises the. despair of leading comrades. of the:
Opposition. - - L . L :

Comrade Trotsky’s stand towards Lenin prior to the war
is  known, his opportunistic attitude on-C. P.S. U. policy durting
the stages of proletarian dictatorship has been shown here re-
peatedly, in recent years he was always on ‘the extreme Right
wing -of the Comintern, ‘and our German Party found 4his out
especially in theappraisal of October 1923. After the October
retreat” in - Saxony 1923,  Trotsky supported 'Radek and the
Brandler -Thalheimer group. - From Comrade Trotsky’s book:
“October 1917” it can also be seen how at that time he was
with the extreme Right: Wing in #he ‘Germdan Party. In the
draft thesis proposed at that time to the January Commission
1924, by Radek, we find tlre following: N

, “The Executive decisively, rejects the demands of the
leaders. of the Berlin organisation which implies that the
October refreat of ‘the Party is to be considered:. as un-
justified and even as wa- befrayal. If in October the Party
had declared the uprising, as the Berlin comrades pro-
posed, it. would  to-day lie. prone with a  broken neck.
During the retreat the DParty has made serious mistakes
which are the subject of our criticism. outlined above. But-
the retreat itself complied with the objective situation and
is ratified by the Executive” B

These theses were proposed by Radek, Brandler and othets
and supported by Trotsky; thus Radek and Trotsky said that
the retreat was in line with the objective situation. That the
objective sitwation was an -acute revolutiomary ‘one, all that
was lacking was this revolutionary factor: a Commumnist Party
with a real Leninist leadership-and theory, which in the situa-
tion at'that time would have understood how to lead the
workers by partial ‘stmiggles from month to mionth more and
more to the point of the final conlict, ‘as the Bolshevik Party
had done with ‘the Russian’' proletariat from the February-
struggles’ up 10 October. In these’theses there is ‘again shown
4’ cothplete pessimism and #' false appraisal of the forces of
the proletariat as compared ‘with ‘those of the bourgeoisie in
afl objectively revolutionary sitwation.” The Radek draft thesis’
was rejected and that’ ot the EXecutive Comuitfee adopted. If
Comrade Kameriev even mustérs the nerve to maintain that

those who energetically support the: policy of the C.C. of the
C.P.S.U. 4nd ‘the 99% of the membership’ which stands be-
hind 'it, are carrying on a Right ‘policy, he is thereby only
trying to cloak his Trotskyist ‘policy, which clashes with the
Leninist policy of the Comintern. October 1923, wis' é-g. such
a serious revolutionary school’ for the Gérman Party that on’
the basis of these expetiences we will never permit that Right
theory fo be resurrected in our ranks, and in the future we
will stand by that Leninist theory of the State which was igno-
red by the Party léadership of that time, =~ ' ’

Our ‘Party has learned not only -irom Ogctober: 1923. and
from the recent discussion on the Russian question, but aiso
from .the great mistakes made in Germany from 1918 to-'this
day. The history.oi the German Party in the last seven or eight
years begins - not. from the Open Letter of the Executive, but
from the first revolutionary battles in Germany; we:have grown
tall.and strong in the struggle against Right deviations and we
are therefore to-day also in a position in-the discussion and
decision .of the Russian question to line up the whole member-
ship of the 'Germian Party for battle against the opposition, the
more so, since the essence of the opposition platform permits
clear recognition that the deviation which is now advocated
by Troisky,” Kamenev and Zinoviev is:.a Social Democratic
deviation. ) o o . L

The Oppositicn bloc is lcaded down with: 1. inadequate
respect for the role of the peasantry in the country of Socialist
conistiiietion; - 2. ‘the theory of permanent revolution - “evem
though Trotsky in his speech fried to ‘get rid"of his former
standpoint, ‘nevertheléss by his statement’ it wias transparent
that he still stands By thé basis of the permanent revolution;
3. disbelief in the Socialist perspectives of the XIV. Party Con-

‘gressi 4. the falsé appraisal of the’ driving forces of the’Rus-

sian Revolution; 5. the theory of two' Parties as advocated by
Ossovsky; 6 the Sokolnikov ‘course’ for ‘the ‘liquidation of the
foreign trade monopoly: 7. the “accusafion of natiopal limita-
tion “against the C.P.S.'U;, 'the léading” Party of ‘the Comi-
intern ete. ¢ : o L b
This motley character of the Opposition bloc was sufficiently
exposed in the introductory report of Comrade Stalin. .All
Sections will be glad that hereby we are for the first time in a
position to inform ouvselves and discuss in deiail the stages of
the  proletarian dictatorship. 'When August Bebel wrote about
the future State in his “Woiman and Soctalism”, what conception
did the .working dlass have on ithis.at-that time? Touday we have
a. picture of the first development of the proletarian dictatorship
throughout the whole wordd: . e
1. Fight for polifical power’and civit war lasting 'several
years; : L
2. Simultaneous development of war Communism;
3. The N.E.P. policy and its tasks; . o
4. The building of Socialistn in the present stage.”

All -these stages with theéir lessons and their tremendous
difficulties stand alive before us in the Communist Internationat.
. The very essence of the Cpposition in Germany has shown
on all these fields that in'this also it goes absolutely ‘with the
Russian Opposition. At the beginning of our interndl Party
struggle was not the German opposition just as motley in com-
posiition as the Russian? Zinoviev and Trotsky fought each other
for ‘years on serious political differences; Trotsky as not changed
his ‘viewpoimt to ‘this day, but they are travelling together un-
conditionally. One might iflustrate this with a story if a maiden
goes {0’ a ‘priest the priest remains a priest and’ the maiden
remains a maiden. But if on the comtrary: the priest goes to the
maiden, then the priest is no longer a priest and the miaiden

-no. longer 2 maiden. (Laughter.) With Comradés . Zinoviev and

Trotsky — to- listen “to them there:— i+ sitilar relationship has
been emtfered into. Trotskyism no lofiger exists, Kamenev-:said,
but ‘Trotsky does; aven ‘with his Trotskyismy, as his speech’ has
shown. - i i . aon el i
The same mofley opposition we also’ find in ‘Germany. I
will only enumerate how many groups we lready have to record,
inside ‘and outside of the Party. ™ o o e b
The first expelled group is that of Katz: it disposed of itself
among the workers very quickly amd without much ado.
The ‘second is the Korsch-Schwarz group, ‘which, otside
6f the  Party, split -its own ranks intd’ two. groupings. Tettay
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they wcomstitute two counter-revolutionary groups vigorously
fighting among themselves.

The thind, or even fourth expelled group of leaders is ‘the
Maslow-Ruth-Fischer-Urbahns group, which is sufficiently well
known to everyone.

The fifth group is the Wedding Opposition.

The sixth group is the Koéttner group, The latter two groups
have mot yet gone over .into open hostility to fthe Party. In
ideology they have a line that must lead to a policy of splitting
the Parting and the Comintern, and to counter-revolution, be-
«cause in the main they share Social Democratic arguments
against the Soviet Union and against the revolutionary policy.

Katz, Korsch, Schwarz, Masiow, - Ruth Fischer, etc. are
already outside the ranks of the revolution. In Germany, in the
very serious and difficult strugigles with these groups of leaders
who were not even prepared to recognise the character of the
revolutionary Party, its discipline and principles — those avowed
Party foes had to be expelled. In these documents, as well as in
the “Declaration of the 700 Fundtionaries”’, and also in the
Memorandum of the Urbahns and Wedding Opposition, we
see that in their appraisal of the whole question of building
Socialism they have a standpoint essentially not different from
that of the Social Democracy. Even if they ‘do not say so quiite
openly, as the Social Democracy does, in essence they have an
identical viewpoint. This is shown in all their documents. Ac-
cording to the notorious Declaration of the 700, it is said, e. g.
that in the C. P. G. there prevails an:

“Atmosphere of hypocrisy, fear, uncertainty and desinte-
gration.”

In Soviet Russia:

“They are demoralising the working class of the whole
world.”
“The atmosphede of the Comintern is poisoned.”

The consequences of the Open Letter of the E. C. C.' I to
the C. P. G. are:
“ A complete disorganisation and atomlisation of the
C. P. G. and the complete restoration of the Right.”

The reproach is made to the C. P. S. U. that it advocates the
theory: : :
“That in Russia Socialism can be finally built up within
national self-limitation, without the mnecessity that'the prole-
tarian revolution in the advanced countries first assures this
viictory.” ‘

(Joint Memorandum of the Wedding Opposifion on the
Maslow-Ruth Fischer-Urbahns Group.) = -

While these citations : already .show a completely hostile
spirit towards the Party and the Comintern, an appraisal that is
as much contrary to the fact as in direct, service to our class
foe, the Social Demogratic character of this group is expressed
still more definitely in the latest Memorandum presented to this
Plenum by the now expelled renegades. Here it is stated:

“The signs of crises in the whole Comintern have be-
come permanent. These crisis phenomena, since 1923, have
the character of definite signs of decay and disintegration
and not of signs of growth-crises.” :

From all these sentences there rings a determined will to
liquidate, calumniate and combat the Soviet Union, the Com-
intern 'and the Communist Party of Germany. These anti-Com-
munist leaders must be fought just like all ofher Social traitors.
If Comrade Kamenev maintained to-day that the bourgeois and
Social Democratic press of tlie whole world are attacking the
C. P. S .U. opposition in its articles, this does. not hold true for
Germany. The “Leipziger Volkszeitung” and ofhier Social ' Demo-
cratic papers are directing special attacks against the present
policy of the Central Committee of the C. P. S. U, they are
confjuring up before the ‘eyes of the workers that here in the
Soviet Union a capitalist development: 1s in process, so that on
the ome hand they defend their own policy and on the other
weaken the great impression upon the German working - class
aroused by the reports of the workers’ delegation. We' therefore,
see in this ideology an identical policy being followed by ‘Social
Democracy and epposition. Since the appeamance of the Open
Letter we had to overcome great difficulties in the struggle
against the ultra-Leit, and the Party was thereby seriously weake-
ned in its recruiting power, in its ability to act, in the fulfilment

of its revolutionary tasks. Yet to-day I believe that I can say that
the workers inside and also outside of the Party are slowly
comprehending our correct revolutionany line, To be sure there
are many workers who have already broken with the Social
Demoaracy without as yet coming to us, because our Opposition
is constantly preaching that the Communist Party is developing
towards the Social Democracy that we will join up with the
Social Democracy, etc. Many workers do no icome to- us because
they hear these opposition arguments everywhere, in the fac-
tories, in the trade wnions, etc. That is why it is necessary that
if the Communist Party in Germany wants to Tulfil its revo-
lutionary tasks, it must finally liquidate these ultra-Left ften-
dencies. The German Party finds itself in a situation similar to
that of the Bolshevik fraction in the Russian Social Democratic
party in 1909 when Lenin, in his article on the “Liquidation
of the Liquidators” wrote: “Our Party cannot go forward
without liquidating the liquidators.” This task also comfronts us
to-day. The premise for the fufilment of this task is a clear
recognition of the ideological platiorm of the ultra-Left. Thereby
we must mever forget that likewise the struggle against the Right
deviations and divergences which are showing themselves already
to-day and which will confront ms in the coming developmient
in connection with ‘the difficulty of applying the united fromt
tactics in the period of relative stabilisation, especially against
the efforts of the Soicial Democracy. We shall, of course, have
great difficulties in the field of extending our activity and power
to act, because the theoretical basis of the Party is not yet so
strong as to obviate such opportunistic deviations.

But the Party leadership, the greatest portion of the Party
membership, is already so strong, so wide-awnake, so clear that,
side by side with the struggle against the ultra-Left, it can and
will also take up seriously the struggle against any Right de-
viations that may show themselves, against any Right groupings
that may eventually appear. .

~ The question which must be answeredis the following; are
the ultra-Leftists #o the Left of Bolsheviism, or are they already
on- the road to counter-revolution? What are involved here are
not single questions of Leninism, but the whole complex of-
Leninist questions, the basic problems of proletarian dictatorship.
The decisive questions for the international labour movement is
the attitude toward the proletarian dictatorship in the Soviet
Union. Here is the parting of the ways, here they must part! The
attifude towards the Soviet Unfon Is decisive also on the que-
stion of in which camp one belongs on questions of German
policy: whether the camp of the revolution, or the camp of
the’ counter-revolution. There are only two possibilities: either
there fis @ proletarian dictatorship in the Soviet Union, and then
Socialism is being built there and the Soviet Union must there-
fore be supported, or else the Soviet Union is a capitalist cous-
try, in which case a striuggle must be waged against it with
all means. Comrade Stalin has strikingly made clear that which
Comrade Trotsky thought he could polemise against, that if one
takes seriously the opposition’s lack of certainty in the possiblility
of building up" Socialism, we must necessarily go over into
opposition to'the proletarian State; if Sowviet Russia were evol-
ving into a capitalist country the Party would be forced fo act
as an oppositiorr Party: if it took the revolution seiriously. From
this standpoint also the opposition embodies pure liquidatorism,
it sacrifices the maintenance ‘of the prolétariat dictatorship.
After' the victory of the probtarian revolution the ~struggle
against imperialism means the same as the struggle for the
assurance - of the proletarian' ' dictatorship in the Soviet
Union, because ll of the efforts: of imperialism are concentrated
upon: the overthrow of the: only proletarian State. Logically the
position of . Korsch, Schwarz; Mastow and others who. go along
with them, means a capitulation to the Social Democracy on the
question’ of imperialism. The theory of Leminism is the theory of
struggle against imperialism, its' agents and henchmen, Anyomne
who liquidates the struggle against imperilism liquidates™ the
role of the C. P. G., the C. P. S. U. and the Comintern.

Since the ideclogical line of the opposition must lead to this
liquidation, the Plenum of the VII. Enlarged Executive,- in ‘view
of the disintegration and undenmining activity of the Opposition
not only in the Russian, but also in the German Party, must as
one man repulse these assaults. In the Russian Party the Oppo-
sition failed in its attempts, because the whole Party rose against
it, and immiediately recognised the falsé road of the Opposition.
It is clear to-day that the Russian Opposition leaders had no
particular support, that thev appeared without an army, they
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tried, here at the Plenwm to influence or even win over certain
delegates for a theory that was mot in harmony with the theories
of Lenin.. Unfortunately, the Opposition .in the German Party
pa,rm}itls]y succeeded in, rﬁmdun{g some support among the mem-
Lership

- At ‘rhe beginning o‘f hus speech Comrade Zimoviev said the
ioMowmg I submit, T do'mot want a faction, I do not want any
discussion; I do not want to -expose the Comintern to danger —
but the speeches of these three Opposition comrades show: that
they. were thoroughly wmprincipled, and that they are. continuing
their tachcs of factionafisim and dxsmteg«ramon also -in the Com-
mTern "

) Comrades, at the last VL, Enrlarged Execultive m ‘the dis-
cussion of the (German question cérfain opposifion comrades
appeared, among others Ruth Fischer, Urbahns and Scholem, who
to-day . are “already outside of the Party, and also Comrades
Domiski and ceértain others who fou %‘ht against the policy of the
Comintern. To-day it was they no longer because they are nc
longer represented here, aside from comrades Riése and Doering
from Germany we have to-day, only ‘the Russian  Opposition
leaders who, from the tribune of the’ Plenum, here, launched an
aftack amamst the C. P. S. U. and Oormnterln ina shdnpenled form.

. The most Imxportam task ﬂmt confronts ws is under all
circumstances to avoid every factiomal activity which some may
try to introduce imto-the various Sectioms. We have seen that
the C. P. S. U. not only knew how.to smash the factional mano-
euvres and activity through the whole membership, and especially
the Leningrad and Moscow workers, but 1 believe, I can also say
that by tHeir appearance in this Plenum’ the’ Op;posx*mom has Yost
even their last influence in the C. P. 8. U. and also in the Com-
intern. Especially since the C. C. of the C. P. 8. U., while not
forbidding their appedrance, nevertheless considered it desirable
that they at least submit to the discipline and decisions accepted
by the .overwhelming * majority of the membership of the
C. P. S. U., they mevertheless proceeded to continue their fac-
tional attack. If . they do mot desist ffromr their activity, if they
-continue their factional work, this must:lead to the splitting of
the. Party. and of the Comintern. In the present epoch, in the
epoch of imperialism and the rising revolutionary forces, in which
the Soviet Union consolidates itself and increases and intensifies
its resistance against capitalist world economy, in which inter-
xen*ﬁxon plans against the Soviet Union are strengthened, in which
since 1919 we have a Comintern with firm foundation and policy,
in swhich prmt\lcaﬂy all Commiumist Parties have seven to eight
yedrs,of experience behind them, it is all the more \astom:ishmg
that {*hn Opposition comrades have completely lost faith in the
st‘rehg*th of the Soviet Union, in the leading Party, the C.P.S. U.
and in the Comintern: It is all the more remarkable that this
Plefium proceeds as ome man to overcomie and eliminate the
mountain of obstacles which confronts not only the C. P. S. U.
in the building of Socialism, but which confronts us also in ithe
capitalist countries going forward in the struggle to widen the
gaps in the reformist front and to exterid the front of the revo-
lutionary forces.

The most important decision in this connection must be:
unity and solid ranks in the various Parties and in the wthole
of the Communist International (applause). Down with all dis-
rnuptive factional ackivity, this is the pre-requisite. But not
a wunity and solidarity by means of a rmanoeuvre, as- was
expressed in the speeches of the various opposition ledders, but
upity and solidarity with Bolshevik ruthlessness against the
destroyers of unity and solidarity. That must be the decision
of this Plenum, and that must be the line and tactics of all
Sections, Only then can we be sure that we shall succeed, con-
fident of our power to pave the way for the great tasks which
we have set ourselves here. (Stormy applause.)

* 4 ¥

Comrade KOLAROV (Chairman): We will now receive a
declaration - from the Hungarian Delegation. Comrade Szanto
has the floor.

Comrade SZANTO (C.P. Hungary):

reads the folowing Declaration in the name of the Hungarian
Delegation.

DECLARATION.

The Hungarian Delegation to the VII Enlarged 'Exeuutxve
of the Comintern observes in the attitude of Comrades Trotsky;
Zinoviev and Kamenev before the Plenum, not only the intention
to revive the factional struggle within the C.P.S.U., but also
the effort to discredit the leadinig staff' of our Russian brother
Party. The questicns raised by #he Russian Opposition were
thoroughly - discussed’ inside the C. P. S. U.. and they were
decided against the Opposition by the masses: of the Russian
proletariat.- The - -attempt. by Russian oppositionat comrades -to
furnish arguments against the correctness of. the present policy
of the C.P.S.U. by means of citations from Marx, Engels
and Lenin, must be’ regard@d as having failed, for tbese turn
against the Opposition. itself.

The definition which Comrade  Stalin glVQ‘S of the building
of Secialism  coincides compleiely with that given by Marx,
who in “Civil War in France’” writes in defence of the economics
of the Paris Commune, which really only existed on. paper.

“But if co-operative production does not remain empty
appearance and sham, it it crowds out the capitalist system,
if -all - the coaperahy\»es together reguiate the ‘total national
" production according to a common plan, thereby taking
~it. under their own direction and making an emd to the
existing amarchy and periodically recurring convulsions
which are the wunavoidable fate of capitalist production,
what else would this be, gentlemen, than Communism, than
‘possible’ Communism??

At the same time Marx ridicules those who demamd a para-
dise for Socialist construction. He writes:
“The working class demands no miracle from the
. Commune. It is. not expected to mtrcvduce a ready-made
atopia by means of pojpular vote.
“Fully conscious of their ‘historical mission, and heroi-
«cally determined to be worthy of it, the working ciass
can be content to ‘taugh ‘at the smug scoldings of the
lackeys of the press as well as at the pedantic condescen-
sion of well-meaning bourgeois doctrinairess who preach
their ignorant common-places and sectarian hobbies in the
oracular tones. of scientific infallibility.”

So much for Karl Marx. At this moment we unquestionably
consider the Socialist construction of the Soviet Union as the
most powerful impetus to the world revolution. In the face
of this fact an unbelievable factional delusion is necessary in
order to bring the building of Socialism in one country into
contradiction with the requiremerts of the world revolution.

The C.P..of Hungary, which is not only a Party fighting
for the conquest of power, but one which has already once
captured power and wielded it for four and a half months,
knows very well how to appraise the significance and impor-
tance of the Party uniy, and of its leading role. The Hungarian
Soviet State had to fail, because among other things, it tacked
especially the existence of a unified Bolshevik Party. Four and
a half months of Soviet Power in Hungary showed the inevi-
table consequence of an incorrect appraisal of the relationship
between the proletariat and peasantry. We consider the oppo-
sition platform, its political and jpartial slogans; especially those
with ‘respect’ to the "peasantry, to be harmful and dangerous
to the existence of the Soviet Union.

‘We condemn most sharply the manner in which the Oppo-
sition moves up as a bloc for the assault while in defence
each of lits members blames the harmiul proposals not on him-
self, but on others.

The Hungarian Delegation once more emphasises the Rus-
sian . Opposition’s lack of principle, as pointed out by the C.C.
of the C.P.H. in its first resolution. Comrade Zinoviev, who g
his writings taught us the harmfulness of Trotskism, may have
been right when he said that he did not go to Trotsky, but
that Trotsky came to him, yet this not, however, to the Zinoviev
who once fought Trotskism, but to the Zinoviev of October.

The Hungarian Delegation condemns most shanply the
harmiful activity of the Russian Opposition and expresses its
solidarity with the C. P. S. U.,, the leading Party of the Com-
intern, and with its Leninist C.C.

Moscow December 11, 1926.

The Hungarian Delegation.

ke ¥

(Close of Session.)
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Twenty-Fifth Session.

- Moscow, December 13, 1926.
Comrade REMMELE (Chairman): o
The: 25th session is opened. Comrade Longo has the floor.

'

Comrade LONGO (Y.C.1):

Comrades, in the name of the Young Communist Inter-
natioral I must declare our full agreement with the report of
Comrade Stalin; this agreement applies not only to the questions
of principle raised but also to the manner in which the Russian
Central Committee and with it the whole Party reacted upon
the Opposition’s attempts to revise Leninism and to sow con-
fusion and schism into the organised vanguard of the Ruissian

revolution and the world revolution.

From the very beginning, when the Opposition started its
factional activity, the youth never wavered, it took a clear stand
agaitist the Opposition.” Tt clearly - and decisively repudiated
every factional attempt of the Opposition; and the most impor-
tz‘lgrt Sections of the Youth adopted resolutions against the Qppo-
sition. : '

Since the first’ day the Russian question conironted the
Communist International, the youth was united in rallying
arounkl the Russian Central Committee. The Youth International
is proud to be able to make such a declaration at the Enlarged
Executive of the Communist International. '

‘This fact is all the ‘more weighty when one considers  all
the efforts of the Opposition to penetrate ‘the youth, they wanted
to. win the youth for thernselves in order to play the ydung
against the adult workers. The old Trotskyite methods towards
the youth were adgpted by the opposition bloc, but I must
state here that the Opposition had no more luck with this than
in the past. The youth has proven that it stands firm and’ solid,
that it forms one singte bloc with the Party, and that no one,
no matter who it might be, will be allowed to stir up dissension
between the youth and the adults.

There were two exceptions, ~Comrade Vuyovitch and
Michalec, but despite all the authority enjoyed by these two
comrades, especially Vuyovitch, and despite all attempts at
factional work within the Y.C.I., they have remained isolated.

Comrade Vuyovitech was condemned by the Presidium: of
the Y.C.1. and later Comrade Michalec likewise; he was con-
demned by his own League and finally, both were condemned
by the Plenum of the Enlarged Executive; they were definitely
repudiated because of their factional activity. The Y.C.I. has
again emphasised that it will not tolerate being used to carry
on factional activity against the Party and against the Communist
International. :

The Opposition comrades have protested from this tribune
that they were not permitted to make adequate explanations.
Comrade Trotsky wanted to defend himself in his capacity of
creator of Trotskyism.

~ We reply that it is not mnecessary for him to continue his
attemnipt to teach wus Trotskyism. The C.I. has long known
Trotskyism and has already determinedly rejected it for some
years. If Zinoviev now for factional reasons has allied himself
with Trotsky, we do not believe that this is a reason to reoven
the discussion on this question.

We want to protest against the factional manoeuvre em-
ployed by the Opposition at this Enlarged Executive. By its
attitude here it has addressed a direct appeal to the whole C. 1.
to take up a struggle against the Russian Party. This is not
based exclusively upon their attitude here, Kamenev in this
speech quite openly issued such an appeal when he invited the
brother parties to “help” the Russian Party correct its devia-
tions. He quite openly directed an appeal to all Parties of the
International to take mp the struggle against the Russian Party,
even against the International. But we are convinced that no
comrade will remain silent on this appeal, that all Parties and

the entire Youth will fight the deviations of the Opposition
and rally around the Russian Central Committee and the Com-
munist International. C

The questions of political principle raised by the Russian
discussion, have already been studied by the Youth. We are still -
far from being able to assure ourselves that on all these questions
a complete clarity already prevails today. S

We are convinced that after the Executive it will be neces-
sary to develop a large-scale activity for clarification of all
questions that involve the building of Socialism, in order to
dissipate all doubt and confusion that the activity of the Qppo-
sition might arouse among the Youth. v

Oun this questions also we feel that we can express mot only
our own opinion but also that of the whole Youth. The most
active elements have 'decisively expressed themselves on the
essential questions. At our Enlarged Executive the delegates of
the Leagues declared in favour of the line adopted by the Central
Committee of the Russian Party..

The centre of the differences of opinion lies in the question
of whether or not it is jpossible to build up Socialism in Russia.
‘Upon this question the Opposition answers: “No”. It says that
it is not possible to build up Socialism in Soviet Russia.

Fromt this point the Opjposition directs all. its charges
against the policy of the Russian Central Committee by accusing
the latter of following a kulak policy. With these charges the
Opposition seeks to justily its factional activity and demagogic
action, with its phantastic proposals and demonstrative and
theatrical appearance in nuclei meetings and at this Plenum.
25. Sitzung, Seite 4

Is the Opposition right on this fundamental question? Is
it right in its charges against the policy of the Central Com-
mittee of the Russian Party? No. Is the Opposition right in its
factional activity and its demogagic activity? No. .

The Opposition is wrong on all points.

No one thinks, and no ome has ever thought, of maintaining
that the guarantee of the final victory of socialigm, the victory
which guarantees 100% against imperialist intervention, is pos-
sible in Russia without the aid of the victorious proletarian
revolution in several other important countries. But the question
does not turn on this. On this point there are no and can be
no differences of opinion.

The question is whether we know that it is possible, in
Soviet Russia, for the Russian workers supported by the poor
peasants and in a close alliance with the middle peasantry:

1. To maintain and consolidate the proletarian dictatorship.
the most certain guarantee for a victorious struggle inside
Russia against all foes of the proletariat:

2. To enable the socialist forces of socialist economy, by
their own development, to defeat completely and for ever the
capitalist elements, in order to clear the ground for triwmjphant
Socialism.

Upon this question we reply: Yes, it is possible. First, is
the way in which we put the question correct? We believe that
it is really rlight, correct and Leninist.

In the “State and Revolution” there are about ten pages in
which Lenin deals in detail with the question of Socialism, the
question of the various phases of Socialism. Lenin cites Marx
and Engels and writes that one must distinguish between two
phases: the first phase, the lower phase of Communism, “usually
called Socialism”; and the second phase — the higher phase
of Communism.

When we speak about the possibility of building Socialism
In Russia at present this means struggle against the capitalist
rises as follows: “The transfer of the means of production into
the common property of the whole society — Socialism in the
original sense of the word” (Lenin — “State and Revolution”).
In %msia at present this means struggle against the capitalist
elements in Soviet economty.
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This lower phase of Communism distinguishes itself from
the higher phase by the fact that it still includes:

1. Subjection of mankind to the enslaving conditions of
the division of labour;

2. The differences between physical and inteliectual work;

3. Impossibility of applying, in the first phase this prin-
ciple: “From each according to this ability, to each according
to his needs.”

Instead we must confine eurselves to the principle: “For
equal work an equal share of products”, and there still remains
the need for a State.

When the Opposition comrades come here to tell us that
by Socialism we must understand the abolition of classes and
the suppression of the State, if they deny the socialist character
of Staate industry because there are still wage differences, they
prove thereby only their demagogy and the extent to which they
have departed fromr the Leninist line.

They interchange the two phases, and in their confusion
they push aside with general phrases the essential question of
present-day policy, the struggle for the complete elimination of
capitalist elements in the Soviet Union, viz. the building of
Socialism in Soviet Russia.

One may say of the Opposition what was said concerning
the bourgeois ideologists in “State and Revolution” where the
two phases of Socialism are discussed:

“Basically, when learned professors and following them
the easy-going public; and afterwards also Messrs. Tcher-
nov and Tseretelli, speak of the nonsensical utopias: and
demagogic promises of the Bolsheviks, and about the im-
possibility of ‘establishing’ Socialism, they have in mind
precisely this second stage, this higher phase of Commu-
nism, 'which has not only never been promised by anyone,
but which- no one also has ever thought of ‘establishing’
because it is impossible ‘to establish it”.” (“State and Revo-

lution”, Lenin.)

Comrade Trotsky in his speech tried to refute the thesis
of Comrade Stalin by attempting to negate the viewpoint, the
starting point of Comrade Stalin, viz. the possibility of building
Socialism in a single country, viz. the unevenness of capitalist
development.

He wanted to distinguish between the “level” amnd the
“teripo” and he discovered that whereas Canada had taken a
leap forward, England had made several steps backward. And
for this reason the level of these two' capitalisms approached
one another. That is all very well, but what purpose does it
serve in this question. Absolutely none. And it Trotsky comes
and tells us that Canada made a leap forward, and England
some steps backward, he only emphasises: still: more strongly
the unevenness of capitalist development, ‘the internal contra-
dictions of capitalism.

But the strongest argument of the Opposition, upon which
they are drumming around most of, the time, is the dependence
of Russian economy upon the world market. ‘ '

First of all, the Cpposition exaggerates this dependence,
and- thereby exposes a very dangerous petty-bourgeois deviation.

Does the Opposition really believe that this depemdence of
Russian economy upon the world market would actually sur-
render power in Russia fo the kulaks? Does this dependence
today make it impossible for the Russian proletariat-and the
Soviet State to continue to a victoriouis conclusioni the struggle
against the capitalist elements which still exist in-Russia unless
the world revolution is first victorious in °several. important
European countries? = =~

That is the whole question. The question consists in kno-
wing whether — unless in the next lew years the revoiution
fails o come in several important West European countries -
we in Russia will be compelled to shut up our socialist' shop
and take aurselves off. Or whether it.will be possibie. without
the developmment of the Western Revolution, to build up Socia-
lism inSoviet Russia-under the present conditions, viz. to con-
solidate the dictatorship of the proletariat and .io. completely
defeat the capitalist elements. In this consists the entire question,
it is a question of perspective, the weightiness of which is
decisive to the Russian revolution and the building of, Socialismi.

But to deny the possibility that Socialism can be built in
Russia, to reject the jpossibility that Socialism can be built in
one single country, is equivalent to a liquidatory attitude to-
wards the Russian revolution. To maintain that the Russian pro-
letariat cannot march forward to Socialism unless the revo-
lution is victorious in the other countries, means the sowing
of distrust and confusion, means the withdrawing of the broad
strata of workers from their active struggle for the dictatorship
and the upbuilding in Russia, means the rejection and denial
of the possibility of construction in Soviet Russia. And this
means doing direct harm to the labour movement of the world,
1t is identical with a destruction of the entire glorious move-
ment that has arisen among the masses which are partially still
under the influence of Social Democratic and counter-revolutio-
nary elements.

This mew orientation of broad masses of workers has
shown itself in the despatch of numerous workers’ delegations
to Soviet Russia.

Basically, what is the deeper significance of these dele-
gations in view of the fact that from to day constantly broader
strata of workers who only yesterday and for the most part
even today were under the counter-revolutionary influence of
Sacial Democracy and petty bourgeoisie, what is the deep signi-
ficance of these facts that now, after nine years of Soviet power,
they are orientating themselves towards Russia and for Russia?

I believe that the deep significance of these facts is that
these masses are now beginning to question the propagamda
of their leaders according to which Socialism is a utopia and
the revolution is at the very least .a blunder.

These masses, whose economic position is becoming
visibly worse, are confronted with the fact that the Russian
revolution has existed for nine years, and that it shows no
inclination whatever to disappear, and they are beginning to
think that Socialism is no utopia. and that revolution is no
blunder. These masses are sending their delegations to Russia
in order to see with their own eyes what the Rusian proletariat
has accomplished, in order to find out whether the workers are
really masters of their own destiny, .whether in Russia Socia-
lism is actually being built up. The very idea of the possi-
bility of building Socialism is what draws the workers’ dele-
gations towards Russia. ~ '

To the extent that this idea of the masses is confinmed by
the reports of their delegations we can observe an increase
of their revolutionary .activity. .

The workers’ delegations that have ocome to Russia . all
declare that in Rus$ia Socialism-is being built up. The Oppo-
sition would prefer that something else were being said: that
Socialism in Russia is, a utopia, thatthe October revolution, was
a blunder just as the Social Democrats say. ‘

But we say with all our might, in agreement with the
entire Youth, that we are building Socialism. in Russia. Com-
rades, these are a few of the reasons which move us to reject
decisively .the Opposition viewpoint on the question of buil-
ding Socialisim in Russia. » »

... -Furthermore, we want to say a, lew words about the
tactical consequences of this lalse viewpoint, and the activity
of the Opposition on an, internatiopal scale. For this purpose
one must consider the standpoint of the Opposition not by itself
but in connection with the activity of our enemies.

By its. activity , the ,O{)posti‘»ﬁion ‘'has declared - itself ready
to, take part in ‘the international campaign agaipst the Russian
revolution, to become a link in the «chain which rms from: them,
via Ruth Fischer and Maslow, all the way to Katz and Korsch,
and from there further to the Social. Demogracy, to the bour-
geoisie and even to Fascism. B

The general ‘slogan of the anti-Soviet campaign this year
was: .Russia js developing imto capitalism! Russia is falling
into the hands -of ithe kulaks! The slogan of the Germam Left
wiis: A secomd revolution in Russia, viz. fhe bourgeois counter-
revolution; and fin the meantime Fascism takes advantage of all
this and ‘tries to prove that in the- world 'struggle between
Fascism and Bolshevism -the former will be, victorious.. N

It is true that the ‘Opposition has mever openly mrade such
slogans its own, they are peculiar to the Social - Democragcy. - -
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...Buf .what gid- Kamenev say omn this very tribune, abogwmt
the economy regime, which according to him ds being. carried out
at the expense of the workers, which he calls “abominable”?
Is' thit anything different’ from what the Social' Démocrats are
saying about the prolétirign dictatorship — that it dis a idic-
tatorship over. the workers, the dietatorship of a clique in the
sexvice of the kulaks? o . . .

The result of the whdle attitude of the Opposition can omly
be a weakening of the struggle for the social revolution, unless
-the Opposition clianges its stand and unless ‘we fight it with
most_extreme ‘energy. o : Lo

-1’The - Opposition bloc. which claims that it desires. to ‘accele
rate ithe .world revolution, -actuwally hinders the: development: of
revolutionary -forces, ‘because ithe masses: of  .workers, suffering
unider the economic oppression of capitalism, atter nine yeayrs of
proletarian dictatorship are rallying around. the Gemmunis
Party, around, the Russian revolution, the world revolution.

-, . The:- facts prove-, once more that the Leftv\p&lrases of the
opposition. bloc cloak a Right content. . -, o

I am coming to a close: it is mecessaty to reject the Oppo-
sition standpoint as hostile to Leninism, to. condemn the Oppo-
sition because of their activity and theéir factiomal attitude. These
are also the decisions of the Enlarged Execiitive of thé Coim:
mumist Youth Internationat. - : B onibiiann e

SPITUEREN § '

o ope of his first writings against thé Parfy “Commrade
Trotsky said that the youth was the’ Tb',es/%"blammjéféz’r'ld#f ‘events
in_fhe Party and in the, labouring mésses. We return Cofnrade
Trotsky " this compliment, Eut if he himseli Stifl “believes this
then. 1" must say that the harometer of the youth foretefls no
b}?ﬁeé' weither fof the Opposition than does fhe harometer of
the C. I =" v . . -

 The barometer of the youth and the barometer of the C. L
aré oneand the same. They aré the barometér of the world van-
guard. of the - proletariat. This barometer warns' the Oppésition
to put an- end tb s - factiomat activity “and- likewise' to desist
gbm all #rtasked or veiled agitation against the Party land lagainst
Eenh RESHWIEEE S L TR A ST BN (T R LIS BT ST NN TN

Comrade KOLAROV (Bulgaria):

Comrades, we have heard here the {hree biggest represen-
tatives of the Opposition and it is our imepression that the
strategy of the. Cipposition consists in, appearing conciljatory or
quiet; and in fact these three great speakers . have 'appeared, .as
the Russians, say, calmer than water and:lower, than grass. -

I remember ‘that Zinoviev in 1923—24 during ‘the struggle
against the Opposition at this-fime, ‘against Trotsky, directed the
attention’ of the entire Commiunist Tnternational 5 the - gieat
daniger which the ‘discussion, of ' rather' the 4dttitude’ of Trofsky,
meéant. to the’ immediate existence of therevolulion and  the
Sowier: Union. - S i SR IR LB ) :

. -.Zipoviev told us that at that moment the RedArmy was
separated from the working, dass, and that even fhe. dictatorship
of. the proletariat, itse&_%“)mas in_ dgnger. He souided the -alarm
signal not only in the Russian Party but 2lso in all the Sections
of the Internatiomal. ‘ " '

- He was- right! But’ comrades, did We not hardly two months
ago find oufselves in'd similar situation? "‘Could mot this sare
danget have been created by’ the'atfitude of the New Opposition,
whiich had been joined by Zinoviev? Did he not' attempt at fhe
beginning of this year fo stir up the prolétatiat of “Lehingrad
against the Panty?’ Did ‘mot Zinoviev exploit “nd- misiisé eéven
his -atithority in the Coitmunist Infernational’ irt ‘drdet o try 4o
split the Cosiimuinist International? Did he not ewén in the Conir-
nanist Interndtional apply :the unitéd front 6f all imaginable
elements hostile to the practical policy of the C.'1.? ~ ¢ ’

Comrades, if we consider the sitwation that was created
by the: attitude. of the Opposition in the Russian' Party, in the
whole: Intérnational . then- we must state ~that objectively the
Opposition  strengthened -omly . the counter-revolution.: . . .

We all kpow very well that in the tourse 6f the Russidn
Party’s work 'there are difficulties, big difficulties ‘exist in ‘the
work ‘of all Commuirist Patties in “all countriés, becaiise we aré
living in a periocd of partial, transitory stabilisation in which

all Communist Parties really must have the security of a uniform

activity in order to get around this difficult. question. ;
The Opposition caime and created disorder imr these Parties,

it divided them, at least it went so far'ds to try to divide them,

in order to ‘organise the struggle within the Communist ‘Patties.

" "We could see how all the enemies of the revolution rejoliced
over this. ' o h o

‘Comrades, objectively the attitude of the Opposition means
nothing else than an-attack from the reéar upon the revolutionary
movement of all countries. :

And comrades, at the 'moment when the workers ‘of Soyiet

Russia “were” by “their action’ splendidly demonstrating their
‘$olidarity with ‘thé British' miners, ‘at 'the mofment that the Wwot-
kers’ delegations of many countries wete enthused by'the great
work aeccomplished by the Russian wiorkers and were returning
to their countties ‘and - waging campaigns dgainst the. lies. of
the Soctal Democrats, at this very mroment the Opposifion ap-
peared for the purpose of counter-acting the wiork of the Russian
proletariat and hindering the propaganda of the workers’ de-
legations. . o k ) ‘

. Well, Comrades; this tactic ;of -the Opposition eneoum?r,ed
the almost; unanimeus, resistence of the Russian workimg-class
and of the entire International. The Opgposition shattered itself
against the internal stability of the Russian Party.-and of the. Inter-
national. When the New Cpposition realised this stabilisatiem,
which appears to be by no means a partial or transitory one, it
changed its tactics. It bedt @ rétredt, it i$sued its declamation of
surrender’ and fidelity. But, cdmradés, it did mot-do’ this volun-
t&fily. It only haifled down and disguided its coldurs,”in order
to walit for'a more favourable moment. The ‘Opposition is'arming
for this ntoment, it is anticipatingit, in-order to develop anew
its dtlacks. We “have proof -of this in the tone of ‘Comrade
Trotsky’s speeclr. That is the' reason why we bélive-that the
Russian Communist Party amd the whole ' Internatioftat mimst
have guarantees against the negw attacks on the part of fhe New
Qpposition. . .. B N S
I now turn to the second question: the question of the
miraculous political. conversion of Zinoviev. This question is
by fio means unimportant. Zinoviev swas chairman of our:Exe-
cutive, he was the comrade entrusted by the Russian Party with
the mandate for the direct deadership of the work of the Inter-
national. He 'was the -wniter of all fundamentat political “re-
solutions since -the -death. of Lenin,. ‘and ithereidie i'his - turnings
have a oconsiderable political sigmificance. Zinoviev wanted to
érect a wall between himself and Comrade Trotsky’s past and
Trotsky himself fofd us here that before crossing the threshold
of the Bolshevik Party he ‘had. wiped his shoes of all .dust,
of all foreign dust. Is that true? I do not think so. And the
history of Trotskyism since ‘the tevolution proves it. But I do
not care tto oocupy myself with this question: What is involved here
is not Comrades Trotsky’s past, but Trotskyism ‘as. manifested
since the revolution. Now: comrades, we'all know very well /that
since 1923 Comrade Zinoviev,swas one. of the bittersst 'foes of
Trotskyism. He was the most implacable fighter against Trotsky=
ism. He sincited the whofle political struggle "against Trotskyism.
He ‘himself wrote the theses. of the Balshevisation of ‘the Inter-
national, and one of the elements of Bolshevisattion was, this very
struggle against Trotskyism. He ‘himself wrote a hatidbook of
Leninism of which he devoted three-fourths to the fight against
Trotskyism. et ¥ P

" And comrades, what is involved Here is nothing less than
the whole bagic question of ‘thé World revolution, What dis in-
volved “are the differences ‘in thé guestion of the driving forces
of the world revolution; ‘amd'on this duestion Zinoviev was an
irreconcilable. foe of Trotsky and Trotskyism. oy

And mow Zinoviev travels 'in the company of Trotsky.
Yet, one may ask, was it Trotsky ‘who went to Zinoviev or was
it the other way. round? S

. Trotsky declared that he stands by all. his statements, and
that he holds to. the criticism which he has levelled against
the Russian Party in the past. - D gl .

. Trotsky wants to retract only one thing, namely, his: estitnate
of Zinoviev’s behaviour during the October Revoluiiornt.

~ This is a roncession of an entirely personal nature, which
fie grants Zinoviev as a concession of the opposition bloc, but
his attacks against the Central Committee of the Soviet Party



126 International Press Correspondence
B T LEN 3 1Y T

No. 6

he stands by. Apparently it is Zinoviev who has hauled down
his Leninist banner all the: way, and who has arrayed -himself
behind the banner of Trotskyism. And, comrades, the meaning
of this $act is that he has sworn off from his whole work in
the :Comumunist International, his whole work for the Bolshe-
visation of ‘the Communist Parties. We may say that everything
which #or the last three years 'he said against Troisky, now
applies directly against himself.

I am comvinced that to the attempts of Zinowiev. to revise
Leninism in the name of Lenin our Plenum. will rerply un-
animously:

“Comrade Zinoviev has forgotten only one defail: that not
only the C. P. §. U. but the whole Communist International can
dustmgmsh between Leninism and Tmftsloylsm even though the
Jatter is mixed with Zinovievism.”

- In conclusion: I should. like to touch upon a th.wnd question:
ﬂ‘he question of building Socialism in Soviet Russia.in relation to
the world revolution, since the Opposition: ralses and considers
this question in that relartlomvs’hqp

First of all a few words about the methods afppheid by
Zinoviev. His method is that of citations. One cites Marx and
Engels for us, one dites” Lenin #for. us, and by means of these
three founders ‘of the revolutionary mmovement, 'with the support
of -these three great revolutionists, it is art*tempted to prove to
us that it is mmepossnble to tbulld up Socialism in a smvle country,
viz, fin Soviet Russia.

Comrades, can one prove with citations from Lemin that
Leniin is mo Leninist, that Marx is no Marxist? Yet this method
is not the best. What we must say is that there can be but one
single presentation of these great revolutionists and their works,
and that is the presentation. which they themselves give in their
own works — the revolutionary . sense, the sense of the courage,
the energy, thaf strengthen ‘éhe wiill. of the masses in. 1he1r «struggﬂe
ior..the final victory.

" Comrades, during the Cotober Revolittion; there oonfronted
the Russian Party, the Bo‘shevnk Party, the \f0110)w111g question:

- Shall. we advence to the greart a:ttack or not? Will the
Bolsheviks be able to maintain power? The Bolshevik Party
with Lenin amswered affirmatively. At this mioment was the
question of the world revolution the question devisive for the

affirmative reply witfich Lenin gave upon the problem that then
c;m&ronfed the Russian proletariat? No: comrades. .

If you read once more the article by Leniin you will find
thérein an analysis of the Russian proletariat’s own forces, the
forces of the Russian revolution. Proceeding from the correct
estimate of the forces of the Russian revolution Lenin rreplled
“Yes, the Bolsheviks will maintain power.”

This is only one possible presentation of the works of

Comrade Lenin. This presemntation drives the masses of workers'

forward to revolution, doubles their energy, sohdmes their faith,
glves them- assurance in the sirruvggle

~ The Russian Party now finds itself in a difficult pasmon
Tt is confrontéd with the problem of building Socialism. The
masses expect from the Bolshevik Party a clear categoric reply
to the question: “Is it really possnble to build Socialism in
Soviet Russia?”

Comrades, this is a questxon of life and death for. the
revolution in Soviet Russia, and the Russian Party replies af-
firmatively: “Certainly, we shall build Socalism with our own

forces. The Russian proletariat is in a position to build up

Socialism, and to mammam it to the end.”

The Opposition expresses doubis as to this affirmative
reply. It has a false non-revolutionary presentation which can
be accepted by mneither the Bolshevik Party nor the International.

The only really revolutionary, really scientific presentation’

is that which has beén given by Comrade Stalin in the name
of the Russian Party. Only tHis presentation wugments the
power .of the revolution ,drives it forward, strengthens the faith
of the masses, their wull to stvrwg‘gﬂe and gives them the cer-
tainty of wvictory.

Trotsky tried here to give us a different theory. And this
theory consists of the following: ,

“The more that Russian economy becomes stronger, the
mote it develops”, he:says, “the more our dependemoe upon
world capitalism also igrows”, and further:

" %On the contrary, the more that we ,jhe U. S S. R., become
independent the slower, will we develop”.

This is the basis' of his theory. What does this mean9
Trotsky gives all good chances to capitalism and all bad chan-
ces to Russxan economy, to Soviet Russia.

Obwo;lsly there is a mutual dependence ‘between inter-
natiodal capitalism and Soviet economy. And this applies not
only that Soviet economy suffers from this mutual "dependence.
or feels the influence of international capitalism, but that inter-
national  capitalism also feels the influence of Soviet: economy.
And ‘to the extent in which the Socialist-elements in Soviet
economy grow the influence of Soviet eoomomy upon m4ternaho-
nalism will increase.

And, comrades, what is the meaning of this fheory of
the Opposition? That the more we make progress, the miore
our economy develops, the greater will be our dependence upon
mtematlonal capitalism?

It mieans nothing else but a theory of capitulation before
internatjonal capi’valnism

By appealing to the world revolution Trotsky presents
this situation: “The world revolution? Yes, if it comes, it will
save everything!” POS’lthely, that ds certram, that is absolutely
correct, but comrades, what lis iinvolved here is not this truism
which we all know. What is involved here is the strengthening
of the activity, the struggle of the Russian proletariat and world
proletariat during the entire period of the development of the
world revolution to its complete victory, to the final conquest
of tJhe revohmon That is what 1s involved!

The Opposition speculates on two things. Within the Rus-
sian . Party it speculates upon the, practical difficulties in the"
work of building Socialism, 4t speculates upon the comprehen-
sibje- dissatisfaction’ of the less -class-conscious strata of the
working class. Outside of Russia, in the international, Trotsky
speculated upon the feeling of internationalism, upon the inter-
national consciousness of the Communist Parties. He appealed
to them and said: “Do not you believe in the world revolu-
tion? Why do you object to the world revolution comiing to”
the rescue in Russma"

Comrades, in Trotsky’s theory 1n1ernahona]usm is omly a
phrase. Tt has exactly the same: meaning in the theory of the
Second International. The masses of workers in the West can-
not distinguish the ecomomic from the political side of the
revolution and this is quite natural. In fact, comrades, if
Trotsky declares to the Western Parties, to the world prole-
tariat, that one must fight for the dictatorship of the proletariat'
which is able to seize power and defeat its bourgeoisie, that
is correct. But if one adds that the proletariat will not be able
to build up Socialism after it has conquered the bourgeoisie
and éstablished the proletarian dictatorship, then the question
arises:” will the Western Proletariat, the German, French,
British. proletariat be encouraged? Does this theory really
drive the workers to revolution? By no means!

The German, French and British, workers ocoupy them-
selves not only with the question of the dictatorship of the
proletariat, they also can see the day aiter the revolution: the
work of Socialist construction, because what.is involved is nof
only the %wet Government, but the socialist economic struc-
ture which is the aim of all their endeaveurs. And if one tells
the Western proletariat, that their own forces are insuffidient
for. the : building of Socialism, then it is' dlear that they wrill
do nothing for the revolution, for the -dictatorship of the prole-
tariat in each of the single countries. -

So you see, comrades, that sentences which sound so revo-
lutionary in the new Trotskyist theory of the Opposition, sen-
tences which «call to the world revolution, in reality become
a hindrance to the development of actual wevolmuonary activity
on the part of the masses of workers. This. theory thereby
acfually becomes a counter-revolutionary, Social Demoocratic one
which I believe the entire Communist Internatiomal will un-
anintously repudiate.
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/The Menshevik character of this. Trotsky. theory is beyond
doubt, and .in this seventh year of its existance our International
will be prepared to tell the New Opposition, now launching’
an attack upon, the basis of the theories of Marx and Engels —
the International will ‘be prepared to tell Comrade Zinoviev:

“Yes, the Russign proleétariat intends to build Sodialism

in its country, the U.S.S.R,, it will reach its goal, it will
actually build 1p Socialism; and the C.1. will do every-
. thing possible to help make easier this work through thé
world revolution’ in which it is engaged. The final success
is certain.” R :

Comrade LOZOVSKY (C.P.S.U.):

By the appearance of the opposition there were raised
before the Communist International a series of problems that
must be discussed and studied in detail, 1f the speeches of
Zinoviev and Trotsky aimed at raising certain theoretical
questjons, the speech of Kamenev was a sort of political plat-
form in which things were called by. their proper names. The
speech of Zinoviev was followed by that of Trotsky, which
to .some extent raised. the veil which covered the theoreticai
views of the Opposition. Thereupon Kamenev followed ana
laid before wus.a finished product — an opposition platform
intended ifor export. The problem of the possibility of building
Socialism in one country was the starting point of the argu-
ment of qur Opposition, the central theme to which they deveted
their whole energy. .

Concerning the Building of Socialism in one Country and the
Participation of the U.S. S.R. in the System of World Capitalism.

This question was for the first fime raised practicatly in
1925. At this Plenum Zinoviev asked why this problem is
raised today for the first time, why it never came up im the
past. The answer is simple. Up to 1925 inside of our Party
there was no one who disputed anything in this direction.

Let us #ry to sum up the chief points of the problem:
1. everywhere it is unanimously recognised that the prole-
tariat, even in a single country, must make a beginning with
the social revolution. 2. Likewise there is unanimity that the
final victory of Socialism, viz. the abolition of classes, is depen-
dent upon the victory of the proletariat in the mwost important
capitalist countries.

The differences of opinion therefore lie at some point bet-
ween the beginning of the revolution and the “victory of
Socialism. :

Our discussion with the Opposition did not originate m
the question of the final building of Socialism in one country
but in the question of whether we are today carrying on-socia-
list constructive work, and whether we must continue to carry
it on. The discussion extended itself to the character of our
State industry, and of our whole economy. At present all the
opposition speakers have concentirated their entire eloquence
upon the problem of the final building of Socialism in one
country, and in this way they are trying to obliterate tracks
of their retreat from their original positions. .

What do the Opposition representatives say on this
question? Their views on this point are extremely nebulous
and dilfused. If the Opposition agrees that the proletariat in
one country must begin, if it declares today that we are
working at socialist construction and that we must carry on
with it, if they — to judge from numerous declarations —
know that the iinal building of Socialism (abolition of classes,
etc.) springs from a proletarian victory in a number of impor-
fant countries — ‘then one is justilied in asking what the wihole
discussion is really about.

Trotsky said in his speech that we in the U.S.S.R. are
building Socialism and that we must also continue this build-
ing. Further, he declared, that the more we develop and extend
our economy the “closer” will be its dependence upon world
economy, upon capitalism and its technique, etc.

But if this is actually as Trotsky says, how can he at
the same time maintain that we are building Socialism and’
that we must continue this constructive work also in the
future? What is involved therefore is not the ascertaining of

whether we will finally and with our own dorces build up a
Classless society, but whether. today we are actually marching
towards this goal, of whether we are at present -performing
socialist constructive  work or whether our whole work wiil
lead only to the strengthening of the. grip of world capitalism’
on the U.S.S.R.. Then why obscure this question in a fog?
It would be much. better to say it frankly that the:economic
development in the U.S.S.R is daungerous  to, us because it
leads to a dependence of the U.S.S.R. upon world capitalism.
The theory that the U.S.S.R .is more and more becoming a
part of world economy is based upon two premises; 1. that
world capitalism as a whole is moving on an ascendant curve;-
2. that there is really nio buflding of Socialism'in the U.'S.S.R.
Only from these iwo standpoints is it possible to conceive of
the theory that Trotsky presented’in his speech. .
The Opposition obscures the question because, it knows
very well that under -the cloak of.the dispute about socialist
construction in one country the discussion really turns around
something altogether different. The building of Socialism is for
the Opposition only a mask, a pseandonym to which it resorts
in determining its political goal. What s this. goal? The Oppo-
sition wants to prove .to us that the C.P.S. U. is deserting
the proletarian standpoint and deviating to that of another class.
From the Opposition statement that there_‘is),swuch" a deviation’
logically everything else follows: 1. The ignorihg of the world
revolution; 2. national limitation in place of international revo-
lution; 3. deviation in the ditection of the kulaks; 4. deviation
in the direction of the Social Democracy, etc. These follow
necessarily from the statement that our Party, the C.P.S.U.,
has become wunirue to its class standpoint, that - its: policy' is
beginning to shift from the proletarian interests and the prole-
tarian revolution (Kamefev). In this lies the centre of gravity
of the quiestion: It would thereéfore have  been 'desirable if,
instead of long winded citations the Opposition had furnished
us f?ctts to show in what this diversion of the Party really
consists. : :

Concerning thé Reformistic + National Perspective.

. What is_the political kernel of the fact that the Oppo-
sition lays .such great weight upon the problem of Socialist
construction in one country? The whotle sense of the lengthy
opposition speeches runs in the direction of an attempt to
prove that in our Party there is theory .and +practice which
isolates our revolution from the world revolution, and permits
the interests of the latier to be pushed.to the rear on behalf
of the “national” interests, which are brought to the fore-
ground. : ) :

When, where and by whom was such a standpoint advo-
cated? Show us at least a single Party decision, a single re-
sponsible action in which ‘the interests of the U.S.S.R. were
not bound up with those of the intermational proletariat. Who
commsitte;d‘sruch a breach, who “substituted reformist national’
perspective for the international revalutionary perspective?”
If Kamenev took his terminology at all seriously, why did
he not offer examples to prove that the Party trod or is trading"
this path? Why did he restrict himself to an entirely unfounded
accusation? If he seriously believes in his own: words, he must
demand from. the C.I: the expulsion of those responsible for
El.us dzvigﬁiqél %.i tl;)er C.P.S.U. in a national reformist direc-
ton. And if the Party supported - the ilty ones Kamener
should have had -the courage to demamdgnthgt the C.1I. expel
the C.P.S.U. from its ranks. But he.proposed nothing of the
kind. Why? Because he himself does not believe what he
said here. -

The story therefore began with abstract arguments about
the theory of socialist construction in one country, about the
Party not slipping from its class viewpoint, and it wound up
with the “national reformist perspectives”. This is what our
Opposition calls clarifying the problem, and giving the Com-
munist International and its Sections a picture of the “actual”
differences between it and our Party.

Who is Slipping and Whither?

. We have seen that Kamenev concentrated his whole atten-
tion upon the Right deviations in the C.P.S.U. and in this
manner he supports the declaration of Zinoviev concerning
the Rightward swing of the Comintern, probably also under
the influence of the C.P.S.U. We have heard in what these
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Right deviations of the Party consist, and Kamenev has declared
here that all of the reproaches of the Opposition do not mean,
however, tirat the Party has slipped away from  the political

class line. But if the Party is not slipping from its lne, it is'

nevertheless deviating towards the Right although it is standing
by its own standpoint. :But what is the old standpoint? Ac-
cording to the competent declaration of Zinoviev (“The Party
is not slipping from its political class policy”), it is also
Leninist: It therefore follows “irom this that acocording to Kame-

nev one can procedd from national-reformist perspectives

withott ‘thereby deserting the political class policy of the pro-
letariat. Kamenev does us a splendid service “thereby!

. 'Since Kamenev gannot make wp his own miind to tell us
frankly and freely who is slipping and in which direction,
we must do so in his place. As witnesses in fthis case we
shall cite the White emigration. The White emigration is atten-
fively .following the internal struggles ‘in the C. P. S.U. In 1922
a’ Menshevik symposium’ entifled “Probléms of the Revolution
appeared in Berlin. It ‘contains contributions - from Right as
well as Left Mensheviks. Harvy, representing the Right wing,
puts the following question: “What - tiust be our“aftitude to-
wards the Bolsheviki: *Reformist, oppositional or principially
revolutionary?” This “principial revolutionary” writes the fol-
lowing about the Opposition in the C. pP.S.U.: v

" “Independent of the will and contrary th the intentions
of its leaders the Opposition plays the role of a rallying
point for the dissatisfaction not only in the Party but also
in the country itself.” = . L

< This glorious role of. the Opposition is noted hy the entire
emigrant press. An additional fact: Miliukov in. the middle of

August. began a . series of articles in his periodical “Latest:

News” under the general title “In Defence of the Opposition”.
The . issue of November 30th contained an article which the
XV. Conference of the C., P. S. U. dealt with, There it states:
«l4 is certain that the great majority of anti-Bolshevik
elements in Russia deep in their hearts applaud the decla-
rations of the Opposition, which correspond to and re-
lentlessly expose the tiie - situation’ in Soviet Russia. From
this viewpoint the Opposition has brought to expression
the views of tlie overwhelming majority of the popilation

which is robbed ol every chance to express its thotights

" openly.” o '
" This citation requires mo further comment. It is clear
enough, But we shall cite: the same periodical of November 12th
in which the Opposition programme is subjected to a: critical
analysis.: There. it ‘is stated: . -
“The programme of the latter (the Opposition): con-
"fains ‘a powerful critical side: ‘The wealth of argument that
proves that the present policy” of Soviet Russia ‘is leading’
heither towards Socialism not Europe fowards the world
‘revolution i absolutely inexhaustible, and the opposition
repeats ‘verbatim ‘everything which for years''was written
by the emigrant press” : :
The former, Marxist and present White Guardist, A. Isgoev,
writes: | . Lo ; g ) R
. “From the standpoint of Marxism the victory of Socia-
lism. in ome coumntry is.simply nonsense.” (See the ,Rul”.)

It together with #his statémenf one considers also +he bitter’

siruggle of ‘the intetndtional - Socid} Democrdcy agj:%fij'ﬂs,'tr the
C.P.S.U. andl against the' Commmunist International,” imuiedia-
tely atter the defeat of the Opposition, theré'‘tdn be no doubt
as to who enjoys the sympathy of internatiotial reforr{llsm-.»
The international Social Democracy and the White emigra-
tion consider the Opposition ‘as 2 tool for "the weakening ol

the proletarian dictatorship, That is the reason why, the “Latest
'l Russian anti-Bolshevik elements’

news” emphasised that ‘all Bol ik el ‘

“deep in their hearts applatid the declarations of the Oppo-
sition”. When we consider. fhe, contents of the criticism. and’
the chief points upon which the Opppsition, lays weight, we
see that ‘they are 2ll points which ‘delight international re-
formism, which repudiate our socialist construction work and
the revolution itself. ’

o ) . v A cotnte
. Who becores guilty of a national , reformist perspective’

and a Social Democratic’ deviation? The Party or the Oppo-

sition? It is sufficient to recall. to:.mind the Trotsky theory

about the participation of the U.S.S.R. in capitalism, a$ well

as the pure reformist arguments of Kamenev in order to give
to these - questions the same reply as was wuitered by the
XV. Party Conference of the C.P.S.U. L

The 'Anglo-Russian Unity Committee.

We know that the crisis in the Anglo-Russian Unity Com-
miftee in the course of the recent months were a favourite
theme of the revolutionary effusions of the Opposition. This-
“Right deviation” was included in Kamenev’s enumeration of
mistakes. It may be summarised briefly in that the C.P.S.U.
and the C.I. did not consider it necessary to break up the
Anglo-Russian Committee even though they were entirely clear’
about the treacherous atiitude of the Right or Left members
of the General Council. Today, after seven months of discussion,
it is possible to draw a definite balance. :

What was involved in the discussion. Not that the General
Council had betrayed the strike, nor that the C.P. as weil as
the revolutionary trade unions, particularly the Central Council
of the Russian Unions have the duty to expose the treason of
the Right and so-called Left leaders, but instead whether we
should make it easier for the General Council to evade its
responsibilities towards Intermational trade wunion movement.
Our Party is of the opinion that it is not our job to let our
foes off free, but on the contrary that we must unmask the
traitors without thereby splitting the Amnglo-Russian bloc. We
stood upon the standpoint that the theory and practice of splits
and irritation comnld orly lead to the refusal of Communists amd
reformists to belong to a joint trade union organisation. Their
starting point in the whole discussion was the '‘manner of
rapprochement between the masses of workers of the U.S.S.R.
and of England. No one any longer doubts today that the
General ‘Council is anxious to hinder the contact between. the.
labour mowentents of Great Britain and Russia, that it has
revised the constitution of the Anglo-Russian Committee. The
question arises however, why it does not break up the comr
mittee? Because it is of any use? No! The General Council
does not disrupt the Anglo-Russian Commitiee, it does mnot
openly move against it, because it is afraid of its own workers;,
because it knows that thereby it would arouse the greatest
dissatisfaction and indignation among broad masses of British
workers.. : . . ’

The Opposition will “probably hardly deny that the ties
between the British and Soviet Russian proletariat: are today
strengthened. -‘But no supporter of the Opposition: can -explain
the reason for this strengthening. But this is quite easy: The
ties between the British and the Soviet Russian proietariat can
be. explained on three grounds: 1. because the working class
of, the 1.S.S,R. effectively supported  the. mingrs in their
struggle; 2. because the Soviet Russian trade unions -sharply
criticised the General Council and branded the treason as weil
as the spirit of surrerider of both Right and Left leaders;
3. because ‘the Soviet Trade Unions, instead of disrupting the
Anglo-Russian Comimittee, are to this day still striving’ to draw
still closer the ties between the toiling masses of ‘Great Britain
and Russia. : e

"1 this is so' — why does the opposition again and again
talk about a crisis in the' Anglo-Russian Committee? Why is’
it endeavouring to charge this to the account of the “Right
deviations? Tt does this solely to round out its programme, to
bring out its revolutionary spirit-and to counterpose the “inter-
national revolutiomary perspectives” agaitist the “uational refor-
mist? ones.. But the Opposition s by far not as revolutionady:
as it ‘wants to make us believe. - - N 2 :
g e R TR wir : "

-~ ~The Right and Ultra-Left Deviations-in the C.L.: -

Zinbviev in his ‘speech outlined 2 false attitude towards the
ultra-Left and" Right  deviations in the C.I From his remiarks
it appears that this is a result of the C.P.S. U. slipping towards
the Right. In support of his standpoint he had recourse to
Lenin, who constantly emphasised the necessity of the struggle
against opportunism. It i$ true that'Lenin always-indicated this
necessity. But Ziltoviev forgets to- say- which opportunisat was
itivolved with lefin: whether inside ‘the -C.1. or outside.” Zino-
viev ‘also forgot tbi-say:that just as soen as deviations within
the C.1. were involved Eenin directed his attacks; in’ accordancs’
with the given situation,. ¢ither against:the right. or agaimst the
left opportunists:- But: this does not. help Zinoviev at ali. He
acts as if he «id not-icomprehend the- difference between the
ultra-Left of 191921 and those.of 1926..The present- German
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uitra-Left — do they in any way resemble those of 19207 By
no means. The present day ultra-Left is leaving ws, therefore we
must apply an entirely different tactic towards it. Zinoviev rai-
sed this question chiefly in connection with the situation in
Germany. While he mentioned no names, the subject matter is
clear enough. “You are expelling Maslow, Ruth Fischer and
Scholem, whereas Meyer and Ewert are drawn into work,
while Brandler, Thalheimer etc. appear on the horizon.” Zino-
viev is trying to drighten us. Yet is there a single person who
would doubt today that the C.I. has nothing further to do with
adventurers such-as Maslow and Ruth Fischer, whereas on the
other hand it should and must utilise comrades such as Brandler
and Thatheimer etc.?

Where does Zinoviev get the idea that Leninism requires
consideration for wltra-Left adventures and painstaking weig-
hing of blows towards the Right and towards the Left? Where
does he get the idea that Maslow, Ruth Fischer, Scholem & Co.
have anything whatever to do with radicalism or with ultra-
radicalism? Do we not see that under the cloak of the ultra-
Left an outspoken counter-revolutionary nucleus has crystalised
in Germany? Do we mnot see that the Comintern is interested
in destroying all counter-revolutionary hearths, no matter what
mask they may hide behind? If Zinoviev considers it possible
under certain coniditions to readmit Souvarine, why are Com-
rades Brandler, Thalheimer and Meyer still something terrible
in his eyes? Perhaps because Brandler never omce raised his
voice against the C.I., against the C.P.S.U., against the Soviet
Union, whereas this was Souvarine’s favourite rmanoeuvre. In
my opinion Zinoviev put the question absolutely wrongly. He
knows better than anyone what Maslow-Scholem, Katz-Schwartz,
Ruth Fischer & Co. have carried on in the C.P.G. And it will
be impossible for Zinoviev to ideny the fact that the C.P.G.
is beginning to grow and develop, after it has liberated itself
from these adventurers. He knows the situation in Germany
too well to be able to deny this.

Theory and Practice of the Permanent...Opposition.

Where is the Opposition led to by the continuation of its
struggle? If what Kamenev declared here is true, that with us
national-reformist perspectives have been substituted for inter-
national revolutionary perspectives, the logical conclusion must
be drawn. What kind of a Communist International would it be
if it tolerated anything of this kind in its midst? If one believes
with Zinoviev, who declared that the fire must be directed
towards the Right — why did he not propose ‘measures in the
Comintern against the C.P.S.U.? All jpartial questions are
relegated to the rear by this chiel problem. Either a national-
reformist perspective prevails in our Party, and then we must
turn our whole armament against it, or else all this was just
phrase-mongering.

Kamenev is too serious a politician to fail to understand
the meaning of his words. Trotsky, Kamenev and Zinoviev have
taken part in imany political struggles and we can demand from
them an accounting on the charges they have raised against
our Party.

Ii T want to reply, here at the Plenum of the E.C.C.1, to
the question: What does the Opposition want, what are its
aims? Then I declare: It has transformed the theory of the
permanent revolution into a theory of permanent opposition,
it is seeking differences of opinion where there are none, but
it does not see those differences that really exist: it does not
observe that the development of events and the Party have
grown over the heads of some leaders. Between our Party and
certain leaders a divorce has taken place. In such cases ome
cannot crowd the Party backwards, but one must follow it step
by step and submit to its decisions. The permanent opposition
in our Party has never resulted to the benefit of the Opposition.
Zinoviev, Kamenev and Trotsky know this very well.

Comrade CLARA ZETKIN:

Comrades; the speech of Comrade Kamenev has furnished
some definite content to the appearance here of the leaders of
the C.P.S.U. Opposition, which, prior to his remarks, was
completely lacking. These leaders have the undisputed right to
advocate their viewpoint before the Enlarged Executive. What
applies to Comrade Riese certainly applies also to these leaders.
However, it must be remarked that the right to defend a view-
point here is defined and limited by the tasks and vital needs
of the Communist Parties and of the Comintern as a whole.

But aside from this right, in my opinion, these Opposition
leaders had a duty to fullil towards the Communist International,
namely, to render an accounting and to try to justify the prin-
cipal and tactical reasons why they stirred up the C.P.S.U.
and the Communist International so deeply that the C.P.S.U.
found itseli forced to take the sharpest measures against com-
rades who thad rendered unforgettable services in the victory
oi the Revolution of 1917 and the years following, particulayly
against Trotsky, whose fame as the defender of the Soviet State
in the civil war and against the Entente troops is undying,
against Zinoviev who as the delegate of the Russian Party was
for years the chairman of the Communist International sigce
its foundation, and whom we undoubtedly must credit with
big services as well as serious mistakes.

If at this momment the mistakes overshadow the services,
this is due to a situation for which Comrade Ziuoviev himself
shares the responsibility to a great extent; for the Gpposition.
advanced for the struggle against the Party majoritiy in a most
ruthless ‘manner, even to the forming of a faction, and also
because Comrade Zinoviev, as chairman of the Comintern, has
exerted decisively great influence in all of its Sections. 1 main-
tain that it was highly necessary for the leaders of the Copo-
sition to render an accounting fo this Plenum.

In his time Comrade Zinoviev set into motion all Sections
of the Comintern in the struggle against Comrade Trotsky,
whom he declared to be an opponent of Leninism. Now he
appears before the Comintern, in an alliance with him, and
at the C.C. Plenum of the C.P.S.U. and before its Central
Control Commission, he said concerning his altered position
towards Comrade Trotsky, that his struggle against Trotsky
was one of the two biggest political mistakes of his iife. Com-
rade Zinoviev, hitherto chairman of the Comintern, did mnot
content himself with the, to us inexplicable, bloc with Trotsky.
He attached to his bloc Right and Left elements which have
strayed far from the principles of Communism, so far that they
now stand outside our community. He allied himself with the
ultra-Left leader cliques in Germany, from Korsch to Weber,
those cliques whose centre is formed by Maslow and Frau
Fischer, who were expelled not only because of their breaches
of discipline but because of their struggle against the Com-
intern, their attacks not only against the Comunist Party of
Germany, but against the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
against the Soviet Union itsell. In any event this was a result
which only confirmed what all of those fully conversant with
conditions have known for years: that these elements, Maslow,
Fischer, Scholem, were not bound up with the proletariat by a
fundamental firmly-rooted conviction, but far more by ‘the
shimmer of demagogic radical phrases. The ultras from the Left
Comrade Zinoviev supplemented by the ultra from the Right,
Boris Souvarine, who abuses and curses the Soviet Union and
the C.I in the jargon of the iowest bourgeois press.

And furthermore we all know that Comrade Zinoviev was
the strongest, or at least one of {he strongest, driving forces
of that incitement that led to the result that Comrade Radek was
driven ino the desert of removal from Comintern work, in the
company of Comrades Brandler and Thalheimer, because of his
position on problems of Communist policy in the countries of
the West. Radek, in solidarity with the Opposition on the
Russian question, has opened u~ a wide dividing chasit: between
himself and his diriends Brandler and Thalheimer. But Father
Zinoviev compassionately takes the prodigal son back into his
arms and presses him to his heart.

Are not these phenomena that must have their effect also
in the attitude towards the tasks and policy of the C. 1.7 Phe-
momena that should at least have required an explanatory
dedlaration ?

Comrade Zinoviev suddenly appears as the most fiery cham-
pion of Party democracy against the Party apparatus. Ah com-
rades, how long ago iis it that Comrade Zinoviev himself spurned
Party democracy in principle, and handled the Party apparatus
here in the Soviet Umion, and in all Sections of the C. I, with
the greatest ruthlessness, in order to remove from the Executives
every element which in his own opinion did not sirike him
as a pliant instrument, Did he not allow the Scholem-Maslow-
Fischer trio to misuse the view of the majority of the Executive:
that the German Left had saved the Party, as a slogan by means
of which they removed from the Party everyone to whom they
applied the label “Right”. Thereby many valuable forces were
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either removed from the Party or at least paralysed in their
Party activity. Under the regime. of this trimity everyone was
stamped “Right” who was suspected of writing: good German
or of umderstanding even only the A. B. C.. of ‘Revolutionary
Marxism, which lor these three always remained a seven-

sealed book. The eifect of this state of affairs was that the Party .

was disrupted by factionalism. Under great difficulties it is now
striving earngstly and persistently firom above and from: below,
to dchieve complete mobility, organisational amd ideological
unity and firmness, and this under difficulties that the attempted
sabotage of the wltra-Left leaders has. inereased, particularly
lor the Party Executive which is trying to carry out the’political
ling of the Comintern. :
Comrades! In November 1925, but little more than a year
ago, e Troisky furnished a preface for the German
readers of his pamphlet, “Capitalism or Socialism”. There he
said that economic development in the Sowviet Union was un-
doubtediy on the upgrade, that it was going towards Socialism
with vigorous -strides. According to his . statements to the que-
stion: “Who and for whom?”, formulated by Lenin with classic
ingenuity, one could reply omly: Socialism would defeat ‘capi-
, 2nd not vice versa. Of course Comrade Trotsky pointed
angers which might threaten the victorious course of
pmznt towards Socialism., but he nevertheless concluded
assurance that there is mo basis dor a pessimistic per-

spective, Today Comrade Trotsky stands before ws, arm in arm
with the Opposition in the C. P, S. U. with whom. abroad

are affitiated witra-Left and ultra-Right leaders who not omly
deny the possibility of realising Socialism in, the Soviet Union
unless the world revolution speedily comes to its aid, but even
more, who in soulful harmomy with the bourgeoisie villify amd
calumniate socizlist comstruction in the Soviet Union with the
words and ideas identical to those used by reformist Social De-
mocrais like Kautsky, Wels, Otto Bauer and others.

I bolieve that {hese facts — and they aré facts — should
have m
and = s face to face with the representatives of the Com-
intern. This they would have dome only it they had exhaustively
and with good ‘grounds analysed here the questions’ which ware
the siarting ‘point and centre of the conflitt in
This they did not do., They thereby walived their right of defencéand
they alsc failed in their responsible duty. Instead, what did they
do? Comrades Zinoviev and Trotsky barely touched the dis-
guestions, ‘the

re. Comrade Zinoviev especially emptied his . bottomless
ag of citations over the heads of this mieeting. )

Comrade Kamenev in-any event took a somewhat ditierent
attifude. At least he talked about the disputed ‘questions, but
what he said dbout them was by no means su adequate expla-
nation and justification of the Opposition standpoint.: No, what
he said here was essentially nothing else {han 4 bare cataloguing
of these questions, and even this cataloguing was neither syste-
matic nor compiete. Without the slightest proof thé position of

the majority was designated and condemned by him in advance

as “Right”. Why a5 “Right”? The word “Right” belongs among
the fashionable words that are greatly admired among those
who want to evade proving the correctness or incorrectness of
2 position. “For where ideas are ldacking a word at the proper
fime will serve.” And just such a word is this word “Right”.
Comrade Kamenev failed to prove that the view and poliey of
the majority of the C. P. S. U. are a deviation from the Leninist
line, to say nothing of a Right deviation.' He did not reveal the
assence, of the differences between the majority .and the oppo-
sition. And furthermore he did not allow the degree of the
vigour with which this difference finally exploded i factiona-
lism to come out into the open. We heard nothing at .all about
the serious reproach which poisons discussion, that the policy
of the “Stalin faction” was directing economic developments
towards capitalism instead of socialism. All we heard was the
gentle warning to accelerate the tempo of industrialisation.” -

We heard nothing more of the argument that, in contrast
to the enrichment of the Kulaks and N.E.P.men, the class po-
sition of the proletariat is' mot being raised correspondingly,
that the conditions of labour even in the Soviet enferprises were

not being sufficiently improved. Instead of this only a reminder.

that ome must endeavour to raise the share of the profetariat
in the mational income, and accordingly first of all raise as much

the Opposition leaders to try to justify their attitude

the C.-P. 8. UL

merely made a smagnificent theoretical

2s possible the real wages ol the workers. Nothing more
about the degeneration of the Party and of the Soviet State,
but only the appeal to the Party to be on guard to preserve
the Lenin heritage inviolate «in every manner. in theory and
practice, to maintain  unweakened the proletarian dictatorship
and to exert it with all firmness, According to the picture which
Comrade Kamenev gave of the differences lin the C. P. S. U.,, the
Opposition is the earmest friendly ‘warner of the Party, which
cglls the attention of the majority- to ‘dangers and dafficulties,
and mnothing more. fn short, the Opposition appeared not as
what it was in realitiv: a grim relentless foe of Party umity,
1 Party disrupter, which weakened  Party feeling by forming
factions, and which might have continued its work to its logical
conciusion: the splitting of the Party and the formation of two
Parties — had not the workers. in the factories, the Party as a
whole, walled .out: “Halt, thus far, and-no further!”

Comradss, the explanation o Comrade Kamenev, in com-
parison ‘with the heated factional struggle, resembles the dried
up ‘and faded petals of a rose whicH a respectable petty-bour-
geoise old maiden auni has treasufed in remembrance of the
storimy passions of her youth. Only very incidentally ‘was there
any #alk about the illegitimate child of this passion — factio-
nalisnt. S

A!l in all the.appearance of the Opposition leadess repre-
sents, as a whole, only an- efiori. (o extend the conmilict beyond
the boundaries of the C.P.S. Ui, in: order that it may flare up
anzw in the Comintern. Were this attempt successiul, there
would be furnished in the Russian conilict also a platform for
all of the ultras- — Right and Left — including those who have
ieft the, Communist International as well as those wiho continue
‘o rampage within it. It would be a. platiorm for all those little
cliques of leaders who ferventiy seized upon the Russian question
in order, -thereby. to conceal their complete lack of political
capacity to even correcty visualise and formulate the problems
and tasks of the Communist Party in their own couniry, to say
nothing of solving them.

In my opinicn this attempt has thus far had one definite
-esult. It has ripped apart the sanctimoniousness which the
ultra-Left legend had woven around the Opposition leaders as
martyrs to ireedom of thought, as martyrs for the correct
Leninist line — martyrs to freedon of thought who were muzzled
by the unholy Stalin faction. Aflter the appearance of the Oppo-
sitionr here this legend is no longer any use. It is done for.

Comrade Kamenev declared that a stmmary of all the diffe-
rences, principial as well as factical, between the Opposition
and the Party majority, is contaifed in the position on the
question of whether the victory of Socialism in one country only
is possible, and the perspective involved in the reply to this
question: an internatioral Socialist world revolution vetsus -a
national reformist development. o

Comirades, in 'my opinicn, when the Opposition indicates
the importance of this question for an .understanding of the
contradictions and for a correct position towards them, this is
aothing else than a feint, a diversion manoewvre — to put it
politely: For this might also be characterised as a policy of
dishonesty and hypocrisy. How do' matters stand? The .Oppo-
sition went. into the woods — of course to fight the kulak
danger.. In order to-accelerate the tempo of industrialisation and
increase the productivity of labour, -the Opposition instructed
its people to make contact with dissatistied Party comrades and
discontented workers, to gather themi and form them .imta a
guard treop for the Opposition. In order to combat the stabili-
sation of world capitalism, the Russian Opposition allied itseli
with the alreday characterised ultra-Leit in-all of the national
Sections of the Comintern. How does the Opposition explain
away all this? Let us not talk about these details, just look at
this inspiring spectacle: Our best leaders pore over the holy.
scriptures and from them bring forth proof as to whether one
country alone is able to realise ‘Sooialism, without the support
of the State power of other countries in which the proletariat
has likewise captured power! = '

Very well, comrades. No one can  honour the works of
our masters higher than I, but I -hold it a gross offense if
one looks upon them as a cookery'book, as a collection of
cooking recipes for the Commurist political kitchen, on week-
days, Sundays and holidays. The most valuable things that we:
find in the works of our masters are ‘not only the already firmly
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crystallised historical maxims. No, it is primarily also the
WOIKing mamon, the road’ of ‘research by -wniclr we; lige they;
ATTIVE at-a COrrec: _position” on: the :problems’ bound up wih
otr ‘goat, ‘the ‘world revouition in the vartows countries. Come
rades, when I heard the colection: of citations presented here,
especiaily ‘by Comrade Linoviev, -but - also by Comrades 1 rotsky.
and Kamensv,' ' Eould not help feeling: that I was not:at .a
meehng ot revoluuonary fighters ‘But un 'a *theologicul  school:
of 'bipie ‘students and- Falmtdists. - also ‘thought’ of -the  des
meanour ‘of ‘the medievdl” schofastics. -On -the questiom “How
many “teeth has ‘this horse?* theése learned men did not simply:
reply: “Upen the nag’s mouth and count lis” teeth“: No, they.
'1}?o<xed inio Anstotle and read there how many tee‘rh a hoaso

as *URE . - H P F i Vi

Comrades, I. protest agamst this manner ngamst thx;
mehhaa ol attempting to answer questions thloubh naked Cita-,
tions, ‘these questions. that are of . elementary. 1mporta\nce foz
our revolutionary -tasks. Pemaps you Ahink” 1 prplest agamm
this too encrge. xca.lly But I do so because I’ see.a great danger
in -fijus, metnocl in the case before us. an undxa*e.,hca_, pdp ei.
abstraction is suostxtute»ﬂ for the ﬁghh wo*hmg, coniident
reality. What is to be answered, here is by no micans the absiact
question: is Socialism pos ssible in one Vcountry alone, wmfhout
having: the revoiution in several highly developed caplt;ﬂmt
countries at its side in the form of Soviet Staie amw’ No, what,
is to be answered here is the tremendous life and death qustion
placed upon the agenda of history by, the. victory of the Russian.
prolewariat, in ihe Red October. That quxsnon is written dowit
on- the cagenda- with the blood of countless martysrs, who have
assufed the. existemce of the. Soviet state in combat with the
counter-revolufion inside and outside of the country. Upon the
agenda - of history there stands the maintenance angd continuation
of Socialist construction .in the Soviet Union, DegLn under thu
proletarlan dic.a.orshlp, that great historical work oi tl;
efiort ana Jeroic courage, of seli-sacrifice on the par{ of mi
upon,, millions of toilers, who, under the leadProhlp ;of the C vO‘l"l-
munist Party, are de’mrmmu to realise Sogialism. Are we still
at all .copcerned ,about diseussing theoraticaily the ]uanncn.,on
of the existence of Socialism in- the Soviet Un:on? No, this
question.. has already been - answered afmxmtu ely for us by
the proletariat, by the Communist Party, What is invelved ‘here
is not . a dlSLU‘SblOﬂ, Jbut g avobilisation of. all our forces for,
the building of Socialism, 4n empioyment of our highest fzcul-
ties 5o that, the hemnnmgs of Socialism  will Lnfolvd info full
bloont. . .

dgs my old head on this: ‘that if
Marx and Engel:, were st 111 alivé today ‘they would repugdiate

I belisve’ that 1 can pledge

the question?'Is Socialism poss! bl in ohe coumiry 13015' Theay
wotil: pomt in ac‘mirauo:_ 1o the achievemznis f\f the Russia
proletariat, to the existerice, the devzlopment ‘of th: S

Union. T‘ley would say: l;ere the prool o¥ the possibiliy
Socialist construstion Stands ‘before us in the wol’c in
atrxugg le of mﬁl.cm

And Comradu Lenin? I believe that for him 1t is even less
proner than. for any other w0 have isolated citations, torn.from
their . context, -oiferad here as efternally binding laws: Lenin,
this greatest genius of all ithe revolutionary pra‘hcal politicians,
Was: w\‘(remeh/ cattious. im the formulating of general laws.
He ‘was always- extremely reserved  in.expressing formulas-on
the couvse.of -historical’ developinent. The theosetical views which
he expressed were aiways: vased on thorough research and study
of quite definite concrete facts, and they were formulated with
regerd to: a’very definite concrefe purpcse. Lenin was never

a prisoner: of lhis own formutlas; he did not even permit: him-
self to be .bound. by his own formulations of past: times. In the.
living davelopment of theory and: practice he: was at all times
ready o revise himisell, and. he nevet subordinated the Iomes
Off living creative, life: fro; the power of dead syHables. -

~Comrades, the Ovprdsmoh Thas“ consciousiy ‘contented itself
— i miy opinion at: least; walthough -1 cannot solve any psy-
chological riddtes — in my opinion it has contented itself wath
raising the question of the wrefations- Between the ' profefarian
world Tevdlution and Socialist construction in the Soviet Union
only »a'cademncaﬂy' nd not-concretely. This means: not fa dialectic
coxmlel“t on:!with those tasks and prohlems which: arise: en the
basis of the historically given conditions for ihe realisation’ of
Smalxsm in 'th" Soviet Unimn ' ' :
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For this reasom, comrades, the reply can only be just as
abstract as was the-question. momdﬂy, the completion of Sedia-,
lism 1s possable only through the: worid revolufion, Why? Ca
lisin: has. created. the weorld market with its procﬁtt eoon»om:qi,
with its inaceased productivity but also with its anaarcny, i
world order which has mere or less subjugated the entire globe.
It can be. oveithrown only. by ahigher form of sqciety; by t‘he
Soctalist world -order, which "displaces the worid disorder w&th
the. planfuilness of Soma*lust econtomy not operated. for profif.. ...

But this reﬂy says absolutely mothing about the® “how?,
about the road and the tempo of historical deévelopment; it says'
nothing about the most vatied conditions of the “proletarian
worid revolution in the different countries. This reply'in”practite
says mothing on the 'pc)asﬂblmy ot the impossibitity of- the vic-
torly of Sulialism ‘here” in® hé Soviet Union. And #t''is my

Gpinion that th».s question cannot ‘be answered by citations from
works winitten in ogher tirmes' and imder conditfons different from
those which cotfront us today. Fhls question can ‘be afiswered

dinly’ by “the facts, relationship and figures: on econoric deve:
LOT‘Jloﬂ‘", on the' evélution of’ (prfo‘dum ve forcss, om the whole
sconemic, i ; ] that'is ‘taking'' new - f3pm
under the profetariat in  the Soviet Unisn.’

On the basis of ’hxst‘ormm mdterfialism, our pos*hon on. the
problems ' belors us  must be wdﬁ:remmmed by hg:ures by .rimcts
:l‘ld not by cﬁ*aao'xa e et

In ‘rhus Lonnachon I would remli to those who hke myself
had the good forlune to hear owr dear Comrade Lénin at™ the’
IV. Woild Congress when he spoke on the Russian revolation,
the scene there — the joy, he assurance of victory, the certalnty
of the resuit of developmént wihich glowed in His wor da Whén‘
he pointed ouf that a sur of 20 ‘miflion gaid roubles had
gy Deen achieved — in his eyex a symbol, a p""la'mno‘r
1ha victory. of Socialism. Let me fell th whio now disputs, in

hewm:nts, 1‘10 progressive deve £

on ‘behall of 1‘he
rions. Certaimly ‘he
however rich e
run.(s of (‘Hose

his clear pe;caphfm, thh hws fe 8'1‘1‘8’0“)
so-cailed kulak »fuC{;O‘] An 111115 arnLDO’P of

DK
beforc us, wnt 11 2 {g. "7011("3'M1V’*")’ in "'1“ b 'mr o<f rox

« Comirade Trotsky, at any eveni; iried 10 put the quesxmn ,gt
the VLO\drly of Sociali sm ' ine ithe .Spviet Union Somewhat more
concretely. He pmmed out: the comaactions which exist betweg
the eccnomiic life of the Sowigt Union and. the market of tlhe
surrounding capitalist ' world, . and. the imfluence . wpon . Sowmiet
ECONOIMic dmvelo.pment df’termmed thereby. Comrade Bukharin,
bas said e\ery“chmg iecessary from a l\omxnbt standpoint, in
reply -to Tretsky's presenfations. I should iike,to. undertine just,
one thing: It is true that, the Socialist, economy of the Soviet
anion must seck a modus videndi with the surrounding capi-

alist countries, But this contains mot only ‘dangers and obstacles,
buf by introdugcing miedns - of production ‘into the country "it
is also tHoste ring the " Socialist - constriction "and -~ makes the
Soviet Utiion etcona*muf‘aﬁ‘ly more! ‘sellisuffivient.” Just ¥ike the
itical, the ecomiomic united fromt of capitalist eonmtries ‘agdinst
e Sovigt Uniot Will again’ 2nd again be torg astnder because
of ‘the capitalistic igreed for 'p”’df‘}to The capitalist ‘gentry may:
be ever such gma‘t Bolshevikseaters, <yet = when - business {s.
nvolved they Yollow: the' ‘proveib’ of 'the  old’ Dufch mirchant’
traders: “Mvnher will- do ‘business with the devil;- as lon'g as’
the devil is godd pay”. Capitalists will seek economic connec-
tions " with Soviet ' Russia. As’ coficessionanies - they are: subject
to the laws of the State of the proletarian dictatorship, they
cantiot do as they please, as they do under the written and un:
wiritter laws ‘of profit-chasing in“their 'own .countries.: They must’
bow Dbefore ome fact: it is extremely distasteful to them ‘because.
it -muakes them realise that mot, the bourgeocisie but the pmo“le—
tariat, is the ruling State power. here; This fact is the q»a,tﬂ
foreign trade monopoly.

But'l admit frankly: even if - (che Sowet Um@n were oom‘
pietelv cut- off from ‘the world market, 1 nevertheless believe
in" the progressive  victorious develop:men’t and” Sodialist con-’
struction in the Soviet Union with our own forces. Disregarding
certain other circumstances, ecomomic ‘-development has two'
factors’ in its favour here: dactors wirich were of great impor-
tairce in bocming . production lirr the. United: States, namely, the
vast extent «and resources of the Country — and ‘the many-
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sidedness connected therewith, the mnatural resources, raw ma-
terials, which are decisive for the development of industry and
agriculture. To be sure these factors could develop so rapidly
and powerfully in the economy of the United States because
means of production flowed in from capitalistically further
advanced Europe. The isolated Sgviet economiy canmnot count
upon this inflow. Nevertheless I am convinced that on its revo-
lution-created and historically assured foundition, our economy
can develop into Socialism. Only siowly, under the greatest
difficulties, and at the cost of severest sacrifices, lbut nevertheless
it moves forwards, towards the goal, until finally the prole-
tarian rtevolution in ome country or another catches up. The
weightiest, most decisive force for this is the goal-conscious-
self-sacrificing, heroic will of millions upon millions who, under
the leadership of the Communist Party, are in fact determined
to realise Socialism not only in economy, not only in the State,
but in all arrangements, measures amd relationships of society.
And if this force remains alive, if the creative work carried on
by it is not paralysed, not lessened, then this force will triumph
over all hindrances, over all difficulties. That is my firm con-
viction, for my part you can oall it a confession of faith.

The Opposition lacks the unshakable certainty that even
under the present given conditions the Soviet Union can maintan
itself as a State which is building Socialism. Oh yes, the Oppo-
sition leaders murmur with their lips: we are building, we are
building! Yes, but they are hedging round the possibility of
successtul, victorious construction with a hundreds ifs and buts,
with an array of question marks and doubis, with an army of
exclamation points in which resignation, worry, fears are ex-
pressed. In this is revealed a fatalistic attitude in appraising the
proletarian world revolution and the effect of stabilisation upon
it. The Opposition considers the world revolution menaced if
one openly says, what is so, namely, that in this period a stabili-
sation of bourgeois class rule is to be recorded. How long it
will last, we do not know, how firm it is we also do not know.
But we have manifold reason to doubt its existence for any
longer period. The Oppositionists assume that the present sta-
bilisation of world capitalism is a fateful obstacle tc the pro-
gress of the proletarian revolution in capitalist countries. Their
attitude towards stabilisation reminds me of the attitude of the
citizen king, Louis Philippe of France. He said: “Revolution,
what, revolution? 1 know my good Parisians. If it rains they
will not go out upon the streets to build barricades and start a
revolution.” Similarly the Oppositionists declare: While it is
true that the stabilisation does not rain gold upon the prole-
tariat, nevertheless a thin 'strata will catch a few cooling, hea-
ling drops, and will line up behind the bourgeois state, whereas
the great majority of the proletariat will be so exvloited that
their will to freedom will die. Therefore the Oppositionists are
afraid that the revolution will not take place.

On the contrary, 1 am of the opinion that no stabilisation
can save capitalist society from its downfall. Proletarian, Com-
munist mass Parties will crystallise, under whose leadership
the proletariat will put an end to capitalism, despite the stabili-
sation. But the fatalistic position by which, seized by doubts of
our success, the Oppositionists flee from the sphere of hard ener-
getic work in the building of Socialism into that of day dreams
about the proletarian world revolution which is to solve all
problems and tasks and eliminate all difficulties with one blow,
in my opinion ignores in the last analysis the decisive world
historical factor for the defeat of cavitalism and the victory of
Socialism. This is the factor by means of which — as Engels
said — we can make history, we must make it: The will of the
great proletarian masses, the revolutionary struggle, the revo-
tutionary initiative of such masses, under the leadership of a
firm, united, goal-conscious, bold Communist Party.

The fatalism with which the Opposition stares upon the
world revolution is a corollary to the fatalistic conception of'

Kautsky and consorts who once preached that economic revo-’

lution, quite mechanically, quite automaticaily some fine day
would have to transform itself into the Social revoiution, and
who today herald the development of world capitalism as lea-
ding automatically and mechanically to the victory of Socialismi,
peacefully and painlessly, without any revolutionary struggles.
The fatalism of the Opposition, which makes the securance of
Socialist construction in the Soviet Union dependent upon the
sneedy outbreak of revclutions, in vanious capitalist countries,
inevitably leads to a revision of the revolutionary attitude, con-

scious or unconscious, either expressed or implied, or perhaps
only tacitly admitted to themselves. It is a retreat beginning
with the forced conception of the impossibility of Socialism in
the Soviet Union and concluding with the denial of the prole-
tarian essence of the Soviet State, the historical significance of
the Red October. Their conclusion is therefore, the Menshevik
position, that the Red October brought into the world a forced
birth incapable of living. The last word in this trend is the re-
signed and pedantic conception of Plekhanov, who after the glo-
rious proletarian uprising in 1905 wrote: “They should not
have resorted to arms.” :

If the Opposition itself does not draw and express all these
conclusions, then others will do so. Especially our foes of all
shadings, will resort to this as a starting point in their chain
of thought. It cannot remain without efiect upon the masses.
One of the greatest dangers to the victory ol Socialism in Soviet
Russia, to the progress of the proletarian world revolution in
other coundries, I view in the fatalistic position which is unable
to appreciate the subjective factor of historical development.
From this fatalistic position springs mot only doubt, but also
pessimism, and finally passivity. Thereby the militancy and will
to victory is paralysed mot only in the Russian Party and in the
Parties of the C.1., but even more in the constructing masses in
the Soviet Union, and in the workers abroad who are gathering.
for ‘the struggle. :

Of course there is an intimaie connection between the pro-
letarian world revolution and Socialist construction in the Soviet
Union. Socialist construciion in the Soviet Union in its final
completion will be assured only by the world revolution, But
the vprogressing Socialist construction in the Soviet Union is
one of the strongest forces driving towards the victory of the

- proletarian revolution. This must not be forgotten. This con-

nection will be disturbed, its inherent creative force will be
paralysed if the unity and firmness of the Communist Party is
violated. For what is the significance of the unity and firmness
of the Communist Party in its will to build and to win? It
means the overcoming of doubt in the possibility of building
Socialism also in the masses, million strong, it means the
overcoming of weariness and discouragement in the work of the
millions by whose activity Socialism must be built. And every
stoppage, every shrinking from Socialist building in the Soviet
Union will react paralysingly upon the revolutionary militancy
and fighting power of the proletariat abroad. Comrades, I must
say I feel that it is more than a mistake, more than a short-
coming when the Opposition, by shaking the iumity and firmness
of the Leninist Party and thereby simultaneously weakening the
joy of action and building power of the masses, interferes with
the struggle for Socialist development. It is more than a mistake,
more than a shortcoming, I feel that it is a sin against the mo-
vement, a crime against the revolution.

As an old revolutionary fighter I can tel! you that we were
bound up with the Russian revolution already long before the
victory of Red October. We old revolutionists who have again
and again drawn from the Red October, from the upbuilding of
the Soviet Union, new forces, new assurances, new energy for
the continuation of this struggle, we all who look up to the
leaders and heroes of the Russian revolution with unbounded
love and admiration — it is very hard on us to be compelled to
uiter such serious, such harsh words of condemnation.. Such
words express our deep pain that that has become possible
which we never considered possible in the development of the
Leninist Party: a factional fight which threatened #o split the
Party. But side by side with this deep pain there is the joy,
the pride in the unity, solidity and firmmess with which not
only the tremendous majority of the Party, but also the masses
of workers iin the factories have repudiated the doings of the
Opposition. And 1 am convinced that this unity and tirmness of
the Russian Communist Party, and of the Russian proletariat,
will find a worthy counterpart in the unity and firmmess with
which the Communist International and all of its Sections will
reiect the counceptions and struggles of ‘the Owposition as an
injury to the Socialist construction in the Soviet Union, as a
hindrance to the world revolution.

Comtrades, I am convinced that this unity and firmness
of ideology and organisation, both here and beyond the borders
of the Soviet Union, will contribute markedly to aid the millions
of toilers in Yhe Soviet Union to point to the progress of their
tremendous Socialist constructive work with justified pride, and
that they may triumphantly call to their brothers and sisters
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abroad: we have ventured, we have won! Then the historical
day will not be far ‘off in which the united world proletariat
can point to the  shattered capitalism, like Siegiried, who in
the old Nordic Saga killed the dragon, Falner, which guarded
the . golden itreasures of :the Nibelung,. the simile of the en-
slaving power wof gold, Having become victorious, by clear
recognition, . steel will, revolutionary sel-sacrifice and .militant
dete:mination, :the unified - world proletariat will triwmph like
Siegiried: - :
CotE “I.brought it to pass,
My heart aroused me,
. My hand helped me,
And Gram, my sword.”

(Stormy, long-continued applause.)

Comrade KATAYAMA (Japan):

Comrades, 1 agree fully with the report of Comrade Stalin:
His analysis of the new Opposition is very correct. The present
Opposition is a world phenomenon. 1 shall say a few words
on the ' theoretical grounds, as to ‘why the mew Opposition
arose.

In the first place, it arose on account of the retardation
of the revolutionary wave. Those who have no firm revolutionary
conviction often waver, as did Comrades Zinoviev and Kamenev
on the eve of the October Revolution. v i

In the second piace, the influence of paity-bourgeois ideology.
When at ebb-tide, the revolutionary movement subsides, there
crops up miany a danger; opportunists come out and mislead
’;he masses and disturb the rank and file of the revolutionary

ront. ’

In tthe third place, the Russian Revolution has entered the
reconstruction stage of the Soviet Union. There are, of course,
many difficulties in the work of building up the Socialist Re-
public. The question is whether it is possitle to build up
Socialism in one country, especially in Russia.

Comrade Zinoviev said that Engels and Lenin declare that
the law of unequal development applies to capitalism in general
and not specifically to imperialism. Such a- statement separating
capitalism from imperialism is wrong. Imperialism in its eco-
nomic aspect is the last stage of capitalism. We see very unequal
development of capitalism in different coyntries. The great world
war was a result of this contradiction of capitalism. The con-
tradictions and conflicts of imperialism are deepening and
widening all over the world. As Lenin said “Imperialism is the
ave of proletarian social revolution”. It-is the very task of the
Communist Party to take advantage of this antagionism to develop
the revelutionary movement.

Take the position of Comrade Zinoviev on the Aaglo-
Russian Committee. We all know the English opportunist leaders.
By this opportunism they will lead the workers to the bour-
geoisie. These leaders are traitors and we all know that. Lenin
said that we must fight against traitors. But comrades, this is
one-sided. When the Comintern formudated the umited front, we
were ready to shake hands with opportunist- labour leaders
because -they have followers, workers; behind them. However
these very.English labour leaders -who betrayed the workers’
cause are still trusted by the English workers. Right after the
General Strike,. at.the Trade Union Congress they were all re-
elected to their old positions. We must shake hands with the
traitorous labour leaders, the opportunist labour leaders, for.
over the heads of these opportunist leaders, we desire to reach:
the English workers. That is the reason the Russian Trade
Unions did not want to break off with the Anglo-Russian Com-
mittee, for it is true that while the labour leaders are going
towards canitalism, the workers are looking toward Soviet:
Russia. In short, the present Oprosition lacks confidence in the
proletariat and above all in the Soviet Union.

Now as to the attitude of the Opposition regarding the
Question of stabilisation. When we look at the Opposition from
the practical 'side. we see it is influenced by the capitalist sta-
biligation. When the revolutionany movement is in ebh-tide Ormo-
sxtmp_ peonle are at a loss, they are influenced by the canitalist
stabilisation rather than by the stabilisation of the Soviet Union.
So they are discouraged and fall into pessimism. Evervthing
kw‘*c‘ oloomvy, Tt is v lack of dislectical inderstonding of the re-
volution. of the nrocess of canitalist collanse. To them Russian
stabilisation is nothing but Kulakism, a narrow nationalism. We'
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must energetically combat and crush opportunist deviation. We
must not neglect for a moment the ideological struggle against
the Right and Left deviations. The miost.significant feature of the
present Opposition is their formation of a bloc. Right,; Left, and
even counter-revolutionary elements are taken, into.their bloc for
the fight against the majority. This .is an unpnincipled violation
of Party discipline. It is the worst. type of:opportunism. They
do anything and everything for the cause of their own oppo-
sition, even to the preaching of the liquidation of the Party and
the .Comintern. This ealls for the severest suppression. e

Comrade Zinoviev abused his position as head of the Com-
munist International.. He believes  himself : still the ideological
leader of the Communist movement of the world. We must
tight against him and his group. I need not say that he weni
to Comrade Trotsky, leaving Leninism. .. e

Firstly, the Comintern leadership; the E.C.C.1, is the ge- -
neral stalf of the world proletariat and of the world Leninist
Party. Its task is 1o revolutionise the world. It must thereiore
have a correct political line so that the Parties will not fall into’
either Right or Left deviations. .

The E.C.C.1. must become a uniform, international leader-
ship. For this purpose, the Comintern must be well organised.
Thirdly, we need the strictest discipline in the Comrintern and in
2’1 dts Sections. As to the leading role cf the Communist Party
of Russia, in order to accomplish the varied tasks of the Co-
mintern, it is absolutely necessary that we recognise the leader-
ship of the Russian Communist Party. Through the help of the
Russian C.P. and the other Sections of the Comintern closer
contact must be established with the general staff and also bet-
ween the Sections themselves. :

Now in regard to the young Parties. I must call your atten-
tion, comrades, especially to those young Parties in the Far East,
in China, Japan, Korea and Java. The Communist International
must at once establish direct connection and must send experien-
ced comrades to direct and lead the Party along the Leni-
nist line.

Serious attention must be given to the task of educating
the Party members along Leninist lines. In order fo educate
them in Leninist teaching it is necessary to look after who shall
educate. You know the Kuomintang is a revolutionary party in’
China, but it is not a Communist Party. The Sun-Yat-Sen Uni-
versity is a place where the young members of the Kuomintang
are educated. It should not be left in the hands of comrades
like Comrade Radek and his followers to teach these young
comrades. Only under the correct leadership of the E.C.C.1,,
will the Comintern be able to stop the factional fight in its
ranks and succeed in the great tasks before it. The Comintern
has many serious tasks before it and it must carry out the re-
solutions and manifestoes passed by tthe Plenum Congresses.

Comrade BODEMANN (Switzerland):

On behalf of the delegations of the three small Parties of
Belgium, Holland and Switzerland, I am authorised to make
the following declaration on the appearance of the leaders of the
Opposition bloc: A8 ’ :

“The above-mentioned Parties stand unanimously behind
the Central Committee of the C. P. 8. U. and ratify the decisions
of the. XV. Conference of ‘the -C.P.S.U. By the lack of faith
which the Opposition reveals’ with regard to Socialist con-
struction in the Soviet Uniomr it tries o hinder ‘mot omly the
Russian proletariat from building Socialism, but it also helps the
Social Democratic leaders to continue successfully among the
working class their counter-revolutionary propaganda against
the Sowviet Union.

In the present period of partial and wavering stabilisation
of capifialism, our weightiest task is the deepening of Communist
influence in the proletarian masses. By its pessimism and un-
principled attitude the Opposition strengthens those elements in
the Comintern who question the possibility of a vidgtory of the
working class under the leadership of the Comintern, who do
not comprehend the importance of the day to day revolutionary
work in the trade unions and factories, who despair of winning
the masses, and who reject the tactics of the united front.

The almost unsurpassable breaches of discipline of the
Opposition, and its factional activities, were a call to all afiti-
Soviet elements to take up the struggle against the proletarian
dictatorshin. The aftitude of the most prominent Opposition
leaders, like Zinoviev and Kamenev, who only a short time ago
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defended with all determination the unity of the Commiunist Party
as the foumaation of boishevisation, is looked upon by all
undiscipuined and deviating elememis of the Comuntern as a
permit for a struggle agamnst the Party. . .

Alter the Xv. Party Conference unanimously rejected the
views of the Opposition and condemned. their action, the ap-
pearance of the Uppositional leaders here. contains the danger
that they will continue their dactional activity on the basis of
a broad platform on an international scale. BBy its offensive at
the VH. Enlarged -Executive the Opposition- bloc tries to. dis-
organise the work of the Comintern and of the various Parties.

‘T he attitude of Comrades Zinoviev amnd Kamenev shows that
these comrades .have sacrificed the principles of Leninism in
their alliance with Comrade Trotsky. By continuing its factional
" activity, the Opposition bloc tries to undermine and destroy the
unity of the C.P.S.U,, the primary prerequisite for Socialist
construction in the Soviet Union, and the unity of the Comintern
which is likewise the weightiest premise for the successful
struggle against the bourgeoisie and its agents, the Social De-
mocracy.

We are convinced that, just as the broad masses of the
C.P.S. U. menibership rejected the views of the Opposition, the
members of our.Parties, who daily express their confidence in
the Soviet Union and its leader, the C.P.S. U, will likewise
unanimously reject the aftacks of the C. P.S. U. Opposition.

Comrade BOSHKOVITCH (Chairman):

Comrade Remimele has the floor for the reading of some

telegrams. , TR
Comrade REMMELE:

Comyrades, two telegrams -have been received by the En-
larged Executive from the membership of the C.P.S.U., which
I wish to bring o your attention. The first telegram is from
Kineschmma and reals as follows:

“Upon recéipt of a report on the most recent action of the
leaders of the Opposition bloc at the VII. Enlarged Executive
of the C.I., the VIL Plenum of the C.P.S. U. Distriat Exeoutive
of Kineschma (Ivanovo-Voznessensk Gubernia) states that the
leaders of the united .Opposition, despite the decision of the
bureau of the C.P.S.U. Delegation to the Enlarged Executive
of the C.1. on the political undesirability of their appearance
and despite also their own pledge at the XV. Party Conference
to refrain from factional struggle, they have again resumed ' their
fadtional activity directed against the C.P.S.U. and the Com-
intern, by their appearance at the Enlarged Executive they have
rlr)lobilised all ‘petty bourgeois groupings within the Communist

arties. SR T

The Plenum believes that this wunited Opposition, by its
factional aftack, has flagrantly violated its promises as well as
the binding resolutions of the XV. Party Conference, and has
thereby repeated its attempt to split the unity of the Comintern,
already previously condemned by all Seciions of the Comintern.
We are convinced that the Enlarged Executive of the C.I1. will
reject in the sharpest manner and. finally repudiate the attempts
of the Opposition once more to raise questions already decided,
and- that it will not tolerate this most flagrant violation of the
unity of the Leninist ranks. In passing such a revolution the
Enlargaed Executive of the C.1. will be certain of the unanimous
support of the Leninist C. P. S. U, .

Long live the Comintern — the Leninist leader of the Inter-
national proletariat — the united Communist world Party!

_ Long live the C. P. S. U,, the faithful guardian of the Com-
intern!

Long live the unity of the Leninist ranks of the whole world.”

The Presidium,

The second telegram is from Tyuwman, and reads:

“The V. District Party Conference of Tyuman repudiates
most decisively the appearance of the Opposition leaders at the
Enlanged Executive of the Comiintern and sees therein an open
violatiom of the pledges entered into towards the Party, and
an aftert at factional warfare on an international scale. The
District Parly Conference expresses the firm hope that the Com-
intern will most decisively repudiate the Opposition’s new at-
tempt #o undermine unity.

Long live the Comintern!

Long live the C.C. of the C.P.S.U.!

Loy live Leninist unitv! The Prosidivm.

Comrade PRUCHNIAK (Poland):

Comrades! At this Plenum of the E.C.C.1. we have seen
happenings such as never before took place in the work of
former Plenums -and Congresses of ‘the C.1. One aiter another
the ‘C. P.S.U. Opposition leaders mounted the speakers’ plat-
form not to declare their solidarity with the decisions of the
Party Congress and Conferences, not to announce their sub-
mission to the Comintern, but in order with ail their elequence
to try to convince the workers of the Soviet Union and of the
West that that which the Russian workers began in October 1917
cannot be carried to its conclusion, that it is doomed to failure.
The comrades have preached a gospel of surrender here.

This gospel is not new. It forms the contents of the entire
reformist literature of Western Europe, we hear it at all re-
formist meetings, it is inoculated into the working class by the
reformists day after day. If has nothing in common with Com-
munism and Leninism, it means theoretically a slide into the
Social Democratic viewpoint. ’

From an organisational viewpoint, what is the significance
of the attitude of the Opposition leaders? It means not only
a violation of the pledges made by the Opposition leaders to the
C. P. S. U. but also a continuation of factional activity in s
ranks, it is a call to unite, addressed to all those expelled irom
the Comintern, fo all the groups hostile to the Comintern. Ruth
Fischer, Maslow, Schelem and others who were cexpelled f.om
the -C. P. are already heeding this call. They openly avow their
compléte solidarity with the Opposition leaders. This wunity
is an utlerly unprincipled bloc. Its agents in Poland are the
Domski group. In the summer of 1925 none ofther than Zinoviev
characterised him as a “small calibre feuilletonist” whose op-
position to the Comintern borders close on betrayal. Comrade
Domski is in the main loyal to his former viewpoint, which does
not however, prevent his serving as chief agent of the Opposition
in Poland. v .

What is the meaning of the Opposition attitude politically?
In Western Europe we see a capitalist offensive against the
working class, a fascist regime holds sway over half of Europe,
and the dangers of a military intervention against the U.S.S.R.
are becoming more and more acute. The working class of
Western Europe is waging a desperate defensive struggle against
this offensive, serious tasks stand. before it and the working
class of the Soviet Union. At this moment when it is necessary
¢ ‘mobilise all forces of the working class, when the wo-king
class has need for a firm will to fight and to win, at this
moment the Opposition appears and preaches lack of faith, as
we have heard here. This is a spiritual disarmament of the
working class of the Soviet Union and of the West, in the face
of hard struggles which confront it.

The Opposition leaders are doing all this allegedly in
“defence of Leninism” and its traditions. In the place of the
living Leninism, in the place of the living revolutionary activity,
the growing Leminst cause — the Soviet Union, the Bolshevik
Party, the organised millions of the ‘working class, their tre-
mendous cultural growth, in the place of the growith of all its
creative forces, of its Communist Parties of Western Furope,
the oppositional leaders offer us a dead collection of varizgated
citations. The working class has no need of such a “Leninism”.

Comrade Trotsky turns to the Plenum with ithe declara-
tion: 1 knmow that you will -adopt a resolution unanimously,
condemning the Opposition for Social Democratic deviations, but
nevertheless we shall be right. This is no casual expression
of Comrade Trotsky, because he has always considered himself

as standing above the Party, -above its decisions. ’

. The working class will continue to march. as heretofore
under the banners of its Party, the C.P.S.U., the Communist
Internatjonal. And it will clear out of its way those leaders who

arise against the Party.
The Polish Delegation joins completely in the unanimous

rejection and condemmation of the attitude of the united Oppo-
sition at this Plenun. I :

(Close of the Session.)
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. Twenty-Sixth Session.
Report of the Political Commission.

Moscow, December 13, 1926.
Comrade KOLAROV (Chairman):

The 20th Session is opeﬁed./'l'he first item on the agenda
is the report of the Pol'iﬁc;d Cominission.

Comrade KUUSINEN:

I am to report on supplements and changes made by the
Political Commussion in the dratt thesis of ‘Comrade Bukinarin.
Participation in the work of the Commission was very lively,
a good mamny proposals 'were made, not s6 much as changes
as by way of supplement, for the purpose of formidating the
theses in more exhaustive detail. The Commission, however, was
of the view that these theses should not be greatly extended,
so that they would not lose readability. ‘

The Sub-Commission-as.-a rule adopted the chief ideas from
the various proposals submitted. All formulations accepted by
the Sub-Commmission were decided upon in complete agreement
with Comrade Bukhanin. The political line of the theses has
remained the same as in the original draft, only certain clari-
fication of formula and some additions were undertaken.

In the first chapter dealing with the economics of world
capitalism, we find that.aside from the United Stites which was
characterised as the country of still powerful and developing
capitalism, there were mentioned Japan and partly also the
British dominions “where capitalist development is proceeding,
while at a retarded rate, but for all that on a rising curve”.
The present over-production crisis is characterised as it was
already in the orginal drait of Comrade Bukharin, namely that
this arisis is caused fundamentally not so much by the increased
capacity of the productive apparatus, as far more by the shrink-
age of the purchasing power: of the masses -of the population;
but the commission added at this place a remark that in some
countnies we may simultaneously observe to a greater or less
extent also an increased capacity of the productive apparatus.

At the end of the. first chaptoer, the commmission desires to
emphasise specially that in the present period, which is character-
ised as an inter-revolutionary period “between the crest of one
revolutionary wave and another to which the proecess of histo-
rical development is .inevitably leading, the Communist Parties
must be prepared for the probably more rapid approach of a
secoend uprise of the revolution.” .

The second chapter, where we. speak about the re-grouping
of the powers and the basic line of. intermational politics, the
Commission has augmented this somewhat: first by a passage
about Anglo-American rivalry and its  efieci, about Franco-
German rapprochement, and 1in this connection we have also
pointed out the special importance of the South-American coun-
tries — with their great power to absorb . industrial products,
their need for capital, and their tremendous raw material
reserves — for the further development of American domination.
As a disorganising elemerit in the devejopment of the predomi-
nance of the Umited States, we mention theé national revolu-
tionary movement of Mexico. ,

Furthermore in Section 6 where we speak of Thoiry, we
point out the sharpening of the antagomism between Italy and
France, above all on questions of the Mediterranean, and of
Northern Africa, the Balkan countries and Asia Minor. Simul-
taneous with the re-grouping of the Big Powers, we polint out
that the Little Entente 15 disintegrating. Particularly .Poland
which exchanged its French orientation for a British one, iis again
beginning to incline towards Framce. But French influence in
the Balkans is being squeezed out by British and Ialian imperia-
lism. In addition, confiicts between individual Balkan States are
apt to create the danger of a new war from this angle.

Among the antagonisnis {between imperialist powers, we
record that the comtradiction between Britain and America is
the one that plays the most important role.

In the third chapter, where we speak of the “regrouping
of dlass forces and the principal lines of home politics”, we
remark first, with regard to Germany that — as was said in
the orfigiaal draft — the resistance of the working class agaimst

the capitalist offensive is expressing itself in a Leftward swing
which is embracing large masses, as yet without active defensive
fighting, yet

“the beginning of the intensification of the class stouggle in

Germany is already having effeot”. ,

We say about the further development of England that the
turther decline of England, which is bound up with the disinte- .
gration of the British Empire, appears highly probabie. -

Concerning the economic and political situation in France
we have adopted an extensive passage which states that the
victory of the big boungeoisie, which was expressed by the victory
of Poincaré, is carrying on a policy “on the basis of the
Experts Plan and the temporary measures for the stabilisation of
the ourrency ... by maising the rate of exchange, balancing the
budget, amortising the floating debt of the Government and
regulating the, money market.” o : )

. “The pressure upon the working class is only just com-

mencing - simultaneously with the policy of deflation. The

question of acute stnuggles here'is a question of the relatively
not distant future.”

. Here. it is remarked further that thus far in ihe recent
potlitical turnover, the working class was not in a position to
organise either its own forces or those of the petty-bourgeoisie,
and. to combine them for a general resistance.

As to the current situation in Italy the Commission has
entphasised especially the following:

. “However, in consequence of the impoverishment of the
masses — the constant result of capitalist stabilisation —
and the inevitable transfer of fascism to the camp of the
big bourgeoisie, a new regrouping is taking place among
the masses of the petty-bourgeoisie, the small peasantry and
the deceived section of the proletariat — which will neces-
sarily result in acute social conflicts, All this creates ‘a
serious menace to the position of Fascism”.

A special paragraph was supplemented in the case of
Scandinavia. )

__In the fourth chapter, on the methods of capitalist rationali-
sation, only one supplement was adopted and this on the situ-
ation in the United States of America, Here we say:

“Even in the United States, the classic land of ‘Ameri-
canisation”, the harmful effects upon the working class and

- the contradictory character of the whole system of ‘Ameri-
- canisation’ is being felt. Recently the real wages of the wor-
king dlass have cased to rise, working hours have practically
ceased to decline and at the same time it is observed that
the workers are becoming more and more worn out in the
process of production. :

In the fifth chapter (on certain present-day questions oi prin-
ciple) in connection with where we speak of the question of
German imperialism, we have added to the original text dealing
with the situation which prevailed in Germany. in 1923 an ex-
plamation as to how it is to be understood: that, because of
the peculiarity of the situation at that time, the question of
national defence stood otherwise for the Gommunists than it
does in the present situation when Germany stands before us as
an imperialist State.

An important change has been made in the passage con-
cerning our attitude towards capitalist rationalisation. Firstly,
we have made such a change in-the formulation that we spesak
not only about the struggle against the consequences of capitalist*
rationalisation, but that we express this more generally: “2. To
combat evéry attempt to depress the conditions of the working
class as a result of capitalist pseudo-rationalisation”. In addition,
this slogan has been combined with that of the general: 1. To
combat capitalist stabilisation”. Thereby our negative attitude
towards capifalist rationalisation has been stated with sufficient
accuracy. But also, in the same connecticn, we point to our chief
slogan: “Fight for the dictatorship of the proletariat and the So-
cialist organisation of production® and therealter the propagaun-
dist slogan is formulated: “5. To onpose capitalist rationalisation
by Socialist rationalisation”, and this of course only aiter seizing
power and mot in capitalist society. Because of the Imporiande of
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this passage, 1 will once more read the slogans we have decided

upon: x
“The tasks of the Communists lies on an altogether dif-
ferent plane, and may be summarised as follows:
1. To combat capitalist stabilisation.

2. To combat every attempt to depress the conditions: of

the working class as a result of capitalist pseudo-rationali-
sation.

3. To fight to raise the standard of living of the working’

class.

4. To fight for the dictatorship of the proletariat and
the Socialist organisation of production.

5. To oppose capitalist rationalisation by Socialist ratio-
nalisation. -

At the same time the Communists must combat ‘eco-
nomic democracy’ based on class cooperation and strive to
secure, by irreconcilable class struggle against the em-
ployers, an extension of the powers of the factory committees
right up to workers’ control of production and distribution.
This militant task of the class struggle must be the reply of
the Communist Parties to capitalist rationalisation.”
Several important supplements have been.added also to the

sixth chapter concerning the capitalist offensive and the changes
in the position of the working class. The most important is the
statement that the process of the radicalisation of the working
class and of the toilers generally in the backward countries which
are being agrarianised, is made extremely difficult by terror on
the part of the bourgeoisie and landowners (bestial terror in
Yugo-Slavia, Hungary, Bulgaria, Roumania, Poland, etc.). Here
also these tendencies make themselves felt in the radicalisation
of the peasantry, the class trade union movement, the disinte-
gration of the Social Democracy, the worker and peasant blocs,
the growth of the national revolutionary movements, etc. “In
colonial and semi-colonial countries in which there are revo-
lutionary movements (China, India, Indonesia, Syria, and the
coast of North’Africa) this ‘radicalisation’ bears an altogether
different character, i. e., the character of drawing into active
struggle the hitherto indifferent, oppressed and ignorant masses.”
In the seventh chapter on the principal tasks of the Comin-
tern at the present time, several supplements have been accepted,
of which the most important are contained in the beginning of the
chapter. Al-eady in the original draft thesis, it was stated:
“At the present time one of the most important inter-

national tasks of the Comintern is to support the most im-’

portant centres of the international revolutionary movement:
the class struggles. of the British workers, the Chinese re:
volution, and the U.8.S.R.” . -
To this the Commission has added that
“at the same time the Comintern must mot lose sight of the
fact that in Germany — the country in which the bourgeoisie
has achieved more successes in its stabilisation efforts than
the bourgeoise of other counfries — in spite of this relative
stabilisation and on the very basis of the class struggles which
will unfold and grow to a much greater extent in the fu-
ture, a direct revolutionary situation will arise.”

A supplement was also"accepted to § 33, in: which we deal
with the struggle against the war menace. Here the Commission
proposes the tollowing: ki

“an essential task is to bring to the front in everyday agita-
tion a campaign against the menace of fresh imperialist
wars. At the same time it must be explained to the pro-
letariat how imminent is the danger of war and the ne-
cessity 1o be prepared to convert the imperialist war into
civil war.”

A new passage was accepted on the national question. There
we ‘point out chiefly that in those States which contain various
nationalities the bourgeoisie of the oppressing nation adopts
methods of extreme tyranny, exploitation and downright plunder
of the national minorities, all of which intensifies the national
revolutionary movement. The Commission says further:

“The Communist Parties must oppose all forms of na-
tional oppression, they must advance the slogan of the right
of nations to self-determination, including the right to secede
and to form independent States, and point to the complete
solution of the national problem in the U.S.S.R.”

Finally, in this chapter, the Commission has considered it
correct to indicate that in the struggle for the broad masses,
in fighting the Il and Amsterdam Internationals, one must
cmphasise as clearly as possible the role and the aim of our

Communist movement. For this purpose, the jollowing passage
was proposed:

“In fighting to emancipate the masses from the cor-
rupting innuence of the Second International and of Amster-
dam, the Comimunist Parties must demand as against the
policy of coalition — most ‘determined class struggle and
ithe overthrow of capitalist governments; as against aictator-
ship of the capitalists — the dictatorship of the proletariat;
as against the lying talk about the new peaceful phase of
capitalism — the exposure of the menace of war and the
preparation of the masses for the task of converting such
war into civil war; as against Pan-Europe — the Socialist
United States of Europe; as against the League of Nations
— the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics”.

In the eighth chapter on the Commmunist Parties and the
trade unions only a minor supplementary statement of fact was
added (in characterising the betrayal of the General Council
of the British trade unions during the strike).

In the ninth chapter on the most important results of the
work, mistakes and tasks of the Sections of the C.I., many sup-
plements were accepted, which, however, I do not think I need
report in detail here. The most important refer to the C.P.
of France and of Germany. The Sections on the Comununisi
movement in Scandinavia, the Workers (Communist) Party of
America, and the Mexican Communist Party are new. These
supplements have of course been worked out in agreement with
the delegations from the respective Parties and they were
adopted unanimously in the Sub-Commission. With regard to
the formulation of the tasks of the Workers’ Party of America,
and possibly also. in certain other points, there may still be
certain editorial changes. The Presidium should be authorised
to maie these editorial changes in the theses later.

In conclusion, I should like to call yowr attention to the
fact that at the end of the theses the passage dealing with the
Russian Opposition was replaced by a clearer formulation; it
now reads as follows: : .

“The Enlarged Plenum of the E.C.C.I. wholly sup-
ports the policy of the Central Committee of the U.S.S. R/
It places on record that despite its declaration of Oc-
tober 16th, the Opposition intends to continue its factional
struggle. For that reason, the E.C.C.I considers it neces-
sary ‘to continue the ideological struggle against the essen-
tially anti-Leninist views of the Oppesition, and to combat
all turther efforts to continue ‘the factional struggle”

In this connection, there was -also a passage in the draft
theses on the ratification of the expulsion of Maslow, Ruth
Fischer, Urbahns etc. from the C.P.G: This -question- is not to
be seftled today in this connection because tomorrow the Com-
mission dealing especially with this question will report, and
the matter can be disposed of then.

Many practical tasks which are important in themselves for
the further development of our Party work have been barely
touched on in these theses, and this for the reason that in these
matters it is necessary to give the Parties not general instruc-
tions, but to make them as concrete as possible, so that they
will be of use to the Party. After this Plenum it will also be
the task of the Executive and Presidium to get into touch with
the various Sections and to formulate concrete instructions on
these practical questions of further Party work. )

As you see, the supplements and changes proposed to the
draft of Comrade Bukharin are not of a really basic nature, they
are only inclined to put these theses into a more extensive and
clear. form. The line of the first draft has in no way been
changed. The chief slogans are now somewhat more iclearly
brought out and these theses are mow qualified to serve as a
firm basis for the work of our Sections until the next Congress.

In the name of the Commission I ‘therefore recommend that
these theses be adopted in the form presented.

Comrade KOLAROV (Chairman):

Those delegates who want to make any declarations on these
theses, are requested to do so in writing, wheretofore they will
be added to ithe record.

We now come to a vote on the political theses . ..

The political theses are adopted unanimously, with one
abstention.

(Continuation of 26th Sassion: Concluding speech of Com-
rade Stalin on the Question of the C. P. S. U., follows in the
next Special Number.)
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