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Results of the XV. Party Congress of the
¢.P.S.U.

(Leading article of the “Pravda” of 20th December, 1927.)

The XV. Party Congress has done its work and has made
firm and weighty decisions. There is no doubt whatever that the
decisions of this Congress will constitute .n the history of the

Party and -of proletarian dictatorship in the U. S. S. R. an im-~

portant stage of the Communist Labour Movement. The fact
alone. thai the Congress met at a time when, on the one hand,
international struggle was very acufe and, on the other hand,
the “reconstructive process” was rapidly developing, puts a
special imprint on the whole work of this great Communist
“parliament’.: .

First of all, the Congress summed up the prolonged struggle
between the Leninist Party and Trotzkyism. Trotzkyism was al-
ways more or less an alien body in our Party. When Lenin’s
genius and iron hand were no longer there to lead the Party,

Trotzkyist attacks increased. Ideologically, as well as orgami-.

sationally, Trotzkyism began to multiply its attacks, selecting
and assimilating a number of oppositional groupings which
had begun to doubt the correctness of the Lenin-path and which
had given way to the croakings and prophecies concerning the
inevifable dowmfall of our revolution. The differentiation of
Trotzkyism, which was developing more and more its specific

peculiarities and was being rapidly converted inio Menshzvism,
finally played havoc with Party and Soviet law and order.
Trotzkyites began to act openly as instruments of petty bour-
geois democracy, up in arms, against the iron regime of
proletarian dictatorship. -

The Opposition has been beaten in the Party, the working
class and the country. Demoralised ideologically, again divided
into factions, without faith in its own cause, without even a
vestige of sympathy on the part of the masses, it stands be-
fore the eyes of the world, a powerless and bankrupt group
of captains without ships and miithout crews. At the same time
the dialectics of development have once more isolated Trotzkyism
already at a higher stage of the whole development. The deci-
sions of the Congress sum up definitely this develonment. Thé
Party has purged itself of a disease which was calling forth
continual crises, was impeding constructive work, undermining
the international position of the Soviet Union and was bringing

" confusion into the ranks of the Communist  International.

But in spite of the importance of the question of the Oppo-
sition (and not only from the viewpoint of relations within the
Party) it was not the only and the most important question at
the Congress.
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The -Congress of the C. P. S. U.'(-b) was 4 business Com-
gress, determined to deal in a businesslike manner with a series
of very important problems connected with the policy of the
moment. '

In the report of the C. C. (Comrade Stalin’s report) and
also in the report of the E. C. 'C. 1. delegation, a number: of
questions were raised which are connected with one another
by #the -special international situation. 1he war danger, the

colonial movements, ‘the veering ;to the Left of masses of wor~':

kers (a certain' veering to the left throughout the European
labour imovement in spite of. the croaking of the Trotzkyites
about the working class “taking a back seat”) made ‘it incum-
bent on the Party to take up a definite aftitude ‘commensurate
with thesé tendencies and processes. Transference of.the cenfre
of gravity of the united front to the rank and file, more ener-
getic struggle against social democrats and Amsterdam, support
of the mass struggle. of the Chinese workers — such was the
answer of the Party to these questions.: - Ao

ports of ,Comrades: Stalin, Rykov ‘and” Molotov, a number of
highly -ifitportant resolutions i regard to internal policy, deve-

lopment of the industrialisation course coupled with an en- -

deavour to raise the level of agriculture; more energetic struggle
for the elimination of capitalist elements from the U. S. 8. R.
economy in general; issuing the practical slogan “collectivisation
of agrioultural production”; increased attention to the problems
of the cultural revolution— such are the main milestones on

the road which is to be pursued in accordance with the de-.

cision of the XV. Party Congress.

Very remarkable was the tone of businesslike self-criti-
cism which pervaded the Congress. There was much discussion
on Comrade Ordzhonikidze’s report and on all other reports,
which divulged all our sore points. The spirit of struggle
against bureaucracy, of intimate proximity to broad sections
of the working population, of critical, pro'etarian self-exami-
nation pervaded the halls of the palace where the Communist
Labour Congress was held. It is not for nothing that dele-
gations. from non-Party workers were streaming' to the Con-
gress from all parts of the country, that about 100,000 new mem-
bers, out end out proletarians, poured, during the last few
days, into the ranks of our powerful Party.

The trend and result of the XV. Party Congress are a
safe guarantee that the leading party of proletarian dictatorship
will lead the working class with a firm hand to further vic-
tories, keeping at the same time watch over its unity, its con-
quests and the victorious development of international revo-

lution. o
CHINA

7" Declaration of the Soviet
Government on Recent Events in
China.
Moscow, 22nd December 1927.
The following declaration of the Peoples Commissariat for
Foreign Alflairs, signed by comrade Chicherin was published
to-day in the press:
“Already on numerous occasions the Peoples Commissariat
for Foreign Affairs has observed that whenever a revolutionary
movement arises in any part of the globe, the adversaries of

the Soviet Un.on immeuiaieiy declare that 1t was caused by the
agents of the Soviet Union. '

With regard to China, not only the reactionary press, but
also members of the governmenis of capitalist countries, have
sought from the beginning to, represent the whole nationalist
movement as a result of the policy of the Soviet Union and the
activity of its agents. This is also the path chosen by the
counter-revolutionary generals who have drowned the powerful
insurrection of the re,olutionsry workers of Canton in blood.
When they piled up the bodies of the tortured workers in the
streets of Centon, their hatred was directed primarily against the
citizens of the Soviet Union there, who are to be found among
the first victims. ‘

. International Press Ceyresp: :dence

We have not yet definite and detailed reports of what hap-
pened in Canton, however, we can already say with certainty
that a number of soviet citizens in Canton met which various
maltreatment and a terrible death. Reports are to hand from
various sources concernng the tragic death of the Vice-Con-
sul of the “Soviet' Union, comrade Chassins. It is difficult to
doubt the thruth of .these terrible reports.

» Although the crime of the Canton generals against the So-
viet Union is:atrocious and great, the responsibility for this
crime cannot be restricted to Canton. The political actions of the
Lanton generals against the Soviet Uniion and against its repre-

-sentatives have spread over the whole of South China-and the

slaughter. jn Canton was only the worst expression of all this.
The political responsibility for this bestial crime is thus not
alon¢ on -the shoulders of the leading persons in thie territory
of the so-called ‘national’ governments. Not omnly Generals
Chang. Fa:Kwei and Li Fuiling who are attacking Canton,: but
also others, Li Ti-sing, Chiang-Kai-shek and Pei Chung-shi ure

The Party Congress adopted, in :56‘onneéfion( with: the re- the orjginators of ‘this atrocity. -

In " this case. the”responsibility also falls.upon the other
anti-soviet powers of the world reaction. The campaign of in-
oitement carried on by all imperialist and white guardist grou-
pings in Shanghai, Hongkong and other centres of the colonial
policy in China, and the unioubted instigation from London,
which was corroborated by the hymns of praise in the British
press, played an almost decisive role in the outbreak of the
events. British imperialist reaction was the most important dri-
ving force in the Canton slaughter and in the violence, murders
and expulsions of the citizens of the Soviet Union.

The toilers of the Soviet Union mourn the fragic death
of those comrades who have been tortured to death by the
hangmen and garroters from the ranks of the counter-revolution
in South China. However, the blood of these martyrs has mnot
flown in vain. A people of four hundred millions cannot be
indefinitely held up on the way to its emancipation, and the
clique of militarists who from the leaders of the mational mo-
vemen's have become its suppressers, will be swept away.
The freed Chinese people will not forget its friends from the
Soviet Union who were murdered by the oppressors of the
Chinese people. Their memory snd the joint bloodshed of the
tw-rl)1 great peoples will bind the two States indissolubly to-
gether.

In the unheard-of and atrocious crimes of the Chinese
counter-revolutionaries and the forces behind them, the govern-
ment of the Soviet Union sees an attack upon the Soviet Union.
The Soviet Union which unswervingly pursues a policy of
peace and mnon-aggression which was expressed in the propo-
sils for disarmament at the conference in Geneva, is at the
s me t{ime prepared for the worst end will not let itself be

., taken by surprise. In. the n-me of the Soviet :government, the
Peoples , Corrmissariat “for - Foreign® Affair . protest. ~belore the:

whole Wwor'l against the atrocities of the Ch'nese counter-

revodtuffio‘n. ‘The Soviet government reserves to itself the right to
-, take ény..measures in connoction with the bloody atrocities:
commit'el 2gainst the Soviet Union, which may seem fit. These

bestial atrocities shall not go unpunished.”

Appealof the International Red Aid.
To All Workers! To all Progressive Intellectuals of the World!

The Telegraph brings every day appalling news of the
insane fury of the white reaction in China.

The hangmen of the Chinese people want to sufpass their
imperialisi instructors, they want to annihilate in streams of

blood by wholesale shootings, in the flames of heaps of ruins.

all the champions for the freedom the Chinese people.

Canton, for which the working people of South China" -

fought, has now become ‘the scene of an. unprecedented terror.

Hundreds and thousands of workers and peasants are being -

shot, strangled or burnt alive on the slightest. suspicion of’
resisting the infamious plans of the corrupt generals to hand
over the country to the imperialists. The thousands of murdered-

and horribly mutilated victims are being joined by thousands-:
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of fiesh victims, while the foreign imperialists render every
assistance in this bestial crushing of the advanced workers
and peasants of China.

The Fxecutive of the International Red Aid calls upon all
workers, all progressive intellectuals to protest energetically and
immediately. Brotherly solidarity with the working people of
China and powerful remonstrance against the execuiioners who
are dripping with blood must call a halt to the lust for blood
in order to prevent still further thousands of workers and
‘peasants and intellectuals from being shot down, strangled and
cruelly’ tortured.

Organise immediately material assistance in order that
thousands of women and children can be saved from torture,
mishandling and ‘starvation!

All workers, all lovers of freedom must raise their voice in
defence of the working people of China and prevent the go-
vernments of .the imperialist Powers from actively supporting
the Chinese counter-revolution, sending punitive expeditions in
order to convert the region of South China into a bloody mor-
tuary for the workers and peasants of South China.

Down with the bloody terror of the Chinese militarists!

Away with counter-revolutionary intervention with the pu-
nitive expeditions!

Homnour to the martyrs of the emancipatory struggles of the
workers and peasants of China!

Long live the solidarity of the workers of the whole world
with the Chinese workers and peasants in the fight against
imperialism! - ;

The Executive of the International Red Aid.

[ POLITICS

. Comrade Stalin on the Korgeries.
. _of the American Press. '
o ‘ """ Moscow, 18th December 1027.

: Fo-day’s Moscow press publishes the-following declaration
of Comrade Stalin to the representatives-ol the foreign press in

Moscow with reference to the forged “Stalin Article”:

t is hardly necessary today to refute the forgers of the
“New York American’, the “Wide World News” or the “Anglo-
American Newspaper Service” who set all sorts of canards in
the world about non-existent “articles of Stalin”, about the “air
forces” of the Soviet Union, about the “reconciliation of the

Soviet power with the Orthodox Church”, about “the return .

of the oil lands to the capitalists” etc. There is no necessity
to refute their canards for the simple reason that these gentle-
men expose themselves in ihe press as professional forgers.
It is suificient to look at the “explanations” of these gentlemen
which have appeared recently in the press, in which they seek
to justify their deceptions, in order to see that these people
“are not press representatives, but press bandits.

However, at the request of the press represeutatives, 1 am
_prepared to declare: I have mnever even seen any Mr. Gofirey,
nor any other representative of the foreign press to whom, it
is alleged, I gave the interview. In the course oi the last year
I have given no inferview whatever, either to this gentleman
or to any other representative of the foreign press. I have
spoken neither in the Presidium of the Moscow Soviet, nor in
the Moscow Commiitee about the “return of the oil lands” in
the Soviet Union to the capitalists, or about the “orthodox
church” or about the “air forces of the Soviet Union”. 1 have
issued no article or notices of any sort in this connection to
the press. ’

The gentlemen from the “New York American”, the “Wide
World News” and the “Anglo-American Newspaper Service”
~deceive their readers;by saying that-there was no denial of
the article at the time. The forged articles about the “air
forces” and about the “Orthodox Church” became known at the
end of 1927 in Moscow and. were exposed by the Peoples Com-
missariat for Foreign Affairs as falsehoods and at the same

_ International Press Correspondence
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time the representative of the “Associated Press” in Moscow,
Reswick was informed. Upon the basis of the information given
to him, Reswick wired on the 1st December to the “Associated
Press”:
“To-day I was told in the Commissariat for Foreign
Affairs that the question of prosecution against the “New
York American” and the Hurst papers was being con-
sidered in order to put an end to the publication of the
articles with Stalin’s signature. The authorities object parti-
cularly to a notice of the “New York American” of the
6th November entitled “Utilisation of the Church in support
of the Soviets” which was allegedly a secret report of
Stalin in a session of the Moscow Presidium. According to
the statements of the foreign commissariat, this notice is
pure and simple invention. Reswick.”

Was this telegram printed? And if not, why not? Per-
haps because the publication of this telegram of Reswick would
have stopped the sources of income of the American-Hungarian
or Hungarian-American Korda. It is not the first time that the
“New York American” has attempted to earn money by the
fabrication of “interviews” which were never given and
“articles” by Stalin. I know for instance, that in June 1927,
the “New York American” published a false interview with
Stalin given allegedly to a certain Cecil Winchester in con-
nection with the “breach with Gt. Britain”, on the retreat from
the world revolution, about the search of the “Arcos” building
etc. The Press Cuttings Bureau “Argus” proposed at the time
that I should confirm the genuineness of the interview and be-
come its client. As I did not doubt for a moment but that the
whole matter was a swindle, I addressed myself at the time
to the New York “Daily Worker” with the following denial:

“Dear Comrades, The Press Cuttings Bureau ‘Argus’
has sent me a clipping from the “New York American” of
the 12th June 1927 containing an interview which I alle-
gedly gave to a certain Cecil Winchester. 1 declare that [
have never seen such a person and that I gave no such
interview either to him or to any one else, and that I
have no relations whatever with the “New York American”.
Unless the “Press Cuttings Bureau Argus” is a swindle
agency, one must assume that it has been misled by swind-
lers having connections with the “New York American”.
Stalin, 11th July 19277, ‘

However, despite this, the forgers of Korda’s organisation
continued their lying.  What is the meaning of this swindle?
What do Korda and his accomplices expect to achieve with their
swindles? Perhaps a sensation? No, not this alone. Their aim
is to destroy the efiect caused by the declaration of the dele-
gation of the Soviet Union in Geneva concerning complete dis-
armament. Will they achieve their aim?  Certainly not. The
forgery will be exposed, it is exposed already, and the truth
will remain. The truth is however that the Soviet Union is
the only country in the world which is pursuing a real policy
of non-aggresion and peace, the Soviet Union is the only country
in the whole world which has honestly raised the question of
a real disarmament. The fact that the agents of capitalism -are
compelled in their struggle against the peaceful policy of the
Soviet Union, to accent the assistance of various doubtiul per-
sons and pres bandits, this circumstance demonstrates best
of all the moral power. and the fundamental strength of the

. position which the delegation of the Soviet Union took up in

Geneva,

Signed: Stalin.

Intensification of the Situation in
Austria.
By Willi Schlamm (Vienna).

A Red Fronmt Fighters’ League is in.the process of for-
mation in Austria. A preparatory National Congress took place
in Vienna on December 11th which was attended by social de-
mocratic and communist functionaries and bore witness to the
fact that the mass organisation which is coming into being is
the result of a mass initiative arising from the inevitable neces-
sities of actual class war. Five hundred and twenty functionaries
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who had been invied by ilie proposing cosumiitee attended the
Congress, amongst them 176 members and functionaries of the
Social Democratic party and of the Social Democratic Defence
Corps. An official delegation of the German Red Front Fighters’
League brought the greetings of the revolutionary proletariat of
Germany to the Austrian brother organisation which is being
established among enthusiastic acclamation on the part of the
Congress. - ' :

- The social democratic workers and the functionaries of the
Defence Corps rose one after the other in the course of the
discussion in order to welcome the creation of the R.F.F.L. and
to declare that he himself and the corresponding members of
the Defence Corps wanted to join the super-party revolutionary
Tighting organisation. All resolutions were passed umanimously,
the provisional management — consisting of communists and
social democrats — was confirmed unanimously; it was further
resolved upon that propaganda should be begun at once on a
large scale and that the first regular National Congress should
be convoked on January 21st 1928.

With this preparatory congress, with the foundation of the
Austrian Red Front Fighters’ League the greater part of the
b'g balance of july 15th has been drawn. The Austrian prole-
tariat, which is directly threatened by the danger of Fascism and
which has, more suddenly and shamefully than ever before, been
deserted by the Austro-Marxist leaders, is now beginning to
check its flight before the class enemy and to collect round the
Red Flag. v

The social democratic catchword of the defensive capacity
of the proletariat took its onigin in Austria. The social demo-
cratic “Republican Defence Corps” became the 'social demo-
cratic pattern of that organised defensive capacity in a large
number of countries.

‘In the first year after the overthrow of the Government,
when it existed in the form of the Labour Guard (stewards or-
ganisations), it had, as a matter of fact, a certain revolutionary
significance.

In the course of time, however, the Austro-Marxists suc-
ceeded in taking possession of the Labour Guard just as it un-
Jerstoad how 1o get the Labour councils into their hands. They
nsed the ill-famed tactics of taking the lead in order to break
the wings of the movement. The decisive task which the Austro-
Marxists set themselves when they “took over” the revolutionary
organs, was that of purging them systematically of all the revo-
Lationary elements, consequently above all of the Communists,

Systematic action with a view to disarming the Labour
Guards was started. That disarmament was achieved partly with
the help of ‘the interallied military commissions, parfly with
malicious craitiness. Everyone will certainly bear in mind how
the last remnants of the weapons in the Vienna arsenal were, by
their own free will, handed over to the counter-revolutionary
Government by the socialist democratic leaders.

The workers did not become fully conscious of what
had happened until they were roused by an event of such im-
portance as the July revolt in Vienna.

On that occasion, the Defence Corps proved to be an auxi-
liary troop of the police in restoring “peace and order”.
. There was no coming back on it. In spite of all their futile
sttempts to continue their hypocrisy, historical development -com-
pelled the Defence Corps to show its true features more and
more clearly, 1t had always been closely linked up with organi-
sations such as the ‘“Reichsbanner”, refusing to make common
cause with the R.F.F. L. of Germany whilst pretending to be a
Left, proletarian organisation. On July 16th and ever since that
time, facts have proved that the “Defence Corps” is not one jot
“different” from the “Reichs Banner” etc. On 16th October a
Conference of the Republican Defence Corps dealt with the
lessons of July 15th. That conference of paid secretaries of the
“Defence Corps” approved of the policy of July 15th and reor-
venised the “Defence Corps” with a view to continuing that
policy. The “Defence Corps” was systematically curtailed; to-
day it hardly embraces 5 per cent. of the workers of Austria
\ho are organised in trade unions. None but the most reliable,
ite most faithful partisans of the leading body of the Social-
“cmocratic party Executive are allowed to be members of the
Uefence Corps. They must take an oath upon the bourgeois

Republic, upon the Social Democratic party and upon the un-
questioned carrying out of any orders issued by the party
leaders against whomsoever they may be directed. Since July
15th, thousands of workers have been expelled from the De-
fence Corps because they did not renounce their class consci-
ousness. The leaders of the Defence Corps are nominated from
above, without any exception; np meetings of the members. are
taking place nowadays. To put it briefly, the Defence Corps has
been transformied into a body of praetorians of the social demo-
crztic leaders which, as-a reserve troop of the State apparatus,
is admittedly intended for the omly purpose of nipping in the
bud any expression of proletarian fighting initiative, and that
with all the means .at its disposal. To all this it should be added
that the management of the Defence Corps is sharing in
Renner’s policy of ‘internal disarmament” and in the coalition.

The Austrian Red Fighters Front League has thus taken its
origin in the splitting activity, the cowardly policy of capitu-
fation and coalition, in the recognition of the true role played.
by the Defence Corps. Its intention is to become the mass orga-
nisation of the Austrian proletariat in its fight against Fascism
and against the danger of war, and it will carry out this plan
to the end. Closely allied with the R.F.F.L. of Germany, it is
already now suprorted by the sympathy of the broad masses of
Austrian workers. Its development cannot be checked.

The last means tried to prevent it, have been piteously
wrecked. Frey, the adventurer and Menshevik, the friend of
Maslov and Ruth Fischer and leader of the Trotzkyist branch in
Austria, tried in great haste, to “found” an R.F.F.L. In a
meeting called to that purpose, the revolutionary‘workers of
Vienna however, sent him about his own business in such a
manner that his adherents — numbering sixteen altogether — left
the room in a flight. The “4th International” can certainly not set
any hopes on Austria...

The Austrian R.F.F. L. started its active propaganda among
the masses immediately after the preparatory National Congress.
The Red iront of Austria is falling into line!

b

THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

Communist Suecesses in Scottish
Miners’ Union.
By J. K. Campbell (London).

The recent resulis of the elections in the Fife mining area
in Scotland illustrate the growing influence of the Commmunist
Party over the Scoftish miners. Seven posts were open for
election, two permanent officials (or agents) and five represen-
tatives from the Fife miner’s Union to the Scottish Miners’
Executive. The results of a series of ballot votes, in which the
majority -of the workers participated, show that two Commu-
ilists have been elected to the permanent officials’ posts and
four Communists and one Left-winger to the post of Fife repre-
zentatives on the Scottish Executive.

This result is due to a very comsiderable extent to the
excellent work performed by the Party in this area during the
mjners’ ‘lockout, when the actual leadership of the workers
in the struggle was in ‘the hands of the Communist Party and
sympathetic left-wing workers, the right-wingers 'cutting no
figure in the struggle at all.

The voting for those posts commenced last June, and du-
ring the close of the first vote the right-wing launched their
usua! attacks on the Communists for fraction work and in-
irigue within the Union. A copy of a Communist fraction circu-
lar containing instructiosn to delegates attending the County
Monthly Delegate -Meeting was circulated and it was claimed
that this circular showed quite clearly that the Communists were
obeying the dictates of a political party and not the dictates
of the rank and file of the Union. The various questions raised
by the circular were, however, guestions in which the miners
themselves were infterested and of which they approved. So
far from the production of this circular having' a bad effect
it helped the Party, inasmuch as it showed that the Party re-
rresentatives were working in an organized fashion to carry
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through the policy on which they were elected. The result of
ithe first vote that was taken showed that the Communists headed
the list of votes for the two pertmanent offictals, and ‘three- Com-
amumists hegded the list for the five posts on the Scoftish Exe-

cufive.

*“At ‘this stage it was ‘decided that the Party.vote should be
transferred from the Party member having the lowest votes
amongst the five whb {vere ‘standing: tor Executive posts, to
the Left-wingers and a new list went fgrward for the Executive
consisting of four party members and one left-winger. This
list received considerable' votes .in the second ballot but not
sufficient toget them elected. In the third ballot the results
showed that the Communists had been elected for the two
permanent officials’ positions and that the complete Commu-
nist and left-wing list had been elected as representatives on
the Scottish Executive. .
* ' The right-wing has at the moment however, a slight ma-
jority' on the Monthly Delegate Meeting of the Fife Miners’
Union itself, and under the influence of the General Secretary
“of that Union, Mr. W. Adamson, M. P. Secrétary for Scotland
in'the MacDonald Government in 1924, the Fife Miners Monthly
Delegate Meeting refused to:declare the Communists and Left-
Wingers elected, because they had engaged in a campaign du-
ring the time that the vote was being taken. After considerable
argument at this meeting it was agreed by a considerable ma-
jority to submit the question to the Branches as to whether
the results of the ballot vote should be accepted. Meantime those
results were not declared and mno-one knew officially which
side had actually come. out on top. The belief of the right-
wing was that the Branches would vote iin favour of annulling
the ballot owing to the propaganda that had been indulged in
by the Right-wing. The resu!t gave the Right-wing the surprise
of their lives. No less than 48 Branches decided that the ballot
should be accepted and only 6 votes against. Amongst the 48
Branches which voted.in favour of the ballot being: accepted
there were. quite a2 number of right-wing Branches who generally
always. voted against the Communist Party.. Thus the workers
in Fife have not only declared in favour of Communists. and
Left-Wingers fighting on a straight left-wing programme, but
they have also declared against attempts to refuse recognition
to democratic decisions, which attempts might bave led to the
splitting of the Union. The results in Fife will’ hearten the
C. P. G. B. in its struggles to win over a majority of workers
in~the' mine-fields. _ o .

Labour Movement in Portugal.

A By Claro (Lissabon).

In Portugal the Fascists are in control today. The present
Government is supported by the worst reactionary groups in the
courntry, Last year the military clique overthrew the democrstic
Republic and crushed the resistaince of the working class. In-the
labour movement at-that time, which was led by the Anarcho-
Socialists there was, unfortunately, a tendency,that the working
class should remain neutral to the impending coup d’etat.. The
R. L L. U. adherents told the workers .that if the reactionary
military .party won it would only worsen. the position. of the
working class. The workers were urged to struggle against the
plans of the reactionaries. e st

. To-day the working class stands convinced of the truth of
this position. One of the immediate factors leading up to the
coup d’etat last year was the quesiion of the tobacco moropoly
which was then terininating. The large capitalist tobacco
company which was .seeking necessary. “elbow room” for its
industry initiated this State 'Revolution. The victory of the
Fascist party was largely due. to the fact that the Labour
Movement was divided and unable to resist the Fascists unitedly.

The economic positionof the country to-day is extremely
bad.: Unemployement is widespread. The Government is. endes-
vouring to' get a foreign loam, but the leaders of the old

Congtitutional Parties . who were exiled; whose most prominent-

representative Alphonso Costa is freely: admitted in the League
of Nations, are doing their best 1o prevent such a loan ‘being
granted. -+ t ‘ i

The Portuguese Dictators are in close and intimaie connec-
tions with the Government of Prima de Rivera of Spain. The
Portuguese and the Spanish Governmenis hove signed an agroee-
ment fo struggle jointly against the revolutionary movement,
against the Commintern and the Red Infernational of ' Labour
Unions, The famous League to fight against the Third Inter-
national is much sucported by the Portuguese »uthorities. while
the special police jt has created to fight against Bolshevism
received unlimited powers to arrest and deport all “suspected”
elements.

The working class tock an active part in the revolution that
broke out in: February last to overthrow the Fascist Govern-
ment of General Carmoni and to set up a Democratic Republic.
However, this rising was sternly repressed; the Government
carried - out widespread persecutions and deportations of the
workers. The General Cenfederation of Labour was disbanded
because it participated in the rebellion, while “A Batalya”, its
organ, ‘was likewise closed down. Many trade unions, as for
example the Water Transport Workers’ Union, were dispersed,
and active trade union militants were arrested.

In order to,get over the prejudices which the Foriuguess
workers have imbibed long years of Anarcho-syndicalist propa-
ganda, the adherents of the R. I. L. U. have to carry on much
stubborn work. It must be said that the absence of Marxist
‘itersture in the Portupuzse language se iously handicaps these
activities. “A Internaticnale”, the organ of the Executive Com-
nittee of the R. I. L. U. adherents movement, was closed down
by the Censor. ' ;

The Water Transport Workers’ Federation which previously
upheld the position of the R. I. L. U, has now withdrawn its
support. This was due to the fact that many of the loremost
trade union militants were forced to leave the Federation owing
to repressions, while the leadership has been taken over by
Jose Almeida, an inveterate opportunist and supporter of the -
Amsterdam International, who even attended the International
Labour Cenference in Geneva 2s a “Delegate from the Portuguese
workers”. The R. 1. L. UL adherents, horvaver, hope fo idncreass
the activities of the revolutionary opposition inside the Water
Transport Workers’ Federation. -

A Congress of all the Lisbon Trade Unicns was held in
1926. The revolutionary Independent Trade Unions also aitended.
AVhouch the RO L. U. adherents were deprived of 2 decisive
voice al this Congress, their point of view on the necessity of
trade union ‘unily gained the support of the majority and a
T. U. Unitv Committee was duly organised by the Independent
Unions. All the trade unions supporting the Red International
of Labtour Unicns have joined the Committee. ;

THE WHITE TERROR

A Fresh Pogrom against the Trade
Tniens of Rulgaria. e
Scfia, December. &th 1927.

The Congress of the Independent Trade Unions of Bulgsria
recently {ook place in that country. The course it took.is.a proof
of the fresh strengthening of the Bulgarian proletariat. The Con-
gress aroused and excited the reaction which ‘as soon as the Con-
ference was over started a campaign for ennihilating thé whote
independent trade union movement throughout the  covntry, A fe-
qular progrom against 2]l fhe trade unions in almost everv town
has already been undertiken. In the town of Rustchuk for in-
stance, all the members of the local Trades Council (nine persons)
were arrested and domiciliary visits made even at the time
when the Congress was siill sitting. The members of the Trades

Council were kept under arrest a_ whole week.

On November 23rd, the secretary of the Trades Council of
thq town of Shumla was arrested, the archives of all the trade
unions were confiscated and the trade unjon premises sealed, an
occasion on which seven {rade union functionaries were
arrested.

On MNovember 24ih, the trade union chief organ “Edinstvo”
(Unity) was confiscated while it was still in the press, because
it contained the resofutions of the Congress.
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On December 1st an army of police and criminalist detec-
tives entered the trade union premises in Sofia, searched all
those who were present (more than 150 workers), arrested more
than 30 persons and beat a large number of them in a cruel
manner, The police demolished all the cupboards and shelves,
possessed themselves of the archives of both the C.C. of the
Unity Trade Union League and those of the centres of all the
various craft unions, further of the archives of the Trades Coun-
cil of Sofia, of the local trade union organisations and of the
wohle editorial material together with the collection of books
of the trade union central organ “Edinstvo”.

The material damage caused by the raid, and the objects
forcibly seized amount in Sofia alone to 30,000 leva (1 dollar =
38 leva).

The trade union building and the trade union office were
sealed.

In the same brutal way, the trade union premises of the
town of Stara Zagora and Chaskovo were raided, searched and
sealed on December 2nd.

On December 3rd, the same incident happened in the town
of Plovdiv, Vidin and Jambol, on December 7th in the town of
Stanimaka and Gor. Orechoviza. _

Raiids, domiciliary visits and arrests are still taking place
in all the towns of the country.

A large number of workers throughout the country have
been arrested and ill-treated. The number of persons who have
been arrested cannot yet be ascertained, as fresh arrests are still
taking place. Any trade union activity, both within the organi-
sation and in public has been prohibited by the police.

The Liapcheff Government wants in this way to annihilate

the Independent Trade Unions of Bulgaria in order thus to

ensure for themselves and for the capitalists a time of respite in
preparation for their campaign against the working class.

The Government Press and the Fascist Press are zealously
carrying on a furious campaign of provocation and calumniation
in order to provide for themselves the justification to declare the
trade unions as being outside the law.

They use the following “arguments” in order to achieve that
end: the class character of the trade union movement, the fact
that comrades of other countries are attending the Congress, i. e.
Hais, the representative of the revolutionary trade unions of
Czechoslovakia and Simonin, the representative of the Unitarian
Trade Unions of France, further the telegram of greetings to
the Congress by the A. U. C. T. U. and by the R. I. L. U,, and
the telegram to the A.U.C.T.U. sent in reply by the Congress
‘on the occasiofi of the tenth anniversary of the Russian Revo-
lution etc. '

This campaign of reaction and Fascism against the class-
conscious trade union movement is, o its full extent, approved
of and supported by the Social Democracy and by the Refor-
mists.

The irue reason of the pogrom ogainst the ttade union mo-
vement is that the Government and the capitalists will not tole-
rate a class-conscious trade union movement which is capable
of fighting.

The working class of Bulgaria however is firmly determined
to defend its independent organisations with all its might. Nume-
rous telegrams are being received from all parts of the country,
addressed to the Government, to the Parliament and to the Press
in protest against the pogrom organised by the Fascist Govern-
ment against the trade unions. Both the organised workers and
those outside the organisation are rising for the protection of the
i. T. U. L.

The Bulgarian proletariat, in its hard struggle, is counting
on the support of the international proletariat and is firmly
convinced that it will receive that support, as has been the case
hitherto.

FOR LENINISM — RGAINST TROTZKYISM

Resolution of the Politbureau of the
C. P. of Italy on Trotzky’s and
Zinoviev’s Expulsion from the
C.P.S. U

The fractional activity of the Opposition carried on - by
Trotzky and Zinoviev within the Communist Party of the So-
viet Union, has become more and more violent since October
1926, i. e. since the oppositional leaders declared that “they con-
sidered the decisions of the 14th Party Congress, of the C.C.
and of the C.C.C. as absolutely binding” and that they sub-
mitted to them “without reservation” and — as was inevitable
— finally led to the expulsion of Trotzky and Zinoviev and of
a group of other comrades from the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union and from. the Communist International.

.. That severe measure applied against the leaders of the Oppo-
sition, whose names are partly indissolubly linked with the glo-
rious history of the revolution, was dictated by the dire necessity
of defending the organisatory unity of the Party of the prole-
tarian dictatorship, the Party which is the vanguard and the
leader of world revolution. ,

. The organisatory unity of the Communist Party of the So-
viet Union is absolutely necessary in the defence of the first
prol.etarlat.l State and of the conmstruction of socialism in the
Soviet Union, and is a guarantee for the victorious development
of the revolution in the other countries.

The defence of the organisatory unity of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union cannot, however, be regarded as a
formal and superficial necessity; it is, on the contrary, a conse-
quence of the recognition of the correctness of the policy of the
C.C. of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union both in the
domain of socialist construction in the Soviet Union and in the
leadership of the Comintern.

_ The Opposition Bloc displayed an absolute lack of prin-
ciples. In all the fundamental questions of the Soviet Union’s
existence, the Opposition was not able to oppose any serious,
concrete solutions to the policy of the C.C. of the Party, but
was talking at random expressing criticism which were con-
fused and full of contradictions and only showed their confusion
and their disbelief in the capability of the Russian proletariat to
build up socialism. :

In the same way as in the domain of Russian politics, the
Opposition revealed its complete ignorance in the field of inter-
national politics. The Opposition have ten times changed their
views in the questions of stabilisation, of trade union unity, of
the revolution in China, thus showing that they have no views
at all. The Opposition pointed out the defeats which occurred
at wvarious sections of the front of the world revolution
and used them as arguments for combating the C.C. of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the leadership of the
Comintern instead of examining, by analysing the situation more
thoroughly, whether or mot the tactics of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union and of the Comintern are correct.

The Opposition believed that they possessed the means for
applying the strange theory of “permanent victory” and began
to gather all the waste material and the refuse of the Comintern,
all those who were guilty of an absurd militarist and pseudo-
Leninist internal regime and of an ideological parching of the
Communist Parties (a regime which the Comintern is now
struggling to overcome and to correct)  and are now trying to
introduce them to the international proletariat as the pioneers
of the demand for the “Leninist defence”.

The Politbureau of the Communist Party of Italy declares

" that the whole of the Communist Party of Italy, is reacting like

one man to the ideological and political demands of the Oppo-
sition and to their attempts to disintegrate the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union and the Comintern.

The relative stabilisation of capitalism which is characte-
ristic of the present period of which it may be said that it lies

-between two victorious revolutionary waves is, on the one hand,

multiplying and intensifying the deadly contradictions .of -capi-
talism and is, on the other hand, developing all the elements of
defenice of the ruling class. During this period, counter-revolu-

N
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tioni is turning to account any -differences which arise in the
Parfy of the dictatorship of the proletariat, in order to penetrate
into the gaps which may result from such differences, to enlarge
them and to split the united Bloc of the Leninist Party.

_In a situation of this kind, any attempt on the organdsatbry
unity of the Party is a crime against the revolution,

The leaders of the Opposition, who took up an openly ho-
stile position against the Party and carried on a fight even out-
side the Party among the non-party masses and among
the petty bourgeois intellectualists, placed the problem of
power. In the country of the proletarian dictatorship, this pro-
blem, however, is identical with unchaining civil war, with
counter-revolution. This is the reason why, in all countries, the
bourgeoisie, Social Democracy, the Russian Monarchists and
Mensheviki, the anarchists and those who have been excluded
ifrom the Communist International, are manifesting their sym-
pathy for Trotzky, Zinoviev and their companions. The Oppo-
sition is backed by counter-revolution 2s a whole,

. The Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union has waited two years for the oppositional com-
rades to return to the Leninist discipline; instead of doing so
they struck out on adventurous paths by trying to organise
various small groups of those who had been excluded from the
International, of the anti-Communist calumniators of Soviet
Russia. They tried to- disintegrate the Communist Parties by
handing over to the enemy the secret documents of the Party
and of the State. They even tried to organise a public counter-
demonstration in Moscow on the tenth anniversary of the Oc:
tober revolution.

The Politbureau of the Communist Party of Italy gives ex-
pression to its absolute solidarity with and unreserved consent
to the C.C. of the C.P.S.U. in the name of the Italian Party.
The Politbureau of the C.P. of Italy is convinced thaf, in ex-
pressing its solidatrity with the vast brother party which is at
the head of the first proletarian State, it is giving expression to
the feelings of the Italian proletariat. No class-conscious Italian
worker will ever forgive an attempt made on the unity of the
C. P. of the Soviet Union and on the Soviet Power, or the re-
volutionary inheritance being squandered, that inheritance which
the Russian workers, under the lead of the Leninist Party have
-understood how to multiply in order to put it at the disposal
of the world proletariat.

The Politbureau of the Communist Party of Italy holds the
view that every Communist Party should help the C.P. of the
Soviet Union in the fight which the latter is forced to carry on
against the Opposition. The Russian revolution and the Soviet
State belong to the proletariat of the whole -world, and the pro-
letariat of the whole world should be entrusted with its de-
fence.

The help which the Communist Party of the Soviet Union
wants cannot be restricted to “declarations of solidarity”; that
help ought to be and intends to be a support of the policy of
the proletarian State by the world proletariat, a support which
can only be substantiated by a wide- spread critical information
on the problems of the Soviet State, of the Communist Inter-
national.

Only it this is done, the fight against the Opposition and
‘against all those who are not in solidarity with the latter, will,
in the last instance, serve the purpose of making the comrades of
our Party and of the international proletariat more capable for
class policy; the solidarity with the C.C. of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union will then be even firmer and more
Aactive.

Thé Platform of the Opposition.
By Ernst Meyer (Berlin).

The Opposition repeatedly asserts that were its views but
known, then the masses would declare themselves in favour
of them. Besides the counter-theses there now lies before us
‘the Platform of - the group of “Leninist-Bolsheviki”, and all
comrades can now ascertain for themselves whether the Oppo-
sition has really been unjustly dealt with. An examination of

the Platiorm shows immediately that the Opposition says
nothing new and nothing that was not already made known
in its fundamental features by the publications of the Russian
Party and of the Comintern.

In order to set up this “Platiorm” — on which there
have worked such diverse personalities as Trotzky and Zi-
noviev, Rakovsky and Kamenev — at all, the: Opposition re-

sorts at the outset 10 a concealment of facts; in the introduction
it is stated:

“During the years which have elapsed since the death
of Lenin; we have endeavoured again and again to call
the attention of the central organs of the Party as a
whole to the fact that, thanks to false leadership, the
danger pointed out by Lenin has increased many times
over: the machine is not going in the direction where
the interests of the workers and peasants require it.”

In the “false leadership” there took part two years after
Lenin’s death Zinoviev and Kamenev, against whom Trotzky
made an onslaught; and Zinoviev and Kamenev were the chief
spokesmen in the fight against Trotzkyism. At the conclusion of
the Platiorm, Zinoviev, Kamenev and — Trotzky assert:

“It is false to say that we defend Trotzkyism.”

But in the previously quoted sentence Zinoviev and Ka-
menev defend Trotzkyism; in fact they expressly associate them-

- selves with it and even maintain that they have had an active

share in it since the death of Lenin.

In another chapter (on the Party) the authors of the Plat-
form again declare all attacks 'upon Trotzkyism to be wrong.

“For months and years there has been proceeding a
poisonous polemic against the views of the Bolsheviki who
are designated as the “Opposition”.

One would like to ask who were the chief spokesmen of
this poisonous polemic? Were they not Zinoviev and Kamenev?

The authors of the Platiorm themselves realise this glaring
coniradiction and endeavour to wipe it out with a phrase:
“We refuse... to ‘cloak’ the views of the Opposition
which dre represented in the Platform by pointing to former
differences which existed between the groups of the years
1923 and- 1925... The errors and exaggerations which were
permitted by both groups of the Bolsheviki in the disputed
questions in the years- 1923 and 1924 as a result of 2
number of unclear conceptions regarding the state of
affairs in the Party and the country, are now corrected.”

A perfect example of diplomatic concealment! But the
workers would like to know what “errors” in 1923/1924 were
commiitted or “permitted” by both sides, that is by Zinoviev’s
side too. Who permitted them? How is it possible that such
leaders who came forward so self-confidently at that time, just
as they do to-day, could misjudge that “state of affairs”.

The “correction” of the “errors” and “exaggerations
consists in that Zinoviev and Kamenev to-day stand wholly and
entirely on the basis of a Trotzkyism that has become even
more gross since 1923. That is what they call “not defending
Trotzkyism”, and at the same time adopt today, in all questions
that were under discussion in 1923, precisely the same attitude

»

as Trotzky (relation to the peasantry, rate and means of indu- .

strialisation, formation of groups and Party discipline). They
must credit us with having memories as bad as that which
Zinoviev and Kamenev possess with regard to their own past
if they expect that we shall aillow ourselves to be “taken in” by
such phrases of the platform.

These few remarks on the political “character” of the
authors of the Platform were necessary in order to characterise
the superficiality with which these authors proceed to their
criticism.

How do they criticise?

The Platform begins with a quotation from Lenin on the
development of the Sovit Union. But when one compares the
penetrating. critical attitude of Lenin with regard to Russian
Party or the Soviet Union at any time with the Platform of
the Opposition, which gives itself the pretentious title of
“Leninist-Bolsheviki”, one immediately perceives the tremendous
difference that exists between him and the “Leninist-Bolsheviki”.

1
»
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With Lenin there is a thorough class analysis, a comprehensive
. presentation of the facts, clear, sober encouragement of the
Party — with the Opposition, one-sided carping criticism,
illusionist proposals, defeatist mood, profoundest mistrust of
the Party.

Of the seventy pages of the Platform, scarcely more than
seven lines are devoted to the successes of the Soviet Union;
everything else is criticism and again criticism of the most
malicious and demagogic sort.

Here also the authors conceal the former differences
between the two *1923 and 1925 groups”, i. e., between the old
and the new Trotzkyists. Trotzky, who already in 1624 prophe-
sied the decay of the Soviet Union and was sternly called to
account for doing so by Zinoviev and Kamenev and threatened
with expulsion from the Party, gives his signature ,together with
Zinoviev and Kamenev, to the following sentence:

“After the two years, in the course of which -the Stalin
group has practically determined the policy of the central
organ of the Party, it can be considered as completely proved
that the Po]icy of this group was incapable of taking precau-
tions etc,” .

Here again it is intended by mutual indulgence and silence
to conceal the differences existing among the authors.

In the Platform all the defeats of the Labour Movement are

simply ascribed ‘to the policy of Stalin: in most cases without
the slightest attempt to prove responsibility. Only people who
have no conception of the role ol the Party can speak in
such a way. What would Zinoviev say if anybody tried to
cast on him the responsibility for the events in Germany in
1921 and' 1923, in Reval and in Bulgaria? But in the same
way, according to the Platiorm, every actual or alleged
weakening of the foreign political situation of the U. S. S. R.
is a consequence of wrong policy. As it the capitalist States
had not had any development since 1923 and as if there had
not been any conflicis with imperialist States before 1923, for
example no war with Poland (1920)!

How demagogic is the Opposition and how much it
reckons on a lack of criticism on the part of the reader is
further shown by the way it compares an agrarian country
like Russia with highly developed industrial countries:  “The
consunption of coal will (in Russia in the year 1931) be seven
times less than that in Germany in 1926, about. seventeen
times less than that in the United States of America; the comn-
sumption of pig-iron will be fourteen times less than in Ger-
many and 11'/, times less than in the United States of
America”. ‘

. When on the occasion of the tenth anniversary of the
October Revolution one presents such a thoroughly pessimistic
plan, it means that one is really working against Socialism. .

Here there is employed as a. measure of the work of
socialist construction not the efforts of the working population
of Russia; here no account is taken of the. resistance of the
capitalist environment and the backwardness of industry in
Russia, due to Tsarism and the civil war; here, precisely accor-
ding fo the pattern of the capitalists and social traitors, the
industrial development of two of the most powerful capitalist
States is compared with the painfully struggling Soviet Union.

This hostile attitude dominates the entire Platiorm. Every-
where there 'is only talk of the tardy progress and the short-
coinings. All objective resistance and difficulties disappear be-
hind the accusation of a false policy. It is no wonder therefore
that the Russian working class, which has to carry on its
shoulders all the difficulties of construction and which has
experienced all the deprivations of.former years, has rejected
with indignation the criticism of the Opposition. The small
and diminishing opposition vote, originating mainly from intel-
lectual circles, which as a result of the retrenchment in the
bureaucratic apparatus are being discharged, and from the ranks
of unskilled unemployed streaming in from the village, who
have not yet passed through the Marxist school of the life of
an industrial worker. ST ' ’

The nature of the criticism is on a par with the proposals
of the Opposition. Their tendency is, without paying regard
to possibilities, so to develop ‘industry that in the next few

years it shall catch up to such capitalist States as the United
States, which has behind it a century of industrial development;
as il Socialism was a kind of magic! For this purpose the
whole policy of the Party and the State, il town and country,
shall be directed towards the most speedy liquidation of the
NEP. and the “energetic abandonment of the orientation to-
wards an isolated socialist development”. In order to veil this
monstrous idea, which would entail the shattering of the
alliance between the workers and the peasantry and the reali-
sation of which would endanger the whole proletarian State,
the Opposition only speaks of cutting away the excrescences
of the NEP. At the same time the Opposition regards the
NEP. itselt as an “excrescence” and not, like Lenin, as a
means for realising Socialism under the special conditions
obtaining n Russia. If the “excrescences” are cut away in the
way the Opposition desires, it will mean in the last resort to
abolish the NEP. entirely, instead of, with the help of  the
NEP., systematically developing the socialist econontic elements
and ousting the capitalist elements. :

The Opposition therefore demands on the one hand abo-
lition of the NEP. and transition to a purely socialist econonty,
and on the other hand it declares itself to be against the “theory
of isolated socialist development” or “of building up Socialism
in one country”. This classic contradiction shows the unten-
ability of the whole argumentation of the Opposition. This
leads to the Trotzkyist theory of “closing a door in history”,
as at the time of Brest-Litovsk: rather perish than live by means
of compromises. That sounds all very fine as a heroic phrase,
but Lenin considered compromise to be necessary as a means
of obtaining respite and to undertake new and more vigorous
altacks. And the workers have more understanding for real
politics and decide today, as then, for Lenin and against Trotzky.

The Platiorm shows further that its authors do not under-
stand, or they forget the role of the Communist Party. It de-
mands as a principle the right of organised action on the part
of groups (iractions). The Platform demands the readmission
of all the expelled members of the Opposition without regard
to the content of their criticism and their demands and actions.
Finally, the Platform makes use of that demagogic argument
that -the Party budget is too high and is based upon sub-
ventions, instead of only upon membership contributions. It is
with- this alleged democratic demand that Adolf Hofiman and
Curt Geyer ended their treachery to the Comintern and the
C. P. G. As if it would not be a matter of course and a pride
{or every Communist Party — instead of like all bourgeois and
social democratic parties, to rely on help of capitalist money

'— to oblain support from the victorious Russian proletariat.

The same Opposition, which in the Plaiform as well as
in all speeches and documents, allows itself to use most mon-
strous language which can only serve the enemies of the Soviet
Union and of the Comintern, raises the sanctimoneous demand:

“Polemics must be conducted in a strict comradely and
concrete manner, withott bitterriess and exaggerations”.

At the same time the arguments of the Opposition exceed
the hostility, maliciousness and distortions of those of the
Communist Labour Party and of the Social Democratic Party
of Germany. All the assertions regarding the alleged praise
of Stalin by the bourgesisie do not wipe out the fact that all
the enemies of the Soviet Union are eagerly making: use of
the assertions of the Opposition. : o

The Opposition raises the claim to be the best defender of
the Soviet Union. So soon, however, as it comes to a war
of the imperialist States against the Soviet Union the Platiorm
of the Opposition will form the chief argument of these States
in the ideological fight against Soviet Russia. The bourgeoisie
and its confederates are not quoting that which the leaders of
the Opposition have written in the years 1918—1925, but what
they have concocted since 1925. It is not the majority of the
Party which forgets the services which certain members of
the Opposition have rendered within the boundaries of the
Party and of the Comintern; they themselves are causing their
achievements to become things of the past. How could the
revolutionary proletariat acquit the Opposition Jeaders .on
account of their former services, after they have taken the path
of the enemies of the Soviet Power*
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| XV. PARTY CONGRESS OF THE C.P.S. U,

The Intemational Position and the Tasks
- of the Communist International.
Report I;y”tomrade BUCHARIN at the XV. Party Congress of the €.P.S.U.

" (Detailed Report.)

1. QUESTIONS OF INTERNATIONAL ECONOMICS AND
THE CRISIS OF THE CAPITALIST SYSTEM.

it is a fact that is well-known to all of us that we are
living in an epoch of wars and revolutions, an epoch, upon the
whole, of the decay of the capitalist  countries, although the
‘curve of capitalist development in certain countries or groups
of countries may be rising here and there. A certain “pre-
monition” of this truth is even penetrating the minds of the
most prominent representatives of bourgeois economic science,
as e. g. Sombart,

Starting from such a general estimation of the situation
of capitalism, we need yet not deny the fact of a partial, sta-
bilisation of the capitalist system. Indeed, it would be quite
impossible to deny the existence of a whole series of sudden
indications of business prosperity within the limits of this
partial stabilisation. Undoubtedly an increase in production is
noticeable. We cannot but recognise an extraordinary rapid
technical reconstruction, especially in Germany. Similarly there
is without doubt-a — partial and témporary — political
stabilisation in the main centres of the capitalist regime, eifected
in part with the aid of white terrorism, Fascism, and the
destruction and extermination of the last remnants of demo-
cratic “liberty”, and in part with the help of the Social Demo-
cratic parties, those main props of the capitalist system of the
present day. But this partial stabilisation cannot conceal the
fact, even to many bourgeois economists, that the epoch in
general is one of the decay of capitalism, an age of progressive
rot and dissolution. The partial stabilisation assumed  various
forms, which do not allow of a smooth progressive develop-
ment of capitalisi society. On the contrary, these forms are
in themselves nothing but the outcome of the post-war crisis,
and they embody such anomalies and suffer from such serious
infernal diseases that they are bound in their turn to produce
Turther conilicts .and crises. I shall stop to mention a few of
these structural alterations in the edifice of capitalist economy.

In the first place, mention should be made of the shifting
of the point of gravitation of economic life from Europe to
America. I' need but call to mind a series of well-known figures
in regard to the United  States. 60 per cent. of the world’s
steel ouput, 72 per cent. of the oil output, 53 per cent. of
the copper production, 43 per cent. of the total of coal raised,
and almost 20 million motor-cars out of the 24 millions of
the total world’s output, were produced in the United States,
while more than half the total gold supply of the world is
in American hands. This shifting of the point of gravitation to
America involves a-great number of additional difficulties for
the capitalist regime and entails the danger of tremendous
conflicts within world economy. Secendly, we have the decline
of Great Britain. Great Britain has already become a country
living on foreign investments, a huge parasite. Let me furnish
some illustrations of this fact. In’ 1925 the profit from the
entire British goods trade stood at 100 million pounds, the
profit from capital exportation and other bank operations at
420 millioss; in 1926, the year of the great strike, which shook
the entire economic organism of the country to its foundations,
the dividends of 1500 joint-stock companies figured at an
average of 11.8 per cent., whereas in the preceding year, when
there was no strike, the average dividend of the same com-
panies was 10.5 per cent., or less than the dividend distributed

in the strike year. How can this phenomenon be explained, that
the level of profit should not depend on the actual position. of
industry? .The explanation is that British capital reaps its
main profit not from industry but from the sale of the colonial
raw materials, such as rubber, tea, and oil. Thus we see that
Great Britain has turned into a parasite-country whose indu-
strial enterprises, from its coal-mines downwards, are getting
less and less profitable and whose exporting industry is ex-
periencing a crisis, while the policy of large investments in
industry has .become impossible and there is no longer amy
basis for a technical reorganisation of industry. This decline
in England is accompanied by chromic unemployment, which
destroys all hopes of a reorganisation of.British -industry by
means of capitalist methods. It is not unnatural that -in such
circumstances wide circles of .the British bourgeoisie should
entertain the idea -of a wholesale removal of a section of the

_population to Australia, while Malithusianism is experiencing a

revival.

Finally we must point out a whole series of contradictions
in Central Europe, which have given rise to the well-known
expression as to the “Balkanising of Europe”. The point where
all these European contradictions meet and intertwine is
Germany, which in itself affords an example of almost all these
anomalous circumstances. Germany, too, can point to a success-
tul stabilisation such as no other country can record, and that
in regard both to technics and to the organisation of capital.
Thus initial costs have been greatly reduced and the competitive
capacity of Germany on the international market has increased.
On the other hand, the very same Germany is faced with
serious difficulties and dangers arising from the Versailles
distribution of the European continent. '

Just at present the problem of the reparations payments
has become very acute. The “Rheinisch-Westfilische Zeitung”
of October 14th, 1927 states that no one in Germany knows
how ‘it will ‘be possible to get 1250 million marks for repara-
tions payments out of the new Budget. : ’

Added to this, there is the question of the payment of
interest on the State debts and of the actual indebtedness of
Germany. outside the reparations payments, which amounts,

. according to the calculations by the head of the Reichsbank,

to 10,000 milion marks. These payments render an increase
in exportation essential, but Germany has a balance of pay-
ments which is even more adverse than was the case before

_the war, in which connection it must not be forgotten that the

Gérmany of {o-day is the mutilated Germany which was so
greatly despoiled by the Versailles peace treaty. The contradic-
tion between the capacity of German production and Germany's
strength as a State are well illustrated by this small example.
it must, moreover, be added, and this is a point of no small
importance, that the class struggle arising from the further de-
velopment of the stabilisation process and from the constantly
increasing internal differences, is becoming more and more
pronounced,. -

Germany is in this respect a classical example. Maximum
achievements of stabilisation and at the same time the greatest
possible difficulties undermining the said stabilisation. This
is a good illustration of the present position. The stabilisation
advances in forms which are the outcome. of the war and
post-war crises, and it is for this very reasonm, apart from a
number of other facts, that the capitalist world presents such
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+a complicated aspect with such a tremendous number of inier-
nal quarrels and conflicts, inevitably involving other and
yet gtealer conflicts and more - and more serious con-
cussions. "‘Added to all this, there are such “friffing” circum-
“stances as the existence and development of the Soviet Union
and the growih of the colonial movement in. lndia, China,
Farther India, etc., about which I shall have occasion to speak
later on.

i Rois to b'e‘observe.d that of late the differences among  the

capitalist Powers have also been growing more pronounced.

In the first place the differences between the Enropean States
and America. Secondly, also the dilferences- which are parti-
cularly acute, between the capifalist States (before all Great
Britain) and the Soviet Union. All this, again, entails. among
the capitalist States a tendency towards a control of economic
life, a forced promotion of the process of concentration, ani
a cenfralisation of capital. 1 might sum this position up as
follows: While on the one hand there is an accentuation of
the conflicts among the capitalist State organisms in spite of
all attempts at conciliation, this very development forces the
bourgeoisie on the other hand to tighten the screws of a con-
centration and ceniralisation of capital within their indiviiual
countries. Or, again, in other words: At present the tfendency
of development is towards State capitalism under bourgeois
dictatorship. I do not conceive this tendency in the sense of any
important increase of the State functions of the bourgeoisie in
the realm of economy, but yet there is a certain growth in the
direction described. I have in mind the astounding growth, in
post-war times in general and the last few years in particular,
of the tendency towards the formation of great trusts (not mere
syndicates or cartels, but pronounced trusts, i. e, the alliance

of productive units of ‘different types). The concentration ani

ceniralisation of economic life is advancing with seven-league
boots. We might even affirm that there is taking place a
“trustification of the State power itself”, i. e. that the State
power of the bourgeoisie is becoming more than ever depen-
dent on the great and powerful capitalist concerns or com-
binafions of concerns. There is. a process of concrescence
between the employers organisations and the State apparatus,
‘though in the great majority of cases this process is not ac-
companied by any acquisition by the State of these “economic
“organs”. Therefore we cannot yet speak of State capitalism in
such a case. But there is a preparation for it, a tendency in
that direction. As a matter of fact, this is not an altogether
new phenomenon, though I must admit that as long as cani-
talism has existed these processes have never develored so far
as is now the case, a fact which appears to me to be of great
significance.

Let us take Germany as an example. In Germany 2500 mil-
lions out of the total 18,000 millions of share-capital of the
joint-stock commpanies belong to the chemical trust and the
steel trust, which latter controls two thirds of the steel ont-
put, “commands” the entire steel industry, and decides -the
political directives of the couritry.

The chemical trust has concentrated 80 per cent. of the
entire chemical production in its own hands,

Four fifths of the ouiput of electrical enmergy lies in the
hands of the State. German industry has literally been wounl
into a single great knot, which is intimately connected with
the home and foreign policy of the Government, This is one
type of development, a type aiming at concentration and centra-
lisation of capital, a type which shows the tendency of pre-
paring for Stafe capitalism. :

Japanese economic life has to face no such complications
as ~obtain in European countries. It is a characieristic fact,
however, that there 30 per cent. of the industrial and banking
capital, without even considering the railways, are immediate
Btate property. Japanese imperialism is in irreconcilable oppo-
sition to the imperialism of the United States and Great Britain.
Therefore, pressed from without, it strengthens the internal
tendency in the direction of State capitalism. The fact that
foreign political factors are forcing the capitalism of a whole
number of countries in the direclion of consolidaiicn and orga-
nisation, is well illustrated by the example of Japan, which
thus represents the second type of the fundamentally identical
tendency.

As a third type we may take Iialy. Here capitalism is
undoubtedly developing into a curious form of State capitalism

and a special iype of State power. What is the actual conlents
of the so-callea “Magna Lua.ta of Labow™? Mussolini' calls
it'a “corperative Stae’, wiiich is ultumately notning but the
so-called ~funciional aemocracy” of ‘Cato pauer. Accorling to
this theory, demiocracy consisis of the representaiion ot the
dilterent professions, classes, and groups, according to .their
function in social life. 1he employer conducis the worsk and
gives orders, the worker works and obeys tne employer,. the
consumer buys -and’ the producer sehs.; If we fake ihese
difierent - “functions”, as “Otto Bauer so delicately cails them,
and their represcniation, we shall have, im his opinion, a pe-
culiar ‘non-karliamentary . type of State. ‘the awhole insipidity
of Otto Bauer consis.s in the fact that he fails to so.ve the
question of power or to decide the. question as to whom
this mechanism is to ‘serve -and who is fo condjuct it."Bat
just that is the ma'n thing. Mussolini has annulled Farliament,
is building up his Fascist “corporative State”, and would like
even to recruit the workers for this task. He dissolves the
proper trade unions and organises Fascist “trade unions”, he
places ceriain persons at ineir head, and then sets about
building up his “corporative” State with the aid of “repre-
sentative” delegations of  the Chambers of Commerce, the
industrial enterprises, the bankers, and the above-named Fascist
trade unjons. Seen from the sfandpoint of the economic jen-
dencies, all this means nothing but a peculiar form of State
capitalism, with State power conirolling and developing capi-
talism. On the basis ol a ruthless exploilation of the working
class the policy of ‘an indusirialisation of Italy is to be effected.
With the aid of the Fascist trade unions wages have been
reduced, the wo.king day prolonged, and “discipline” infro-
duced in‘o the works, while at {he same time the prices of
industrial goods are regulated. During the last two years the
wages of the lialian workers have been constantly sinking and
now figure at from 70 to 75 per cent. of the pre-war level.
This is the foundafion of the industrialisation of Iialy. Here
you have an example of the third type of tendency leading to
State capitalism. . '

" Finally I must make mentfion of the rather original form
we find in Austria, the form, if I may say so, of a “municipal
capitalism”. I have in mind the municipal enterprises in which
the Social Demmocratic Party has so great an influence. These
are the main types of this infernal economic reorganisation,
such as is in progress in the capitalist organisms of the most
importfant countries.

Thus we have on the one hand a growth of the differences
among the various capitalist States. On the other han1 we see
the further process of an organisa‘ion of capitalist forces within
the countries. expressed in a tendency towards State capitalism.
It is altogether absurd fo draw i{he conclusion drawn by
Hilferding, who completely exaggerates the process of the so-
called organisation of capitalism within the countries and in
doing so forgets the most important thing, viz. the class cha-
racter of this process. He argues that the above-mentioned

.

tendency is the transition to a state of capitalism devoid of all

wars, etc. Just the opposite is the case. 1f the outer complica-
tions and conflicts favour this tendency towards the con-
centration of capitalist forces within the country, the compre-
hension of all capitalist forces in ils turn will sharpen the
conflicts among the capitalist States, since this development is
naturally followed by increased compefition and since it is
accompanied by a growih of aniagonisms in the establishment
of adequate customs {ariffs and so forth. Such an “organisatory”
tendency brings with it “not peace but a sword”.

This is not the expression of a peaceful “ultra-imperialism”,
which places on its head the peaceful nightcap of the League
of Nations, but rather the expression of an aggravation of
conilicts, leading inevitably to a catastrophe, the name of
which is the “second round of war”. The market problems
are becoming more acute; likewise the problem of a fight
against the Soviet Union. The pressure on the workers is
increased. The danger of war was never so great as it is now.
The State capitalist tendencies do not solve this problem but
aggravate it. Conferences such as the disarmament conference
are a pacifist fraud on the part of the Imperialists and Social
Democrats. It is not worth our while to speak about it at our
Party Congress. We have the prospect of further wars clearly
before us. Such are the most characteristic traits of the new,
or partly new facts which we have to record in regard to
the relations of the capitalist S‘ates among themselves and of
these States to the Soviet Union.
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I THE POCITICOM COF THE WCRKING CLAGS.

How does this development affect the position of the
working class and how is it reilected therein? '

if we take tne level of wages as a criierion, we shall see
that, except in the United Siates and some oher oversea
countries, the pre-war wage level has nownere been reached.
The position is as follows:

In Germany the real wages paid a skilled worker in July
1927 were 93 per cent. of pre-war, while the wages for
unskilled labour were 100 ‘per cent..of pre-war. According to
other indications, the nominal wages for skilled labour in
April 1927 stood at 135.8 per cent. and the index of prices
at 146.4 per cent, so that from the siandpoint of real wages
there was a deficit.

In Great Britain the average wage is not more than 90 per
cent. of the pre-war real wage. lhe loss is particularly great
in the main industrial branches — textiies, coal, iron — with
the prospect of a further decrease of wages. As regards France,
in "Paris wages at the end of 1926 were only .in the case of
compositors higher than in pre-war times, ranging in all other
professions from 65 to 87 per cent. In Italy the workers are
now in receipt of from 70 to 75 per ceni. of the pre-war wages.
In the United States there has been an average rise of wages
of 30 per cent., for, as I already remarked, it is only in the
oversea countries, and not in all of them either, that an in-
crease in wages can be observed. But in the face of this average
of 30 per cent, there are some tremendous discrepancies
between various branches of production and various regions.

As to the attitude of the European capitalists, even where
the pre-war wage level has not been regained, the present
situation is considered altogether untenable and the necessity
of 'a further reduction of the wage level is contemplated. There
are, indeed, many “learned” economists, who openly advocate
a turther pressure on the working class.

This Frofessor Cassel gives uiterance to a theory which
is notorious for ils insolence. He calls our age the age of
monopolies. A monopely, he says, is a very harmiul thing,
for it is only the free movement of men, money, and goods
that can guaraniee the greatest possible increase of produciive
forces. But now we have monopolies, and what monopolies too.
We have employers’ monopolies, says Cassel, which is very
bad; but we have alsc monopolies of workers (trade unions),
which is still worse. Now the trade unions, i. e. “monopolies”
of the working class, are much stronger tham the irusts, syn-
dicates, etc., which represent the monopolies of the emp.oyers.
Therefore, says this learned man, there is such a ‘‘use of
violence” on the part of the working class and therefore wages
are now so “high” as to entail all sorts of sufiering and
hardship. The main reason for uiemployment, crises ani the
like, lies in Cassel's opinion in the high rate of wages! Hence
unemployment. If lower wages were paid, more workers could
be employed. And he suggests the destruction of the “inordina-
tely great monopoly” of the working class and of the “exces-
sive” wages.

This means: suppress and destroy those trade unions
which exist; press yet harder on the wages and on the
working day, without regard for such “achievements” as have
been gained by the capitalist world in this respect,

The conclusion may therefore be drawn that a partial sta-
bilisation of capitalism is in progress on the basis of greater
exploitation of the workers; its champion is the trust form
of capital; it rests on the presumption of the destruction of the
workers’ organisations. It is a significant fact that the for-
mation of trusts and cartels is always accompanied by the
creation of anti-strike funds.

Thus, in his book on the steel trust, Ufermann reports that
in the course of a year 176 million marks pass through the
hands of the European Steel Trust and that, according to
paragraph 7 of the statutes, 4 dollars are paid for every ton
of steel produced short of the stipulated quota, even in the
case of a shortening of produciion by reason of a strike.

The report of a correspondent of the “Berliner Tageblatt”,
a Liberal bourgeois witness, on the conditions in the Leuna
works confirms our conclusion that capitalist stabilisation and
rationalisation really ensue at the cost of the working class
by reason of its merciless exploitation.

It must be admitted, however, that German capital has
succeeded in absorbing the unemployed to a considerable
degree. This must be recognised. Unemployment was enormous

in. Germany. No very long {ime ago it amounted to millions,
some, whie back swil to (ul,uu0; at present ic is well below
tnac figuie. the aevelopment of Germian industry has led to
a sharp reduction of unemiployment. in this respect there is
vast diierence Detween Germany and Great Britain, where un-
empioymen: has become siapiised and has lemamed at the
level of more than one million, in which connection it should
be poinled out that tais total represenis only indusirial workers
anl not new comers from the open country. '

HI. T+ E COMPOUITION OF THE WORKING CLASS AND
fr B 1¥PES OF TLE LABOUR MOVEMENT. '

By reason of the manifold nature of the present situation
of capiialism .in the various countries, we may observe diiterent
types of the labour movement and distinguish various methods
em loyed by the bourgeo.sie in ordcr to control it. I should
thereiore like to say a few words as to the attempts made to
“Americanise” the labour movement. ) e

We have at present a virtual monopoly position of the
United States in international economy, a posi.ion perhaps of
greater significance than Great Britain ever occupied. Therefore
the working class of the United States is still immeasurably
more bouni up with the American bourgeoisie than was
formerly the case in Great Britain. :

A glance at any small survey of wages will immediately
show us what is here at issue. If we put the average real
wages paid in London in 1925 at 100, we shall get the follo-
wing figures  for other important towns: Philadelphia 221,
Faris 71, Rome 48, Warsaw 47, Prague 58, DBrussels 57;
Vienna 47 (Woitinsky: “The World in Figures™). The European
average is thus between 40 and 50, the average in America 220!
That 1s the proportion between this aristocracy of the inler-
national working class and the broad masses of the European
worke:s. And if we {ake the wages of the Chinese coolie or
of the worker in the African diamoni fields, or any other
colonial group of workers, it is obvious what a tremendous
difference we should find between a coolie and an American
worker. But even in America itself there are, as I have already
rena-ked, diffcrent classes of the American proletariat, even
official sources showing the difference, at {imes a very con-
siderable one, between these individual groums.

Cn the one hand there is therefore within the proletariat
of the United States a labour aristocracy and on the other
hand the lowest grades of the working class, people who have
become bluntel and indifferent and are more_ or less in the
conlition of slaves. But these lowest grades of the working
class consist of negroes and immigrants who were yet worse
off in other countries before coming to America. As regards the
negroes, they are even within the limits of the working class
considered as second-rate citizens. The ‘enfire organisation of
the workine class is such, that the capitalists keep the workers
in hand with the aid of certain groups among them.

The organ’sed forces of the working class are so built up
as to be opposed to any form of revolution. The total number
of ‘workers, without the emplovees, is about 25 millions, of
whom 3 or 4 millions are organised. Of the total number of
these organised workers, about 75 per cent. are members of
the aristocratic “American Federation of Labour”, so that every
labour union organisation in the working class has a purely
upper-class characler. The American Federation of Labour com-
prises the aristocratic strata of workers. its leadership is in
the hands of labour union bureaucrats of a type which lies
beyond the comprehension of our working class. 1 do not
intend to speak of the methods of theit, corruption, bribery, ihe
embezzlement of funds of the labour unions, and the like.
But what salaries do these leading bureaucrats receive?

Stone, chairman of the engine-drivers’ union, gets 25,000
dollars pay plus another 25,000 for representative:! purposes,
hence a totale income of 50,000 dollars or 100,600 roubles
(Sensation among the Audience). This means an average of
8300 roubles monthly. And that is a “labour-union leader”.

But besides this organisation there is awdther form of
organisation in America, the so-called “company unions”, a
sort of common body uniting employers and workers of the
same enterprise.. The object of these bodies is what is known
as “industrial peace”, the elimination of class differences; they
work most jealously and have succeeded in subjecting certain
sections of the working class to the influence of the capitalists.
Let me cite a well-known example. On the Baltimore-Ohio
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Railway there is a sort of company union, By recruiting the
‘workers to economic co-operation and subjecting them to the
capitalists, it was found possible between 1924 and 1926 to
double the dividends of this company.

_ What then are the organisatory principles of these com-
pany unions? The organisation only exists within the limits
of the enterprise, It is supporied by the employers, who in
return secure a double dividend. In these enterprises all other
forms of labour unions and all class struggle organisations
are strictly forbidden. c
.. The energy of the working class is employed for the pur-
pose of creating surplus values, for inventions and other mental
labour in favour of capitalist exploitation.

Another type of organisation is to be found in the shape
of the labour banks. The workers carry their savings to the
“labour banks”, which invest this money in shares of various
enterprises, companies, or trusts.- In this way the workers
contribute their hard-earned savings, which, when accumulated,
supply the bourgeoisie with a very considerable amount -of
additional circulating capital. At present there are about 37 such
labour banks, all of which dovetail into the total mechanism of
capitalist society. »

On this basis a complete theory is built up. The well-known
bourgeois economist T.N. Carver has published a complete book
called “The Current Economic Revolution in the United States”
(Boston, 1925).. There is much talk, he says, of various revo-
lutions, but they do not amount to anything. There have been
political revolutions in Germany, Austria, etc., but the real
revolution is the economic revolution which is to be found in
one country only, in the United States. Carver argues as follows:

“The only economic revolution in the world is that
now progressing in the United States. It is a revolution
which is doing away with the barrier between workers
and capitalists by making the workers independent capi-
talists and the majority of the capitalists workers in one
form or another for the very reason that they are not
able to live on their capital. This is something altogether

new in the economic history of the world.” (P. 9—10.)

The channels of this revolution, according to Carver, are
the lollowing:

“Firstly, the rapid growth of investments, secondly, the
capital investment of the workers by the purchase of shares
in the trusts, and thirdly, the increase in the number of
labour banks. (P. 11.) :

In its essential points, this ideology of Carver is the same
ideology on the basis of which stands the whole international
Social Demntocracy. There is no fundamental difference between
the two. . :

What is it, therefore, that we see in America? The lower
strata of the working class are foreigners and negroes, Their
fighting methods are often very revolutionary and the fight they
put up is brutally suppressed. On the other hand a large section
of the American working class is an aristocracy of labour.
This organisation is embodied in the American Federation of
Labour. Then there are the company unions, the labour banks,
and so forth. Over all these we have the capitalist organisa-
‘tions, the powerful employers’ associations, the banks, industrial
concerns and irusts. By means of the intermediaie organisations
they have the entire working class in their hands.

These methods of the American bourgeoisie the inter-
national Social Democracy and the leaders of the reformist trade
unions would gladly transfer to Europe, though they forget
that while in America these methods have a certain foundation
in the monopolist position of tiie couniry, they are without any
such basis in Europe. In certain countries they would be
altogether ridiculous, .

“Let us take Great Britain, for instance. Iis predominant
position has disappeared, although in regard to the colonies the
British Government manoeuvres, makes concessions, and gains
a cerlain respite, postponing the hour of its downiall. But the
main tendency is downhill, which may be seen in the first place
by the tremendous chronic unemployment. A further offensive
of capital evokes such events as a march of the miners on
London. The revolution in China and the revolution in other
colonial countries shakes - the entire British Empire. The
lower strata rise; there are strikes and lock-outs. Therefore
American methods can find no employment here. Nevertheless,
the capitalists are attempting; with the aid of the Labour Party
{eaders and the trade unions, to introduce the notorious “indu-

strial peace” here too. Thus Spencer has founded a company
union on Amierican lines among the miners.

In Germany foo it is difficult to find any basis for the
American methods. The German bourgeoisie, however, ende-
avours to promote anything leading in this direction.

The attitude of the Social Democrats  and trade union
leaders is. quite in keeping with Carver’s “philosophy”, Though
they pretend to be opposed to the founding of company.unions,
they themselves work in the same direction ideologically, and
politically. The Social Democrat Erdmann has openly -declared
that the trade unions are an element in capitalist economy.
And their entire directives consist in permitting as few strikes
as possible, though under the pressure of the masses they are
forced at times to conduct such strikes. But they, too, are fully
taken up with the idea of industrial peace. '

But though the American methods are greatly favoured by the
social democratic and trade union leaders, and although these
leaders are striving so that. stabilisation and its further de-
velopment in Europe shall proceed without any great social
conilicls, the whole idea, in the case of Europe, is a bour-
geois-reformist illusion, especially for such a country as Great
Britain, since for the introduction of the American methods
one “frifle” is wanting, the transfer of the American economy
to Europe, an operation which would prove “very difficult” to
say the least of it. ‘

As regards the colonial periphery of the capitalist world,
we must record the awakening of the working class as an
independent ' force. Naturally, in the colonies too, every pos-
sible con‘emptible method is employed, such as the yellow
organisations of Chang-Kai-Shek, the “Union of Mechanics” in
Canton, attempts of the British reformists to keep the trade
union movement in India in check, and so forth. In general,
however, we can say when speaking of the type of movement
to be found in the colonial countries, we are for the first time
entering upon an epoch in which the working class is be»
coming conscious of itself as an independent force in the mo-
vement, and in which it is not infrequently the main basis
of the revolutionary movement. Such a state of affairs we have
never had before. Very naturally it is extremely difficult for
the bourgeoisie to employ the method of corrupting the working
class, seeing that there is absolutely no basis for such an
attempt.

iV. THE ACCENTUATION OF THE CLASS STRUGGLE IN
) EUROPE.

If we regard the events of the most recent times from the
social class standpoint, we see in the first place the continuation
of the offensive against the working class, i. e. Fascism in Italy
and Poland and the germs of Fascism in England. We see a
very cruel and systematised policy of white terrorism, which
keeps down the proletariat by the destruction of the labour
organisations. We have the unexampledly cruel rule of white
terrorism in the Balkans; Italy, where reguiar man-hunts have
been organised of late and thousands of workers arrested for
the purpose of fishing outtwo or three Communists; then similar
circumstances in Poland, and so on. We see a policy of de-
struction, and that even of the docile trade union associations.
The history of the British “Bill” against the trade unions is
well known. We have here a continnation of the aitack of capital
on wages and working hours along the whole line. Obviously
there is in Europe a certain combination of Fascism on the
one hand and the altempls on the other to transplant to Europe
the “American” methods,

But at the same time, and partially on the basis of sta-
bilisation itself, which is the decisive moment for the entire
Furopean position, we may see that the working class of Cen-
tral Europe is rising again after serious defeats. There is an
incipient revival of the labour ‘movement, an accentuation of
the class struggle on the part of the proletariat. We are ex-
periencing a cerfain redistribution in the proportion of class
forces, an undeniable inclination to the Left, the revolutionising
of the proletariat in the main centres of European capitalism.

This process is developing in various directions.

In the first place we witness a growth of the Communist
votes at elections in the great and decisive centres of the Euro-
pean continent. This increase in the influence of the Communist
Party reflects far-reaching processes, which we may sum up

‘under the head of a “turn to the Left”.
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- The second symptom is the influence of the Communists
in the trade unions. There is doubtless a growth of the influence
of the Communists and of the revoluiionary trade union op-
position in a number of countries, e. g. Germany (particularly
in Berlin, Hamburg, Halle, and other large towns). In Haly,
despite the destruction of the trade umions and despite the
raging of the white terror, the Party is fighting successiully
for the restoration of the trade union organisations, In Czecho-
slovakia we have also an increase, albeit not very large, of
Communist influence in the trade unions,

A third phenomenon is the open stand made by the pro-
letariat. Under this head we have, in part at least, the great
British strike, then the rinsing of - the Vlenna workers,
which is of great importance as a characteristic of the
situation ‘in Europe. Mention should finally also be made
of the resounding echo awakened in all the world by the execu-
tion of Sacco and Vanzetti.

Lastly we have also an undoubled revival of the strike move-
ment in a number of countries. After a series of lost defensive
tights, there is a ceriain upward curve of the strike wave in
Germany, France, Czechoslovakia, Italy, and other countries.

Besides all this, there are a number of other symptoms,
which may also be enumerated among the open actions of the
working class. The Toulon mutiny ot the French sailors, the
unrest among the naval reserves in those parts, the great anti-
Fascist street demonstrations in France and Germany, a series
of street demonstrations in various countries in connection with
the attacks on the Soviet Union, thus in France, Germany,
Czechoslovakia, and Poland (in regard to which country spe-
cial mention should be made of the great demonstration in
connection with the murder of Comrade Voykov), then the Red
Front-Fighters Day in Germany, and so on.

We must be - quite clear as to the character of these phe-
nomena.

-~ They are not the remnants of the defensive fight put up
in answer to the offensive of the capitalists,

They are not the “gradually abating last resistance” in con-
nection with the fights formerly waged by the working class.

No, they mark the beginning of a mnew period, based on
the fact that the working class has got over the worst part
of the depression following on its former defeats, that it is
newly recruiting its forces, and that, in view of the mcreasmg
differences accompanying stabxllsatlon, it is preparing for a
renewed and increased class struggle. :

I do not wish to say that we are alreadv faced with an
immediate revolutionary situation in Europe. Things have not
yet progressed that far. ~

Matters have, however, so far develoved that, after a cer-
tain interrunrtion and depression in the labour movement, we
are faced with a decided turn in the direction of a mobilisation
of the forces of the proletariat and with a reversion to . active
struggle.

-The worst time is over, the working class is reviving. it
is beginn‘ng to mobilise its forces, it is enterins into the
siruggle afresh. There is undepiablv an intensification of the
class struggle on the basis nf the development of internal contra-
dictions arising from stabilisation. .

THE SOCTAY,. DEMOCRATS, AND
AMSTERDAM.

- In exam’ning the inner life of the Eurovean countries, we
must register this fact as decisive for our entire estimation of
the avproaching period.

The task of the Communists, as the vanguard of the
working class, lies in giving all-round supvoort to this same
process. It is up to us to place ourselves at its head and to
elaborate the proper tactics to ‘be adonted in these new cir-
cumstances of an accentuated class strugele. Tn this fight for
the working masses, in this fight for the leadership of the
working masses, in this fight for the accentnation of class
action, we encounter in the first place the ‘Social Democracy
and Amsterdam.

. The danger of international conilicts. the increasine menace
of war between the canitalist world and the Soviet Union the
swmg to the Left on the nart of the lower strata of the working
class in Eurove, the colonial revolutions on ‘the oné hand and
the mobilisation of the forees of canitalism on ‘the other —
all these facts are accompanied by -a pronounced swing to the
Right on the part of the heads of the Second Intermational and
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of the International Federation of Trade Unions. 1 believe that
since the inception of the Social Democratic parties and of trade
unionism there has never before been such a “consolidation”
of the theory and practice of the Social Democratic parties
on the basis of a complete capitulation to bourgeois ideology.

The train of thought followed by the reformist leaders may
be summed up as foliows: “We” must transform the present
faciories inio “constitutional factories” and democratise " the
factory conditions in a peaceful way. Karl Renner, one of the
most prominent ideologists of the Social Democracy, calls the
tarifi-contracts concluded between employers” and workers a
“socialisation of wages”. Hilferding writes in one of his articles
that, without being aware of it themselves, the magnates of
capital are really accomplishing a Marxist work by developing
in the direction of organised economy and thus preparing the
way for Socialism. The Social Democrati¢ theorists have issued
as the main slogan the slogan .of “economy democracy”. At
the same time an attempt is made to counscle the workers by
the statement that this process must last for centuries, as Karl
Zwing also points out in his book on the sociology of the
trade union movement.

tilferding recently set up the thesis that it was 1mp0331b]e
to speak of the prevalence of a bourgeois democracy in Ger-
many, Austria, and. certain other countries. In his opinion it
is stupid fo speak of a bourgeois democracy. There is merely
a democracy pure and simple, and by means of it the working
class is “democratising” the entire State. This theory was too
much even for Hiferding’s colleague, Max Adler,, But the
whole Social Democracy accepted it with  “vociierous™ applause.
This theotretic and practical attitude goes yet further. If it is
possible peaceably to democratise the factories, the banks, the
trusts, and even individual States, it will and must be possible
also to democratise the League of Nations. This. task of de-
mocratising the .League of Nations is therefore represented as
the main objective of foreign politics, whereby the last touch
is put to the “American” idea of a class working community.
A highly characteristic utterance was made 'in this connection
by Albert Thomas in the periodical “The Employer”. He writes
in praise of the idea of a mutual approach between employers
and workers, and even goes so far as to applaud Mussolini
for being “anxious” to bring about an understanding between
labour ani capital.

A favourable attitude towards the trusts, fowards the
constructional development of capitalism, towards the banks,
towards the State, and towards the League of Nations, ac-
companied by a timid and at the same time deceptive advo-
cacy of a “peaceful” democratisation of the apparatus in the
hands of the deadly enemies of the working class — that is the
“programme” of the Social Democracy of to-day.

I may still mention that of late various great Social De-
mocratic. par‘ies have zealously engaged in the question of an
agrarian programme, by “makmg use” of the “Russian ex-
periences” in their own way. A whole series of parties accepted
new: agrarian programmes. The essential point about all these
programmes is the introduction of the peasants into the ge-
neral process of the development of capltahsm within the limits
of “an avoloov ‘of the canitalist order in its entirety.

Tt is obvious that this positive attitude in relation to ca-
nitalist rationalisation, the canitalist enterprises. the capitalist
States. and the League 'of .Nations ‘must undoubtedly lead to a
rositive attitude not only in the small daily avestions of the
class struogle, but also in the big questions of the present day,
particularly the queshon of war.

VI. TVE OUFQTI(\N OF WAR AND THE DISTRIBUTION
OF = THE LABO'IR. MOVEMENT.. THE SOCIAL DEMO-
: CRACY AND AMSTERDAM

Thanks to the aggravation of’ the class struggle and the
un'oubted g-owth of svmpathy for the Soviet Union, the radi-
calisation of the workmg class, the accentuation of colonial
problems and the force of the pressure brought to bear by
the broad working masses on the social democratic leaders,
the latter find themselves under the necessity of “manoeuvring”.
Of late we have noticed on the one hand a very definite and
constantly growing orientation to the Right in the circles of
the Amsterdam International ‘and the Second In*ema‘nonal and
at the same fime an obvious “Left” manoeuvre in the opera-
tions of the Social Democracy acainst ourselves. One of the
tHeses employed against us in this connection by the Social
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Democrats is somewhat as follows: Not against the Soviet
Union,. but against the Communists. What does that mean?
In reality it means nothing but a social democratic “reproduc-
tion” of the policy now puarsued by Chamberlain. Chamoerlain
tells us: “We have no objection to doing business with you,
but be so k.nd as to close down the Comintern”. The Social
Démocrats say, “Pardon us, we were at all times in favour
of your magnificent attempt to build up Socialism. But have
the kindness not to spread the infection of your Communist
and despotist methods to our countries.” :

What does this mean? Either, give “your” Communist
Parties instruciions {o cease their work, or else, make an
immediate ¢nd with the Comintern. That is what it all amounts
to. It is now difficult to rail openly against the Soviet Union,
since the broad masses will not stand for that. Therefore they
coquette with the Soviet Union. At the same {ime, however,
they attack Communism with all their force. In this way the
sense of the manoeuvre is only too. cbvious.

There is another highly interesting factor. Of late the
Social Democrats even attempted fo seduce the Comintern. We
received a letter from the Independent Labour Party of Great
Britain, confaining a query as fo the possibility of combining
the Second and Third Internationals. These peonle want to
pretend not to be aware of the fact that the Communists wou'd
never agree to a union with the traifors. The President of
the German Reichstag. the Social Democrat L.&be, recently made
a derlaration con‘aining much the same statement as that
‘published bv the “Vorwirts”, to the effect that the Soviet Un'on
is a Sorialist attemnt which the German workers would also
vniertake, though with different methods. In Austria, Otto
Bauer made a speech in a similar sense. '

, It is a matter of course that the Communist Party can
but answer fo such menoeuvres with a streng'hening of its
counter-attacks on the Social Democracy, for. 1 mav reneat,
the main po’nt about this manoeuvre lies in the fart that it is
a renefition of the capitalist manoervre. This is a'l the more
necessary. since thev also soreat abroad the most shameless
lies in rerard to the Soviet Union. their “sympathies” for
which are feigned from beginning to end.

Let us imagine that in the case of a war Germany were
to side with our enemies, which is the more probable even-
tuality. What will the German Social Democracy do then?
Does it not result from its entire attitude that it will feel called
upon to defend the “democracy” of Hindenburg against the
“despotic methods” of the Bolshevists? That is as clear as
daylight. Seen from this standpoint, all talk of sympathy for the
Soviet Union is an open and malicious deception of the broad
masses. In the ma’'ter of war, the heads of the Social Demo-
cracy will in all probability employ all sorts of democratic
“theories” in excuse of the fact that they are engaged in a
policy directed against us. They will sav: “There is an inter-
national organisation called the League of Nations, which cer-
tainly possesses various shortcomings; it is not any too demo-
cratic an1 “we” might very well make it more so; at the same
time it emboies the love of veace of all nations: on the other
hand that desnotic Asiatic oligarchy of the Bo'shevists, whizh,
as Tro’zky, Smilga, and Zinoviev themselves affirm. is decayed
an corrunted. will not submit {o the League of Nations. Whom
shall we support? The peace of the world known as the League
of Nations, or that corrupt oligarchy, the Soviet Union?”

Thus thev will be able to go against us with a “clean”
conscience. There can be no doubt but that in so doing they
will meet with resistance on the part of “their” workers. But
their entire at'itude towards the cavitalist State is a weapon
of the coun’er-revolution against Socialism both within the
country and in international politics. This line of actipn is
now more ani mnre decidedly onvosed to the attitude of the
working class itself, for never were the s~mpathies enjoyed by
the Scviot Tlpinn so great as thev are now and never before
was the idea of a defense of the Soviet Union so popular.

At its last plenary session, the Communist International
raised the question of a possible war with considerable
emphasis and elabora‘ed various definite theses in this con-
nection. The main principle set up for the moment was not
the principle of peace but rather that of the defence of the
Soviet Union and the defence of the Russian and Chinese revo-
Jutions. No. abstract pacifist peace catchwords, but. very con-
crete slogans of bellicose aciivity. Our slogan for the solliers
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a spirit of “defaitism” in regard to their “own” native coun'ry,
but rather sets up the principle of a direct desertion of the
imperialist ranks in favour of those of the Red Army, seeing
that the fight at issue would be one beiween the imperialist
States and the Soviet Union in its character of a dictatorship
of the working class. We set up explicit directives for the work
of the Communist Parlies in this connection, and we are
certain the Communist [arties will succeed this time in placing
themselves at the head of great masses of the working class, it
the bourgeoisie should risk an attack on the Soviet Uniom.
An1 jus. in this question of a preparation for action, a pre-
paration which must be started at once, which has indeed
alrealy been started, which is going steadily forwards and
must be continued, in this question, I say, there have been and
will still be serious conflicts with the Social Democrats, whose
whole a'titude, theory and practice are in the service of the
capitalist regime and represent the greatest obstacles we have
to overcome,

VII. THE FIGHT FOR THE MASSES AND THE UNITED-
FRONT TACTICS.

Of late a redistribution has taken place in tlie European
working class, with the result that both we and the Social
Democracy have grown.

Where are ihe roots of Social Democratic influence to be
found? ‘they are to be found in the stabilisation of capitalism,
in the circles of employees, in the labour aristocracy (parti-
cularly in the {rustified industries), in the periodically recurring
hopes of expansion and prosperity on the part of “their own”
national industries, in the pacilfist hypocrisy of the Social De-
mocracy, and finally in the Social Democratic play at oppo-
sitions.

The roo‘s of Communist influence, on the other hand, lie
in {he coniradict’'ons of stabilisa'ion, in the danger of coming
wars in general ani of the war against the Soviet Union in
particular, and f{inally in the “rightward” development of the
Social Democralic leaders.

This process places us in front of the inexorable problem:
Shall we con'inue the united-front tactics just as they are at

present, without changing them by so much as an iota? Shall

we employ these tactics in exacily the same way as two years
ago? Or shall we make any new additions to them, fransfer the
emphasis to other points, and draw delinite conclusions from
{he various alterations in fhe objective rosition and out of the
various changes in the working class? We are of opin‘on that
it has become necessarv to effect some such change of emphasis,
ani these changes lie in the direction of a more intensive fight
against the Social Democratic leaders and the Amsterdam
International. :

Thus the peculiarity of united-front tactics at the present
moment lies in the decided necessity ot employing them, so to
say, from the bottom upwards. It is there that the main emphasis
must be applied. The basis is now provided by the labour
movement; for combinations among the leaders there is now
far less occasion than heretofore, since these leaders are, not-
withstanding cer’ain an'ics towards the “Left”, actually tending
mo-e and more towards the “Right”. The general line to be
observed in united-front tactics, however, must be more than
hitherto a reliance on the broad masses of the membership,
towards whom our tactics must be directed.

United-front tactics must ‘and will develop in various direc-
tions. In the matter of a fight against the danger of war, they
must take the form of a more vigo-ous struggle against the
Social Democracy of a struggle against pacifism, which is a
seriotis menace and which unfortunately has a strong hold on
the working class; furthermore, of a development of the
campaign for the support of the Soviet. Union, of propaganda
in non-party mass  organisations of every kind, making use
of the surcesses of the recent Congress of the Friends of the
Soviet Union. work in such organisations as the Anti-Imperialist
League, the institution of congresses in individual districts in
favour of defence and of the protection of the Soviet Union;
then of an exnloitation of the recent diplomatic siep taken by
the Snviet Union at Geneva. This is our foremost task. The
organisation of non-narty mass-meetinos. congresses. committees,
wherever the situation makes it advisable — all this- must be
part of the great programme of our united-front factics.

In the first nlace we mmust lay down a line of action for

v of the imperialist armies' does not limit itself to embodying our work in the trade unions. You will know that in a number
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of Communist Parfies we have not only been obliged to admit
that we are aoing litlle of no work 1n the traae unions, but
that there is oficn the added disauvaniage that our coinrades
are unaware of how Commumnist activity ought to be carried
on in ine trade unions, of wnat poins Meisn thie most atlen-
tion, and wnat shoula be maue tne main object of this work
i the reacuonary {irade unions, o

It dppears 1o me, comrades that what I have just said
shows quite definitély that ihe Communist. attitude must be
directed against ihe idea of class harmony and against the
entire coun.er-revoluilonary Social Democratic ideal, the policy
of “industrial peace’”. k

Our attitude is one of intensified class struggle, against
‘rust capital, against all co-operation with capitai, against a
policy ot tne factory councils, which take part themselves, and
thereby inveive the working class, in.the task of building up
capitalism, against enforcea arbitration agreements, and against
everytning that binds the hands of the workers; at the same
time it is in favour of sirikes, in favour of an extension of
the class siruggle, in favour of an inexorable determination as
regards the wage question, in favour of a vigorous policy
in the question of unemployment, in favour of a definite stand
in the question of the working day, in favour of an intensifica-
tion of strikes, against all tendencies of industrial peace;, and
against all slogans which would hint that we are following
in the wake of the Social Democracy.

At the same time [ may remark that it is altogether wrong
that certain com:ades — it is not a question of very many —
should now raise the ques.ion of a *control of production”
as a matter exhausiing our entire trade umion activity, That
is a wiong attiude. In a revolutionary situalion the demand
for the conirol of production by the workers is correct if it
is also. a demand for the occupation cf the factories and the
like; but if there is no immediate revolutionary situalion, any
such proposal has an air of being borrowed from a musical
comedy on ‘‘economic democracy” or from an opera on the
evolulionary seizure of the works. That is wrong. Neilher
nationalisation for the capitalist countries, nor municipilisa‘ion,
nor yet a transition from the hands of ‘private capital to those
of the State, neither a programme of control on the part of
the workers, nor the eniire comnlex of State-capitalistic pro-
grammes is immediately ‘acceptable from the standpoint of the
Comintern. That is how the problem was expressed by the
3rd ‘Congress under the immediate guidance of Lenin. We must
not sirike such notes as these.

From an organisatory standpoint, the aspect of our Parties
must' be such, that in the face of the development of powerful
capitalist organisations we must demand in the first place the
combination of trade unions according to spheres of produc-
tion and their compreliension in adequate trade-union cartels.
In this connection” we must also pay atiention to a decided
- .augmentation of the .work in the trade unions, for these are the
strorigholds and at the same time the main “transmission
bands” of the Social Democracy. We must direct our attention
towards strenghtening our own organisations, the Red Trade
Unions, wherever they exist. We must direct. our atteniion
to’ organis.ng the unorganised and to working among such
of the working class as are not included in ‘the trade unions.
Even'in such countries as France there are very many of this
kind. They are a yet umtouched reservoir for purposes of pro-
paganda. In such a couniry as Czechoslovakia there are very
many such workers, as there are, foo, in such a couniry as
Germany. Here we must increase our efforts to the utmost.

Similarly, we must increase the struggle for ‘international
unity of the tride union movement. It is our duty to aid the
work ‘of the Red Infernational of Labour Unions and to re-
gulate the relafions between A.U.C.T.U. and the R.L.L U.
We' must keep in mind that we have certain experiences in this
relation at our disposal and that we can aitain’a number of
Tesults. ' o .

The British opportunists have dissolved the Anglo-Russian
Commitiee. In this connection Comrade Kamenev said to us:
“The Anglo-Russian Committee died a miserable death, which
is solely owing’ to you”. Well; and if we had destroyed it during
the British strike, would 'its death have been more honourable?
I'cannot unerstand that. That would also have been a miserable
end (for the British opportunists). If we reason after the manner
of Kamenev. it means stariing. on the basis of the hopes enter-
tained by Zinoviev, according fo which we might have got
‘the better of “reformism in Europe” by the aid of the A.R.C.

We must put our own hands and all the levers we can.
info operation. We must use all means for the purpose of
strengtnening the R.I.L.U. and intensifying the work of the
Soviet ‘trade unions so that they in their furn may work,
both inside and ouiside the R.1. L. U. and contribute to streng-
thening its position.

We must conclude political “friendship treaties” with other
trade unions, remembering all the while that the chief weight
must attach to the work of comprehending the broad masses.

In a whole series of couniries we have “unity groups”,
but they are not connected with one another, nor are they
subject to a central leadership, since each works for itsell.
That is not the right state ot affairs and it must be altered.
We have now got into touch with a whole series of trade
unions in Eastern countries. The accentuation of the inter-
national fight in the direciion of trade-union work is the
result of the present position. Before all, it is an outcome
of the international position, and the Party Congress must
pay special aitention to this circumstance.

Finally, comrades, we must draw certain conclusions for the
approaching election fights. ‘

As I already pointed out, we are now faced with a series
of election campaigns, in Great Britain, France, Germany, and
Ioland. Here it is a question of a fight for the united fromt.
Must any changes be made in our attitude towards the Left
bourgeois and Socialist parties in view of the international
position and of the particular circumstances of the present mo-
ment? The idea might very well arise that, in view of the
complica‘ed international position af the Soviet Union, we
should show greater leniency in our relations with the Social
Democratic Parties. But the entire analysis of the position, as
rendered above, points -in the direction, that our electional
caninaign must be exploi'ed for the purpose of showing the
workers that the Communist Party is the one and only revolu-
tionary party of the working class.

Let us take Great Britain as an example. There the Con-
servatives are fighting ‘with desperate obstinacy.. A bloc bet-
ween the Liberals and the opportunist Labour Party is not
inconceivable. In a whole series of important questions the
Labour Party has capitulated to its bourgeois pariners.

Some British comrades argue that in his “Infantile Sick-
nesses” Lenin spoke of the necessity of helping the Labour Party
to power. In this connection I may point out that it is a great
mistake to assume that Lenin imagined it would be suificient
to vote for -the Labour T'arty and nothing more. On the con-
trary, he suggested a compromise, a division of seats, etc. But
now it would not do to make use of these arguments of Lenin,
seeing that the sifuation is now quite different. It can now
hardly be said that we must “push” the Labour Party fo a
position of mower, since the Labour Party has been already
in power. When Lenin wrote those words, he had in mind
the possibility of unmasking the Labour Party. But we must
not pass over facts which belong to the past. On the contrary.

 We must do our best to expose the leaders of the Labour
Party on account of their treacherous attitude in such questions
as the struggle of the miners, the Chinese revolution, the question
of the Soviet Union, and the Trade Union Bill. Applying the
princin’es and factical directives belonging to a past age to a
fundamentally different situation does not mean realising Lenin’s
testament, but merely indicates a lack of understandihg in
regard to his tactics, We must now so arrange our tactical
rnsition that we can confront the candidates of the Labour
Party with candidates of our own in a number of places and
thus apmear as an independent party with an aspect of its own.
We must do our utmost to expose the leaders of the Labour
Party. i

In France it is a question of life or death for the Poincaré
Cabinet. Here. too, it might be argued that we should support
the “Left cartel”, seeing that a Conservative regime would be a
menace to the Soviet Union. Such an orientation would be
wrone. ‘

. -We must rather prepare our French Party for a decided
fight. It has never been under fire, but it will soon be under
fire. It is faced with the prospect of a hard fight, and we must
so conduct this election camnaign in France that the French
Commmunist Party can show the entire- working class of France
that it is a fight between the bourgeoisie and its Social De-
mocratic henchmen on the one hand and the Communist Party,
the only revolutionary party of the working class, on the other.
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It is obvious that this does not preclude suggestions for the
formation of a united front and in some cases for the support
of a Socialist candidate if there is the danger of the reactionary
candidate winning the seat. But it would be a mistake, for
example, to vote for the Left bourgeoisie. That cannot be
permitted. ' o
... In Germany we shall have to unmask the Social Democrats
who are even mow preparing for the “great coalition”.
' In Poland we must not approach the leadeirs of the Polish
Socialist Party with suggesiions of a united front. I am of
opinion, that there should be no question at all of applying to
those depraved adherents of Pilsudski, in whose souls there is
not an atom of anything proletarian lett. We must rather address
ourselves to the broad masses of the Polish Socialist Party
members. ; : o

" In our efforts for a united front we must therefore transfer
our attention {o the broad membership, increasing our struggle
against the Social Democrats in general and against the so-
called “Left” Social Democratic, leaders in particular. We must
direct all our agitation {owards “linkihg up the every-day
demands of the working class with_the great political issues,
especially the question of war and towards bringing the masses
closer to the main principle, that .of the dictatorship of the
working class. : '

VIIL. THE COLONIAL QUESTION AND THE COMINTERN.

- If ‘the capitalist world is at present experiencing dn urgent
want of markets and if the question of a redistribution of co-
lonies has again become acute, this means that the crisis of
the entire capitalist economy is centring at the moment upon
theé ‘colonies. A whole series of colonial risings, thé revolt*in
Syria, the movement in Egypt, the revolt in Morocco, the great
rising 'in the Dutch East-Indies, the ceaseless unrest in India,
and finally the great Chinese revolution, all these events bring
the capitalist world face to face with the colonial question.

Under this head we should also mention a whole series
of “conilicts and antagonisms between the powerful capitalist
countries and those semi-colonial countries which form an
object of their colonial policy. In particular there has of late
been a series of such differences between the United. States
on the one hand and Mexico, Nicaragua, and other Latin-
American countries on the other hand. Coolidge has considered
it opportune to point out the particularly “pacific” réle of the
United States, which consists in the fact that, both by force
oi arms and by other means,. the United States suppress all
emancipatory movements in the couniries of Central and South
America. . . )

Already at the time of the war, certain of our comrades,
particularly such- as had joined our Party from other camps,
suggested, in opposition to Lenin, that in countries subjected
to colonial oppression on the part of imperialism our policy
should be the same as in the imperialist couniries themselves.
., During the war, Radek published au article on the rising
in ‘Ireland, in which he pointed out that at the head of .this
movement there was not the proletariat but part of the Irish
bourgeoisie, so that the entire movement was 'a matter of little
interest to us. Lenin most vehemenily attacked this standpoint,
declaring that a renunciation of the support of such national
emancipation-movements represented- an assistance of the im-
perialism of the dominant nations. As a matter of fact,, the
attitude of Radek was neither more nor less than a Social
Democratic -deviation in a national question, since it is just
the “standpoint of the. Social Democrats to refuse (o support
national-revolutionary and. colonial movenients under the pre’ext
that very frequently, and especially in their early stagec, such
movements . are not under the leadership of. the working
class, ‘anq that therefore proletarian revolutionaries should Lave
nothing to do with these national bourgeois movements.

In his polemic. against Piatakov, who at that time wrofe
undér the nom de plume of Kiyevsky, Lenin cites a whole
string of ‘arguments against the principles advanced by the
fortiier, who had declared that in the ‘epoch of ‘imperialism
there could be no question anywhere ‘of national community,
that  the cry for natignal self-determination was tantamount
fo "4 “recognition of the right of defending national frontiers,
that ‘the stanidpoint' set up by Lenin was nothing but the reali-
sation of a national bloc beiween the bourgeoisie and the
prolefatiat, and that this standpoint. must inevitably lead to
social’ patriotism. = ° o ‘

Piatakov was of the opinion that we ought never to make
common cause with the bourgeoisie, that we should never
support a comprehensive national bloc, that this would mean
the arounsing of national hatred as distinct from class hatred,
and that it would never do to pursue one policy in the im-
perialist countries and another policy in the oppressed countries,
since this would be in contradiction to what he called the
“monism” (i. e. uniformity) of our policy. This standpoint
Lenin opposed in the following terms: )

“If national risings are impossible in an imperialist
epoch, Kiyevsky makes a mistake in mentioning them at
all. If, they are possible, there is no foundation in all his
remarks about ‘monism’ or in the assertion that we ‘invent
instances . of self-determination under imperialist rule.
Kiyevsky is defeating himself. : )

" “If ‘we actively oppose .the suppression of a.national

rising — an eventuahity which Kiyevsky himself assumes.

to be possible — what does it mean?

To this question Lenin replies:

“It means that the result will be a ‘Dual action‘ (to
employ the same philosophic phrase as our writer selects),
firstly. an action on the part of the nationally oppressed
proletariat and .the peasantry, logether with the nationally
oppressed bourgeoisie against the oppressor nation, and
secondly an action on the part of the proletariat of the
oppressed nation, or at least of the class-conscious portion
thereof, against the bourgeoisie and any support the latter
may find in. the oppressor nation.” (Vol, XIlI, p. :371/72.)

This formula is highly significant. Let us apply it to’ China
in the first stage of the development of the Chingse revolution.
In China we, were faced with thie faci that .{he national bour-
geoisie  was engaged in a fight -against Brilish imperialism.
What tactics had therefore to be employed according to the
principles of Lenin? Naturally such tactics as would lead to a
“dual action”, In the imperialist countries, e.’g. in Great Britain,
the proletariat was to oppose the bourgeoisie; 'in the oppressed
country, in this case China, the proper policy was that of action
of the nationally oppressed proletariat and peasantry together
with the nationally oppressed bourgeoisie,

If therefore the Opposition deciares that Lenin always and
in all circumstances excluded a common action of the nationally
oppressed proletariat with the nationally oppressed bourgeoisie,
that this was a Menshevist principle, such assertions on the
part of the Opposition have really nothing in common with the
Leninist attitude. Inteed, Lenin points out that it may in given
circumstances be necessary {o act in’union with the nationally
oppressed bourgeoisie. This is what Lenin wrote on the sub-
ject, ‘ani it is altogether a blow 'in the ‘eye to the argiments
of the Opposition. o " : ' '

“ihe endless phrases employed by Kiyevsky against
the - national bloc, against ‘national illusions’, against the

‘poison’ of nationalism, or against the ‘awakening of natio-

“nal hatred, and the like, have proved to be niere nonsense,

for, in advising the proletariat of the oppressing countries

actively. to oppose the suppression of {he national rising,
the author (who, we must remember, considers this . prole-
tariat a force worth taking into consideration) is himself
arousing ' national, hatred ani supjorting the “bloc with
the bourgeoisi2’ on the part of the workers of the oppres-

sed countries.” (Vol. XIII, D. 372) ,

- Lenin therefore not only admits the possibility and advi-
sability of making common. cause with a nationally oppressed
bourgeoisie in certain ‘siages of an emancipatory struggle, but
also speaks of the possibility of the suppression of such a
“bloc” with. the bourgeoisie” of the oppressed countries, It is
quite natural that this is not an infallible general rule applicable -
to any stage and any epoch even of a colonial revolution,. That
is a matter of course. In speaking of the possibility of a “bloc
with the bourgedisie”’, Lenin attached a whole series of con-
ditions fo any. .such union.”And in another place, ‘which we
have repeatealy cited, he formulafed these conditions mest pre-
cisely In the first place, they are conditions, presuming an. actual
struggle of a national-revolutionary bourgeoisie against impe- -
rialism; in the second place they are conditions presuming -a
real ‘freedom of organisation on the part of the. working class .
ani the peasantry and of our Party ‘on the basis of. revolu~ .
tionary tactics, a revoiutionary. programme and revolutionary
activity, . o Lo : BT IR
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. M such conditions obtain, ail that applies which Lenin said
in this connection, if they do net obtain, the siluation is alto-
-gether-difterent, with anotner distribution of the classes, another
array of forces, another relation between the classes, and an-
other tactical programme. 1hat is how the problem must be
envisaged. And if we take into consideration that such a2 power-
ful revolution as the Chinese revolution, which confronted us
with a whole series of fundamental questions of colonial policy,
could last for years, it is only obvious that in the course of
the development of this revolution we should have various
distributions of forces and classes and therefore also various
tactical changes on the part of the Communist Party and the
working class. It seems to me that these most important pre-
sumptions have now been sufficiently - explained, and that we
can safely say that the fundamental reasoning employed by the
Opposition against the tactics of the Communist Internafional
and of our Party, will not stand criticism. It represents a
return to the standpoint of Radek and Piatakov in past times

and is anything but 100 per cent. Leninism, as our “friends” .

of the Opposition attempt to make out.

. This is altogether obvious, all the more so as we have
observed that when they were in the Political Bureau and sol-
ved all these problems in a former stage of the Chinese revolu-
tion ,our Oppositionists never said @ word against such tactics.
Not even Zinoviev, then chairman of the Chinese Commission,
opposed them. No objections were made, and everybody was
in favour of the support of the national-revolutionary Chinese
bourgeoisie. ' ,

Nowwe have another stage of development. The bour-
geoisie has long ago gone over into the counter-revolutionary
camp. The grouping of the. classes is altogether different. Now
there can only be a question of a fight on the part of the
working class, the peasantiry, and part of the. petty-bourgeoisie

of the cities against the combined ferces of the foreign impe-.

rialists, the feudal class, and the national bourgeoisie which
has now turned into a counter-revolutionary factor. The bour-
geoisie enjoyed the support of the urban petty-bourgeoisie and
at one time also of the pcasantry and the proletariat, but this
grouping of forces entailed the development of such a powerful
agrarian movement and of such a powerful movement on the
part of the warking class, that the terrified bourgeoisie fled
into the camp of the counter-revolutionary forces and must now
inevitably make smaller or greater concessions to imperialism.

Let us dwell on the present situation in China. Far from
having died, the Chinese revolution appears to ‘me, in all pro-
balility, to be on the eve of a new and active stage of  its
development, a stage characterised by a new foundstion, new
forces, and new activity on the part of the peasantry and the
proletariat. The: probability of a new rise of revolutionary ac-
tivity is afforded by the situation which has now resulted in
China. A few words, in the first place, as to the imperialists.
Have the imrerialists succeeded. in subjugating China and in
solving the Chinese question in their own imperialist sense?
Have they succeeded in putting down the anti-imperialist move-
ment? The question need but be put in this way to make the
answer obvious. They have certainly not succeeded in suppres-
sing the Chinese revolution.

It is true the -imperialists have occupied very important
strategic and economic positions and scored certain. successes.
The British have again obtained their concessions at Hankow
in spite of the agreement concluded by the British representa-
tive O’Malley with Eugene Chen, the former representative of
the Wuhan Government, while Japan has quietly gone over to
the conquest of Manchuria and the interior of Mongolia, where
it has greatly strengthened ifs positions.

It seems to me that of all the immerialist groups Japan
has madé the greatest conquests in China. Japan has ‘at all
times been very careful; the Japanese diplomats have disclosed
surprisingly little and have made practically no .significant or

cured the largest booty in China.

In spite of this it may be said that the immperialists have
not succeeded in solving the entire Chinese problem. They play
the role in China of a hostile force. thev have torn China to

.+ pieces, they_have their fleets there, they have occupied various

places, but they can hardly be said to have “pacified” the
country by  imperialist measures or to have broken the back
of the Chinese revolution. =~ ' e
“Has the ‘Chinese  problem, meanwhile, ‘been solved by the
formerly national revolutionary and now national-counter-revo-

lutionary bourgeoisie? It seems to me that they have not oaly
failed to solve it, but that the development of the objective
differences between the .bourgeoisie on the one hand and the
workers’ and peasants’ movement on the other has rendered
it impossible for them to solve the Chinese problem according
to their wishes and has indeed caused the Chinese bourgeoisie,
which has become dependent on the semi-feudal militarist appa-
ratus, to grow yet weaker, to split up into groups, and no
longer to act as a united class force. We are now witnessing
a position in which the various military groups under their
difterent political leaders have split, up to some degree in semi-
independent cliques, which renders it possible to speak of a
certain decline of the power of the national bourgeoisie.
And what is passing meantime in the depths, in the masses
of the working class and the peasaniry? Though our Chinese
comrades instituted demonsirations on the occasion of the exe-
cution of Sacco and Vanzetti by the white terror of America,
they have “accustomed”. themselves “at home” to a monstrous
and quite unparalleled white terror, such as it is hard even to
imagine. There tens of thousands of .our adherents have lost
their lives. There we have witnessed the physical destruction
of ‘a tremendous number of our comrades, members of our
Party and such as are in intimate touch with it. It is impos-
sible to describe in words the cruelties and horrors of the white

- terror, such as are now characteristic of the fighting methods

of the Chinese*counter-revolutionaries. .

But the most wonderful thing about it is that nevertheless
it would be absolutely untrue to speak of a throttling of the
Chinese revolutionary movement. On the contrary, of late there
have been signs of a revival of the movement. The movement
has ‘exnanded among the peasantry. We have a ferment in quite
a number: of different provinces, while' in the Kwantung pro-
vince the power is in some parts in the hands of Sovizts of
the peasantry. For the first time in the history of the Chinese
peasant movement, a Soviet power has been formed on a rural
basis, a system which has already started a veritable war of
annihilation against the big landowners. There from 300 to 400
landowners have lost their lives. (Applause. Cries of “Too few.
There must be more.”)

In this distri¢t, which has a population of several millions,
the big landowmers have been pracfically exterminated.

Fimally,. we are now faced with a very critical position
throughout the province of Kwantung and. especially round
about Canton. .

Judging by a number of different indications, we may well
say that China is on the eve of very. serious events.

Attempts have been made to oppress and divide the wor-
king class not only by means of the white terror but also by
means of yellow frade unions, controlled by “leaders” appoin-
ted by Chang-Kai-Shek and other generals. Here again it is a
matter worthy of our admiration that the Chinese workers have
evinced the greatest heroism in sacrificing a great number of
their sons and in continuing to defend their own organisations
most desparately against the yellow leaders in spite of the cruel-
lest forms of white terror. The bitterness of the fight is so
great, that the wholesale butchery of our fighters is answere)gi
bv the direct physical extermination of the yellow “leaders”.

Sensation.) ; .

That is an approximate picture of the state of affairs in
China. .

In summing up we cannot but draw the following con-
clusion: ; ;

In the first place, the imperialists neither have solved nor
can solve the Chinese question, Secondly, the national bourgeoi-
sie is not only not approaching the solution of this problem
by its own methods of suffocating the working class and com-
promising with the imperialists, but it is itself more and more
split up as.a political party. It has now divided its authority
among those cliques that have now come to play such an im-

presumntuous gestures, but in effect it is Japan that has se- ““portant role-and who are now waging ‘a competitive struggie

for the immediate sources of their existence, seeing that they
must live and suoport their various armies, which are fairly
large. All this calls for wconsiderable means, which can only
be ohtained by a very substantial pressure on the population.
There remain two great classes, fhe peasantry and the
working class, for whom the natiomal question is in'no way
opposed to the question of .the class struggle. There remain
two. social class forces which-are not destroyed. in spite of the
great losses thev have ‘suffered. These class forces are. now -
developing, growing, and organising, and therefore it seems to
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me that we have no reason to be pessimistic in regard to the
prospects of the Chinese revolution.

As regards the political or party-political expression of all
these processes, | neced but say a few words. The Kuomintang
with all its groups has long ceased to represent a revolutio-
nary force. Mhat is a fact, 1 believe, that calls for no further
"comment. But the Kuomintang has also ceased to play any
considerable part as a counter-revolutionary force, not because
it has abandoned its counter-revolutionary crimes but because
the point of gravitation now Trests with the military groups,
which merely make use of various remnants of the Kunomintang
as a cloak for their real objects. This is ,the state of affairs
“at present. And that is why a once powerful organisation, which
has failed completely as a revolutionary force, will also faii
~completely in the counter-revolutionary sense.

- It is obvious that-the main thing for us at this juncture
is the promotion of the -Soviets, the importance of which will
increase with the development of the revolution.

Most importance attaches for us to thie question of a con- .

solidation of the Chinese Communist Party, which has been
through a number of very painful stages of its development,
which' have been torn from its ranks, is engaged most heroically
of the .intellectual, petty-bourgeois elements accompanying it,
and which, despite the loss of tens of thousands of its members

which hame been torn from its ranks, is engaged most heroically.

in welding together its organisation. The Pamty now numbers
about 20,000 or 25,000 members, with an additional 15,000 in
the Young Communist League. Quite recently 'we witnessed the
purging of the Communist Party leaders, when Tang-Ping-San
in particular was excluded on account of his opportunist at-
titude in the agrarian question. I repeat: in spite of the gigantic
difficulties facing the Chinese Communist Party, there is an
undoubted internal comsolidation of the Party. Naturally the
future will not be devoid either of a certain amount of friction;
there will be partial-defeats and the like; but the grouping of
class forces and the internal organisation of the Party are now
such that, as I repeat again and again, we have no reason to
feel pessimistic as to the prospects of the great Chinese
revolution. ’

It is not.only from the standpoint of the. further successful
revolutionary fight in China that the experiences hitherto made
in the Chinese revolution are valuable for us. In the first place
the Chinese revoiution confronted us with the colonial question
in all its significance. We have often approached this problem in
‘former times. The colonial question was apparent to all of us
from the standpoint of its fundamental importance, but  the
entire complication of the social class entanglement, the great
difficulty of the tasks connected with the conduct of such a
-tremendous colonial revolution, only faced us quite recently in
grim reality. In our experience of the Chinese revolution we got
to know a whole series of problems of colonial revolutions in
general, and at the same time this experience showed us quite
clearly, how careful we must be in the determination of our
concrete political tactics and how necessary it is to take all
‘the peculiarities of development in each individual country into
account. '

And now, as a parallel to the Chinese revolution, I should
like to say a few words about the problem of the revolution in
‘India, a problem which will in a short time acquire paramount
importance for the Comintern and for our entire Party. India
is also a colonial country, India is also subjected to British
imperialism, in Tndia there is also a national emancipatory mo-
‘vement. It would, however, be extremely rash, were we me-
‘chanically to transfer the experiences of our Chinese tactics to
f ! .

India and to the determindtion of our tactics in regard. o
that country. Why would this be rash? Because there we
have a different relationship of the classes to one another and
because we should there from the very beginning be faced with
a different- position to that with which we were confronted
from the very start of the Chinese revolution.

The British Government has manoeuvred very cleverly in
regard ‘to India of late years. It has cerfainly not succeeded
in winning over the broad masses. But the British Government
has of late made a number of concessions to Indian industry.
Formerly India exported raw materials and imported manufac-
tured goods from the “mother” country, Great Britain. It was
the former policy of Great Britain towards India to leave that
country the role of a purveyor of raw materials, without per-
mitting it to develop its own industry. ,

But under the influence of the development of the Russian
revolution, the Chinese revolution, and the entire capitalist. cri-
sis and particularly under the influence of the movement in
India iiself, the British Government permitted .the introduction

-of special customs tariffs in India and thus somewhat widened

the sphere of development for India’s industry. It proceeded to
get more and more into touch with the leaders of the intellec-
tuals and of the Indian bourgeoisie in regard to self-administra-
tion and managed to persuade a considerable portion of the
once very revolutionary Indian bourgeoisie fo form a bloc
with the British imperialists, so that the Indian bourgeoisie
has in many cases taken up the fight against the “agents of
Moscow”, acting on the argument that the old master (Great
Britain) is better than the “unknown new” (Moscow).

Is it, again, out of the question that the Indian proletariat
and peasantry should make common cause with the national
bourgeoisie? In my opinion, it is not. Is it impossible for us
Communists to form permanent blocs after the manner of the

~Kuo-Min-Tang in India? As I see it, such an understanding

is out of the question for us to attain. Can there be a question
of temporary co-operation or a parallel activity in individual -
cases? Assuredly so. Can there be any question of a more
lengthy support of the Indian bourgeoisie on our part? By
no means. For this bourgeoisie, or at any rate a considerable
gart thereof, fails to fulfil those conditions which Lenin laid
own.

In the first place, the Indian bourgeoisie is not prepared
to wage any lengthy fight against British imperialism. Secondly,
and this is also an important point, it carries on an active
fight against the Communists, to whom it refuses to grant
freedom of action in anything like an adequate degree. On the
contrary, even now it treats us like an absolutely hostile force.
That is a proof that we must adopt different tactics in this
case. The relationship of the classes is difféerent in this country
and therefore the whole position is different, although India
is also a colonial region. ,

If I were to take a country like Egypt, Persia, or indeed
any other such country, I could easily demonstrate that in each
of these countries there are special typical features in regard
to social relations, which would.force us to analvse comcretely
the situation in that particular country most attentively without
contenting  ourselves with any general theses on the colonial
question. This last is in any case not the right thing to do.

Therefore the Executive Committee of the Communist Inter-
national has resolved (as a provisional resolution which will
probably be ratified by the plenary meeting ‘of the E.C.C.1)
that the colonial ovestion in its entiretv be nlaced on the agenda
of the Ordinary Congress of the Communist International.

' (To be continued.) o

The Discussion on the Revoorts of the C.C.

Comrade KRUPSKAYA:

I shall not speak of the big political and organisatory
mistakes, which the Opposition has made. Enough has already
‘been said ‘ont this “sibfect. I beliéve that the chief reason for
these mistakes lay in the fact that the Opposition had lost the

of the C. P.s. U.

(Full Report.)

instinct, the feeling, for what animates the working class, what

animates the leading sirata of the working class, what they
experience. (Manuilsky: Quite right!) The Opposition has lost
all sense for the huge tasks at present confronting the Party.
That is the Opposition’s ‘misfortune. o
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. We are now faced by the actual split. 1 believe that within
the last five years the Party has grown to such an extent ‘and
. has struck its roofs so deeplyinto the masses that it has
begun te express what the masses feel and- experience and
that it will: also survive this: difficult moment. But, naturally,
we must not close our- eyes to -the fact that we are con-
ironted by the actual split, and, in case the Party has to live
through a- difficult moment — and there will naturally be
such- moments during the fight — the platform published by
~the Opposition may serve to gather together elements who set
no value upon the things for ‘which the Party is fighting. This
difficalty must be borne in mind. ’

ig, the year 1909 Lenin wrote that when we have a group
composed of very ‘different elements, the group cannot act
‘trankly,” there is always something false about its actions, and

+ 1 therefore believe that a number of untruthful statements which
. the Opposition has'made have attracted to the Opposition ele-
~ments whi¢h drag the Opposition after them and ‘cause it
to make mistakes which go beyond all bounds.
, When we consider wheiher conciliation at present is pos-
'sible” between the Pariy ‘ahd the Opposition, I believe that
‘there is no-basis for su¢h conciliation. The Opposition, as a
whole, cannot come to terms with the Party, because the whole
is composed of very different elements. One cannot deny that in
the Opposition there are comrades who already dimly perceive
the errors which have been committed and would like to return
“fo the Party, would like to co-operate with the Party, but there
are other elemiénts who believe that it would suffice to make
" believe they belong to the Party. For this reason, the Oppo-
sition, as ‘a whole, naturally has not a uniform attitude and
"“there can therefore be no agreement worth achieving. But 1
-am of the opinion that the Party must facilitate the return oi
all elements; who honestly ‘admitf the mistakes they have made,
" ‘feel that they were in the wrong and are prepared to work
'shoulder to shoulder with the Party. The Party is not strong
<on account of its numerical force but on account of its inner
unity, and one cannot talk of internal unmity if a portion of
the members only keep in with the Party because they must.
~ Determination is necessary in this case; indeed, we are
now moré than ever in need of determination, for the Party
is at present cbnfronted by a number of extraordinarily grave
problems. We have now approached very close to Socialist
construction. When one hears, what the masses say, one sees
constantly new experiments, Socialistic in spirit, and a number
" of fresh tasks before us, which can only be fulfilled by working
together for the common end.

While 1 ain dealing with this painful question 1 should
like to touch upon a problem with which our Party is now
confronted and which cannot be solved without. active work
on our part. ' i

Many- speakers have mentioned the tremendous growth of
culture, and the thirst for knowledge observable in"the masses.
_We have all noticed this and it is quite comprehensible. In
econoimy we have reached a level at which further economic
development, constructive work in which the masses participate,
the questions of rationalisation, all call for a much higher level
of knowledge than the masses possess. For this reason, it is
just among the masses that we find the desire to learn.

Let us take agriculture, the new methods of agricultural
]ac;ivity — all these demand a inuch higher level of know-
ledge.

Finally, the Soviet consiruction, the more intense work  in
the Soviets, the organisation of the masses through the So-
viets, all require knowledge on the ‘part of the members of
the Soviets. All these things taken together call forth that effort
which inclines us to assert that we are on the threshold of
a “cultural revolution. ‘ : o
-. But it is unthinkable to us that. the cultural revolution
can come about apart from the Soviet Power, that the masses
can attain without the help of the Soviets the knowledge which
they need, which they can apply in the work  of Socialist
construction. .

There is need here of considerable help from the Soviet
State, but when we examine how matfers actually stand we see

. that they are in.a certain measure. very unsatisfactory.
. Oar system of- means. . of. political enlightenment .in this

Gouvernement .of Pskov, a frontier . gouvernement, suddenly the

‘idea crops up to dispose. of.all the libraries, that. in a number .

of gouvernements schools are closed, that in some cases even
loweér-grade “schools are closed; we know that education -de-
velops slowly and at an awkward and irregular pace,  but
life requires from us something different. We have {ried very
hard to reduce staffs. It was our desire to bring the leadership

“and “the masses closer together by means of inspections, but

the inspection is not yet organised and there is lacking in. the
work the Communist influence, which should flow through the
education systent. ‘ ‘

* Our Communist-Party influence upon the teachers must
be greatly extended. In this regard it is necessary to do a great
deal of the work of which Lenin spoke, namely, to. infect .the
teaching staff with our enthusiasm, a thing we have not yet
done,

We observe a certain regression in the feeling ‘of the
teachers, We 'must put our backs into this work. When we
speak of ‘econontic “construction everybody understands that
capital outlay is necessary. The same is the. case with our
cultural development; that, too, cannot proceed without outlay
of capital. Thrift in this matier and especially thrift in relation
to the lower forms of public education, is inadmissible. Every

‘Party member must fight in every way against this.. Nor can

we' continue at the slow pace at which our educational develop-

ment is at present proceeding. .

In the matter of cultural development specific tasks must

‘be set, and these must be carried out by the Party officials
‘with the assistance of the broadest masses. Such is. the state

of affairs with us: the 1905 class of recruits has more illiterates
than the preceding ‘years. Our comrades from the army will
tell us whether or not this is right. (Shouts of: “That’s so!”
Diegtiarev: That’s’ not so!”) The fact is, however, that this
compels us to consider the feasibility of providing for all
young illiterates between "the ages of 11 and 18 one year’s
schooling .to teach them fo read and write. This is now pos-

‘sible "both materially and in regard to the teaching staffs. Of

this point we must make a definite task tfo be executed by the
staffs of the Soviet apparatus with the help of the broad masses
of the population. ‘

There are also several other tasks, for instance, the question
ol the schools in the industrial districts. In this:-relation the
position in -a number of industrial districts is' unfavourable.
Some working. districts have not even an elemefitary sc¢hool,
let alone the seven-year  elementary schools. The “elementary
school is, however; the one 'which must be built wp from the
work school.-The work school is erected on a low level; it
does not achieve the results which. it must achieve; it does not

. train the qualified workers required by modern industry. Further

tasks of a similar nature must bé considered on every hand.
A Party Conference has been arranged for February to

consider the questions .of the educational system. I believe that

we should seriously prepare ourselves for this Party Con-

. ference. It is not possible that this Party -Conference should

degenerate into differences of opinion between: the R. 8. F. S. R.
and the Ukraine as to when a start should be. made. with

~prolessional training; on the contrary, it is. necessary' that

this Party Conference should elucidate all the educational
questions which are in dispute. The question of the cultural

_vevolution, the question of arming the masses with knowledge,

is one of the essentjal questions of Socialist construction..
That “is what I 'wanted to say in regard to_ the subject

~which T know best. (Prolonged applause.) -

Comrade RAKOVSKI:

" Comrades the question of foreign relations is such that

it demands the highest degree of unity in the Party. The enemy
abroad is the most dangerous of -all the enemies of our Party

-and of the proletarian dictatorship. (Sheuts of: “Is that your

reason for destroying the Party?” “You should have thought
of ‘that earlier!” “You should have thought of that on No-
vember 7th!”) If -we occupy one sixth of the globe, our enemies
occupy five-sixths. They have the power of State in their hands,
they have capital in their hands. They have a highly developed
technique in their hands, they have great.political experience in
the exploitation of .the - proletariat of ‘the colonial and semi-

A . colonial. countries, . :
country, is. very. bad. 'We know  that in goeuvernements like.the .

“In- the: plenary ‘ session o’quﬁgufS_f the minér‘ity -6t the

“-Party- made ~a .declaration, which, I to-day (Shouts . of: “Not
sminority,..a -handful splinters!”) repeat:in.substanee:. .. <=7
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Against the enemies abroad, who make an attack on the
‘Soviet Union in-its entirety, upon the proletarian power and
" -upon - the worker and peasant governmient (Cries of: “You are
- ‘making the attack!’) we shall indisputably and without re-
' -sérve give our support to the leading “officials of ‘the Party and
of the Comintern. (Noise, laughter, shouts ‘of: “If’s a disgrace
“that you ’ve gone so far!” “And the Clemenceau thesis?” “Your
support is a halter to hang us!”) This is quite apart from the
““fate~'of the collective or individual minority ... (Cry of: “Of a
handful, of a handful, not of a minority!’) Comrades, as, how-
ever, the external danger is ‘a very grave one for us, we, just
“as every other Communist, every meinber of the Party, are in
duty bound to give warning when the leaders make misfakes
- and oversights. :
Permit me, Comrades, first ol all to explain a legend which
- has been formed around miy appearance at the Party Conference
“of the Moscow Gouvernement, (Cries of: “Couhter-revolutionary
appearance... But.in Charkov?” Laughter.) L
" There was atiributed to mie ‘a nonsensical, idiotic thought,
namely, that I made the proposal to respond to the provocations
" of Shanghai, Paris, and London by declaring war. (Noise.)
1 take the liberty, Comrades, of quoting that sentence from the
uncorrected stenogrammm which formed the starting point for
“'the creation of such a legend: ) ‘ .

“Comrades, if our adversaries perceive our weakness,
this will not avoid or ‘delay war but precipitate it. If, how-
‘ever, we were to ‘speak the truth, nobody here would listen
to us. If the relations of forces were different, in djfferent
‘circumstances, the half of what we have done would long
ago, have sufficed to provoke a war. .

* When we were driven out of Peking, when we were

provoked in London, do you not believe that this under

with appropriate revolutionary resistence? Af.this point
somebady ‘asked me the question: Or with war? Yes, Com-
rades, also with war. (Laughter, Noise, Cries of: “And
"have' you changed -your mind?”) For we are a revolu-

“tionary, proletarian “State and not a sect of followers of

Tolstoi.”

: Comrades, yesterday there . appeared in the “Isvestija” a
. declaration. of a Communist, a member - of the French Parlia-
ment, Comrade Cachin, who- said that peace was preserved
only on account of the “patience” of the Soviet State. 'We must
say to the bourgeois world: “Your provocations are such that,
under- different - circumstances, it we did not observe our pre-
.sent policy and-if we had: not so much patience, they would
have led fo war.” When Comrade Rykov said in Charkov that
the -complications in our foreign relations have become so
acute that a moment had arrived when milifary conflicts were
to be feared. he said practically the same thing. i
1 will return to my main theme. When T heard the speech
of Comrade Stalin and those of other of our Comrades of the
‘C. C.; 1 was convinced that the C. C. was repeating at the XV.
- Party Congress the very mistake, which we had made at the
XIV. Party Congréss, in estimating the international position.
‘What was it we assumed at the XIV. Party Congress? In the
1 resolution of the XV. Party Congress the following is said:

“In {he matter of international relations there exists a

strengthening and further extension of the. “respite”, which

- thas been converied into a period of so-called peaceable

gclationship between the Soviet Union and the capitalist
tates.”

Only a few months had passed after this estimate of the
situation had been made, when a wvehement and rapid develop-
ment in the Chinese revolution set in, only fo end in defeat.
This defeat resulted in rupture with England. Furthermore, we
had a conilict with France, and now we read every day of the
inevitability, or, at least, prohability, ‘of serious military com-
plications in our immmediate neighbourhood,  which might change
the actual relations of forces in a situation which is extra-
ordinarily unfavourable for us. (Levandovski: “Yotr make matters
worsel”} V

As the time at my disposal does not permit, 1 shall not

revert fo the sneeches of Comrzdes Rykov, Tomsky and Bukharin

in Charkov, Leningrad and Moscow. 1 shall only deal with
Comrade Stalin’s speech, which, unfortunately I did not hear
well on account of bad acustic relations. (Laughter.) I heard it
and can quote from it as far as I was able to catch it.

First of all, I-find Comrade Stalin’s view fundamentally false.
On the one hand, he recounts the successes of the last twoé years
and closes with the liquidation of the affair with Switzerland;
on the other hand, as though setting one off against the other,
he speaks of the rupture between Great Britain and' the Soviet
Union and of the last conilict with France. T

Comrades, I contend that these two matters cannot be com-
pared and that, if in one sector of our international policy we
had achievements -even' greater: than those we actually had but
in a second sector the rupture with England and ‘the conilict
with. France, a conflict of which various estimates are made by
the majority -~ the “Bolshevik” describes: it -as a:threshold, as
a preliminary step, as a real step towards rupfure — the second
sector is many times more important than the first. And'I would
further say that, even if we had maintained diplomatic relations
with Epgland, even if we had not had ¢ conflict with France,

_the defeat of the Chinese revolution has creafed such. an

(Noise.)

unfayourable situation for us that we might say that this defeat
outweighs all the positive achievements in our foreign policy.

Comrade Stalin very. rightly brought up the question of the
attitude of the working class, of the world proletariat, to-the
Soviet. Union. Yes, the working class is our .axis, in Party and
Comintern policy as well as in State politics. We all understand
that the expioitation of the contradictions between . individual
bourgeois groups and petty-bourgeois groups in. various capi-
talist countries, which is one of the means of diplomatic
méanoeuvring, is of a relative character compared with- this
chief matter of the attitude towards the working class. I.must, -
however, say that i.do not agree with Comrade Stalin’s opiimistic
prognosis and estimate of the situation, (Cries of: “That would

. - e - be a fine thing!” Voroshilov: “You wouldn’t be a. member of
other’ circumstinces would have been occasion o respond “ ' St shi

the Opposition if . vou. agreed with them!”).In this regard we
heard the following sentence: We ascertain steady growth of the
sympathy of the working class towards the Soviet Union. In.this
general form that does not give us a proper idea of the changes
which are taking place abroad. That can only lead us .into
confusion. . .. ; . v o

-1 said: if the sympathy grows in extent. (Goloshchekin:
“Ruth Fischer has no sympathy for us”) but the efficacy of this
sympathy diminishes, this is the most disquieting fact in our
international policy. Let us take England. In the year 1923 we
had a conflict as @ result of the Curzon Note. In the year. 1924

~we had serious disputes with England and we had a conilict

with England in the year 1927, (Postyshev: “And we’ll have one
in the year 1930.”) ‘ o

And everybody who has observed what is going on in
England must have noticed the passivity, the indifference; of the
masses in regard to the last conflict with England, which ter-
minated in the breaking off of diplomatic relations. And that ‘is
the most disquieting fact, which portends a growth of Social-
Democratic  influence.  While acknowledging an increase in the
number of votes of the Comumunist Party, we must recognisé a
decline in the activity of the working class (Felix Kon: “The
insurrection in ‘Vienna!”), this fact, which is most disturbing:
the decline (Voroshilov: “But the conclusion to be drawn?”) of
the efficacy, of the activity of the working class. And in view of
so disturbing a fact I am not content with a general declaration
of ‘the growth of sympathy towards us. What is happening at
present? ’

On the occasion of the fenth anniversary of the October
Revolution the bourgeois Preéss opened on the proletarian dic-
tatorship a raging ideological fire (Bukharin: “Your demon-
stration of November 7th took place!”). One of the papers
which are allegedly friendly towards us, the “Kélnische Zeitung”,
stated in its weekly edition, which is intended for Germans
{iving abroad, in connection with the tenth anniversary of the
October Revolution (I would say from the beginning that I na-
turally do not subscribe to this, but it is a disquieting fact) that
Soviet Russia is spoken of not as an ideologic enemy but as
one might speak of any other State. (Noise in the hall) The
Soviet Union has ceased as far as the cavitalist countries are
concerned to be an ideologic danger. (Bukharin: “Why do they
attack us?” Noise. Cries. Kaganovitch: “Is the “Kolnische Zei-
tung” a bourgeois -paper?”) Rakovski: “A bourgeois paper!”
(Goloshchekin: “Now we ’ve got it!”) A bourgeois paper, but
I warn you of this disturbing’ fact. (Noise, Cries: “You warned
us in-the year 1017, We can get along without these warnings.”)
That is a new phenomenon in our international position. Never

\
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before did the Communist Party and the Soviet Union have to
stand an ideofogic fire of ‘this kind. : '

And “how * does the capitalist world - regand ylo/ur"'P'arty .

~dissensions? I have some ‘inferesting documents on’ this point.
- (Noise.) I have'in my possession a copy of a publication of the
- London: Institute for ‘Commercial Research. This number is de-
- voted to.-the Soviet Union; it does not bear the writér's name,

< ‘but it appears from the ‘document' that it was written by an -

English spy, who says that he was for twb years in a position
o’ observe. unofficially what was going on in the ‘Soviet Union.
- 1'must remind you that this brochure appeared in December of
“last year. (Noise.) What is asserted therein? ‘

‘ ~ “From the study of’evénts in Russia it.appears that the
fate’ of the country is at Preseut decided by two diamentri-
~cally - opposed Tforces. On 'the ‘one hand, doctrinary Com-
munism still endeavours ‘to’' uphold the'ideals and principles

" of the Bolshevist revolution’ of the year 1217 fnoise, laughter),
while, on’ the other hand, the hard faéts of life compel all,
"with the exception of the most fanaticall Communists to

" ‘accept one affer another the principles upon which Western

' civilisation is built.”

- Comrades, 1 have: not the time to dwel long upon what
the bourgeois papers write. I will turn 1o the “Arbeiter Zei-
tung”, from which' Comrade -Bukharin often quotes, a Labour
paper _published by' Otto Bauer. (Inferjection: “Your relations
with Bauer are indeed touching!”) It will suffice to read the
beginning *(Noise" and cries of indignation). In the numbers of
November 16th and 20th (reads): ‘ R
“The criticism. of the Opposition has undoubtedly made
" it difficult- up to ‘the present time for Stalin . to be. conse-
quential, to' keep to the more realistic path in {he matter
of economy and Tforeign policy and to avoid falling into
utopian illusions.” = - R ""

-:The same again on November 20th.~ At the same iirﬁe, the
American pres. states . ... .. -(Bukharin: ¢Feeble, feeble!”
Solz: “That’s right, look in the bourgeois: press for justifications
for your line of action!”) = .. . . = - -

I have here the “New York Times”./It 'writes:

“To maintain ‘the Opposition amounts to preserving the
explosives which undermine the capitalist ‘world.” (Laugh-
ter, noise, shoq-ts, and cries of protest and indignation.)-

A disquieting agreement. Here: they 'say: A 'blow at the
Opposition! — and abroad they also say: A blow at the Oppo-
sition! (Noise, cries of: “That’s the way your friends, Ruth
Fischer and Maslov, speak! They want you abroad to disinte-
grate the Party!”) :

- A second point, Comrades! The majority or, at least; many
of the reactionary papers say that the course being taken with
the Opposition is right but it is not severe enough. (Kossior:
“It looks as though you read nothing but bourgeois papers!”)
I also have the “Temps” of November 8th, in which is stated
in. relation. fo. Comrade Stalin’s answer to the questions of the
international - delegation: - ‘ ‘ L

“In spite-of -a certain deceptive appearance, the Soviet
regime cannot. develop prorerly, and Russia cannot look for
salvation except through the. complete and final destruction

of the proletarian dictatorship.” (Noise in-the hall) .

Comrades, 1 have read to you an insigrificant- portion of
what is written daily. In addition to thgse which say “Right
but not severe enough” I have quoted those which say “We
need other proofs”. (Solz: “You represented the opinion of the
bourgeoisie!”) Wherein lies jthe disquieting ' aspect of this phe-
nomenon? -This is :the newest phenomenon in our international
situation, impudent attempts on the part of world imperialism
to interfere in our internal dissensions. o back the majority.

It is characteristic of our present situation that our inter-
national position is becoming worse. At the same time, the
whole endeavour. of world imperialism, supported by the devia-
tion of the Party towards the Right, the whole endeavour of
the world bourgeoisie, is to isolate us ideologically from the
world proletariat (Noise) 10 ‘separate us ideologically from the
world proletariat. Comrades, we of the Party all remember
Lenin’s advice {Cry of: “You don’t remember anything; you've
forgotten everything! Mensheviki, you’re agents of the world
bourgeoisie!”) as to how we should manoeuvre in international
politics. The ‘capitalist States ‘oftén reproach us with ‘speculating
on their antagonisms. (Noise) Among themselves, however,

they employ this method. And we must make ‘still greatet ‘use
of:it. As a proletarian State we live under- extraordinary and
incredible difficulties. But..in ‘manoeuvring, we mdst procéed
from two main prémises. Above all, it is necessary to know
the limits of such manoeuvring. (Cry of: “What are you-thin-
king of doing next? Let’s hear about that!”) - S
Comrade Tomsky regretted .in Leningrad that the Opposi-
tion prevented the Politbureau from drafting comprehensive and
deliberated resolutions and that in. order to' get freedom of
movement the Party would have: to get rid of the Opposition.
(Shouts of: “Quite right!" Noise.) - K A
I would ask you: “If the left wing of the Party is lopped
off ., .. .." (Cries: “Get oul of the Party and-have done<with
the matter! Away with the Mensheviki from the platiorm!. The
platform isn’t intended for Mensheviki, Not the left wing, -but
the Menshevist sector. The conference demands its removall. Get
down! Get down!” Noise. Chairman’s bell.) SR
Chairman: Who is in favour of prolonging the time allotted’
for Comrade Rakovski’s speech? - Nobody., - s

Comrade RUDSUTAK:

‘Comrades, Marx somewhere says ‘that it is. not iecessary
to be a small trader in- order to give expression to the féelings

- of the petty bourgeoisie. (Shouts of:' “That’s just what Rakovski

has done’”” Applause)) I believe that Comhrade Rakovski’s atti-

~tude, is- an' excellent proof of this ideéa (Shout::“Hear, ‘helir??),
-because the whole of his speech was ‘charactéristic tilk™ of a

small trader, although: I believe I can. give you assurante that
Comrade Rakovski 1s not yet a gréengrocer (laughter). Accor-
ding-to his statement, the danger from abroad is the greatest
danger. It ‘would -have been .of great advantage 'both’ for Com-
rade Rakovski and for the Party if:he had understood this
truth only a month or six weeks ago. But it is not long since
Comrade Rakovski and Trotzky and all the other leaders of
the. Opposition were of a different ‘opinion. They were of the
opinion that the greatest danger in our country was the C.C.
of our- Party. (Cries of “Shame!”) - : REERPETE
It is only now, at the XV. Party Congress, at which,’in-
stead of the majority they one year ago expected to have, they |
are ‘not represented by a single vote; they wish to manoeuvre
so that they may still save something, still -retain: some little
thing ‘or *other. But it doesn’t amount to much’{o say now at .
the XV. Party Congress that the danger from abroad:is the
greater danger ‘and: to declare “We will give our support”.
The only thing lacking is that you should stand up here and
say that you will net support the Party and the working class
against the attacks of the bourgeoisie. (Cry: *Then 'we should
not have let you into the hall) A fine. Communist who at the
Party Congress ‘stands-up .and declares that he will .support
the -Party -and the working class against the attacks. ol the
enemy. - (Shouts of: “Shame!” Applause.)) . On this. point we
heard from non-party workers, who stood ‘up. and greeted the
XV. Party Congress, speeches which were qruch more to our
liking. (Cries of: “Quite right!” Applause) And therefore it is
very strange and ridiculous to hear Rakovski say-that the Op-
position will support us. But how -have they supported us up
to the present against this same bourgeoisie, of ‘whom Comrz_lde
Rakovski has just spoken so fervently? I have here a quotation
from yesterday’s paper reading as follows: -
: “In spite of repeated denials ‘from the ielegraphic agen-
cy, the foreign Press continues to publish from dubious
sources, chieily from reports from Roumania; news of the
“fight being carried “on by the Opposition in the Party, as
also concerning insurrections and revolts. in the Red Army,
said to have faken place in Ukraine, and which; according
to these reports, could only with the greatest effort be put
down by the ‘loyal’- troops of the Red Army and of the
G.P. U . Y
That is a result of that “support” from the Opposition; that
is among other things the result of Comrade Radovski’s attitude
in Charkov, where he declared before foreign delegates that there
are Fascists. in- our Party, (Radchenko: “That’s the way Ra-
kovski educates the werkers!” “Shame!”) o
It was in this way that Rakovski, Trotzky, Zinoviev.and the
others supported us until the XV. Party ‘Congress, and we have
to -thank this “support” for a large measure of the increased
pressure which the bourgeoisie is bringing to bear upon us.
We have to thank them, if the danger of an intervention is .in-
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treasing, because this is the case in consequence of such “sup-
port” from the Opposition, who support the cry of the bourgeoi-
sie about our iniernal weakness, our internal collapse and our
. destruction, and in this regard it is the best support of all
. bourgeois .calumnies against the Soviet Union, for up to- the
- present it has been the aim of the whole conduct of the Oppo-
sition and of the fight, which they have carried on against the
Central Committée and against our Party, to weaken the Central
Committee ‘and the Party,
. .l is, therefore, all the more ridiculous for Rakovski to de-
_clare that the showing of our own weakness does not signify
a diminution of the danger of war but a further step towards
. swar. And what have you been talking about the whole time?
‘About our strength? Since the XIV. Party Congress you have
- ‘heen’ proclaiming through the streets that our ecomomy is bre-
“-aking down, that the position of the working class is becoming
warse, just as is the position of the peasantry, that the Kulak
danger is. growing and that Fascism is developing in the Party.
““You said all this in spite of the fact that we have been growing
and getting stronger. For this reason, it is most ridiculous for
Rakovski here to declare that we are making a parade of our
weakness, in that we did not declare war on France, only be-
cause Rakovski was not wanted there,” It was Rakovski himself
who. made the proposal at the time fo. allow no conilict fo
arise,’and now you see that. it means making a parade of one’s
weakness not to declare war on France for Rakovski’s sake. For
two years now. he has been constantly felling us that with us
_everything is going to ruin and that it would be an easy job to
set about us and finish us off. Does that not mean that you are
_conjuring up fresh danger of intervention? You have contributed
more than anybody else to the creation of this danger. You are
she people who. have so prepared the ground abroad. that. the
-opinion can be held that the Soviet Union is now weak, that a
new, military attack upon it would involve no great danger and
that the defeat of the Soviet Union might be counted upon. Is it
not a fact that all the calumnies in the foreign Press and the
jpreparation -against us for military intervention are in a great
measure fed by the constant supply of information and false re-
ports ?spread against our Party and our country by the Oppo-
'sition? :

As you see, Comrade Rakovski was unable to make any im-
portant comment on the statements made by Comrade Stalin,
because. in-the place in which Rakovski sat the accoustics were
mot particularly . good. 1 believe there are special Opposition
maladies .(Cries of: “He’s as blind as he’s deaf!” “He has lost
both hearing and sight!”), for it is not only from this one
speech .of Comrade Stalin that he has heard what the Party’s
opinion of the Opposition is and what measures are to be used
to cure this. Opposition . disease. The whole Party has been tal-
king of the matter for about two years. Are Comrade Rakovski’s
ears really so weak that he cannot hear the voice of the Party
-and is it for this reason that he does not know what opinion
of the Opposition the.Party holds?- Beyond this petty-bourgeois
twaddle, which he has set before us, has he nothing fo say to the
Party? (Shout: “Blind as a bat!”) ]

* How does the Opposition think of curing this slight indis-
position? Possibly with the help of the twaddle which Comrade
Rakovski has just served up — this “defence against the bour-
‘geoisie?” We are not in need of that. And we must rid oursel
ves of this defence, no matter at what cost, (Applaus=.) Not long
ago the Opposition reproached us with being nationally narrow-
minded 'in the question of construction of Socialism in a single
country. And to-day Comrade Rakovski says: “When Comrade
“Stalin “says that sympathy for the Soviet WUnion is growing
-dbroad, I cannot share his optimism.” Rakovski says that re-
lations there towards the Soviet: Union are:constantly growing
‘cooler. That, Comrade Rakovski, indicates your utter bank-
ruptey. o y ‘

I yon have gone so far as to assume .that we can no longer
base the slightest hope on the sympathy of the West European
workers, ‘that means that our “revolution, our “Party and our
working class have gat into a cul de ‘sac and that in this case
our revolution Has mo prospects.” For one canmot accuse us
yesterday of being nationally narrow-minded because we beli-
eved in the possibility- of the development of Socialism in our
country, and then’ tefl us to-day that the West Furopean arid
American workers will “give us no support. You have 1o faith
at all in the solidarity of the working class. 1 do not believe that
your agitation abroad has, taken root'to $uch an extént’ that the
Sympathy of “the West ‘Eiropean “workers’ towdrds ‘us; the “Party
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-error, come .to ) 1
‘proper .names - and , confess. your mistakes.

and the Soviet Union — have been alienated. You, Comrade Ra-
kovski, know as little about the life of .the working: class and
workers’ organisations in this country as you do of those

_abroad; You do not perceive the tremendous changes which: are

taking place both here and abroad. You do mnot see how upon
the basis of the economic changes, which are happening abroad,
a. new wave of the revolutionary movement. is arising. Is not the
danger of a war against our, Union a sign that the foundations

_of the stabilisation of the capifalist .-werld are shaking?:That

fresh subterranean shocks are being, felt there, not only from
the attacks of capital, but also from the new wave of the revo-
lutionary movement, If we do not base ary hopes upon the soli-
¢darity of the working. class of West Furopea — .can we still

‘continue to talk of developing Socialist economy and- the Socialist

State? Can we still talk of the world revolution? Comrade Ra-

. kovski has to-day brought all, this fo. gur notice. That with which

he reproached us yesterday no longer exists for him. We ob-
serve, similar confusion in”Comrade :Rakovski when he talks of
foreign estimation of the. Soviet;:Union. In the “Kolnische Zei-
tung” or .some other bourgeois paper appears. the statement:
“In connection with the tenth anniversary of the Qctober Revo-
lution, Soviet Russia is not spoken of as an idologic eramy but
only as one State might speak of any. other State.”. And immedia-
tely. after that and almost before he has turned over a.page of
his paper he says: “Never before was Russia exposed fo such an
ideologic cannonade as it is now directed against us.”> What is
the matter, Comrade Rakovski; what has.happened to you? Ii
things are so bad, why not bring with you for your next oppo-
sition address an old washerwoman instead of your newspapet?

) l‘(,Lau'ghter.)

I should now like to touch upon the new. document, which
the Opposition (Shout:: When will they come to an end of their

rubbish?) has submitted to the commission, elected by the Party

Congress to investigate the queéstion of the Opposition.

This document is so imposing that even before the com-
mission issues its report to you we cannot pass it over in si-
lence. I am of thie opinion thai this is the most mendacious,
the most hypocritical and the most villainous deed ‘the Oppo-
sition has yet committed, and it is just with this document that
they come to the 15th Party Congress. (Applause.) First of all,
it is unspeakably ridiculous confusion for them to say: “Further-
more, the recent development of the .internal Party fight has ex-
posed our Party to manifest danger.”. You lie! If . 4000 intellec-
tuals leave a party which is a million strong, that does not con-
stitute a splitting of the Party. (Shouts of: “Hear, hear!” Ap-
plause.) Our Party renews itself and cleanses itself constantly
and incessantly, throws out unsuitable elements and enlists new
cadres. AR ‘

This renewal continues throughout the year, not merely
within a limit of 4000 but of tens of thousands. But is the Party
not thereby cleaned and strengthened? It grows daily in volume
and improves in quality, for in its practical work and with the
help of its political experience it cleanses itsell of the dirt which
lodges in its pores. And just now the Party is being cleansed
of 4000 unfit and thoroughly decadent intellectuals. Does that
mean the disintegration of our Party? (Applause.) And there-
fore, worthy ‘Opposition, do not frighten anybody again with
your terrible phrases about the threatened splitting of our Party.
There is no split and there will be no split. {Cries of: “Hear,
hear!” Applause.)

They further say: “In the fight for our. views we are taking
the path of fractional work.” It is not true that you are taking
the. path of fractional work. You are "taking the path
of the .reactionaries, -because your .work, especially in
the -last period. before the Party Congress and before the dis-

_cussion. preparatory to the Party Cangress has. nothing in com-

mon with an ordinary fraction fight. It was a typical fight
against the Party and, finally, against the Soviet State. (Cry:
“Quite right!”) And, -therefore, your declaration that you took
iHe path of fractional, fighting is only an unsuccessful -attempt to
hide your traces. But-that will not now help. you to disguise
facts. The facts which we have in hand give evidence which is

.much too convincing: Nobody ever did our Party so much harm

as-you have done through your work, If you acknowledge your
the. XV. Party Congress, give thing_s’;rthe\;r

They further say: “We are forced into this path only bythe

:deep conviction of the correctness -and- the Leninistic character

ofour views.” | (Laughter:). I -ask -you; who are sitting here:
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Should these people really have believed in the accuracy of their
statement, according o which the Central Committee desires to
enter into an alliance with the kulaks and the Nepmen? Should
they really believe in the correctness of their views, when they
say that our economy is steadily breaking down and that we
are growing into capitalism? You regarded these views as
right? Never! If you had believed in their correctness, how
could you have changed them a dozen times in a year? Did
not Trotzky say towards the end of 1925 in connection with the
construction of the electric power station on the Dnieper: “The
kulak is a blessing when he sells his grain to the Soviet State,
which with the foreign values it thus gets imports mechanical
implements”? How is it that Trotzky’s views have changed so
in the course of two years? Have the theories, which you two
years ago believed to be right, changed to such an extent?
How is it that people like you, who are so “rich in ideas”,
change your views and your ideology as often as you change
your shirts. You believe that we are growing into the Thermidor
and that we are becoming the party of the Thermidor? How
so? If you believe all that, ther all your statements to the effect
that you have no differences of opinion with the Party on
matters of programme are an abominable lie. Either one or the
other? Either you believed what you said, in which case you
calumniated the Party in’ the lowest manner, or you do not speak
the truth when you say that you have no differences of op’nion
with the Party on the matter of programme. And your platform,
all your literary creations of the past years — what of them —
do they not constitute a new programme? Do you not there
contrast the views of our Party with your own? I believe that
Comrade Stalin puts the question quite rightly: “And in what
way do you agree with the Party? Are there any points at all
on which we agree? No, not one, not a single point, either
theoretic or practical.” The matter goes so far that the Oppo-
sition, who previously put forward the demand that 30 per cent.
of the village poor should be exempt from taxation, declared after
the Manifesto had declared 35 per cent. of the village poor
exempt from faxation, in the person of Zinoviev at an illegal
meeting in Leningrad: “And now "we will demend that 40 per
cent. to 50 per cent. be exempt from taxation!” (Laughter.) And
‘now you know what your declarations are warth. Whatever the
Party and the Central Committee say, you will say the opposite.
And after that they come with perfidious documents, which
from the standpoint of the Opposition are supposed to be do-
cuments of peace; after that they come with mendacious state-
ments to the effect that there are no differences of opinion bet-
ween the Opposition and the Party on questions of programme.
‘Between you and the Party there is not a single point of
agreement. That is the truth of the matter. '

They further say: “We have never attempted to and do not
now intend to make non-party people judges of the internal
quarrels of the Party” (Cry: “Nobody will believe you!”) Is that
possibly true? (Interjection: It’s a lie!) And now look at the
document for yourselves. At the foot. of this document there are
forged signatures. I quote from memory. Vuyovitch — a member
of the party for twelve years. But if my memory does not deceive
me, he is non-party. (Laughter.) So you have come to the 15th
Party Congress along with non-party people in order to pro-
secute the Party, and then you say in this document that you
never attempted to and do not now intend to approach non-
party people to be judges in the disagreement between the Oppo-
sition and the Party. (Interjection: “And the demonstration on
November 7th?!”) And the forged signatures of those, who
sign -as members of the Party, although they are not members
— you have several dozen such signatures at the foot of your do-
cuments. (Interjection: They have their own Central Committee
and do not recognise ours!”) But your street demonstrations,
which you did not make exclusively for non-party workers but
for the people from “Krasny Riad” and “Ochotny Riad” (squares
.in Moscow), for the petty bourgeoisie? Whom are you addres-
sing? (Interjection: “They are looking about ‘Ochotny Riad’ for
support!”) It is just there that vou, are lookine for sumport. be-
cause you have completely last the support of the working class.
In order to find any support at all you had to brush fogether all
the dirt in the street.. And .atter ‘that you.give such a lying
explanation as: “We do not intend and never  intended to get
non-party people to decide in regard to our disagreement with
the, Party.” v : Lo ‘

Worthv Comrades, we have no intention of starting a legal
quarrel with you. We are pot the accused! We have not yet con-

fessed before a court, while you are now appearing belore the
Party Congress to answer for your activity in the course of
two years. :

Furthermore, in their declaration they give the same assu-
rance as Rakovski' gave: “As regards the international bour-
geoisie, who are speculating on the splitting up of our Party
and are constantly preparing more pronouncedly for war against
the Soviet Union, we consider it our duty to do everything we
can to strengthen the fighting unity of our Party.” (Interjection:
“Even to demonstration!”) 1hat is a lie and a hypocrisy.- You
ought not to approach the bench of the XV. Party Congress with
such statements. Your whole activity and. all the lies and calum-
nies which you spread abroad through your traitors and rene-
gades with the help of Ruth Fischer, Maslov and similar calum-
niators — does that strengthen the fighting front of the Soviet
Union against the foreign danger? Have all these lies and ca-
lumnies, which you have started in our country, which you have
£ad )y Sucwre ‘sadsjrom Apred-uou ‘syuesesd Ino Suowe pedids
front against the attack of the world bourgeoisie? Is that which
you publish in foreign countries in the form of rumours, is the
bourgesisie and the bourgeoisie not led to the weakening of our
accusation that we are Thermidorians and are converting oursel-
ves into Nep people contemnlating 2n alliance with the kulaks,
1s this your reinforcing of the united proletarian front against
the world bourgeoisie and against the united front of capital?
How can you dare to face the XV. Party Congress with such
vulgar lies and say: “We are prepared to strengthen the power
and the forces of the Soviet Union against the world bour-
geoisie!”? There is nothing left for you to do except to speak
in f2~e*of the bnureeoicie. because you would be ashamed to
appeal to the working class! .

“We consider it our duty to do everything necessary to
strenghten the fighting unity of our Party.” Rakovski’s sreech
is the first (Interjection: “Hypocrisy!”) word for the fighting
unity of our Party. What has he done towards the strengthening
of the unity? Beyond petty-bourgeois panic and bourgeois
twaddle he has offered us nothing. Comrade Rakovski, should
have come here and said: “Here you have our C.C. to which
this and that commrade belongs: we are liquidating it, our district
committees, to which so-and-so and so-and-so belong are being
dissolved; the printing works at such and such a place, which
had not been discovered, we have closed down, and we. will
pass them over for the use of the respective Soviet officials.”
(Interjection: “Into the archives!” Laughter.) In that case I
could understand that you had come with the honest intention
of restoring the fighting unity of our Party. But you have
appeared with lies and deceint. On such a basis there can be no
peace. (Interjection: “Hear, hear!” Applause.) '

Further, it also, sounds most hypocritical when you say 'in
your declaration: “We declare to the Party Congress that we
are giving up all fractional work, liquidating all fractional or-
ganisations and, in addition, requesting all our adherents in the
C.P.S.U. and in the Comintern to do the same.” (Comotion in
the hall) It reminds me somewhat of the parrot that said when

taken of its cage: “At last ’'ve got out!” (Laughter.) Now that

you are utterly beaten, it is essy for you to say that the frac-
tion is dissolved and the fight liquidated. Where would you still
like to fight and against whom? You have no army. None
exists. All that remains is yourselves and the -famous “In “the
eyes of the world bourgeoisie” — that, and nothing more. These
faces, which we see before us (He points to the delegates to the
Party Congress), that is the face of our working class and there
is the face of the world bourgeoisie. Where do you stand? Cer-
tainly not with us. And where you will be later, we do not
yet know. ‘ ;

_ In any case. these assurances do not indicate that it is
really your intention to return to us. . :

I believe that it is the task of the Party Congress not only
to clear up the question of how the work of our Opposition
during the 'last two years should be estimated; we are also
confronted by the task of finding ovt what circumstances must
be created for peaceable and fruitful work in our Party and
in our C.C. : ce

And 1 think that there is only one answer to that: Peni-
tence, The. Opposition must really’ rerent and dissolve ‘their
fractions. show their ‘cards, surrender alt their illegal organisa-

tions, acknowledge all their 'mistakes: for it is not-enough for

them ‘to give assurance :that thev:are: dissolving the fractions,
while they still continue to defend their. views in {he manner-
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in’ which they have previously defended them. I believe, we
are entitled to say: Your' views are.incompatible with our
Party. (Interjection: “Hear, hear!” Applause.)

[ believe that we should recall to your minds the words
of one of our former “dear” comrades, Comrade Kamenev, ut-
tered at the XI. Moscow Gouvernement Party Conference with
regard to the Trotzky Opposition. When several comrades made
the suggestion that it was necessary to accept an armistice and
an alliance with the followers of Trotzky, he painted a picture
of this Opposition, which he described as an iridescent and
bushy tail; whereupon he drew the following conclusion: “If
we were to embrace this bushy tail, the ensuing kiss would
not be particularly appetising. Would it therefore not be better
to proceed as we have always been advised to: First of all
pull this bushy tail off and then embrace it.” I believe that
Kamenev has had tremendous experience in the matier of em-
bracing tails. (Laughter and applause.) I believe that during
these two years his kisses have often been placed not only on
the tail but also underneath. (Applause) But I believe that in
this. case we should not proceed in the Kamencv manner.
I' think we should pull the tail off, but not embrace it. (Pro-
longed applause.)

Comrade YEVDOKIMOYV:

(Comrade Yevdokimov reads his speech from the manuscript.)

In response to the speeches which demand immediate ex-
clusion of the Opposition members from the Party, I should
like to say a few words as to my estimate of what the working
class expect from our XV. Party Congress. One of the most
. important events of the last two years is that the whole or
practically the whole of the working class have taken an in-
terest in the internal disputes of the Party. (Solz: “Not taken
an interest. in them, but understood them.”)

This is comprehensible, There were on the agenda mnot
questions relating to some purely theoretic thesis, which would
interest only a small circle of people (Loud noise), but questions
which affect the most vital interests of wide circles of workers.
‘The quarrel relates to such ‘questions as the wage question, the
question of the seven-hour working day. (Interjection: “You
‘voted against it!”) and the question of the kulaks. This last
question affects living reality in the industrial towns, in the
cuing up for foodstulfs. The dispute turns upon the question
of what measures are to be taken to obviate ihe shortage of
‘goods.

Tt is not only a matter of internal questions but also of
such questions as the question of the Chinese revolution and
the question of the Anglo-Russian Committee.

The question of the approaching new war naturally also
interests the broadest masses of the workers and most of neces-
‘sity infterest them. This question was also touched upon in our
disputes, although in the form that there are Party members
who are upholders of “defence under certain conditions”.

To-day, the workers, the poorest peasants and the middle
peasants know from the theses which have been published in
the newspapers, at least what the contention is at present really
about and whether there are in our Party “supporters of de-
fence under certain conditions”. ‘

What does the working class really want? Each of the
contending sides (Skrypmik: “What kind of side is that!”) na-
turally maintains that the working class wants what the parti-
cular side wants. For instance, it is maintained here at the
Party Congress that the workers demand our expulsion from
the Party. (Shouts of: “Quite right! Quite right!”) That is not
true. There are few workers who will believe that such Party
‘teaders as Zinoviev, Kamenev and Trotzky (Interjection: ,Parti-
cularly such leaders!”) could be enemies of the working class,
the Party and the Soviet Power. (Loud noise. — Interjection:
“Plechanov was also a leader and ‘he is missing.”)

It ‘is necessary to "avoid all self-deception. You have re-
peatedly witnessed how fairly large circles of workers have
shown their sympathy towards the Opposition. (Laughter. —
Shout: “At the Yaroslav' Station?”) Comrade. Lenin taught us
to look reality straight in the eye. Broad working masses are
also interested in the question of the possibility and the danger
of ra split in .the. C.P.8. U.; it 'is their chief "wish 'that the
unity - of our Party should be preserved. (Interjection: “That
exists and will continue to.”) At the 'same time, the workers
naturally . wish the majority as  also the minority to have the
possibility of expressing their opinions. (Interjection: “It's ‘a
Menshevist minority.”) . : .

The workers naturally do not want a split — they are
against two parties. (Interjection: “And the Opposition probanly
wants it?”) Every worker knows that two .parties imply the
danger of interference from a third force. The interference of
a third power, however, means that the danger of war is
greater, means new privations, such as those our working class
has already experienced, and it is our duty to see that our
working class never again enters upon this dreadful, thorny
path, except in the case of extreme necessity.

The working class wishes that unity be preserved within
our Party; but you cannot make upon us demands, which the
working class could never regard as just — the demand to
give up our very selves — to jettison our own views.

The working mass know very well the comrades who are
expelled from the Party — not only the prominent ones but
also the simple workers from the Opposition. Several hundred,
perhaps thousands of adherents of the Opposition have been
expelled, workers at the bench. They live among the working
masses, the workers know them as comrades who are faithiul
to the Labour movement and to our Party.

The working masses can also understand that in the heat
of the fight before the Party Congress, in the fever of the quar-
rel, reprisals were resorted to. But the Party Congress — the
head of the Party and, moreover, of the Party which conducts
the first proletarian State in the world — must put an end
to the acrimony of the fight and restore true unity We are
prepared to do “everything necessary for this purpose. Let us
do what the whole of the working class really wants. Those
who believe that peace and quiet can be restored by the method
of chipping off and mass-expulsion are very much mistaken. It
is our desire to do with united strength all we can to justify
the hopes which the working class attach to the work of our
XV. Party Congress.

Cemrade KIROW (Leningrad):

First of all, I must.say a few words about the estimation
of the general policy of the C. C. A good deal has been said
about it, and a good deal has been said at the gouvernement
and district Parfy conferences about the policy of the C. C.
There is not the slightest doubt that in spite of all the male-
volent predictions of the Opposition, the last two years
have seen the consolidation of a large portion of that histori-
cal work, on which we have already been labouring for ien

ears. »
Y - 1 understand the nervousness of the representatives of the
Opposition. To my mind many of our comrades here have allo-
wed bald injustice to be done to them. It is not during the iast
three months, let alone the last month, before the Party Con-
gress or during the discussion itself, but two years ago that
they predicted the inevitable collapse of our Party and of its

licy.
pe }{fter waiting with so much tension and much avidity for
these specially serious difficulties and for this fate for the So-
viet Union and our Party, have they come to the Party Con-
gress to tell us anything? 1 understand Comrade Rakovski. He
is ‘an eperienced, thoroughly well-bred man; but when he moun-
ted this platform he began to tell us about things, about which
we are fairly well informed. How did he begin his speech?
“Comrades, the earth has the form of a globe (Laughter.); of

‘this globe we occupy a sixth part, while our enemies occupy

five-sixths. Just think what advantage the enemy has over us
in number, capital and the like.” (Laughter. Applause.)

1f 1 am not mistaken, Rakovski knows not only Western but
also Eastern languages, and he must know that one can by no
means simply compare the one sixth arithmetically with the
remaining five-sixths.” That is just the secret, most worthy
diplomat; that we constitute the sixth part, face up ‘to five-
sixths and still win,

How can we explain this helplessness on the part of the
Opposition? Purely and simply by the fact that nothing can be
said against the achievements of the line taken by the Party.
We must, nevertheless, grant the representatives of the Oppo-
sition precedence in one thing: they naturally know the needs
of the working class immeasurable better than do all the rest
of us put together. Think a moment, you are assembled here
in a magnificent - palace, while Zinoviev languishes in a wor-
king district, in the workers’ dwellings. He knows exactly
which shoe pinches and where. And through the mouth’ of
‘Yevdokimov he has proclaimed that, for -instance, wages, the
seven-hour day, against which, as you know, they voted, and the

L]
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shortage of houses, etc. — that all these things are important
matters which are hardly surpassed in urgency. But what has
become of all that which was explained by the representatives
of the Opposition in that famous evangel, called the platform
of the Opposition.

And what are they dishing up for us now? Where are now
the speeches o the effect that we are Thermidorians, that we,
-are this, that and the other? They get up here and begin
with - philosorhical contemplations of wages and of the seven-
hour day. How dis this at all? The fact of the matter is that
your bankrupicy at the XV. Party Congress is compleie, abso-
lute and decisive, '

Alongside the declaration, of which Comrade Rudsutak
spoke to -us, there lies at the chairman’s table another declara-
tion bearing the signatures of persons who are no longer mem-
bers of dhe Parly. In this declaration they declare themselves
in full agreement with the contents of the declaration of the 121,
and beg the Tarty Ccngress to readmit them fo the Party,
Within themselves they will certainly think that the working
class will be moved to its. depths in case this should not come
to pass, that the revolution would be exposed to fresh danger,
etc., etc. Trotzky is not present, but we must call him to mind
in this counection. He was a great artist in making similar
things appear different: ¥t seems to me that this art would
apply exactly in this case. Recemtly, .eighteen months ago
the Oprosition had done so much for the Party, for the wor-
king class, Yor the proletarian dictatorshin, that the way out of
the Party is a very short one, while the way back into the
Party is endless. (Applause.) '

And while the internal fight in the Party has been in pro-
gress we have grown accustomed to many things, We are in no
way - affccied by such things as Lashevitch's “Sermon on the
Mount” in the Yorest; we close our eyes to the fact fnat Smilga
was carriel into the railway carriage on the shoulders of the
“leaders”, efc., etc. In the meanwhile the thing has flourished
greatly. To-day you can hear them shouting even here: “If
Lenin were still alive, this and that would not happen.” But
Lenin would have -fought ruthlessly for the annihilation of the
Opposition, and, I believe, that the representatives of the Oppo-
sition would have been outside the Darty sooner than has been
the case without Lenin. (Applause.)

At the present time Safarov is in Leningrad; while they
were writing the application, of which Comrade Rutsutak spoke,
and in which they appcared so “concerned” for unity, Safarov
held an illegal meeting in Narva urban district, stirred up the
public and said:. “Our leaders have different kinds of back-
bones; some of them wish to go whole hog, while there are
others who are not so daring. They can -write all kind of
things, but when it comes to action they miss fire, even though
there are among them long-service men who were once pupils
of Lenin. Therefore. in order that nothing unexpected may
happen, a democracy must be organised, and this democracy
must advance from here, from Leningrad, against Moscow and
force the leaders to this ultra-Oppositional action.”

So that’s the way of it with the unity of deeds and words
on the part of the worthy Opposition!

When they appear here and quarrel with us as to whether
we are buliding up Sozialism or only making a mess of things,
this is merely not comprehensible to every non-Party worker,
it even affects him in the most intimate manner. The Opposition
has for this reason approached the theme with caution and has
not at once produced its specification. in relation to the building
up of Socialism .in. our country. When they enter factories in
which ‘their presence is “yearned for” the workers say to them:
“Don’t disturb ws at our work. Put your harmful Opposition
liferajure in your pockets again. Don’t confuse us. We can do
without your molestation — we have difficulty enough as it is in
establishing Socialism in our couniry.” The workers understand
this full 'well; it is only the Opposition which has not yet grasped
it. 1t is stili subiect to the law of inertia, which plays an impor-
tant part not only in.physics but also in politics.

We train and organise our Party in accordance with the
testimony of Lenin on the basis of internal Party democracy,
and these simple things are not understood by the former
leaders. We are trying to create working cadres as large as

possible, sothat every mnuclei, every limb of our Party, our

tremendous, complicated Party life and Soviet life may supply

iresh powers in this or that manner to our chiel organs, and
raise up new strata within the Party. We are developing tremen-
dous politico-educational work among -the masses, This makes:
the dictatorship in its entire daily work comprehensible to the
worker. We, therefore, feel at very step. of the work how these
new cadres are growing, and we believe that the Opposition
should in no way count upon the law of inertia in this regard.

Comrade Minin has just expressed his astonishment at the
facility with which the Leningrad organisation has severed itself
from the Opposition and taken the path of the Leninist leadership
of the Party. It should here be remarked that one of the factors
which previously promoted this work was that Troizkyism was
nowhere else so badly beaten, that nowhere else was Trotzky’s
ideology so thoroughly analysed in detail, as in Leningrad im
particular. There the matter was worked upon for years and was
analysed in the requisite fashion. This same Yevdokimov at that
time wrote excellent compositions (they are readable even to-
day.), in which he siripped Trotzkyism of its flounces and
explained its essence and the nature of its individual parts.
But quite suddenly and unexpectedly there came the celebrated
fraternisation of Zinoviev and Trotzky. This step appeared to
the Len'ngrad organisation to be consummate sorcery. For years
they had been coached therin; for years the principles of
Trotzkyism had been explained to them; what was the meaning
of this sudden happening? It is frue, that it soon became com-
pletely clear to the workers where their former leaders had
I-nded. Only yesterday they had agitated in every way against
Trotzky; to-day they carried him shoulder high into Leningrad
as a weighty argument. i

The worker understood what was afoot, and the Party
member, too. And therein, Comrade Minin, lay a part of the
secret of that truly remarkable change which took place im
Leningrad.

We did not join the Party yesterday. And we did not. get
to know Trotzky only yesterday; we know him no less tham
Zinoviev. knows him. The print in Zinoviev’'s books about
Trotzky is not yet dry; how then would it be possible io crown
him in the name of Leninism? No matter with what compli-
cations they may try to intimidate us, no matter what they may
tell us will happen, if the Opposition is once separated from the
Party, all we have to say to them is: “Arrange that matter
among yourselves.” o

Such is the position of affairs to-day. We must proceed with
the utmost energy in the work of consolidat'ng democracy in the
Party, the trade unions and the Soviets. This is the greated
organisatory task at the present stage of our work, as we are
approaching i the most immediate, comprehensible mznner the -
construction of Socialism in our couniry,

Every worker understands that when he talks {o us of the
shortcomings and mistakes in the practice of our woik, etc,
this affects us about a hundred times as much as it does our
comrades of the Opgosition. But we know, just as well as'the
workers do, that the disorder, poverty, privation and starvation
of five years ago are giving place to progress and every possible
achievements. :

It is not a mere accident that just at the tenth anniversary
of the October Revolution we are obliged to do a liltle weeding
in our Party. Within the past ten years we have made a tremen-
dous swing in the direction of Socialist construction. During
this transformation, pressure has been brought io bear by the
petty-bourgeois scum upon certain members of our Party. On
account of several fresh strides and a new movement of the great
revolution, the Opposition lost its nerve and gave way to:panic.
In order that our work may be successfully continued without
interference, that which was not carried out at the XIV. Party
Congress must really be executed at-the XV. Party Congress.
The Opposition must be weeded out in the most decided,
thorough and ruthless manner. (Applause.) h

This is expected by our Party, this is expected of us by the
working class of the Soviet Union, this is also exvected by the
international proletariat. The Party, the founder of the Comintern,
the Party, of which the world revolution was born, the Party
which hitilds up Socialism — this Partv must really remain
united. Whoever impedes us, whoever vacillates, whoever doubts
must vanish in the historic abvss. but the path of us all leads
only forward and to victory. (Great applause.)
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Comrade KAMENEYV,

Comrades, my only object in mounting this platform.is to
find a way of conciliation between the Opposition and the
Party. I have listencd to Comrade Andrejevs speech; from this
the.. .conclusion could be drawn  that the way to concidation
has already been blocked, that it has ceased io exist. In view
of the fact however that the I'arty Congress has already dis-
-cussed this question several days and has elected a special com-
mission, I nevertheless think that Comrade Anirejev, who is
4 mumber of that commission, has been too hasty in main-
taining that all avenues have already been explored, that
éverything has been completed and that nothing is left to do
for the Farty Congress except to write down what has already
been’resolved upon. (Intérjection: “That will degend on you!”).

-1 should like to hope this is not so. The Opposition forms
@ minority in the Party. It cannot, of course, make its terms
to the Tarty. It can only inform the Party of the conclusions
it is «drawing for itself from the history of the two years’
struggle and reply to the questions put to it.

Two years ago, at the XIV. Party Congress, we disagreed
with the majority with regard to a number of fundamenisl
questions of our revolution, important, serious questions, such
as the question of the direction in which to fire, of the growth
-anl significance of the anti-proletarian elements in our country,
chiefly in the village, of the methods of combating those ele-
ments, of the estimate of the international situation from the
point of view of permanent stabilisation, anl in connection
with these, also with regard to questions concerning the policy
of the Com'n'‘ern. The struggle raging round these questions
has become so embittrred in the past two years that we are
all faced by the question of chosing between two ways. The first
of these two ways is the formation of a second party. Under
the conditions of the proletarian dictatorshin, this way is fatal
for the revolution. It is the path ol political and class de-
generation. This wav is closed to us, prohibited, out of the
question owing fo the entire system of our views, to all the
teachings of Lrnin on the dictatorship of the proletariat. We
cannot lead those who share our views on to that path and
we do not wish to do so.

There is the other way. That way means that we should
submit fully and entirely to the Partv after having carriel on
an emhittered, obstinate, vehement iight for our views. We
chose this way because we are firmly convin-ed fhat a correct
Len'nist policy can only be victorious in the Tarty .and by
means of the Party, but not outside the DParty. To en'er on
this path means that we have to srbmit to all the resolutions
of the Farty Congress no matter how hard it may be for us to
. do, so. (Interjection: “Formally!”). ,

In doing so, we act in a Bolshevist manger. lf, however,
we should adl renunciation of our views to this unconditional
and complete -submission to all the resolutions of the Party
Corigress, to the complete abolition, to the complete liquidation
of any iractional struggle, in all forms and to the dissolution of
the fractional organisations, our behaviour would, in my
opinion, not be a Bolshevist behaviour. The demand that the
members of the Party should rencunce their own ‘views has
never been made in our larty. If we should now declare our
renunciation of the views which we delended only a week or
two ago, it would be hypocrisy and you would not believe
us. If T came here and -said: 1 renounce what I published
in my theses two weeks ago, you would not believe me and
it would indeed be hypocrisy on my part; such hypocrisy,
however. is not in place. This hvpocrisy would only introduce
putrefaction in‘o - the core of the thing, into the toundation,
the founiation s‘one ot this reconciliation. I am. sure no one
wants that on either side. , :

I refer of course to those views which are .our actual
views ... (Voroshilov: “We demand a renunciation -of your
Menshevist views!”), those which are laid down in our docu-
men’s, in {he platio m, in the theses signed by us, but not to the
exaggerations. which are often ascribed to us,

. In recent t'mes, a number of responsible Party leaders
have quite open’y discussed with the Party the serious difficul-
ties by which the T'arty an1 the country are faced. We hold
the view that these difficulties can certainly. be overcome, but
it is a necéssary prelimindary condition for overcoming these
difficulties. to criticise our own mistakes, to. be preparei to
correct them, to re-examine our policy on the basis of facts

and, if necessary, to change it. We are of the opinion that our
criticism, which we pledge ourselves to exercise only strictly
within the limits of the Darty statutes, will benefit the Party
all the more in that our views with regard to a number of
questions have been confirmed by life itself and as, in a number
of cases, the Party adcpled our views to some extent.

Tell me then what is the good of demanding that we should
renounce our views? Is it possible to demand that we abandon
our views with regard to the Anglo-Russian Committee? Can
you demand of us that we renounce our views on the Chinese
Revolution? ... (Interjection: “What then do you abandon”?).
Is it possible to demand that we should abandon our views
in the question of the diiferentixtion of the peasantry? Is- it
possible to demand that we abandon our views in the question
of the backwardness of industry in comparison with the ge-
neral rate of development of our country?...

Has not the Anglo-Russian Committee died an ignominious
death without justifying the hopes set on it? Has not the
course of the Chinese revolution proved that the hopes set on
the Right and on the Left Kuo-Min-Tang have been a mistake?
Does not the present economic situation confirm our. views
that the predominance of the Kulak in the village is annihilating
our State plans, our plans of exports and consequenily also our
plan of capital investment? Has not the growth of the shortage
of goods again become the main economic problem?

This is a truth of which the Party leaders speak to you.
It is not my own wisdom, mnothing of my invention; it Is
something that every economist can tell you. Comrades, in
these conditions it is absolutely impossible {0 comply with the
demand that we should renounce, abandon our views.

I shall only give you another example which is of parti-
cular significance at the present moment. The chief question
in dispute at the XIV. Party Congress was the question of the
relations between our socialist and our peasant economy. You
know that it is just this question in which our opinions differed
both before and after the 14th Party Congress. You blamed us
for raising this question and accused us of distrust, scepticism
and panic with regard to the Kulak, and of scepticism -with
regard to the construction of Socialism. We, on our part,
maintained that the views expressed with regard to those
questions were inspired with uniustifiable optimism, with
glossing over the N.E.P. and underestimating the capitalist
elements in the village, and that the direction in which to fire
was also dependent on that. This is therefore one of the most
important and decisive questions in our dispute. A few months
ago, one of the most responsible leaders of our economy and
of our politics expressed himself with regard to this cardinal
question in the Politbureau as follows:

“... 1 must state that we have succeeded in getting
the peasant elementary processes, the peasant corn market
entirely into our hands, that we are in a position,
at any given moment, to raise or reduce the price
of corn, that all the lévers to influence the said market are
in our hands, and that for the reason that the peasants
are not backed by anyone who would interfere with us.”
From Comrade Mikojan’s report on the reduction of retail
prices. Stenographic report of the Meeting of the Polit-
bureau of the C.C. of the C.P.S.U. January 3rd, 1927,
page 4.) .

Hzas that not been refuted by aciuzl facts? Is that not an
wroneous estimcte, a4 wrong perspective? Do not the facts of
our presant economic sitination prove thot the starkng point
wias A wrong est'moie? The wrong policy, however can also
bz traced brck to this wrong estimzte of dhe relatons bet-
wesfl “he classes, Th's wrong rolicy sgrin did not result in a
removal of the difficulties, but in an zccumulation, growth and
in‘ensification of these difficult'es. Thzt policy con-ealed the
true prospect by which we ar® faced to-day anl which must
b2 2bolished in some wdy or other. But that is no individual
mistzke of this or that comrade. ‘ o '

This mistzke ¢s due to a wrong vrluation of the relation bet-
wesn the d'asses in our coumry. We, Marxists, disciples of
Len'n (Inferjecticn: “ex-disniples!”) know that ‘a wrong esti-
mte of the «clesses inevitably resulls ‘n a wromg tolicy and
wrong, f2ctics. So long as such estimates cre possible in the
Perty, estimates which form the basis cf 2n erromeots practical
solicy, we . caonot abandon our criticiem of such views and



No. 73

International Press Correspondence

1689.

our endeavours to correct them and to warn the Party, nay,
even to raise aries of alarm on the occision of such estim.tes.

T am conv.nced that a policy of this kind, which is carried
on within the lmits of the Farty stetutes, within -the limiis
established by the fact that our Party is at the hem, is helping
the dictatorship of the prolefariat, is protecting the . dictator-
ship of the proletariat from diff.cultles :md concussions. 1t is
impossible, it is impenmissible ‘under. these coniitions to de-
mand that we shcutd cbondon our views, We are under the
obligation to bring these views 1o baar and to defend them
strictly within the I'mits of {he staitutes, within the limits of
the Party decisicms.

I you Jdemznd cnything different, you accumulate artificialty
the obs!zcles on the way to the pacification of the INarty which we
entered on whole-heartedly. (Interjection: “Ihat is only a ma-
noeuvre!”) You c:n cnly moke such demni i you have made
up your mend to bar ms that way. If that-is what you have

resoived upon, you may of course make any dem:znd whatever

in order to mcke it impossibile to comply with it

. I now procecd to discuss the second question. You appoin-
ted ‘a commission for the diszrm-ment of the Opposition. You
demand that we should guaraniee that disarmament. That is
quite natural. In politics nobody is ob'ged to trust mere words.
If you do not believe us, only one meihod is left to you, that
ot imvestigaling yourselves info our activities. (Inlerjection:
“We have investigated for the past two years!”) There is no
other way to get a guarantee. What guarzntee do you mezn?
You will probubly not 1zke my word for if. (Laughler ani in-
terjection: “We put no fzith in your word!”) Comrades the
Party con therefore cmly test the truthfuiness and firmness of
our welarztions by making it possible for us to prove them
by dexds. There is no other alternstive. (Interjection: “Lay
down your illegal orginisation on the table of the Darty!”)
1 do mot carry the illegal orgn'szt'on in my pocket ani there-
fore I c-nnot put it on the t-b'e. From the moment when we
say at this Party Congress that we have decided {o capitulate
to the I'arty znd to h.nl o.er our whole fractional equipment,
from that moment we have no sacrets to kesp from you.

- Those who share our views hove szmed -publicly a num-
ber of documents which we direcied to the C.C. of the Darty.
(Inerjection: “Even without howving rend them!?) The declara-
tion of the 83 beirs zbomt 3000 sgniiures. Th's decleration
is in ycur possession. In the iscuss'on, those who share our
views stood up o-enly in all the nuc'ei in Jefen—e of our Plat-
form. You moy think their viewvs to be wrong, vou mav think
that they got entzngled in errors — but they beh~ved after the
mannzr ol brave reveolutonsries... (In'erfection: “It s a
sham= the way they behaved! Counter-revoluticnrries do such
things!”)

Solz: The Menshev'ki zleo defond their wiews with great
courage and have been ‘mprisoned for them. -

Kzmenev: ... have stood up for the'r opinion and placed
it higher thzn {heir ex‘stemce. They were prerared to give up
their position for those things which sre wrong in your opi-
n‘on which you may condemn. but which they believe to be
right — without consider'ng what awsiled them,

_ ConYitions which mske it rossib'e ‘that persons like
Mratchkovsky ' ere detained in prison (Inferjecticn: “Becavse
they founded printing works!”), whilst we go =2bert freely be-
fore their eyes, are uniencble. We have fovght side by side
with these comrades, we are also resronsible for their deeds.
We n~w appear before the Party together with them ~ni sug-
gest that you shorld male it possible for s fo liquidate that
perrod of the Party’s historv. It is imrossib'e fo se-~rate us
from them. I you try to semarate us. you cerse at the svme
tie to have sny respe~t for vs. (Interie~tion: “Our respect has
alreadv censed to exist after October 16th.”)

. Ovr~ point of viev w'th remward to the affernative — a se-
cond Party or a return into the Partv — is clear: back into
the Party at eny price.” We zsk the Iarty, unless this Party
Congress wishes to be recorded in history as a congress of
spYiting and not as a congress of pacification, to help us in
this respect. . . . I,

Do not make it more difficult for ws by m-king demonis
which c-nnot bz fu'fitled end which are unwor'hy of Bo'she-
vists, The working class wishes for reconciliation. In. spite of
all-‘the differences of opinion. in srite of the severity of the
strugg'e. we have the s~me interests as you, i. e. the preser-
vation of the unity of the Darty as the fundamantil lever of

the dictztorship of the proletarizt. This is feasible on the basis
of our s.zimission to the resolutioms of the [-arty Congress,
which we g ruilee. (Li1y of. “We ase unbelieving.”). 1t must
be achieved .n the inerest of the work wh.ch Len'n began.
(Uisturb.nce.) 1 am fin.ily convmoad {hat, in spite of al: that
has hopponed, the Tarty Congress will do so. (Disturbance,

cry cf: “Earn the coniiienze first!”) v :

Comrade RYKOV.

Comrade Kemonev ccncluded his speech with - the state-
ment, that he did not .dissocizte himseif from the oppositionals
who are in priscn. 1 should L'ke to beg.n my spee h with the
sioterent thot I do not d.ssociate mysed from those revolu-
ticnorfes who have imprisoncd some adherents of the Opposi-
tion beceusa of their cotivity which was hosiile to the Iarty
enl to the Soviets. (Frontic eppiewse cry of: “Long live the
Len'n'st C. C. The de'egates r'se from their seats end appland.)
Comrade Krmenzv's speech is the comly speech made by a
mamber of tha Cprosition =t the 15th Darty Cong.ess which
is, at lecst to a certan extent, de oled to the subject which
e ery membor of the Oppositon ought to discuss at the 15th
Party Cengress. Whet does the Opposition intend to do now?
It must be statel most em haticaly th ¢« Comrede Kemenev’s
declarction cannct in the least degree satisfy the Congress, the
Party its='f. . .

The Jdecisive ro'nt ‘n Komenev's sm2ech is h's. assertion
thiat ¢+ h-s never bren derrmied of ~nvons ‘n ovr Darty that
hz should renorn~e his vievs. For this rezsnn it &s imvossible,
he s'ys 1o dem-mi that ‘he Ormos’tion shorid abinton its
views, Thot is rot trwe, In anter to refe Comr~de Komenev's
assertion | oremnd van of ‘he resolit'on pessed bv the 10th-
Perty Congress of “he B, C.D. crncern'ng the question of the
“gupatst rmd enorebist devicton ‘n ovr Party”, of which
the Lobour Orrosition wios farmd ori'tv. Afer »n enmieration
of the erreneoms vierss beid by ‘the Lobrmr Ormosition gud
eitor on ~nolysis of its ideas, point 6 of that reso'ution runms
as follows* ]

“On the grornis of -1 ¢h-t, the Party CGongress erpha-
fin-i'v refe's tha obn e viervs which express a syndicalist
end znrrchst deistem. rmd reso'ves: \

1. It con<iders it recessary to carry on a relentless and
system~{'c fight agrinct the said ‘dees .

2. It ~ons‘ders the propagati-n cf these ideas incom-
patible with membersh’p of the R.C P” -

You see. Comrade Krmenev. *hnt the tr~d'tions of Bolshe-
vism go so i~r os to prorbit thet Portv memhbers defend ideas
which h~ve been recormmed ~s hoste fo the Prrtv, »s onfi-
Bo'zhewist. (Cries of: “Do you hear? There you have it, Com-
rade Kromenev!”)

1 remet, Comezrle Krmenev: The 10vh Tarty Congress re-
jected the idens of the L-bour Orpos'tion ~nl declored the
rrop-g-nla of those iders to be ‘mpermissib'z ‘n the r-nks of
the Comv n’'st Trrty. This referred to ibe syndicalist and anar-
chist deviat'en. It must p-w be repeald — we have much
m~re r-ascn to do so — with even greeter &lonrness and deci-
si~n with regard fo the deviction in tre divec’i-n of Menshe-
vism. I recell the resnMtion of the 10'h Trriv Congress to
vour mnd. in ordet #n been the tradifons of Bn'shevism rlive
in contrast 40 Cerneode Kamenev’s attenpts at distorting them
in a VFberal ir~h'cn. '

The frot its~'f 4+r+ the members of the O-rvos'tion do not
mention that reschmtion cnd try to evods i, is *h= most Con-
v'nz'hg’ proof of hoew far 1bev hewe withdrawn from the Party
ideclogy. (Cries of: “Heer, hedr!”)

The 10'h Tzrty Congress, with the zctive partizination of -
the present leaders of the Opposition, derred any propiganda
of the views vh'ch were olvog:tel by the so-n7ed Libour
Opposition rt tht t'me, to be incommatib'e with membership
of the T=rfy. After a long yeriod of en unex-mpled, acuite
strrggle of ‘he Cppositon zganst the Dorty, carried on in an
unprecedented form. zfler receted ectegorice]l reso'utions pas-
sed at Perty Congresses -nd Tartv Conferen~es which desori-
bed Trotzkv's v'ews, which the whole united Opposition has
now ado~ted. s Menshev'st views, — dhe Party is. now frced
by the task of Jeclar'no the nropegrnda.. the Aefence of those
views to be ‘mrom-mit'he with membership of the C.P.S.U.
The 15th Tarty Congress cznnot but pass a similar resolution
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with regard to that question as did the 10th Party Congress
with regard to the Labour Opposition. Gnly such’ a way of
puiting the question will be in accordance with the tradifions
of Bolshevism, with the traditions of the proposals made by
Comrade Lenin at the 10th Party Congress. Anyone who now
.— as does Comrade Jevdokimov — regards the demand of the
Party. made to the adherents of the Opposition, that it should
renounce the propaganda of Menshevist views, as a ¢super-
fluous ebstacle” in the way of the dissolution of the fraction,
anyone who has a feeling that this demand prevents him from
finding his way back to the Party, has ceased fo be a Bolshe-
vik. His way is not the way of our Party.

Kamenav is mot a new member of cur Party, and he never-
theless forgot in speaking about the “ireedom of conscience”
in the C.P.S.U. to mention “a trifle”, i. e. the resolution
passed at the 10th Party Congress with his active participation.
This forgetiulness of Comrade Kamenev is no mere coinci-
dence. 1t is part of the Cpposition’s strategy and only a new
manoeuvre for achieving its end. :

The Trotzkyist Opposition recently went out into the strests
of Moscow, Len'ngrad and ofher fowns under the flag of:
“Down with Ustrialovism, down with the Thermidor!” What
does this me:n? The Opposition went to the working class
with. the accusation against the C. C. of carrying on an Ustria-
Jov policy, that the Thermidor had commended in the country,
that the C.C. was betraying the revolution, the working class.
Did Comr~de Shiiapnikov ever do anything of the kind? D:id
he ever display flags against the Party in Moscow or in
Leningrad? Did he make an oppen arreéx to the masses? The
Labour Opposition never did such thimgys. Kemenew however
‘and’ his colleborators went out into the streets to gather ihe
people rornd the slogan of the overthrow of the C.C. (Cries
of: “Shama!”)

Yes, it is indeed an appeal to overthrow the C.C.. an open
fight against the existing Soviet Government. (Cries of:
“Hear, hear!”). ‘ S

Comrade Kamenev, that was only a month ago. You declare
to the Party Congress that you only take on yourself the re-
sponsibility for those views which have been' laid down in
the documents signed by the members of the Opposition. You
will not succed however to sneak out of the responsibility, for
instance, for the attempts at organising  public demonstrations
hostile to the Party. In the documents handed in to the C.C,

you have indeed evolved some of your ideas which are hostile

to the Party (this is the reason why the C.C. has not pubiished
these documents), but you pursued another aim with these
documents, that of preserving -a legal ground on which to carry
on the fight against the Party and in the interest of your illegal
activities, which of course were carried on “without signatures”.
We hold you responsible for all your actions without exception.
(Laughter, applause.) .

The Opposition has adopied the following habit: It hands
in to the C.C. those documents in which it defends that which
it considers mecessary and possible to defend “within  the
limits of the Party statutes” and within the limiis of Party
legality. At the same time it issues proclamations in an illegal
way and unfolds the banner of the fight against the Party and
against the Government. They have the audacity to appear
before this Party Congress declaring 'that they have never
accused the Party and the C.C. of a Thermidor, of degenera-
tion, that they have never held the view that our State has
ceased to be a workers’ State etc. I have before me a collection
of quotations from speeches and declarations made by mem-
bers of the Opposition; in which those accusations against the
Party and against the State are raised quite calegorically and
© with full clearness. I shall not read them out to you as they
are known to all the delegates to the Party Congress. They
begin with expressing doubts as to the socialist character of
nationalised industry, with assertions that the building up of
socialist society in the Soviet Union is impossible in conse-
quence of the technical backwardness of national economy, and
conclude with the assertion that our State, our Power and our
Party are degenerating into a bourgeois system and that the
central organs of the Party are the representatives of this
degeneration. Just these accusations reveal with the utmost
clearness the Menshevist basis of their whole ideology. It is
just ‘these monstrously mendacious accusations which raise a
barrier between the Opposition and the working class, between
the Opposition and our Party.

The Trotzkyist party iook these declarations, this funda-
mental aftitude as the starting point of its activity, when it
sent its partisans out into the streets ‘and open places under
the flag of “Down with Ustrialovism!” These flags have cer-:
tainly not been unfolded in opposition to some professor or
other in the Far East, but against the Party, against its central
organs, against the Soviet Government. .

Only yesterday youcalled upon the people to join in the
fight against the Party, against the C.C., against the Soviet
Government, with the help of the illegal party, by means of
your proclamations and flags. To-day you write in your de--
claration to the 15th Party Congress: , :

“We have never held the view and we do not hold
the view now that our Party and its C.C. have become-
" Thermidorian or that our State has ceased to be a workers’

State. We maintain now as we have -always maintained,
and we shall defend this point of view, that our Party has
been and is the organisation of the proletarian vanguard
and that the Soviet State is the organisation of the dicta~
torship of the proletariat” (Declaration of the Opposition,
handedin to the Presidium of the 15th Party Congress.)

That comparison alone suffices to prove the mendacity, the
complete inadequacy of the declaration made by the Opposition
to the 15th Party Congress.

How can this duplicity be explained? it can only be under-
stood as an aftempt on the part of the Opposition to conceal
and facilitate the work of their illegal parfy which is really
hostile to the Party and to the Soviets. They have legalised
their illegal party in foreign couniries and there, in their
ioreign papers, they are publishing openly what they are
spreading in an illegal way in the Soviet Union.

The difference between the behaviour of the Trotzkyist Op-
position and Shliapnikov’s behaviour ' is that the Opposition
nas tried in recent times to contrive a- movement in the country
and fo carry it into the streets in order to fight against the
Party and the Soviet Power, whilst Shliapnikov has done
nothing of the kind. That is the difference. (Cries of: “Hear,
hear!”).

After all that, they are playing the naive, pretending that
it has never occurred in the history of the Party that it was
prohibited to anyone to defend his views. In the first instance,
we have interdicted the defence of certain views and we shall
do so in the future. Secondly it is here no longer a case of
views but of deeds, of open actions against the Party. Deeds
which are hostile to the Party and to the Soviets have sprung
from the anti-party, Menshevist views of the Opposition. The-
present Party Congress would therefore have bren compelled
to issue a resolution of that kind, in view of the fact that your
“views” are far more dangerous than those of the Labour Op-
position; even if we did not have the experience of the fight
against anti-party views which was carried on at the 10th Party
Congress under the leadership of Comrade Lenin. We can all
the less dispense with such a resolution, as the leaders of the
Opposition, aiter all the actions they have commitied, are now
declaring that théy cling to their views, that they intend to
defend them within the limits of the Party statutes” and that
they declare their solidarity with those who are in prison and
who will remain in prison.

Comrade Kamenev fails to understand just a trifle. He
fails to understand the significance of the gulf which exists
between the dissensions in the Politbureau and the C.C. on the
one hand and, on the other hand, the dissensions . in the streets
and in’ public meetings. The Opposition describes the change
from votings in party bodies and at party congresses fo an
open fight. .as “the path of fractional struggles”, “the use
of means which, in a number of cases, infringe Party discipline”.
(Declaration of the Opposition to the 15th Party Congress.) The
problem of the Opposition has ceased to be an every-
day question of party relations within the. C.C., within the
Party. We are faced by the question of a gigantic political
struggle in our country. — The Opposition has' tried in this
struggle to organise demonstrations of its own and openly
to unfold the banner against the C.C. etc. All that, Comrade
Kamenev, ‘has sprung from your Thermidorian and Clemenceau-
ist views. I do not believe that after all that, you yourselves
could have expected a reconciliation with your views. The Party
cannot allow such views to be legalised in the ranks of the
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Bolsheviki. A compromise is out of the question, There is no
room for such views among the Bolsheviki. Either the Party
or the defence of such views, -

the Upposiion evidenny does not wish to understand that.
Comirade Kakovsky arrives at the Party Congress aud tells us
‘all sorts of things, with the exception of those which would
be of interest to the Party regarding its relation to the Oppo-
sition. Comrade Jevdokimov wasted the time of the Party Con-
gress with idle talk. I did everything in. my power to make
it possible for him to expound his views -— in spite of the
‘indignation of the majority of the delegates to the congress
— in order to show on an example to what baseness these
people have sunk. (Cries of: “Hear, hear!”)

~The content of Comrade Kamenev’s speech is the result
of the resolution passed by the illegal C. C. of the Trotzkyist
party. It is evident from his speech that the central organ of
the C. C. of the Opposition resolved not to capitulate and to
try io retain its legality in our Party (at the same time pre-
‘serving the invioiability of their Menshevist ideology), and
that for the purpose of masking their illegal work. (Cries of:
“Hear, hear!”)

This is the only sensible explanation of Comrade Kame-
nev’s speech. His pointing out that he himself and the other
leaders of the Opposition -only regard themselves responsible
for the views laid down in the new docwment signed by them,
shows that they are not prepared to abandon their whole Ther-
‘midorian and Clemencenuist ideology on whichk the activity of
the illegal party is based, that they refuse to acknowledge that
ideology to be harmful and fatal. The flags with the slogan
“Down with Ustrialovism!” “Down with the Thermidor!” are
also documents, and that no less important documents than are
the declaration on which Comrade Kamenev puts his signature
in order {0 hand them in to the C. C, the C. C. C. or to the
Party Congress. Comrade Kamenev is an ex-member of the
Government. He possesses a certain amout of political ex-
perience and he should not complain about the fact that some
persons have been arrested in consequemce of the extremely
sharp, open fight of the Opposition against the Party, but he
should appreciate fthat, in comparison with the “situation”
which the Opposition has tried to create, only too few arrests
have been made. I think we cannot guarantee that we shall
not be compelled to increase the number of the inmates of the
prisons in the near future. (Enthusiastic applause. Cries of:
“Hear, hear!”)

"~ In its relation to the Opposition, it is impossible for the
Party to proceed from the document which Comrade Kamenev
deigns to sign, the document he did not sign or the document
he intends to sign.

- The Party directs the State and is responsible for its
administration and for the socialist development of an enor-
mous countrv, In view of these problems of the proletarian
revolution, all those diplomatic declarations and signatures taken
fogether are a mere nothing. The Party and the revolution wiil
easily get over them.

There are persons who maintain that under Lenin it was
not the habit to exclude anyone from the Party because of his
views. That is not true, :in his time, the Labour Opposition
would only faintly have tfried to organise a few hundreds
among those who shared their views, to equip them with flags
for a demonstration on the Red Square with the slogans of:
“Long live the Labour Opposition! Down with the C. C.!”
(Cry of: “We would have shot them dead!”) What do you
think? Do you think Lenin would have pampered them as we
have pampered you? Have we not checked Mjassnikov in a
twinkling? Is mnot the threat of Kamenev and of those who
share his views a thousand times worse than everything we
witnessed with any Opposition since the foundation of the
Party? Under Lenin, the Party would never have permitted the
development of a scandal such as we witnessed it in the form
of the unprecedented anti-Soviet actions of the Opposition.

We — the members of the Opposition say — are honest.
Comrade Kamenev, if you honestly believe that fractions are
harmful — yours indead is no fraction but an independent party
— if you consider the existence of .an illegal party to be detri-
mental to the proletarian dictatorship, why do you not secede
from it? Who prevents you from doing so? When the workers
exclude the wpartisans of the Opposition ‘from the nuclei, the
latter separate from our Party at your orders with marked
indifference and accept fighting posts in your illegal party in
order to fight against us. Why could not you secede from your

Trotzkyist party in the interest of the revolution? In your
document you say: fractions are detrimental. Why then are you
members of a fraction {o the present gay? it your opinion that
iractions are harmful were honest, every single one of you
ought to come and say: 1 have finally broken wath the fraction;
every single one of you would speak like an enemy of the
Trotzkyist party, that Trotzkyist party which exists to-day
without your concealing the difierences of opinion which pre-
vail among you and especially between you and Trotzky, If
the comrades of the Opposition -were honest when they declare
that they regard their fraction2l fight against the Party to be
detrimental to the proletariat, their second party and their frac-
tions would have ceased to exist long ago. They would then
appear at the Party Congress, not as a united Opposition Bloc
but as individual members of the Party.

The united Opposition is however continuing its policy
of the three chambers to the present day; first every group
meets in two separate chambers, and after that they unite...
(Cry of: “Hypocrisy!”). Then they dissolve, they meet again and
so om, and finally they appear at the Party Congress as a
special, uniform party. This shows that even to-day,when they
are on the edge of an abyss, they continue to value their
fraction discipline higher than the discipline of our Pariy, that
they are addressing the .Party Congress on the basis of two
parties. This is how things are, Comrade Kamenev. To the
present day you have left a door open for the fight against
the Party, in order to try once again to carry the flags of the
fight against the C. P. S. U. into the streets with the help of
your illegal party. We think that it is absolutely necessary fo
close that door, to knock that weapen out of your band.

The Oprosition therefore proceeds with great clumsiness
when it speculates on reprisals on account of ideological dif-
ferences. It has exceeded the limits of a divergence of opinions
admissible in a Party. It is evident from Comrade Kamenev’s
speech that he understands this very well and that is why
his ‘argumentation about reprisals sounds so hypocritical.
Matters went so far that Bakajev who has been excluded from
the Party is addressing wus in the name of several hundreds of
persons. He signs for instance for Serebriakov who is at pre-
sent living in America and could mot even have made himself
heard so quickly with broad-casting. You see that it was not
even mnecessary to inform him. Bskajev is authorized to put
his signature for the others, fo decide in their name. The
members of the Opposition do not act Yke members of our
Party, but like members of a new, hostile party. What notary
has attested Comirade Kamenev’s authority that he may speak
in the name of 2090 to 3000 memwbers of the C. P. S. U.? Are
those people mnaive enough to believe that we are bound to
accept that attestation? These declarations alone prove that the
Opposition has ‘developed into a completely new party with
views of its own end a discipime of its own. Comrade
Kamenev spoke about sincerity and hypocrisy. Weil, pardon
me, there are two sorts of sincerity in the Opposition. The
first is that of illegality, the other is adopted for legal use,
for us. Who is to know of which sincerity he spoke? The
“sincerity” of his declaration, the content of every single sen-
tence of that declaration has orniginated, not from his own
opinion, but from the resolution of the C. C. of the illegal
Trotzkyist party. We have to do with a fresh manoeuvre as
was the case on Qctober 16th last year and on August Sth
of the current vear.

Comrade Kamenev, either one thing or the other: either
you continue your manoeuvres, but oufside the Party, or you
are honest, not in words, but in deeds. If Comrades Kamenev
and Jevdokimov were in the least degree honestly convinced
that they value the interest of our Party, the interest of our
working class above everything, they could not for a moment
remain in another, in a Trotzkyist party. They appear before
us, however, as the advocates of the Opposition, they link
their fate with that of the new, illegal party whilst writing
that they are against two parties.

Just now Comrade Kamenev took that stand, just now he
himself signed a document in the name of 100, 200 to 300
persons, he signed a document in the name of a collective body,
in the name of a new, second party. The Party demands that
you condemn wunreservedly and unconditionally with every
clearness and determination all the things you have done, all
the mistakes you have made in respect of fundamental questions,
i. ‘e. your assertion with regard to the Thermidor, with regard
to degeneration, to the necessity of a breach with the middle
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peasants and to all those things about which you talked an
incredivle lot of nomsense. (Bucuarin: “they must coniemn the
Clemenceauist thesis!’) : '

* Condemn your thesis on Clemenceauism, which you began
to put into enect at the very moment when you became a
point of atiraction for the third power — that is long ago.
Own up that the inevitable conscquence of your thesis on
Clemenceau is your standing up for the necessity of a coup
d’état. 1ell the Party of how you intended to drive the “Ther-
midorians’ from the C. C,, from the Government,

Picture to yourselves, comrades, what would have hap-
pened, hal the Opposition really won over a few thousand
persons to its side after its appeal o the streat, They would
have come here as masters of the situation! They would have
said that they are backed by the people, by the large masses.
They would then not have talked about reconciliation, but about
the formation of a new, “anti-1hermidorian’, of a ‘“Clemen-
ceauist” Government. Only when their demonsiration had shown
in. a telling way whom the working cliass is supporting, when
Zinoviev was almost given an opportunity to try — in the
Moijka Channel — how he likes swimming against the current
under the dictatorship of the proletariat (laughter), oaly then
he came to us with the so-called conciliatory speech. (Cries of:
“Hear, hear!” Applause.) ’

In all the talk to which the Opposition has given vent on
this platform, their is mneither lucidity nor sincerity, at least in
my opinion, (Bukharin: “We all are of the same opinion”.) Not
a single Farty delegaie puis his confidence in the leaders of
the Opposition, as o whether those who have been admitted
to ‘the Tarty Congress with advisory vole, say what they
actually mean. That interjection of the delegates who said that
they put no confidence in Kamenev is indicative of the opinion
of the whole Party. It is not only the last year that Kamenev
and Trotzky have taken an active share in politics. Do they
fail to understand that all those things — when they went out
into the streets with appeals against the Party, against the
Government, is equivalent to an attempt at preparing or orga-
nising a coup d’élat? (Cries of: “Hear, hear!”) Did they try to
win over the masses for their demonstrations? Yes, they did.
Zinoviev reported to the Plenary Meeting of the C. C. on this
very platiorm on the Leningrad demonstration. If they had
succeeded in winning over to their side 10,000 persons out of
the hunireds of thousands and to carry ihem along in the
demonstration — would there have been a fight in the streets
of Moscow ani Leningrad — or would nothing have hapre-
ned? Yes, with absolute certainty. (Cries of: “Hear, hear!”)
That is what is usually called organising civil war. After all
that they come to the Congress and act with diplomatic intre-
pidity according to the resolution of their illegal central com-
mittee, as did Comrade Rakovsky, saying: “No capitulation
now, pretending: My name is Haase, I do not know anything
about it.” (Laughter) They pass over in silence all their deeds
against the Party, they refuse to own up their crime against
the dictatorship of the working class. They do not, decideldly
and unreservedly break away from the ideology of Clemen-
ceauism and Thermidorianism and similar things, but declare
before the Party that they do not intend to change their aims
and their factics.

They evidently hatched the following plan: “Let us con-
tinue with our atiack, possibly we shall be the next time able
to gather more people round our flags than we succeeded in
the past. (Cries of: “Hear, hear!”) 1i their declaration had
been honest, the first thing Comrades Kamenev and Jevdokimov
ought to have done, would have been to say on this platiorm
what they, being members of the Party, are thinking, not what
Zinoviev. and Trotzky, who are excluded from the Party,
prescribe to them. (Applause.) They demand that the Parly
should deat with them seriously, they raise claims, they, who
have been convicted of consianily arranging illegal meetings
with their leaders who are outside the Party, who are delibe-
rating with them upon every word, every sentence with which
to throw dust into the eyes of the Party Congress and of the
whole Party. They are terribly miscalculating when they be-
lieve that the Bolshevist Party will tolerate that and carry on
negotiations ‘with them on that basis.

_I think that, in the first instance, it is necessary to enlighten
all the Party members about the untruthfulness of the asser-
tions put forward by Comrade Kamenev and by the Opposition.
We should not proceed in a Bolshevist way if we did not

demand of them the renunciation of the defence of their anti
Party views. Under Lenin, the Party laid down strict. norms
with regard to the propagation of views in the Farty mhich
do not agree with the 1arty resolution, even if these views
are less dangerous to the revolution than are the present

views of the Opposition. Under Lenins lead the Faity re
solved that the delence of anti-Bolshevist views is incompatible

with the membership of the Party. We are bound to repeat the
resolution passed at the 10th Party Congress in view of the
Menshevist views of Troizkyism. The speeches made by Jevdo-
kimov and by other leaders of the Opposition are fresh evi-
dence of the necessity of that resolution. (Cries of: “Hear, hear!”)
They should all be turned out!” Applause.)

in the second place, all the Farty members should be
told that we do not simply enjoy ourselves here with friendly
discussions but that we are passing definite resolutions in our
position as political functionaries. Kamenev should be as'clear
about the fact as-1 am and as each of you is, that the decla-
ration “on my word of honour!” is worthless in poldics. (Cries
of: “Hear, hear!”) In the political struggle, the word of honour
of this or that functionary does not suffice, but absolutely
accurate and unconditioned guaraniees are necessary. It is a
case of the responsibility of political functionaries in the period
of one of the most important stages in the history of our
Party and of the revolutionary movement. X

The Oppogition is responsible for its entire ideology, both
for the ideology of the “signed” documents and for the ideology
which bears no signature, for their entire-activity, both legal
and illegal. The leaders of the Opposition should not declare
their solidarity with those on whom the Soviet State inilicted
reprisals, the Soviet State which, -according to their own de-
claration to the 15th Party Congress, is the State .of the pro-
letarian dictatorship, but they must render an account -of their
infringement of the laws of this dictatorship. ,

Comrade Kamenev will not succeed in laying at the door
of the Party even the shadow of the responsibility for the
fact that a few members of the Opposition have been arrested.
I maintain that Comrade Kamenev and the other leadets of
the Opposition are responsible for that. It is they who instiga-
ted them. (Cries of: “Hear, hear!” Applause.)

The Opposition must altogether get it out of its head to
lay any responsibility for that which the Opposition itself has
done at the Party’s door. Comrade Kamenev will not succeed
in representing himself as an jnexpert member of an elementary
political training school. He is an old politician and is fully
responsible for every step, he is also responsible for the end
towards which his steps lead him. It is possible to say about
the young ones, about inexperienced Party members, that they
have made some mistake or other from inexperience or even
against their own will or because someocne persuaded them to
do so. But the systematical anti-Party actions on the part of the
Opposition leaders represent tfactics “at long sight” which they
are trying to conceal with speeches which do not apply to the
subject under discussion. When Trotzky says: “I should not
have gone out into the streets with the slogan “Down with the
Thermidorians” but 1 am not satisfied with the internal re-
gime of the Party, it is to split with laughter.

I confess that, in cne respect, we are responsible for the
behaviour -of Trotzky, Zinoviev and Kamenev; — in that we
are only now puiting an end to their activity, that we have
ventured too much when we made it possible for them to
organise their illegal party and to appeal to the country.

We cannot find an issue from the political situation which
has resulied, unless we pass a radical resolution. The inferest
of the working class, ol the proletarian dictatorship and the
defensive capacity of the counfry demand it. It is necessary in
the interest of ihe viclorious socialist construction and of the
development of the proletarian revolution! '

Comrade Kamenev concluded his speech with the declara-
tion that he did not isolate himself from those members of
the Oposition who iniringed the laws of the proletarian State
and have been subjected to reprisals. I reply to that: The pre-
sent Party does not isolate itself from the working class, from
the international revolution which demands a final, unreserved
disarmament and liquidation of the second party, the party
of the Opposition Bloc both: with regard to their organisation
and to their ideology. (Enthusiastic, continued applause. The
delegates rise from their seats and sing the “International.)
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~ Concluding Speech of Comrade Stalin
| at the XV. iarty (onference of the (. P. S. U.

(Full Report.)

... Comrades! After the speeches of a whole number of de-
legates, there is not much left for me to say. There is nothing
essential to add to Comrades Jevdokimov anl Muralov’s
speeches, as they offér no material for that.” Regarding them,
I can only say: May Allah forgive them their sins, they
know not themselves what they are babb.ing. (Laughter,
applause.) 1 should like to concern myself with the speech of
Comrade Rakovsky and more especially with Comrade Kame-
nev’s speech, because the lailer is the mosi pharisaical ani
untruthiul speech among all the speeches made by the Oppo-
sition. (Cries of: “Quite irue!”)

1. ON COMRADE RAKOVSKY’S SPEECH.

.a) On Foreign Policy. In my opinion, Comrade Rakovsky
broached the question ol war in foreign policy without any
foundation. It is a matter of common knowledge that Comirade
Rakovsky only talked nonsense about the question of the war
.at the Moscow Confercnce. He then came here and began to
.speak, evidently with the intention to correct his nonsense;
but he blundered even worse than before. (Laughter.) I think
4t would be to Comrade Rakovsky’s advantage if he kept silent
on the subject of foreign policy.

. b) On the Right and the Left. Comrade Rakovsky main-
tains that the Opposition is the Left section of our Farty.
Comrades, that is enough to make a cat laugh. Such assertions
are evidently intended to comnsole the political bankrupts them-
selves. It is an established fact that the Opposition is the
Menshevist wing of our Party, that the Opposition has ob-
Jectively become a tool in the hands of the bourgeois elements.
All this has been proved, nay, more than proved. How then
can anyone still talk about the Opposition standing on the
Left side? Has anyone ever heard that a Menshevist group
which has objectively transtormed itself into the third Power,
the power of the bourgeois elements, is standing on the Left
sideé of the Bolsheviki? Is it not clear that the Opposition
is a Right, Menshevist wing in the C. P. S. 'U.? Comrade
Rakovsky evidently ‘got confused and does . not know where
the' right side is and where the left.

¢) On the Help of the Opposition. Comrade Rakovsky
stated that the Opposition is prepared to come 4o the assistance
of the Farty should the imperialists attack us. We have no
confidence in your assistance and we do not need. it, comrades
of the Opposition! We only ask you one thing: do not inter-
fere with us, cease to disturb us! We ourselves shall accom-
plish everything eise, you may be convinced of that. (Cries
of: “Quite true! Applause.) :

d) On the “Signalisers”. Comrade Rakovsky further stated
that the Opposition is signalising to us the dangers, difficulties
cand the ruin of our country. Nice “signalisers”, nice saviours
of the Party from ruin, who aré themselves shipwrecked and in
need of rescue! They themselves can hardly stand on their
legs and want to succour others! Isn’t it ridiculous, comrades?
(Laughter.) Just piclure to yourselves a small boat that is
struggling to keep above water and is near sinking, and on
the other hand a magnificent steamer proudly ploughing the
waves and steering with full confidence its course towards its
destination. What would you say if von little boat were to
make attempts to rescue the gigantic steamer? (Laughter.)
Indeed, it would be ridiculous beyond words. This is the
position of our signalisers from among the Opposition. They
signal to us peril, difficulties, shipwreck, anything they chose,
whilst they themselves are going under, nay, whilst they fail
to nofice that they have already arrived at the bottom of the
sea. By describing themselves as the signalisers, they are
raising a claim to the leadership of the party of the working
class, of the country. The question is on what grounds do
they raise that claim? Did the members of the Opposition ever
prove in practice that they are capable of leading anything

_past itwo years with such men at

whatever, not to talk of the Party, the class, the country?
Is it not a fact that the Opposition has led its group for the
1 ) its head as Trotzky,
Zinoviev, Kamenev? Is it not a fact that these leaders of the
Opposition directed their group so- brilliantly that they drove
it into a final collapse? Is it not a fact, that, for the last two
years, the Opposition has guided ‘its group irom defeat to
defeat? What else does this prove but that the leaders of the
Opposition are’ unfit, that their lead is a Icad to defeat ani
not to victory? If the leaders have’therefore proved to be’ unfit
for the control of a small thing, what reason can we have
for supposing that they will prove capable of directing a big
thing? Is it not 'clear that nobody will enfrust a big matter
such as the guidance of the Party, the working class, the
country, to persons who have suffered bankrupicy when
leading a small group? This is what our signalisers refuse fo

‘understand.

2. ON COMRADE KAMENEV'S SPEECH.

1 pass on to Comrade Kamenev’s -speech. This speech is
the most untruthful,. pharisaical, hypocritical and knavish
speech among all the speeches of the Opposition which have
been made on this platform. (Cries of: “Quite true!” Applause)

a) The Janus head. The first thing with which Comrade
Kamenev concerned himself in his speech was that he tried
to wipe out all the traces. The representatives of the Party
spoke here of the achievements of our Party, of the successful
results of our construction, of the improvement of our work
etc. They further spoke of the Menshevist fall of the comrades
belonging to the Opposition, of how those comrades have
sunk down to Menshevism by denying the possibility of a
successtul building up of socialism in our country, by denying
the existence of the proletarian dictatorship in the Soviet Union,
the efficiency of the policy of the alliance between the working
class and the middle peasant, by spreading calumniations about
the Thermidor etc. They finally decided that the said views
of the Oppositicn are incompatible with membershin of our
Party and that the Opposition must abandon these Menshevist
views if it wishes to remain ih our Darty. What was the
result? Comrade Kamenev knew no bettér than to evade these
problems, to cover up the traces and simply pass by. Questions
concerning the most important problems of our programme, of
our polioy, of our construction have been addressed to him.
He simuly passed them over, as if they were no concern of his.
Can this behaviour of Comrade Kamemnev be regarded as a
serious attitude towards the problem in question? It is evi-
dently impossible to do so.

How can this. behaviour of the Opposition be explained?
There is only one way to explain it; it is its wish to deceive
the Party, to lull its vigilance and to get the better of it. The
Opposition is Janus-headed: it has a pharisaical, amiable face
and a Menshevist anti-revolutionary one. It is turning its pha-
risaical amiable face towards the Party when the Party exerts
pressure on it and demands that it should renounce its frac-
tional manoeuvres, its policy aiming at a split; it shows ifs
Menshevist, anti-revolutionary face when seeting about to call
on the non-proletarian forces, to make an appeal to the sireet
against the Party, against the Soviet Union. You see just now
its pharisaical, amiable face turned on us with the intention
of deceiving the Party once again. This is the reason why
Comrade Kamenev made every elfort to wipe out the traces and
to evade the most important questions of our dissensions. Shall
we continue to tolerate this double-dealing? It is clear that
we cannot tolerate it any longer, even for a minute. Either
the one or the other: the Opposition will either have fo talk
seriously to the Party and take off its mask, or it intends fo
maintain its Janus head — but if the latter is the case it will
have to stay outside the Party. (Cries of: “Quite right!”)
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b) On the Traditionus of Bolshevism. Kamenev asseverated
that no case is known in which it was possible to demand that
a party member should renounce some of his' views which
were incompatible with our party ideology, with our party
programme. Is that irue or is it untrue? Ol course it is not
true. More than that, comrades, itsis a lie. Is it not a ‘fact
that we, including Kamenev, excluded Miasnikov and his ad-
herents from the Party? Why did we exclude them? Because
their Menshevist views proved to be incompatible with the
views of the Parly. Is it not a fact that we, all of us, including
Kamenev, excluded a section of the “Labour Opposition” from
the Party? Why did we exclude them? Because their Men-
shevist views proved to be incompatible with the views of
our Party. And why have we excluded Ossovsky and Dashovsky
from the Party? Why. have Maslov, Ruth Fischer, Katz and
others. been excluded from the Comintern? Because their views
proved to be incompatible with the ideology of the Comintern,
-‘with the ideology of the C. P. S. U. Our Party were no Le-
ninist party were it to think the presence of anti-Leninist ele-
ments in our organisation to be permissible. Why then should
we not admit the Mensheviki in our Party as well? What
should we do with persons who, while being members of our
Party, are gliding down to Menshevism and propagating their
anti-Leninist views? Comrade Kamenev calumniates our work,
breaks away from the traditions of our Party, from the
traditions of Bolshevism and is of the opinion that persons
who proclaim and preach Menshevist views can be suffered
to remain in our Party. The Party is raising the question as
to whether the Opposition is prepared to renounce its anti-
Leninist views, just for the reason that Comrade Kamenev and
with him the Opposition as a whole are treading the revolu-
tionary traditions of our Party underfoot.

¢) The alleged Firmness of Principle of the Opposition.
Comrade Kamenev protests that he himself-and the other mem-
bers of the Opposition find it difficult to renounce their views
as they are in the habit of upholding their views in the Bol-
shevist manner. He says that it would be a lack of principle
on the part of the Opposition were it to yield up its views.
It has thus come to light that all the leaders of the Opposition
are possessed of an extraordinary firmness of principle. Is
that true? Are their principles, their views and their con-
viction really so dear to the hearts of the leaders of the Oppo-
sition? There is something wrong in this, comrades. There
is something wrong if we consider the history of the formation
of the Opposition Bloc. (Laughter.) "It is exactly the other
way round. History, facts show that no one ever jumped so
easily from one principle to another, that no one ever changed
his views with such:. perfect ease as did the leaders of the
Opposition. Why areithey just now not in a position to
abandon their views. just af the moment when the inferest of
the Party requires it% ° .

I should like to give you a few examples from the history
of Trotzkyism. L .

It is a matter of common knowledge that Lenin, when he
collected the Party, convoked a conference of the Bolsheviki
in Prague in 1912. It is a well-known fact that this con-
ference was of the greatest significance in the history of our
Party, as it drew a line of separation between the Bolsheviki
and the Mensheviki, and welded the Bolshewist organisations
throughout the country into a united Bolshevist Party. It is
a-wellknown fact. that in the same year, in 1912, the Men-
shevist meeting of the August Blo¢ tock place, with Trotzky
it its head. It is equaily well known that this meeting declared
war against the Bolshevist Conference and called upon the
Tlabour organisations fo liquidate the Leninist Party. What
accusations did the meeting of the Trotzkyist August Bloc
raise against the Bolshevist Conference in Prague? An accu-
sation of all original sins. It accused the Bolshevist Conference
of arrogating rights to itself to which it was not authorised,
it accused the Conference of sectarianism, of overthrowing the
State and goodness knows of what things besides these. In
its declaration addressed to the 2nd International the meeting
of the August Bloc expressed itself as follows with regard
to the question of the Bolshevist Conference:

“The Meeting declares that the Conference (the Con-
ference of the Bolsheviki in Prague in 1912, — ]J. St)
represents an open attempt on. the part of a group of
persons who drove the party deliberately into a split, to

usurp the flag of the party, and expresses its deep-felt
regret that a few party organisations apd comrades have
fallen victims to this deception and have thus’ promoted
. the dividing and usurping policy of the Leninist group.
The meeting expresses its confidence that -all the party
organisations both in Russia and abroad, will raise a
protest against the coup which has been accomplished. They
will refuse to acknowledge the authorities elected by the
Conterence and will demand with the use of all the means
at their disposal that the unity of the party be restored
by convoking a party conference which really includes
all the members. (From the declaration of the August
Bloc addressed to the 2nd International, published in fhe
“Vorwirts” of March 26th 1912. Ed.)

You see, nothing has been missed out, neither the Leninist
group nor usurpation and the overthrow of the State (Ther-
midor!). ‘

What happened after that? A few years passed by, and
Trotzky diclaimed those views he held at that time with
regard to the Bolshevist Party. Not only did he renouuce them
but he wriggled into the Bolshevist party on his stomach,
entering it as one of its most active members. (Laughter.)

What, after all that, is the reason why we should doubt
that Trotzky and the Trotzkyites will once again know how to
renounce their views with regard to the Thermidorian indi-
nation (“overthrow of the State”) in our Party, about tsur-
pation etc.? )

Another example in the same domain. Everyone knows
that Trotzky published a brochure entitled “The Lessons -of
October”, at the end of 1924. It is a well-known fact that,
in his brochure, Trotzky characterised Kamenev and Zinoviev
as the Right semi-Menshevist wing of our Party. It is equally
well known that Trotzky’s brochure gave rise to an extensive
discussion in our Party. A year passed by, and Trotzky
abandoned his views and announced that Zinoviev and Ka-
menev do not represent the Right wing but the Leit, revo-
lutionary wing of our Party. ,

One more example, this time taken from the history of
Zinoviev’s group. There is no one who is not acquainted with

the fact that Zinoviev and Kamenev have written a - regular

rat’s tail of brochures against Trotzkyism. It is a matter
of general knowledge that even in 1925, Zinoviev and Ka-
menev, together with the Party as a whole, stated the in-
compatiblility of Trotzkyism and Leninism. Every one knows
that Zinoviev and Kamenev, together with the whole of the
Party, passed a resolution on-the petty bourgeois deviation of
Trotzkyism both at the Congresses of our Party and at the
5th Congress of the Comintern. Hardly had a year ‘gone
by however, and they abandoned their views and . proclaimed
that Trotzky’s group was a genuine Leninist group, was the
true revolutionary group of our party. (Cries of: “Mutual
amnesty!”) :
These are the facts, comrades, to which an  indefinite

" number could be added.

Is it not clear then, that the eminent firmness of- character
of the leaders of the Opposition, of which Comrade Kamenev
is speaking here, is a tale which has nothing to do with
reality? Is it then not clear that no one in our Party relinqui-
shed - his principles so easily as did Trotzky, Zinoviev and
Kamenev? The question is: what reason have we to suppose
that the leaders of the Opposition, who have already abandofed
their  principles, their views several fimes, will not again
understand how to disclaim them. Is it not clear that the
leaders of the Opposition cannot find it so hard to fulfil our
demands as Comrade Kamenev tries to put it, when the
Opposition has already dropped its Menshevist views?
(Laughter.) It is not the first time that they are compelled to
renounce their views, why should they not do so once again?
(Laughter.)

“d) Either the Parly or the Opposition. Kamenev asseve-
rated that it is impossible to demand that the Opposition should
rid itself of some of its views which have become incompatible
with the ideology and with the programme of the Party. I
have already pointed out how little serious this assertion of
Kamenev can be if one takes into consideration the aftitude
of the Opposition in the past ‘and at. the present moment.
Let us however, for a moment, assume that Comrade Kamenev
is in the right. What is the result? Can the Party, our Party,
renounce its views, its conviction, its principles? Is it pos-
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sible to demand that our Party should abandon its views,
its .principles? The Party has formed the absolute conviction
that the Opposition must abandon its anti-Leninist views or
be turned out of the Party. And if it is not possible to demand
of the Opposition that it should abandon its conviction, why
should it be possible to demand that the Party should yield
up its conviction and its views with regard to the Opposition?
Kamenev however represents things as though the Opposition
could not possibly yield up its anti-Leninist views, whilst the
Party would have to do so, the result being that it is im-
possible to allow the Opposition to remain in our Party if
it does not abandon its anti-Leninist views. Where is the
logic of all that? (Laughter, applause.) Comrade Kamenev
maintains that the members of the Opposition are persons full
of courage who defend their conviction consistently. I do not
set much fait on the courage and the firmness of character of
the leaders of the Opposition. I doubt particularly the courage
of —for instance Zinoviev and Kamenev (laughter), who de-
nounced Trotzky yesterday and are billing and cooing with
him to-day. Let us however for a moment suppose that the
leaders have preserved a last trace of courage and firmness
of character. Is there any reason to suppose that the Party
has less courage and firmness of character than for instance
Zinoviev, Kamenev and Trotzky? Is there any reason to sup-
pose that the Party will more easily. abandon its conviction
with regard to the Opposition, with regard to the incompati-
bility of their Menshevist views with the ideology and the
programime of our Party than the leaders of the Opposition
who are accustomed to change their views as omne changes
a pair ol gloves? (Laughter.) Is it not clear that Kamenev de-
mands that the Party should abandon its views with regard
to ‘the Opposition and to the Menshevist mistakes made by
the latter? Is not Comrade Kamenev going too far? Will he
not, recognise that it is dangerous to go so far? The question
is: either the Party or the Opposition. Either the Opposition
yields“ up its Menshevist views or it refuses to do so — and
then, not even the memory of it will be left in the TParty.
(Cries of: “Quite so!” Applause.)

e) The Opposition has broken away from the Traditions
of Bolshevism. Kamenev maintains that the Bolshevist traditions
make it impossible to demand that members of the Party
should abandon their views. Comrade Rykov has brought
sufficient evidence to show that this is untrue. Facts go to
prove that Comrade Kamenev is telling an actual untruth. We
now ask the following question: is there any incident in the
Bolshevist traditions which can be compared with what the
Opposition has dared and is daring to do? The Opposition
organised a fraction and transformed it into a party within
our Bolshevist Party. Has anyone ever heard that the Bolshe-
vist traditions have at any time permitted anybody to practice
such double-dealing? How is it possible to talk of Bolshevist

traditions and to admit at the same time a division .of the
Party and the founding of a new, anti-Bolshevist party? Let !

us continue: The Opposition orgamised illegal printing “works
and formed a bloc with bourgeois intellectuals who, on their
. part, formed a bloc with an openly White-Guardist group.
The question is: how can anyone speak of Bolshevist traditions
and at the same time admit that scandal which borders on
direct betrayal of the Party? '

The Opposition finally organised a demonstration against
the Party, against the Soviets, it made an appeal {o the street,
to the non-proletarian elements. How is it possible for anyone
belonging to the Party to talk about the Bolshevist traditions
‘and at the same time to make an appeal to the street against
his own Party, against his own Soviet Power? Where has it
‘ever occured that the Bolshevist traditions admitted such a
scandal which borders on undisguised counter-revolution? Is
it not clear that Comrade Kamenev is talking about the
traditions of Bolshevism for the reason that he wants to mask
his breach with these traditions in the interest of his anti-
Bolshevist group? Nothing has come of the Opposition’s
appeal to the street; as it proved to be a quite insignificant
group. This is, however, not due to any fault of theirs, but
to their bad luck. What would have happened if the Opposition
had somewhat gained in strength? It is clear that its appeal
to the street would have developed into a regular putsch
against the Soviet Power. Is it so difficult to realise that, in
essentials, the said attempt on the part of the Opposition is
not in any way different from the well-known attempt made
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by the Leit S. R.’s in 1918? (Cries of: “Hear, hear!”) According
to rule, we ought to have had all the members of the Oppo-
sition arrested for such attempts on November 7th. (Conti-
nued applause.) We only refrained from doing so because we
felt sorry for the Opposition, because we were large-minded
and wished to give it a chance to reflect on the matter. The
Opposition however regarded our magnanimity as a weakness.
Is it not clear that Kamenev’s talk about the Bolshevist tradi-
tions is nothing more nor less than hollow and deceitful
words, whose object is to mask the breach of the Opposition
with the traditions of Bolshevism?

f) On the alleged Unity and on real Unity. Comrade Ka-
menev has sung a hymn in praise of unity. Has almost shed
tears entreating the Party to come to his assistance and to
establish unity “at any price”. As you see, they are against
the policy of two parties. They are in favour of unity “at any
price”. 1 may, however, take for granted that you know that
at the very moment in which Comrade Kamenev was here
praising the unity of the Party, those who share his views
moved a resolution to the effect that the declaration of the
Opposition in respect of unity was only a manoeuvre intended
to preserve their own forces and to continue their policy of
division. On the one hand hymns in praise of unity at the
Party Conference of the Leninist Party, on the other hand
illegal work aiming at dividing the Party, at organising a
second party, at undermining party unity. This is what they
call unity “at any price”. Is it not high time to cease playing
this criminal game?

Kamenev spoke on .unity: Unity with whom? Unity with
the Party or with Shtsherbakov? Is it not time to understand
that it is impossible to maintain unity both with the Party
and Shisherbakov? Kamenev spoke on unity. Unity with whom?
With Maslow and Souvarine or with the Comintern and the
C. P. S. U.? Is it not the highest time to realise that it is
impossible for anyone to talk of unity with the Comintern
and the C. P. S. U. whilst remaining in harmony with Maslov
and Souvarine? Is it not the highest time to grasp that it is
impossible to combine the Leninist views with the Menshevist
views of the Opposition, Lenin with Abramovitch? Comrades,
that is really impossible! It is high time to stop this game.

These are the reasons why ‘I believe that Comrade Ka-
menev’s idle talk about unity “at any price” is a pharisaical
game played with the intention to deceive the party. What we
want is real unity, not juggling with unity. Is there a true
Leninist unity in our Party? There is. If 99 per cent of our
Party vote for the Partv and against the Opposition, it is a
true and genuine proletarian unity, such as has not existed
hitherto in our Party. We have a party congress at which the
Opposition has not a single delegate. (Applause) What else
is this but the unity of our Leninist Party? This is what we
call the Leninist unity of the Bolshevist Party.

g¢) Make an End with the Opposition. The Party has done
everything. in"its power to-lead the Opposition on to the
Leninist path. The Party displayed the utmost indulgence and
magnanimity in order to give the Opposition an opportunity to
think over matters and correct its mistakes. The Party pro-
posed that the Opposition should own up and brand its
mistakes in order to .overcome them for good. The Party pro-
posed that the Opposition should completely disarm both with
regard to its ideology and to its organisation.

What end does the Party wish to reach in this way? Its
object is to settle things with the Opposition and to proceed
to positive work. Its object is finally to liquidate the Opposition
and to make it possible to throw itself heart and soul on
our great work of construction. At the 10th Party Congress,
Lenin said: “We want no Opposition at the present moment.
we want to make an end of it, we now have enough of Oppo-
sition!” The Party wishes that this slogan of Lenin be finally
effected in the ranks of our Party. (Long and continued
applause.) If the Opposition disarms, -well and good. If it
refuses to demobilise — then we shall disarm it. (Cries of:
“Hear, hear! Applause.)

3. THE BALANCE.

It may be concluded from Kamenev’s speech that the Oppo-
sition has no intention to disarm completely. The declaration
made by the Opposition on December 3rd, 1927, has the same
meaning. The Opposition evilently prefers to remain outside
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the Farty. There is nothing terrible, nothing special, nothing
astonjshing in the fact that they prefer to remain outside the
Party. If we fake a glance at the history of our Party, we
see that at certain serious turning-points in the life of our
Party, a certain number of the old leaders fell off the cart of
the Bolshevist Party and thus made room for fresh elements.
A turning-point is a serious thing. A turning point is a danger
dor all those who do not hold on to the cart of the Party
with a sufficiently firm grip. Not everybody can keep his balance
on a curve. The cart gives a jerk and someone or other falls
out. (Applause.) :

Let us now take the year 1903, the period of the 2nd
Party Congress. 1hat was the period in which the Party
changed over from its compromise with the Liberals to a life-
.and-death struggle against the Liberal -bourgeoisie; it was
the period in which the Party changed over from preparing
for the struggle against Tsarism to an open fight against
it with the object of bringing about a complete collapse of
Tsarism and feudalism. At that time the Party was headed
by six leaders: Plechanov, Vera Sassulitch, Martov, Lenin,
Axelrod, Potressov. The turning-point proved fatal to five out
of these six leaders. They fell from the'cart. Lenin alone kept
his seat. (Applause.) Things happened in such a way that the
old leaders of the Party, the founders of the Party (Plechanov,
Axelrod, Sassulitch) and two young leaders (Martov, Potressov)
were in opposition to a leader who was also young, to Com-
rade Lenin. If you knew what howling and wailing there was
at that time from fear that the Party was collapsing, that the
Party would not stand firm, that it would be impossible to
do anything without the old leaders! The howling and wailing
have died away and the facts have remained. The facts, how-
ever, were of such a nature that just thanks to the secession
of the five leaders, the Party succeeded in finding the right
way. Every Bolshevist is now quite clear as to the fact that
our Party would not have succeeded in establishing itself as
the party of the Bolsheviki which is capable of leading the
proletarians towards revolution, without Lenin’s determined
struggle against those five leaders, without his dispossessing
those five leaders. (Cries of: “Hear, hear!”)

Let us now consider the subsequent period, the period
of 1907 to 1009. That was the period when our Party changed
over from its open struggle against Tsarism to the indirect
fight, by making use of all legal possibilities -— from the in-
surance offices to the platform of the Douma. That was the

riod of the retreat after the defeat in the revolution of 1905.
his turning-point demanded that we should apply new methods

International Press Correspondence

. No7

of fighting in order to enter afresh with our collected iorces
on an openly revolutionary fight against Tsarism. This turn
proved fatal to a large number of old Bolsheviki. Alexinsky
fell from the cart. He had been quite a good Bolshevist for
a time, Bogdanov fell out. He had been one of the most
serious leaders of our party. Roshkov fell out, an ex-member
of the C. C. of our Party. And so on. At that time there was
no less clamouring and whining about the decline of the
Party than in 1903. The clamouring however has died away
and facts have persisted. Facts indeed show that our Party
would not have succeeded in finding the right path in the
new conditions of the fight unless it purged the cause of
the revolution of all persons who stood in its way. What
was Lenin’s aim at that time? His only object was to purge
the Party as quickly as possible of all the wavering, whining
elements, in order to prevent them from putting obstacles in

“its way. (Applause.)

In this way, comrades, our Party has grown.

Our Party is a living organism. As with every organism,
a process of metabolism is taking place in it. The old and
used-up material is eliminated (applause), the new and gro-
wing components live and develop. Some are falling off, above
and below. But new forces are growing above and below
and carry the whole further on. This is how our Party grew.
This is how it will continue to grow in the future.

The same must be said with regard to the present period
of our tevolution. We are now living through a period of
change; of a change from the reconstruction of industry and

.agriculture to the construction of national economy as a whole,

to the tramsformation of mational economy on a new technical
basis; a period in which the construction of Socialism is no
longer a prospect, but a living, practical thing which de-
mands that serious internal and external difficulties be over-
come. You know that this parting of the ways has proved
fatal to the leaders of the Opposition, who were seized with
fear in view of the fresh difficulties and wanted to persuade
the Party to turn back in the direction of capitulation. There
is nothing astonishing in the fact that some leaders who refuse
to hold firm, are now falling from the cart. In this way the
Party will get rid of persons who put obstacles in its way
and prevent it from advancing. It is obviously their earnest
wish to leave our party cart. Be it so! If anyone of our old
leaders wishes to transform himself into waste material and
wants to fall from the cart — it serves him right! (Tempestuous
and continued applause. All the delegates rise from their seats
and honour Comrade Stalid with an ovation.)

Report of Comrade Ordshonikidse on the
Activity of the C. €. C. and Worker and
Peasants’ Inspection.

(Full report.)

Comrades! Now that the resolution on the political repor‘f

of the C.C., containing an exhaustive valuation of the ideology
of the Opposition, has been passed unanimously, it is unneces-
sary to deal much in detail with the Opposition. The Party, by
this unanimous vote,-and its acceptance of the tenet that mem-
bership in the Trotzkyist Opposition, and the propaganda of its
views, are incompatible with membership in the Party, has
brought the question to a head, and now it depends on the
Opposition itself whether it can and will remain in the Party,
if 1t will disarm completely in accordance with the decisions
of the Party Congress and thereby retain membership in the
Party, or if it will persist in its erroneous views and thereby
place itself outside of the Party.

The Party Congress, by this unanimous vote, has decided
that unless the Opposition completely disarms both ideologically

iz)nd organisatorically, it puts itself automatically outside of the
arty.

Up to now it has been our task to prove, in the course of
disputes with the Opposition, that it is carrying on’ fractional
work, that it possesses its own dfraction, and -that it is organising
a second Party, but now there is no further need of proof or
dispute, for even Comrade Kamenev, speaking here, has not vea-
tured to deny the existence of a fraction of the Opposition, whilst
the declarations of a number of one time oppositiondls bear cle-
arest witness to ‘the fact that this is no longer merely a fraction,
but a party with its own platform and its own programme. It
is clear that two parties cannot exist within one.

What is our present position? The imperialist States are
preparing an attack upon us, and we have equally urgent diffi-
culties at home. We cannot overcome these difficulties unless we
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are a united Party, a Party with that iron discipline which has al-
ways been our strength. Does the Opposition strengthen this
discipline by its actions? Does it strengthen the umity of the
Party, or does it seek to disrupt it? People who possessed their
own printing office, who have striven to organise demonstrations
against the Party and the Soviet power, do not strengthen Party
discipline.

Who is it who raise their heads in response to the disrup-
tive fight of the Opposition? What do the White Guard news-
papers, the Menshevist Dan and the others, write about it? One
thing only: its programme is nothing to us, its Left phrases are
a matter of indifference, all that is important for us is that its
agitation and fight shake the discipline, the dictatorship of the
proletariat. The actions which the Opposition has permitted itself
in the two years since the XIV. Party Congress place it beyond
the pale of the Party,

From the time of the XIV. Party Congress onwards, the
Opposition has carried on a continuous fractional struggle; du-
ring the sessions of the XIV. Party Congress it carried it on in
Leningrad, and immediately after the close of the XIV. Party
Congress it was again carried on with a view to preventing the
Leningrad comrades, the Leningrad organisation, from submit-
ting to the Party Congress. What else could the C.C.C. do but
demand from the leaders of the Opposition that it should abstain
from violating the decisions of the Party Congress. When the
Oprosition . continued the owen struggle in Leningrad after the
XIV. Party Congress, and then fook to “meetings in the forest”
a few months later, what could the C.C.C. do? Praise Lasche-
vitsch and tell him that he was acting admirably? Of course
not. The C.C.C. was obliged to warn Comrade Laschevitsch
that such thing are impermissible in a Bolshevist Party. The
C.C.C, issued this warning, and suggested to the Joint Plenum
of the C.C. and the C.C.C. that Comrade Laschevitsch should
be removed from the ranks of the deputy members of the C.C.

A few months passed, and in October 1926 the Opposition
endeavoured to force a discussion upon the whole Party. A dis-
cussion fever set in. The Opposition leaders rushed from one
factory to another, from Moscow to Leningrad, from Leningrad
to Moscow. Rejected on all sides by the rank and file of the
Party members, they declared on 16th October that they aban-
doned the fractional struggle, and were ready fo promise the
Party not to take it up again. .

 Shortly before the 16th October, a number of comrades were
expelled from the Party for breaking Party discipline, but after
the declaration of 16th October the Control Commission took
literally every possible step to bring these comrades back -into
the Party agafin, and imposed upon them one single condition;
no more fractional fighting. We had to persuade some of these
comrades for three days in order to induwce them to remain in
the Party. It may be that the Party Congress wiss ask us who
commissioned us to devote so much time to persuading people
who had no desire to remain in the Party? 1 must however
report things as they actually were. Comrade Solz and I devoted
a whole week to Vladimir Smirnov. ((Interjection: A high
honour!) This was to induce him to withdraw the unallowable
declaration made by him at the session of the C. C. C., that we
might be enabled to cancel the decision of the Moscow Control
Commission and retain him in the Party.

In this manner we brought back into the Party 90 per cent
of those expelled, calling down upon our heads the reproach
that ‘whilst every effort was being made to fight against the
oppositionals and to exclude them from the Party, the Central
Control Commission was reinstating them. In some districts,
Transcaucasia for instance, there were a large number of expelled
who were undoubtedly deserving expulsion, but they were almost
all reinstated. (Interjection: “You acted wrongly!’) I know that
we can exnect no praise for doing this, and T am not reporting
it for praise or blame, but simply to show you that we have
done literally everything possible to facilitate to the comrades
of the Opposition to adhere to their declaration of 16th October.

The Opposition utterly disregarded our motives, and began
o regard our attitude towards it as symptoms of impotence: it
began to spread all kinds of legends on differences of opinion
within the C. C., the existence of three or four groups, etc.

When we demanded an explanation from Zinoviev and
Trotzky at the August Plenum, and before this in the presidium
of the C. C. C., they not only refused to admit that this conduct
was impermissible, but slandered the Party and its organs. And

still we only decided to submit the question of their expulsion
from the C. C. to the Joint Plenum of the C. C. and the C. C. C,,
thus giving them the possibility of coming to their senses at
least once, at the Joint Plenum of the C. C. and the C. C. C,,
and of abandoning their impermissible conduct. At the August
Plenum we were occupied for almost three days with the Oppo-
sition, and made the utmost concessions in order to be able to
refain it in the C. C, and in order to show for the hundredth
time that we at least are sincerely anxious for Party wunity.
Although the actions of the Opposition have been utterly wrong
?};Id Cmagmisstble, we have still made every effort to retain it in
e C. C.

Those who participated in the Plenum will well remember
the mood prevailing in this hall when I spoke here in the name
of the Commission, whilst the whole Plenum was in favour
of the expulsion of the Opposition. It cost much trouble to induce
the Plenum to accepi the proposal of the Commission.

Did the Opposition appreciate this step? The very next day
rumours were in circulation: Oh, you C. C. and your C. C. C.
are weak, their arms are short, they dare not touch us. On the
day following the August Plenum, I said to Comrade Kamenev:
“Comrade Kamenev, do not believe in such an interpretation of
our action, it will be fatal” And at that time Comrade Kamenev
replied: “No. What we have to do now is to keep at any price
the promise which we have made to the C. C. and the C, C. C.
The 16th October may be repeated once. But not a second time.”
And so it has proved. The third time has been impossible.

Further. The October Plenum. A fresh warning. But the
Opposition has pushed this all aside. Instead of fulfilling the
promises made to the Plenum of the C. C. and the C. C. C,, it
organised an illegal printing office. Around this printing office
all sorts of riffraff gathered, all sorts of White Guard scum.
But if one ventured to remark upon this, the Opposition was
beside itself: What! You accuse us of conspiracy?

Here it is no question of conspiracy, but of the fact that the
Opposition is beginning to be a tool in the hands of a third

-power. This is the fundamental point. When we demanded an

explanation from Scharov and Preobraschensky on the printing
office, they declared: “We declare to you that we, the under-
signed, are politically responsible for this matter, and are its
organisers, and not those non-Party elements which accidentally
came into connection with it” And further: “We demand the
immediate release of all those who have been arrested in this
affair, as we alone bear the responsibility.” (Y. Preobraschensky,
L. Serebryakov, Y. Scharov.)

Here Comrade Kamenev was expressing his indignation at
the arrest of Mratschkovsky. Do you think it was pleasant for
any of us to put Mratschkovsky in prison? Do we not know
very well that Mratschkovsky fought against Koltschalk? But
when Mratschkovsky, who fought against Koltschalk, now fights
against our C. C. and our Soviet government, what are we to do?
There is nothing leit for us to do, however much we may wish
there were, but to put Mratschkovsky in prison (Applause). The
revolution is not a joke. As soon as an attempt is made af
undermining the Party leading the revolution, that revolution
may be ruined, as Lenin told us. And we have no right to permi{
our Party and our revolution to be shaken. But the actions of the
Opposition are leading straight in that direction. ‘

Before the Presidium of the C. C. C. expelled Zinoviev and
Trotzky from the Party, it imvosed on them the condition:
abandonment of all illegal meetings. This was the sole deman:
made: abandonment of illegal meetings without disbanding it
fraction, nor to abandon the views which were incompatibl
with Party membership. It might come forward in the nuclei
and in meetings, openly defend its platform, do what it will, onl
not call illegal+meetings! Is this condition inacceptable? Is this
equivalent to hanging and quartering? We are all members of
one Party, and we say: You mav develop your views, you may
speak openly at our meetings, only you must give up your illegal
nieetings! i

What did the Opposition reply? You point a revolver at our
hearts, they declared give us time for consideration, discussion,
etc. The question of the abandonment of illegal meetings could|
not be settled without first convening an illegal C. C., at which|
the matter could be discussed and agreed upon. An Opposition
adopting such an attitude towards the Party makes it impossible
for it to form a common body with -that party. (Interjection:
Quite right!) . ) :

i
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The Opposition maintains that we have given it no oppor-
tunity of publishing its platiorm. But the C. C. and the C. C. C.
decided that ‘the disoussion should begin oue month before the
convocation of the XV: Party Congress, in accordance with the
Party statutes. Here there was nothing against the Party statutes,
nothing inacceptable for the Party. But whai did the Opposition
do? It submitted a platform which represented the complete pro-
gramme of a new Party, containing 72 pages of slander oi our
Pasty and, the C. C., and demanded that this should be published
at once. Two weeks before this platform was submitted to. the
Political Bureau, it was sent to Turkestan, but of course not for
revision, but for distribution. When the C. C. C. replied that the
discussion would begin on 1st November, and that the Oppo-
sition could then submit its counther-theses in accordance with
the decisions of the Party, the Opposition opened its illegal prin-
ting office and began: to print-its platform illegally.

Before passing on to the work of the Workers’ and Pea-
sants’ Inspection, 1 should like to make a few preliminary
remarks. When 1t is maintained that our apparatus is wortl
nothing, there is doubtless much truth in' the statemeni, but
when the blame is thrown on the C. C. of the Party, ihis is
not right. Not that we have any wish to offer an apology. |
have been engaged in this work for a yeaf, have pointed out
many of the faults of our apparatus, and believe that its faulls
will” have to be pointed out and corrected for a long iime
ahead. This is inevitable. This is necessary. ‘

But if we are to form an idea of why our apparatus is
what it is, we must look back, we must remember the con-
ditions under which the apparatus came inio being, we must
‘remember what it has been and what it is now. We camiiot for
instance compare our apparatus with the State apparatus of
Franca, Germany, or any. other Siate. Shortly before October
Lenin. wrofe as follows: ‘ S

“Not a parliamentary republic — to return to this
_ from the workers’ council. would be a siep backwards —
- but a republic of the deputies of the workers, agricultural
labourers, and peasanis of the whole country, from the

top to the bottom. ) c

. .Abolition: of ‘the -police, - the army, and officialdom,

{hat is, the substitution of the standing army by the general

armament of the people. - o Qo

The salary of all officials — all of whom can be
elected or removed ‘at any time -— noi to exceed the average

wage of an efficient workman.”

He wrote further, when developing this. idea im his
pamphlet: “Will - the Bolsheviki maintain State power?”, as
follows: : .

“The Councils are the new State apparatus.

. This creates in the first piace the armed power. of
the workers and peasants, a power which does not stand
apart from the people like the old standing army, but is
closely bound up with it; from the military standpoint this
.power is. incomparably sironger thau the lormier power,

~ .and from the revolutionary standpoint nothing else ‘can
‘replace it. . . . :

- Tn'the second place, this apparatus creates a close,
indivisible, easily controlled and renewed connection with
the masses, with the majority of the people, such as did
‘not exist in the very slightest degree in the former- State

apparatus. .
In the third place, ‘as this apparatus is elected, and
" those ‘elected to it can be removed at any time according
fo the will of the peeple, both election ‘and removal being
frée of bureaucratic formalities, it is much more democratic

* than the former apparitus of power. - »
“ Tii the fourth place, this apparatus esiablishes firm
connections with every trade and profession, enabling far-
reaching' reforms to be attained ~ without -bureaucratic

formalities. _ ;

In the fifth place, it creates a form of organisation for
the -vanguard — that is, for the conscious, energetic, and
most “advarnced section — of the suppressed' classes, of the

workers and peasanis; and therefore represents an’appa-
ratus with whose aid the vanguard of the suppressed classes
may rhise, enlighten, and lead that enormous mass of ‘g}[ese
classes which has hither stood entirely outside of pdlitical
life, and even outside history. .

In ihe sixth place, it furnishes an opportunity of
combining the advantages of parliamentarisin with those of
immediate and direct democracy, that is, of combining the
legislative with the executive function in the person of
the elected representative of the people. In comparison with
bourgeois parliamentarism, this is a step forwards in the
development of democracy, and is of world historical
importance.”

This is the standard according to which we nust measure
our present Soviet apparatus. It need not be said that in the
space of ten vears we have not been able to create an appa-
ratus as it should be, on the lines laid down by Lenin.

~ What was our position immediately after our victory? We

did not possess any cultural or technical forces of our own.
Who among us understood at that time how fo manage an
industrial undertaking? Who among us was capable of leading
the country? 09 per cent. of our comrades had not learnt State
administration. Therefore ~we were obliged soon after our
victory to apply for technical and cultural aid to our class
enemies, to the old officials, the old bureaucrats. These bureau-
crats, in coming over to us, brought their routine with them.
They were opposed to the Soviet power and sabotaged it
openly. Thev endeavoured to build up the Soviet apparatus on
the model of the old Tsarist apparatus. Frequently they assumed
our outer forms, but strove to restore the old content to the
new form.

If we take our apparalus today. do we find it in accor-
dance with the apparatus described by Lenin? Or, to put the
question differenily: Has it been possible to keep our appara-
tus free from bureaucratic excrescences? Or has there not been
a partial vebirth of bureaucratism,- as inevitable as the partial
rebirth of capitalism in our country after the introduction -of
the New FEcciomic Policy? o

~~ The economic roots of bureaucratism lie in our poverty,
in our technical backwardness, in the difterentiation of the
peasantry. : : ) i

And now, what is our apparatus like today, what is the

direction being taken by our State apparatus, towards greater

bureaucratism or against it? Are the masses fighting with in-
creasing energ/ against bureaucratism, or are they faltering?
Has our apparatus become a foreign body, or does it belong
to us? Have we succeeded in these fen years in making the
Soviet aparatus work in the service of the proletariat and the
socialist fatherland? - , R

To this we reply that despite all the defects of our apparatus,
despite its bureaucratic degeneration, and despite the extreme
rise in.prices: The Soviet apparatus is in our hands, it serves
our socialist fatherland, it is our apparatus, - '

The Opposition has made a specially vigorous attack on the
Red Army. If we are to believe the declarations of Zinoviev and
irotzky, end; especially the declaration of the “15” — the
Sapronov-Smirnov group — our -Red Army has become trans-
formed into a sort of pretorian guard, ready for some incipient
Bonaparte. Ts this true? It is absolutely untrue.

The number of workers in the cadres of the Red Army is
18.1 per cent, of ‘peasants 71.3 per cent, of other elements 10.6
ver cent. The percentage of communists 2nd members of the
Young Comunist League was 22.8 in 1925, 29.9 per cent 'in 1926.
The number of Party members among the commanders grows
from year to year. In 1920 the percentage was 105, in 1921
20 per cent, in 1922 295 per cent, in 1023 20.6 per. cent, in 1924
318 per cent, in 1925 43.3 per cent, in 1926 47 per cent, and in
1927 54 per cent. . -

Is this an army alien to us or is it ours? Perhaps it has no
contact with the working class? Perhaps it is out of touch with
the peasantry? Perhdps our Red Army only comes in contact
with the working class when there are strikes, and the troops
are required to disperse the sirikers, as is the case in the
capitalist countries? In our country there is not a single person

who would venture to assert that our Red Army had ever come

to the factories in order -to suppress the' workers. Our Red
Army has come to the factories but theé workérs have come to
the barracks in order to demonstrate their unity amd their bro-
therly alliance.



No. 73

International Press Correspondence

Turning to our other Gtate organs, again we find that despite

all drawbacks the State_appazatus is in our hands. Such faets-as
the control ‘figures of the State, Planning Commission, the basis -

upon which ‘our national economy is conducted systematically

from year to year, demonstrate that the helm is in ur hands,

and that Lenin’s question of: “Who. leads, whomo%:

solved in our favour.

~ There are 3,722,000 employees in our State apparatus,
including those employed in.educational work. Up to the present
two million persons have been employed in administration,
costing the -couniry about two million roubles.

4 We are_eregting extensive plants of various kin.dﬂs, and the
technical perfection and rapid comipletion of this will solve the
problem of the industrialisation of our country. i

< “Here again many errors must be admitted: Building -work
hzz been -begun and  carried on withovt cert'Hed es'zas,
drawings, and pre-estimates, work has not been completed in
- the tinie agreed upon, the different departments of one under-
taking are not carried out simultaneously, the work done is high
priced and inferior, building materials and  equipment are deli-
vered . unsystematically and with much delay. The outlay for
general management is high (20 per ceni of the value of the
plant ‘erected, and up to 100 pet cent of wages).

We were of the opinion that the general costs of management
were excessive, that the skill. and experience of other countries
was not being. sufficiently utilised, and therefore we attacked
this question with some severity. This severity is no longer
necessary. And when 1 have had occasion to speak with comrades
of the Supreme Economic Council, these have invariably been of
the opinion that really useful work has already been accom-
plished, and that thanks to this work many defects have been
removed. 3

Qne of the first tasks of the Workers’ and Peasants’ ln-
spection is to continue the work of simplifying and cheapening
our State, industrial, co-operative, and tfrade apparatus. A com-
mission of the Council of Labour and Defence, under the chair-
manship of Comrade Zyurupa, has made great advances towards
the rationalisation of the goods traffic network. The practical
execution of the measures advocated must however be accorded
the  strictest superintendence.

The Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspection must inexorably
follow the strict carrying out of the decisions of the government
and the Party. Lenin pointed out repeatedly that there is no lack
of good laws among us, that indeed we have an abundance of
them, only they are not always -adhered to strictly and in time.

The Party has placed the question of the rationalisation of
national economy. Work in this direction is already being doune
in our country, and on a very extensive.scale. It is not yet
possible to compile a summary of results, but I recently had the
opportunity of reading the manuscript of an extremely interesting
book by Yermansky. He has collected a great deal of material
showing which results have been achieved with us in the sphere
of rationalisation of production. There is much of which we can
be proud, but there is much to be deplored as well. One
instance is given, of a pencil factory erected by the Moscow
Polygraphic Institute, which ordered the best of machines from
Germany, but “was unable to install them properly. The result
was that the machines failed to accomplish the output of which
they were really capable. .

A number of other instances show, however, that great
achievements have actually been attained. The simple and elemen-
tary proper organisation of labour yields the greatest results.
The same book gives the following example: In an undertaking
_abroad it was found that one worker accomplished 50 per cent

% s Peing <.
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morg work than all the others, under like conditions. Inquiry

“shigwed this: to be ‘due fo, the fact that this worker, , béfore

beginning * work, I4id all his tools ready ‘in the order in“which
he requrired them during worktime, o

« (Fhis simple’ trick “sifficed to ensure a 50 per cent in-rease
of output. In our coal mines we often see an excellent hewer
leaving his work to look for pit props, which could very well
be supplied to him by an unskilled worker.

In spite of our technical backwardness, there is much
opportunity for rationalisation in our undertakings. Both the
workers and our technical scientific experts must take part in
this - work, foreign experts must be atirdcted and foreign ex-
perience must be appropriated. Without the extensive aid of
‘echnical science no great progress can be dttained towards
rationalisation. The Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspection, which
is of the opinion that rationalisation must be carried out with |
the aid of the forces in the underfakings, has set itself the task of
controlling the achievements attained, the suitability of the in- .
structions given to the workers :and. technical science assistants, |
znd the eflicaciousness of -the equipment. Coey

“Our main efforts must be directed towards a ruthless and’
systematic fight against bureaucratic distortions in eveéry de-
partment of our Soviet apparatus. Here it is not only a question
of removing those defects of which 1 have spoken here, but of
preventing inadmissible treatment of persons in the State in-
stitutions, in works and factories, in the co-operalives, in the
milifia, in the law courts, etc. It musl never ‘occur in our co-
operatives that peopie are received and served - according fo
their dresses. If their reception is to be adapted to their clothing,
then the better service ought to be given to the less well
dressed. In. our institutions the inquirer must receive the in-
formation he requires, and a comiprehensible reply. If frequenfly
happens. that ths inquirer can neither reach. the right person
nor recieve a clear answer. C

The struggle against bureaucracy must be carried on by
thhe masses of workérs “and peasants themselves. Lenin has
taught us that a successful struggle against bureaucracy i8
only possible with the participation of the broad masses, and
he was never weary of repeating that the non-Party working
men and women, the peasants and peasant- women, ‘must be
induced to join the struggle. - T :

_Lenin considered the. press. to be a powerful weapon in
the fight against bureaucratism. : . ‘

In. our Soviets we have a poweriul organisation. for; the
struggle against bureaucratism. The actual realisation of Soviet
democracy means a deadly blow against bureaucratism. In the
Soviets we have about 1!'/s million members;, in -the co-
operatives about. 20 -million, in the trade unions O million.. To
these must be added the Young Communist League, the Party,
the production consultations; the economic commissions, the
control commissions. The whole working class is our army,
and with its help we must carry on a systematic. fight against
bureaucratism. : ‘ ~ ' -

When Lenin created the Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspection,
and set it the task of combating bureaucracy and the other
faults of our apparatus, he was of the opinion that the Workers’
and Peasants’ Inspection would not be able to. fulfil’ this task
unless the Party gave its bst collaborators for the work in the
Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspection. He stated definifely that we
must give our best to the Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspection,
or it was not worth while to undertake its reorganisation.|
These insiructions of Lenin must be followed. (Enthusiastic,!

|
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From the Discussion on Comrade Ordshonikidse's Report
speech of Comrade YAROSLAVSKY. |

{Full Report.)

25 speakers took part ni the discussion on
Comrade Ordshonikidse’s report. The following
speech by Comrade Yaroslavsky, member of the
Fresidium of -the C. C. C, is the most characteris-
tic of these speeches, and is here appended in a
concise form.

- Comrades. 1 have been asked 1o say a few words on the
work accomplished by our colleagues in the Party.

A reference to the work of the local Control Commissions
shows that during the two years under report (not quite two
years)y 93,000 Party members and candidates have been called
to account by the Party for some reason or another. Of these
83,000 members complied with the demands of the Party,
whilst 28,563 members have been expelled. The absolute number
is extremely high, but when we divide it by two to find the
annual number, we find that in 1926 1.8 per cent. of the
members and candidates were called fo account for this or
that offence in 1926, 1.6 per cent. in 1927. We see that the number
has declined slightly. It must also be remembered that during
the last few years we have included those members called to
dccount by the district Control Commissions (which formerly
did not exist), so that the number has increased. )

Taking the figures for one year, the number of expelled is
between 14 and 15 thousand. A fairly large number, but by
no means higher than we had in former times. Formerly too
we were obliged fo purge our Party, which, as a leading Party
sometimes admits people who are only anxious to find a
soft job. .

The number of expelled diminishes from year to year. We
have invariably maintained the class standpoint within the
Party. We inquire into the offences of Party members ifrom
every aspect; and never omit to take into account the political
development -and conditions of life of the offenders.

Petty squabbles have diminished, Every single Party orga:
nisation can confirm the fact that the squabbling which once
corroded the Party organisations has greatly lessened. This does
not mean that it has entirely ceased, for there are still cases of
that sort of squabbling in which certain groups, striving for
the leadership, pulf up trifles into the appearance of fundafental
differences. of opinion, or whete one group accuses another,
as happened in Komi (Syzyane district), and the opposition
group drags up all kinds of ideologieal substantiations for the
purpose of having the other group removed, etc.

Thins kind of thing is still. going on, but not so much
as in former years. And there have been fewer conflicts on
national bases. There has been less drunkenness, fewer viola-
tions of Parly discipling, fewer embezzlements and debts. 1
cannot say that everything is perfect with us in these last
respects. If thete is an improvement to record, this is due
to the fact that the Party organisations and our Conirol Com-
issions have taken drastic measures against every type of
embezzlement, and especially against all persons who disregard
public interests, and whose sole endeavour is to exploit for
their own benefit such opportunities as come in their way.

1 unfurl at this Congress the first oppositional flag. (He
unfurls. the flag. Sensation.) This is the banner of the Spassk
co-operative “Bondary”. This co-operative was conducted under
the leadership of a former factory owner, and its secretary was
his daughter. This was in the Far East, in the town of Spassk.
The “Bondary” resolved to hoist a flag on the anniversary of
the revolution, and to inscribe it with the words: “Long live
the unity of the Bolshevist ranks and their vanguard, the Le-
ninist Oppositiont” (Laughter.) )

We are responsible for a number of steps taken qgai.nst the
Opposition. We do not wish to deny this responsibility; on
the contrary, we are proud of it. Before the Party Congress
we voted for the expulsion of Trotzky and Zinoviev from the
Party. Before the Party Congress we supported the measures
for the removal of Byeloborodov from his post as chief Com-

missar for Homie AHfairs and of Smiriiov irom the position of
People’s Commissar for the Post and Telegraph Service, But
it must be remembered that we had already shown the uimost
patience. We knew very well that these people were pursuing
an anti-Party line, yet aifer the XIV. Party Congress we took
no measures for removing the oppositionals from leading poli-
tical positions. They themselves clung to these positions: *“Look,
we are entrusted with the most responsible functions, our com-
rades are abroad, Rakovsky in Paris, this one here, another
there” etc. :

And when the game was completely lost, what then? Then
it came to illegal meetings, at which every word spoken was
an incitement against the Party. We in the Commission have
data — anyone may see this material — on dozens of -illegal
meetings organised by the Opposition, and conducted by its
leaders, Troizky, Zinoviev, Rakovsky, Radek, and others, Here
they expressed their true opinions. '

Trotzky was asked what he thought of the manifesto (this
took place at an illegal meeting at the ‘“Malaya Ordynika”).
Trotzky replied: “This document is an adventure, a stillborn
child of a bureaucracy which feels the ground shaking under
its feet”.

At the next meeting lie was asked: “Why have you put
yourself in communication with Schischerbakov, a man not
belonging to the Party?” He replied: *“Schischerbakov is not a
member of the Party simply because he was not admitted, but
he is a real communist”. This real communist, the son of a
manufacturer, maintains connections with perfectly outside ele-
nients, but he appears to be related to some of the oppositionals,
related in the literal sense of the word. And this relationship
is between Schtscherbakov and the chief leaders of the Oppo-
sition.

He is a real comiunist, onily, as you see, he has no
tnembership card in his pocket. When Trotzky was asked how it
would be at the XV. Party Congress, he declared: “What is the
XV. Party Congress? The coming XV. Party Congress is a
conference of the Stalin fraction for the whole Soviet Union.”
(Noise and sensation.) “And of course” continued Trotzky”, the
Opposition will continue its activities after the Party Congress.
And again, at another illegal meeting, in the Miuskaya Ulitza,
Trotzky declared: “We cannot be divided from the working
class except by flesh and blood. We are convinced that the real
discussion will not begin until after the Congress.”

What faith can we have in the declarations which they
have made to us, after all this? .

Zinoviev will not protest against Urbahns continuing to
dub him president of the Comintern, after he has become the
president of some unknown “International”, Whether he will
arrive at the 3!/» International, or at the 1I. International .it-
self, where various colleagues of the Opposition have already
landed (Rosenberg for instance) will be seen in the near iuture,
if .the Opposition does not find its way back to the Party. It
does not even observe that elementary loyality to the Party
which it once demanded from the “Workers’ Opposition”.

Permit me to devote a few words to the actions of Byelo-
borodov and Mratschkovsky. Byeloborodov was People’s Com-
missar for Home Affairs. He assisted in the elaboration of those
election instructions with which the Opposition subsequently
reproached us. 1 ask you, can any one name one single docu-
ment in which this People’s Commissar for Home Affairs de-
clared that he was not in agreement with the recent acts of
the Governmeni? He remained a member of the Government.
Any honourable man in this position would have said: “Com-
rades, I cannot confinue to be Peonle’s Commissar, for 1 am
not in agreement with the line of the Party.”

But he remained. And so far as he was able, he made use
of the apparatus itself for sending people in all directions to
act in his name. He himself travelled with Mratschkovsky to

. the Ural. Here he made declarations to persons not belonging

to the Party, to the effect that: “The Stalin fraction, calling
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itself the C. C., has formed a bloc with the Right S. R.’s, and
is pursuing a policy in the interests of the bourgeoisie. They
will ‘rob the working class and pillage the peasantry.” What
is this. called, in the language of any class? It is called
treachery. :

When -he was thrown out of the hall, he addressed himselt
in- his excitement to the sentries posted before the building,
and said: “You are serving another class.” A Red Army Soldier
asked him: “What other class?”, to which Byeloborodov replied:
“You are serving Ustryalov”. 1 do not kmow if every Red
Army soldier knows who Ustrayalov is, but he knows that
he - serves the Workers’ and Peasants’ government, that he
serves the cause of the proletarian revolution. (Applause.) And
when the People’s Comimissar for Home Affairs declares to
him that he is serving another class, then this is (A voice:
“Counter-revolution!”) ...right, it is nothing less than counter-
revolution. No Menshevik would venture to do this, but a
Trotzkyite makes use of the trust of the Party, he ventures fo do
it, and does it!

After this it is our duty to tell the whole country-that

Byeloborodov does not represent.the ‘views. of the Soviet “Go-
vernment, that he can not be a member of the Soviet Govern-
ment, that he cannot even remain for one moment a member
of the Party.”” (Applause.) '

I sent for him and questioned him in a friendly manner.
He maintained of course that the matier had not been quite as
described, that he had said something of the sort, but not
exactly that. But on the whole he did not- deny the part he
had played. 1 therefore cannot see any reason why there should
be any alteration in the decision of the Ural Control Commis-
sion ‘on ‘Byeloborodov. :

The same applies to Mratschkovsky. Mratschkovsky de-
clared to us, when we were inquiring into the affair of the
illegal printing office, that he was responsible for its organisa-
tion, and that he was going to continue it, and to combat
us with every possible method. Thereupon he went to the Ural,
lived there illegally,. and declared that he would not leave
until he had forced the Ural Party organisation on to its
knees. (Laughter. A voice: “He wanted a great deal.” “He will
be forced to: his knees himself!”) ‘ ' - o

The question being so: Who — whom?- the Ural Party
organisation naturally took the mnecessary steps to prevent
~ Mratschkovsky from accomplishiig his object. He pursued the
most demagogic of lines, What were his directions? Mratsch-
kovsky drew up the following draft, which appears to have been
passed on by Kusown'kov. Here we find the following “direc-
tions”: We should not pay too much attention to the Party
membership book. If we are expelled, we should not deliver
up the Party membership book; the signatures for the platform
should be collected even under separate points, that is, separate
points should be shown and this or that signature obtained
for the different points. We should always mention that Mratsch-
kovsky played a great part in the civil war, and that for this
reason he cannot be expelled from the Party, etc.

From the soil prepared by the Opposition there is now
springing up the most varied flowers, even white guard growths.
First we see Radek, Laschevitsch, Bakayev, Naumov, Salutsky,
Fyedorov, Zinoviev, and Yevdokimov, embracing one another
on one list. These write articles alleged to be for the “Lenin-
gradskaya Pravda”, -but since they know very well that we
cannot print such despicable productions, they are now sprea-
ding them themselves 'in secret. In these articles they describe
the Party as “railers, scandal-mongers, hooligans attacking the
Bolshevist Leninists, as the most miserable of rowdies, political
bankrupis”.

Let us take for instance the entirely rural gouvernement of
Vologda. Here a considerable Trotzkyist group has been
established, and is endeavouring to work in the village. It
distributes circulars: “To all the groups of the Ustyanov
district”, to the oppositional group of Vyelsk, etc. The slogans
are quite inferesting: “All together to the work, down with the
dictatorship of the commune, long live the right and united
party.” And where are we to find this right and united party?
We gather that what we require is a united and properly con-
structed party, the party of the Trotzkyist Left. This is written
by a Trotzkyist to the oppositional group at Vyelsk, apparently
in reply to a question on the success of the industrialisation loan:
You will have seen in today’s newspapers that the industriali-
sation loan has been fully subscribed and even 21 millions
beyond. (Applause.)

We know that the working class is supporting the socialist
Soviet structure as only the working class can support it. We
know that the peasantry too has participated in this industria-
lisation loan. I believe that this will not be the last industria-
lisation loan, and that we shall show the capitalists of the whole
world that the Leninist Party in our country finds the required
support from the working class and the peasantry. But these
people are alarmed in case the peasantry should take part in the
industrialisation loan; they are as disquieted as we were in 1927
as to the possible participation of the peasantry in the “freedom
loan”. And this Trotzkyite writes to his leaders: “The indu-
strialisation loan is rousing but little interest among the peasan-
try, the peasants themselves do not take it up, and it is.only being
subscribed by their immediate masters, the employees. Your
fears are unfounded.” Now you see what they fear: that the
peasantry might support the industrialisation loan. This train of
thought is only possible to the enemy, only possible to_ those
who have gone over finally into the camp of counter revolution.
(A voice: “Hear, hear!”)
~ This oppositional asks his leaders: “What shall 1 do when
non-Party peasant$ come to our group, in order to join our
struggle against the policy of the country?” Things have come
as far as this. He does not know what to do. He has been
thrown into such a state of confusion that he does not know
whether to reject with contumely or to embrace those who
approach his group to “join” in the fight against the Party. .
Here we see to whom the Opposition appeals: to the third force.
Here is the third force. Here real counter-revolution enters.

We often spoke of this during Lenin’s lifetime, and Lenin
said that those who act against their Party, against the prole-
tarian Bolshevist party, become the spokesmen, the banner, of all
the old counter-revolutionary - elements. We have often warned
the Opposition that it would come to this, and the climax has at
length been reached. If it has not the strength to turn
abruptly and determinedly from this path, then you will under-
stand that the Party cannot deal with such a group otherwise
than with a group of counter-revolutionaries. (Voices: “Hear,
hear!” Aprlause.)

T cannot dwell long on the document referred to by Buk-
harin at the Moscow Gouvernement Conference, the draft of a
“programime of the Communist Party of the working class of the
Soviet Union”. Of course neither Zinoviev nor Trotzky, nor
anyone who was ever leader in our Party, wrote this programme,-
but it is -they who have induced these people to draw up this
progremme: of thot there crmnot be the stigthest dovb', Heve we
find everything that is suited to be brought yp against. the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, ani yet this does not
prevent the programme from containing a thesis which renders
it entirely anti-Semitic. This is extremely interesting, for the
Onnosition is always endeavourino to prove that we, the
majority of the Party, permit anti-Semitism. In reality it is the
Opposition which unfetters every counter-revolutionary element,
including. anti-Semitism.  In this programme we find the
following:

“Instead of breaking down the barriers of class an

nationality, they are pursuing a completely tsarist policy:

ivide and rule, and incite the workers against their
nationa! intelligentsia by mezns of treating these: as if they
were rogues, accusing them of counter-revolution and
similar deadly crimes (verbatim), merely because -they see
too much, This band of parasites treads the path of the most
cenning and unscrupulous European bourgeois and  intel-
ligentsia, the path of the worst of those elements who have
pushed their way to the fromt ranks of the parasites with
loud outeries on revolution and the welfare of the working
class, who not only exnloit foreign nationalities en enrich
themiselves bv their labour, but exploit the workers of
Europe as well; they have contrived to beiray aund rob the:
whole working class, and in this they have far surpassed
the adventurers and hengers on from the bourgeoisies of
other nationalities; with their despicable actions they have-
arovsed the hate of the whole nation against the whole
Jewish race, no matter to what class the Jew may belong.”

This is followed by an examination of the points of the’
platiorm of the Opposition.

The Trotzkyites are indignant at the remressive me2sures:
adopted against them. I must tell you that before the 15th No--
vember we counted the members of the Opposition engaged im
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fractional work since the X1V, Party Congress, and found they
numbered 2031. This makes '0.17 per cent (ome sixth per cent.)
of -the total membership of the Party. During the time up to the
Party Congress ‘670 persons were expelled. This in the whole
of the Party- organisations. About 4003 in all voted for the
Opposition, whilst we had coitnted only one half of this number.

This means that we had to calculate on oppositionals in the .

Party who are perhaps doing no fractional work. If you observe
the social position of the opposmonal% we had counted you will
see 'that these are 35 pe. cent. employees, 13 to 14 per cent.
stidents. More than one half are stom-workers. Whilst at the
present’ time the percentage of worxsng people in our Party is
02:par “ent, the Opposiiion has drizzn about 40 per cent workers
into its organisation, and this only remm;ly, since it issued iho
slocfan to induce workers to join.
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In the Ceniral Contro} Commission the Opposition was
treated even more gently. For instance, where the Party called

75 members to account, only 19 have been expelled. 146 expelled

members in various pLaces appealed against their expulsion, and
this was only confirmed in 47 cases.

If you make a survey of all these activities, and add to thls
the existence of that other party, the “Red Cross”, the number
of whose members has been,published in the “Pravda”, you will
be able to form a correct esiimate of the Opposition. Let it join
in one party with the liberals, with Schtcherbakov and his kind,
but let it leave the workmg class in peace,. for the working
class, T am fully convinced, when it lezrns of all these counter-
re\?oluiionai‘y actions, will rap the Opposition even more seve-
rely ‘on.the knuckles than it has already done. (“Hear, hear!”
Applause.)

Report of Comrade Litvinov.

Moscow, 14th December 1927.

Outside of the agenda, Comrade Litvinow gave today a
Report {0 the XIV. Party Congress of ‘the C.P.S.U. on the
activity o. the delegation of the Soviet Union in the preparatory
commission of the Disarmament Conference in Geneva, and
declared inter alia: .

The correspondence in connection with the invitation to
iake part in ‘the work of the disarmament conference pointed
out %imﬁely that the Soviet Union mistrusted the activity of
the League of Nations in connection with disarmament. What
we saw and heard in Geneva was not likely to ‘disperse this
mistrizs

1he results of t the ioxlsome labour, the draft for the inter-
national disarmament conierence, contains no single figure re
lating 1o disarmament. It was not possible to obfain unanimity
amongst 'the Powers upon any single important pmnt of this
draft. Up o the present the preparatory commission has made
no rroposal whatever for disarmament, but has simply dis-

cussed the level of armaments in the individual countries. The

concluding paragraph of the draft contains' a clause according
to 'which in -time of war the convention is to become invalid
and every State is to have the right to-arm to an unlimited
degree. This they, call the “sober and practical” way whilst our
proposals were’ “utoplan

"Recently not merely has no progress been made in the dis-
armament question, but actual ‘measures have been taken to
prevent a discussion of the subject. As is known, the question
of ‘disarmament has been made dependent upon ‘the question
of safety and the specially created Security Commission is to
determine fhe degree 'of security of each individual State. When
however, the Soviet delegation. raised the real question of dis-
armament in the preparatorv commission, their action was
declared {o be heresy.

The situation of the representatives of the capitalist States
in the preparatory commission- was really embarrassing. They
were unable to put anything forward as an altérnative to our
proposals for complete disarmament. The -excuses thev made
were simply absurd.

Thanks to the obstinancy of the Soviet delegatlon which
succeeded in obtaining that a further discussion of the Soviet
proposals will take place at the next session of the preparatory
commission, ‘the aftempts to sabotage the draft have been

e

countered. Without a doubt the representatives of the capitalist
States ‘will pursue the same tactic at the next conierence, so that
our delegates will be faced with a serious struggle in order to
obtain 'a real discussion of our proposals and an alteraiion
of the methods used for the work of the commission.

The German delegation supported our resolution in ge-
neral and -also our demand for a speedy session of the pre-
paratory commission, but it gave way in the question of the
date. The results was that a dividing line ‘was drawn between
the representatives of the capitalist States and us.

The net result of our activity in Geneva is the follo-.
wing: First of all, .the problem of disarmament has beén
raised publicly before the whole world. Boncour and Benesch
may declare that the proposals of the Soviet Union contain
nothing new, the fact that proposals for real and complete
disarmament were introduced for the first time, however, cannot
be denied. The programme of the Soviet delegation won not
only the sympathies of the real friends of peace, but also of
the reformist leaders who approved of the programme, at least
in 'words. During its stay in Geneva and even now after its
return, the delegation has received numerous letters and decla-
rations of individuals and of groups expressing sohdanrty w1’rh
the Soviet programme.

In order to counter the impression made by the Soviet
delegation, the capitalist Powers are using forgeries. Some
doubttul source recently brought into circulation a forged article
of comrade Stalin Comammg lying accounts of our armament,
in particular of our air fleet. That proves what a deep impression
the attitude of the Soviet delegation made when it is necessary
to use such methods to efface this impression.

The proposal of a socialist that the Soviet Union “should
begin with the disarmament and then the caplfalcxs& States
could decide whether they would disarm or nof, is hypocrisy.
That would not be disarmament, but merely the disarmament
of the Soviet Union. . :

Our attitude is unambiguous. We declare our: preparedness
to disarm with the others completely. The best theans of testing
our sincerity would be for the other Powers to join .our
programme. The refusal of -the capitalist- States to do. this
will convince the broad masses all over the world once again
that complete disarmament and -the abolition .of war is only
possible by means of the Soviet svstem ;

PlOprlek}I’, Pubhsher and responsible Editor: Franz Korltschoner, Vlenna, XIX ChimanistraBe 29,

Prmters “Elbemiih]”,

Vienna, 1X., Berggasse 31.
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