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We publish in this number of the Inprecorr, the most important speeches delivered and resolutions adopted at the
recent Conference of the Communist Party of Russia, which will serve to inform our readers as' to the main problems
dealt with and the attitude taken up by the Russian Party at this Conference. Ed. )

Comrade Zinovievs Report on the Resuits
of the Enlarged E.(C.C. 1.

The Parallel Development of the Comintern and of our
Revolution, .
Comrades! If you look back upon the whole of the acti-
vity of the Communist International, you will see that turning
points in the history of the Communist International have al-
most invariably coincided with turning points in the history
of our Party. Certain it is that we can trace a definite parallel
line in the development of ‘the Communist International and
in our own revolution. Yow will remember the article which
Lenin wrote on the occasion of the first anniversary of the
Communist International. At that time he wrote of the tri-
umphant forward march of the Communist International, which
conquered one position after another. And at that time this
triumphant march coincided with the rapid successes of our
revolution.
The II, Congress of the Comintern was held at the time
of our Warsaw offensive,
The III. Congress gathered together after Cronstadt, and

the tactics adopted by our Party were of great influence upon-

its decisions.

The IV, Congress took place at a time when we were
just drawing the first balances of the NEP, and here again
our international policy harmonised with the policy of the
Russian CP. The V. Congress draws a certain balance of in-
ternal Party discussion. But our internal Party crises have in
every case corresponded to certain crises or semi-crises in the
history of our revolution.

A similar parallelism may again be observed at the pre-
sent time. The decisions of the recent session of the Enlarged
ECCI, a session which rather bore the character of a congress,
are closely associated with the total political situation in our
own country. This is easily comprehensible when we recol-
lect that the Communist International was born and reared
in the atmosphere of the first victorious forward strides of

the proletarian revolution in Russia. Although the ‘Soviet
Union embraces only one sixth of the globe, the preponder-
ant importance of the Russian revolution in the Communist
International is undoubtedly very, much greater — for reasons
which require no explanation. The decisions accepted by the
session of the Enlarged ECCI are therefore of the utmost
importance - to us, not merely as a Section of the Communist
International, but as the Party taking the lead in the first
proletarian country.

The IL International seeks a Basis,

A similar parallel may also be found in the activity of
the II. International and the developments in a number of
bourgeois countries. If the bourgeoisie is on the unward path,
the II, International shares the upward tendency. If capitalism
succeeds in accomplishing a certain degree of stabilisation, the
II. International is stabilised with it. It is difficult to say
which country is to-day most closely bound up with the IL In-
ternational, and which country incorporates its policy the
most. During the period of the MacDonald government we
were all inclined to assume that London is the centre of the
11, International, just as Moscow is the heart of the IIl. Events
have proved that this is mot the case,

The very decided swing to the Left in the deepest in-
terior of the English labour movement, leading as it has done
to the rapprochement between the Trade Unions of England
and the Soviet Trade Unions, incontestably denotes a dimi-
nuition of the role played by the IL International. Today it
is no longer possible to maintain that London embodies the
II. Internatiomal, and that the English labour movement is its
basis. If anyone wants proof of this, he will find more than
sufficient in the events of the last few days., At the recent
conference of the 1,-L. P., (the party of MacDonald, repre-
senting to a certain extent the Left wing of the Labour Party),
MacDonald sulfered an absolute ‘defeat. The results of the
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vote taken in connection with the notorious story of the forged
“Zimoviev letter” are in themselves highly symptomatic and
instructive. MacDonald. the leader of the party. found him-
self in a minority on this question. He received 261 out of
386 votes. The matter went so far that in the course of the
following days the “Morning Post” prophesied the founding
of a new and entirely communist-free labour party bv Mac-
Donald and Thomas. The newspaper writes ironically that
the Labour Party is controlled by the I. L. P. This is however
under the comtrol of those of its members who are — openly
or not openly — communists. Thus there remains nothing else
for Messrs MacDonald and Thomas to do except to found
a new Labour Party.

I & not know whether the formation of a new labour
party will be resorted to, as prophesied by the ‘“Morning
Post”’, but the fact that such a contingency can be mooted
shows the way the wind blows. A short time ago, at Easter,
MacDonald announced his plan, intended as a counterweight
to the Anglo-Russian trade uniomist rapprochement. He ex-
pressed himself in favour of an Anglo-German rapprochement.
and substantiated his proposal by the statement that after all
German influence is preponderant in the labour movement
of Europe. : )

At the recently held session of the Executive of the II In-
ternational, an interesting conflict arose on the question of
where the Executive should have its headquarters in the fu-
ture, This conflict was seasoned with various piauant incidents,
and ended in a division yielding a majority ef two votes in
favour of Germany. The formulation of this result was ho-
wever somewhat mitigated in the wording of the resolution
as passed. which merely states that the activity of the Exe-
cutive of the II. International is transferred to a “German spea-
king country”. They could not quite bring themselves to say
Germany outright. This fact alone shows that England mo
longer represents the leading countrv of the II. International
to the dedree in which the Soviet Uniom is the main country
of the Third. It would rather aopear as if we are entering
an epoch in which Germany will again be the chief country
for the II. International.

Our Decisions are distorted by our Enemies.

These were the conditions under which our new line had
to be determined upon. You are aware, comrades, that the
Enlarged Executive has pointed out the existence of these
conditions with the utmost clearness, showing that they have
been more or less observable since the HI. Congress. since
192t. The Executive has laid down our line of action in face
of the diminished speed of international revolution. and po-
inted out the degree to which capitalism had contrived to be-
come restabilised. ©Our resolutions and decisions have been,
if not unexpected at least somewhat disadreeable to many
comrades. Such things are not vpleasant to hear. But we have
had to state the situation candidly, for the communist movement
can never win anything by illusions and self-deception.

Communism was right im 1923. at the time of the acutely
revolutionary situation in ‘Germany, to stake the whole of its
influence on this card; communism was right in subsequently
waiting for a year and a half — as we did in Russia after
1905 — in the hope of a return of the revolutionary situation.
And communism is equally right in 1925, at a time when quan-
tity has already been converted into quality, to place the dot
over the i and state plainly that at the present time —
especially in Germany, where there was an acutelv revolution-
ary situation in 1923 — no such situation exists. As was omly
to be expected, the statement made bv the FEnlarged Exe-
cutive on the partial stabilisation of capitalism has been eag-
erly spapped up by the capitalist and social democratic press,
and interpreted in such an “extended” senmse that it is repre-
sented as meaning that the world revolution has heen deleted
from the progrmme altosether, and all prosmect of its accom-
plishment annihilated. Here a ‘“slight” falsifiction has been
committed in the camp of the enemy. We spoke of a partial
stabilisation, but the enemy totally omits the word ‘“partial”.
We spoke of the non-existence of an immediately revolution-
ary situation, and again the word “immediately’” is omitted.
Thus interpreted, there is no revolutionary situation whatever,
but a complete consolidation and stabilisation of capitalism.
May this interpretation serve to console those who contrived it.

The Limits of the Economic Stabilisation. France as Example.

A very brief time has passed since the session of the
ECCI, scarcely a month, but we can already observe various
important facts rendering it possible for us to throw clear
light upon the immnort of the decisions of the Enlarged Ex-
ecutive, and enabling us to see beyond the limits and extent
of this partial stabilisation. Within these two to three weeks,
events of the utmost importance have taken place in France,

Bulgaria and Germany,

France has just passed through a severe governmental cri-
sis, which has so far taken a course fairly favourable for the
Left bloc. Herriot and Painlevé have merely changed places.
As we know, France is a land of old parliamentary traditions,
and such crises occur in innumerable repetitiors. But this last
crisis possesses the distinguishing feature of not having arisen
out of any storm in a teacup. or out of any common parlia-
mentary combination. but of being based on a profound eco-
nomic foundation. What has been the immediate cause of this
latest parliamentary governmental = crisis in France today?
Questions of financial policy have been the cause. France is
a country which emerged victorious from the imperialist war,
up to now it has known no unemploymen!, and its large in-
dustries have developed greatly during the last few years. And
even this country has now run into a hopeless cul de sac.
France is hovering on the verge of the so-called inflatiom, of
the necessity of saving the situation by means of an exces-

sive issue of banknotes. The situation hitherto so favourable

for the bourgeoisie is in serious danger, and this danger has
called forth an extensive regrouping of forces among fairly
broad strata of the bourgeoisie.

Why? Because the mere mention of the word “inflation”
calls before the French bourgeoisie the spectre of Germany in
1923, that frightful crisis with its manv characteristically revo-
luticnary features. And what was the course of events in
Germany in 1923: financial disaster, economic depression,
swollen jissue of paper momey, unemployment, inflation, etc.
We see that here in the richest country of the continent, in
a victorious countrv, a crisis has broken out before our eyes
only very shortly after the Session of the Enlarged Executive,
a crisis based on ecomomic foundations, and bringing the coun-
try to the verge of the precipice of a financial crisis,

For the moment the situation has been saved in France.
But you must not forget that France’s deficit amounts to
24 milliards. For the moment it has wormed its way out of
the difficulty by some means: four milliards are covered by
am issue of paper money (leading in part to the outbreak of
the governmental crisis). but 20 milliards of the deficit are
still left uncovered. If four milliards suffice to bring about
a governmental crisis, the total sum of the deficit is enoush
to cause five such crisis, and every successive crisis will be
greater in extent and acuteness.

here is no immediately revolutionary situation in France;
there is on the contrary a certain ‘‘stabilisation”, but a sta-
bilisation with clearly observable economic limitations. It need
not be said that the situation will not clear up within a week
or a month, but the limits of the stabilisation are graphically
illustrated by the economic crises maturing before our eyes.

The Limits of the Political Stabilisation. Bulgaria and
Germany as examples,

Let us now regard the stabilisation from the nolitical point
of view. I' am of the opinion that the events in Bulgaria, and
especially the events in Germany. can aid vs to gain an
equally clear idea of the limits set to the present political
stabilisation.,

We do not know what the immediate conseauences of the
events in Bulgaria will be, but we see that the point reached
in this countrv was not confined to an attemnt on the part of
Buldarian landowmers and capitalists to fly at the throats of
their “own’’ workers and peasants, but extended even to the
possibility of an armed conflict between, Yugeslavia, Buldaria
and Rovmania. This was the express question comcerned. It
is true that it did not come to an armed conflict, but it
was very near it. Everyone who remembers the conditions
ruling on the eve of the great war knows that the Balkans
are rich in classic possibilities for armed conflicts capable of
initiating a world war. And the present situation in the Bal-
kans shows no signs whatever of a political tranquillity in the
camn of capitalism.

The whole bourgeois world in now engaged in zealous
attempts — though these have slackened somewhat during the
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last few days — to throw the blame of the events in Sofia
upon us, upon the Soviet government. and the Comintern.
The complete ahsence of the slightest foundation for this in-
credible and frightful accusation has forced its originators to
beat a retreat, : i

During the days immediately following the event, the
“Rul”, the cadets’ newspaper, went farthest of all. It asser-
ted that at the session of the Enlarged Executive of the
Comintern the Bolsheviki had purposely invented the stabili-
sation idea for the purpose of strewing sand in the eyes of
the international bourgeoisie, so that this might be lulled into
a feeling of security. leaving more opportunity for the pre-
paration of the assasinations in Sofia (Laughter). It is not to
be supposed that such nonsense has been believed by any
body. The explosion was prepared by the whole social situa-
tion in Bulgaria, or rather by the whole social situation in
the Balkams. The fact is that it is not possible to govern
such a preponderantly agricultural country as Bulgaria against
the interests of the huge majority of workers and peasants.

Scarely two weeks have passed since the Enlarged Exe-
cutive completed its task. Seen from the political standpoint,
the situation in the Balkans shows us that the struggle taking
place there has again brousht us face to face with the pos-
sibility of renewed war. We have witnessed events which
might serve to rouse an echo all over the world. Events are
taking place which may lead to the aggravation of class an-
tagonisms, and to the furtherance of civil war. ir Bulgaria,
and Bulgaria is not the least important of the Balkan countries.

Germany and Hindenburg,

Of even greater significance are the flatest events in
Germany. the election of Hindenburg to the position of Pre-
sident of the German Reich. I must make vou familiar with
the internal party side of the auestion. In Germany the se-
cond ballot took nlace at a time when the delegation sent
by the German CP was participating in the session of the
Enlarged Executive. We were perfectly aware of the impor-
tance of the political events going on in Germany. We de-
cided unanimously that it must be left to the Party to decide
the question on the spot, but we categorically advised the
German CP to openly offer its support to a social democra-
tic candidate at the second ballot, provided the SD Party
refrained from withdrawing their candidate. After the first
ballot. the German SD Party immediately withdrew Braun’s
candidature, although Braun had eight million votes and Marx,
the candidate of the opriest-ridden Roman Catholic Centre
Par'y, bad only three million. The social democrats withdrew
their candidate. and decided to mobilise the whole of Ger-
many for Marx’s candidature. In return they received the
nost of Prussian Prime Minister for Braun. In consequence of
this. there were three candidates in the second election
(Thalmann. Marx and Hindenburd). The Right wing manoeu-
vred with the utmast skill, setting up Hindenburs as a candidate

. for the second ballot and not for the first, thus thoroughly

shuffling the cards.

The first ballot was carried throush in such a manner that
to all appearances there was no dander to be anticinated from
the “Black Hundred” — as we used fo say —, since the
Right Bloe was in a minority even if the communists insi-
sted on their own candidate. But Hindenhurg’s candidature

mohilised three million new vo*ers — chiefly women — for

the Right Bloc, and thus entirely altered the situation.

We feared that at the second ballot the communist votes
would shrink censiderablv. and that our 1.800.000 votes would
sink to 1.000.000. But the communist veote did pot lessen;
the election statistics show that in Saxony many socral demo-
cratic workers voted for Thilmann as a protest against the
candidature of Marx, supnorted bv the social democrats. It
must be added that the Left social democrats. including a
part of the social democratic Youth Union. protested against
the social democratic supvort of a bourdeois candidate. This
shows ns that a psychological preparation for voting for Marx

~ was lacking among the workers. and rct only among the com-

munists, but among the social democrats. This is the actual fact.

T received vyesterday a revort om the factory council
elections now being held in Germany. These elections are
now in full swing. The revort shows a certsin increase of
communist votes in the works amd factories in a large number
of places. Were we to judge by these first data, we should

prophesy that the number of votes given for the communists
in the facfory council election in Germany will be considerably
greater than the number given at the election to the presidency.

The results of these elections are being made the starting
point for an international Menshevist campaign against the
communists, The social democrats are shrieking, in every
language on earth; that the communists alone are to .blame
for Hindenburg’s election, ) . g

I should like to adduce a historical example showing how
the social democrats once acted in an analogous case. In
1913 an election to the presidency took place in France. Two

~ candidates opposed one another. Poincaré, at that time presi-

dent of the ministerial council, and Pams minister for agri-
culture in Poincaré’s government. The political nuance dividing
the two was approximately the same as, that between Marx
and Hindenburg, ‘A desperate electoral fight commenced in
France. The election differed from the German in that they did
not take place by means of a direct secret vote of the people,
but as stipulated by the French constitution, in the united
session of the Senate and the Chamber of Deputies, ' The
voting brought the following result: Poincaré and Pams re-
ceived an almost equal number of votes. Poincaré’s whole
majority was 13 votes, At that time the social democratic
party possessed 70 votes. Vaillant was out up as candidate
by the socialists. The socialists voted for Vaillant, although
very well aware that they were aiding Poincaré’s election
by doing so. There was no doubt as to the manner in which
the voting was carried out, for there 'was no secret ballot.
And there was as little doubt as to the result of the voting,
for a test division was first made in accordance with the custom.

And despite this the French socialist party. a section of
the II. International, and by no means a Bolshevist party,
but led by such men-as Jaurés, Vaillant. and Guesde, decided
unanimously: we give our votes neither to Poincaré nor to
Pams. but to our own candidate. They acted precisely- as
the Menshevist deputies acted at the election to the pre-
sidency in the state Duma in Russia. Gompers'policy has now
become the :policy of the whole H. International. We ‘must
hold this in view especially at this time, when so many dogs
are let loose against us.

The Political Significance of fhe Hincﬂehburﬁ Election,

The significance of Hindenburg’s election is none the less
extremely great, It must not be over-estimated, but as little
under-estimated. The fact remains that after several vears
of civil war in 'Germany almost fifteen millon Germans have
voted for Hindenburg. This is one half of the German electors.
In this sense such a symptom must of course not be under-
estimated, A considerable number of voters voted not so much
for Hindenburg as out of revenge against the Entente, against
the Versailles Treaty, and against mockeries of a kind unknowa
to us (since our country has never undergone such a situation,
exsept during the brief period of the Brest peace), but arousing
the utmost indignation and discontent among the broad masses
of the German people. It is thus very nossible that a great manv
voters voted not so much for Hindenburs as against the
Entente, against French and English capitalism. However this
may be, the fact remains that they did vote for him.

Here another historical analogy thrusts itself upon our
notice. After the fall of the Paris Commune — in the year
1875, if I am not mistaken — an election to the oresidency
took place in France. The ratification of the republic by the
parliament (1875) was carried by a maiority of ‘ene vote only.
MacMahon was elected president. under the watchword of
“republic without republicans’’. What is goiné on in Germany
at the present time is somewhat similar. The man-who has
been chosen as president writes upon his standard: “republic
without republicans”, for in actual fact Hindenburg’s “republic”’
is without republicans. There is of ‘course a verv dreat diffe-
rence between the situation in France in 1875 and the situation
in Germany in 1925. The difference consists of the fact that
in France the working class: was crushed, drowned in the
blood shed in Paris (in Paris there was not one working class
family which did not mourn the loss of -at least one of its
members), and the revolutionary movement djed out com-
pletely, In Germany we' have a midhty working class at the
present time, wearied' no doubt by the incessant struggle
and the severe defeat which it has suffered, but by no means
inclined to abandon the struggle. There are ‘fiftéen million
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German workers who have not yet spoken their final word,
and Germany is bordered by countries possessing powerful
labour movements, It is not in Germany alone that we see
the growth of class war, The Parties of the Comintern are
winning over broader and broader strata of the working class.

This is where the difference lies. The analogy is however
none the less justified. The present situation in Germany is
the same as that in France after the defeat of the Commune
— a republic without republicans.

What will be the immediate consequences of the Hindenburg
election? It is difficult to foresee with certainty at this junc-
ture, One thing is however certain: that this election is bound
to increase and aggravate polifical antagonisms within Germany
itself. The social democratic leaders, now carrying on a cam-
paign of pogrom agitation against the communists. will speedily
reconcile themselves with Hindenburg. During the war they
were amongst his truest supoorters. They were the last to
proclaim the bourgeois republic. Wels and Scheidemann will
be reccmciled to Hindenburg soon enough. But this does not
signify any reconciliation between the German working class
and Hindenburg, '

There will be no such reconciliation! The inconsistencies
of the situation in Germany will become more and more appa-
rent; the political position now developing in Germany poss-
esses (rlnru-chr less political stability than might have been anti-
cipated.

And what will be the international consequences? These
will certainly be serious. It is plain that Hindenburg does not
signify any stabilisation of relations between Germany and
France; on the contrary, relations become more strained.
Neither does Hindenburg signify a stabilisation of relations
between Germamy and Poland, but again' the contrary. The
election of Hindenburg thus means the creation of an insecure
and disturbed situation all along the line, Germany-France and
Germany-Poland, a situation fraught with all sorts of dangers
and uncertainties.

With respect to us, the Soviet Union, the matter is much
more complicated, Here many forces will be brought into
play for a lengthy period. .

The leading idea of the Entente will be to manoeuvre for
a time in such a manner that Hindenburg Germany can be
utilised as weapon against the Soviet Union. This tendency
existed before the Hindenburg election. And now this election
affords the English the opportunity of carrying on this game
still further, if more slowly, but with the greater certainty.
And you do not need to be told, comrades, that in America,
and in the whole of the bourgeois world, there are elements
enough who are willing to stake a great deal on the “steady”
political forces in Germany, which in their opinion are still
able to save the country from Bolshevism,

And what is happening in Germany from the standpoint of
world historical perspectives? In Germany we expected the
proletarian revolution, At the beginning of our October revol-
ution we hoped that a few months would witness its accom-
plishment. But in Germany the revolution came much later,
and then it was not.the proletarian revolution, but merely
a revolution overthrowing Wilhelm. It may be said, with certain
reservations, that a bourgeois democratic revolution took place
in Germany. This must however not be confused with our
bourgeois democratic revolution, the social structure of the two
countries being different,

What is to be learnt from the Experience gained in the
German Revolution?

. Germany has supplied an interesting illustration to our old
quarrel with the Mensheviki and with Trotzky, who maintained
that the Bolsheviki were in favour of a ‘“self limitation” of
the proletariat, but that the proletariat. should it succeed in
seizing power, would never “limit itself”, but would realise
the socialist revolution immediately, Germany gives us an
example of a proletariat which had actually seized power:
the whole country was thronged with workers’ councils, and
these were the real masters of the situation, The first German
government consisted of six social democrats, three Right and
three Independent, The workers had all power in their own
hands, but thanks to the rble played by the social democrats,
sufficiently well known to all of us, the councils dissolved
voluntarily at the Reich congress of workers and soldiers.
They chose the “self limitation”” of the burgeois Weimar

constitution. The highly civilised working class of Germany
“limited itself’” to a bourgeois democratic revolution. What
is now happening may be designated as a certain reversed
development of the bourgeois democratic revolution in the
direction of a semi-feudal, semi-bourgeois monarchy, Whilst
in our own case we witness the rapid development of the
bourgeois democratic revolution into a proletarian revolution
during the nine months between February and October 1917,
in Germany we are wifnessing the reversed process,

Hindenburg and Kautsky.

Hindenburg’s victory is a symbol of the extent of the
political stabilisation in Europe. There is no need to wonder
that the German communists cannot bring themselves to con-
sider the possibility of even a temporary pact with the socia’
democrats against the monarchists, for the leaders of the
German SP incorporate the policy of the bourgeoisie, as does
the whole II. International,

One example will serve to illustrate this: We hear that
at the recent session of the Executive of the II, Internatiomal,
Kautsky submitted theses on the Russian question, and these
were rejected as being too Right for even the Mensheviki.

You are aware that Kautsky is a fairly old and settled
person (Laughter), Hindenburg is 78 years old, Kautsky about the
same, In any case their combined ages make a good century
and a half{ (Laughter.) You know that this white haired old
man is as gentle as a lamb and soft as wax as far as the
burgeoisie is concerned. He is against all insurrection, civil
war, etc. But listen to this mild old man, passing the remainder
of his days in peace, when he begins to speak about us;
see how he shows his teeth when he speaks of the Soviet
Union, and of our revolution.

The title of his theses is as follows: The duties of the
International with reference to Russia. (The quotations from
Kautsky’s theses have been retranslated from Russian. Ed.)

Hitherto we have cherished the belief that the duties
incumbent on the International with reference to Russia con
sisted of some form of support or other. But Kautsky’s these.
begin as follows:

“Just as it has been the duty of the socialists of all
countries to fight against absolutism, it is now their most im-
portant duty to fight against the despotism oppressing the
peoples of Russia and the territories conquered by Russia.
Those who benefitted by the revolution have become its
grave diggers, and now that they are fulfilling anti-revolution-
ary duties only, they represent a Russian variety of Bona-
partism, . ‘

The means of defence against the most brutal use of
force which lies nearest to hand is the use of counter force,
A despotism based on military power has hitherto almost
invariably been overthrown by a popular insurrection or by the
falling off of adherents, This is followed by small reservations
intended to throw a diplomatic veil over what he actually
aims at. You will note that he condemns insurrections which
do not attain their object. And in this sense he does not
approve of partial action. He would prefer to manage without
insurrections, etc, °

Kautsky’s standpoint was “a bit too much” for even the
Russian Mensheviki, and they rejected it. But you may well
imagine the feelings of the German communists with regard
to the social democrats, when you remember that they are
aware of the attitude of the learned Kautsky, and of all
the social democratic leaders, towards Soviet Russia. It is an
additional proof of the wide chasm lying between the paths
of the adherents of the II. International and the adherents
of the IIl. International.

I believe that these two personalities, Hindenburg and
Kautsky, may be taken as symbolical figures embodying the
past of Germany and of the whole of Europe. At the present
moment we are experiencing a confiduration and a convulsion
which strengthen Hindenburg and Kautsky for the moment.
To-morrov will find them the best of friends. But the future
does not belong to these two old men.

The Stabilisation and — the Armament Fever in the Capitalist
Countries.

The present situation bears witness to the existence of
elements of instability. Compare the present picture with that
of a year ago. A year ago, MacDonald, Herriot and' Ebert
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were still in power; Davidovitsch governed in Yugoslavia.
These are now replaced by Chamberlain, Hindenburg, in
France by Briand — as in fact he is head of the government;
in Yugoslavia we see Mr, Paschitsch, an old acquaintance from
the days of the Czar. Europe is becoming decidedly blacker.
It is the swing to the Right which will be as inevitably follo-
wed by a swing to the Leit,

A few days ago, Mussolini held a speech in the Senate,
demanding fresh armament credits, He addressed himself to the
senators, asking: “Do you really believe that the war between
1914 and 1918 was the last war, as many people maintain?”’
The senators shouted in reply: “Of course, we don’t”,

Today’s newspapers report the manner in which the ar-
mament question is dealt with in Sweden. Deputations arrive
from various places, bringing petitions to the parliament and
to the ministry of war, against the limitation of armaments.
The same question was the subject of a meeting held in
Stockholm yesterday. One of the speakers was Sven Hedin,
the old acquaintance of comrade Chicherin. He maintained
that war complications might arise at any moment in Eastern
Europe. As proofs he adduced the assassinations in Reval and
Sofia. General Lider raised the alarm of the “Russian danger”,
and declared that the “first attack made by the Soviet Union
would be on the neutralised Aland Islands, which could not
be defended either by Finland or by Sweden”. The resolution
passed emphasised the necessity of increased defence for Stock-
holm, though the armament limitation plan had provided for
a considerable limitation of armaments.

Just imagine this! An increased defence for Stockholm!
In the year 1925 and on account of the stabilisation!

Lloyd George, too, lately observed that though he is no
pessimist, still when he sees what is going on in English
economics, he is convinced that a catastrophe is inevitable
unless something radical happens. .

You have heard the opinions of Mussolini, of Sweden, and
of Lloyd George, Combine these with the last General Stait
conference held in Riga, and with the fact that the Sofia
explosion took place under circumstances tending towards
war, and in a part of the Balkans which witnessed the initi-
ation of the great war in 1914, If you consider all this, it will
be clear to you that whilst we fully recognise the stabilisation
and base our actions upon it, we must none the less take
into account the circumstances, extent, and character of this
stabilisation,

We must grasp the fact that capitalism, even during this
period of comparative stabilisation, is not likely to lie still.
The present stabilisation is of a nature which does not exclude
either a turn to the Right or to the Left. As late as 1915
Lenin wrote that: “the revolution can, and probably will, consist
of years of battles, of some periods of advance with intervals of
counter-revolutionary convulsions of the bourgeois social order”

The situation today furnishes a graphic world historical
illustration of this, Truly the revolution is composed of:
1, a number of battles, 2. of years of struggle, 3. of inter-
mediate periods of the counter-revolutionary convulsions of the
bourgeois social order,

The three difierent Species of Revolutionary Situation.

In our theses, which were entirely approved by the Political
Bureau, we attempted to go somewhat further than the ECCI
has done, and have endeavoured to give a more accurate and
complete formulation of the international situation. I am of the
opinion that we must differentiate: 1. a revolutionary situation
in general; 2, an immediately revolutionary situation; and
3. an immediate revolution. This distinction was not suffi-
ciently emphasised at the session of the Enlarged ECCI, and I
must endeavour to make it somewhat clearer here, Recently
the article written by Lenin in 1915 and dealing with ‘Axelrod’s
German pamphlet was published. This article did not see the
light of day until now, for at that time no-ome abroad was
prepared to publish it. [ believe that it gives us the key to
the question of this differentiation between the general revol-
utionary situation, the immediately revolutionary situaton, and
the immediate revolution,

In his pamphlet Axelrod expressed himseli approximately
as follows: Lenin might be more or less in the right with his
wild slogan of the transformation of imperialist war into civil
war, and of the defeat of all bourgeois governments, if it could
be proved that we are in the midst of a revolutionary situation
in Europe, such as was the case in Russia in 1901 Lenin
seized upon this declaration, and wrote:

“The example adduced by Axelrod is an incomparable
revelation of our opportunists as they are. Could anybody
in his right senses have positively maintained, in 1901, that
we were on the immediate verge of the decisive struggle
with absolutism in Russia? Nobody could do this, and
nobody maintained it. At that time nobody could know
that four years later ome of the decisive battles (December
1905) would be fought, and that the next ‘“decisive battle
Ivith ’absolutism would perhaps follow in 1915/16, or perhaps
ater’’, :

Though in 1901 nobody maintained, that the decisive
battle would be fought in the ‘“immediate future, and
though we maintained at that time that the ‘“hysterical”
shrieks of Kritschevski & Co. on the “immediate battle”
were not to be taken seriously, we revolutionary social
democrats maintained something else very positively at
that time: We maintained that in the year 1901 only
hopeless cpportunists were incapable of grasping the task
of. immediately supporting, promoting, and developing the
revolutionary demonstrations of 1901, and of spreading the
most decisive revolutionary slogans for these demonstra-
tions. History has shown that we, and we only, were
right, and has condemned the opportunists, actually throw-
ing them out of the labour movement, although the first
“immediate battle” did not take place at once, but four-
years elapsed before the first decisive battle was fought,

. and this proved not to be the last battle, and was thus not
the actually decisive one,.

Europe is going through the same experience today,
literally the same, There is no shadow of doubt that in
Europe in 1915 there is a revolutionary situation, just
as there was a revolutionary situation in Russia in 1901.
We cannot know whether the first ‘“decisive’” battle
between the proletariat and the bourgeois will take place
in four years, or in two, or perhaps not for ten years or
even longer, or whether the second ‘“decisive”
will not follow for another decade. But we know exactly,
and maintain ‘“positively’’, that it is our immediate and
urgent duty to aid the beginning fermentation (in process
of origination), and the demonstrations which are already
taking place. In- Germany, Scheidemann has been hissed
by the crowd, and in many countries there are demlon-
strations against the high prices.”

For Lenin these were at that time proofs of the existence

"of a revolutionary situation, equal to the proofs furnished by

the students demonstrations in 1901 in Russia. Things are
different now, but in 1916 these were some of the proois
of the existence of a revolutionary situation. All the same,
Lenin observes that it is uncertain when this situation will
become a revolution.

These simple things: the dilference between a general
revolutionary situation and an immediately revolutionary
situation, must be mow properly grasped by us, and explained
to the workers of all countries. If we take the example of
our own couniry in 1902, it is evident that at that time there
was a revolutionary situation, But in 1905 there was an
immediately revolutionary situation. And then it was that
Lenin called upon us to rally together for the attack. We see
how the immediately revolutionary situation merged into the
revolution of 1905. But the revolution was mnot victorious.

In 1906 Lenin and the Bolshevik Party continued to insist
that the situation was still immediately revolutionary. You
may recollect that many Mensheviki laughed at Lenin for
saying that when the harvest work was ended, the time
would come when the peasants would rise, Until 1907 the
Bolsheviki assumed that the second revolution would break
out within a short time, and maintained that the situation
was acutely and immediately revolutionary. The second revo-
lution will come. And we based our tactics entirely on the
assumption of this approaching revolution,

We now observe a similar state of affairs in Germany,
and to a certain extent in the Balkans, Matters are entirely
different in England for instance, where the beginninds of a
general revolutionary situation are just being felt for the
first time. The political swindlers of the II. International are
endeavouring to place the matter in such a light as if the
Enlarged Executive had acknowlegded the complete absence
of any revolutionary situation, and as if we had entirely discar-
ded the question of the world revolution from our agenda.

batfle
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They are trying to convince the working class that we have
not merely ascertained the slower pace of the revolution,
but that we have acknowledged its complete collapse. This
is the swindle being perpetrated by the II. International, in
this question again the faithful servant of the bourgeoisie.

We must arouse no illusions. We must acknowledge that
in a country like 'Germany, around which events centred in
1923, there is now no immediately revolutionary situation.
But the general revolutionary situation cointinue,s to exist,
and exists incontestably all over Europe. It is becoming more
and more acute,all over the world, slowly but surely, aggravated
more and more by the developments in the East, by the colonial
question, by the South East. This. must be taken into account,
and the revolutionary perspective must not be lost sight of.

I remember how Lenin took the renegade Kautsky at his
word in 1918 and said: “At ‘ome time you were a Marxist;
you acknowledged in 1909 (“The Road to Power”) that there
is a revolutlonary situation in- Europe. In 1902 you again
acknowledged, in your pamphlet: “The social Revolution’,
that the situation in Europe is revolutionary, And we can
certainly maintain this today with an even greater right, for
the situation in Europe is now ‘much more acute than it was
in 1909. The epochs of wars and revolution do mot cease, we
have not reached the ‘“end”, we are only at the “begmmng
of the beginning’’ of these epochs. In Europe the situation
is not merely revolutionary in the sense that capitalism in
itself is bound to call forth a revolutionary situation, but in
the semse' that 1, capitalism is torn by much greater contra-
dictions since the imperialist war than it was before the war,
2, that the Soviet power reigns over one sixth of the globe,
and 3. that the Eastern question, the question of the oppressed
peoples, is very much more acute than formerly,

Two Stabilisations,

In order to give a precise expression to the purport of
the decisions of the Enlarged ECCI, we must not speak of
a stabilisation only, but of two stabilisations: of the stabili-
?jatlon) of the capitalist order, and of our stabilisation (Soviet

nion]

The fact that we form a hnk in the chain of internatiomal
relations is a proof of our power. And the fact that we are
building up our own socialist economics according to our
own plans — we have been engaged on this up building for
some time now — and have a perfectly correct idea as to
the manner in which our socialist economics are to be further
developed, this fact alone renders us a factor undermining
the bourgeois state of society.

The question of the world revolution must never for a
moment be severed from its connection with the revolution
of the country in which the revolution has already been
victorious, This problem has existed since the earliest days
of the revolution, and becomes more and more complicated
and acute. And since the Enlarged Executive has recognised
that capitalist economics have succeeded in a partial stabilis-
ation, it is of special importance to ascertain how this partial
stabilisation is effecting the upbuilding of socialism in our
country,

The answer is perfectly clear. Were our economics not
securely established, then we would be involved in the diffi-
culties of a peculiar “scissors’’; then we should have been
obliged to look on whilst our economics decline, we ourselves
become weaker ond weaker, and the world burgeoisie stronger
and stronger, In. this case we should be on the downward
and our enemies on the upward track, This is what Lenin
most feared. You will remember how triumphantly he spoke,
at the IV. World Congress, about the first rays of light cast
by our financial successes,” and how confidently he based his
expectations of the favourable progress of our economics upon
this, He attached much importance to this question, for he
recognised an immediate association between the development
of the world revolution . and the advance of the economics
of our  country,

Althoughs we observe a partial stab1‘l1sat1on in the camp
of the enemy, we 'have none the less the right to assert that
we are ‘decidedly on the upward track, and that our cause
is advancing rapidly, not only in the sense that production itself
is increasing, but in the sense that there is a growth in the
socialist elements of our economics.

The Connection between our Revolution and the World Revo-
lution according to the Leninist Conception,

We see that we must thus not merely speak of a stabi-
lisation, but of two stabilisations, The question of the connect-
ions between the victory of proletarian revolution in one
couniry and the duties imposed on this country with regard
to the other countries of the world — this extremely important
problem has become especially urgent at the present time. This
problem was theoretically solved by Lenin. And as it has been
the olkject of our theses to obviate every possible objection,
to avoid any misunderstanding, and to throw every possible
light on this question from every standpoint, we have replied
}‘o this question mainly from the viewpoint taken by comrade

enin,

In 1915 comrade Lenin stated the question for the first
time in its most general form, saying that the revolution
would consist of long years of battle, and oi periods of ad-
vances intermingled with counter-revolutionary struggles,

In the course of his article published in the collection
“Against the Stream’, and directed against Kautsky and in
part against comrade Trotzky’s theory, comrade Lenin formu-
lated his law of capitalism, showing the irregularity of the
development of capitalism. Comrade Lenin’s book on imperi-
alism is based on this law., And in 1917, aiter the February
revolution, comrade Lenin stated the programme of the Russ-
sian revolution in his well known letter to the Swiss workers,
and declared that ‘“the Russian proletariat cannot carry the
socialist revolution through to a victorious conclusion alone,
it can omly begin it”’. The problem is defined with great
determination in a number of the speeches held by comrade
Lenin at the VII, Party Congress of the RCP (at the beginning
of 1618), at the time of the Brest peace treaty. In his ad-
mirable article on “Left childishness and the petty bourgeois
tendency’”’, comrade Lenin makes mention of the famous
‘‘chicken”. He writes: ‘

“Socialism is .. . , unthinkable without the rule of the
proletariat in the state. This is another platitude.
History . .. developes in such an extraordinary manner
that in the year 1918 two separate halves of socialism
were born, lying side by side like two future chickens
in the one eggshell of world imperialism. In 1918 Germany
and Russia embodied the most graphic object lessons of
the material realisation of the economic, productive, and
social economic prerequisites of socialism on the one hand,
and of its political prerequisites on the other.”

Then follows, the “Renegade Kautsky’’, in which a whole
chapter is devoted to this subject. Then comes Lenin’s decla-
ration of 13. March 1919 that we are living in the midst of
a system of States, and that two different systems cannot both
continue to exist permanently. In the end one or the other
will be victorious. In other places comrade Lenin laid special
stress on the point that the term “in the end” does not mean:
“at the beginning of the beginning”. A number of other im-
portant statements follow: the highly important speech held
in Moscow on 27, October 1920 on the concessions; the speech
held at the III. World Congress of the CI; the remarks on the
original plan of the taxes in kind, in 1921; and finally the last
statements, to which we must accord special attention: his
political legacy, the notes from the diary in 1922/23, in which
the ideas referring to the cooperatives and to the East are
o! special importance. The extracts show us clearly that Lenin
considered the complete realisation of socialism in a country
like ours could only be accomplished by the aid of the co-
operatives if we are safe from international intervention. But
at the same time he does not omit, as international proleta-
rian revolutionist, to emphasise the fact that final victory is
possible on an international scale only, and that our victory
is meither permanent nor final without the international
revolution,

If we wish to be clear as to the Leninist view of today’s
most burning question of the connection between the victory
of proletarian revolution in one country and the duty of this
country towards all other countries, we must follow all the
stages of Leninism from comrade Lenin’s statements in 1915
up to his notes on cooperatives and on the East. The question
is not merely of theoretical significance to us at the present
time, it is of profoundly practical importance. I must remind

you of what Lenin wrote in his pamphlet on the taxes in
kind (1921):
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“Let us look at the map of the RSFSR. We see vast
areas, capable of accomodating a dozen civilised states,
stretching away north of Wolojda, south east of Kostov
on the Don and Saratov, south of Orenburg and Omsk,
north of Tomsk. And in all this great territory there are
prevailing patriarchal conditions, semi-savagery, and even
complete savagery. And what about the remote agrarian
districts of the rest of Russia? Everywhere where dozens
of versts of road — or strictly speaking dozens of versts
‘of no road — separate the village from the railway, that
is, from material connection with civilisation, with capi-
talism, with big industry, with the city — are the condi-
tions prevailing in these districts not equally patriarchal,
Oblomovist, semi-savage?”’ ’

“Under these conditions now obtaining in Russia, asks
Lenin, is a direct transition to socialism thinkable at all?”
And he himself replies: “Yes, it is thinkable up to a cer-
tain degree, but only under one conditions regarding which
we are fully informed, thanks to a great scientific achieve-
ment, This condition is electrification. If we erect dozens
of electric power stations (and today we are thoroughly
informed as to where and how these can and must be set
up), if we conduct energy from these into every village,
and if we have sufficient electro motors and other ma-
chines at our disposal, then we shall need scarcely any
stages of transition whatever, connecting links between
patriarchalism and socialism. But we know very well that
this “one” conditions means at least ten years of prepa-
ratory work, and that this term can only be shortened
should the proletarian revolution be victorious in such
countries as England, Germany and America.”

Lenin faced the problem in this practical manner without
losing sight of its international relations for a moment. Lenin
is an international revolutionist; he knows that the final vic-
tory is possible on an international scale only, that victory
, on an international scale is the sole certain guarantee against
the restoration of bourgeois conditions. But at the same time
his articles deiend and propagaie the idea that our country,
with its patriarchal, semi-savage, and Oblomovist life and cu-
stoms, may be converted into a socialist country. In his last
speech in the Moscow Soviet he bequeathed us a magnificent
legacy: The conversion of the Russia of the NEP into a so-
cialist Russia,

This legacy has now become of the utmost importance to
us all. The question of the partial stabilisation of capitalism in
Europe is wrongly reflected in the minds of many of the mem-
bers of our Party, especially among our young students, and
these are thus led onto the wrong track. We as Party must
propagate the Leninist principle that socialism can be establi-
shed even in our poor country — even though we are sur-
rounded by a ring of capitalist countries. We have all acknow-
ledged the partial stabilisation of capitalism in Europe. We
have all acknowledged that the cause of the world revolution
is developing with less rapidity. Does this mean that a petty
bourgeois degeneration is inevitable in Russia? Does it signify
a stagnation, or even a retrogression, in our revolutionary de-
velopment? It may safely be asserted that an out spoken
current representing this standpoint does not exist, But there
is a feeling of it in the air, and this feeling is perfectly com-
prehensible in the present stage of the revolutionary movement,

Two Dangers attendant upon the Estimation of the Present
Situation,

There are two dangers attendant on the present situation,
and these are the following:

The following trend of thought is frequently expressed: If
the final victory is really only possible in the case of the
world revolution, and if we recognise that the world revolution
is moving forward but slowly, will we be able to develop
socialism in Russia without adequate aid from outside? Have
we not arrived at such a pass that — to use the graphic de-
finition coined by a comrade ridiculing the whole trend of fee-
ling — we shall have to “cast our anchor”? Does the present
situation perhaps signify that we, the Russian CP, are umable
to fulfil our historical mission as Bolshevist Party, as the Party
of the international proletarian revolutionists? This is one tone
of mood of the scaie which is filling the air at present, and
finds expression now and again,

Another possible tone of mood is that which' we have
described in our theses as the “‘danger of national narrowness”,
This refers to the trend of thought which ends in: What does
the international revolution matter to us? We can arrange our
own affairs very comiortably, we possess an unlimited terri-
tory, we possess the power, we can establish our victory fi-
nally, and are actually in a position to concern ourselves but
little with the events taking place in the international arena,
This is again an idea unrepresented by any clearly expressed
tendency, but it can be felt in the air. And al‘tgough' these
trends of thought have not taken any definite form as yet,
still we must face the possibility of their doing so. Were we
to {ail to do so, we should not be the Party created by

‘Lenin, capable of looking forward, and of coping with pos-

sible dangers. We must prevent the genesis of such ideas.
We must continually remind all our comrades that we are
proletarian revolutionists, international proletarian revolutio-
mnists, that we can only imagine our victory on an internatio-
nal scale, that we do not and can not forget this for even
a moment, and that after having won the victory in one coun-
try we shall do our utmost to *promote the revolutionary mo-
vement in other countries.

We are now confronted by the necessity of safeguarding
ourselves against these two possible dangers in our own ranks,
Our first task is therefore to go to the Comintern, to afford
it the maximum of support, to help it to draw upon the trea-
sury of theoretical Leninism and of our practical political ex-
periences, especially from the fund of experiences gained bet-
ween 1907 and 1914, so that the Comintern may be enabled
by bur efforts to help the international proletariat over the
difficulties of the present situation, It is true that it would
be conmsiderably easier for us to speak in high tones, to call
the masses to battle, to lead them to a direct attack, etc, It
is much more difficult to restrain an international organisation
from too hasty steps, to bridle its revolutionary impetus, and to
point out all the obstacles in the road. But it is necessary
if we are to attain our aims, It is very meedful at the present
time, if the Comintern is to remain a Bolshevist organisation.

Our Agrarian Policy and the Development of the Proletarian
Revolution,

The whole of the resolutions passed by the plenary ses-
sion on the agrarian and colonial questions, and especially on
the question of Bolshevisation, are naturally thoroughly per-
meated with Leninism, and are in perfect harmony with the
tasks confronting the Comintern, :

It is very mecessary that the most advanced elements of
our Party should consciously realise the harmony existing bet-
ween our agrarian policy and the policy of the Comintern,
in order that they may carry on the work with full confidence.
Here exaggerations arise mow and again. After the publica-
tion of the theses I received a letter irom a comrade, in which
he asks: “What is your opinion? Is it true that the decided
swing to the Right in the peasant policy of our Party is ex-
plained by the international situation?” In this question the
elements of a correct view of the question are combined with
extremely mistaken elements in the most striking possible
manner. There is no doubt that our agrarian policy is depen-
dent to a certain extent upon the international situation. But
it is entirely wrong to suppose that it constitutes a swing to
the Right on the part of our Party. No. This is no swing to
the Right, it is the Leninist continuation of the policy pursued
by our Party since 1917 and before this. There is no thought
of a swing to the Right here.

However slow the development of the revolution, we should
have had to pursue the policy of the alliance with the pea-
santry in any case. Even at the time of the IL. World Con-
gress, when comrade Lenin %hared the belief that the revo-
lution was making decided progress, he taught us that it is
precisely after the victory of the proletarian revolution that
new and magnificent possibilities arise for the firmer establish-
ment of our alliance with the peasantry. It need not be said
that much would be done differently among us if the course
of revolutionary development were more rapid, but the prin-
ciples underlying our policy would be the same. The neces-
sity of establishing an alliance between the peasantry and the
workers would remain the basis of this policy. The confusion
filling many minds must be dispersed. There is no swing to the
Right in the policy of the Party, there is only the pursuance
of the one correct policy based on the recognition of the
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mutual relations between the various classes in our villages.
And of course class relations in our country can only be cor-
rectly estimated in the light of the corresponding internatio-
nal relations, since we are the Party of the international pro-
letariat. But this does not in the least alter the essential
character of the matter: the policy which we pursue is the
correct one, : ;

Ii we can safeguard ourselves against the two dangers
which I -have mentioned, I am confident that we have done
all that is necessary to keep the Comintern on the right path
at this difficult moment, i

And I am confident, comrades, that if we accord due
consideration to the work done by the Enmlarged Executive,

to the work accomplished of late by our Central Committee, .

and to the work of this Conference, we may observe a com-
plete harmony. There is now a perfectly harmonious connec-
tion established between the task imposed upon us in our cha-
racter of a proletarian Party whi¢ch has up to now been vic-
torious in one country omly, and our other task, formulated
by Lenin as follows: An internationalist, when he has seized
power in one country, is in" duty bound to do his utmost to
secure the same victory in other countries. The harmonious
connection now established will be intensified when our agra-
rian policy has been further widened and deepened. This con-
nection must be developed along the lines of actual practice,
of principle, and of theory,

In our theses we have quoted from the draft made by
comrade Lenin in 1921 for his article on taxation in kind,
Here he writes: “10 to 20 years of the right relations with the
peasantry, and we have won on an international scale, qven
though international revolution should follow a slow pace.”’
This sentence was not included in the articles, and I cannot
think that this omission was accidental, At that time Lenin
did not want to mention such a langthy term in the press.
But now we must speak of this term, We must remember
these 10 or 20 years. This of course does not mean that we
undertake to wait for 10 to 20 years. We shall be very plea-
sed to shorten the term if the history of the world permits it.
But we must calculate with the likelihood of such a term:
10 to 20 years of the right relations to the peasantry, under
the conditions. given by a slower development of the prole-
tarian revolution. It need not be emphasised that we require
not only the right relations to the peasantry, but the right
line of international policy as well, especially for our People’s
Commissary for foreign affairs, and more than all we require
a correct labour policy. When we have realised the first, the
second, and the third of these, then we shall have really over-
come all obstacles,

The Rapprochement between the Trade Unions oi England and
the Soviet Union, o

It is mot merely our individual opinion, it is the opinion
of a large number of eminent scientists, a generally prevailing
opinion, that in England, precisely at this moment under the
rule of the Comservatives, a general revolutionary situation is
beginning to evolve, slowly but surely. This lends tremendous
importance at the attempt at a rapprochement between our
and the English trade unions, for it is part of the historical
line along which England is moving, We are advancing to meet
this clearly expressed tendency in the historical development
of England, the tendency towards the revolutionisation of Eng-
land ‘and its labour movement. Precisely in England the cor.
rect application of the united front tactics is of the utmost
importance. The Red International of Labour Unions must be
developed to such an extent that the realisation of internatio-
nal trade union unity becomes a possibility. At the same time
we are doing our very utmost to promote the rapprochement
commernced between the Englisheaand French trade unions and
the trade unions of the Soviet Union.

The Conilict' with Comrade Trotzky in the Comintern
Questions.

Our theses finally dea! with the question of Trotzkyism.
Considering the recent polemical discussions amongst us, many
comrades may think this superfluous. We came however to
the conclusion that it was not superfluous to deal with the
matter here. We have here discussed it in two connections:
in connection with the theory of permanent revolution, and in
connection with the question of our present tactics. Some

comrades have formed the following view of the matter: In
acknowledging the partial stabilisation of capitalism, we have
admitted at the same time that comrade Trotzky has been
right in the Comintern questions. This is not the case howe-
ver, We did not quarrel as to whether the speed of revolu-
tion would be diminished or not. This has been clear to us
since the III. Congress. The point contested has been as to
the correct tactics to be adopted by the Comintern during the
present period of the slower development of the international
revolution. Whilst comrade Radek and various other comrades
have been in favour of a coalition with the social democrats,
and have consistently defended this policy, we are energeti-
cally opposed to this, and stand for the united front tactics in
the semse of the decisions made by the V, World Congress,
Between 1907 and 1914 our disagreements with the Menshe-
viki were not only, and not so much, with regard to the possi-
bility of a retarded pace of revolutionary development. It was
an incontestable fact that this retardation was coming, and
that we had to face a temporary “stabilisation’” of Czarism.
Our disagreements were rather on the subject of the tactics
to be adopted by a labour party during a period of Stolypinic
“stabilisation” of Czarism, and on the subject of whether we
were inevitably advancing towards a second revolution, or
whether we must admit that our whole tactics, adapted as
they were to an impending second revolution, were entirely
wrong, The analogy between the then and the present inter-
national situation is clearly observable. And this has made
our present polemics necessary, for though these have the
appearance of being merely a rearguard skirmish, in reality
they deal with the question of the moment, the tactics to be
adopted by us in the present period of the revolution.

The Diificulties in the Diiferent Parties,

You are aware that the present period of transition is
bound to bring with it certain unhealthy processes in the
various Sections of the Comintern. It may be openly stated -
that the situation in the Czechoslovakian Party has been
especially difficult. Here three different currents have been
combatting one another, and their representatives may be de-
signated in part as liquidators, in part as comrades true to the
Party but not yet really Bolsheviki, and in part as Bolshe-
viki — though with certain faults in some cases. Our tactics
have consisted of forming a bloc between the two latter cur-
rents, against the liquidators. I believe that the line thus
taken has proved to be the right one. At least we are now
in receipt of news that this bloc is being formed, and that
the leaders of the liquidators (Rougek and others) have left
the Party. This is not bad. The bloc thus formed by our aid
is cooperating in a comradelike manner., We trust that it will
lead the Party onto the right path.

We should like to devote a few words to the differences
and difficulties in the German Party., Here every lesson in
tactics has to be paid for at a high price, for the Party, after
having been obliged to alter its tactics so abruptly after the
Brandler experience, is now inclined to blow cold for fear of
being burned, and often requires serious lessons. Left infantile
diseases are still observable.

We remain International Proletarian Revolutionists,

The most important of all is that we give something com-
plete to the vanguard of the international working class, The
most important of all is that we mot only bring the work
among the Russian workers into harmony with our internatio-
nal policy, but that we combine our current tasks with the
general tasks incumbent on the international proletariat. The
foreign communist workers are eagerly interested in learning
how the slower speed of the world revolution is reflected in
Russia, whether a slowing down is observable in Russia too,
whether the Party is degenerating, whether its proletarian
spirit is mnot relaxing, and whether it is not deviating from
Leninism. We must here formulate a combination of our tasks,
not only for our own Party, but for the whole international
proletariat. !

I am fully confident, comrades, that we shall solve this
question. It is extremely difficult, we shall have to work at it
with the utmost care, and in our own country we shall have
to continue the policy begun in the Comintern, When we work
out the question further, we shall find the footholds which we
require, both with reference to our work within our own
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country, and with reference to the work of the organisations
of the Comintern, With respect to our work within the Soviet
Union, we have stated clearly that we must utilise every
minute, every second, for the further upbuilding of socialism,
In spite of the technical backwardness of our country, we must
and can establish socialism, in face of the slower speed of the
world revolution. We have stated clearly that the final vic-
tory is to be won in the international arena, and that the
slower speed of the revolution does not hinder the victory
itself, but merely postpones it. We have always been, and
shall always remain, international proletarian revolutionists.
This is what we want to say about our work.

We shall overcome the Obstacles and the Diiiiculties.

We know that there are still great difficulties belore us.
The German communist workers too have many difficulties
to face, and are mow passing through a period similar in many
ways to our July, They will be overwhelmed with accusa-
tions from all sides, and will have to stand against many
severe attacks. And Hindenburg will seize upon every oppor-
tunity of crushing the communists, And the German social
democrats will raise a cry amongst the German workers: Do
you not see that there is no world revolution, you are going
to prison and into penal servitude for mothing, for there is no
world revolution whatever!

In Russia the Bolsheviki were given the gospel to read
in prison. But in ‘Germany today the communists are given
the “Vorwirts” or a social democratic pamphlet, in which
they may read that Moscow itself has “acknowledged’” the
stabilisation, that the revolution is at an end, that the revo-
lution is a chimera, that the workers are rotting in vain in
their dungeons, etc.

The German communists will have to bear even severer
tests and greater moral torture, Consider the present conditions
of the struggle carried on by the Comintern, Here in Russia
the struggle was hard, especially between 1909 and 1911, How
hard it was during the period of illegality! But to tell the
truth, the commumists have by no means an easy time in
many countries today. Often enough their position is even
more difficult than ours was. We have even had to become

accustomed to seeing communists shot almost every day, some-
times in one country, sometimes in another. The White Terror
rages to an extent formerly undreamt of. After 1905 to 1906
we were forced into complete illegality, And yet international
communism, taking the- whole of Europe, is today in a much
more difficult position. The European communists suifer the
greater disadvantage because their traditions are no! so esta-
blished as ours were. They do not find that sympathy among
certain circles of the bourgeois intelligenzia which we Russian
Bolsheviki found. To be sure, their fight is facilitated by the
fact that our victorious revolution backs them up; they have
the Comintern behind them, and here and there they enjoy
a greater freedom than we did. But taking all in all, they
are in a much more difficult position than we were in the
years between 1908 and *1912,

%

This is the sum total of the questions before us. The
leaders of our Party here assembled must form a clear idea
for themselves of these so necessary political connections.
If this is done, then every comrade will be able to perform
efficiently his own small task in his own place — and this
task is at the same time a great one —, whilst the comrades
occupying other posts will be enabled to perform the same
work on an international scale, Unless we are perfectly clear
as to the connection between our own tasks and the tasks of
the whole Comintern, we grope about like the blind.

We want to look upon the world with open eyes, we
want to comprehend what is going on around us. In 1921
Lenin wrote: 10 to 20 years of right relations with the pea-
santry, and the victory is guaranteed on an international scale,
even though the pace of international revolution slows down.
This tefm is of course not obligatory. We hope that victory
will be secured earlier, that the revolution will be victorious
much sooner than this in other countries, But if this does
not take place so quickly as we hope, then we shall work
on systematically under the conditions of the slower develop-
ment of the revolution, for 10 or 20 years, or longer if ne-
cessary. Our Party has always been, and remains, in the front
rank of the Comintern, it is the Party of the working masses,
the Party of the international proletariat, the Party of the
international proletarian revolution. (Enthusiastic applause.)

Theses of Comrade Zinoviev adopted by
the National Conference of the R. C. P.

The Tasks of the Comintern and the RCP in Connection with
the Meeting of the Enlarged ECCL

1., Owing to its composition and the importance of the
questions discussed at it, the meeting of the Enlarged ECCI
had all the importance of a Congress. .

The principal documents discussed and adopted at this
meeting were: a) The theses on Bolshevisation which, from
the viewpoint of Leninsm put into a concrete form suitable
in the present situation for a number of countries, the geme-
ral slogan of Bolshevisation, as proposed at the Fiith Con-
gress; b) Theses on the Peasantry which expound the theo-
retical and political views of the Comintern concerning the
role of the peasantry in the present epoch, without the practi-
cal application of which there can be no real Bolshevisation;
c) Resolutions on the state of affairs in the various most im-
portant sections of the Comintern (America, Italy, Czecho-
slovakia, etc), especially on the liquidatory tendency in the
Czechoslovakian Party, etc,; d} The resolution condemning the
Brandler, Radek, Thalheimer group as a right wing group
within the Comintern,

2, Among the most important subjects brought forward
in connection with the work of the Enlarged ECCI were the
questions a) on the “stabilisation” of capitalism, which within
certain limits was admitted by the Emlarged ECCI and b)
on the future development of the USSR in connection with
the retarded development of the internatiomal revolution.

This is how the question is presented by the entire in-
ternational capitalist and social-democratic press, and this is

how it will be dealt with in our own Party and in our
country. ‘

3, “Revolution may and probally will take the form of
battles lasting for years, of several periods of attack with
intervals of counter revolutionary convulsions of the bour-
geois system’’. (Extract from a recently published article by
Comrade Lenin On P, B. Axelrod’s Pamphlet, “The Proleta-
rian Revolution” periodical, No. 26.)

This thesis, presented by Comrade Lenin as far back as
1915 has been now confirmed by the trend of development
of the world revolution.

4, A distinction should be made between a) the revolu-
tionary situation in general, b) the immediate revolutionary
situation, and c) the revolution itself. “A Marxist knows per-
fectly well, that a revolution is impossible without a revolu-
tionary situation, and also that not every revolutionary situa-
tion leads to revolution’”, wrote Comrade Lenin as far back
as 1915 (articles “Collapse of the 2nd Internatiomal”, “Aga-
inst the Stream”, p. 139},

The following examples are a good illustration of this.

In Germany there were beginnings of a revolutionary si-
tuation approximately since 1914—15. In 1917—18 the situation
there was pregnant with revolution, Towards the end of 1918
this revolutionary situation became a real revolution which,
it is true, did mot resolve itself into a victorious proletarian
revolution, but into a bourgeois revolution. Since 1920 and
up to 1923, the immediate revolutionary situation made room
for a revolutionary situation in general. In 1923, there were
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in Germany all the symptoms of an immediate revolutionary
situation, which however, did not resolve itself into a proper
revolution. ln 1925 there is no immediate revolutionary si-
tuation in Germany, but the situation is generally speaking,
revolutionary. :

In Russia by 1901—02 the revolutionary situation had
taken a very definite form. In 1904—05 we had already
a situation pregnant with revolution which, towards the end of
1905, resolves itself into a proper revoluiion (which, however,
was not victorious), In 1906—07 Bolshevism continued to re-
gard the situation as being pregnant with revolution. From
1908 and approximately up to 1915, Bolsheviks came to the
conclusion that the situation in Russia was not pregnant with
revolution, but that the situation was generally speaking re-
voluticnary, bearing in it the seeds of the second revolution.
From 1908 up to 1911 there was a seeming stabilisation of
autocracy, Stolypin's agrarian policy was interpreted by the
Bolsheviks as ‘‘yet another step on the road of the trans-
formation ot Czarism into a bourgeois monarchy”. Neverthe-
less, the general revolutionary situation remained, and the
Bolsheviks built up their tactics on the prospect of the se-
cond revolution. From 1916 onwards, the situation was again
pregnant with revolution. It resolved itself into the revolu-
tion of 1917,

In Great Britain evidently the situation is in fact becom-
ing generally revolutionary, {in this connection the state of
atiairs in the colonies is playing a very important part). But
it is perfectly clear that the situation in that country will
not be pregnant jor revolution for a long time to come, etc. etc,

In his pamphlet “The Proletarian Revolution and the
Renegade Kautsky” written in 1918, Comrade Lenin ‘“hoisted
Kautsky with his own petard”. The latter in 1909 (“The Way
to Power”) and even as far back as 1902 (“The Social Re-
volution”) admittied the existence of an objectively revolu-
tionary situation in Europe.

Comrade Lenin wrote, “A long time before the war all
Marxists and all socialists were agreed that a European war
would create a revolutionary situation. Kautsky in 1902 (“The
Social Revolution”) and in 1909 (“The Way to Power’)....
when he was mot yet a renegade, admitted this. Conse-
quently to expect a revolutionary situation in Europe was
by no means a Bolshevik fancy, but the general opinion of
all Marxists”,

In this sense a gemeral revolutionary situation on a world
scale, and a much more definite revolutionary situation as at
that time, certainly exists even now: a) The economic anta-
gonism which in 1914 led to the first imperialist world war
have mot been solved, and they cannot be solved in any
other way than by a world proletarian revolution; b) A bour-
geois Europe is pregnant with new imperialist wars; c) At the
same time the East has awakened and to a certain extent
we are justified in speaking of an objectively revolutionary
situation not only in Europe, but also in Asia; d} The first
victorious proletarian revolution has consolidated itself on a
territory occupying ome-sixth of the globe, The very ®xi-
stence of the USSR continues to revolutionise the whole world.

By its decisions, the Enlarged Executive of the Commu-
nist International merely declared that at present the situation
in Europe is not pregnant with revolution (Germany). But de-
nerally speaking the situation remains revolutionary.

5. To be exact we should speak not of one stabilisation,
but of two stabilisations. Side by side with the partial sta-
bilisation of capitalism in bourgeois Europe there is the un-
deniable development of State industries and a consolidation
of the socialist elements of national economy in the USSR
I side by side with the stabilisation of capitalist economy
we did not have the development of the economy of the
‘USSR, or if this development were very slow, or finally, if
the gemeral economic development in the USSR were mnot
accompanied in a sufficient degree by a corresponding socia-
list development, — we certainly would be running the risk
of the present temporary equilibrium being disturbed in fa-
vour of the world bourgeoisie,

But we do mot run this risk. There is every reason to
believe that with the support of the international proletariat
which the USSR has enjoyed during the last eight years, it
will be able to work successfully with its own resources for
the further development of its economy, and will at the same
time continue to be the most important factor in the growth
of world revolution, by helping the workers of other coun-
tries to prepare for their revolution,

Comrade Lenin taught us to do “the maximum of what
can be done in one country for the development, support and
initiation of revolution in all countries”.

Under present circumstances therefore the tasks of the
RCP range from giving direct support to the revolutionary
movements in other countries down to supplying cheap cotton
goods to the peasantry in our own country. This is tanta-
mount to working for the establishment of a socialist system
of economy in the USSR and at the same time supporting
the torces of proletarian revolution in all other countries.

6. From “the unevenness in the process of economic and
political development, which is an immutable law of ‘capita-
lism"”, Comrade Lenin rightly deduced {wo things: a) the pos-
sibility “of the victory ot socialism at first in a few or even
in one separate capitalist country”, and b) the possibility that
these few or even one country will not necessarily be coun-
tries of highly developed capitalism (see especially notes on
Sukhanov),

The experience of the Russian revolution has shown that
such a first victory in one country is not only possible, but
that, given a number of favourable circumstances, this first
country of the victorious proletarian revolution can (with
a certain amount of support on the part of the international
proletariat) hold out and establish itself firmly for a lomg
period even in the event of this support not taking the form
ot downright proletarian revolutions in other countries,

But at the same time however, Leninism teaches us that
the final victory of socialism, in the sense of complete gua-
rantee against the restoration of bourgeois conditions, is only
possible on an international scale (or in several important
countries), .

“The Russian proletariat cannot by itseli achieve a vic-
torious socialist revolution, But it can give the Russian Re-
volution an impetus which will create favourable conditions
for a socialist revolution; it can give it, so to speak, a start.
It can considerable facilitate the entry of its main and most
dependable ally — the European and American Socialist pro-
letariat into the decisive struggle”. (Lenin, 1917, “Letter to
the Swiss Workers’.)

“Looking at the situation from a world-historical view-
point, one can have mo doubt whatever that it would be ho-
peless to reckon on an ultimate victory of our revolution if it
were to remain solitary, if there were no revolutionary mo-
vement in other countries”. (Lemin, XV, 129, 1918.)

“When three years ago we considered the question of the
tasks and prospects of victory of the proletarian revolution
in Russia, we always said that this victory cannot be a per-
manent victory unless it obtained the support of the pfoleta-
rian revolution in the West; that a correct appreciation of
our revolution is only possible from the international view-
point. In order to stabilise our victory, we must bring about
the victory of the proletarian revolution in all, or at least
in some of the most important capitalist countries”. (Lenin,
Vol, XVIII, part 2, p. 189 1920.)

This fundamental principle of
even now,

1. As to prophesying how long the development of the
International socialist revolution can take, lacking concrete
historical experience, the RCP could not belp, especially in
the beginning of our revolution, making certain miscalcula-
tions in this respect.

There was a time (1918) when all of us expected the vic-
tory of the proletarian revolution in Germany, and in se-
veral other countries in the course of several months or even
weeks,

The German revolution came much later, and when it
came it was not a proletarian revolution, but a revolution
which destroyed the power of Wilhelm the Second, but not
that of the bourgeoisie. However, even this revolution in
Germany, accompanied as it was by revolutionary convul-
sions in a number of other countries, was sufficient to allow
the proletarian revolution in Russia to gain time and to
establish itself,

It became evident that: a) the trend of development of
world revolution was slower than expected; b) but at the
same time it also became evident that the first victorious
proletarian revolution (USSR), can hold out alone (with a cer-
tain amoumt of support on the part of the workers of other
countries) much longer than it seemed possible at the be-
ginning of the revolution,

Leninism stands good
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8. “A complete victory on a world scale cannot be achie-
ved in Russia alone. It cam only be achieved when the pro-
letariat in the most important countries, or at least in some
of them, will be victorious”, (V. I. Lenin, March 13th, 1919,
Vol. XVI, p. 61.)

“We live not omly in a state, but in a system of states,
and a prolonged existence of the Soviet Republic side by
side with imperialist States is unthinkable. In the end, either
the one or the other will be victorious’’. (V. I. Lenin, March
18th, 1919, Vol, XVI, p. 102)

These fundamental principles of Leninism stand good
even now. The question is however — how the words “pro-
longed existence” or “in the end” are to be interpreted. At
tirst it seemed that “in the end” would be in the course of
a year or two, or even in the course of a few months, Ho-
wever, the trend of events showed that we reasoned thus
only “in the beginning of the beginning”’ (Comrade Lenin’s
expression), Already in 1921, Comrade Lenin wrote: “Ten
to 20 years of correct relation with the peasantry — and
victory is guaranteed on a world scale {even if the growing
proletarian revolutions are retarded), otherwise, there will be
20 to 40 years of the horrors of white-guard terror’’. (See
“Bolshevik”, No. 7, 1925 page 76.)

These most important programme declarations of V. L.
Lenin, as well as his subsequent declaration om the role of the
East (1923) must not be left out of account for a single
moment, :

“Thus at the present time we are faced with the que-
stion: will we succeed with our backward peasant agriculture,
and with the state of ruin in which we find ourselves, to hold
out until the West-European capitalist countries will have
completed their development towards socialism?.... Our
civilisation is too low for a direct transference to socialism,
although we have the necessary political premises for it.”’

The years which have passed since 1917, and all the
phases of the world revolution from 1917 up to 1925 in a cer-
tain semse can be looked upon as ‘“the beginning of the be-
ginning’’. The situation which has arisen now on a world
scale can be described with Comrade Lenin’s words: ‘“protrac-
ted with no definite decision either one way or the other”,
adding now: — with a definite tendency towards the victory
of the socialist revolution, .

9. Generally speaking, the victory of socialism (not in the
sense of final victory) in one country is no doubt possible.
In his controversy with Comrade Trotsky on the question ot
the United States of the World, Comrade Lenin in 1915 wrote
as follows: “As an independent slogan, the slogan of the United
States of the world would be hardly correct, firstly, because
it merges into socialism; secondly, because it may give rise
to an incorrect interpretation concerning the impossibility of
the victory of socialism in one country and concerning the
relation of such a country to other countries,

The unevenness of the process of economic and political
development is an immutable law of capitalism. Hence, the
victory of socialism at first in several or even in one sepa-
rate capitalist country is possible, The victorious proletariat
of such a country, having expropriated the capitalists and
organised socialist production, would rise against the remai-
ning capitalist world, attracting to itself the oppressed classes
of other countries, making them rise against the capitalists
and, if necessary employing armed force against the exploi-
ting classes and their ggtes.” (“Against the Stream’.)

On the other hand, the existence of two antagonistic so-
cial systems side by side creates a comstant menace of ca-

pitalist blockade and other forms of economic pressure — ' *

armed intervention, restoration, etc. Therefore, the only gua-
rantee for a final victory of socialism namely, a guarantee
against restoration, is — a victorious socialist revolution in
a number of countries.

This does not by any means imply that it is impossible
to establish a complete socialist system in a backward country
like Russia without the “State aid”’ (Trotsky) of countries more
developed technically and economically, A composite part of
the Trotskyist theory of permanent revolution, is the asser-
tion that “the actual development of socialist economy in
Russia, will become possible only after the victory of the
proletariat in the most important countries of Europe”
(Trotsky, 1922), an assertion which dooms the proletariat of
the USSR to fatalist passivity in the present epoch. Against

such “theories’”” Comrade Lemin wrote about the: ‘Infinitely
stereotyped deduction, learned by heart during the develop-
ment ot the West European social democracy, which assu-
mes that we are not yet ripe for socialism, that we have
not, to use the expression of some of these ‘learned” gent-
lemen, the necessary objective premises for socialism’ (Notes
on Sukhanov).

One should always bear in mind Comrade Lenin’s pro-
gramme declaration made in his last article on cooperation,
which is of particular importance in the present comditions,
and in which he says: “State control over all the means
ot production, State control in the hands of the proletariat,
union between this proletariat and the millions of small and
smallest peasants and the retention of the leadership of the
peasantry, by this. proletariat, etc., is not all this required for
the construction of a compléte socialist system out of coope-
ration alone, which formerly we regarded as a purely com-
mercial movement and which, to a certain extent even now
under NEP we have the right so to regard? This is not the
establishment of a socialist system, but it is all that is es-
sential for such construction..., I am prepared to say that
for us, the centre of gravity could be now transferred to cul-
tural work, if it were not for internatiomal relations and the -
need to fight for our position on an international scale.”

This shows that the country of workers’ dictatorship,
being the main base of international revolution, must look
upon itself as the most powerful lever and support of the
revolution, On the other hand, the ruling proletarian party
ot this country must do its utmost to build up a socialist
system, convinced that such a system can and will be victo-
rious, provided the country can be protected from all attempts
at restoration, in other words, by a correct policy towards
the peasantry within the country as well as in connection
with international relations, the RCP must owercome all dif-
ficulties arising out of the retarded pace of development of
the world revolution,

10, Since the end of 1920, Comrade Lenin used to say
that “now we must not only talk of a respite, but of serious
opportunities for new construction of a longer duration’”. But
later, in 1920 and 1923, Comrade Lenin regarded our position
as a ‘‘respite”,

This “respite” must on no account be looked upon as
something transitory, something of the nature of a ‘bivouac’.
The proletariat of the USSR, under the guidance of the RCP,
must boldly plunge into the work of establishing socialism -
now, bearing in mind that our revolution itself is part of the
world revolution, and that our success in the construction of
a socialist economy, is in itself an important factor in the
growth of the world proletarian revolution,

11, The historical experience accumulated by the Com-
intern during the past 8 years (1917—25), shows that not only
the question concerning the rate and time-table of the growth
of the world revolution, but also the question of its route are
solved not quite the same way as was thought in the begin-
ning of the revolution. In view of the newly arisen world
situation it is becoming more and more probable that in the
near {uture the revolutionary development might proceed
through Great Britain and the Far East, as well as through
the Balkans and South-East Europe. The revolutionary wave
is on the ebb just now in Germany (as compared with 1923),
but a revolutionary situation is ripening in a countrv like
Great Britain. National liberation movements are growing and
extending. All this has an enormous world historical im-
portance,

12, The important revolutionary processes noticeable in
Great Britain bestow particular importance to the attempts
at rapprochement between the trade unions of the USSR,
and those of Great Britain. Our trade union delegation was
quite right, when at the recent conference in London, it made
considerable concessions to the British Trade Unions in the
interests of reaching an agreement. At the same time it
should be borne in mind that whatever be the agreement with
elements adhering to Amsterdam, it can only be durable if
the necessary pressure is brought to bear by the masses, The
Comintern policy for international trade union unity is proved
to be of complete justification. This policy must be extended
and developed. '

At the same time, the Russian trade unions fully realise
that the Profintern must be preserved absolutely, and must
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be strengthened as the organisation of the revolutiomary ele-
ments of the world trade union movement until such time as it
will be possible to achieve trade union unity on an interna-
tional scale.

13. Our practical differences with Trotskyism on the que-
stion of Comintern policy were not in the least concermed
with the question as to whether the tempo of the internatio-
nal revolution is slackening or mot. Since the Third Congress
of the Comintern, the Executive Committee of the Comintern
and the Executive of the RCP, have fully realised that a slo-
wing down was taking place. The dispute with Trotskyism
was and is on the question as to what should be the tactics
of the Communist International during this period of retarded
development of the World Revolution.

Comrade Trotsky’s exaggerated and incorrect appreciation
of the Anglo-American rapprochement compelled him to tho-
roughly revise the Leninist theory of imperialism (the que-
stion of ultra-imperialism). At the same time Comrades
Trotsky and Radek, and those who shared their views, gave
whole-hearted support to the tactics of the Brandler group in
1923, — a group which endeavoured to interpret the tactics
of the united front as tactics of coalition with the social
democrats,

Such is the real difference between the Lenin policy of
the Comintern Executive and Trotskyism.

14, With definite reservations and limitations, a parallel
can be drawn to a certain extent between the present tasks
of the Comintern, and the tasks confronting the Russian Bol-
sheviks in the epoch between the two revolutions, approxi-
mately between 1908 and 1914,

-

Speech of Comrade

Hence, the policy of Bolshevisation, which is accompa-
nied by the struggle against liquidatory tendencies (the right
in Czechoslovakia), as well as against ultra-left tendencies,

15, The Comintern has a period of particularly hard, com-
plicated and responsible work before it. The task of the RCP
will comsist in giving adequate support to the Communist In-
ternational during this period fighting now against all “fume.-
real” tendencies with the same energy and manner which
Bolshevism displayed in a previous period in its fight against
the liquidators. : .

16. In connection with the situation which has now ari-
sen on the international arena, two perils threaten our Party:
1, a tendency to passivity resulting from a too wide interpre-
tation of capitalist stabilisation noticeable in some countries,
as well as of the retarded tempo of the international revo-
lution, the absence of a sufficient impulse to energetic and -
systematic work in the establishment of a socialist system in
the USSR in spite of the slower tempo of the international
revolution, and 2. a tendency to national limitation, a ten-
dency to forget the obligations of international proletarian
revolutionists, an unconscious ignoring of the close dependence
of the fate of the USSR on the, if only slowly, developing
international proletarian revolution, a failure to understand
that not only does the international revolutionary movement
stand in need of the existence, consolidation and increase of
the power of the first proletarian State in the world, but
that the dictatorship of the proletariat in the USSR also
stands in need of help on the part of the international pro-
letariat, ) TR T BT 1

The RCP must be alive to these two perils and must
offer energetic resistance to both these possible tendencies,

Bucharin in the Dis-

cussion on the New Economic Policy
| in the Village.

I am of the opinion, comrades, that in the agrarian question
the Party is at present being misled by two great aberrations;
two false attitudes, I shall first deal with the first of these.
Some comrades consider it to be perfectly right to promote
the revival of our whole economics by means of affording
possibilities of development to the upper strata of the peasantry
and even by means of removing all restrictions on the eco-
nomics of the kulak (that is, by giving these the possibility
of development), to say nothing of the economics of the
well-to-do peasant, the small holder, etc.

. One step leads to another. If we release the uppermost
stratum of the agricultural bourgeoisie from their restrictions,
we give at the same time — so say these comrades — the
possibility. of development to the lower social and economic
strata, The error contained in this aberration lies in the fact
that these comrades disregard the other half of the task: the
purpose for which all this is done. :

The correct viewpoint — at least in my opinion — is
that we must enable these economics to develop, to the end
that the sum total of our national income, the collective pro-
ceeds of our agriculture, may be increased, and consequently
our goods traffic, the income of our state industry, and the
income of our state treasury, may be increased at the same
‘time, In other words, the object in view is the increase of
the sum total in the hands of the state power of the working
class, enabling greater expenditure, in accordance with our
agrarian policy, in the form of agricultural credits, etc, for
the economic support of the main mass of the agricultural
population, that is, preeminently for the economic support
of the poor peasantry and the small holders, their co-operatives
and collective organisations.

I believe that the matter is sufficiently correctly formul-
ated when we state that we can mow proceed to develop
the NEP in the villages, where it hitherto scarcely came in
question, for our leadership is now based on fulcrums which
we hithero did not possess,

There are some comrades in the Party whose opinion
is approximately as follows: “What is the use of your chat-
tering about socialism here in the villages; the conditions
which will develop will be purely capitalist, however dis-
agreeable that may be.”

But is this true? I do not think so. Theoretically, this
view is incorrect, and practically we may designate it as a
“Kulak deviation”’, These comrades do not grasp the signifi-
cance of the proletarian dictatorship, they observe the deve-
lopment of capitalist conditions in themselves, as if there had
never been a proletarian dictatorship in Russia, as if there
were not still a proletarian dictatorship. As if we had no
Supreme Economic Council in the hands of the proletarian
power, as if the banKing system, the agricultural credit traffic,
were not under our control.

In the bourgeois countries capitalist conditions developed
with great rapidity after the agrarian revolution. But in Russia
we have the proletarian dictatorship, and this is not only a
state power, but a very powerful economic one. The proleta-
rian dictatorship introduces “slight’’ corrections into ecomomic
development, and thus considerably alters the whole course
of this development,

Of what do these alterations consist? Comrade Lenin has
already deal with the subject, When we finance co-operative
organisation, we - finance socialist construction at the same
time. And when we now conclude that it is incumbent on
us to aid the development of the economics of the Kulak and
small holders, we have at the same time at our disposal a
large number of measures enabling us to set limits to the
attendant tendencies towards exploitation,

And yet we permit the Kulak to live and to accumulate.
Why? For the purpose of obtaining a larger fund for financing
the upbuilding of the co-operative organisations, above all the
co-operatives of the middle class of peasantry, whom we can
organise in co-operatives by means of suitable grants of state
credits,
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It is obvious that care must be taken not to confuse
this piece of economic strategy with a “course directed towards
the Kulak”, Why? Because a ‘course directed towards the
Kulak”, or even a “course directed towards the well-to-do
peasantry, would simply signify releasing the economics of
the Kulak from all fetters, but nothing more. But what is now
being proposed, and what I am endeavouring to substantiate,
is the utilisation of this ‘“unfettering process’”’, for the support
and financing of the (objectively) anti-capitalist elements among
the. peasantry. Our actual course is directed towards these
anti-capitalist elements, Thus, if we are asked whither our
agrarian course is directed at the present time, we must reply:

Towards the growth of the elements of socialist ecomomics.

We have more distinctly and concretely defined our course
as being towards the co-operatives. Not merely for the sake
of shouting: *“Co-operatives, co-operatives, and again co-ope-
ratives”’, but for the purpose of furthering this central form
of our ecenomic life. And to do this we must free our goods
traffic from its fetters, Here we may observe a certain analogy.
We have permitted the introduction of private capital. Thanks
to our economic fulcrums, we recently found ourselves in a
position to limit private capital to such an extent that in a
certain sense we attained a greater effect than we desired.
We can hold private capital fast in our hands, we can give
it greater freedom of movement, and we can restrict it again.
Can it be said of us that we are directing our ‘course’”
towards the bourgeoisie because we grant it a certain liberty
of movement in a certain stage of our economic development?
Not in my opinion, We grant this certain amount of freedom
of action, and then observe whether it has the effect of
increasing the national income and economic power of our
state. This is not ‘“directing our course towards the new bour-
geoisie”’,

It is from this point of view that we must approach the
new stage of developments in  agrarian conditions. Our new
course is not towards the Kulak, but towards the liquidation
of that same system which we had in the cities at one time,
the system obtaining at the stage when we had all the shops
in our own hands, and every shop bore on its sign: “Workers
of the world, umte"’ but there was nothmg for sale in the
shops, and we had nothmg to eat. We then “unfettered” the
private merchant. We obtained something from him directly,
but sill more indirecly, by means of the strengthening of our
goods traffic, and we utilised the increase of values for traffic,
and we utilised the increase of values for securing our own
position, Those comrades who only see one half of the problem,
the unfettering of the capitalist forms of economics, the letting
loose of the NEP in the villages, and who fail to see the other
half, the aid lent to all strata of our supporters, these com-
rades are representatives of a “Kulak deviation”.

Comrade Larin, who has also spoken here, represents
another deviation, one taking a contrary direction. The repre-
sentatives of the first deviation speak of the ‘“unfettering’ of
the rich farmar, and of nothing more, and comrade Larin is
guilty of the opposite exaggeration. How does the matter
appear to him? For him the small holder simply does mnot
exist. If it were a picture of “puzzle find the small holder”
the small holder could not have vanished more completely.
For comrade Lenin the small holder was the central figure.
And is he not still the central figure? Indeed he is. But
where is he in comrade Larin’s estimation. He has dlsappea-
red altogether. Comrade Larin speaks of “capitalist conditions”.
On the one side we have the agricultural labourers, on the
other the agricultural bourgeoisie. This is very good; it is an
elementary fact. But is it the whole truth? No, for comrade
Larin forgets the “central figure”, He takes the two opposing
poles, and says that they are all. But in reality they are not
all, and it is entirely wrong to see the two poles onmly, and
to ignore the main mass of the peasantry. How many kulaks
and well-to-do peasants have we? Not more than about
3 to 4 per cent. And yet it is maintained that the farmers
are gaining the upper hand. This is of course an exaggeration.
It is true that in the immediate future the farmers will play
a greater role in Russia, but when determining on our policy
we must not lose sight of the actual proportions. We must
regard the whole of the strata of the rural population in their
real relations.

For comrade Larin the small-holder has disappeared. Ac-
cording to his conception, the small-holder has to be sought

for with a lantern, even in broad daylight. This is the origin
of comrade Larin’s strange deviation, which represents the con-
tinuation of a non-Bolshevist policy towards the peasantry,
Comrade Larin’s idea is that the small-holder remains in the
background. There is only the kulak on the one side and the
proletarian on the other, and we as “orthodox Marxists”” have
the task to aggravate the class struggle, and this aggravated
class struggle will lead us to a “second revolution”, that is,
to a point where the one class overthrows and expropriates
the other. The whole attitude of comrade Larin shows this
to be his conclusion,

Yesterday he made an attempt to turn the matter off with
a joke, and observed that the Soviet power will be strong
enough by that time to accomplish this revolution by means of
a ‘“decree”. But surely it is unallowable to speak in this man-
ner, We shall not tecome “suddenly’’ so powerful that we can
annihilate by a decree this “powerful stratum’’, which accor-
ding to comrade Larin’s idea is waiting for the opportunity to
seize our power. His conception is as follows: The kulak is
becoming frightfully powerful. He will become a tremendous
power — here it must be remembered that the small-holder
does not appear in the scene — and therefore we must ex-
propriate him, that is the inevitable conclusion to be drawn
from these premises. But in comrade Larin’s speech this ex-
propriation is carried out in a somewhat comic opera style,
First we are frightened by the discovery of a mighty enemy,
then we simply sweep him away by a decree. It is obvious
that there is a flaw somewhere,

Were we in a position compelling us to carry out such an
expropriation as comrade Larin imagines, this would mean the
necessity of a ‘second revolution”. But in this case we should
not have to hide ourselves behind a decree, we
should have to state openly: “We are obliged to submit to
a fresh series of purely capitalist conditions in the villages. In
the cities everything will be proletarian, or almost proleta-
rian. But in the villages everything will be conducted as if
under a capitalist regime, In the cities everything will go on
as it does today, but in the villages there will be capitalist
conditions, with exploiters and exploited, until we finally pro-
ceed to the ‘“‘expropriation of the expropriators’”’. Not wuntil
then will our two component parts, town and country, form
a consistent whole.”

Where is the main error here? Comrade Larin’s main error
lies in the fact that he does not see that we have not merely
an “unfettering of capitalist conditions” in the villages, but
that we have at the same time a dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, and one which is not merely a political power, but si-
multaneously a powerful economic force. Tell me if you can,
where there is room in comrade Larin’s plan — in which we
see solely the “kulak” and “collective economics’’, but no
small holder — where there is room for the co-operative in the
sphere of the process of circulation, that is, in the processes -
of selling of acquiring, of credit operations, etc.? Comrade
Larin leaves scarcely any room for these at all in his “plan’.

Such “Larinist”’ views exist among us in the Party. There
are comrades who maintain the “collective economics” to be
the real co-operative, and who consider sales, acquisition, and
credit as of secondary importance. This viewpoint arises from
the absence of the small-holder, and from the general theore-
tical comceptions of the comrades. The small holder having
vanished, his cooperative has naturally vanished with him, and
in consequence the whole Leninist plan of building up Social-
ism as cooperative Socialism vanishes too.

This is not our standpoint. We cannot share this concep-
tion, and thus we cannot agree with comrade Larin’s views.

It seems to me .that in his speech, yesterday, comrade
Larin fell into a slight confusion of ideas. Instead of proclai-
ming the slogan of the “aggravation of class warfare in the
villages’” as such, he spoke of the aggravation of political class
warfare in the villages, and imagined this aggravation in the
innocent form of the struggle for influence in the ‘“‘revival of
the Soviets”. It is perfectly true that if we are intent upon
the revival of the Soviets, we much fight for our candidates,
etc., with much greater determination. But this is very far from
the necessity of an aggravated class struggle slogan in the light
of a prospective second revolution, the inevitable conclusion
of comrade Larin’s attitude,

If we regard the prospective developments as they really
are, what will be the course of evemts in the villages? Will
the capitalist conditions increase? Yes, they will. Will there
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be capitalist elements in the co-operatives, or will the Menshe-
viki and the SR, as comrade Lenin once put it. he “expelled
bv a chemical process”? To be sure there will be capitalist
elements. Will the cooperative -- mot the co-operative of the
kulak. but the cooperative of the small holder type — gain
ground if we lend it the increased aid which our developed
goods fraffic will enable us to give? Yes. And will the co-
operatives of the poorer peasantry grow also, in the form of
collective organisations? Yes, these will drow also. What will
then be the elements in the villases? The cooperative of the
poor peasantry, thai is, the collective organisation. and the
cooperative of the small-holders in the sphere of sales, acqui-
sition. credit, etc. Here and there will be kulak cocoperatives,
probably supported by the credit societies. This whole gra-
duation of co-operatives will grow into the entire svstem of
our economic institutions, And what will be the general result?
The general result will be that when the kulak grows into
the whole system, he will become an element of state cabi-
talism; and when the pour peasantry and the small-holder
have done the same, them we shall have that socialist co-
overative of which Lenin spoke. We will present a variegated
picture.

And what of the class struggle under these circumstances?
Will it become more acute? In all probability it will at first
become more acute. But can we maintain that our general
line of action. our Bolshevist line. the line to be pursued by
our policy. is bound fo consist for a period in forcing the class
strugdle? It is just this which I do mot believe.

Our class war will be carried on to a great extent in
entirely different forms, and we must adopt the line of streng-
thening these forms at the expense of the eazrlier methods
ot class warfare, Why? For the s‘mple reasom that even the
adricultural labourer, exploited as be is by the kulak, is, in
his capacity as a member of the rulins class, to a certain ex-
tent above the kulak. and is erabled hv our legislation to
force his class will upon his “lord” in a large number of pe-
culiar forms. We bave at our disrosal our asreements, our
trade unions, lsbour legdislation, taxation, and finally our credit
nelicy. How shall we conduct and organise the class struggle?
IJn the first place by fighting for our political candidates, at
the election. This is beyond doubt.

There are however other forms of class warfare, which
we must not fordet, and which form the essential factors of
the struggle during a whole historical period. Jf we tax the
kulak more heavilv than the other strata and finance the
small-holder. what do we accomnlish? Tn a certain sense we
direct ovr course towards a levellind of the peasantry. for by
raisind the economics of the middle and poor peasantry we
lift+ these out of their poverty., Are we to redard the poor
peasant as condemned io everlasting povertv? To be sure
not. We raise him a step upward. and on the other we place
a heavier burden on the kulak. This is one form of the class
streddle Here the oreponderant weisht is removed from the
earlier form of class war fthe mecharical ‘“using our teeth”)
to these new forms. nnssible only under the covnditiors diven
kv the dictatorship of the proletariat. [+ ic here that the cha-
iactefist;c peculiarity of our period and of our whele policy
ies, .

And i this is so. can we then maintain that we are
moving consciously along the line of “aséravated class war”?
Nat in the least, We transfer prencnderant importance to
nther forms of the struggle, Does this however <idnifv that we
are secuve adainst attempts at mechanical enllisions? No. Tt
is possikle ennudh that we shall encovmter the misfortune of
a war. ard we shall ke oblised fo direct our conrse towards
the rommittees of the poor peasantry: and if tke kulak incites
» rebellion against us, we shall be compellet to combat him

4

by terrorist measures. But our general line must consist of
tramsference from these forms of class warfare to other forms:
this is an essential element of a rational policy. We must
pass to the heavier taxation of the richer strata, to the len-
ding of aid to the other strata in the form of agricultural
credits, and (in time) by the improvement of our techmical
basis, that is, by electrification, etc. Our conception of our
nrospective development is thus very different from comrade
Larin’s,

The whole fault lies in the fact that in comrade Larin’s
eyes the small-holder has disappeared. If the question of “un-
fettering” is regarded as I regard it, the interests of the small-
holder, the interests of this ‘“central figure’’ still exist. Com-
rade Larin knows nothing of this,

With regard to the co-operatives I see the selling, »ro-
ecuring. and credit co-operatives, and besides these the collec-
tive organisations, Comrade Larin knows practically omlv the
collective organisations. Collective economics are a mighty
force. but they are not the main road to Socialism.

I attach much more importance to the new forms of class
warfare, but comrade Larin holds substantially to the form of
“using our teeth”,

We look to a prospective inclusion of the farmer into
our total system of socialist upbuilding, but he looks to a
“second revolution”,

You will see that these are two entirely different then-
retical conceptions, two entirelv different ideas as to the
course to te taken by our revolution in the villages and by
the development of our socialist upbuilding.

I maintain that everything which can be said at the pre-
sent time shows us that we have no reason whatever to re-
nounce the position now before us. This does nnt however
mean that we are to fold our hands and sit still #ill thinss
come of themselves. Let us remember comrade Lenin’s atti-
tude towards the cooperative question. He said: There are .
comrades who, for one reason or another, believe that the
New Fconomic Policy renders thes co-operative sunerfluous,
But I say to vou [these are comrade Lenin’s words). “It is
nrecisely our adontion of the New Economic Policy which ren-
ders the co-operative of the greatest importance”,

We are now passing in general to the adoption of the
New Economic Policy in the villages, and in a much more
decisive form. We are adopting methods enabling the traffic
in goods to be widely extended, and we are working at the
revival of the Soviets, which is synonomous with the develon-
ment of the political “self-activity of the peasantry”. But it
is precisely because we are doing this that a firmer closing of
*he ranks of our Party, and the strengthening of our core,
become of even greater importance than before. We under-
went a Partv crisis at the time of our transition to the New
Fconomic Policv, and our present tramsition means a Party
crisis in the villages, caused by the lack of ordanisation hith-
erto shown in our village nuclei. The work of enlishtenment
with regard to our policy is therefore the more important.

We have not yet solved every problem. We are takins
our first steps. and we must proceed cautiouslv. But T repeat
once more: with such ideas as comrade Larin’s we shall mot
go far, for we should then forget the small-holder. that “cen-
tral figure” towards whom comrade Lenin “directed his course”
in his pamphlet on taxation in kind, and in his subsequent
tactical articles, At the present time we have no reason to
renounce this policy, and T am confident that the resolution
here moved by comrade Rykov represents this Leninist line,
and not comrade Larin’s line. Comrade Larin’s concentions are
based upon entirely different premises, and are bound to lead
to other political results, harmful to our Party (Prolonged
applause.)
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The Resuits of the National Conference of
the €. P. of Russia.

Comrade Stalin’s Report at the Meeting of the Moscow
Party Functionaries.

Moscow, May 13th, 1925.

Al the meeting of the Moscow functionaries, Comrade
Stalin gave a report on the results of the 14th National Con-
ference of the CP. of Russia, in the course of which he said
among other things:

The newest feature in the international situation is the
partial stabilisation of capitalism and the simulianeous growth
of the economic and political power of the Soviel Unicn.
Lenin's saying with regard to the new epoch of the world
revolution still holds good.

Many .examples could be quoted from the development
of the Russian revolution, which show that the Revolution does
not develop in a direclly ascending line, but by alternate
phases of advance and retrogression. This is the historical
meaning of the present period. The liquidators of our tfimes
are as much in the wrona as in the past when they regard
stabilisation as the end of the world revolution.

The existing stabilisation is a tiransitory stabilisation
of capitalism. and a stablisation of the Soviet system. Sta-
bilisation under capitalism leads to an intensification of con-
trasts and creates conditions for the collapse of cavitalism.
Stabilisation under the Soviet regime leads to an improve-
ment of the conditions for the final victory of the proletariat.
That is the difference between the two stabilisations.

The stabilisation of capilalism is expressed in con-
crete form:

Firstly in the agreement between America, Fnaland
and France with regard to the pillagina of Germany by the
Dawes plan. The agreement cannot last, for it imples a
double subjugation of the German people by ils own and
by foreign bourgeoisie. Even the reactionary fact of Hin-
denburg’s election shows that the agreement against Germany
cannot last.

Secondly stabilisation is expressed in the fact that
English, American and Jlapanese capital have succeeded in
coming Yo a provisional understanding as regards spheres
of influence in China. Even th's is not permanent because
of the imperialistic antagonisms and the growth of the re-~
volulionary movement in China.

Thirdly the stabilisation of capital is expressed in the
agreement between the imperialistic couniries not to inier~
fere in the oppression of their colomes. This will not last
either, because of the imperialistic antagonisms and the re-
volutionising of the colonies.

Fourthly the stabilisation of capitalism may express
itself in altempts to restore a unitled front against the Soviet
Union. The united front could not be permanent because
the mere threat of it would cause the whole couniry to gather
more firmly than ever round the Soviet power and would
turn it info an impregnable fortress, because a campaign
against the Soviet country would rouse a revolulionary
movement in the rear of the opponenis, because the Soviet
counitry is no longer isolated, but possesses allies: the
workers of the West and the oppressed peoples of the East.
A war against the Soviet Union will mean a war of imperia-
lism against itfs own workers and colonies.

The duly of the Communist Parfies in the capital'stic
countries is to make the best use of the period of ebb for
consolidating the Communist Parlies, for Bolshevising them
and transforming them into real parties of the masses. One
of the chief duties of the Communist Parties in the West is
fo bring about an alliance between the Communist Parlies

and the trade unions. The power of Social Democracy in
the West is due to the fact that i rests on the frade unions;
the weakness of the Communist Parties in the West is due
to the fact that indivdual elements refuse to join with ihe
trade unions. For this reason the campaign for trade un‘on
unity must be carried through consistently.

What is new 'n the colonial countries, is the destruction
of the old social political relations, the growth of the pro-
letariat and of the revolutionary Labour movement and the
desire of the national bourgeoisie for compromise; this is
why the liberation of these countries from lmperlallsm can
only be carried through in a siruggle against the compro-
mising national bourgeoisie. The qustion of the alliance of
workers and peasants and of the hegemony of the oroletariat
is becoming just as acute in the countries with flourishing
industries, as it was in Russia before 1905.

The question as to the fate of socialism in the Soviet
Union and whether socialism can be established in a single
country, is answered by Len'nism in the affirmative. Although
there are antagonisms between proletariat and peasantry,
there are nevertheless common intersts in important guestions
which form a common basis for an alllance beitween workers
and peasanits. The development of agriculture may take one
of two paths: the cap'talistic ome which implies the
pauperization of the majority of the peasaniry for the benefit
of a small handful of the bourgeoisie of the tfown and country,
or the socialist one which would raise the standard of well-
being of the major'ty of the peasaniry. The peasantry is
interested in the second path. A number of sayings of Lenin
prove the incorreciness of Trotzky's view as to the insur~
mountability of the antagon'sms between workers and pea-
sants. Socialism can be established in a sinale country,
otherwise the Oclober revolution would have been super-
fluous.

Other entagonisms are those between the Soviet
country and the capialist countries. As long as caoitalism
encircles it completely, there is danaer of a restoration.
A complete guarantee against restoration and of the final
victory of socialism can only be given by the unted efforts
of the proletariat in different couniries, or, better still, by
the victory of the prolefariat in some countries. Anyone who
fails to distinguish between the internal antagonisms which
can be completely overcome, and the second daroup of
contrasts which demand the efforts of the proletariat in dif-
ferent countries, is an opportunist.

The bourgeois Press maintains that the crificism of
shortcom'ngs of the rural Soviet policy is a sign of disinte~
agration. Self-criticism is a sign of the sirength of our Parly.
New factors in the village are; the necessity of choosing
the least painful way for buildina up socialism in cooperation
with the peasantry, the economic growth of the vilage, the
differentiation of the peasaniry and the increasing political
aclivity of the peasantry. Our chief duly now is to gather
the middle peasaniry round the proletariat, to raise ‘the
material and cultural level of the main body of the peasantry,
and to build up socialism in cooperation with the peasantry.
The cooperative societies are the way by which the agri~
cultural element can be drawn into the general system of
socialist construction. Further there is the task of carrying
through Sov'et demeccracy in the rural districts and of col-
lecting round the Party a numerous body of active non-
party peasants. The chief duty of the Communists in the
country is that of joining hands with the agricultura!
elements.
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In the Soviet Union, economic plans lag behind eco-
nomic development. The budget had to be raised three times
because’ the revenue was confinually increasing. The growih
of the metal industry is specially characteristic; production
has been doubled in comparison to that in the Spring. This
means lhat industry, the foundation of socialism is fully de-
veloped, and shows that the proletariat is capable not only
of destroying the old, but of building up the new.

West European workers come into our couniry in order
to convince themselves that the proletariat is capable - of
building up a new sociely and a new industry — and the
world revolufion has profited by it. At the present moment
we have plenty to do to build up socialism and to defend
our couniry. If we have 15—20 mlon indusirial workers,
electrification and agricultural ccoperation, we have gained
the victory throughout the world.
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