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e most formidable historic event of the

Comrades: As five Kears ago, so foday the Russian Revolu-

tion stands before us as t
resent period. Scarcely had this giant stretched his mighty
(“fimbs ,and had plunged into the stubborn and passionate struggle
“for his existence and further development, than cleavages occured
“within the working class of all countries, which were more acute
Siban they had ever been before. “ Long live Reform”, Long
“live the Revolution!” Such was from all sides the reply to the
S eall of the Russian Revolution. This situation gives to the
Russian Revolution a quite definite and far reaching significance.
§ About the middle of the nineties of the last century a definite
£ political orientaiton had arisen within the working class which
"Was, so fo speak, the ideological sediment of the imperialist capi-
falism and of its repercussion on the conditions of the working
U class. Theoretically, we called this orientation—Revisionism, and
in practice it was épportunism. What was its nature? Its opinion
‘was that the revolution had beceme superfluous and avoidable.
i The revisionists, the reformists of today, asserted that capitalism
P produces within itself the organizational forms which overcome
£ or at least palliate the imminent economic and social conflicts,
b thus neutralizing the theories of impoverishment, crises, and
Featastrophes. According to their coneeption, capitalism itself no
;lqnger created the objective factors of an indispensable and ine-
ﬂ"iable revolution. Owing to the same conception, another social
‘ﬁ_ctqr of the revolution—the workers’ will for revolution—was
iminated. 1t was asserted that democracy and social reform
igradually undermine capitalism, that society would emerge from
apitalism into Socialism. This conception was repudiated in
btheory at the party conferences of the Social Democrats, the lead-
g party of the 1I. International. It was rejected in 1903 and
F1906 at the International Congresses in Paris and Amsterdam.
(Nevertheless, it became more and more the practice within the
iParties of the II. International. This was already apparent in the
Bttitude of the Stuttgart, Copenhagen, and Basle Congresses on
#he questions of imperialism, militarism and the impending

iworld war.
The world war broke out. The bourgeoisie of the bellige-

jfent . countries rhilosophized with machine-guns, tanks, suby
Marines and with aircraft from which deat and destruetion

] Revolution”
(Comrade Zetkin’s Speech)

was spread broadcast. During the course of the war it became

uite evident that it was nothing less than a supreme crisis,
that it would end in a terrible catastrophe of world ggpitalism.
It is the bitter irony of history that during the process of the
development of affairs, the majority of the organized working
class of the highf% developed capitalist countries clung to the
anti-revolutionary theory, the theory of Reformism. This, on the
outbreak of war, led {o the ignominious failure of the Il. Inter-
national. The proletariat did not respond to the lesson of the
world war by an International alliance for world revolution
and for a general settlement of accounts with capitalism. On the
contrary, it responded by the alliance of the proletariat with
the bourgeoisie of their respective so-called Fatherlands. When
at the conclusion of the werld war, capitalism proved itself in-
capable of overcoming the catastrophe, when the bourgeoisie
showed that it was incapable and unwilling to reconstruct the
world out of the chaos which had been created, the opponunist
leaders of the working class clung all the more tenacmuszx to
their theory of reformism. They said that Socialism and Com-
munism will arise not out of the collapse of capitalism, but out
of its reconstruction and ifs revival. They said that the evils
and the sufferings of the war would be overcome and society
restored, not through revolutionary class struggle, but
only through co-operation, through harmonious collaboration of
the classes, in fact through the bourgeois and proletarian
coalition. Their slogan is not revolution for the establishment
oi(xocie( on a Communist basis, but an alliance with the bour-
gedisie Q)(I)r the reconstruction of Capitalism.

Comrades! in this stifling atmosphere the Russian Revolution
acted like a thunderstorm. The Russian proletariat was the first,
and unfortunately is still the only one (apart from that in the
small Soviet Republics which sprang up within the former
Russian Empire) which drew logic! aid practical conclusions
from the imperialist war and from the collapse of capitalism.
The Russian Revolution commenced the actual liquidation of
Revisionism, of Reformism, the liquidation which will be finally
accomplished by the World Revolution. The Russian Revolution
has expressed quite clearly the will and determination of the
proletarian masses to pul an end to capitalism once and for

all. It is the first mighty action of the world revolution which

is the supreme judgment over capitalism. ) .
Comrades! the Mensheviki, the Social-Revolutionaries and
their brothers outside of Russia have certainly assured the world
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that they represent the theory that the Russian Revolution is
nothing ybutq:: small national affair, and must be kept within
the limits of a purely bourgeois revolution. The aim must be
reversion to the February (March) Revolution. There is no
doubt whatever that the laussian Revolution gave expression to
the historic conditions which, on Russian territory, made for the
destruction of Tsarism and for the establishment of new political
forms of government. At the same time, from the first day of
its existence, the Russian Revolution proved itself to be not a
small national affair, but rather the big affair of the world
roletariat. It has shown that it cannot be forced into the narrow
imits of a mere political bourgeois revolution, because it is the
»arty of the powerful proletarian world revolution. The Russian
hovhluhon has not onry iven expression to revolutionary social
fuctors, the objective amf subjective tendencies of which spran
up on Réxssian territo(riy. It also gives expression to the socia
and revflutionary tendencies and forces of international capi-
talism and of the world bourgeois society. This is evident from
the fact that the Russian revolution was an outcome of the world
war which was not a casual event, but the inevitable consequence
of the economic and political world conditions under the domina-
tion of finance capimr;ud of imperialist capitalism. The Russian
Revolution gives expression to all the economic, political and
social conditions which were created by the imperialist world
capitalism in Russia itself, as well as in other countries. More-
over, the Russian Revolution is the embodiment and the crystalli-
zation of the proletariat of all countries. International revolu-
tionary socialism, the spiritual and moral forces, were aronsed
by and are active in the Russian Revolution. .

' Thus the Russian Revolution is to the world proletarian
masses the supreme expression of the life, the strength and the
firmness of the social factors of historic development, of the
conscience, the will, the action and the struggle of the proletarian
masses for the overthrow of capitalism and the establishment
of Communism. It has been asserted that the fact of the Prole-
farian Revolution having begun is due to the weakness of the
Russian bourgeoisie. It is said that it is ouly owing to the
weakness of the bourgeoisie in Russia that the revolufion has
taken the formidable and menacing form it has. This is true,
comrades, but only to a cerfain extent. I venture to say that the
strength of the revolutionary will and of the revoluionary actions
of the Russian proletariat, which, imbued with the revolutionary
spirit, and having Peceived its idealogical training &om the
Bolshevik Party, became the arbiters of the world’s destiny, were
more important factors in malin% Russia the birth-place of the
Revolution than the weakness of the bourgeoisie. My conceplion
is borne out by the fact that the Russian proletariat was cer-
tainly able, at the outbreak of the revolution, io overpower and
overthrow the comparatively weak Russian bourgeoisie. The
further triumph of the revolution, its continuance duqng five
years, every day of which was a day of struggle against the
powerful world bourgeoisie, is a proof that there was something
stronger and more deeisive operating in the Russian Revolution
than the weakness of the Russian bourgeoisie; it was the sirength,
the passionate determination the perseverence, in fact the deter-
mined will for revolution which inspired the proletarian masses
under the leadership of the Bolshevik Party.

Comrades, it was clear from the beginning that the Reveolu-
tion in Russia could not be a bourgeois revolution in view of
the character of its most important social factor, the proletariat,
and of the nature of the revolution itself. Louder and louder
was the demand: peace through revolution! the land for the
peasanis! workers’ control of production, and above all, the
slogan: all power to the Soviets! Such demands are incompatible
with a bourgeois revolution. It is true that these demands were
kept in the background at first and did pot attain their full
significance during the February (March) Revolution. But they
gained ground, became more mfluential, and irom mere propa-
gandist watchwords they evolved into objecis for struggle.

The bourgeoisie was prepared for this Revolution. It was
strongly organized in the Zemsivos, the Dumas of the large
towy's, and in many industrial unions and leagues which sprang
up daring the world war. The Russian proletariat, on the other
hand, had no revolutionary fighting organization. It created
them in the course of the Revolution in the shape of Soviets.
It is significant that the Soviet did not at first initiate the
struggle on a revolutionary basis, for revolutionary aims and
with revolutionary determination. In the beginning the Men-
sheviki and the Social-Revolutionaries played the most important
vole in them. They fostered within the Russian proletariat the
s~irit which makes for reformism and for the voluntary relin-
~v zhing of power fo the bourgeoisie, viz., the fear of respon-
= !"%ty and lack of confidence in its own sirength. It is signi-
“cont that the conference of 82 delegates of workers’ and soldiers’
soviets, which met in Petrograd in 1917, brought forward a
resolution which said that the struggle between capital and labor

must take account of the conditions created by the war situayq,
and by the still incomplete Revolution. The form of the 8trugple
must be determined by these conditions. The faint-hea; i
of the Russian proletariat, even of its best elemenis, thuse
who are organized in the trade unions, was expressed in
Third Conference of the All-Russian Trade Unions whidl
place on the 20th of June of that year. This conference /v,y
the growing influence of the Bolshevik Party, as the revolu:

ty of the proletariat. Among other radical demands w..
?:: working class control of production. But, they adde!
proletariat cannot alone accept the responsibility for the ..
of national economy. This task is so difficult, so compl .
that all productive elements, all sections of the ‘populatin” st
be drawn into its workings. This position of the ory. ..,
workers is a sign of the coalition pohcy between the prolc: .y
and bourgeoisie, which has been carried on by the pett. ..
geois, reformist, Socialist and Social Revolutionary parfics syce
the March Revolution.

This was in truth and in deed, bourgeois politiis .
democratic expression of capitalist class rule. Instead of res,
they had the June offensive, instead of satisfying the land 1 g,
of the peasants they were shooting down the riotin% njiks,
instead of control n{ production for the restoration of nua iy
economy, they had the renunciation of all social reform- .4
the exploitation and sabotage of industry through the capialigs
and their opposition to the demand for Al Power to the 5.
The democracy in its struggle against the revolutionary w. -Lins
class soon revealed what value it placed upon its princi . |t
revealed itself more and more as the undisguised class e
of the bourgeoisie, merging into a dictatorship of the bourj. ..
The coalitionist, socialistic, petty bourgeoisie and infellec
allied with the bourgeoisie, did not wish fo go beyond the ' 115
of a bourgeois political revolution; this brought us fo tl: ..
of a dictatorship even in the month of September. And I.'
the dictatorship, whether it be a militarist one or one of Keruvii -}
—it matfers not—there leomed the restoration of Tsarismn

In this moment the proletariat, under the leadership i '
Bolshevik Party, sprang into the arena. They chased the b il
government of “pure democracy " to the devil, and ceniv ! i
the State Power 1n the Workers', Soldiers’ ‘and Peasani{s' = 3
through whose resentatives a Provisional Governmen' wis
established. In this decisive historical moment, the proleirat
proved {hat it had lost its doubt in its own power and p.iid
courage with which to assume the responsibilities of cairiug
out t&e tasks of destroying an old world and bulding p a
new e. .

The Russian prolefariat was the first, and until now ihe
only working class which has ceased being the object of fi<inry
an! has assumed a subjective hisforical position; it no longer,
saffers_history to mould it, but it creates history.

The seizure of er by the proletariat, under the leader-
ship of the Bolsheviki, taught us one great lesson. It s the
necessity and the significance of armed revolution, even v
a minority. But fhis lesson of the Russian Revolution draws
a very sharp disfinction. It shows how wrong historicallv are
our litfle bookkeeper politicians, those who want to reduce the
revolution fo a sum in addition and subtraction, those glib filkers
who believe that fhe struggle for the seizure of power lv the
working class should only be undertaken when cond:tions
“allow ®, namely, those who wish to secure such a majunty
for the revolutionary struggle that its result is a foregone con-
clusion. This conception reduces the idea of revolution to that
of an insurance company in good standing which pays promntly,
and in gold at that. These misconceptions were shattercd by
the Russian Revolution. . X

But fhe revolutionary action of the proletariat of Pctro-
grad and Moscow also excluded all romantic Puatch adventires.
It was not the act of an intrepid little party which, without any
close connection wifh the proletarian masses, launched revolu-
tionary slogans and formulae into the void. No, the rvw“lj
tionary acts of the Bolsheviki was the heroic deed of an organu/®
minority party which had already assured itself of contact will
the masses on an extensive scale and which was deeply roo
in the masses. .

In history the seizure of power by the Soviets undvr 1‘h1£’
leadership of the Bolsheviki, hzdppeara as a brilliant isolated dm»t'
as though it were accomplished at one stroke. But such wad “;'
the case. This intrepid deed was precedeed by months o 'E
most zealous and temacious propaganda and organization Wo*

by the Bolsheviki among the masses. Not only was the si port

of the broad masses assured them through this struggle, i
Bolshevik war-cries were understood by the masses and Y
made them their aims of struggle. e

So the a#t of revolution was not a revolutionar a(lvr“v‘ "‘e
feat of a daring litfle party, but a revolufionary deed ¢!
great revolufionary masses.

Aronstadt uprisin
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The most decisive factor was the dan'nF: whether it would
pe victory Of defeat could in no way be foreto d. But they neither
uld nor would forego the attempt. He who wishes to postpone

revolutionary act until the victory is certain, postpones victory
{o the days of St. Never, since he thus not only declines the
sevolutionary struggle, but actually renounces the Revolution.
The revolutionary work of a party can be ever so skilful and
ifs pmpugandp ever so diligently spread among the proletarian
masses, yet victory is never assured. One must dare in order
o wut. The Bolsheviki, the revolutionary proletariat, won the
ioht i the Russian Revolution in their first daring uprising
only because they had the courage to dare.

hat is the lesson of the Russian Revolution, which the
workers of all countries must take to heart.

It is well to look before you leap, but don’t be so occupred
in looking that you forget to leap. The preliminary period of
reparation before the Revolution is only for the strengthening
of our forces so that we may advance.

Comrades, as soon as the Russian workers, supported by
the Russian peasants, had seized political power and were pro-
ceeding to build up th¥r dictatorship through the Soviet system,
another historical truth came to light. It was the truth which
Engels expressed in a letter to Bebel of December 11th, 1884,
in complete refutation of the babblings of the reformists of all
countries,—that democracy is the only road by which the eman-
apation of the proletariat may be attained. Engels knew
that on the day of the revolutionary crisis and afier the revoly-
tion, the proletariat could have no more furious and bitter enemies
than the ‘‘ pure democrats”. But let me read this quotation
fo yoa:

} “ Pure democracy, in the period of revolution may
assume new importance as the last safety anchor. [hat
s why the so-called feudal bureaucratic forces (in the
period from March to September [848) supported the
liberals in order to keep the revolutionary masses down.
In any case, our only enemy in the day of crisis and
afterwards, will be the reactionary forces grouped around
the pure democracy; and this | believe should not be
dost sight of.”?

Comrades, it is remarkable that the reformist gentlemen
—~those gentlemen who are so busy in using Marx and Engels
to oppuse the Russian Revolution and the conception of the
proletarian revolution, those gentlement who are so busy singing
m many tongues the praises of democracy - these gentlemen
seem (0 have lorgotten completely this particular view of Engels.
The Russiam Revolution has plainly shown how correct Engels
was. bven on the very day of the Revolution and in the time
immediately following the estatlishment of Soviet Power, the
democrats came forward as the bitierest enemies of proletarian
class rule. This *“ pure democracy ” was regarded by the Russian
proletariat since the revolution as the class rule of capital, the
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. =

The solution advocated by the democrats in their struggle
against Soviet rule, was the Constituent Assembly as opposed
to the Soviets. The democrats opposed to the Soviet power which
was the creation of the Revolution, demanded the Constifuent
Assembly.

The democrats had had about eight months in which to elect
and assemble the Constituent Assembly. But they did not do

- this; neglecting to carry into life what they had characterized as

the purest expression “of the will of the people. Why? The
Constituent Assembly could not have assembled without raising
the menacing spectre of the proletarian and peasant revolution.
There was the spectre of the agrarian revolution in the form
of the peasants cry for land and peace. There was the danger
of the proletarian revolution in the control of production. There-
fore, the democrats continually postponed, first the election of the
Constituent Assembly, and then its convocation.

Then suddenly, the demand for the Constituent Assembly
Was made the battle cry of the pure democrats, in order to
overthrow the Soviet power. The Constituent Assembly was
declared to be something sacred, the only way by which a proper _
Ststem of government could be created. The petty bourgeois
Socialists, the reformists, in alliance with the bourgeois parties
Inall countries, were not the only ones to demand the Constituent
4338'"1‘!)'. This demand found an echo even in our own revolu-
fonary ranks I wish to remind you that no less a person than
1¢ great theoretician of Communjsm Rosa Luxemburg, at one
time put forward the same demand, namely: the Consfituent

-Asmnmy and the Soviets as backbone of the proletarian State.

¢ significance of this demand may be seen from the fact that

made itg appearance again a sgort time ago. During the

a section’of the Social-Revolutionaries, and

Wen the leader of the Cadels Miliukov, raised this cry for a

Nstituent Assembly and the Soviets,—but naturally Soviets
ut Communists, in other words wiihout action,.,

But, agide from this, what was the situation after the
conquest of power by the proletariat? Is there any justification
for the opposition to the revolutionary government which still
exists in certain circles of the working class on account of its
having disbanded the Constituent Assembly when it firs¢ met in
council on January 5th? Let us examine the circumstances care-
fully. The Constituent Assembly declared from the very start
that it did not intend to co-operate with the Soviets, but 1o oppose
them. It denied the right of the Soviets as a state power, thereby
denying _the Revolution itself. The Social-Revolutionists, the
Menshevik and the bourgeois majority, refused to recognize the
Saviet Power and provisional government. They even refused
to discuss the question. The Bolsheviki in the Constituent
Assembly, and with them the Left Wing of the Socialist Revolu-
tionaries, answered this arrogant declaration of war as it should
have been answered. They left the Constiluet Assembly, and the
Soviets declared the Assembly dissolved and had it dispersed.

Malz{y critics of the Russian Revolution among the Fu-
ropean and American prolelariat acknowledged the correctness
of this policy of the Bolsheviki which was really the policy of the
Revolution. = The Soviet power was justified in dispersing the
Constituent Assembly, the Assembly had been elected pnder
different conditions and no longer represented the views and the
will of the large masses of the working class. The subsequent
elections to the Soviet proved this deﬁnitely. But, said these
critics, the Soviet Government should at once have prooceeded
with new elections. New elections, howewer, were not to be
thought of, not only for technical reasons which were then
advanced, such as (he bad state of the meaus of transportation,
the disconnection between the centres of political life, and the
far-off districts of the country, and the resulting impossibility to
elect an Assembly which would really represent the will of the
people.  There were other reasons of deeper historical and
political significance against it. To call a Constituent Assembly,
and to place the decision as to the form of Government in its
hands would have been nothing less than to deny the right of the
Soviet Power and of the Revolution itseli. What could possibl
be the role of the Constituent Assembly acting beside the Soviets?
Should the Constituent Assembly be merely a deliberating body
and the decisions left in the hands of the Soviets? This would
not have agreed at all with the demands for a ** pure democracy .
The ““ pure democracy ” would not be content with an advisory
capacity, it wanted to rule. But the Soviet Power could not
allow itself to become reduced to an advisory body. The Russian
proletariat could not have shared its power with the bourgeoisie
after the Revolution had placed it entirely in its hands. Such
a dual government could not exist long; this dualism would have
led inevitably and very soon to a struggle for power between the
Constituent Assembly and the Soviets. The work of the.Revolution
would have been endangered  The existence of the Constituent
Assembly beside the Soviets would have given the counter-
revolution a legal rallying point to carry on its illegal and legal
work against the revolution. Therefore, down with the Con-
stituent Assembly, all power to the Soviets! This was the ouly
possible slogan if the political power were to remain in the hands
of the proletariat

Another measure of the Russian Revolution aroused the
indignation of the critics of the Russian Revolution, namely the
Soviet Electoral Law. This electoral law, as is well knowmn,

limits the right ot suffraFc in so far as it denies it to all
exploiters.  Fmployers of labor can neither vote nor be elected
to office.  Outside of these, all workers above 18 enjov the

suffrage right. This limitation of the suffrage right was necessary
for the political expropriation of the bourgeoisie. The Soviet
regime places the State power in the hands of the working
wasses. In shops and in all villages, they elect representatives
of the Soviet. Since the bourgeoisie can ncither vote nor be
elected to office, there was no danger that they might regain any
portion of the political power.

Some people have said that the refusal of the suffrage
right was a petty measure which deterred many creative talents
from working for the reconstiruction of the new order. Of
course, the number of bourgeois who lost their suffrage right was
very small; but its social and economic power was still con-
siderable. The proletariat, in figthing for power could not give
to the bourgeoisie even the smallest particle of its political pewer
and political rights.

Furthermore, the denial of the suffrage right was a brand-
mark- of social contempt. He who did not work, be it with
brain or with hand, he who existed as the exploiter and parasite
in society had no right to decide upon the political and social
structure of the new regime.

There is another consideration why the Soviet power
deprived the exploiting class of the right to vote.
The suffrage right is the political and legal expression
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of thp character of a society. The right to vote shows

the economic basis of the society, the right and power of its vari-
ous classes. The spread of suffrage into the bourseols‘qrder after
1heir evolution meant only that political rights and political power
passed from the old feudal land owners to the capitalist ex-
ploiters. It suffered property, income and tax limitations. The
introduction of universal suffrage meant that a new class was
rising besides the owning class, that of the producers. Universal
snifrage m-ans that in addition to prosm'ty, human labor and
ihe social services of the individual are also rewarded by political
power and political rights. The Soviet Regime however, does
not base its social order on the division of power between bour-
geoisie and proletariat, between the owning and laboring classes
but upon the working class alone. In accordance with this cha-
racter of the Soviet vernment as a workers' government, the
suffrage right could be granted only to the workers, but not to
the employers.

It was not sufiicie‘gt, comra(ti’:s, that e;heﬁmtmhip of tb;
Proletariaty the Soviet Republi created on paper in 80 an
8o many paragraphs. It had tocl)econle an actual fact. This could
be achieved only in the fight against the kol ie, and the
counter-revolution. The Soviet State had to defend itself from
the very first day of its existence, not only against the Russian
bourgeoisie, but also against the bourgeoisie of the whole wor
whicﬁ was in complete solidarity with it from the start. It
to fight the counter-revolution at home and on all fronts. The
young proletarian power had to be defended against both inter-
nal ancfextemal enemies.

The first word of the Soviets was the word of peace. But
not peace in a pacifist sense, as I will show later. Soviet Russia
demobilized, retired from the world war.

But what was the answer it received to its word of peace?
The armies of the German Imperialists in whose ranks were the
Social Democrats with the Erfurt program in their knapsacks,
hurled themselves on Petrograd and invaded the Ukraine and
other territories. The Entente launched an attack upon the Soviet
fower and rendered political, financial, and military assistance
o the counter-revolution.

A Red Army had to be created if the Soviet power was
}g be saved. It meant the organization and use of force against

rce.

Besides the Red Army, which was one of the forms of the
force called for the defence of the existence and independence of
the Workers’ Government on the battlefield, there was the
Dictatorship of the Proletariat, the Terror. Both these forms of
force were an unavoidable historical necessity, as harsh weapons
of self-dence if the Soviet State was to survive and develop.

Because of the infuence of reformist leaders there are
still large masses of the working class who do not understand the
historical necessity and the real nature of Terror. They abuse the
Red Army as an expression of Soviet Imperialism; they were
especially indignant over the  barbarism” of the Terror. But let
us look at thinks as they really are: The Red Terror was the
answer of the Russian Revolution to the White Terrof of the more
powerful bourgeoisie. The bourgeoisie not only attempted to
destroy the political power of the workers by plots and insurrect-
ions, it also used its whole influence to prevent the reconstruction
of the social and economic life of the country. The Soviet
Terror was nothing but an unavoidable policy of seli-defence.
The task of the Russian Revolution was that which Karl Marx
had designated in his treatise  The Class War in France” as
the first duty of any revolution; it had to destroy its ememy.
Besides destroying the enemy, the Dictatorship of the Proletariat
and the Terror had still another task,—to discourage the counter-
revolution, to rob.it of its last hope of ever reestablishing the
rule of the exploiters.

A Revolution is not a young maiden wandering in white
robes with a green palm in her hand. It could only come armed
with shield and sword to oppose its enemies.

The acts of terror of the proletarian dictatorship are not
arbitrary acts of the Revolution. y had a big purpose. It was
an evil fo prevent a worse evil. The Terror was a necessary
act of self defence. Some weep over the hundreds, the thousands
who have fallen in the civil war as victims of the Terror. Some
tear their hair in despair over the strangulation of democracy,
and bourgeois liberties by the Dictatorship of the Proletariat,
by the Terror. But no one speaks of the tens of thousands who
have fallen as victims of the counter-revolution. No one speaks
of the tens of thousands more who would have met the same fate
had it not been that the counter-revolution was defeated by force!
None of the reformists mention the fact that were it not for the
severe measure of the revolution, millions and millions would
still be suffering from the barbarian capitalist oppression and
exploitation, the prey of misery and death.

. many take this waichword of revolution?,
‘from the Russian Revolution. ‘

Nin!h Session.
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the Sovi cannot d:ﬂrenu; with use of
~for its, ddmc and maintenance. Utterly erroneous, t.:)wl(:'g

the
is the contention of our reformist and bourgeois opponcuts
the Soviet power exisis thanks to force alone state canpe
maintain power for long with the aid of bayonets. Ti. eight
months of coalition government mn Russia and especially h,
months of the Kerensky regime of Social Revolutionarie, gave
ample proof of this. The statement ‘:ginu especially 1) 4
epoch of revolution, in which days counf as month§ ang yean
as decades or centuries. The Soviet Power had to justify g
existence by an active policy.

The international trend of Soviet policy occupies tiic jop, -

ﬁ:;ound in this connection. It secured unequivocal expresy, in
mdattimdeofiheSovigePé?s‘u towud;ﬂt:p of war

peace. Peace was w e 1an s
Doubtless the cry for ce was largely m@fﬂe ]nv:‘:\:
the war had ; it was under the pressure of poyery
that the peasant and ian masses clamoured for pege
But another, and certainly quite as strong a factor in the demayg
for peace, was the oconsciousness of international reyg)y,
tionary solidarity of the workers of the world. In the ( ),
War in France Marx wrote: “The Social Revolution wa
'{R‘:soll:t France, but it muldlnot be ad;x:ved there. The

i im, i s cannot ieved | 0SK
A et ow ey s g i ek

From the very outset, this conviction was the leit motye
of the Russian Revolution, of bolshevist revolutionary |xligy.
Am the first decrees of the provisional government came iy
%% to other ts and nations on behalf ot peace,

is made 1t perfectly plain that those who issued 11 were
not the spell of bourgeois pacifist illusions, but were
demanding peace as a revolutionary act of the first step to the
World Revolution. In particular, the workers of Germany,
Great Britain, and France, were reminded that they had already
done great valuable services for humanity, and that it
bfhovnd them, to do their duty now by the deliverance
ol mankind from the museries of war.

The appeal of the Soviet Republic for peace by way of
the proletarian revolution was lost in the void, afthough ungues.
tionable peace and the Revolution will never in be obtainable
upon such easy terms as were. possible, had been in other
countries a prompt continuation of the Proletarian Revolution
A whole year of crimes, of of the of hie and

pro , would have been spared. Most important of all, the
ian masses were then in possession of armed power, |
which could have turned with deadly efiect against fhe ex

ploiti - v
n%uoe however, was not brought about by the Worid Re

volution. The Soviet Republic was forced to make peace with
the Zweibund—the Peace of Brest-Litovsk. This Peace greatly

accentuated the difficuties of the inlernal situation of the young |

proletarian State. The Social Revolutionaries, the most com-
Ru:ﬂy organizéd power of the counter-rewolufion in Soviel
ussia, made this ce th;ecﬂ'etext for scandalous incitcments
against the iS;')rvx;t‘e oul/ler, ring that the Soviet Power was
But what was the real state of affairs? The &(e)une Soviet

State had to pay for the crimes and follies of Kerensky
Government’s Juse offensive by accepting the severities and
humiliations of the Brest-Litovsk Peace. It had o pay for the
imperialism of ¢ ‘democracy ”. . A more specific attack ot

the part of the Social Revolutionaries, the counter-revolutionsts,
was their assertion that by the Peace of Brest-Litovsk, the Soviet
Power had strengthened

the expense of the “democracy” and “Kultur” of Futente
Imperialism.

In reality Brest-Litovsk was for German imperialism the

direct route to Versailles and the Peace of Versailles. The victory
mania of German imperialism; flamed Fiercely. All the forces of
the Central Powers were staked upon the war. Then ensucd the
collapse of German militarism aud German imperialism. Now
among the forces leading to this collapse we mustumquestionably
incluse the Russian Revolution and its example as one of the
stronﬁest factors in undermining the will to war of the (jcrmat
and Austrian armies. When the German tarians began {0
refuse to be bled any longer upon the battlefields for the henefit
of the German bourgeoisie, the first haltng word expressiic of 3
renunciation of the war was the demand for soldiers’ o ucils
When the military collapse culminated in political re\.vl:.nonc:{
the first word guh Ou'nanlee\&)elution was “worker; (gd
peasants’ councils ”. Whence did worknig masses o! U
l"l]u\iy had learned it

or Hohenzollern militarism af °
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Unfortunately. these revelutionists were content with the

t letters of the revolutionary alphabet. The German proletariat
ot as yet learned to read the book of revolution fluently.

i had not earned what the Russian workers apd peasants,
apackward and illiterate ", had been taught in eight months by
he capitalist policy of the coalition governments. Four years
jater, :Le lesson is still uplearned. The German workers, handed
mck to the bourgeoisie the political power concentrated in the
councils. Instead of the dictatorship of the proletariat, democracy
was etablished, in other words, the class rule of the bourgeoisie.
For the time being, lhegdore, there was no fulfilment of the hopes
of the Russian revolutionary leaders that the World Revolution
was going to run a rapid course. The counler-revolutionaries
pwitted the Bolsheviki for their conviction that the Russian Revo-
jution was merely to be the prelude to the imminent world revo-

Jution.

Comrades! mockery is easy enough, but there is no justifi-
ation here for the jibe. The"leaders of the Russian Revolution
recognized very clearly the trend and the aim of the incipient
world revolution. As to the tempo, they may have been mistaken.
Why? The aims and the trend of any historical development are
lanly discernable. They are displayed by the working of the
objective forces of society. Butythe tempo depends mainly upon
{l.2 subjective energies of the historical process; that is to say, in
the case we are now considering, upon the revolutionary
consciousness and  activities of the proletarian masses. In the
estimate of this factor so many imponderabilities are concerned
that it is impossible to prophesy confidently concerning the
fempo of the world revolution. ~But what the wiseacres of
universal history stigmatized as an error of calculation, has
become one of the strongest motive forces maintaining the
persistent  energ of the Russian Revolution. This error of
clculation has n tfen times, a hundred times, more fruitful
in its influence far beyond the boundaries of Soviet Russia than
all the would-be clever recipes of the self-satisfied calculators.
The inviolable conviction that the world revolution must pro-
gress, that it would complete what had been un on Russian
soil—this conviction gave the Russiah proletarians the confi-
dence, the religious faith in the world revolution and in the
revolutionary solidarity among the workers of all lands which
still keeps the masscs of Soviet Russia fresh, enthusiastic in the
fight, eager for work, bold and resolute, after five years of fierce
struggle.

Let us pass from the peace policy of the Russian Revo
luion to its ecomomic policy. The economic policy was to
oeate the steadfast energy ol the revolutionary proletariat. It
was {0 revolutionize society.

From the first, the Revolution turned its proletarian side
outwards. Its economic folicy had fo manilest a {endency towards
the Communist goal. 1f the political Soviet Power aims at
realizing Commmunism, it mu t abolish private property in the
means of production. Nor would this suffice. It must reorganize
the whole economic structure of society, purposely in the Com-
munist direction. This was a mighly fask, and the attempt to
solve it has exposed the tragic si§e of the Russian Revolution.
The tragedy lieg in this, that there is a contrast between the clear
and passionate will {o realize Communism here and now, in all
Iis periection, and the weakness and backwardness of the existing
tonomic and social conditions under which this will has to
Operafe,

It we wish {o understand the economic policy  of the
Russian Revolution, we must form a clear mental picture of the
tonomic and social forces that were available for achieving a
©ommunist transformation of the Proletarian State. What were
the forces upon which the Russian Revolution could count for the
tonomic transformation of society into a Communist society?

contradiction to utopianism, Marxism sfarts from the view

t the foundation of the social revolution must be supplied bK
e highest attaimable economico-technical development, whic

Il have brought about a titanic growth of productive energies
d shall have created the most perfect instruments and methods
br the performance of productive work. On the other hand,
onomic evolution must have brought into being a proletariat
“mprising the immense majority of the population, a proletariat
o hand and brain workers that shall be competent to fulfill the
fonomic and social tasks of effecting the transformation of

Pitalism to Communism.

T What was the position of Soviet Russia in these respects?
e Soviet State, in its economic and so al structure, may be
ompared fo a pyramid which the Revolw ion has inverled and

nced its apex. This pyramid is supported by a
Youthful, backward, poorly develoszedv system of machine industry;
o Y a proletariat which is likewise youthful, comparatively,
mtherlcally speaking, little trained, young in capacity to deal

the apparatus of production, to manage and guide it, 1o use

its productive powers to the full—and comparatively in-
experienced, likewise in the management of affairs of State.
This apex of the inverted pyramid has to support the enormous
masses of a peasant agriculiure, a peasant population continuing
to {ill the soil by methods which (as Rosa Luxemburg once said)
“date back to ]ﬁe days of the Pharaohs.” And of course, these
peasants have a mentality appropriate to the tenour of their lives.

Comrades, when we realize the state of affairs, we cannot
but say: “It is a miracle that this inverted pyramid is still
standing, although for five years all the powers of the counter-
revolution have been endeavouring to overthrow it”. For the long
run, however, the position is untenable. The most expert juggler
could not save such a pyramid from falling unless perhaps the
heavy masses of the erstwhile base should crush the slender
apex beneath their weight. .

There would seem o be only two ways of saving the
situation. We might hope that the narrow support of the prole-
tariat, should undergo a growth so rapid and extensive as (o
enable it to withstand all the pressure irom above. Or, again,
the narrow support might be butiressed from without by the
progress of the world revolution by the establishment of Soviet

epublics outside the Russian Soviet State. Let us suppose that
the prolefariat were in a position to find new Soviet States with
the highest degree of economic development and (to use bour-
geois phraseology) at the highest possible level of culture;
suppose that the world prcletariat, in fraternal solidarity with
Soviet Russia were able speedily to expand and to consolidate ihe
same apex on which the inverted pyramid of Soviet Russia stood,
and could thus have accelerated the transformation to communism!

This did not happen; no such Soviet State came into being.
The result was that the Russian Revolution and the Russian
proletarian State which the revolution had created, had to come
to terms with the foreign capitalists. This modus vivendi is the
new economic policy, and when we are appraising it we must
never forget the peculiar Russian conditions under which it came
into being. We must not judge it as if the measures that have been
adopted formed part of an elaborated plan for the social revo-
lution, carefully thought out in some prolessor’s study. The
criticism of our judgment must bg, whether these measures are
suitably adapted to circumsiances which were not freely chosen
but were given as such; whether they are steps likely to lead in
the communist direction; whether the measures are taken with
comumunism as their goal.

It is above all from their point of view that we must judge
the bolsnevist agrarian policy, which has been so adversely
criticized by the refornnsts and by bourgeois adverseries, but
has also been sharply criticized by some members of our own
Party.

I must dwell for a moment upon this matter of the agrarian
policy. It is of course impossible here to go into details, but
an understanding on broad lines is essential 1o an understanding
of the Russian Revolution, and is woreover of extreme imgx)rlauce
as an aid to the solution of the problems which the world prole-
tariat will have to face everywhere after the conquest of political
pewer—although under somewhat different conditions from Soviet

ussia. Logical enough, after their fashion, are those Menshe-
viki who condemn the Russian Revolution on principle because
of its agrarian policy. Whether they are justified i calling
themselves Marxists is another story.

When we appraise the Bolshevik agrarian fmlicy. we have
{o remember that capitalism, despite the manifold means at ils
disposal, has hitherto been powerless to make an end of petty

peasant agriculture and to replace it by higher forms. Doubtless
capitalism has proletarianized the petty peasant farming of
exiensive regions and even of whole countries. But petty

peasant agriculture has persisted none the less. 1 do not think
only of the Balkan lands, whose characteristics are still predomin-
antfvy those imposed by pelty peasant agriculture; nor is the
assertion applicable solely in addition to the peity peasant masses
in Italy and France. In Germany, a country where industrial
development is far advanced, there is still an extensive stratum
of small peasants. Even in the U.S., there are numerous small
asant farms, though of course here when we speak of “small
rms” we must apply an American, not a European, standard.

" Now then, can it be expected that the Russain Revolution,

that the Bolshevik agrarian policy, should in a moment succeed
in making an end oF petty peasant agriculture? In view of the
numerical strength of the peasant population of Russia, it is
impossible for tﬁe Revolution to make good without an agrarian
icy that should commend ifself o the peasant masses 1n
B(t)sssxa, where 80 % of the population are small peasants, 9/10
of whom are estimated to be working peasants. The Revolution, .
the seizure of political power by the proletariat, would have been

absolutely impossible in defiance of the will of those masses.
I will go further, a revolution would have been impossible
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without the active support of those masses. Whoever desired the

roletarian revolution in Russia must perforce swallow {ihe
Ishevik agrarian policy. You could pot have the one without
the other.

One of the decrees of the Provisional Government was the
abolition of private property in land. The right te till the nnd
was conceded to all ns without distinction of sex, who them-
selves worked as cuﬁ?\::?ors. There was a period during which
the great estates were being broken up by the sanis
in a wild chaotic fashion; at this time the farming
implements and the farm stock of the large landed estates
were distributed in like fashion. There came a period when an
attempt was made to carry out land distribution in accordance
with fixed rules, o avoid the parcelling of the large estates and
1o effect the deliberate transformation of petty farming into a
general system of national farming. This was one of the phases
of War Communism, “ with its requisitions ” etc. Land hunger,
had made them strong supporters of the Soviet Power. The
consequence of this agrarian revolution were not those which
Rosa Luxemburg had feared, namely, that the Russian mujik
would succumb to politicat indifference. He did not sit down
by his fireside as soon as he had secured his litte’ plot of land.
His land hunger satisfied, he became the heroic delender of the
Soviet Republic. He defended his plot of land within the Sovset
State against any possible return of the landewner. At the same
{me the epectations of the leaders of the Russian Revolution
were not realized. The distribution of land did not conietbute
foward infensilying class ggutrast in the rural districts, and did
not bring over the poor peasant masses to the side of the indus-
trial proletariat, for common action in the class conflict between
the capitalisis and the workers. A large class of middle peasantry
arose whose interests soon came into conflict with the policy of
“military communism.” These middle peasants held in their hands
the food and the arms, and thus they forced the introduction of
the New Policy, the chief characteristic of which is the food tax
in lieu of the compulsory delivery of all agricultural products,
minus the necessary existence ration. They forced the introduction
oi free trade and in cognection with it the other well known
innovations. .

Comrades, it has been said that the Bolshevik agrarian
policy is not communistic, that it %ds away from Communism
aund that it is in direct opposition Yo the task of the Soviet State
which should consist in preparing and carrying out the communist
revolution; worse still: that it 18 barring the way to this revo-
iution. What is the real siate of affairs? First of all, was it
possible to carry out am agrarian revolution resulting in the

reservation of large land estates tending towards large scale
arming and the introduction of the ern methods of agei-
culture? Those who assert this, do not know what they are
talking about. Agriculture in Soviet Rusbia is characterized by
the small peasant farms. At the beginning of the Revolution, big
agricultural concerns worth mentioning were to be lound only
in Poland, in the Baltic provinces and in some paris of the
Ukraine. What does thia mean for the solution of the arian
question as recommended by the old socialist prescriptions: There
was no apparatus for agricultural production capable of carryin
on agriculture on a large scale. Moreover, there was no r
modern rural prolefariat capable of manipulating and managing
such an apparatus of production. It is very characteristic that
in Russia we hear continually of a “poor peasantry “ (bednota)
bt never of an agriculiural proletariat. Such a_proletariat, in
the true sense of the word, does not exist. Big agricultural estates
that did exist were managed by the land owners accord to
the old feudal system, and not according to the methods of n ern
capitalism, with the exception of a few estates owned by  liberal
members of the nobility. Thus it was out of the question that
the agrarian policy of the Russian Revolution should be initiated
by the establishement of large scale agricultural production. As
ihings stood (laking also into consideration that the Ceniral
Power was not very strong at the beginning)—the agrarian reform
had to be, sirictly speakinﬁ.el the work of the peasant masses
themselves, and could not p being chaotic. = .

Is it true that the Bolshevik agrarian policy is puttin
unsurmountable obstacles in the way of the development o
agriculture iu the direction of commumsm? I cannot admit this.

It is- true that the “ingrained ownership psychology” -

is still prevalent among the small E:samry in Soviet Russia. In
many cases this psychology has n strengthened and consol-
idated; for how long, that is another question. This alleged
ingrained petty bourgeois peasant mentality was not the only
factor in the rebellion of lK: peasznis against the measures of
military communism. The land hunger turned the peasant into
adherents and defenders of the Soviet State. The unsatisfied
hunger for manufactured goods drove them away from com-
munism and made them counter-revolutionary. In what form did
communism present itself {o them? Not as solidarity between

————

town and village, between the indusirial proletariat ang g,
small peasantry, but as “Military Communism®, which oo
away everything from the peasaniry without giving i y,
necessaries of existence and agricultural production. Therejor,,
we are justified in assuming that the Soviet economic policy yij
not be confronted whith an unsurmouatable anti-commupg
opposition on the of the peasants, if industrial produchoy,

is raised. In judging of the smdl;gmsnnt psychology, w ‘
not leave out of consideration that the old tntﬁtions of pnen::?::

:m«: communism have not died out among the Russiz,
try. These itions have been preserveq ;4
strenﬁfﬁu:nbz’n imitive, religious attitude rggardiuf Property
as belonging , as 's property. This belief has beey
encouraged by the nmpaganda of the Tolstoyans, the Sicy).
Revolutionaries, the Narodniki and of many religious secy
These relics of a communrist orientation are systematically nuriureg
and furthered by the measures faken by the proletarian yg
Notwithstanding the new policy, the land bas not become
private property of the . It has remained the propery
*of the proletarian State. The peasanis receive it for use, bul cap
neither sell it nor leave it to their heirs. The exploitation of
hired labor is prohibited. Moreover, the small peasant farmg
have been lin up with the genera! national economy, no: oaly

by the food tax, but also by a number of dicisions, regulation *
and instructions concerning the aﬁ)reiletural exploitation of the |
1

lang. The Soviet Government is del tely and systematically g
recting the development of agriculture along co<operative lines,
This 18 alzo;xrarﬂy done by the initiative of
ves who, er the pressure of last year’s famine showed 1nclina.
tion to gstablish artels and cooperative societies. Neighbors' Lea-
" gues, have been formed for the joint purchase and use of machi.
nery, horses etc. The Soviet Government is also endeavouring 1
establish a number of Soviet estaies and to encourage the esmbﬁsh-
ment of cooperative estates and agricultural concerns. It is true
that the Sowviet estates and ooomaﬁve concerns with up 1o date
icultural organizations are small islands in a huge ocean
of small peasant farms, which are estimated to number twelve
millions. However, they can play an important role as industnal,
techmical and ial model institutions, and there are proofs that
they have already to a great extent fulfilled this role.

One more thing must be taken into consideration. We
must not be led to look upon the Russian agrarian revolution
in the li i
thany outward a ies between these two mighty evenis. We
must not forget that French peasant emancipation was (‘Iuseg
connected with the bourgeois revolution, a characteristic of whi
was the watchword: ownership and individualism. The Russin
agrarian revolution, on the other hand, is linked up wiih the

roletarian revolution, the leit-motiv of which is work and so-
lidarity. This creates a quite different social atmosphere for the
development of the nt ideology from that whid
prevailed during the French revolution.

Above

all, the Russian small -peasantry will learn by x|

perience that its welfare is bound up with the development of
industry and with the raising of the prolefariat to higher forms
of economic and social existence. The peasantry cannot put ils
roduction on a more rational basis if it is not supported by a
urishing industry and by the achievements of the proletanat

In connection.with this, I venture o say that the electrification |

of the Russian agricultural industry is the best agrarian progran
and the most effective agrarian reform which the Soviet I'ower
has. adopted and is vouring {o carry out. It establishes
solidarity between town afid village and a community of econome
and agricultural interests between the industrial proletarians ad
small ts, which could pot be aftained in any other wa).
is brings me to the following conclusion: Even mouil:

the Bolshevik agrarian reform has not been able to solve |
agrarian question in a way leading to immediate realization of
Communism, it has in no way turned the agrarian development
away from the goal of a communist society. On the contrary. it
has introduced innovations which, economically, socially and
culturally lead the small peasaniry towards Communism, and will
continue to lead it along the path. For it is seli-gvident that the
psychology of the petty property holders will undergo a change

as the conditions ol labor and production become dilferent.
The petty bourgeois reform Socialists treat the agrarat
policy of the Russian Commmmist Party as if it were the Fall m
the %den of revolution. According fo their opinion, through ”‘:
agraian policy, the hereditary sin of capitalism qu;
introduced iﬁ) the Bolshevik world,~ the sin Wh(C
implies the revival of capitalism. I believe this point of \icv b
be fundamentally false. Soviet Russia, apart from the Bolshevy

agrarian policy, would perforve have to evolve a modus vi'‘
with capitalism, in order subsequenily to attain to Communisi-
The leading P of the Russian Revolation .: 'ﬁ;
forgotten the final aim of communism in economic policy. It 5"
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peasants themsel.

of the French peasant emancipation, in spite of the .
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maintains_the road which leads to communism. Therefore, the
Bolsheviki in their economic policy, always aimed for immediate
ends which were in the direction of Communism. Lemin sum-
it up in 1917, What, he asked, were the immediate econo-
mic tasks after the conquest of State power? They were the so-
cialization of the great industries, the means of transportation, the
panks, the State monopoly of foreign trade, and the control of
produdion ; the workers. And the first decrees of the new
government did not go against these demands. The thing pro-
ressed slowly. Step by step, broader measures were taken for
51(' elimination of private property in the means of production,
in land, etc.
The proletarian revolution went forward perforce after the
April slogan: Workers’ Control of Industry! Why? A large
number of the capitalists responded to the measures taken by the
Soviet State either by sabotage or the closing down of their
enterprises. There was therefore nothing else for the workers to
do m:gpt to take over these enterprises and to use them, if
they did not wish the national industry {o cease altogether or to
be shattered.

There was also another reason for this. Soviet Russia
had to equip and maintain the Red Army, while surrounded by
hostile armies which were equigped by the highly develeped in-
dustiies of the whole world. That could not have been accompli-
shed, if they had limited themselves to the primary economic
messures demanded by the circumstances of the young revolution.
It necessitated the confiscation and use of all means of production
and wealth, the utilization of all productive power. Besides, the
boui geoisie, although deprived o? its political power, was still
in the possession of strong social influences which it did not
hesitate to use against the workers. The bourgeoisie had to
be attacked at the root of its power, private property. This
was accomplished through the nationalization of all the existing
means of production and the land.

Finally, there was another consideration. The defence
of Soviet Russia against the attacks of the counter-revoluf®naries,
caused unheard of sulferings among the broad masses. But the
masses bore this with rejmcinﬁ, because a cerfain—how shall I
express myself?—kind of rough, primitive communism had been
introduced. Thus the Russian Revolution was carried far beyond
the limits of its immediate aims.

When people now whine that the revolution is beaten, that

it s in flight, it is untrue. The Russian Revolution has retired

fo ils initial positon i i:gd order, retaining all the advantages
which it originally wis! to possess. Certainly, Capitalism
returns; that capitalism whose might was broken, which was exiled
from the Eden of Soviet Russia for ever. It returns not merely in
the form of the petty-proprietor, but also of the lessee and con-
cessionaire . It is obvious that these gentlemen have no des-
interested desire to take part in the progressive Russian
economic life, to build it up and to serve it through cultural
methods. They follow a “ realistic” aim, that of making profit,
the greatest possible 1profit. But, comrades, the capitalist returns
1o Soviet Russia no longer the ahsolute master of his own enter-
rise.  And wh{ not? Because he is no longer master of the
tale. The prolit lust of the concessionaires and the lessees
will be curbed through the laws of the working class State,
through the administration of these laws by means of the Soviet
Power. Of course: In the a of the new ecanomic policy, the
opposition between capital a bor will be revealed in all its
sharpness and violence. The Soviet State reckons itself as the
trustee, a?omted by proletariat, of all the means of pro-
duction, all natural resources, and all human labour power.
mierests of the oletariat are supreme law 1o the
State. By legal itions the State renders it impossible for
forcign or home capitalists fo plunder natural resources. The
Gpitalist is also prevented from increasing his profits, however
large they may through extreme and inhuman exploitation.
The proletarian State is fully conscious that the greatest wealth of
Soviet Russia is its toilers, who produce all values. It is fully
conscious that the Russian prolefariat is not going to stay at its
ﬁrt‘s‘ent level of living And working. No, it will raise to a far
higher level its ]é‘lgsical, spiritual, and rofessional capacities, and
its ethical and tural activity, in order to become the creators
and the defenders ‘of the communist society.
Therefore, in the inevitable conflicts between capital and
labor in the leased and concessional industrial concerns, the
ade wmions and tive organization will play again a

k €o-opera
. Yery important role as the ﬁiﬁhtmg organs of the proletariat,

and will carry on a very fruitful activity.  What will, on the other

hand, happen in the non-Soviet contries in which the capitalists
are also political masters? In such countries, the Staiep‘power
i only an obstacle to the conflicts between the bourgeoisie and
cz(" proletariat, and this interference always benefits the

pitalists, unless the working class be strong enough to hold

the State power in check. In Soviet Russia, on the ofher hand,
the State power will be glwaIvls at the back of the trade unions
and of the co-operatives in all the conflicts of the workers with
the industrial, trade and usurers’ capital.

. There ig yet another side to State Capitalism which we must
take into consideration. The Soviet Repubﬁlc does not only carry
on State Ca&lahsm as a leasing and concession giving power;
it must also be a ‘“ State capitalist ” in its own indusirial concerns,
Only a part—and hitherto only a very small part—of the Russian
industrial and economic organizations are so to speak hired out to
the capitalists for exploitation. The other part, and not the last
important at that, the heavy industry, the transport, efc., has remained
in the hands of the Soviet Power. The Soviet Power, the workers’
State itself is the greatest employer in Soviet Russia. But what does
this mean under present circumstances when the Russian
economic sysiem finds no allies in other States which are on the
way to Communism, but form a link in the chain of the capitalist
economic system which exercise a certain influence upon the
shaping of conditions? The Soviet State, in its capacity of em-

ployer will have to take into consideration in the interesis of the .

class which it represents the “ rentability” of the various in-
dustrial plants. 1 will go a step further. Even when the
transition period will have to come {o an end and when pure
Communism will have been established, society will have to
produce and accumalate surplus value in the interests of its higher
economic and cultural development. What is the conclusion {o
be drawn from this? That the workers’ State, ag employer, may
at times get into conflict with the demands and interests of
certain workers and groups of workers against which it will
have ‘to defend the present and future class interests of the
proletariat. It goes without saying that such conflicts cannot and
must not be settled in the momentary inferests of individuals or
separate proletarian groups, or even of separate branches of the
economic system. On the contrary, they will always have to be
settled in the interests of the proletariat as a class.

It is self-evident that such conflicts are likely to occur in
Soviet Russia. The reasons are as follows; af present the
Russian proletariat is not yet able to raise from its own ranks
sufficient forces to fill the posts of managers and organisers
in the industrial concerns. These posts are occupied to-day by
people with a high economic and professional education an«f ex-
perience but lacking communist ideology. Comrades, on this field
the trade unions and co-operative organizations have a great task
to fulfill, not only as constructive but also as educational organs
which must carry on their work in the lower as well as in the
upper strata, if you will allow me to say so. In the lower, in
order to raise the proletarian masses, in their capacity of pro-
ducers, to the higher form of efficiency. At times the proletarians
might resent this as a hardship. But with respect to this
bardship as well as the backwardness of which
Comrade Lenin spoke of yesterday, we must bear one thing
in mind: outside Russia, in the highly developed Capitalist

States the proletariat has for centuries past gone through the -

hard shool of capitalism before it reached its present productive
efficiency. e British workers have gone through this hard
school ,and even to-day the whip of hunger and the scorpions
of class exploitation and class domination are brought into play
against them. The workers’ State of Soviet Russia, with the
assistance of the trade unions and the co-operative societies, will
educate ifs working masses for Communism by milder and more
humane methods. But in any case, the workers’ State must edu-
cate the proletariat, and must get it accustomed to labor d‘=cipline
and skilled work. This being so, conflicts between the State and
the workers might occour. .

The workers’ State with the assistance of the trade unions
and the co-operative organizations, will educate a staff of clerks,
officials, managers and adminisirators who, imbued with the

_ spirit of communism, will change the whole present economic

system as rapidly and thoroaghly as possible. The officials and
administrators must be made to realise what it is to be the re-
presentatives and the trusted servants of the workers’ State.

There is one more fact. 1 venture fo say that Soviet Russia
is to-day, notwithstanding its poverty and the disorganization of
its economic system, the State with the most advanced labor

rotection and social welfare legislation and not only on paper.

rade unions and co-operative organizations, in conjunction with
the soviet organs are entrusted with the supervision of the
proper application of the labour law and of social insurance, and
also with their improvement and development. They are the real
executors of the social reforms. The activity of the trade unions
and co-opergtive organizations with relation to social reform, was
formerly i by the reformist gentry as a means to bolsier

. up capitalism and to prevent revolution.  Present events show

that we, the radical element, were right in asserting that effective
social reforms with the assistance of the trade unions and coope-
rative organizaticns, are out of the question before the conquest
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of political power by the prolefariat. It is only after the con-
cuest of the political power by the proletariat that the activity of
tiese organizations can be used as an effeciive means for leading
tie entire econonuc system towards communisn. Social reform
receives a different aspect and anoiher significance with the ad-
vent of proletarian political power. From being a bulwark for
the protection and defence of the proletariat agamst capitalism,
social reform becomes a means for building up Communism. The
conquest of political power by the proletariat, and the establish-
ment of its diclatorship in a Soviet state are a milestone on the
way towards a higher development of the new social order.

1 peed not speak to-day of the influence of the new policy
in othef directions Comrade Lenin did this yeterday in a most
illyminating manner, However, I thought it necessary to empha-
size this side of the new policy, as it forms an illustration of
two facts. Firstly, that by the conquest and consolidation of the

litical wer, the proletariat has not_yet crossed the stream,
ut that it has only reached its banks. The proletariat will only
get into the promised land of Communism by meang of the ge-
neral policy, and especially of the economic pOhC( of the prole-
tarian State power. Out of this arise a number of problems: the
problem of the relations between town and village, the problem
of the political power of the workers’ as embodied in the Soviet
State and the economic organizations of the proletariat—the trade
unions and co-operative organizations. There is also the prob-
lem of the relations between the producing workers’ on the one
side and the employees and afficials in the industrial concerns on
the other side, as well as of the relations between the bureaucracy
of the central Soviet institutions and that of the local institutions.
The proletariat of every country will have to pay great attention
fo these State problems after the canquest of political power.

For this reason, we have a good deal to learn from the
striking developments of the Russian Revolution, and that not
only from those things which appear to be right, but also from
those which either appear as being wrong or are so in reality.
Above all things, however, we must remain clear with regard
to the main problem. This is the seizure of political power for
the transformation of society into Communism by the hands of
the proletariat itself. All other problems are subordinated to
that of the masler{ of the State power by the proletariat and for
the proletariat. 1f proof were necessary of the extraordinary
importance of the- sion of political power for the transition
to Communism, this proof is furnished by two classical instances.
The first is Soviet Russia; and the second is Germany under
the coalition gowernment. In Soviet Russia we have the pro-
letarian political power; socialization of large scate industry; the
development of laws for the protection of the workers; the
maintenance of the eight hour day, and the consistent gtruggle
against overtime,—it being permitied only in such cases where
it is an absolute necessity in  the interests ot the workers
themselves—the development of social welfare activities; in spite
of meagre resources, a development of the social sysiem such
as has taken place in no other country: all in all, some advances
in economic life, and a beginning of economic reconstruction;
and—the most important of all—a slight, but quite distinct
improvement in the situation of the proletariat.

On the other hand, we have in Germany a proletariat
without political power; a coalition government made up of
elements ranging from Stinnes to Scheidemann, and even to
Hilferding and Crispien,—in short, instead of socialization, the
rule of Stinnes, the breakdown of the bourgeois government;
the undermining of social welfare institutions, the schools handed
over to the churches, the proletarianization of the middle class
under conditions of terrible poverty, the economic breakdown
which becomes daily more intensified altogether, and increasing
impoverishment of the proletarian masses which will mean
literally the death of millions. I believe that these facts show
more closely than anything the significacne of the maintenance
of State power in the hands of the proletariat. But it is not
meerely this aim alone that has led Soviet Russia to the new
economic poligy as a “necessary evil” produced by conditions
specifically Russian. I am more inclined to see 'in the new
economic policy, the only way by which, under the recent
circumstances, we can pass over from capitalism into
Communism.

_ But Soviet Russia’s progress towards Communism is not
conditioned solelg by the new economic policy. As an auxiliary
of this stands the intensification of communist knowledge, the
most tent flowering of the seed of communist idealism, the
crystallization of the high cultural values which Communism
umplies and which must be brought fo their fullest fruition.
Therefore, together with the new policy of raising economic life
to a new and higher level, must go the broadly-planned work of
popular education, especially the education and training of the

young. And this education and training must be in the dire.;,,
of Communism, . =

' Comrades, I should be trespassing beyond the limits o
subject, if I attempted here to describe in detail the important laborg
accomplished by the Russian Revolution in the particular |y
of cultural activity. The Russian Revolution is a bearer oi .
turé, a veritable power for culture, such as may be found nowlcre
elce.  Recall to Jour memory all the measures which have iy,
taken in the field of popular education andsart. In this connecy,,
I will instagce only the important cultural factor which the g
Army has %een» The soldiers of the Red Army, who .
passed through the schools of revolutionary “mlifarism” ..
turn to their villages as disseminators of culiure in the truest scy .
Comrades, in the five years of ils exisience the Russian I,
lution hag verily accomplished a fitanic task in the cultural f¢|g,
If one were to judge it only by this standard, its fame would .y
be immortal. . . .. But how should we have attained this witl:y
the Seizure of political power by the proletarial? Upon byt
assumption can we base our reliance that Soviet Russia will (.
tinue as a power to transform society, economically and cu.iy;.
ally, to Communism? 1 consider it to be an absolutely esscii |
preliminary condition for this, that the Communist Party, ihe
directing revolutionary class party, mainfain a prolound .4
orgamic contact with the broadest proletarian masses who ¢
outside this Party. Out of this strong unity was the Ru...
Rrvolution born. Thanks to it, it has maintained until .
day. But, besides this, it will assure us of a communist fuiue,
It must be a really organic unity of the Party and the mu.scs,
which is not the resi# of the carrying out of a mechanical schime
from above, wf a power which ig imposed upon the proletariu,
but comes from a spontaneous mass force flowing from ihe
masses themselves. The existence and methods of the Commiuy
Party ol Soviet Russia is the complele and dynamic expres..
of revolutionary knowledge and revolutionary will, the revo..
tionary self-consciousness and initiative of the proletarian ma-. 5.
The life and will of the masses flow iu a rich current from (e
into the Party; and streams from the Party back to the nuisses
by a thousand invisible channels. We hear murmurs of a crippled
and dying dictatorship in Soviet Russia, of a party clique. 1licse
are slogans which are nothing more than the echoes of the v'd
anti-Bolshevik lies and libels about the conditions-in that couny
where {he proletariat has not only seized power, but is il

rding it and will nevermore cower under the lash ol e

urgeoisie. What a contrast to the social and working e
of the proletariat in bourgeois contries! What a burning thirst
for knowledge! What a cultural inspiration! What activity ui
countiless forces which were previously slumbering!

The Soviet power, acting under the influence of the Con-
munist Party brought out in the working class its most beautiiul
tatent capacities: it has brought to the light most beautiful ethicii
and aesthefical productions. Look at the Soviet organs, look at
the various social organizations. Everywhere we find auu-
cipation and expectation and activity as in no other couniry 'a
the world. The masses struggle forward and upward. Ther
heart and their head is the Communist Party. e who come
from IoreiFn lands see much suffering, many sorry defects. Bui
in spite of all that what a strong infellectual life here, to work
here, yes to die here, if nothing else remains.

Comrades, 1 recapitulate. Looking at the achievements of
the Russian Revolution, so-called friends of order, such as w.:h
to avoid a revolution at all costs, such who hate it, or fear .
or accept it only as a cheaply won “beautiful ” revolution w:ll
say: Was a revolution necessary to produce this, could it not huse
been brokﬁ‘ht about by reforms, along the peaceful ways of demo-
cracy? No, I answer. For without the revolution, there wouid
have been no Soviet regime, no creative political change, 1o
Workers’ government, no Dictatorship of the Proletariaf; and
without this decisive change, a new, ﬁigher, liberating spiritudl
life could never have been born.

The Russian Revolution need feel no shame at the alleged
smallness of its accomplishemenis. What it has doné is amazi:iy,

incomparably great. é)roletarian revolution has a far greaicr, _

much more extensive and far reaching work to accomplish than
any bourgeois revolution. The bourgeois revolulion creates 1
new state appartus, it revolutionizes the political relation ol
forces and all that goes with it. It produces nothing creative 1
the field of econmonmcs. Nevertheless, it took a hundred yciis
after the great French revolution to secure its greatest acgompli-i-
ment, the Republic. It was the insurrection of the Commune whidit
finally did 1t. The proletarian revolution must do more thit
*hammer the old, senile capitalist State into the new Soviet por
vernment”; it must revolutionize the whole basis of socut:
economics, and with it the whole of society. This is a giganiic
task; it cannot be accomplished overnight, nor by the work of
a few great personalities. It must be the work of the whole
proletarian class, and #t will take many decades before the wor k
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is accomplished. &Karl Marx wrote in his controversy with Max
Stirner tfn-elbdd-ntgmw discouraged if the prolefarian
revolution should last for many decades. Its task is wot oaly
{o create new social ocoaditions, but also to educate the new
man for the mew society. This is what we must r when
we look at ibe First proletarian State in the world.

The Russian-Revolution has accomplished more than any
rewolution before it. It has not remai stationary, it has de-
veloped far beyomnd its. original pu e. With fire and sword,
Russia has been cleansed of its old feudal institutions, with a
thoroughness which no bourgeois revolution has known.

Look at England. In spite of the bourgeois revolution, in
gpite of long(sun of clasg rule, there still remain
strong races the old order.

Look at Germany, the country of the latest bourgeois revo-
jwhon.  The first victory of the revolution, the Republic trembles
beicre a Kapp-Putsch or an Orgesch-insurrection. In Soviet
Rus-ia, Czarism could mever return; nor such a modern capitalist
Suie, as the dream the reformists and Eetfy bourgeois dream of.
The proletarian revolution has brough inio the conmsciousness
of millions so maay germs of a sew productive life, that this life
can never 1 Soviet Russia will remain as a_ prole-
tarian State. 1t 48 the first type of a proletarian State in this
period of transformation from capitalism {o communism As such,
all 1t does and does mot do, all; its accomplishments as well as
its mistakes and its weakness, are fruitful with lessons for the
world proletariat amd for the world revolution. The proletariat of
Russia and the Russiam Communist Party have paid denrl_{ to
learu how political m is conquered and maintained. They
mast suffer mow te bow a proletarian State, abandoned by
the world proletariat, can transform itself slowly into a Com-
munist sociely. The policy of the Bolsheviks has great significance
w tins conmection. Some regard is as nothing but a vague
fishing in the dark, a series of misiakes and uncoa tial
acons.  Just the opposite is true. The policy of the Russian
Communists appears as a whole fo follow a straight umified, and
consistent Hme. This the first to~ attempt in
the history of the masses {0 apply the theory of Marxism
to&r:cur:i facts: it is the history attemipt of proletariat
fo become a subjective facior in the history of the world; it
is the first willed attempt #o make hisiory. It is the comscious
atiempt to direct historical forces, {0 make history and not suffer
it as a_play of blind objective forces, as in bou mﬂ

Coairade Lenin said yesterday, that we suli have m to
learn, both here im Soviet Russia outside of it. He said that
we did not understand Russian sufficiently abroad, fo co
the resolutions of our Third Congress, conceived and expressed in

In a way, Gomrade Lenin was right. The i role-
tanat has not yet iCi lcamtzg?'udkns;t:g:lg.,to
ec: as Russiams. Just as Communist Infernational is the
centre of the world revolution, so should it be our university for
reciprocal experiemoe, Learn, and save time! This is Penin’s
@l to us. And he who wins time, wins all!

_ . Time comrades, not in the sense of wasteful, idle and listless
waiting, but in which every minute is exploited in ionate
activity. Let s use it here in Soviet Russia, to leam use of
the art of creafion of the Proletarian State. Let, us use it outside
of Russia, to learn fo handle the sword with hich to conquer
political power.

.. So is forged the sword of the World Rcvoluﬁon,l\vhich
l"{l"f:reen;ltnhl:d.&:xm&e mn; of the world war, let new
ife flou period, E’hut, most powerful, most
fruitful and most creative form of histrical devé):pnmt is the
Revolution, fhe expression of the proletarian masses.

- Russian.

- would not be the task of the Fourth WorldConﬁmntowriie
al and hle

that history, although it has been a first rank rticipator
in the x of that history. All the more reason io]:'.u

fore, to cz and discriminately collect all the experiences of
the Russian Revolution an to take judicious views of these

All of us who have
ve led in revolutionary

fulty generalized Almost none of us have avoided

these errors. W ought to avoid utopianism of every
[ ®pplying  our i with the u discrimination in
Tegard to Wd

. Russia was the f

\meeﬁn%soinon-
kind, mass of the

After the reports of Comrade Lenin and Comrade Clarg
Zetkin, it is now my task to point out the subjective factor of
the Proletarian Revolution, to describe the role of the Russian

Party in the Proletarian Revolution, even if only in
fragmentary outli Comrades, you will permit me in this
connection to draw a parallel between the great Russian Revo-
lution and the abortive Hungarian Revolution. On looking back
at the history of these five years we have to confess that a mirade
has happened.

) '!‘hepoweroftheSovidsisalivcxndstongtoda n
te of the offensive of the mew defunct German iajism,
te united offensive of the capitalists of all countries, and the
vicious activities of Russian and the international Mensheviki.
The invincibility of the Russtan Revolution, of fhe Russian
Soviets, is due to factors the absence of which in Hungary was
the cause of the collapse of the Hungarian Proletarian
Dictatoship.
) I do not intend to enlarge upon the international and
internal political causes which were favourable to the Russian
Revolution, and which on the other hand weré detrimental to
the Hungarian Revolution. 1 shall only point to the fact that in
Hungary we failed to o‘pmvide, not y what comrade Lenin
described as a plan retreat, but even a line of retreat. In
m to the Russian Revolution I think that the circumstance
has belied all the Thermidor prophesies about Soviet
ollowing.—In Russia there was a centralized
and selfsacrificing Workers’ Party in the of

liscinii
the sian Communist Party. The absence of such a Party
or of anything approaching it in H ry was the cause of the
inevitable ﬁpse of the Proletarian Revolution, notwithstanding

all| the sacrifices and enthusiasm of the Hungarian Proletaria
J!oorer .« Apart from military defeat at the front,
the downiall of the Revolution was accelerated by the vacillating
- influence of the Social Democracy-upon the Hunparian Worki
Class. The Russian Proletariat its glorous Red Armytg
that time and aferwards, sustained a number of defeats on fhe
various coumter-revolutionary fronts. There were maments in
Russia, when in the midst of great dangers, the Russian Worki
Class began to waver. There were times when the state of mi
of a section of the working dlass was, if not positively, at least
passively counter-revolutionary. There were fimes when the

wavering, starving and tired working dass gave to the super-
ficial observer icient reason for prophesying a Thcnm'dorpuf;)

Soviet Russia. It is enough fo recall the period of the Kron-
stadt mutiny. Vet all the effects of these waverings of a part of
the working class were neutralized. We in Hungary did not
have the benefit of 2 mature Communist Party, and 1 am safe in
saying that at the time we could not have a Party. We had
no mature Communist Party that could dling to helm of
State at the most critical moments, in spite of the wavering of
the working class, in spite of the passive and at times even
hostile aftitude of part of the working class. In Hungary in-
fluence was brought to bear upon the masses of the proletariat,
by the fusion between the class conscious active and determined
minority and the social democracy, which led the masses
totheronmoipower. On the other hand in Russia there has
been and is now a Comumunist with years of fighting
experience, whose influence in the cnitical momeuts of the
Russian Revolution was enormous.

Comrades, this p w.ose
class character stands out in prominent relief durin last
five ol revolution has me the of Russian

The German Social Democratic at- the Goerlitz

erence fimally discarded its class mask, aring itsell the
“Volkspartei » mle‘s Party) instead of the greatest class party
in the world, ich it was as the German Social-Democra‘ic

Party. It is now really the party of the bourgeoisie and as
such it has become servant of the bi bwgf.ﬁ;e of Ger-
As against this, the Russian Commmunist Party, having

strictly maintained its class character during the entire pmufﬁ
of the Dicta ip has truly become the party of all the ‘uling
elements of the Russian people. This will not be believed 0
Social Democatric circles, and ihere are even communists who
doubt it. But I will quote just one instance whick will suffice (o
show that the Russian Communist Party is really the Party of
the Rusian and that every communist is, so to s the
spokesman of toiling elements of the Russian people. Lzsi
ear we had a mdeanmg of the Russian Party of elements
at were umndes: This cleaning was oconducied at public
hv‘;mta's, ilz: esence of the entire
ory workers. Every pon- worker

and every non-party peasantrzad the ani o ggte{t to any
in the Communist Party, and the non-parfy
_tsmadeiu!lmeoi!iisright To be a

—let me repeat it once more, is to be the
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maintained its proletarian character throughout the five years
of the Revolu'ion.

This is the real reason ot the wonderful development of
the Party. It rests naturally in its revolutionary policy and in
its wonderful, flexible tactics. Nevertheless, we must ask whence
did the Parly obfain such a policy and such an influence over
the working aclss. What is it that enabled the Russian Party
not only fo gain & majority at the time of the October Revolution,
but to retain it throughout the vicissitudes of the Revolution.
The secret lies first of all in the close organization of the Part{.
No other Party, bourgeois or proletarian, had such a carefully
picked aud strongly welded nucleus, or to use a favourite military
metaphor of Comrade Bukharin, a uniform ideologioal general
staff, as has the Russian Party.

This Party, this General Staff, this nucleus, this funda-
mental group was built up during the long years of struggle.
During these struggles the opportunist elements were swe.ﬂte out
of the Party, not only mechanically, but also by deliberate
elimination. ~ All elements_ihat were unsuitable to the close circle
of fighters were weeded out of the ranks. On the other hand,
the Russian Communist Party in the course of its struggles not
only developed its nucleus, but also brought new elements into
the movement which became welded to the nucleus. It has
become a party really capable of organizing and leading the
masses, not hangers on, not intellectuals who refuse to submit
1o party discipline, but real workers, the majority of the working
class. The characteristic feature of the five years of the Russian
Revolution was that all the Menshevik and Social-Revoluiionary
elements who were really faithful to the workers and to the
working class were gradually absorbed by the Russian Com-
munist Party. There was nothing left in the Menshevist and
Sncial Revolutionary Parties than a few intellectual scribes who
had nothing whalever to do with the labor movement, who
were, so to speak guests, and not leaders of the working class.
The influence of the Communist Party over the large working
class masses, with the State under Communist coutrol, is naturally
exercised not only by means of propaganda, but also by the
authority of the State and of the administration.

In this way, comrades, wherever workgrs go, whereyer
workers are occupied, you can meet a Bolshevik, a Communist.
The Soviet institutions, the Soviet administration offices may be
as faulty as Comrade Lenin yesterday said they were, never-
theless, thanks to the Communist Party, they have become a kind
of proletarian democracies. The Soviet organs through the
Cunununist Party, have become the organs of proletarian demo-
cracy, and not vice versa. A comparison with the history of the
Hungarian Soviets will show this clearl* In Hung]axx we_have
had %oviels such Soviets as Gorter or the German Independents

would have them—but without Communist leadership. The

organs elected by the suffrage of the large masses of the prole-.

fariat did not really become the organs of the working class.
They were not the expression of the will of the proletariat. Here
in Russia where the Mensheviks demanded free eleclion o the
Soviets, where all reformist elements from Martov to Miliukov
urited for free Soviet elections against the Bolshevik Dictatorship,
the Soviet organs are much more the organs of the prolefarian
democracy than the freely elected ones of Hungary which were
not led by Commmunists.

In Hungary there was no united Communist leadership of
the Soviets and the Trade Unions. The Trade Unions claimed
the leadership of the State because they were much more prole-
tarian than the Soviets which contained non-proletarian elements.
It was a struggle between the Soviets and the Trade Unions, and
the Trade Unions could claim with right that they represented to
a greater extent than the Soviets the opinions of the large masses
nd the class character of the proletariat. There resulted a con-
Mict between the reformistic, social-democratic Trade Uuion
leaders and the Soviets. The workers went more willinglﬁ' into
the Trade Unions which were led by Labor leaders even though
reformists, than imo the Soviets, where no Conununist leadership
existed. In Russia, with the help of the Communist Party, the
Soviets became a real popular institution, an organ of proletarian
democracy. In Hungary we could not acheve this because
there was no Communist leadership. But how is it possible
to achieve united action in such a large country with so many
State organs, with so many labor organizations? How is
it possible, in a country where there are single portions much
larger than France, Germany and England together a unified
Party leadership which could be felt even in the smallest village?

How is centralization at all possible in such a country as
Russia? I would like to answer this question by a comparison.
In Germany, the social-democracy, having attained power, was
practically dissolved as a parly organization. The governmental
organs influenced ftlie social-democracy much more than the
latter influenced the government. The deciding factor .in the

social-democracy is the governmental social-democratic 1,
racy which originated from the old Party bureaucracy.
lusg the opﬂosne in Russia. The Russian Party always .
o it that the leading elementd of the Party should i, "
the Soviet organs, and not vice versa. To bring this “\Uw
something was required from the Communist Party which P
still not understood Ly many sons otherwise well acqu‘mnel;
with the Russian movement. This is what\J said yester.y o,
one of the comrades of our Party: Russia is not'a [y,
sergeant, and we are not recruits. Moscow represents (. best
leadership of the world revolution. Those who do not undersiyg
the sigmlicance of centralized discipline as the expericiie of
the Russian Revolution created it, are not good recru of
Communism or of the Communist l-"arty. The %eadership ol the
whole State apparatus by the Communist Party in a cuuntry
as vast as Russia is a most difficult task. The history v 1y,
last five years shows thatdfie forces of the Parfy arc 1, pe
totally regrouped to meet the new task which the Revolutivu py
before the Party. Such a weapon as the new economic Pulicy
could not possibly be applied without a strict discipline w
Communist Party. 1t was only by a radical regrouping ui the
forces of our Party that we were able to carry out this poliy
without any great crisis in our Parg’. '

How can we explain this discipline? Of course, there
is the story that old time Bolsheviks were an organizatioy
conspirators under the leadership of Comrade Lenin. | i
sorry to say that I was not a party to such conspiracy, aid do
not know what sort of conspirators they  were
I know however, that these conspiraiors have beoome
the best leaders of the masses. Why? Because duriny ths
conspiring period of the Russian Revolution, a strict disciplie
was created and the members of the Party were trained i 1his
discipline. Naturall{ this discipline comes not only from the
masses but mainly irom the leaders, and it requires therciore
a great confidence in the leaders. is leadership is really the
heart of the Russian Communist Party, the authoritative bolv
of the whole Communist movement. It may be that the mcmbers
of the Communist Party have not always understood what was
oing on, especially in the matter of the new economic pulicy.

ut the masses have such confidence in their leaders thai cven
when they do not understand at once the purpose of sume
olitical measure, they are confident that the leaders will ot
gail to make it clear to“them. Allow me to quote these few
words from the Austrian poet Anzengruber: “Thou shalt )iuiur
thy father and thy mother, but they must be worthy of it." lhe
leaders of the Russian Revelution have gained the coufidence
of the masses and of the Communist Party because they hae
been worthy of it. )

The iron discipline of the Russian Communist Party was
what made it possible to carry on their elastic policy.
intend to say why this policy is elastic. The cause and suurce
of the elasticity is well known to all. There is no body in the
world where Marxism has been so comgletely incorporated as
in the Communist Pzirt{1 of Russia; but the best Maryian
analysis remains only an historical document when there is 1o
organization sufficiently elagtic o act in accordance with this
analysis. Without a strict discipline, without well organized
cadres the accomplishment of guch a policy would be impossible.
At the present time, in the ‘sixth year of the revolution, the
Communist Party of Russia is being faced with its greatest
problem since the beginning of the Revolution. It is, how 10
apply the conomic policy under the l'eadershxﬁ of a_ working
clgiss political party so that the realization of this policy might
not bring into the party certain petty bourgeois elements The
Communist Party of Russia has stood the test thanks (v 1ls
discipline, and its elastic organization. Centralization and
centralised. discipline are the greatest lessons which we have
been able to learn in the Russian Communist Party. Some of
the best theses of the Comintern, it seems to me, are tho of
the Second Congress on the role of the Communist Part.
the proletarian revelution. These theses have had the -ume
effect, on a less intense scale, than the Communist Pagr. ©
Russia has had in the Russian Revolution. The activity of the
Communist Party of Russia should be a subject of study for
every leader and organizer of the Western parties so that they
may-make critical use of the Russian experience in the WN}'”(;
situation and prepare their parties for the conquest i
mantainance of power. The application of this expericuce 18
not the least problem of the International Revolution, "

Comracﬁl;, 1 am far from being an adherent of the frec i
doctrine, but I believe that for a realization of the prospects v as
world revolution, the subjective factor of a Communist ri\'l“.:.‘:e
one of the most imporiant. We cannot determine the ONWI'-t
factors, at most we can influence them through the Comnmm;t
Party. Nevertheless, 1 believe that if we had had Cm}l!]_““?(‘m
Parties like the Russian in 1919, at the time of the den.‘obxh/‘m'er
crisis, we would have beem able not only to seize pow:

\

Ureaye.
It is

/
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{ also to hold it. The im| ce of the Communist Party as a
:uxbiedi"e factor remains the same even in this ﬁaer_xod com-
ative apathy. The question before us is: considering the &ro-
is for a world revolution, how can we build ug such Com-
;,unis! Parties which in Western circumstances, perhaps through
different means, can gradually win over the majority of the
roletariat, before the revolution and after the revolution? 1Is it
ssible to create such Communist Parties? 1 believe so. I have
Efen working within the Communist Party of Russia,
ad | can say that the masses of its membership do not
siand on a hioher intellectual level than the German’proletariat.
{might even say that the masses of the German prolefariat stand
pigher in culture than those of the Russian Communist Party.
Of course, behind the Ruséian proletariat are five long years of
experience in revolution; it is this experience which has made
ssible the elastic policy of the ~ .sian” Party.

But such elasticity is possible in all Parties. 1 believe that
fhe main problem in building up such subiective factors of the
world revolution is the creation of basic revolutionary cadres.
] beiieve that if we are able to form these cadres, these vanguard
troops, we will be able to lead the Western proletariat to the con-

uest of power, and refain this power after we have gained it.
hat 15 why this is one of our chief tasks, and the lessons which
the Russian Communist Party has given us from five years of
exnerivnce in the Russiuz Revolution are most important.

To the Working Men and Women
(of the Red Army) of Red Petrograd.

Ihe IV. Congress of the Communist International, on its
opening day, the anmiversary of the October Revolution, sends
greetiiys to the heroic proletariat of Red Petrograd.

In February and March 1917 the working men and women
of Petrograd, fraternally supported by the soldiers of the city
arrison, boldly assaulted and overthrew the hated Tsarist regime
frmn ‘s bloody pedestal, and formed those workers’ and soldiers’
councils which were destined to become the foundation stones

of thai organization which was able to speedily carry out- the
rewolution and fo begin an era of construction of a proletarian
slate.

During the memorable Oclober days of 1917 the proletariat
of Perrograd took an emormous siride forward, and commenced a
wew epoch in the history of the world.

I'he example of the immortal Paris Commune of 1871 was
followed by the workers of Petrograd, the yoke of the bourgeoisie
was shaken off, the dictatorship of the proletariat proclaimed, and
the era of social revolution thus unfolded not only in Russia,
but all over the world. During the years of imernal and external
strugules which then began, the proletariat of Petrograd has
always stood in the front ranks, has sent its sons to every front,
and has sacrificed its blood and its work to the uttermost.

I'he example of the Petrograd proletariat has been the means
of spreading enthusiasm among the working population of the
‘whole of Russia, and to-day, after five years, the Russian workers
an congratulate themselves on their complete victory over inner
and outer enemies alike.

. lo-day, now that the peacefid work of reconstruction is
beginuing, “the Pelrograd proletariat fakes its place
of honor in the front ranks of labor. It is thanks to
Is excrtions that the wounds of Petrograd are beginning to heal,
and that the city is regaining its position as an industrial and
proleiarian centre.

Creat are the benefits accruing not only to the Russia of
the workers and peasants, but also to the whole world prole-
lariai, through the work accomplished by Red Petrograd. If
Sovier Russia has become the backbone of the International Labor
Movement, ifs hope and support, if the Russian Revolution has
red 1he enthusiasm of all workers, and has mightily furthered
¢ infernational struggle for social revolution, thanks are due
sbove all to Red Petrograd. The example of inexhaustible
beroism, given by the workers of Petrograd, has inspired the
rv_l(}_rkg[-s of the whole world, encouraging them to fight on un-
‘1‘”"‘;1»{ for their final emancipation and for the creation of a
ration of Soviet republics which shall embrace the whole globe.
, The world proletariat therefore regards Red Petrograd
18 one of itg str t ramparts, and therefore the hearts of all
qukcrs beat in full sympathy and love for the working popu-

ion of the Northern Commune.

" h' is for this reason that to-day, on the fifth anniversary of
be‘,&_’wrlous October Revolution, on the day of the solemn
Pering of the IV. CongreB of the Communis International, the
wrst thoughts  of the delegates of this World Congress of the
World’s workers naturally furn fo Red within whose

hospitable walls we celebrate this great festival of the world
proletariat. y

- Eternal glory to the heroic proletariat of Red Petro-

Long live the rad workers — these pioneers of

social revolution, this shining example for the proletariat of the
whole world.

(4

The IV. Congress of the Communist
Iniernational to the Red Army and
1he Red Fleet of the RSFSR.

“The 4. World Congress of the Communist International,
athered together in the capital city of {he Workers’ and Peasanls'
equlxc' of Russia, sends its greefings and heartfelt thanks to the

heroic fighters of the Red Army and the Red Fleel. Soviet
Russia is the sole state on the surface of the globe where the re-

resentatives of the revolutionary workers of the whole world can

reely discuss and resolve upon the questions of organization for
the strngh of toiling humanity for emancipation from the yoke
of capital. Thanks are due solely to the victories of the Red
Army, and {o its powerful protection, for the possibility of con-
vening the delegates of the workers {o their world congress for
~the fourth fime.

You fighters of the Red Army and of the Red Fleet! You

must know that the revolutionary workers of all countries feel the

y oi{our victories with you, and have suffered with you in de-
eat. The class conscious workers of all couniries appreciafe that
you do not fight for your Russian cause alone, but fox the common
cause of the workers of the whole world. At the former con-
gresses we already spoke of you with one voice as the champions
of the Communist International, the herces of the common
struggle of collective humanity.

Fighters of the Red Army and the Red Fleet! During the

Kast years of fighting, the revolutionary workers of all countries
ave unfortunately been too weak to hasten to your aid in the last
decisive batle. Hence it has been so difficult for you to carry
on the struggle against { nited forces of world capital. But
the Communists of all countries have not lost a single day, have
been working zealously the whole time towards the enlighfenment
and unity of the masses, and towards their preparation for the
overthrow of capital. The present 4. Congress is also devotin
the whole of its work to this most important task of the worlﬁ
proletariat.

The 4. World Congress.of the Communist International
congratulates gou, heroic fighlers of the Red Army and Red Fleet,
on your last brilliant victory in the Far East, but must howeyer
warn you that the day of final peace and general disarmament, the
age in which wars will be no more, has not by any means arrived,
and will not arrive so long as the power is still in the hards of
capifal in the majority of states, and so long as the capitalists
utilize the armies for their own rapacious ends, and send millions
of workers and peasants to their death in the interests of capital.
So lang as this 1s so, wars will not cease, and all peoples, includ-
ing the peoples of the Soviet republics, will be threatened by the
horrors of war.

Be on your guard, heroes of the Red Army and Red Fleet.
The danger is not yet past. The 4. World Congress joyfully con-
grafulates the Soviet Republics on their exertions towards the
rebirth of the Red Fleei, which is to be brought into a state of
complete readiness o fight in the defence of the revolution. Long
live the Red Army and the Red Fleet!

To the Proletariat of England,
Belgium, Italy and Czecho-Slovakia.

Comrades!

The forced ce of Versailles has been pressing heavily
on us and on you for years. The Geérman workers are perishin
on their starvation wages and the high prices. You are afflict
with mass unemployment, high prices, and reaction.

Up to the present time the reparations tﬁaid by Germany
consist in extracting the last pfennigs from the pockets of the
German workers, and placing them in the p
capitalists.

During the last half year the impoverishment of the work-
ing class in Germany has made gigantic strides. We have not
even bread, potatoes, or coal; our children and infants have no
milk, sugar, nor clothing. Mass unemployment also stands at
our door. . \

ets of your
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The working class has taken up the fight against this im-
poverishment, all over the couniry, by means of the Shop Ste-
wards Movement. We demand the security of our daily existence,
we demand that all burdens should be removed from the shoulders
of the propertyless, and be placed on the shoulders of the bour-
geoisie. \8: Jemand as our fighting organ a Workers’ Govern-
ment in Germany, supported by the shop stewards.

We are aware of your struggles and sufferings. We know
that the failure of the reformists enables reaction to triumph
over the corpses of workers in Maly at the present time.

We know of the brutal actions of the Czecho-Slovakian em-
Floyers against the unemployed, of their efforts to banish tkm
rom the country.

We know of the mighty mass strikes in France, of the
%rowing enlightenment of the masses of French workers, by which

oincaré¢’s dominance is being more and more undermined.

We welcome the election victory of the Labor Party in
England, and hope that the English workers will compe} their
lea to fully and ruthlessly utilize this victory in the interests
of the Engligh, and the inf;mational proletariat, against the
English bourfeoisie and English imperialism.

We know that the position of the working class throughout
gmdt‘nl and Western Europe is becoming worse from day,
y.

—_

It is high time, comrades, that we all united {ake
the fight against our own and against the inferuayion
bourgeoisie. )

The victorious Russian Revolution, the revolutio,
of the Turkish peasant masses, these ehow to us all thyy ih
rapacious peace ireaties, which are in reality a continuaiio, 0?
the world war, and which entail fresh wars, can only be
away with by international solidarity, by the masses of Morkvne
fightin@/together. "

e have un the fight against the German bouryeoigi
against the will of our bourgeois leaders, and shall contipye it
until we win the victory—cost what it may.

We expect from you, working brothers and sisterg of
England, France, Haly, Relgium, and Czecho-Slovakia, that yy
also take up the fight, as we are doinﬁé for the securuy of
{our living wage, the strqule against the burden of taxatjy,
he struggle for the control of production, and that you prepa
the wa{)oor the rule of the working class in your countrs.
Srvral wn with the imperialist peace treaties of Versailleg g

vres

Down with the rule of the bourgeoisie and reacton j
Western Eurape! .
Long live the victorious Russian Revolution!
Long live the victorv of the Western European proletariat,
which will complete the Russian Revolution.
The Shop Stewards’ Congress of Germany.
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Report of the Executive Committee
of t_he Communist International

' (Comrade Zinoviev)

Zinoviev: Comrades, first of all 1 must report on the
clivilf of our Executive durmg the period intervening between
the 111. and the 1V. Congresses, and then discuss the future activity
pf the Communist International. Accordingly, 1 shall divide my
report ‘o two parts between which we- may have an internal
if necessary.,

| have embodied the facts and figures concerning the
activity of the Executive during the past 15 months in an article
which has appeared in severa% languages. Therefore 1 will not
refer again {o these matters.

We have two questions to consider: firstly, whether our
Executive has carried out the decisions of the I[I. Congress in
the right way, and secondly whether these decisions themselves
were correct. This is all the more necessary since much material
has accumulated during the 15 months, which we had not at
our disposal before.

Let us now consider the situation at the end of the

1. (unfress, which was a determining factor in our entire
policy. Immediately after the IIl. Congress, it became evident
at world capitalism had begun a well organized and syste-
natic offensive against the working class throughout the world.
he working class was, sot o speak, beating a retreat. A large
pumber of very important strikes on a large scale ook place
froughout the world during the last 15 months of our activity.
N examining somewhat closelv the results of these strikes, we
must admit that the majority of them ended in the defeat of the
Workers, These strikes were in the nature of a capitalist offensive.
he economic Organizations of the working class have become
85 numerous. There were in 1020, 25,000,000 members in the
de unions. In 1922 the trade unions had only 18,000,000
members, and I am not quite sure if even this figure is not
“aggerated. This fact alone shows us the difficult position of

working class during the period covered by this report.

ok I'he position of Soviet Russia during this period must be
€ into account. I need not remind you, that immediately after

w:gc?n‘c{uslpn of the I1. Con, ress that famine on a large scale
he I‘;un[nmg i Russ_na. This was not quite evident during
& st l(l‘ougress, but immediately after its conclusion we had
m‘l*"QS the workers of the whole world on behalf of the
7 R“f_t‘ of the Communist International asking support for
!norml,lwan roletariat during the famine year. This fact had
" s political consequences. You are aware that we have

Rusgj;;“u{sec'l of usmF the International as a weapon of the
I Soviet Republic. There are even some ‘ friends” who

¢ Wis assertion. It is of course seli-evident that there is

and (fyers h , :
' there ought and must be an interaction between the first

profetarian republic and the Commuinist Party which is fighting
against the bourgeoisie. From our communist viewpoint it is
perfectly clear that the Communist International is of the great-
est importance for Soviet Russia. and vice versa. It is utterly
ridiculous to ask who 18 the exploited, who the subject and who
the object. The Republic and the International are as the foun
dation and the roof of a building, they belong together.

The situation with which we were faced during the las!
year, was taken advantage of by our opponents, in order to fight
against the idea of the proletarian dictatorship in general. The
entire 11. International endeavoured to use the Russian famine
for a campaign against the Communist International.

A special feature of their campaign was the assertion that
the Communist International was only a weapon of the Soviet
Republic, .

The Russian Soviet Republic 1s such a great mternational
factor, that no one can possibly ignore it. It 1s only a questica
on which side of the barricade one takes up his position. lLet ni¢
give you as an illustration from the recent events the letter oi

lynes, the leader of the British Labor Party. I believe 1hat
most of you have read that letter. Mr. Clynes, one oi
the best known leaders of recent years, has addressed.
a letter to the Soviet Republic which has now been published.
In this letter Clynes proposes that the Soviet Republic should
endorse as soon as possible the agreement with Mr. Urquhar
(which you all know) in order that the Labor Party should
have a better chance of success at the coming general electici.
Mr. Clynes assured us that he was speaking not for himseif
alone but on behalf of all his colleagues. Though Great Britain
is a big capitalist imperialist power, nevertheless the general
election in that country is closely connected with the situation oi
Soviet Russia. The Labor Party, one of the important Parties
or rather the most important Party in the II. International,
cannot ignore this situation in Russia and must take sides, but
on whose behalf, on which barricade? The answer is—on the
side of Mr. Urquhart, on the side of the bourgeoisie. Therefore,
we think that when the Il. International is accusing the III. li
ternational of being nothing but an appendix and a weapon o,
Soviet Russia we can justly say that neither can the IL Intc

national brush aside the Russian Soviet Republic, but must tas
it into account. The only difference is that the Il. Internationat
is endeavouring to make use of the proletarian Soviet Repul"

for the benefit of the bourgeoisie and not for that of 1. -
proletariat.

As | said before, the famine in Sovief Russia served v
the 11 and 2% lnternationals as a starting point for an energct.c
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