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I

THE SOVIET UNION AND INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS

Com rades, fiv e yea rs h ave ela psed sin ce the Sev enteenth Party
Congress. No small p eriod, as y ou see. During this p eriod the world has
undergone considerable changes. States and countries, and their mutual
r elations, are now in many r espects totally altered.

What changes exactly have taken p lace in the international
situa tio n in this p eriod ? In what way exa ctly have the foreign and
internal a ff a irs of ou r co u n tr y changed ?

For the ' capitalist countries this p eriod was one of very profound
perturbations in ' both the econ om ic and political spheres. In the
econom ic sp her e these w ere yea r s of depression, followed, from the
b eginning of the latter half of 1937, by a p eriod of n ew econ om ic
cr is is , of a n ew d ecline of industry in the United States , Great Britain
a n d France; consequently , these w ere y ears of n ew econ om ic com
p licatio ns. In the political sphere they w ere years of ser ious political .
co n flicts and p erturbations. A n ew imperialist war is a lrea dy in its
se co n d year, a war w a ged over a huge territory s tretch in g from
Sha nghai to Gibraltar and involving ov er fiv e hundred million people.
The m ap of Europe, Africa and Asia is being forcibly r e-drawn. The
en tire post-war system, the so-called regime of peace, has b een sh ak en
to its foundations.

For the Soviet Union, on the contrary, these w ere years of
growth and prosperity, of further economic and cultural progress,
of further development of political and military might, of str u ggle
for 'th e preservation of p eace throughout th e world.

Such is the general picture.
L et us now examine the concrete data illustrating the changes

in the international situa t ion.
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1. New Economic Crisis in the Capitalist Countries. '
Intensification of the Struggle for lUarkets and Sources
of Raw Material, and for a New Redivision of the World

The economic crisis which broke out in the capitalist countries
in the latter half of 1929 lasted until the end of 1933. After that the
crisis passed into a depression, and was then followed by a certain
revival, a certain upward trend of industry. But this upward trend of
industry did not develop into a boom, as is usually the case in a
period of revival. On the contrary, in the latter half of 1937 a new
economic crisis began which seized the United States first of all and
then England, France and a number of other countries.

The capitalist countries thus found themselves faced with a new
economic crisis before they had even recovered from the ravages of
the recent one.

This circumstance naturally led to an increase of unemployment.
The number of unemployed in capitalist countries, wb ich had fallen
from thirty million in 1933 to,fourteen million in 1937, has now again
risen to eighteen million as a result of the new economic crisis.

A distinguishing feature of the new crisis is that it differs in many
respects f'rorn the preceding one, and, moreover, differs for the worse
and not for the better. .

Firstly, the new crisis did not begin after an industrial boom, as
was the case in 1929, but after a depression and a certain revival,
which, however, did not develop into a boom. This means that the
present crisis will be more severe and more difficult to cope with than
the previous crisis.

Further, the present crisis has broken out not in time of peace, but
at a time when a second imperialist war has already begun; at a time
when Japan, already in the second year of her war with China, is
disorganizing the immense Chinese market and rendering it almost
inaccessible to the goods of other countries; when Italy and Germany
have already placed their national economy on a war footing, squan
dering their reserves of raw material and foreign currency for this pur
pose; and when all the other big capitalist powers are beginning to
reorganize themselves on a war footing. This means that capitalism
will have far less resources at its disposal for a normal way out of the
present crisis than during the preceding crisis. ,

Lastly, a s distinct from the preceding crisis, the' present crisis
is not a general one, but as yet involves chiefly the economically
powerful countries which have not yet placed themselves on a war
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economy basis. As regards the aggressive co untries, such as Japan,
Germany and Italy, who have already reorganized their economy
on a war footing, they, b ecause of the intens e dev elopment of their
war industry, are not yet experiencing a crisis .of overproduction, al
though they are approaching it. This m eans that by the time the
econ om ica lly powerful, non-aggressive countries begin to emerge from
the phase of crisis the a ggressive co u n tr ies, h aving exh austed their
r eserves of gold and raw material in the course of the war fev er, are
bound to en te r a phase of very seve re crisis.

T his is clearly illustrated, for exam ple, by the figures for the
visible gold r eserves of the capitalist countries.

Visible Gold Reserves of the Capitalist
Countries

(In millions of former gold dollars)

End of September
1936 1938

12,980 14, 301
6,649 8 , 126
2,029 2 ,396
1 ,769 1,435

289 595
373 318
387 407

16 17
123 124
273 97

Total . . .
U.S.A.. ..
Great Britain
France
Holland . .
Belgium . .
Switzerland
Germany
Italy . .
J apan

This table shows that the combined gold reserves of Germany,
Italy and Japan are less than the reserves of Switzerland alone.

H ere are a few figures illustrating the state of crisi s of industry
in the capitalist countries during the past five years and the trend
of industrial progress in the U.S.S.R.

Volume of Indust rial Output Compared with 1929
(1929 =100)

1934 1935 1936 1937 1938

.S.A. 66.4 75.6 88.1 92.2 72.0
reat Britain 98.8 105.8 115.9 123.7 112.0
rance 71.0 67.4 79.3 82.8 70.0

taly 80.0 93.8 87.5 99.6 96.0
erm any 79.8 94.0 106.3 117.2 125.0
apan 128.7 141.8 151.1 170.8 165.0
.S.S.R 238.3 293.4 382.3 424.0 477.0

U
G
F
I
G
J
U
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This table shows that the Soviet Union is the only country in the
world where crises are unknown and where industry is continuously
on the upgrade.

This table also shows that a serious economic crisis has already
begun and is developing in the United States, Great Britain and
France.

Further, this table shows that in Italy and Japan, who placed
their national economy on a war footing earlier than Germany, the
downward course of industry already began in 1938.

Lastly, this table shows that in Germany, who reorganized her
economy on a war footing later than Italy ' an d Japan, industry is
still experiencing a certain upward trend-although a small one, it
is true-corresponding to that which took place in Japan and Italy
until recently.

There can be no doubt that unless' something unforeseen occurs,
German industry must enter the same downward path as
Japan and Italy have already taken. For what does placing the econ
omy of a country on a war footing mean? It means -giving industry
a one-sided, war direction; developing to the utmost the production
of goods necessary for war and not for consumption by the popula
tion; restricting to the utmost the production and, especially, the
sale of articles of general consumption-and"consequently, reducing
consumption by the population and confronting the country with
an economic crisis.

Such is the concrete picture of the trend of the new economic
crisis in the capitalist countries.

Naturally, such an unfavourable turn of economic affairs could
not but aggravate relations between the powers. The preceding crisis
had already mixed the cards and intensified the struggle for markets
and sources of raw 'm a teria ls. The seizure of Manchuria and North
China by Japan, the seizure of Abyssinia by Italy-all this r eflected
the acuteness of the struggle among the powers. The new economic
crisis must lead, and is actually leading, to a further sharpening of
the imperialist struggle. It is no longer a question of competition in
the markets, of .a commercial .war, of dumping. These m ethods of
struggle have long been recognized as inadequate. It is now a ques
tion of a new redivision of the world, of spheres of influence and
colonies, by military action.

Japan tried to justify her aggressive actions by the argument
that she had been cheated when the Nine-Power Pact was concluded
and had not been allowed to extend her territory at the expense of ,
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China, whereas Britain and France possess enormous colonies. Italy
recalled that she had been cheated during the division of the spoils
after the first imperialist war and th a t she must recompense h erself
at the expense of the spheres of influence of Britain and France.
Germany, who had suffered severely as a r esult of the first im p eri a li st
war and the Peace of Versailles, joined forces with Japan and Italy,
and d emanded an extension of her territory in Europe and the return
of the colonies of which the victors in the first imperialist war had
deprived her.

Thus the bloc of three aggressor states came to be formed.
A new redivision of the world by m eans of war b ecame imminent.

2 . Aggr avation of the In te r n at ion al P olit ical Situation.
Collapse of the P ost-War System of Peace T r eat ies.

Beg in n in g o f a New Jmpe r-iafiat W ar

H ere is a list of the most important events during the period
under review which mark the beginning of the n ew imperialist war.
In 1935 Italy attacked and seized Abyssinia. In the summer of 1936
Germany and Italy organized military intervention in Spain, Germany
entrenching h erself in the north of Spain and in Spanish Morocco,
and Italy in the south of Spain and in the Balearic Islands. Having
seiz ed Manchuria, Japan in 1937 invaded North and Central China,
occupied P eking, Tientsin and Shanghai and began to oust h er
foreign competitors from the occupied zone. In the b eginning of
1938 Germany seized Austria,and in the autumn of 1938 .the Sudeten
region of Czechoslovakia. At the end of 1938 Japan seized Canton,
and at the b eginning of 1939 the Island of Hainan.

Thus the war, which has stolen so imperceptibly upon the nations,
h as drawn ov er fiv e hundred mrllion people into its orbit and has
extended its sphere of action over a vast territory, stretching from
Tientsin, Shangh a i and Canton, through Abyssinia, to Gibraltar.

After the first imperialist war the victor states, primarily Britain,
France and the United States, had set up a new r egime in the r elations
between countries , the post-war regime of peace. The m ain props .
of this r egime were the Nine-Power Pact in the Far East, and the
Versailles Treaty and a number of other treaties in Europe. The
League of Nations was set up to regulate relations b etween countries
within the framework of this regime, on the basis of a united front
of states, ofcoUective defence of the security of states. However, three



a ggressi ve states, a n d the n ew imperialist war launched by them,
h a ve upset the entir e system of this post-war p eace regime. Japan
tore up the Nin e -Power Pact, and Germany and Italy the Versailles
Treaty. I n order to h a ve their hands free , these three states withdrew
from the League of Nat io ns.

The n ew imperialist w ar b ecame a fact.
It is n ot so ea sy in ou r d a y to su d den ly break loose and plunge

straight into war with out r egard for treaties of a ny kind or for public
op in ion . B ourgeoi s p olitici a n s know this very w ell. So do the f a scist
ruler s . That is why the fascis t rulers deci ded , b efore plung
ing into war, to f rame public op in ion to su it their en d s , that is, to
mislead it, to deceive it. .

A military bloc of Ge.r m any a n d Italy against the interests of
Engl and and France in E u rope? Bless u s , d o y ou call that a bloc!
" We" have n o military bloc . All " we" h ave is a n innocuous " Ber li n 
R ome a xi s"; that is, just a geometr ical e quation ' for an a x is .
(L auglzter .)

A military bloc of Ge rmany, Italy and Japan a gainst the interests
of the United States , Great Britain and France in the Far E ast?
Nothing of the kind! " We" h ave no military bloc. All " w e" have
is a n innocuous " Ber-li n -Rome-T oky o triangle" ; that is, a s tigh t p en
chant for ge ometry. (General laughter.)

A w ar against the inter ests o f England, F r ance, the Un i te d States ?
Nonsense! "We" are w a gi n g w ar on the Comintern, n ot on these
s tates. If you d on't believe it, read the "an ti-Comin tern p act" con- 
eluded between Italy, Germany a n d Japan.

T h a t is h ow Messie urs the aggressors thought of fram ing public
op inion, a lthough it was not h ard to see h ow p repos te rous this whole
clumsy game of camoufla ge w a s ; for it is ridiculous to look fo r
Comintern " hotbeds" in the d eserts o f Mongolia , in th e mountains
o f Abyssin ia, or in the w ilds of Span is h Morocco. (Lauglzte r .)

But w ar is in exora ble. It can not b e hidden u nder a ny gu ise. F or
no "axes," " triangles" or "anti- Co m in ter n p a cts" can hide the fact
that in this p eriod J apan h a s seized a va st s tretch of territory in
China , that Italy h a s seized Abyssin ia, that Germany has seized
Austria a n d the Sudeten r egion, that Germany a n d Italy together
h ave seized Spain-and all this in d efiance o f the interests of the
non-a ggressive sta tes . The w ar r emains a w ar ; the military bloc of
a ggressors r emains a military bloc; a n d the a ggressor s r emain ag
gressors.

It is a distinguishing feature of the n ew imperialist war that
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it h a s not yet b ecome universal, a world war. The w ar is b eing w a ged
b y aggressor sta tes, who in eve ry w ay infringe u pon the interests of
the n on-a ggressi ve states, p rima rily England, F rance an d the U.S.A.,
while the latter draw back a n d retreat, m aking concession after
concession. to the a ggressors.

Thus w e a re witnessing a n open rediv is ion of the world a n d
spheres of influence a t the expense of th e n on-a ggressi ve states, w ith 
ou t the lea st attem p t a t r esi stance, an d even w ith a certain a mou n t
of connivance, on the p art of the latter.

Incr edible, but true.
T o what a re we to a ttr ib u te this one-sided an d s trange char acter

of the n ew imperialist war?
H ow ,is it that the n ori- a ggressi ve co un tr ies, 'which possess su ch vast

opportunities, have so easily, and without any r esi st ance, aban doned
thei r positions an d their obligati ons to plea se th e aggressors?

Is it to b e attributed to the w eakness of the n on-a ggressiv e sta tes?
Of course not I Combined, the non-aggressive, d emocratic states are
unquestionably str on ger than the fascist sta tes, b oth econom ica ll y
and milita rily.

T o what then are w e to a ttr ibu te the systematic co ncessio ns made
b y these states to the aggressors?

It might b e a ttribu ted, for exam ple, to th e fear tha t a r evolution
.m igh t break out if the non-a ggr essive sta tes w ere to go to war
a n d th e war w ere to assu me w orld-wide proportion s. The ibou r geois
politicians know, of co urse, th at th e fir st im perialist world war led
to the vic tory of the revolution in one of th e la r gest coun tries. They
are afraid that the secon d imperi alist world war m a y a lso lead to the
vic tory of the r evolution in one or severa l countr ies.

But a t present this is not the so le or even the ch ief reason . The
chief r ea son is that the major ity of the n on-a ggressi ve co u n tr ies,
p articularly England and France, h ave reject ed the policy of col
lective security, t he policy of collective resis tance to th e aggressors,
and h a ve t aken up a p osition of n on-intervention, a p osition of
" neut rali ty. " .

F ormally spea k in g, the p olicy of non-intervention might b e
d efin ed as fo llows : "Let each country d efend itself from the aggres
SOl'S as it likes a n d as best it can. That is not our affair . W e sh a ll trade
both with the a ggressors and with their vi ctims. " But a ctually speak 
ing, the policy of non-intervention m eans co nniving a t a ggression,
giv ing free r eign to war, and, consequen tly, transformin g the w ar
into a w orld w ar. The policy of n on-intervention r eveals an eager -
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ness, a desire, not to hinder the aggressors in their nefarious work:
not to hinder Japan, say, from embroiling herself in a war with
China, or, better still, with the Soviet Union; not to hinder Germany,
say, from enmeshing herself in European affairs, from embroiling
herself in a war with the Soviet Union; to allow all the belligerents
to sink deeply into the mire of war, to encourage them surreptitiously
in this; to allow them to weaken and exhaust one another; and then,
when they have become weak enough, to appear on the scene with
fresh strength, to appear, of course, "in the interests of peace," and
to dictate conditions to the enfeebled belligerents.

Cheap and easy!
Take Japan, for instance. It is characteristic that before Japan

invaded North China all the influential French and British news
papers shouted about China's weakness and her inability to offer
resistance, and declared that Japan with her army could subjugate
China in two or three months. Then the European and American
politicians began to watch and wait. And then, when Japan started
military operations, they let her have Shanghai, the vital centre of
foreign capital in China; they let her have, Canton, a centre of
Britain's monopoly influence in South China ; they let her have
Hainan, and they allowed her to surround Hongkong. Does not this
look very much like encouraging the aggressor? It is as though '
they were saying: " Em broil yourself deeper in war; then we
sh'all see."

Or take Germany, for instance. They let her have Austria, despite
the undertaking to defend her independence; they let her have the
Sudeten region; they abandoned Czechoslovakia to her fate, thereby
violating all their obligations; and then they began to lie vociferously
in the pressabout "the weakness of the Russian army," "the demoral 
ization of the Russian air force," and "riots" in the Soviet Union,
egging the Germans on to march farther 'ea st, promising them easy
pickings, and prompting them: "Just start war on the Bolsheviks,
and everything will be all right." It must be admitted that this too
looks very much like egging on and encouraging the aggressor.

The hullabaloo raised by the British, French and American press
over the Soviet Ukraine is characteristic. The gentlemen of the press
there shouted until they were hoarse that the Germans were marching
on Soviet Ukraine, that they now had what is called the Carpathian
Ukraine, with a population of some seven hundred thousand, and that
not later than this spring the Germans would , annex the Soviet
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Ukraine; which has a population of over thirty million, to this so
called Carpathian Ukraine. It looks as if the object of this suspiciou s
hullabaloo w as to incense the Soviet Union against Germany, to poison
the atmosphere and to provoke a conflict with Germany without any
vi sibl e grounds.

It is quite possible, of course, that there are madmen in Germany
who dream of annexing the ele ph ant , that is, the Soviet Ukraine, to
the gn a t, n amely, the so-ca lled Carpathian Ukraine. If there r eally
are such lunatics in Germany, rest a ssured that w e sh all find enough
s traigh t -jackets fo r th em in our country. (Thunderous applause.)
B u t if we ignore the m a dm en and turn to normal p eople, is it not
clear ly absurd 'an d foolish to se r iously talk of an nexing the Soviet
Ukraine to this so -called Car path ian Ukraine ? Ima gine: The gn a t
comes to the elephan t an d says p erkily: ' "Ah, brother, how sorr y I
am for you . . . . H ere you are without a ny landlords, without any
capitalists, with n o national oppression, without any fascist bosses.
Is that a way to live? .. , As I look at you I can't help thinking
that there is no h ope for you unless you annex yourself to m e. . . .
('General lau ghter.) W ell , so be it: I allow you to annex you r tiny
do main to m y vast territories...." (General laughter and app lause.)

Even more characte ristic is the fact that certain European an d
American politicians an d 'p res sm en , h aving lost p atience waiting for
" the m arch on the Soviet Ukrain e," are themselves beginning to dis
close what is really behind the policy of non-intervention. They ar e
saying quite open ly, putting it down in black on white, that the Ger
ma ns have cruell y " disap poin ted" them, for instead of marching
fa r ther east, against the Soviet Union, they have turned, you see, to the
w est an d a re d emanding colonies. One might think that the di stricts
of Czechoslo vak ia w er e y ie lded to Germany as the price of an undertak
in g to launch war on the Sovie t Union, but that now the Germans are
refus ing to m eet thei r bills an d are sending them to Hades.

Far be it from m e t o m oralize on the policy of n on-intervention,
to ta lk of treason, treachery and so on. It would b e naive to preach
m oral s to p eopl e who r ecognize no human morality. Politics is
politics, a s the old , case-hardened bourgeois diplomats say. It must
be r emarked, however, that the bi g and dangerous political game
started by the su p p or ters of the policy of non-intervention may end
in a ser ious fia sco for them.

Such is the true face of the prevailing policy of non-intervention.
Such is the political si tua tion in the capitalist countries.
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3. The Soviet Union and the Capitalist Countries

The war has created a new situation with regard to the relations
between countries. It has enveloped them in an atmosphere of alarm
and uncertainty. By undermining the post-war ' peace regime and
overriding the elementary principles of international law, it has cast
doubt on the value of international treaties and obligations. Pacifism
and disarmament schemes are dead and buried. Feverish arming has
taken their place. Everybody is arming, small states and big states,
including primarily those which practise the policy of non-interven
tion: Nobody believes any longer , in the unctuous speeches which
claim that the Munich concessions to the aggressors and the Munich
agreement opened a n ew era of "appeasement." They are disbelieved
even by the signatories to the Munich agreement, Britain and France,
who are increasing their armaments no less than other countries.

Naturally, the U.S.S.R. could not ignore these ominous events.
There is no doubt that any war, however small, started by the ag
gressors in any remote corner of the world constitutes a danger to
IUhe peaceable countries. All the more serious then is the danger aris
ing from the new imperialist war, which has already drawn into its
orbit over five hundred million people in Asia, Africa and Europe.
In view of this, while our country is unswervingly pursuing a policy
of preserving peace, it is at the same time doing a great deal to in
crease the preparedness of our Red Army and our Red Navy.

At the same time, in order to strengthen its international position,
the Soviet Union decided to take certain other steps. At the end of

. 1934 our country joined the League of Nations, considering that
despite its weakness the League might nevertheless serve as a place
where aggressors can be exposed, and as a certain instrument of peace,
however feeble, that might hinder the outbreak of war. The Soviet
Union considers that in alarming times like these even so weak an
international .or gan iza tion as the League of Nations should not be
ignored. In May 1935 a treaty of. mutual assistance against possible
attack by aggressors was signed between France and the Soviet Union.
A similar treaty was simultaneously concluded with Czechoslovakia.
In March 1936 the Soviet Union concluded a treaty of mutual assist
ance with the Mongolian People's Republic. In August 1937 the Soviet
Union concluded a pact of non-aggression with the Chinese Republic.

It was in such difficult international conditions that the Soviet
Union pursued its foreign policy of upholding the cause of peace.

The foreign policy of the Soviet Union is clear and explicit.
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1. We stand for peace and the strengthening of business relations
with all countries. That is our position; and we shall adhere to this
position as long as these countries maintain like relations with the
Soviet Union, and as long as they make no attempt to trespass on the
interests of our country.

2. We stand for peaceful, close and friendly relations with all the .
neighbouring countries which have common frontiers with the
U.S.S.R. That is our position; and we shall adhere to this position as
long as these countries maintain like relations with the Soviet Union,
and as long as they make no attempt to trespass, directly or indirect
ly, on. the integrity and inviolability of the frontiers of the Soviet
state. .

3. We stand for the support ·of nations which are the victims of
aggression and are fighting for the independence of their country.

4. Weare not afraid of the threats of aggressors, and are ready
to deal two blows for every-blow delivered by instigators of war who
attempt to violate the Soviet borders.

Such is the foreign policy of the Soviet Union. (Loud and pro-
longed applause.)

In its foreign policy the Soviet Union . relies upon:
1. Its growing economic, political and cultural might;
2. The moral and political unity Jof our Soviet society;
3. TIle mutual friendship of ,th e nations of our country;
4. Its Red Army and Red Navy;
5. Its policy of peace;
6. The moral support of the working people of all countries, who

are vitally concerned in the preservation of peace;
7. The good sense of the countries which for one reason or an

other have no interest inthe violation of peace.

* * *
The tasks of the Party in the sphere of foreign policy are: '
1. To .con tin u e the policy of peace and of strengthening business

relations with all countries;
2. To be cautious and not allow our country to be drawn into con

flicts by warmongers who are , accustomed to have others pull the
chestnuts out of the fire for them;

3. To strengthen the might of our Red Army and Red Navy to
the utmost;

4. To strengthen the international bonds of friendship with the
working people of all countries, who are interested in peace and
friendship among nations.
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II

INTERNAL AFFAIRS OF THE SOVIET UNION

Let us now pass to the internal affairs of our country.
From the standpoint of its internal situation, the Soviet Union,

during the period under review, presented a picture of further pro
gress of its entire economic life, a rise in culture, and the strengthening
of the political might of the country.

In the sphere of economic development, we must regard the most
important result during the period under review to be the fact that
the reconstruction of industry and agriculture on the basis of a new,
modern technique has been completed. There are no more or hardly
any more old plants in our ' country, with their old technique, and
hardly any old peasant farms, with their antediluvian equipment. Our
industry and agriculture are now based on new, up-to-date technique..
It may be said without exaggeration that from the standpoint of the
technique of production, from the standpoint of the degree of saturation
of industry and agriculture with new machinery, our country is more
advanced than any other country, where the old machinery acts as a
fetter on production and hampers the introduction of modern technique.

In the sphere of the social and political development of the coun
try, we must regard the most important achievement during the period
under review to be the fact that the remnants of the exploiting classes
have been completely eliminated, that the workers, peasants and in
tellectuals have been welded into one common front of the working
people, that the moral and political unity of Soviet society has been
strengthened, that the friendship among the nations of our country
has become closer, and, as a result, that the political life of our country
has been completely democratized and a new Constitution created. No
one will dare deny that our Constitution is the most democratic in the
world, and that the results of the elections to the Supreme Soviet of
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the U.S.S.R., as well as to the Supreme Soviets of the Union Republics,
have been the most exemplary.

The result of all this is a completely stable internal situation and
a stability of government which any other government in the world
might envy.

Let us examine the concrete data illustrating the economic and
political situation of our country.

1. Further P r ogress o f In dustry and Agricultu re

a) Industry . During the period under review our industry presented
a picture of uninterrupted progress. This progress was reflected not
only in an increase of output generally, but, and primarily, in the
flourishing state of socialist industry; on the one hand, and the doom
of private industry, on the 'oth er .

Here is a table which illustrates this:

Industrial Progress of the U.S.S.R. in 1934-38

Per cent of previous
'"0
0.>....

year '"
e~?1933 1934 1935 1936 1937 1938

1934119351.193611937/1938
8~ ~

co..c:l ....

~ .~!

In millions of rubles
at 1926-27 prices

To,tal output .402,03050,477 62,137 80,929 '90,166100,375 120.1 123.1 130.2 111,4 111.3 238.8

Of which:
1. Socialist in-

dustry . .42,00250,443[62,114 80,898

190,138

100 ,349 120.1 123.1 130.2 111,4 111.3 238.9
2. Private in-

dustry 28 34 23 31 ' 28 26 121.4 67.6 134 .8 90.3 ' 92.9 92.9

Per cent

Total output. 100.00'100.00 '100.00 100.00 100 .00 100.00

Of which: I .
1. Socialist in-

dustry 99.93199.93 99.96 99 .96 99 .97 99 .97
2. Private in-

dustry 0.07 0.07 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.03

This table shows that during the period under review the output
of our industry more than doubled, and that, moreover, the whole in 
crease in output was accounted for by socialist industry.
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Further, this table shows that the only system of industry in the
U.S.S.R. is the socialist system.

Lastly, this table shows that the complete ruin of private industry
is a fact which even a blind man cannot now deny.

The ruin of private industry must not be regarded as a thing of
chance. Private industry perished, firstly, because the socialist eco
nomic system is superior to the capitalist system; and, secondly, be
cause the socialist economic system made it possible for us to re
equip in a few years the whole of our socialist industry on new and
up-to-date technical lines. This is a possibility which the capitalist
economic system does not and cannot off'er. It is a fact that, from the
standpoint of 'the tech n iqu e of production and from the standpoint of
the degree of saturation of industry with modern machinery, our in
dustry holds first 'place in the world.

If we take the rate of growth of our industry, expressed in per
centages of the pre-war level, and compare it with the rate of growth
of the industry of the principal capitalist countries, we get the follow
ing picture: '

Growth of In dustry in the U.S.S.R. and the Principal
Capitalist Countries in 1913-38

1913 \ 1933119341193511936 119371 , 1938

U.S.S.R. 100 .0 380.5 457.0 562.6 732.7 816.4 908.8
U.S .A. 100.0 108.7 112.9 128.6 149.8 156.9 120.0
Great Britain . 100.0 87.0 97.1 104.0 114.2 121.9 113.3
Germany 100.0 75.4 90.4 105.9 . 118.1 129.3 131.6
France ' 100.0 107.0 99.0 94.0 98.0 101.0 93.2

1

This table shows that our industry has grown more than nine
fo ld as compared with pre-war, whereas the industry of the principal
capitalist countries continues to mark tim e round about the pre-war
level, exceeding the latter by only 20 or 30 per cent.

This means that as regards rate of growth our socialist industry
holds first place in th e world. .

Thus 'w e find that as regards technique of production and rate of
, growth of our industry, we have already overtaken and outstripped
the principal capitalist countries.

, In what respect are we lagging? We are still lagging economical
ly , that is, as regards the volume of our industrial output per head
of population. In 1938 we produced about 15,000,000 tons of pig iron;
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Great Britain ,produced 7,000,000 tons. It might seem that we are
better off th an Gr eat Britain. But if w e di vide this number of tons
by the number of p opulation w e shall find that the output of pig iron
per h ead of pop ulation in 1938 w as 145 k ilograms in Great Britain,
and only 87 kilogram s in th e U.S.S.R. Or, furth er : in 1938 Great
Britain produ ce d 10,800,000 tons of 's teel and abou t 29, 000,00 0,000 kil
owatt-hours of electricity, wherea s the U.S.S.R. produced 18,000,000
tons of steel an d over 39,00 0,000,000 kilowatt-hours of ele ctr ici ty . It
might seem that w e are better off than Great Britain. But if w e di vide '
this number of tons an d k ilowatt-hou rs by th e number of p opulation
w e shall find that in 1938 in Great Britain the output of steel per h ead
of population w as 226 kilograms and of electr icity 620 kilowatt-hours,
whereas in the U.S.S.R. the output of steel per h ead of population was
only 107 kilograms, and of ele ctr ici ty only 23 3 k ilowatt-hours,

W h at is th e r ea son for this ? The r eason is th at ou r population
is several times la r ger th an th at of Great Britain, and h ence our re
quirements a re greate r: the So viet Un io n h a s a population of
170 ,000,000, whereas Gr eat Britain has a population of not m ore than
46 ,000,000. The econom ic p ower of a country 's industry is not ex
pressed by th e volum e of industrial outpu t in genera l, irrespective of
the size of population, b ut b y th e volume of industrial outpu t taken
in di r ect r eference to th e amoun t consumed per h ead of population.
The larger a cou n try's in dust r ial output per h ead OD population, the
greater is its econom ic power; a n d, conversely , th e smaller the output
per h ead of population, the less is the econom ic power of the country
a nd of its industry. Consequen tly, the la rger . a cou n try's population,
the greater is the n eed for .ar tic les of co nsum ption, an d hen ce the larger
sh ould be th e indu stri al output .of th e country.

T ake, for exam ple, the output of pi g iron. In order to outstrip
Great Brita in econ om ically in respect to th e production of pi g iron,
which in 1938 a mou n ted in that co u n try to 7,000,000 tons, w e must
increase our an nual output of pig iron to 25,000 ,000 tons. In order .
econom ically to outstrip Germany, w hich in 1938 produced 18 ,000,000
tons of pi g iron in all, we must -rai se ou r annual ou tpu t to 40 ,000,000 or
45,000,000 tons. An d in orde r to outstrip th e U.S.A . econom ically-n ot
as r egards th e level of 1938, which w as a year of crisis , an d in which
the U.S.A. produced only 18,800,000 tons of pig iron , but a s regards
the level of 192 9, when the U. S.A. w a s exper ien cing an industrial
b oom an d when it produced a bou t 43 ,000,000 tons of pig iron-we
must r ai se ou r annual ou tp u t of pig iron to 50 ,000,000 or 60 ,000,000
tons.
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The same must be said of the production of steel and rolled steel,
of the machine-building industry, and so on, inasmuch as all these
branches of industry, like the other branches, depend in the long
run on the production of pig iron.

We have outstripped the principal capitalist countries as regards
technique of production and rate of industrial development. That is
very good, but it is not enough. .We must outstrip them economically
as well. We can do it, and we must do it. Only if we outstrip the prin
cipal capitalist countries economically can we reckon upon our country
being fully saturated 'w ith consumers' goods, on having an abundance
of products, and on being able to make the transition from the first
phase of communism to its second phase.

What do we' require to outstrip the principal capitalist countries
economically? First of all, we require the earnest and indomitable
desire to move ahead and the readiness to make sacrifices and invest
very considerable amounts of capital for the utmost expansion of our
socialist industry. Have we these requisites? We undoubtedly have!
Further, we require a high technique of production and a high rate
of industrial development. Have we these requisites? We undoubtedly
have! Lastly, we require time. Yes, comrades, time. We must build
new factories. We must train new cadres for industry. But this requires
time, and no little time at that. We cannot outstrip the principal
capitalist countries economically in two or three years. It will require
rather more than that. Take, for example, pig iron and its production,
to which we have already referred. How much time do we require to
outstrip the principal capitalist countries economically in regard to the
production of pig iron? When the Second Five-Year Plan was being
drawn up, certain members of the old personnel of the State Planning
Commission proposed that the annual output of pig iron towards the
end of the Second Five-Year Plan should be fixed in the amount of sixty
million tons. That means that they assumed the possibility of an
average annual increase in pig iron production of ten 'million tons.
This, of course, was sheer fantasy, if not worse. Incidentally, it was
not only in regard to the production of pig iron that these comrades
indulged their fantasy. They considered, for example, that during the
period of the Second Five-Year Plan the annual increase of popula
tion in the U.S.S.R. should amount to three or four million persons, or
even more. This was also fantasy, if not worse. But if we ignore these
fantastic dreamers and come down to reality, we may consider quite
feasible an average annual increase in the output of pig .iron of two
or two and a half million tons, bearing in mind the present state of
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the technique of iron smelt ing. The industrial history of the p r incipal
capitalist .coun tr ies , a s w ell as of our country , shows that such a n
a n nual rate of increase in vol ves a great strain, but is quite feasible.

H ence, w e r equire time, a n d no little time at that, in order to
outstrip the principal capitalist countries econ om ically. An d the high er
our ' productivity of la bou r b ecomes, a n d the m ore ou r tech n iqu e of
p roduction is perfected, the more rapidly can w e accomplish this
ca r d in a l econom ic task, and the more can w e r educe th e p eriod of
it s accomplishment.

b) Agriculture . Like the d evelopment of in dustry , the dev elopment
of agricu ltu re during the per iod under review h as fo llowed an up
ward trend. This upw ard tren d is expressed n ot on ly in an increa se of
agricu ltura l output, but, and primarily , 'in the grow th a n d consolida
tion of soc ia lis t agricu ltu re on th e one han d, a n d th e utter decline of
indi vidual peasant farming on the 'O ther . W hereas the grain a rea of
th e collective farms increa sed from 75,000,000 h ectares in 1933 to
92,000,000 in 19 38, th e grain a rea of the in div idual peas ant farmers
dropped in this p eriod from 15,700,000 hectares to 600,000 h ectares,
or to 0.6 per cent 'of th e total gr a in area. I will not m enti on th e area
under industrial crops, a branch where indi vidual peasant farm ing has
been alt ogether ousted. Furthermore, it is w ell k n ow n th at th e co l
lective farms n ow unite 18,800,000 p ea sant households, o r 93 .5 p er
cent of all the peasant households, aside f r om th e collective fisheries
and collective tr a ppin g a n d h andicra ft industries .

This m eans th at the co llecti ve farms have been firmly es tablished
a n d consolidated, a n d that the so cialist system of fa r m ing is now ou r
only form of agri cu ltu r e. '

If we, compare th e area s under all crops during the period u nder
review with the crop areas in the pre-rev olutiona ry period, we observe
the fo llowing picture of grow th:

Areas Under All Crops in the U .S.S .R. .

Millions of h ec ta r es • -::!:-.
E'- OJ

1913 11934119~5 1 1936 I1937 I 1938

o S: c..
U "'d "-'"_
O':)~M ...
M ~ ~ C:
0') es es c:>
,..-4 ~ ,..-I t,.l

T otal crop a rea 105 .0 131. 5 132. 8 133.8 135 . 3 136.9 130 .4
Of w hic h :

a ) Gr ain 94.4 104 .7 103.4 102.4 104.4 102. 4 108. 5
b ) Industrial : 4.5 10 . 7 10.6 10.8 11. 2 11.0 244. 4
c) Vegeta bl e . 3 .8 8 .8 9 .9 9. 8 9 ,0 9.4 247.4
d) Fodder 2. J 7.1 8.6 10. 6 10.6 14.1 671.4
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This table shows th a t we have a n increase in area for all cultur es;
and a bove a ll for f odder , in d u stria l crops, and ve getables .

T his means that our a griculture is becoming m ore high -grade a nd
produc tive, and th at a solid foundation is b eing provided for th e in 
cr ea sing ap p lication of proper crop r otation.

T h e w ay our collective fa r m s and state farms h ave b een increasing
ly su p p lie d with t r a ctor s, harves ter com bines a n d other m a chines
during th e period u n der 'review is shown by the fo llowing tables :

1) Tractors Employed in Agriculture in the U.S .S .R.

I

.""0. ""
a ~

1933 1934 1935 1936 1937 1938
0

" Co) "'":'

~::§'":
I ~ ~ .e.

I. Number of tractor s I· I I I I
(thousands)

210. 91 360. 31 454 . 51 483 . 5Tota l .' 276 .4 422 .7 229 . 3

Of which:
a) In enachiIIe ancI t ractor

station s 123 . 2 177. 3 . 254 . 7 328 .5 365.8 394 .0 319 . 8
b ) In s ta te f arms an d aux-

ili a ry agricu lt u ral under -
95.51 88 .5/taloings 83 .2 102 .1 84. 5 85.0 102 . 2

II. Pourer ( tlWIIS. h.p.)
. 3,209.21 4,462.816,184.0 7,672.4 18,385 .019,2 56.2All tractors . .. 288. 4

Of which :
a) .I'll mach ine a nd tractor

stations .1,758.1 2,753.9 4,281.6 5,856 .0 6,6 79.2 7,437.0 423 .0
tb) lI n -sta te fa r ms and aux-

il iary agrlcuttura l un d er-
takings "' . 1,401.7 1,669 .5 1,861.4 1,730 .7 1,647.5 1,751 .8 125.0

2) Total Harvester Combines and Other Machines Emp loyed ~in

AgriclIlture in the U.S.S.R.
(In thousands ; "a t en d of year)

0.""a gs
1933 1934 1935 1936 1937 1938 e....... ---:-

1X) ..c '"
§2 ·~ 5

- ----
Harvester com b ines 25.4 32.3 50.3 87.8 128.8 153.5 604.3
Intern al' com bustion a nd

s team engines : 48.0 60.9 69.1 72.4 77.9 83.8 174.6
Complex a nd se mi-complex

grain threshe rs . 120.3 121.9 120.1 123.7 126.1 130.8 108.7
Motor trucks . .. 26.6 40. 3 63.7 96.2 144 .5 195.8 '736.1
Automobiles (u n it s) 3,991 5,533 _ 7,555 7,630 8,156 9,594 240 .4 .
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If, in a d di tion to these figures , w e bear in mind that in the period
under review th e number of machine an d tractor stations incr eased
from 2,900 in 1934 to 6,350 in 1938, it m ay be safe ly said that the
reconstruction of our agr icu ltu re on the b a sis of a n ew a n d up-to-date
m a chine technique h as in the m ain a lready b een comple te d.

Our a griculture, -con sequen tl y , is not only run on th e largest and
m ost m ech anized scale in 'the w orld, an d therefore produces the largest
surp lus fo r th e m ark et , but is a lso m ore fully equ ipped with m odern
m a chiner y than the a griculture of any other country.

If w e compare th e h a rves ts of grain and industrial crops during
the period under review with t h e pre-revolutionary p eriod, w e ge t the
following picture of grow th:

Gross Production of Grain and Industrial Crops in the U.S .S.R.

"0

'"In millions o f cen tners ...
ee
0.", ......

-- a~~

1913
1

1934
1

1935 I 1936
1 I

2 ,..-48
1937 1938 oo ..c: :.:.

"' - '"0) ..... 0..... ~ ~

Grain 801.0 894.0 901.0 827.3 1,202 .9 949.9 118.6

Ha w co lton 7.4 11.8 17.2 23.9 25.8 26.9 363.5

Flax fibre 3.3 5.3 5.5 5.8 5.7 5.46 165.5

Sugar beel 109.0 113.6 162.1 168.3 218.6 166.8 153.0

Oil seed 2l.D 36.9 42.7 42.3 51.1 46.6 216.7

From this table it can be see n that d espite the drought in the
eastern and so utheaster n d istricts in 1936 an d 1938, and d espite the
unprecedentedl y la r ge harvest in 191 3, th e 'gross production of grain
and indu strial crops during the period under r eview stea dil y increased
a s compared with 1913.

Of particular interest is the question of the amount of grain mar
keted b y the collective and state farrns a s compared with their gross
harvests. Com rade Nem ch inov, the w ell-known sta tis t ician, has cal
cu la te d that of a gross grain h arvest of 5,000,000,000 poods in pre-war
times, on ly about 1,300,000,000 poods w ere m arketed. Thus the pro-
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portion of marketed produce of grain farming .a t that time was 26 per
cent. Comrade Nemchinov computes that the proportion of marketed
produce to gross harvest in the years 1926-27, for example, was about
47 per cent in the case of collective and state farming, which is large
scale farming, and about 12 per cent in the case of individual peasant
farming. If we approach the matter more cautiously and assume the
amount of marketed produce in the case o.f collective and state farm
ing in 1938 to be 40 per cent of the gross harvest, we find that in that
year our socialist grain farming was able to release, and actually did
release, about 2,300,000,000 poods of grain for the market, or
1,000,00P,000 ;poods more than was marketed in pre-war times.

Consequently, the high proportion of produce marketed constitutes
the most important feature of state and collective farming, and is of
cardinal importance for the food supply of our country.

It is this feature of the collective farms and state farms that ex
plains the secret why our country has succeeded so easily and rapidly
in solving the .grain problem, the problem of producing an adequate
supply of market grain for this vast country.

It should be noted that during the last three years our annual state
grain collections have not dropped below 1,600,000,000 poods, while
sometimes, as for example in 1937, they have r eached 1,800,000,000
poods. If we add to this about 200,000,000 poods or so of grain pur
chased annually by the state, as well as several hundred million poods
sold by collective farms and farmers directly in the market, we get in
all the total of grain marketed by the collective farms and state farms
already mentioned.

Further, it is interesting to note that during the last three years .
the base of market grain has shifted from the Ukraine, which was
f'ormerly considered the granary of our country, to the north and the
east; that is, to the R.S.F.S.R. We know that during the last two or
three years grain collections in the Ukraine have amounted in all to
about 400,000,000 poods annually, whereas in the RS.F.S.R. the
grain collections during these' years have amounted to 1,100,000,000
or 1,200,000,000 poods annually. .

That is how things stand with regard to grain farming.
As regards livestock farming, considerable progress has been made

during the past few years in this, the most backward branch of agri
culture, as well. True, in the number of horses and in sheep breeding
we are still below the pre-revolutionary level; but as regards cattle
and pig breeding we have already passed the pre-revolutionary level.

Here are the figures:
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To tal Head of Livestock in the U.S .S.R.
(I n m illions)

B 1938 compared
<D eo with

~ .5 July July July July July July 1916 ac- 19 33...... -0'"
.... ;:l 19 ,,3 193 4 1936 1936 1\:137 1930 cord iri g

>'0'" to cen- (per
- " =:;:l u Col sus (per c e n l)-' c:s U cent)

H or ses .\ 36.8 1h.6 15.7 16.9 1h.h 1h.7 17.5 48.9 106.4
Ca ttle. 60.6 38.4 42.4 49.2 5R.7 57 .0 63.2 104.3 164.6
Sheep and ,goa,t s . i 121.2 50.2 51.9 61.1 73.7 81.3 10 2.5 84.6 204.2
P igs 1 20.9 12.1 17.4 22.5 30.5 22.8 30 .6 146.4 252 .9

· 1

T h ere can b e no doubt that the la g in horse b reeding a n d sheep
b reeding will be r emedied in a very sh ort p eriod.

c) Trad e an d transport. T h e progress in industry an d a griculture
w a s a ccompanied by an increase in the trade of the country. During
th e period under r eview th e number of state a n d co operative r etail
stores incr eased by 25 p er cen t. State an d cooperative r etail trade in
crea sed by 178 per cent. Trade in the collective fa rm markets in
creased b y 112 p er cent.

H ere is the cor resp on di n g table :

Trade

I
• ..<:lO-
s ::::: 15-

1933 1934 1935 1936 1937
8 ~ -

1938 '0 '""~CI)~ """

I
M ~M =
~ ~ O)QJ

,..-4 o.~ C.J

212.2

278.3

125.1

1,994 277.7],9121,798

289,473 327,361 356,930

1,141836

286,236 268,71,1

718

1. ·S ta.te and cooperative
r et ail stores and booths

at e n d of y ear 285,3 66
2. State and cooperative

r etail trad e, in cl u di n g
public ca tering (jn mil-
li ons of r ubles) . . . 49,789.2 61,814.7 81,712.1'\106,760.9 125,943.2 138,574.3

3. T ra dein c ollect ive fa r m
m a r k ets (in m ill ions of .
rUbl.es ) . . . . . .11,500.0 14,0 00.014,500.0 16,607.2 17,799.7 24 ,399 .2

4. RegIOnal w holesale d e
p a r tmen ts of the Peo
ple 's Commissariats of
t1~e Food Ind ustry ,
L igh t Industry , H eavy
Jondustry , Ti m ber In
dustry , and L ocal In J
dust r y of the U n ion
R epublics- at e nd of
y ear
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It is obvious th a t trade in the country could not have developed in
this way without a certain increase in freight traffic. And indeed dur
ing- the period under review freight traffic increased in all branches
of transport, especially rail and air. There was an increase in water
borne freight, too, but with considerable fluctuations, and in 1938,
it is to be regretted; there was even a drop in water-borne freight as
compared with the previous year.

Here is the corresponding table :

Freigh t Traffi e
I ~:=-

<= M <=

1933 1938
(5 0') l1)

1934 1935 1936 1937 ~"C,...4 ~

00 a.>..c ~
CVj:-. ..... a.>
Cl':> C'j '~ c-
.... ",il:.....,

Railways (in millions
354 ,800of ton-kilometres) . 169,500 205,700 258,100 323,400 369,100 217 .7

River and marine
transpot-t (in mil-
lions ' of ton-kilo-
metres)' 50,200 56,500 68,300 72,300 70,100 66,000 131.5

Civil air fleet (in
thousands of t011-
kilometres) 3,100 6,400 9,800 21,900 24,900 31,700 1,022.6

There can be no doubt that the lag in water t r an sp or t in 1938 will
be remedied in 1939..

2. F u rther R ise in the Material and Cultural Standard
of the People

The steady progress of industry and agriculture could not but lead,
and has actually led, to a new rise in the material and cultural stand
ard of the people. .

The abolition of exploitation and the consolidation of the socialist
economic system, the absence of unemployment, with its attendant
poverty, in town and country, theenorrnous expansion of industry and
the steady growth in th e number of workers, the 'in cr ea se in the pro
ductivity of labour of the workers and, collective farmers, the secure
ment of the land to the collective farms in perpetuity, and the vast
number of first-classitractors and agricultural machines supplied to
the collective farms-all this has created effective conditions for
a further rise in the standard of living of the workers and peasants. In
its turn, the improvement in the standard of living of the workers and
peasants has naturally led to an improvement in the standard of living
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of the intelligentsia, who r epresent a considerable for ce in our country
and serve "th e interests of the workers and the p easants.

Now it ds no longer a question of finding r oom in industry for
unemployed and h omel ess p easants who h ave b een set a d rift from
their villa ges a n d live in f ear of starva tion-of giving them jobs out
of char ity. T h e time has long go ne b y when there w ere su ch p ea sants
in our country. And this i s a good thing, of course, for it testifies to
the prosperity of our country side. (If a nything, it is n ow a question of
ask ing the collective farms to co m p ly with our r equest and to r el ease,
say, on e a n d a half million you ng collective farmers a n nually for the
n eeds of our exp a n d ing industry. T h e collective farms, which have
a lready become p r osper ous, shou ld bear in mind th at if w e do n ot ge t
this assis tance f r om them it will b e very diffi cult to continue the
expansion of our industry , and that if we do n ot expan d our industry
w e will not b e able to sa t isfy the p easants ' grow ing d emand for con
sumers' goods. The collective farms are quite able to m eet this request
of ours, since the abundance of m a chinery in the collective fa r m s
r eleases a portion of the ruralworkers , who, if transferred to industry,
could b e of immense service to our whole national econ om y.

As a r esult, w e have ,the following indications of the improvement
in the s ta n dar d of living' of the w orkers and p ea sants during the period
u nder r evi ew:

1. T h e n ational income rose from 48,500,000,000 rubles in 1933 to
105,000,000,000 rubles in 1938 ;

2. 111e number of w orker s a n d o ther em ployees rose f rom a little
over 22 ,000,000 in 19 33 to 28 ,000,000 in 19 38 ;

3. The total a n n u a l p ayroll of work~rs a n d other emp loyees r ose
from 34,953,000, 000 rubles to 96 ,425 ,000,000 rubles ;

4 . T h eavera ge a n n ual w a ges of industrial w orkers , which amount
, ed to 1,51 3 rubles in 1933 , r ose to 3, 44 7 ·rubles in 1938 ;

. 5 . The tot al m onetary incomes of the .collect ive far ms rose from
5,661 ,900,000 r ubles in 19 33 to 14 ,180,100,000 rubles in 19 37;

6. T he avera ge amount of gr a in r eceived p er collective fa r m
h ousehold in the grain -g row ing r egions rose f r om 61 poods in 1933 to
144 p oods in 1937, ex cl usive of seed, emer gency seed s tocks, fodder for
the collectively-owned cattle; g rain deliveries, and payments in kind
for work performed by the machine an d tractor stati ons;

7. State budget appropriations for socia l and cu ltura l se r vices rose
from 5,839,900,000 rubles in 1933 to 35,202,500, 000 rubles in 1938.

As r egards th e cu ltu ral stan dar d of the p eople, its rise w as com
m ensur ate with the rise in the stan d a r d of li ving.
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From the standpoint of the cultural development of the people,
the period under review has been marked by a veritable cultural revo
lu tion . The introduction of universal compulsory elementary edu
cation in the lan gu a ges of the various nations of the U.S .S.R., an in
creasing number of schools and scholars of all grades, an increasing
number of college-trained experts, and the creation and growth of a
new intelligentsia, a Soviet intelligentsia-such is the general picture
of the cultural advancement of our people.

Here are the figures:

1) Rise in the Cultural Level of the People

miliions I

millions
thousands

units

1933-34 1938-39

119.1%
220.~%

131.1%

173 .7%
147.2%
156 .5%
134.6%

110.9%

108.7%

31 times

278 times
142.3%

/

1 938-39
compared

with
1933-34

I 142 .6%

R,670
7,092.4

30,461

15,202

18,991

40.3
86.0
61.1

587

23,814 33,9 65.4

17,873. 5 21,2 88.4
5,482.2 12,076.0

458.3 601.0

47,442.1
70.0

126.6
95.6

790

27,467

498

17,pO

24
4,984.6

Number of pupils and students of all I
grades . . " thousands

Of which:
E lementary .
Secondary (general and special)
Higher
Number of persons engaged in all

forms of study in the U.S.S.R.
Number of public libraries
Number of books in public libraries
Number of clubs
Number of theatres
Number of cinema installations (ex

cluding narrow-film)
Of which:

With sound equipment . .'
Number of cinema installations (ex

cluding narrow-film) in rural areas
Of which:

With sound equipment
Annual newspaper circulation

2) .Number of Schools BuB t in the U.S .S.R. in 1933-38

In towns and In rural
Totalhamlets loca lil i es

1933 326 3,261 3,587
1934 577 3,488 4,Ofl5
1935 533 2, 829 3,3R2
1936 1,505 4,2 06 5,711
1937 730 1,323 2,0 53
1938 583 1,2411 1,829,

Total (1933-38). 4,254 16,353 20,607
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3) Young Specia lis ts Graduated from Higher Educational
Institutions ·in 1933·38

(I n thousan ds)

I
T ot al for U. S.,s.H. (e xclusi ve of mil- I

it a ry specialis ts) . . . . . . .
1. E ngineers for industry and buildin g
2. E nginee rs for transport a n d co m 

m unicati ons
3. Agricu ttural engineers, agronom 

is ts, veterinarians a n d zo o-techni
cians .

4. Economists and junists
5. T ea ch er s of secondary sc hools ,

workers' facult ies, technical s chools,
and othereducationa'l workers, in
clud ing a rt workers

6. Physici ans, pharma cists, a n d p h ys 
ical cu lt ure in struct or s

7. Othe r specia lit ies

34.6
6.1

1.8

4.8
2.5

10.5

4.6
4.3

1934 11935 1

49.2 83.7
14.9 29.6

4.0 7.6

6.3 8.8
2.5 5.0

7.9 12.5

2.5 7.5
11.1 12.7

1936 I 1937 I1938

I

97.6 104.8 106.7
29.2 27.6 25.2

6.6 7.0 6.1

10.4 11.3 10.6
6.4 5.0 5.7

21.6 31.7 35.7

9.2 12.3 13.6
14.2 9.9 9.8

As a r esult of this immense cultural work a numerous n ew, Soviet
intelligentsi a h a s a r isen in our country, an intelligentsia which has

. emerged f rom the r anks of the working class, p easantry and Soviet
'emp loyees, w h ich is of the flesh and blood of our p eople, which has
never known the yoke of ex ploit a tion, which hates explo ite rs, and
which is r eady to serve the peoples of th e U.S.S.R. faith fully and
devotedly.

I think that the rise of this new, socialist intelligentsi a of the
people is on e of th e most important r esults of the cultural revolution
in our co un try . .

3, Further Consolidation of the Soviet System

One of th e most important r esults of the period under review is
that it h as led to the further internal consolidation of the country, to
the further consolidation of the Soviet system.

Nor could it b e otherwise. The firm es tab lish men t of the soci alist
syste m in all branches of n ational economy, the progress of industry
and agriculture, the rising material standard of the people, th e rising
cultural stan dar d of the p eople and their increasing political activity
a ll this, accomplished under the guida n ce of the Soviet power, could
not but lead to the further consolidation of the Soviet system .
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The feature that distinguishes Soviet society today from any cap
italist society is that it no longer contains antagonistic, hostile class
es; that the exploiting classes have been eliminated, while the workers,
peasants and intellectuals, who make up Soviet society, live and work
in friendly collaboration. While capitalist society is torn -by irreconcil
able contradictions between workers and capitalists and between
peasants and landlords-resulting in its internal instability----Soviet
society, liberated from the yoke of 'exp loita tion , knows no such contra
dictions, is free of class conflicts, and presents a picture of friendly
collaboration between workers, peasants and intellectuals. It is this
community of interest which has formed the basis for the development
of such motive forces as the moral and political unity of Soviet society,
the mutual friendship of the nations of the U.S.S .R., and Soviet pa
triotism. It has also been the basis for the Constitution of the U.S.S.R.
adopted in November 1936, and for the complete democratization of
the elections to the supreme organs of the country.

As to the elections themselves, they were a magnificent demonstra
tion of that unity of Soviet society and of that amity muong the nations
of the U.S.S.R. which constitute the characteristic feature of the in
ternal situation of our country. As we know, in ' the elections to the
Supreme Soviet of 'the U.S.S.R. in December 1937, nearly ninety mil
lion votes, or 98.6 per cent of the total vote, were cast for the Com
munist and non-Party bloc, while in the elections to the Supreme
Soviets of the Union Republics in June 1938, ninety-two million
votes, or 99.4 per cent of the total vote, were cast for the Communist
and non-Party bloc.

There you have the basis of the stability of the Soviet system and
the source of the inexhaustible strength of the Soviet power.

This means, incidentally, that in case of war, the rear and front
of our army, by reason of their homogeneity and inherent unity, will
be stronger <than those of any other country, a fact which people
beyond our borders who love military conflicts would do well to re
'm em b er .

Certain foreign pressmen have been talking drivel to the effect that
the purging of the Soviet organizations of spies, assassins and wreck
ers like Trotsky, Zinoviev, Kamenev, Yakir, Tukhachevsky, Rosen
goltz, Bukharin and other fiends has "shaken" the Soviet system and
caused its "demoralization." One can only laugh at such cheap drivel.
How can the purging of Soviet organizations of noxious and hostile
elements shake and demoralize the Soviet system? This Trotsky-Bu-
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kharin bunch of spies, murderers and wreckers, who kow-towed to
the foreign world, who were possessed by a slavish instinct to grovel
.b efor e every foreign bigwig, and who were ready to enter his employ
as a spy-this handful of people who did not understand that the
humblest Soviet citizen, being free from the fetters of capital, stands
head and shoulders above any high-placed foreign bigwig whose neck
wears the yoke of capitalist slavery-who needs this miserable band
of venal slaves, of what value can they be to the people, and whom can
they "demoralize"? In 1937 Tukhachevsky, Yakir, Uborevich and
other fiends were sentenced to be shot. After that, the elections to the
Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. were held. In these elections, 98.6 per
cent of the total vote was cast for the Soviet power. At the beginning
of 1938 Rosengoltz, Rykov, Bukharin and other fiends were sentenced
to be shot. After that, the elections to the Supreme Soviets of the
Union Republics were held. In these elections 99.4 per cent of the
total vote was cast for the Soviet power. Where are the symptoms of
«demoralization," we would like to know, and why was this "demorali
zation" not reflected in the results of the elections?

To listen to these foreign drivellers one would think that if the
spies, murderers and wreckers had been left at liberty to wreck,
murder and spy without let or hindrance, the Soviet organizations
would have been far sounder and stronger. (Laughter.) Are not these
gentlemen giving themselves away too soon by so insolently defending
the cause of spies, murderers and wreckers?

Would it not be truer to say that the weeding out of spies, murder
ers and wreckers from our Soviet organizations was bound to lead,
and did lead, to the further strengthening of these organizations?

What, for instance, do the events at Lake Hassan show, if not
that the weeding out of spies and wreckers is the surest means of
strengthening our Soviet organizations?

* * *
The tasks of the Party in the sphere of internal policy are:
1. To increase the progress of our industry, the rise of productivity

of labour, and the perfection of the technique of production, in order,
having already outstripped the principal capitalist countries in ·t ech 
nique of production and rate of industrial development, to outstrip
them economically as well in the next ten or fifteen years.

2. To increase the progress of our agriculture and stock breeding
so as to achieve in the next three or four years an annual grain harvest
of eight billion poods, with an average yield of 12-13 centners per

3-170 33



hectare; an average increase in the harvest of industrial crops of
30-35 per cent; and an increase in the number of sheep and hogs by
100 per cent, of cattle by about 40 per cent, and of horses by about 35
per cent.

3. To continue to improve the material and cultural standards of
the workers, peasants and intellectuals.

4. Steadfastly to carry "into effect our Socialist Constitution; to
complete the democratization of the political life of the country; to'
strengthen the moral and political unity of Soviet society and frater
nal collaboration among our workers, peasants and intellectuals; to
promote the friendship of the peoples of the U.S.S.R. to the utmost,
and to develop and cultivate Soviet patriotism.

5. Never to forget that we are surrounded by a capitalist world ;
to remember that the foreign espionage services will smuggle spies,
murderers and wreckers into our country; and, remembering this, to
strengthen our socialist intelligence service and systematically help it
to defeat and eradicate the enemies of the people.
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III

FURTHER STRENGTHENING OF THE C.P.S.U. (B.)

From the standpoint of the political line and day-to-day practical
work, the period. under review was one of complete victory for the
general line of our Party. (Loud and prolonged applause.)

. The principal achievements demonstrating the correctness of the
policy of our Party and the correctness of its leadership are the firm
.esta b lish m en t of the socialist system in the entire national economy,
the completion .of the reconstruction of industry and agriculture on .
the basis of a new technique, the fulfilment of the Second Five-Year
Plan in industry ahead of time, the increase of the annual grain
harvest to a level of seven billion poods, the abolition of poverty and
unemployment, and the raising of the material and cultural standard
of the people.

In the face of these imposing achievements, the opponents of the
general line of our Party, all the various "Left" a nd "Right" trends,
all the Trotsky-Pyatakov and Bukharin-Rykov degenerates were

. forced to creep into their shells, to tuck aw ay their hackneyed "plat
forms," and to retreat into hiding. Lacking the manhood to submit
to the will of the people, they preferred to merge with the Mensheviks,

.Socialist-Revolutionaries and fascists , to become the tools of foreign
espionage services, to hire themselves out as spies, and to obligate
themselves to help the enemies of the Soviet Union to dismember our
country and to restore capitalist slavery in it.

Such was the inglorious end of the opponents of the line of our
Party, who finished up as enemies of the people.

When it had smashed the enemies of the people and purged the
Party and Soviet organizations of degenerates, the Party became
still more united in its political and organizational work and rallied
even more solidly around its Central Committee. (Stormy applause.
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All the delegates rise ,and cheer the speaker. Shouts of "Hurrali for
Comrade Stalin!" "Eotiq live Comrade Stalin!" "Hurrah. for the
Central Committee of our Party!")

Let us examine the concrete facts illustrating the , development
of the internal life of the Party and its organizational and propaganda
work during the period under review.

1. Measures to Improve the Composition of the Party.
Division of Organizations. Closer Contact Between

the Leading Party Bodies and the Work of
the Lower Bodies

.T h e strengthening of the Party and of its leading bodies during
the period under review proceeded chiefly along two lines: along the
line of regulating the composition of the Party, ejecting unreliable
elements and selecting the best elements, and along the line of dividing
up the organizations, reducing their size, and bringing the leading
bodies closer to the concrete, day-to-day work of the lower bodies.

There were 1,874,488 Party members represented at the Seven
teenth Party Congress. Comparing this figure with' the number of
Party members represented at the preceding congress, the Sixteenth

. Party Congress, we find that in the interval ' between these two
congresses 600,000 new members joined the Party. The Party could
not but feel that in the conditions prevailing in 1930-33 such a mass
influx into its ranks was an unhealthy and undesirable expansion
of its membership. The Party knew that its ranks were being joined

, not only by honest and loyal people, but also by chance elements ,
and careerists, who were seeking to utilize the badge of the Party for
their own personal ends. The Party could not but know that its
strength lay not only in the size of its membership, but, and above all,
in the quality of its members. This raised the question of regulating

, the composition of the Party. It was decided to continue the purge of
Party members and candidate members begun in 1933; and the purge
actually was continued until May 1935. It was further decided to

. suspend the admission of new members into the Party; and the ad
"m ission of new members actually was suspended until September 1936,. '

.' the admission of new members being resumed only on November 1,
, 1936. Further, in connection with the dastardly murder, of Comrade

Kirov, which showed that there were quite a number of suspicious
elements in the Party, it was decided to undertake a verification of
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the records of P arty members and a n exch ange of old P arty cards for
n ew on es, both these m easures being completed only in September
1936. Only afte r this was the admission of n ew m embers and candi
date m embers into the Party resumed. As a result of all these meas
ures, the P arty succee ded in weeding out chance, passive, careerist
and directly h ostile elem ents , and in selecting the most staunch a nd
loyal elements. It cannot be said that the purge was not accompanied
by grave mistakes. There were unfortunately m ore mistakes than
might h ave been expected . Undoubtedly, we shall have no further
need of resorting to the m ethod of m ass purges. Nevertheless, the
purge of 1933-36 was unavoidable an d it s results, on the whole, were
ben eficial. The number of Party m embers r ep resented at this, the
Eighteenth Congress is about 1,600,000, which is 270 ,000 less than
were r epresented at the Seventeenth Congress. But there is not.hing
bad in that. On the contrary, it is all to the goo d, for the P a rty,
stren gthens itself by clearing its ranks of dross. Our Party is now
somewhat sm aller in membership, but on the other hand it is better
in quality.

That is a big a.chiev ement.
As r egards the improvement of the day-to-day leadership of the

Party by bringing it closer to the work of the lower bodies an d by
m aking it m ore concret e, the Party came to the conclus ion that the
b est way to m ake it easier for the Party bodies to gui de the organ iza 
tions and to make the leadership it self concrete, alive an d practical
was to divide u p the organ izations, to r educe their size. This m easure
w as adopted with regard both to the P eople's Comm issa ria ts and the'
a dmin istra tive organizations of the various territorial divisions, that
is, the Union Republics, territories, r egions, di strict s, etc. The r esult of
the m easures ado pted is that in st ead of 7 Union Republics, w e now
h ave 11; inst ead of 14 P eople's Commissariats of the U.S.S.R. we now
have 34 ; instead of 70 territori es a nd regions we now h ave 110 ; in 
stead of 2,559 u rban and rural di strict s we n ow h ave a.srs. Corres
pondingly, within the system of leading Party bo dies , we now h ave'
11 cen tral committees, h eaded by the Cen tral Committee of the
C.P.S.U.(B.) , 6 territorial committees, 104 r egion al committees, 30
a rea com m ittees, 212 city com m ittees, 336 city district committees,'
3,47 9 rural di strict committees, and 113,060 primary Party organiza
tions.

It ca nnot be said that the di vision of organiza tions is alre ady over. '
Most likely it will be car r ied fur ther . But, h owever that m ay be, it
is a lready yieldin g good r esults both in the improvement of the d ay-
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to-day leadership of the work and in bringing the leadership itself
closer to the concrete work of the lower bodies. I need not mention
that the division of organizations has made it possible to promote
hundreds and thousands of new people to leading posts.

That, too, is a big achievement.

2. Selection, Promotion and Allocation of Cadres

The regulation of the composition of the Party and the bringing
of the leading bodies closer to the concrete work of the lower bodies
was not, and could not be, the only means of further strengthening
the Party and its leadership. Another means adopted in the p eriod
under review was a radical improvement in the training of cadres, an
improvement " in the work of selecting, promoting and allocating
cadres and of testing them in the process of work.

The Party cadres constitute the commanding staff of the Party;
and since our Party is in power, they also constitute the commanding
staff of the leading organs of state. After a correct political line has
been worked out and tested in practice, the Party cadres become the
decisive force in the work of guiding the Party and the state. A cor
rect political line is, of course, the primary and most important thing.
But that in itself is n ot enough. A correct political line is not needed
as a declaration, but as something to be carried into effect. But in
order to carry a correct political line into effect, we must have cadres,
people who understand the political line of the Party, who accept it
as their own line, who are prepared to carry it into effect, who are
able to put it into practice and are capable of answering for it, defend
ing it and fighting for it. Failing this, a correct political line runs the
risk of being purely nominal.

And here arises the question of the correct selection of cadres, the
training of cadres, the promotion of new people, the correct alloca
tion of cadres, and the testing of cadres by work accomplished.

What is meant by the correct selection of "cadres?
The correct selection of cadres does not mean just gathering

around one a lot of assistants and subs, setting up an office and issu
ing order after order. (Laughter.) Nor does it mean abusing one's
powers, switching scor es and hundreds of people back a n d forth fr~m
one job to another without rhyme or reason and conducting endless
"reorganizations." "(Laughter.) " "

The proper selection of cadres means:
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Firstly, va lu ing cadres as the gold reserve of the P arty and the
s ta te, trea suring them, r especting them.

, Secondly , knowing cadres, ca refu lly s tu dying their individual
m erits a n d shor tcom ings, knowing in what post the capacities of a
give n worker are m ost likel y to d evelop.

Thirdly, ca refu lly fo stering cadres, h elping every promising work
er to advance, n ot gr udging time on patiently " bothering" with such
workers a nd a cceler a ting their d ev elopment.

F ourthly , boldly promoting n ew a n d you n g cadres in time, so as
not to a llow them to stagnate in their old posts a n d grow stale .

Fifthly , a llocating workers to posts in su ch a w ay that each feels
h e is in the r ight place, that each m ay co n tri bu te to our co m mon
cause the m aximum h is personal capacities enable h im to co n tr ib ute ,
a n d that the general trend of the work of allocating cadres m ay full y
a nswer to the demands of the political line for the carrying ou t of
which this a llocation of cadres is desi gned.

P articularly important in this respect is the bold an d timely pro
motion of n ew an d young cadres. It seems to me th at our people are
not quite clear on th'is point yet. Some think that in selecti ng p eople
w e must chiefly r ely on the old cadres. Others , on the contrary,
thin k that w e mu st chiefly r ely on young ca dres. It seems to m e that
both are mistaken. The old cadres, of course, represent a valuable as
set to th e P arty and the s tate . They possess wha t the yo ung cadres

. la ck, n amely , tremendous exper ience in lea dership, a schooling in
Marxist-Leninist p rinciples, knowledge of affairs , and a capacity for
o r ientation . But, fir sLly , there are n ever enough old cadres , there a re
far less than required, a n d they are already p artly go ing ou t of co m 
m ission ow ing to the opera tion of the la w s of nature. Secondly, part
of the old cadres are sometimes inclined to keep a too p ersi stent eye
on the past , to cling to the past, to stay in the old rut an d fa il to
observe the n ew in life. This is called losing the se nse of the n ew.
It is a ve ry ser io u s and dangerous shortcoming. As to the you n g
cadres, they , of course, h a ve not the ex per ien ce, the schooling, the
knowledge of affairs and the capacity of orientation of the old cadres.
But, fir stly, the young cadres constitute the va st m ajority ; secon dly,
they a re you ng, an d as y et a r e not subject to the danger of go ing out
of commission; thirdly, they poss ess in abu n dance the se nse of the
n ew, which ' is a valuable quality in ev ery Bolshevik w orker; and,
fo u r th ly , th ey dev elop and acqu ire knowledge so r apidl y, they press
upward so eager ly, that the time is not fa r o lT w hen they will over tak e
th e old fe llows, take their stan d side by side w ith th em, a nd become
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a worthy replacement for them. Consequently, the thing is not
whether to r ely on the old cadres or on the n ew ca dres, but to steer
fo r a combination, a union of the old and the young cadres in one
common symphony of leadership of the Party an d the sta te. (Pro
longed applause.)

That is why w e must boldly and in go od time promote young
cadres to leading p osts.

One of the important achievements of the Party during the period
under r eview in the matter of str en gthen ing the Party leadership is
that, when selecting cadres, it has successfully pursued, from top to
bottom, just this course of combining 'old and young workers.

Data in the possession of the Central Committee of the Party show
that during the period under review the Party succeeded in promot
ing to leading state and Party posts over five hundred thousand young
Bolsheviks, members of the Party and people standing close to the
Party, over twenty per cent of whom were women.

What is our task now?
Our task now is to concentrate the work of selecting cadres, from

top to bottom, in the h ands of one body and to raise it to a proper,
scien t ific, Bolshevik level.

This en ta ils putting an en d to the division of the w ork of stu dy
ing, promoting and selecting cadres among various departments and
sectors, and concentrating it in one body.

This body shou ld be the Cadres Administration of the Centra l
Committee of the C.P .S.U. (B.) a n d a co r respon ding cadres depart
m ent in each of the r epublican, territorial and r egional P arty organi
zations.

3. Party Propaganda. Marxist-Leninist Training of
Party Members and Party Cadres

There is still another sphere of P arty w ork, a very. important and
very r esponsible sphere, in which the work of strengthen ing the P arty
an d its leading bodies h a s b een carried on during the p eriod under
r eview. I am r eferring to P arty propaganda and a gitation, oral and
printed, the work of .tr ain in g the Party members an d the Party cadres
in the spirit of Marxism-Leninism, the work of r ai sing the political
an d theoretical lev el of the P arty an d its workers.

There is hardly n eed to dwell on the cardinal importance of Party
propaganda, of the Marxist-Leninist training of our p eople. I am
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referring not only to Party functionaries. I am also referring to the
workers in the Young Communist League, trade union, trade, coop
erative, economic, state, educational, military and other organizations.
The work of regulating the composition of the Party arid of bringing
the leading bodies closer to the activities of the lower bodies may be
organized satisfactorily; the work of promoting, selecting and allocat
ing cadres may be organized satisfactorily; but, with all this, if our
Party propaganda for some reason or other goes lame, if the Marxist
Leninist training' of our cadres begins to languish, if our work of
raising the political and theoretical level of these cadres flags, and
the cadres themselves cease on account of this to show interest in the
prospect of our further progress, cease to understand the truth of our
cause and are transformed into narrow plodders with no outlook,
blindly and mechanically carrying out instructions from above--then
our entire state and Party work must inevitably languish. It must
be accepted as an axiom that the higher the political level and the
Marxist-Leninist knowledge of the workers in any branch of state or
Party work, the better and more fruitful will be the work itself, and
the more effective the results of the work; and, vice versa, the lower
the political level of the workers, and the less they are imbued with
the knowledge of Marxism-Leninism, the greater will be the likelihood
of disruption and failure in the work, of the workers themselves becom
ing shallow and deteriorating into paltry plodders, of their degenerat
ing altogether. It may be confidently stated that if we succeeded in
training the cadres in all branches of our work ideologically, and in
schooling them politically, to such an extent as to enable them easily
to orientate themselves in the internal and international situation; if
we succeeded in making them quite mature Marxists-Leninists ca
pable of solving the problems involved in the guidance of the country
without serious error, we would have every reason to consider nine
tenth" of our problems already settled. And we certainly can accom
plish this, for we 'have all the means and opportunities for doing so.

The training and moulding of our young cadres usually proceeds
in some particular branch of science or technology, along the line of
specialization. ' T h is is necessary and desirable. There is no reason
why a man who specializes in medicine should at the same time spe
cialize in physics or botany, or vice versa. But there is one branch of
science which Bolsheviks in all branches of science are in duty bound
to know, and that is the Marxist-Leninist science of society, of the
laws of social development, of the laws of development of the pro
letarian revolution, of the laws of development of socialist construe-
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tion, and of the victory of communism. For a m an who calls himself
a Leninist can n ot be considered a r eal Leninist if h e sh u ts himself up
in his speciality, in m athematics, botany or chemis try, let us say, and
sees n othin g b eyond that speciality. A L eninist can not b e just a spe
ci alist in his favourite science; h e must a lso b e a p olitical a n d social
worker, k eenly interested in the destinies of hi s country , acquain ted
with the laws of social develo pmen t, capable of appl ying these laws,
a n d str iv ing to b e a n active participant in the political gu ida n ce of the
coun try. This , of cour se, w ill b e a n additional burden on specialis ts
who a re Bol sheviks. But it w ill be a burden m ore than com pensa te d
fo r b y it s results.

The ta sk of Party p r opa ganda, the ta sk of the Marxis t -Len in is t
training of cadres , is to h elp ou r cadres in all branches of work to
b ec ome ve rsed in the Marxi st-Leninist science of the laws of social
d ev elopment.

Measu res for improving the w ork of propaganda and of the Marx
ist-Leninist training of cadres h ave b een discussed m any times by
t h e Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. (B.) jointly with prop agandists
from various r egional Par ty organ iza t ion s . The publication, in Sep
tember 1938, of the Hi story of the C.P.S.U.(B .)- SllOrt Course was
taken in to account in this co n necti on . It was ascer tained that the
p u b licatio n of the Hist or y of the C.P.S.U.( B.) had give n a n ew impetus
to Ma rxi st-Leninist p ropa gand a in ou r country . The r esults of the
w ork of the Central Com m ittee of the C.P.S.U. (B.) h a ve been
pub lished in its d eci s ion , "On the Organization of Party Propa ganda
in Con nectio n with the Publication of the Hi story of the C.P .S. U.( B. )
Shor t Course."

On th e ba sis of this decision a n d with due r eference to the deci
sions of the Plenum of the Central Com m ittee of the C.P.S .U . (B. ) o f
March 1937 , " On D efects in P arty W or k ," the Central Co m m ittee of
the C.P.S. U. (B.) h as outl ined the following m ajor measures for elim
in ating the d efects in P a rty propa ganda and improving the w ork of
Marxist-Leninist training of P arty m embers and P arty cadres :

1. T o concentrate the work of P arty propaganda a n d agita tion in
.one body and to m erge the pro pa ganda and a gitation departm ents and
the press d epartments into a single Propaganda a n d Agitation Admin
istration of th e Central Co m m ittee of the C.P.S. U. (B.), a n d to organ
iz e corresponding propa gand a a n d agitation departments in each
r epublican, territo r ia l and r egional Party organization ; .

2 . Recognizing a s incorrect th e infatuation for the syste m of -prop
agan da through study circl es , and considerin g the m ethod of indivi-
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dual study of the principles of Marxism-Leninism by Party m embers
to be m ore ex pedien t, to centre the attention of the Party on propa
ganda through the press and on the organization of a syste m of prop
a gan da b y lectures;

3. To organize one-y ear Courses of Instruction for our lower
ca dres in ea ch r egional cen tre ;

4. To organize two-year L~nin Schools for our middle cadres in
var ious cen tres of the country; "

5. T o organize a Higher School of Marxism-Leninism under the
a uspices of the Central Committee of the C.P.S.u.(B. ) with a three
year co u rse for the training of highly qualified P arty theoreticians;

6. To set up one-year Courses of Instruction for propagandists
a nd jourrialistsIn vari ous parts of the country;

7. T o se t up in connection with the Hi gh er School of Marxism
L eninism six-month Courses of Instruction for teachers of Marxism
L eninism in the higher educa ti onal es ta blish men ts.

Ther e ca n be no doubt that the r ealization of these m easures,
which a re a lready b eing carried out, although not yet sufficiently, will
soon yie ld beneficial r esults.

4. Some Questions of Theory

Another of the d ef ects of ou r propa gandi st an d ideol ogical w ork
is the absence of full clarity among ou r co mrades on certa in theoret i
cal questions of vital practical importance, the ex is te nce of a certa in
a mou n t of confusion on these questions. I r efer to the question of the
state in general , and of our so cia list state in partic ular, an d to the
question of ou r So viet intelli gentsia.

. It is someti mes a sked: " We have abolished the exploiting classes;
there a re no longer any hostile cla sses in the co un try; there is n obody
to suppress ; h ence there is no more n eed fo r the state; it must di e
away.-Why then do we not help our socialis t state to di e aw ay ?
Why do w e n ot strive to put an en d to it? Is it n ot time to throw out
all this rubbish of a state?"

Or furth er: " T h e exploiting classes h ave already b een abolished
in our co un try ; socialism has been built in the m ain; w e are a dva nc
ing towards communism. Now, the Marxi st doctrine of the sta te says
that there is to b e' no state under communism.-Why then do w e not
h elp ou r socialis t state to di e away? Is it not time we r elegated the
s ta te to the museum of antiquities?"
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These questions show that those who ask them have conscien
tiously memorized certain propositions contained in the doctrine of
Marx and Engels about the state. But they also show that these com- .
rades have failed to understand the essential meaning of this doctrine;
that they have failed to realize in what historical conditions the
various propositions of this doctrine were elaborated; and, what is
more, that they do not understand present-day international condi
tions, have overlooked the capitalist encirclement and the dangers it
entails for the socialist country. These questions not only betray an
underestimation of the capitalist encirclement, but also an underesti
mation of the role and significance of the bourgeois states and their
organs, which send spies, assassins and wreckers into our country
and are waiting for a favourable opportunity to attack it by armed
force. They likewise betray an underestimation of the role and signi
ficance of our socialist state and of its military, punitive and intelli
gence organs, which are essential for the defence of the socialist land'
from foreign attack. It must be confessed that the comrades mentioned'
are not the only ones to sin in this underestimation. All the Bolsheviks."
all of us without exception, sin to a certain extent in this respect. Is
it not surprising that we learnt about the espionage and conspira
torial activities of the Trotskyite and Bukharinite leaders only quite
recently, in 1937 and 1938,although, as the evidence shows, these'
gentry were in the service of foreign espionage organizations and
carried on conspiratorial activities from the very first days of the
October Revolution? How could we have failed to notice so grave a
matter? How are we to explain this blunder? The usual answer to this
question is that we could not possibly have assumed that these people
could have fallen so low. But that is no explanation, still less is it a '
justification; for the blunder was a blunder. How is this blunder to
be explained? It is to be explained by an underestimation of the .
strength and consequence of the mechanism of the bourgeois states
surrounding us and of their espionage organs, which endeavour to
take advantage' of people's weaknesses, their vanity, their slackness
of will, to enmesh them in their espionage nets and use them to sur
'r ou n d the organs of the Soviet state. It is to be explained by an under- '
estimation of the role and significance of the mechanism of our social
ist state and of its intelligence service, by an underestimation of this,
intelligence service, by the twaddle that an intelligence service in a
Soviet state is an unimportant trifle, and that the Soviet intelligence
service and the Soviet state itself will soon have to be relegated to the
museum of antiquities. '
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What could have given rise to this underestimation?
It arose owing to the fact that certain of the general propositions

in the Marxist doctrine of the state were incompletely worked out and
I inadequate. It received currency owing to our unpardonably heedless
attitude to matters pertaining to the theory of the state, in spite of
the fact that we have twenty years of practical experience in matters
of state which provide rich material for theoretical generalizations,
.and in spite of the fact that, given the desire, we-have every opportu-
nity of successfully filling this gap in theory. We have forgotten
Lenin's highly important injunction about the theoretical duties of
Russian Marxists, that it is their mission to further develop the Marxist
theory. This is what Lenin said in this connection:

"We do not regard Marxist theory as something completed and
inviolable; on the contrary, we are convinced that it has only
laid the corner-stone of the science which socialists must further
advance in all directions if they wish to keep pace with life. We
think that an independent elaboration of the Marxist theory is

.. especially essential for Russian socialists, for this theory provides
only general guiding principles, which, in particular, are applied
in England differently from France, in France differently from
Germany, and in Germany differently from Russia." (Lenin, est:
lected Works, Russ. ed., Vol. II, p. 492.)

Consider, for example, the classical formulation of the theory of
.the development of the socialist state given by Engels:

"As soon as there is no longer any class of society to be held
in subjection; as soon as, along with class domination and the
struggle for individual existence based on the former anarchy of.
production, the collisions and excesses arising from these have
also been abolished, there is nothing more to be repressed which
would make a special repressive force, a state, necessary. The first
act in which the state really comes forward as the representative
of society as 'a whole-the taking possession of the means of
production in the name of society-is at the same time its last
independent act as a state. The interference of th~ state power
in social relations becomes superfluous in one sphere after another,
and then ceases of itself. The government of persons is replaced
by the administration of things and the direction of the process
of production. The state is not 'abolished,' it withers ·aw ay ." (Herr
Eugen Diihrinq's Revolution in Science l Anti-Diihrinq}, Eng. ed.,. '
p. 315.)
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Is this proposition of Engels' correct?
Yes, it is correct, but only on one of two conditions: (1) if we study

the socialist state only from the angle of the internal development
of the country, abstracting ourselves in advance from the international
factor, isolating, for the convenience of investigation, the country and
the state from the international situation; or (2) if we assume that
socialism is already victorious in all countries, or in the majority of
countries, that a socialist encirclement exists instead of a capitalist
encirclement, that there is no more danger of foreign attack, and that
there is no more need to strengthen the army and the state.

Well, but what if socialism has been victorious only in one coun
try, and if, in view of this, it is quite impossible to abstract oneself
from international conditions-what then? Engels' formula does
not furnish an answer to this question. As a matter of fact, Engels
did not set himself this question, and therefore could not have given
an answer to it. Engels proceeds from the assumption that socialism
has already been victorious in"all countries, or in a majority of coun
tries; more or less simultaneously. Consequently, Engels is not here
investigating any specific socialist state of any particular country,
but the development of the socialist state in general, on the assumption
that socialism has been victorious in a majority of countries-accord
ing to the formula: "Assuming that socialism is victorious in a major
ity of countries, what changes must the proletarian, socialist state un
dergo?" Only this general and abstract character of the problem can
explain why in his investigation of the question of the socialist state
Engels completely abstracted himself from such a 'fa ct or as interna
tional conditions, the international situation.

But it follows from this that Engels' general formula about the
destiny of the socialist state in general cannot be extended to the par- .
tial and specific case of the victory of socialism in one country only,
a country which is surrounded by a capitalist world, is subject to the
menace of foreign military attack, cannot therefore abstract itself
from the international situation, and must have at its disposal a well
trained army, well-organized punitive organs, and a strong intelli
gence service-consequently, must have its own state, strong enough

- to defend the conquests of socialism from foreign attack.
We have no right to expect of the classical Marxist writers, sepa

rated as they were from our day by a period of forty-five or fifty-five
years, that they should have foreseen each and every zigzag of history
in the distant future in every separate country. It would be ridiculous
to expect that the classical Marxist writers should have elaborated
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f or our benefit r eady-made so lu tions for each and every theoretical .
problem that might arise in any particular country fifty or one hun
dred ye a rs after w ar ds, so that w e, the d escendants of the cla ssical
Marxist wr iters, might calmly doz e a t the fir eside a n d munch ready
made so lu tio ns. (Genera l laughter. ) But w e can an d should expect
of the Marxis ts-Len in is ts of our da y that they do n ot co n fine them
selves to learning by rote a few ge nera l tenets of Marxism ; that they
delve deeply into the essence of Marxism ; that they lea rn to take a c
count of the experience gained in the twenty yea rs of existence of
the so cialis t sta te in ou r country ; that, lastly , they learn, with the
u se of this experien ce and with knowledge of the essence of Marxism,
to a pply the various ge nera l theses of Marxism concret ely , to lend
them gre a te r precision and improve them. Lenin wrot e his famous
book, The Stat e and R evolution, in Au gust 1917, that is, a few m onths
before the October Revolution and the es ta b lis h men t of the Soviet
state. Lenin considered it the m ain task of this book to defend Marx's
and Engels' doctrine of the state from the distortions a n d vulgariza
tions of the opportunists. L enin w as preparing to write a second vol
ume of The State and R evolution, in which h e intended to su m up
the principal lessons of the ex perien ce of the Ru ssi an revolutions of
1905 and 1917. There can be no doubt that Lenin intended in the
second vo lume of his book to elabora te and dev elop the theory of the
sta te on the basis of th e exper ience gained during the exis tence of
Sovi et power in our country. Death, however, prevented him from
carrying this ta sk into execu tion. But what Lenin did n ot m anage
to d o shou ld be done b y his di sciples. (Loud appla use.)

The s ta te a rose because society sp li t up into an tagon is t ic cla ss es ;
it arose in orde r to keep in r estraint the ex ploited majority in the in
teres ts of the explo iting minority . The instruments of s ta te authority
h ave been m ainly co ncentrate d in th e a rmy, the punitive organs, the
espionage service, · the prisons. Two basic functions characte r ize the ,
activity of the sta te: a t h ome (the m ain function), to k eep in restraint
the ex p loited ' m a jor ity ; a broad (not the main functio n), to ex ten d
the territory of it s cla ss , the ruling cla ss, a t the ex pe nse of the terri tory
of o ther s ta tes, or to d efend the territory of it s own state from a ttack
b y other s ta tes. Such w a s .th e case in slave society and under feudal-

. ism. Such is the case under ca pitalism .
In order to ov erthrow capitalism it w as n ot only n ec essary to

r emove the bourgeoisie from power, it w as not on ly necessary to ex
propriate the ca pita lis ts, but also to smash en tirely the bourgeois
state m achine and its old army, its bureaucratic officia ldom and its
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police force, and to substitute for it a new, proletarian form of state,
a new, socialist state. And that, as we know, is exactly what the Bol
sheviks did. But it does not follow that the new proletarian state may
not preserve certain functions of the old state, changed to suit the
r equirements of the prolet arian state. Still less does it follow that the
forms of our socialist state must remain unchanged, that all the ori
ginal functions of our state must be fully preserved in future. As a
matter of fact, the forms of our state are changing and will continue
to change in line with the development of our country and with the
changes in the international situ a t ion.

L enin was a b solutely right when he said:

"The forms of bourgeois states are extremely varied, but in
essence they are all the sam e : in one way or another, in the final
analysis, all these states a re inevitably the dictatorship of the
bourgeoisie. The transition from capitalism to communism will
certainly create a great variety and abundance of political forms,
but in essence there will inevitably be only one: the dictatorship of
the proletariat." (Lenin, The State and Reoolution.i

Since the October Revolution, our socialist state has passed through
.two main phases in its development.

The first phase was the period from the October Revolution to the
elimination of the exp loiting cla ss es. The principal task in that p eriod
was to suppress the r esi stance of the overthrown classes, to organize
the defence of the country against the attack of the interventionists,
to r estore industry and a griculture, and to prepare the conditions for
the eli m in a tion of the ca pitalist elements. Accordingly, in this period
our state performed two m ain functions. The first function was to
su p press the overthrown classes inside the country. In this respect our
.s ta te bore a superficial r esemblance to previous states whose func
tions had also been .to suppress r ecalcitrants, with the fundamental
difference, however, that our sta te suppressed the exploitin g minority
in the interests of the labouring majority, while previous states had
suppressed the exploited m ajority in the interests of the exploiting
minority. The second function was to defend the country from for
eign attack. In this respect it likewise bore a superficial resemblance
to previous states, which also undertook the armed defence of their

.countries, with the fundamental difference, however, that our state
defended from foreign attack the gains of the labouring majority,
while previous states in such cases defended the wealth and privileges
of the exp loitin g minority. Our state had yet a third function: this
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wa s the work of econom ic organ iza tion and cu lt ur a l ed uca tion p er
formed b y ou r sta te bodies with the purpose of d eveloping the infant
sh oo ts of th e n ew, so cia list econom ic system a nd re-educating the
p eo p le in the sp ir i t of socialism . But this new function did not a ttain
to a ny co nside r a b le development in that per iod.

T he secon d pha se w a s the period f rom the elimination of the cap 
it alist elemen ts in town an d co u n try to the complet e victo ry of the

.so cialis t eco nom ic syste m an d the a dop tion of the n ew Constitution.
T he principal ta sk in this p eriod w a s to es tab lish the so cialist eco norn
ic system all over the country an d to eli m in a te the la st remnants of
the capitalis t elem en ts, to bring a bout a cultural revolu tio n, and to
fo rm a thoroughly modern army fo r the defence of the country . And
the functions of our soci a list sta te changed accordingly. The func
tion of military su p pression inside the country ceased, di ed away; for
exp loitati on h ad b een a bolished, there w ere no more exp loiters left ,
and so there w as no one to su p p ress. In place of this fu n ct ion . of
su p p ression the sta te acquired the function of protecting socialist
property from thieves a n d pilferer s of the people's property . The
function of defending the co u nt ry f rom foreign ·attack fully re
m ained ; co nsequen tly, the Red Army an d the Navy also fu lly remained,
a s did the punitive organs and the intelligence service, which ar e
indispensable for the d et ection a n d punishm ent ·01' the sp ies, assassins
a n d w reckers sen t into our co u n t ry by fo reig n es pio nage services. The
function of econom ic organizatio n and cultural educat io n by th e
state organs a lso r emained, and w a s d eveloped to the full. Now the
m a in ta sk of our st a te inside the co untry is the work of peacefu l
econom ic organ iza tion an d cu ltural education . As fo r ou r a rmy,
punitive organs, and intelligence service, their edge is n o lon ger turned ,
to the inside of the coun try but to th e outs ide, against external
enem ies.

As you see, w e now h a ve an en tirely new , socialist state, without
precedent in history and differing co nsiderably in fo r m an d functio ns
f rom the so cialist sta te of the first pha se.

But d evelopment cannot stop there. W e a re going ahead, towards
communism. Will our state r emain in the p eriod of communism
also ?

Yes, it will, unless the . capitalist encirclemen t is liquidated,
and unless the danger of foreign military attack h as disappeared.
Naturally, of course, the forms of our state will a gain change in con
formity with the change in the sit u a tio n at h ome a n d ab road.

No, it will not r emain and will atrophy if th e capitalist encir cle-
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ment is liquidated and a socialist encirclement takes its place.
That is how the question stands with regard to the so cialist state.
The second question is that of the Soviet intelligentsia.
On this question, too, a s on the question of the sta te, there is a

ce r ta in unclearness and confusion among Party m embers.
In spite of the fact that the position of the Party on the question of

the Soviet intelligentsia is p erfectly clear, there are still current in
ou r Party views hostile to the Soviet intelligentsia and incompatible
with the Party position. As you know, those who h old these false
views practise a disdainful an d contemptuous a ttit u de to the Soviet
intelligentsia and regard it as an alien force, even a s a force hostile to
the working class and the peasantry, True, during the p eriod of So
viet development the intelligentsia has undergone a radical change
both in its composition and status. It has come closer to the people
and is honestly collaborating with the people, in which respect
it differs fundamentally from the old, bourgeois intelligentsia.
But this apparently means nothing to these comrades. They go on
harping on the old tunes and wronglyapply to the Soviet intelligent
sia vi ews and attitudes which w ere justified in the old days when
the intelligentsia was in the se r vice of the landowners and capitalists.

In the old days, under capitalism, before the revolution, the in
telligentsia consisted primaril y of members of the propertied classes
noblemen, manufacturers, m erchants, kulaks and so on. Some
m embers of the intelligentsi a were sons of small tradesmen, petty
officials, and ev en of peasants and workingmen, but they did not
a nd could not playa d ecisive p art. The intelligentsia a s a whole de
p ended for their livelihood on the propertied classes and ministered
to the propertied classes . H ence it is easy to understand the mistrust,
often bordering on hatred, with which the r evolutionary elements
of our country and above all the workers regarded the intellectuals.
True, the old intelligentsia produced som e courageous individuals,
handfuls of revolutionary p eople who adopted the sta n d poin t of the
working class and compl et ely threw in their lot with the working
class. But such people were all too few among the intelligent
sia , and they could not change the complexion of the intelligentsia
a s a whole.

Matters with regard to the intelligentsia have undergone a funda
mental change, however, sin ce the October Revolution, since the
defeat of the foreign armed intervention, and especially since the
victory of industrialization and collectivization, when the abolition
of exp loi ta tion and the firm establishment of the socialist economic
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system made it really possible to give the country a new constitution
and to put it into effect. The most influential and qualified se ction
of the old intelligentsia broke away fr om the main body in the very
first days of the October Revolu tion , proclaimed war on the Soviet
gove rn men t, and joined the ranks of the saboteurs. They m et with
w ell-deserved punishment for this; th ey were smashed a nd di spersed
b y the organs of Soviet power. Subsequently the m ajority of those
that su r vived were r ecruited by the 'en em ies of our co u n try as wreck
er s a n d sp ies, and thus w ere exp unged b y th eir own d eeds from
the ranks of the intellectuals. Another se ction of the old intelligentsia ,
less qualified but more numerous, long continued to mark ti m e, w ait
ing for "better days"; but then, apparently giving up hope, d ecided
to go and serve and to live in h armony 'w ith the Soviet gover nmen t.

.The grea ter part of this group of the old intelligentsia a re w ell on
in y ears a n d are beginning to go ou t of commission. A third secti on
of the old intelligentsia, mainly comprising its r ank-and-file, a n d still
less qualified than the section just mentioned, joined forces with
the people and su p p or ted the Soviet government. It n eeded to perfect
its education; and it set about doing so in our universities. But p aral
lel with this painful process of differentiation and break-up of the
old intelligentsia there went on a rapid process of formation, m obili
zation ;an d mustering of forces of anew intelligentsia. Hundreds of
thousands of young people coming from the r anks of the w orking
class, the p easantry a n d the working intelligentsia en tered the uni
versities and t echnical colleges, from which th ey emerged
to r einforce the attenuated ranks of the intelligentsia. They infused
fresh blood into it and r eanimated it ina Sovie t sp ir it. They r adically
changed the whol e 'a sp ect of the intelligentsia , moulding it in their
own fo rm a n d image. 'T h e r emnants of the old intelligentsia were
di ssolved in the n ew, Sov iet intelligentsia, the intelligentsia of the
p eople. There thus arose a n ew, Soviet intelligentsi a , intimately bound
up with the p eople and, for the most part, r eady to serve them fa ith 
fully and loyally.

As a r esult, w e now have a numerous, n ew, popular, socia list
intelligentsia , fundarpentally different from the old, bourgeois intel 
ligentsia b oth in composition and in social and p oli ti cal character.

The old theory about the intelligentsia, which taught that it sh ou ld
be treated with distrust and combated, fully applied to the old, pre
revolutionary 'in telligen tsia , which se rved the landlords and cap it a l
ists. This theory is now ou t-of -da te and does not fit our n ew, Soviet
intelligentsia . Ournew intelligentsia demands a n ew theory , a theory
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teaching t he n ec essity fo r a co r d ia l attitude towards it , so li ci tu de
a n d r espect for it, a n d cooperation with it in the interests of the work
ing cl a ss a n d the p easantry .

Tha t is clear, I shou ld think.
It is therefore a ll the m ore astonish ing a n d str an ge that after a ll

these fundamental changes in the s ta tus of the in telligen ts ia people
should be found within our Par ty who a ttem p t to a p ply the ol d
theory, w h ich was direc ted a gainst the bourgeois intelligentsia , to
ou r n ew, Soviet intelligentsi a , which is ba sically a socialist .intelligent
sia. T hese peop le, it appears, assert that w or k ers and pea sants who
until r ecently w ere working in Stak h anov fash ion in the fa ctories
a nd collective farms an d who w er e then sen t to t h e universities to b e
ed ucated , thereby ceased to be r eal people and b ecame secon d- rate
p eopl e. So we are to conclu de that ed uca t ion is a pernicio us an d dan
ge rous thing. (Laugh ter.) We want a 'll ou r worker s a nd peasan ts to b e
cultured a n d educated, a n d w e shall a ch ie ve this in time. But in the
op in io n of these queer comrades, this purpose h arbours a grave
d anger; for after th e wor k ers and p easants b ecome cultu r ed and
edu ca te d they m ay face th e danger of being cl a ssified a s secon d -rate
p eople. '(L oud laughter .) Th e p ossib ility is n ot precluded that these
queer comrades may in time sin k to the position of extollin g back
wardness, ignorance, b enightedness and obscurantism. It would be
quite in the nature of things. Theoretical va garies h ave n ever led, a n d
n ever can lead, to a ny good .

Such is the position with r egard to ou r n ew , socialis t intelligentsia .

* * *
Our ta sks in r esp ect to the further strengthenin g of the P arty a re:
1. To system a tically improve the composition of the P arty , r aisin g

the level of knowledge of its m embership, an d a dmitting into its
r anks, b y a p rocess of individual selection, on ly t ried an d tested
comrades who a re loyal to the 'cau se of communism.

2. T o es tab lish closer contact b etween the leading bodies an d
th e work of the lower bodies, so a s to m ake their w ork of leader
sh ip m ore pnactical and specific and less co n fined to m eetings and
offices.

3. T o ce n t r a li ze the work of selecting ca d res, to trai n them care
fully a n d foster them, to stu dy 'th e m erits and demerits of w orkers
thoroughly, to promote young workers boldly and a da p t th e select ion
and a llocation of cadres to the r equirements of the polit ical line of
the P arty .
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4. To centralize Party propaganda and agitation, to extend the
propaganda of the ideas of Marxism-Leninism, and to raise the
theoretical level and improve the political schooling of our cadres.

* * *
Comrades, I am now about to conclude n1JY report.
I have sketched in broad outline the path traversed by our Party

during the period under review. The results of the work of the Party
and of its Central Committee during this period are well known.
There have been mistakes and shortcomings in our work. The Party
and the Central Committee did not conceal them and strove to correct
them. There have also been important successes and big achieve
ments, which must not be allowed to turn our heads.

. The chief conclusion to be drawn is that the working class of
our country, having abolished the exploitation of man by man and
firmly established the socialist system, has . proved to the world the
truth of its cause. That is the chief conclusion, for it strengthens our
faith in the power of the working class aiId in the inevitability of its
ultimate victory.

The bourgeoisie of all countries asserts that the people cannot get
along without capitalists and landlords, without merchants and
kulaks. The working class of our country has proved in practice that
the people can get along without exploiters perfectly well.

The bourgeoisie of all countries asserts that, having destroyed
the old bourgeois system, the working class is incapable of building
anything new to replace the old. The working class of our counLry
has proved in practice that it is quite capable not only of destroying
the old system but of building a new and better system, a socialist
system, a system, moreover, to which crises' and unemployment are
unknown.

The bourgeoisie of all countries asserts that the peasantry is in
capable of taking the path of socialism. The collective farm peasants
of our country have proved in practice that they can do so quite
successfully.

The chief endeavour of the bourgeoisie of all countries and of
its reformist hangers-on is to kill in the working class faith in ' its
own strength, faith in the possibility and inevitability of its victory,
and thus to perpetuate capitalist slavery. For the bourgeoisie knows
that if capitalism has not yet been overthrown and stilI continues to
exist, it has not itself to thank, but th e fact that the pro
letariat has still not faith enough in the possibility of its victory. It
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cannot be said that the efforts of the bourgeoisie in this respect have
been altogether unsuccessful. It must be confessed that the bourgeoi
sie and its agents among the working class have .to some extent
succeeded in poisoning the minds of the working class with the
venom of doubt and scepticism, If the successes of the working
class of our country, if its fight and victory serve to rouse the spirit
of the working class in the capitalist countries and to strengthen its
faith in its own power and in its victory, then our Party may say
that its work has not been in vain. And there need be no doubt that
this will be the case. (Loud and prolonqed applause.)

Long live our victorious working class! (Applause.)
Long live our victorious collective farm peasantry! (Applause .)
Long live our socialist intelligentsia! (Applause.)
Long live the great friendship of the nations of our country!

(Applause.) .
Long live the Communist Party of the Soviet Union! (Applause.)
(The delegates rise and hail Comrade Stalin with loud and stormy

cheers. Cries of: «Hurrah for Comrade Stalin!" «Hurrah for our
great Stalin!" «Hurrah for Our beloved Stalin!")
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