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Comrades, collective farmers I
I did not intend to speak at your Congress. I did .
n ot intend to speak because the speakers who have
spoken before III ~ have said all that had to be saidand it has b een said well and to the p oint. Is it wor th
while speaking after that? But as you insist, and
power is in your hands (prolonged applause) I must
sub m it.
I will say a few words on certain questions.

1. THE COLLECTIVE FARM PATH IS THE ONLY
CORRECT PATH'
First question.
Is the path which the collective farm peasantry have
taken the correct path, is the collective farm path the
corr ect one?
This is not an idle question. You shock brigade work:
ers of the collective farms should have no doubt as to
whether the collective farms are on the correct" path.
Perhaps, for that r eason this question will seem superfluous. But not all peasants think as you do. There
are not a few among the peasants and also among collective farmers who have doubts as to whether the collective farm path is the right one or not. And there is
nothing suprising about this. Indeed, for hundreds of
years people have lived in the old way, have followed
the old road, have bent their backs to the kulak and
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the landlords, to the usurers and the speculators. It
cannot be said that this old capitalist path met with the
approval of th e peasants. But this old path was a
beaten path, the cus tomary path, and no one had actually proved that it was po ssible to live in a different
way, in a better way. The more so that in all bourgeois
countries all people are still living in the old way. .. .
And suddenly the Bol sheviks break in on this old bog
of life, break in like a storm and say : It is time to
abandon the old path, it is time to live in a new way,
. in the collective farm way, it is time to leave off living
as everyone lives in bourgeois countries and live in
a new way, co-operatively. But what is this new life-who knows anything about it ? Will it not turn out
to be worse ' th an the old life? At all events the new'
path-is not the customary path, it is not a beaten
path, and one that has not yet been fully explored.
Would it not be better to -remain on the old path?
Would it not be better to wait a while before taking th e
new coll ective farm path? Is is worth taking the ris k ?
•
These are the doubts that are now troubling one
section of the toiling peasantry.
Should we dispel these doubts? Sh ould" we bring
these doubts out into the light of day and show-what
they are worth? Clearly, we must.
Hence, the question put above cannot be described
as an idle question.
And so, is the path which the collective farm peasantry have taken the correct one?
Certain comrades think that the adoption of the
new path, the coll ective farm path, commenced in our
country three years ago. This is only partly true.
Of course the mass building of collective farms com. menced in our country three years ago. This transition, as is known, was marked by the defeat of the
kulaks and the transition of vast masses of the poor
6

and middle peasantry to the side of the collective farms.
, I
All this is true. But in order to start this mass transi,,'
tion to the collective farms certain preliminary condi- I .)
tions had to be available, for ·without these, generally , .)
speaking, the mass collective farm movement would
have been impossible. First of all we had to have the
Soviet power, which helped and continues to help the
peasantry to take the collective farm path. Secondly,. . ,
it was necessary to drive out the landlords and the cap- I ' I
italists, to take their factories and their land from them . I
and declare these to be the property of the people.
~
Thirdly, it was necessary to bridle the kulaks and to
take their machines and tractors from them. Fourthly, it was necessary to declare that these machines and
tractors could be used only by poor and middle peasants organized in collective farms. And finally, it was
necessary to industrialize the' country, to organize a
new tractor industry, to build new factories for the
production of agricultural machinery, in order to supply tractors and machines in abundance to the collec• tive farm peasantry. Without these preliminary conditions it would have been useless thinking of the ·mass
transition to the collective farm path that commenced
three years ago.
Hence, in order to adopt the collective farm path it
was necessary first of all to . bring about the October
Revolution, to overthrow the capitalists and landlords,
take their land and factories away from them and
organize a new industry.
It was from the October Revolution that the transition to the new path, to the collective farm path, commenced. This transition developed with new force only
three years ago because only then did the economic
results of the October Revolution make themselves
felt, only then was it possible to push forward the industrialization of the country.
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The history of nations knows not a few ~evolutions.
But these revolutions differ from the October Revolution in that they were one-sided revolutions. One form
of exploitation of the toilers made way for another
form of exploitation, but exploitation, as such, remained. Certain exploiters and oppressors made 'Yay for
other exploiters and oppressors, but exploitation and
oppression, as such, remained. The October Revolution
alone set itself the aim-of abolishing all exploitation
and of liquidating all exploiters and oppressors.
The revolution of the slaves liquidated slavery and
abolished the slave form of exploitation of the toilers.
In its place it introduced the feudal rulers and the serf
form of exploitation of the toilers. One set of exploiters took the place of another set of exploiters.
Under slavery the "law" permitted the slave owner to
kill, his slaves. Under the serf system the "law" permitted the serf owner "only" to sell his serfs.
The revolution of the serf peasants liquidated the
serf owners and abolished the serf form of exploitation.
But in place ' of these it introduced the capitalists and ·
landlords, the capitalist and landlord form of exploitation of the toilers. One set of exploiters took the place
of another set of exploiters. Under the serf system the
"law" permitted the sale of serfs. Under the capitalist
system the "law" permits the toilers "only" to be
doomed . to unemployment and poverty, to ruin and
death from starvation.
It was only our Soviet Revolution, only our October
Revolution that put the question, not of substituting one
set of exploiters for another, not of substituting one
form of exploitation for another-but of eradicating all
exploitation, of eradicating all and every kind of exploitation, all and every kind of rich man and oppressor, old and new. (Prolonged applause)
That is why the October Revolution was a prelimin8

ary condition and a necessary prerequisite for the peasants' transition to the new collective farm path.
Were the peasants right in supporting the October
Revolution ? Yes, they were ri ght? They were ri ght in
doing so because the Oct ober Revolution helped them
to throw off from th eir backs the landlords an d the
capitalists, the u surers, and the kulaks, the merchants
and the speculators.
But this is only one side of the question. It is all
very well to drive away the oppressors, to drive away
the landlords and the capitalists, to bridle the kulaks
and the speculators. But that is not enough. In order
to become entirely free from the old fetters it is not
enough merely to smash the exploiters. In order to
ach ieve this it is also necessary to build up a new life,
to build up a life that will enable the toiling peasants
to improve their material and cultural conditions and
to rise higher day after day and year after year. In
or der to achieve this, a new system must be built up
in the countryside, the collective farm system. That is
the other side of the question.
What is the difference between the old system and
the new, collective farm system?
Under the old system the peasants worked singly,
they employed the ancient methods of their grandfathers, they employed ancient implements of labour,
they worked for the landlords, for the capitalists, for
the kulaks and the speculators, they worked and lived
in a state of semi-starvation and enriched others: Under
the new, collective farm system, the peasants work col;
lectively, co-operatively, they work with the aid of new
implements-tractors, and agricultural machinery, they
work for themselves and for their collective farms,
they live without capitalists and landlords, without
kulaks .an d speculators, they work in order, day after
day, to improve their material and cultural conditions,
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Over there, under the old system, the government is a
bourgeois government and it supports the rich against
the toiling peasantry. Here, under the new collective
farm system the government is a workers' and peasants' government and it supports the workers and peasants against all the rich. The old system leads to capitalism. The new system leads to-socialism.
These are the two paths, the path to capitalism and
the path to socialism, the path forward-to socialism,
and the path backward-to capitalism.
Some people think that some sort of a third path
can be adopted. This unknown third path is most
eagerly clutched at by certain wavering comrades who
are not yet quite certain whether the collective farm
path is the correct one. They want us to return to the
old system, to return to individual farming, but without
capitalists and landlords. Moreover, they want us to
permit "only" the kulaks and other small capitalists,
as a legitimate phenomenon in our economic system.
As a matter of fact, this is not a third path but the
second path-back to capitalism. Because, what .does
returning to individual farming and the restoration of
the kulaks mean? It means the restoration of kulak
bondage, the restoration of the exploitation of the
peasantry by the kulaks and giving the kulaks power.
But is it possible to restore the kulaks and at the sa me
time preserve the Soviet power? No, it is not possible.
The restoration of the kulaks 'must lead to the creation
of a kulak power and to the liquidation of the Soviet
power-hence, it must lead to the formation of a bourgeois government. And the formation of a bourgeois
government must in its turn lead to the restoration of
the landlords and; the capitalists, to the restoration of
capitalism. As a matter fact, the third path is the second path, the path that takes us back to capitalism.
Ask thepeasants whether they want the restoration ef
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kulak bondage, to return to capitalism, to liquidate the
Soviet power and to restore the power of the landlords
and capitalists. Ask them, and you will learn which
pa th the majority of the toiling peasants regard as th e
only correct path.
Hence, there are only two paths: either forward an d
upward-to the new, collective farm ·system , or back ward and downward-to the old kulak-capitalist system. There is no third path.
The toiling peasants acted correctly in turning away
from the capitalist path and in taking the path of collective farm construction.
It is said that the collective farm path is the correct
path, but a difficult one. This is only partly true. Of
course there are difficulties on the road. A good life
cannot be obtained without effort. But the point is
that the main difficulties are over, and those difficulties
which now confront you are not worth talking about
seriously. At allevents, compared with the difficulties
which the workers experienced ten to fifteen years ago ,
your present difficulties, comrades, collective farmers,
seem to be child's play. Your speakers here praised
the workers of Leningrad, Moscow, Kharkov and Don, bas. They said that these workers have achievements
and that you, collective farmers; have far fewer
achievements. I seemed to detect a note of comradely
envy in the speeches of your speakers which seemed to
say: How good it would be if we collective farm peasants had the same achievements as you, workers of
Leningrad, Moscow, Donbas and Kharkov. . .. That is
all very well. But do you know what the-achievements
of the workers of Leningrad and Moscow cost, what
privations they had to endure in order finally to win
these achievements? I could relate to you several facts
in the life of the workers in 1918, when for whole
weeks not a piece of bread, let alone meat and other
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prOVISIOns, was di stributed to the w ork er s. The best
times were then considered to be the days on which
we were able to distribute to the workers in Leningrad
and Moscow one-eigh th of a pound of bread each, and
even h al f of that consist ed of bran. An d this continued not for a month or six months, but for two
whole years. But the workers bore it, and did not lose
heart, for they knew that better times would come and
that they would achieve decisive successes. Wellyou see that the wo r k er s wer e not mistaken. Compare
your difficulties and privations with the difficulties
and privations which the workers experienced and you
will see that they are not worth talking about seriously.
What is required in order to push the collective fa rm
movement further forward and develop collective farm
construction to the u tm ost ?
What is required for this first of all is that the collective farms should have complete security of tenure
of land suitable for cultivation. Have you got that ?
Yes, you have. It is well known that the best lands
have been transferred to the collective farms and have
been firmly attached to them. Hence, the collective
farmers can cultivate and improve -th eir lands to the
fullest extent they desire without having to fear that
they will be taken from them and given to others.
Secondly, what is required is that the collective fa rmers should have the use of tractors and machines. Have
you got these? Yes, you have. E veryone knows that
our tractor works and agricultural machinery works
are working primarily and mainly for the collective
farms, to supply them with all modern implements.
Finally, what is required is that the government
should support the collective farm peasants to the utmost with men and money, and should not permit the
last remnants of the hostile classes to disrupt the col lective farms. Have you got such a governmen t ? Yes,
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you have. It is called the Workers' and Peasants' Soviet Government. Name another country where the
government supports, not the capitalists and landlords,
not the kulaks and other rich classes, but the toiling
peasants. There is not, nor has there ever been, another country like it in the world. Only here, in the
Land of the Soviets, does a government exist which
stands solidly for the workers and collective farm peasants, for all the toilers of town and country against all
the rich and the exploiters. (Prolonged applause)
Hence, you possess everything in order to be able to
develop collective farm construction and achieve emancipation from the old path.
From you, only one thing is demanded-and that is
to work honestly, to distribute collective farm incomes
according to the amount of work done, to take good
care of the tractors and the machines, to organize
proper care of the horses, to fulfil the task set by your
Workers' and Peasants' State, to consolidate the collective farms and expel from the collective farms the
kulaks and their henchmen who have managed to get
into them.
No doubt, you will agree with me that to overcome
these difficulties, i.e., to work honestly and to take
good care of the property of the collective farm is not
so very difficult. The more so that you are now working, not for the rich and not for the exploiters, but for
yourselves, for your own collective farms.
You see that the collective farm ,p ath , the path of
.socialism , is the only correct path for the toiling peas.
an ts.
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2. OUR IMMEDIATE TASKS - TO MAKE ALL THE
COLLECTIVE FARMERS WELL-TO-DO
Second question.
What have we achieved on the new path, on our collective farm path, and tohat do we think of achieving
in the next two or three gears'1
Socialism-is a good thing. A happy socialist lifeis undoubtedly a good thing. But all that-is a matter
of the future. The main question now is not what we
will achieve in the future. The main question is: What
have we already achieved up to the present? The peasantry has taken the collective farm path. That is yery
good. But what has it achieved on this path? What
palpable achievements have we gained by marching
along the collective farm path?
Our achievements are that we have helped million s
of poor peasants to join the collective farms. That,
having joined the collective farms and utilizing on
them the best land and the best instruments of production, millions of poor peasants have raised themselves
to the level of the middle peasants. That millions of
poor peasants who formerly lived in a state of sernistarvation are now in the collective farms on th e level
of the middle peasants, are living in security. That we
have put a stop to the diff erentiation of the pe asants
into poor peasants and kulaks, we have defeated the
kulaks and have helped the poor peasants to b ecome
masters of their labour in the collective farms , to become middle peasants.
What was the situation before the development of
collective farm construction four years ago? The kulaks grew rich and rose to the top. The poor peasants
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lived in poverty and were ruined, and fell into bondage
to the kulaks. The middle peasants tried to drag themselves to the level of the kulaks, and every time, they
lost their hold and dropped to the bottom to fill the
ranks of the poor peasants, amidst the rejoicings of
the kulaks. It is not difficult to guess that the only ones
to profit by this scramble were the kulaks and perhaps, here and there, some of the well-to-do peasants.
Out of every hundred households in the rural districts
there could be counted four to five kulak households,
eight or ten well-to-do peasant households, forty-five
to fifty middle peasant hcuseholds and thirty-five poor
peasant households. Hence, at the lowest estimate,
thirty-five-per cent of all the peasant households were
poor peasant households, compelled to bear the yoke
of kulak bondage. This is quite apart from the poorest
strata of the middle peasants who represented more
than half of the middle peasantry, whose condition
differed very little from that of the poorer peasants
and who were directly dependent upon the kulaks.
Having developed collective farm construction, we
managed to abolish this scramble and injustice,
smashed the yoke of kulak bondage, brought this vast
mass of poor peasants into the collective farms, gave
them there a secured existence and raised them to the
level of the middle peasants, enabled them to use the
collective farm land, to enjoy the benefits provided for
the collective farms, and to use the tractors and agricultural machinery.
And what does this mean? It means that not less
than twenty millions of the peasant population, not less
than twenty million poor peasants have been rescued
from poverty and ruin, hav;been rescued from kulak
bondage and thanks to the collective farms have been
transformed into people with a secure living.
This is a great achievement, comrades. This is an
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ach ievem ent that has never been gained in the world
before, that no other state in the world has yet gained.
These, then, are the practical, palpable results of collective farm construction, the results of the peasants
having taken the collective farm path.
But this is only our first step, our first achievement
on the path of collective farm construction.
It would be unfair to think that we must stop after
having taken this first step, to stop at this first achievement. No, comrades, we cannot stop at this achievement. In order to move further forward and to finally
consolidate the collective farms we must take the second step, we must secure new achievements. What
is this second step? It is to raise the collective farmers-the ex-poor peasants and ex-middle peasantsstill higher. It is to make all the collectioe farmers
well-to-do. Yes, comrades, well-to-do. (Prolonged applause)
.
Thanks to the collective farms, we have managed to
raise the poor peasants to the level of the middle peasants. That is very good. But it is not enough. We
must now take another step forward and help all the
collective farmers-the ex-poor peasants and the exmiddle peasants-to rise to the level of the well-to-do
peasants. This can be achieved and we must achieve
it at all costs. (Prolonged applause) We now have all
that is required in order to achieve this aim. Our
machines and tractors are now badly utilized. Our
land is not being cultivated as well as it might be. All
we have to do is to make better use of the machines
and tractors, all that we have to do is to improve the
cultivation of the land-and we will increase the quantity of our produce twofold and threefold. And this
will be quite sufficient to transform all our collective
farmers into well-to-do toilers of collective farm fields.
What was the position with regard to the well-to-do
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peasants before? In order to become well-to-do, the
peasant had to wrong his neighbours, he had to exploit them, to sell to them dear and buy from them
cheap, to employ one or two labourers, to exploit them
very hard, to accumulate capital and, having strengthened his position, to climb to the position of the
kulak. This, properly speaking, explains why formerly, under individual farming, the well-to-do farmer
roused suspicion and hatred among the poor and middle peasants. Now the situation is different. And the
conditions are now different. In order that collective
farmers may become well-to-do it is not at all necessary now to wrong or exploit one's neighbours. And
besides, it is not easy to exploit anybody now, because
private property in land, and the renting of land, no
longer exists among us; the machines and tractors belong to 'the state, and people who own capital are no
longer in fashion in the collective farms. This fashion
did prevail at one time but it has disappeared forever.
In order that the collective farmer may become wellto-do, only one thing is now required-to work in the
collective farm honestly, to make proper use of the
tractors and of the machines, to make proper use of
the working cattle, to cultivate the land properly and
protect collective farm property.
Sometimes it is said: If we are living under socialism,
why do we have to toil? We toiled before and we are
toiling now-is it not time to leave off toiling? Such
talk is radically wrong, comrades. This is the philosophy of idlers and not of honest toilers. Socialism is
not the negation of labour. On the contrary, socialism
is based on labour. Socialism and labour are inseparable from each other. Lenin, our great teacher, said:
"He who does not work shall not eat."
What does this mean? Against whom are Lenin's
words directed? Against the exploiters, against those
2
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who do not work themselves, but compel others to
work for them and get rich at their expense. And
against whom else? Against the idlers who want to live
at the expense of others. Socialism demands, not idling,
but that all should work honestly, to work, not for
others, not for the rich and the exploiters, but for themselves, for the community. And if we work honestly,
work for ourselves, for our collective farms-then in a
matter of two or three years we will raise all the collective farmers, the ex-poor peasants and ex-middle peasants, to the level of the well-to-do peasants, to the level
of those who enjoy an abundance of produce and who
lead a fully cultural life.
That is our immediate task. This is what we can
achieve and what we must achieve at all costs. (Prolonged applause)

3. SEPARATE REMARKS
And now permit me to make a few separate remarks.
First of all about our Party members in the rural
districts. There are Party members among you, but
most of you are non-Party. It is a good thing that a
larger number of non-Party than Party men and women have gathered at this Congress because it is precisely the non-Party men and women that we must
first of all draw into our work. There are Communists
who approach the non-Party farmers in a bolshevik
manner. But there are Communists who are so puffed
up about their belonging to the Party that they do not
permit a non-Party person Ito come near them. This
is bad and harmful. The strength of the Bolsheviks,
the strength of the Communists lies in the fact that
they are able to rally millions of active non-Party
workers around our Party. We Bolsheviks would never
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have achieved the successes we h ave now ach ieved
had we not been able to win for the Par ty the confidence of millions of non-Party workers and peasants.
And what is r equired for this? For this it is required
that the members of t h e Party should not isolate themselves from the non-Party work ers and ,peasants, that
the Party members should not withdraw into their
Party shell, that they should not be puffed up abou t
their belonging to the Party, but that they should h eed
the voice 'Of the non-Party workers and peasants, that
they should not only teach the non-Party workers and
peasants, but also learn from th em.
It must not be forgotten that Party members do not
drop from the skies. We must remember that all Party
members at one time were not members of the Party.
Today he is non-Party, tomorrow he will become a
member of the Party. What is there to get puffed up
about? Among us old Bolsheviks there are not a few
who have been working in the Party for 20 or 30 years.
But we too were non-Party at one time or another.
What would have happened to us 20 or 30 years ago
had the Party members at that time domineered over
us and refused to let us join the Party? Perhaps we
would then have been kept away from the Party for
a number of years. But, comrades, we old Bolsheviks
are not the last people in the world. "( Laugh ter, prolonged applause)
That is why our Party members, the present young
Party members who sometimes turn their noses up at
the non-Party workers and peasants should remember
all this, should remember that it is not boastfulness
but modesty that is the adornment of the Bolshevik.
Now afew words about the women, the women collective farmers. The woman question in the collective
farms is a big question, comrades. I know that many
of you underrate the women and even sneer at them .

is
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That is a mistake, comrades, a serious mistake. Th e
point is not only that women comprise half the population. Primarily, the point is that the collective farm
movement has advanced a number of remarkable and
capable women to leading positions. Look at this
Congress, at the delegates-and you will realize that
the women have long ago advanced from the backward
strata to the forward strata. The women in the collective farms are a great force. To keep this force
down is tantamount to committing a crime. Our duty
is to bring the women in the collective farms forward
and to use this great force.
, Of course, not so long ago, the Soviet government
had a slight misunderstanding with the women collective farmers. That was the dispute about the cow. But
now this dispute about the cow has been settled and
the misunderstanding has been removed. (Prolonged
applause) We have reached the position when in the
majority of the collective farms there is a cow in every
household. Another year or two will pass and there
will not be a single collective farmer who will not have
his own cow. We Bolsheviks will do all we can to
enable everyone of our collective farmers to have a
cow. (Prolonged applause) ,
As for the women collective farmers, they must remember the power and significance of the collective
farms for the women, they must remember that only
in the collective farm will they have the opportunity
of becoming equal with the men. Without collective
farms-r-inequality, in collective farms-equal rights.
Let our comrades, the women collective farmers, remember this and let .th em guard the collective farm
system as the apple of their eye. (Prolonged applause)
Two words about the Young Communist Leaguers,
boys and girls in the collective farms. The youthis our future, our hope, comrades. The youth must take
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our place, the place of the old ones. It must carry our
banner until final victory is achieved. Among the
peasants there 'are not a few old ones, burdened with
the burden of the past, burdened with the habits and
the recollections of the old life. Naturally, they are not
always able to keep up with the Party, to keep up with
the Soviet government. But that cannot be said about
our youth. . They are free from the burden of the past,
and they can more-easily assimilate the Leninist teachings. . And it is precisely because the youth can more
easily assimilate the Leninist teachings that it is their
mission to lead the laggards and the waverers. It is
true that they lack knowledge. But knowledge is a thing
that can be acquired. They have not the knowledge
today, but they will have it tomorrow. Hence, the
task is to learn and learn again the principles of Leninism. Comrades I Y.C.L.'ers l Learn the principles of
Bolshevism and lead the waverersl Talk less and work
more-and your success will be assured. (Applause)
A few words about the individual farmers. Little has
been said here about the individual farmers. But that
does not mean that they no longer exist. No, it does
not. Individual farmers do exist, and we must not wipe
them out of our accounts, because they are our collective farmers of tomorrow. I know that one section of
the individual farmers has become utterly corrupt and
has taken up with profiteering. This, no doubt, explains
why the collective farmers take new members into the
collective farms with great circumspection, and sometimes do not accept them at all. This, of course, is
quite proper, and there cannot be any objection to
it. But there is another large section of individual
farmers who have not taken up with profiteering and
who earn their bread by honest toil. These individual
farmers, per-haps, would not he unwilling to join the
collective farms. But they are hindered in this on the
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one hand by their hesitation regarding the correctness
'o f the collective farm path,and on the other hand, by
the strained relations that now exist between the collective farmers and the individual farmers.
: Of course we must understand the position of the
collective farmers and sympathize with them. During
the past years they have had to bear not a little of
sneers and ridicule on the part of the individual farmers. But 'these sneers and ridicule must not be regarded as being of decisive importance. He is a bad
leader who cannot forget an offence, and who puts his
own feelings above the interests of collective farm affairs. If you want to be leaders, you must be able to
forget offences hurled at you by certain individual
farmers. Two years ago I received a letter from a
peasant woman, a widow, living in the Volga district.
She complained that she was not allowed to join a collective farm and demanded my support. I made inquiries at the collective farm. I received a reply from
the collective farm stating that they could not take
her into the collective farm because she had insulted
a collective farm meeting. What was the matter? The
matter was that at a meeting of peasants at which the
collective farmers called upon the individual farmers
to join the collective farm, this very widow, in reply to
this appeal, it appears, lifted up her skirt and saidhere, take your collective farm! (Laughter) Undoubtedly she behaved badly and insulted the meeting. But
can her application to join the collective farm be rejected, if, a year after, she has sincerely repented and
admitted her error? I think that her application cannot
be rejected and that is what I wrote to the collective
farm. The widow was accepted in the collective farm.
And what happened? It turns out that she is now
working in the collective farm, not in the last, but in
the front ranks. (Applause)

22

•

This, then, is another example which shows that a
leader, if he wants to remain a leader must be able to
forget an offence if the interests of the cause demand it.
The same thing must be said in regard to individual
farmers generally. I am not opposed to them being
accepted into the collective farms with circumspection.
But I am opposed to closing the path to the collective
farms to all individual farmers without discrimination.
This is not our policy, not the bolshevik policy. The
collective farmers must not forget that not long ago
they themselves were individual farmers.
Finally a few words about the letter written by the
collective farmers of Bezenchuk. This letter has been
published and you must have read it. Undoubtedly the
letter is a good one. It shows that among our collective farmers there are not a few experienced and intelligent organizers of, and agitators on behalf of, collective farming who represent the pride of our country. But this letter contains one incorrect passage with
which one cannot possibly agree. The Bezenchuk comrades describe their labours in the collective farm as
modest and almost insignificant labours, while they
describe the labour of orators and leaders, who sometimes make speeches three yards long, as great and
creative labours. Can one agree with that? No, comrades, one cannot possibly agree with that. The comrades of Bezenchuk have made a mistake here. Perhaps they made the mistake owing to their modesty.
But the mistake does not cease to be a mistake because of that. The times have passed when leaders
were regarded as the only creators of history, and
when the workers and peasants were not taken into
account. The destinies of nations and of states are
now determined not only by leaders, but primarily and
mainly by the millions of toilers. The workers and
peasants who without fuss and noise build factories
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and works, sink mines, lay railroads, build collective
farms and Soviet farms, who create all the benefits of
life, who feed and clothe the whole world-these are
the real heroes and the creators of a new life. Apparently our Bezenchuk comrades have forgotten this.
lit is not good when people overrate their strength and
!begin to be puffed up about the services they have rendered. This leads to boasting, and boasting is not a
good thing. But it is still worse when people begin to
underrate their strength and fail to see that their "modest" and "insignificant" labours are really great and
creatlve labours, which decide the fate of history.
I would like the Bezenchuk comrades to approve of
my slight amendment to their letter.
Let us stop here, comrades. (Loud and prolonged
'applause)
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