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1930. After the break, collectivisation was
- resumed in 1931. From 1934,
private plots of land were allowed

and this boosted production.

The Soviet government’s successes in the sphere of the
collective-farm movement are now being spoken of by everyone. Even our enemies are forced

to admit that the successes are substantial. And they really are very great.

It is a fact that by February 20 of this year 50 per cent of the peasant farms throughout the
U.S.S.R. had been collectivised. That means that by February 20, 1930, we had overfulfilled

the five-year plan of collectivisation by more than 100 per cent....

But the successes have their seamy side, especially when they are attained with comparative
“ease” — “unexpectedly” so to speak. Such successes sometimes induce a spirit of vanity and
conceit: “We can achieve anything!”, “There is nothing we can’t do!” People not infrequently
become intoxicated by such successes; they become dizzy with success, lose all sense of
proportion and the capacity to understand realities; they show a tendency to overrate their
own strength and to underrate the strength of the enemy; adventurist attempts are made to
solve all questions of socialist construction “in a trice.” In such a case, there is no room for
concern to consolidate the successes achieved and to utilise them systematically for further
advancement. Why should we consolidate the successes achieved when, as it is, we can dash
to the full victory of socialism “in a trice”: “We can achieve anything!”, “There is nothing we

can’t do!”

Hence the Party’s task is to wage a determined struggle against these sentiments, which are

dangerous and harmful to our cause, and to drive them out of the Party.

It cannot be said that these dangerous and harmful sentiments are widespread in the ranks of
our Party. But they do exist in our Party, and there are no grounds for asserting that they will
not become stronger. And if they should be allowed free scope, there can be no doubt that the
collective-farm movement will be considerably weakened and the danger of its breaking

down may become a reality.



