
I was born in 1886into a priest's family in the town of Bolkhov, Oryol
province. I learnt to read at a very early age and when only four, I read
the tales in Tolstoy's Alphabet.As a child, I was very religious. [ ... ]
I went to the Oryol Gymnasium [ . . . ] and at the age of fourteen I
came to the conclusion that God does not exist. From that moment I
began my stubborn struggle inside our family against going to church
and other religious ceremonies. This aversion for religion was rein
forced by the fact that I could observe all the religious quackery with
my own eyes from the wings. [ . . . ]
It was when I was in the fifth form at the Gymnasium that illegal

literature initially came into my hands. Of these first works, I remember
Amfiteatrov's hectographed serial The ObmanovFamily which had pre
viously been printed in the newspaper Rossiya, the proclamation of the
revolutionary students of the Ekaterinoslav Mining Institute, descrip
tions of Cossacksbeating students, and a fewrevolutionarypoems such as
the 'Marseillaise', 'Dubinushka', 'Firm, Boys, Stand Firm', etc. [ ... ]
In Bolkhovo that summer, the only revolutionary 'cell' consisted of
myself and a childhood friend, the son of the local merchant, Ivan
Anisimov, who later became a Menshevik and who, I think, emigrated
with the Whites. The two of us would set off for the most solitary places
outside town and there we expressed our protest against the autocracy
by singing the' Marseillaise', but in such a waythat no one couldhear us.
Whenever we passed the Bolkhovo town jail, a pitiful, old-fashioned,
tumble-down building which usually housed a couple of dozen petty
thieves and horse-stealers, our thoughts went out to the Kresty and
Butyrki, where the heroic enemies of the autocratic regime were lan
guishing.

Returning to the Gymnasium after the holidays, I decided to devote
the minimum of time to school work necessary to avoid being given a
mark ofless than 3.1At night I concentrated eagerly on reading foreign
works printed on cigarette paper, whilst during the day I read books on
the history of culture, on both general history and the history of the
revolution, and also on the rudiments of political economy. In addition,
Ivan Anisimov and I began to spread our propaganda among the stu
dents: we started a couple of circles, and came into contact with some
people living under police supervision in Oryol. During this period, I
developed a mystical passion for multiplying illegal literature. I had

1 In Russia, school marks go from 0 to 5.
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burg, to organise the smuggling of clandestine Bolshevikliterature into
Russia; he seemed for a while to be leaving the life of a militant. From
February 1915, he was editor of the only legal Bolshevik newspaper,
VoprosiStrakhovaniya. He was arrested in November 1916, but saved
by the February Revolution. He was co-opted on to the Petrograd
Committee, and elected on to its Executive Commission, where he
represented the left wing and opposed support for the Provisional
government. He wasappointed to the Military Commissionof the Petro
grad Committee, and made President of the Party's Military Organisa
tion, which was created on 31 March 1917. He then ran Soldatskaya
Pravda, the first issue of which appeared on 15 April, and which was
banned after the July days.

Podvoysky's role shrank considerably after the October uprising. He
seems to have been an excellent insurrectional strategist, but not to have
had any real military talent. In the Ukraine he put himself in a bad light,
according to a letter of Lenin, by conniving in acts of 'abusive and
illegal confiscation,and corruption', and for his incessant and arbitrary
interference in the life of the Republic. After 1919he wasmainly occu
pied with general military instruction and with writing his memoirs.
After the struggle against the left opposition he was retired for health
reasons in 1934,and died in bed in 1948.

Trotsky, who had no reason to flatter Podvoysky, drew a portrait
which appears to be very accurate, particularly if one remembers that,
apart from his activity on the Petrograd Committee, Podvoysky never
had any real political officeand wasnever a member, either candidate or
alternate, of the Central Committee:

Podvoysky was a brilliant and strange figure in the ranks of Bol
shevism, with his traits of the old-style Russian revolutionary, edu
cated in a seminary; a man of great stature, though of undisciplined
energy, gifted with a creativeimaginationwhich, it must be said, often
meandered into fantasy. 'That's a Podvoyskyism,' Lenin used to say
with circumspect irony and good nature. But the weaker sides of this
effervescentcharacter were to come out especiallyafter the conquest
of power, when the multiplicity of possibilities and means gave too
much scope to Podvoysky's unrestrained energy and to his passion
for decorative enterprises. In the conditions of the revolutionary
struggle for power, his optimistic resoluteness, his abnegation and
untiringness made him an irreplaceable leader of the awakenedmass
of soldiers.
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ganisational debut, the Oryol Committee agreed to admit us formally to
its group of propagandists, which was done after an undemanding
interview in 1904.

In spring ofthat year I wasentrusted with a smallcircleof twoworkers
from the Khrushchev engineering works. I explained the Party pro
gramme to them at some length, but not very convincingly. In summer,
when I moved up into the eighth class in the Gymnasium and after
consultations with the Party, I gave lessons at the Dyadkovo factory in
the Maltsev industrial centre, Bryansk district, to the son of the local
police chief. I converted my pupil, Nikolay Mikhailovich Zolotov, who
now lives in France, to the SD faith. Whilst officiallyI was teaching him
Latin, we devoted our main effort to distributing propaganda among
workers at the Dyadkovo, Ivot and other Maltsev factories. It was here
that I first met Fokin, who subsequently played a major part in the
building of our organisations of Soviet power in the Bryansk district.
My pupil's father, the police chief, made great efforts to catch the
Dyadkovo cell which distributed proclamations and mimeographed
literature. We stored the mimeograph machine and illegal literature in a
rather original way. My pupil complained to his father that he had
nowhere to keep his books and exercise books, and asked him for a
drawer in his father's desk which could be locked. His father readily
agreed and we kept our material there, whilst father Zolotov conducted
searches through Dyadkovo, Similarly, whenever we needed to organise
mass meetings in the forests at individual factories, we asked the police
chief for his pair of horses, saying we wanted to go hunting. Without
suspecting a thing, he willinglygave them to us and we rode round the
organisations in our area. All this only came to light a year later.

In April and May 1905, our group led a general strike in educational
establishments in Oryol. Yet despite this and the fact that we had spoken
in public at student meetings, I was not arrested and I even receivedmy
school-leavingcertificate. In summer 1905 I left for Bryansk and there
directed the activity of the local committee with two other comrades.
With no bed in my room, I slept on newspapers on the floor, lived on
smoked sausage and bread, spending no more than twenty kopecks per
day, and every evening I walked eighteen verstyl to Bezhitsa and back to
attend workers' circles at the Bryansk locomotive plant. In October
1905, on the suggestion of Olimpy Kvitkin, I was co-opted onto the
Oryol Committee, which at the time was a 'conciliatory' organisation.
After K.vitkinhad departed, its leader, Ponomaryov, would laugh and
say to the other Committee members: 'We have two solid Bolsheviks,
Mikhail Ekaterinoslavsky who is twenty, and Evgeny Preobrazhensky

1Roughly eleven miles.
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already abandoned as politically useless the hand-written journal School
Leisure, which I had founded and run with Aleksandr Tinyakov, the
poet who later went mad. Hectographing a few small things did not
satisfy me either, although from one master sheet we could obtain a
hundred copies. I dreamt of a printing-press. [ ... ]

When I moved up into the seventh class, I could no longer remain a
vague, wishy-washy revolutionary. I had to choose between the socialist
revolutionaries and the social democrats. I was decisivelyinfluenced by
two works: The Communist Manifesto, and The Development of Scientific
Socialism by Engels. After long meditation over them, I decided that the
Populist outlook was untenable and unscientific, and that only Marxism
could showme the correct path. This watershed in my beliefs produced
certain practical consequences. Previously I had distributed to students
not only SD literature which reached us from the Oryol SD Committee
through Valeryan Schmidt and Pyotr Semyonovich Bobrovsky (both
later Mensheviks,) but also SR literature which was provided by the SR
Nikkeleva, although she lived under supervision in Oryol. I recall with
what sombre resolution I announced to her that I could no longer help
her distribute SR literature because I had become a social democrat.

Ofthe comrades who at this time were engaged in our revolutionary
student organisation, I can remember particularly distinctly Aleksandr
and Evgraf Litkens whowere both tragicallykilled (althoughEvgraf was
to become Deputy People's Commissar for Education), D. Kuzovkov,
N. Mikheyev, Ledovsky and E. M. Kotina. Among seminarists, I
remember Romanov and M. Fenomenov. [ ... ] In the autumn of the
same year, 1903, we stepped up our activity in educational establish
ments and constituted ourselves as an SD Party cell.

I consider I have really been amember of the SD Party since the end
of 1903, although Litkens, Anisimov and myself were only officially
received into the Party two or three months later.

In early 1904, when the Russo-Japanese War began, the Oryol Party
Committee issued a proclamation against the war and instructed the
three of us to distribute it in large quantities at the Gymnasium. We
accomplished this in the following fashion. During one lesson the three
of us simultaneously left our respective classes, went to the changing
room where all the students' coats were hung, and, picking the right
moment, stuffed 150 or 200 proclamations into the coat pockets of the
older pupils. The operation was a great success, and when the pupils
were putting on their coats to go home, they were all astonished to find
these circulars from the Oryol Committee. A huge scandal followed,the
administration frantically hunted for the perpetrators and the gendarmes
made an investigation, but nothing came to light. After this, our or-
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a regional conference for the autumn in Vyatka. I myself was not able to
attend. Having been sent to St Petersburg by the Perm Committee to
buy Brownings to arm detachments of workers, I was betrayed by the
agent provocateur Foma Lebedev (whom I recognised by chance in
Oryol in 1919 and whowas later executed in Perm). I wasarrested at the
Kazan station and sent back to Perm. For the second time I was put in
prison there, and then I spent eight months in the notorious penal
battalions. When, however, the case concerning our group was trans
ferred to the Kazan Court of Justice, I was again released for lack of
evidence.

I went to the southern Urals where I worked mainly in Ufa at the
Sima plant and in Zlatoust. We succeeded in re-forming the Urals
regional organization, one ofwhosemost prominent activistswasNikolay
Nikandrovich Nakoryakov (pseudonym 'Nazar'). At the excellent clan
destine printing-press in Ufa, we renewed publication of our local paper
Uralsky Rabochy, and in addition brought out the Krestyanskaya Gazeta
and the Soldatskaya Gazeta. In 1907 I represented the Urals at the All
Russian Party Conference in Finland, where I first met Lenin. My
activity in the Urals continued until March 1908 in ever worsening
conditions, amidst growing arrests and intensified repression. In March
I was arrested at the Chelyabinsk town conference, swallowed the
agenda and coded addresses, and escaped the same night from the police
station. I wasnowamarked man in the Urals, but I could not tear myself
awayfrom the area and I escaped from Chelyabinsk to Ufa dressed as a
student. I had to summon a regional conference which was due to meet
in Zlatoust, but I delayed in Ufa a little while and did not reach the
conference. I was arrested in the street at the end of April and im
mediately identified. [ . . . ]

I washeld for a short time in Ufa prison and then sent to Chelyabinsk
where I was tried in autumn 1909. During the trial, as I expected a
sentence of hard labour, I made a vain attempt to escape frommy escort,
who savagelybeat me. In fact my sentence turned out to be very light
we were all merely deported. After this I was tried for a second time
under Article 102 in Perm and again sentenced to exile.

I reached the Aleksandrov transit centre near Irkutsk, and re
mained there till summer when I was settled in the area of Karapchanka,
Kirensk district. The deportees there lived like a happy family in a
commune and included the late Artem Sergeyev,Pyotr Kovalenko and
~atoly Galkin. Apart from daily workwith peasants, my main occupa
non was hunting. In winter 19II the Ekaterinburg Party Committee
made the suggestion that I should escape from exile and represent them
at the Party Conference arranged for the following year in Prague. I
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who is nineteen.' Despite these sallies, I stuck to my guns and defended
the position adopted at the third Party Congress. Before this a curious
thing had happened in the Oryol organisation. It sent Olimpy Kvitkin
as its representative to the third Congress. He left as a Menshevik but
returned a convinced Bolshevik and did everything to support Mikhail
Ekaterinoslavskyand myself in our Bolshevikviews.

In October, after the publication of our famous manifesto, I was
involved in a struggle with the pogrom thugs in Oryol and then I was
sent to the Bryansk plant. I remained there until the middle of Novem
ber, when on the suggestion of N. M. Mikheyev, who was working in
Moscow, and with the agreement of the MoscowCommittee, I moved to
Moscow where I was made propagandist for the Presnya district. I
worked here permanently until the rising and during it attended District
Committee meetings, which directed the Presnya insurrection and gave
command of our forces to Sedoy. My functions consisted mainly of
organising meetings of strikers at their factories even when under
artillery fire from the Vagankovskycemetery. When Presnya was ablaze
and surrounded by the SemyonovskyRegiment, I hid my Browning in
the water-closet of my room, slipped through the soldiers' cordon at
night, went to Oryol for a few days and then returned to Moscow to put
myself at the disposition of its Central Committee, which was led at that
time by Rykov.

A. 1. Rykov offered me the choice between the two organisations
which had suffered the greatest losses-Kostroma, or Perm in the Urals.
I chose the Urals, and within five days I had reached there and been
introduced to the Perm Committee. One of the permanent workerson its
staff was Klavdiya Timofeyevna Novgorodtseva, and we were also
visited from time to time by Yakov Mikhailovich Sverdlov who was
patching up the wholeUrals Party organisation after the January defeat.
After working in Perm for two and a halfmonths, I wasdenounced by an
agent provocateur called Votinov and on 18 March was arrested with
other comrades. This was the first time I had been in prison. After five
months and a four-day hunger strike, I was released for lackof evidence
with Bina Lobova, Liza Kin and others, but we were kept under police
supervision. When I came out of prison and set off through the town
with a little bundle of things under my arm, I was met by Aleksandr
Minkin, who brought me up to date with Party affairs and suggested
that I resume work. The very next day I took part in discussions with
SRson the other bank ofthe Kama, and the usual routine ofunderground
work was under way again.

In view of the collapse of the regional organisation, I set out for
Ekaterinburg, Chelyabinskand Ufa to re-establish contacts, and arranged
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joyfully accepted their offer, especially as I was corresponding with
Krupskaya and had received a brief coded letter from Vladimir Ilyich.
Shortly before my escape)the police department made arrangements for
me to be searched, and sent Captain Tereshchenkov, later notorious for
his massacre of the Lena workers. As the Angara was closed by icc,
however, he could not cross the river and returned empty-handed to
Kirensk. Then on Christmas Day, the Nizhny- Ilimsk district police
officer, who was responsible for us, received a telegram ordering my
immediate arrest, as the Ekaterinburg organization had already been
uncovered and my linkswith it had cometo light. Since it wasChristmas
Day, the police officer was blind drunk and it was his secretary who
opened the telegram, later blabbing about it to exilesin the town. They
immediately dispatched a messenger who galloped over fifty miles
through the night to warn me, and less than thirty minutes after his
arrival I was sitting on a peasant's cart racing to the railway station at
Tulun. When the police officerwoke up, read the telegram and set off
to arrest me, I had already passed through Nizhny-Ilimsk and was near
Tulun.

From there I made my way to Novonikolaevskwhere I contributed
to the legalMarxist paper Obskaya Zhizn, writing severalarticles defend
ing the Bolshevik position on fundamental questions of the day. In
addition I exchanged letters with Zinoviev, asked him to contribute to
the paper and received an article which appeared with the signature
'G.Z.'. Vladimir Ilyich alsopromised to contribute but did not manage to
send anything. In autumn I9I2 the whole of the Novonikolaevsk
organisation was denounced. Pyotr Kovalenko, one of its activists, had
been arrested even earlier. I was captured the day before my departure
abroad, where I had been invited by Krupskaya to take part in a con
ference. From NovonikolaevskI was transferred to Ekaterinburg prison
and en route met L. Serebryakov,Zelensky, Kuzmenko and others who
were being deported.

In Ekaterinburg, I was tried with Semyon Schwartz, E. Bosch,A. N.
Trubina, A. Paramonov and others. As a result of the stupidity of the
procurator who confused me in his opening speech with another
Evgeny, our defence lawyers, who included N. D. Sokolov, A. F.
Kerensky and N. M. Mikheyev, gained my acquittal, to the astonish
ment of all.

From Ekaterinburg I was sent back to exile after six months in jail
for my escape. I remained there for only a short while and in I9I5 I was
allowed to move to Irkutsk. I joined the local Party organisation, which
soon collapsed. After that, to avoid further betrayals, we organised a
group of the most 'reliable' comrades, that is Zavadsky,Rom, Dzyarsky,
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Krut, Samsonov and myself, equipped a printing-press and planned to
begin publication with an anti-war proclamation which I had written.
It soon became apparent that there was still an agent provocateur in our
midst, so we dissolved the group, and it was only after the February
Revolution that on the basis of the archives of the Irkutsk Department
of Gendarmes we were able to establish who had betrayed us. It was
David Krut, who was brought to trial for this in Moscow in I926.
During my stay in Irkutsk, I contributed two articles against the war to
the SD paper Zabaikalskoye Obozreniye. After Irkutsk I went to Chita,
and whilst I was there, the February Revolution began. In April I left
Chita as a delegate to the forthcoming first Congress of Soviets, stopping
on the way in the Urals to work with old friends there. After the Con
gress, I was elected to the Urals Regional Committee and was a Urals
delegate to the sixth Party Congress, where I was chosen a candidate
CC member.

In Zlatoust, where I had returned to work, our Party was in the
minority amongst the workers, even during the October Days. The
majority supported the SRs. In October I took part in an armed
demonstration by the Party under the slogan 'All power to the Soviets',
and urged workers so vehemently at the Zlatoust works to support us
that I lost my voice. Yet we were only partially successful. In the Sima
district, however, where I arrived on 26 October, we managed to take
control everywhere and to nationalise all the mines in the area. After the
October Days, all the remaining comrades,myselfincluded, concentrated
on establishing Sovietpower in the Urals and on strengthening our Party
organisations.

From spring I9I8 we in the Urals had to endure the Czechoslovak
onslaught and then create a front against Kolchak. In summer 1918, in
my capacity as delegate from the Urals to the Fourth Congress of
Soviets, I took part in the suppression of the left-wing SR rising, was
slightly wounded in the left temple during the storming of the central
telegraph office which was occupied by the SRs, and was then dis
patched by the RVS to the Kursk area for a few days to maintain
discipline among troops on the Ukrainian border. From Moscow I set
off back to the Urals, where Ekaterinburg had already been taken by
Kolchak and our forces were retreating northwards. At this time I was
Chairman of the Urals Regional Committee, which had taken upon
itself the functions of political section of the Third Army. When Kol
chak's troops advanced on Perm and bombarded the town, our Revolu
tionary Committee was evacuated together with the last detachments of
Mrachkovsky's division and we then fell back in strength towards
Glazov and Vyatka.Afterwards, when the Urals RegionalUnion had in
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With his harsh face and goatee beard, Preobrazhensky looked like an
academic. Indeed, the first version of his New Economics appeared in
1924 in the journal of the Communist Academy, but that is where the
resemblance ceases. Preobrazhensky could no doubt have had a first
class 'academic career', but he was a militant: when the revolutionary in
him was broken, he was nothing.

In the days that followed the February Revolution, Preobrazhensky
was one of the few 'Old Bolshevik' cadres who did not adopt the policy
of critical support for Prince Lvov's Provisional government, and was
therefore one of the first to accept the April Theses. The region for which
he was responsible, the Urals, quickly became a left-wing stronghold
(in 1917-18, the Urals Committee was led by Preobrazhensky, Krestin
sky, Beloborodov, Spunde and Sosnovsky).At the sixth Congress of the
BolshevikParty, at which he was elected to alternate membership of the
Central Committee, Preobrazhensky came into conflict with Stalin in a
prophetic manner: Stalin read a report on the political situation which
contained a resolution declaring the task of the Russian people to be 'the
seizure of power and, in alliancewith the revolutionary proletariat of the
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advanced countries, its direction towards peace and the socialist re
construction of society'. Preobrazhensky objected to this formulation
and proposed the following version: '. . . its direction towards peace,
and, in the event of a proletarian revolution in the West, towards
socialism.' Stalin refused this version, saying that one 'cannot rule out
the possibility of its being precisely Russia that will open the path to
socialism'.

A man whose feelings always appeared subordinated to analysis,
Preobrazhensky sided with the hardest left-wing communists from the
very start of the Brest-Litovsk negotiations. On 28 December, he asked
in Pravda whether one can 'wage a revolutionary war', and replied with
arguments almost entirely in the future and conditional tenses. Ten days
later he changed tack, and set against each other 'peace' and 'socialist
war', in which the volunteers' enthusiasm and the low morale of the
German soldiers was enough to offset the disintegration of the old
Russian army, the disorganisation of transport and the invincible prob
lem of supplies.

That was not the only originality of this rigorous economist. The
future (short-lived) secretary of the Party, the future 'inventor' of
'primitive socialist accumulation' (which the soft Bukharin thought a
ferocious theory), always cared deeply for democracy. When in 1918
workers' control over the railways was abolished and replaced by the
dictatorial powers of the Commissariat for Communications, Preobraz
hensky protested: 'The Party will soon have this problem on its plate
how far should the dictatorship of individuals spread from the railways
and other branches of the economy to the Russian CP?' In 1920, as one
of the three secretaries of the Party and a member of the Orgburo, he
drewup a paper on bureaucracy whichwascirculated, with amendments,
as a Central Committee circular. In January 1922 he claimed that 'the
possibilityof extending the freedom to criticise is one of the revolution's
victories'. When Zinoviev, in November 1923, celebrated the anni
versary of the Revolution by opening a rather demagogic campaign on
Party problems, Preobrazhensky waged a struggle for democratisation
(the 'New Course') on behalf of the left opposition, and fired his first
broadside in Pravda on 28 November 1923.
Itwasstrange, but indicative of the nature of the BolshevikParty after

the CivilWar, that Preobrazhensky was elected one of the three secre
taries of the Central Committee, to membership of the Orgburo and to
the Central Control Commission. In this last task he was soon replaced
by one of Stalin's friends, Solts, who was much more at ease than
Preobrazhensky in dealing with purges.

Preobrazhensky was a victim of the Party's sickness.As Serebryakov
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fact lost almost all its territory, it was dissolvedon the orders of the CC,
and I was recalled to Moscow to work on Pravda. I was a delegate to the
eighth Party Congress and a member of the Commission charged with
drawing up the Party programme. Then I was sent by VTsIK to deal
with trouble in Oryol province.

On returning to Moscow, I was present at the bomb explosion on
Leontiev street. After the liberation of the Urals, I was again dispatched
for Party and Soviet work in Ufa. I was selected by the Ufa Party
organisation to attend the ninth Party Congress where I was elected to
the CC, and the CC elected me one of its three secretaries. After the
tenth Party Congress I was appointed Chairman of the Financial
Committee of the CC and Sovnarkom and directed its work on the
adaptation of money circulation and financial control to the conditions
of NEP. I then presided over the Main Directorate for Professional
Training, was one of the editors of Pravda, and performed a number of
other functions which it would be tiresome to enumerate.

Ofmy literary work, apart from small pamphlets and many articles in
Pravda and journals, I will name: Anarchism and Communism, The ABC
of Communism written with Bukharin, Paper Money during the Dictator
ship of the Proletariat, The Causes of the Decline of Our Rouble, From NEP
to Socialism, On Morals and Class Norms, V. 1.Lenin, The Economy and
Finances of Contemporary France, On the Economic Crises under NEP, and
finally the first volume ofthe still unfinished work The New Economics.

l
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a turn to the left which granted the main body of the opposition's
demands.

Thenceforth Preobrazhensky was only a shadow. He was readmitted
to the Party, when expelled again in 1931, readmitted the following
year .... He had an obscure office job. He was allowed to write a
short study on the decline of capitalism, but at the seventeenth Congress
in January 1934 he was obliged to make a painful self-criticism: 'My
theoretical works, including The New Economics, have served as weapons
against the Party [ ... ] Events have completely invalidated my
claims [ . . . ] Had I foreseen collectivisation ? I had not foreseen it.'
A joke went around the former opposition circles in Moscow at that
time: 'What is Preobrazhensky doing? He's drinking jam tea and playing
the guitar.'

All this did not prevent him from being expelled from the Party in
1935, arrested and imprisoned. He was released and in August 1936
served as prosecution witness at the Moscow trial, launching into
Zinoviev and once again renouncing his past. A few months later he was
arrested again. He was to be among the defendants at the second Moscow
trial, but did not appear. The hunched ghost whom Serge had briefly
seen two years before and who had told him, 'They are not allowing me
to breathe. I expect the worst', had no doubt refused to play the last act
of the farce. Preobrazhensky died-somewhere, some time. Official
Soviet biographies state that he died in 1937 after being 'convicted'. It is
unlikely that Stalin set up a trial in camera for him. He was no doubt
killed for obstinacy. His family was purged.
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and Krestinsky were ill for almost the whole of 1920, Preobrazhensky ran
the secretariat and the Orgburo almost single-handed-that is to say, set
up the Party machine which up to then had grown in bits and pieces, by
chance of circumstance. Zinoviev chose this occasion to renew his image
by launching a major campaign for internal Party 'democracy' (except in
the Petrograd organisation controlled by ... Zinoviev); the butt of
this campaign was the secretariat, above all the Orgburo, and therefore
Preobrazhensky, In November 1920, he had a majority of only four
against the 'supporters of democracy'-Stalin, Zinoviev, Rudzutak,
Kalinin, Tomsky and Petrovsky l

In the union conflict which began at that time as well, Preobrazhensky,
with the other two secretaries, Serebryakov and Krestinsky, supported
Trotsky's line. The Party machine juggled the votes somewhat, but not
in aid of its secretaries' positions. Since the Congress that brought in
the ban on splinter groups elected its Central Committee on the basis of
attitudes towards the union question, Preobrazhensky disappeared from
the Central Committee, never to return.

He was one of the signatories of the 'Declaration of the 46'. In Pravda,
on 28 November, he denounced the internal regime of which the result
had been to reduce the Party to a mere executive function for decisions
taken at the top. Stalin replied: 'Preobrazhensky is recommending a
return to the past.' It was he who led the left opposition's struggle in
the Moscow organisation (December 1923) and at the thirteenth Con
ference (January 1924). Defeat moved him away from active struggle.
and he then devoted himself to The New Economics, in which he developed
the ideas he had sketched in articles on the need for industrialisation,
collectivisation, and planning. A sharp polemic sprang up between
Preobrazhensky and Bukharin, whose new slogan for the peasantry was
at that time 'Get rich!' Bukharin considered the policies put forward by
Preobrazhensky certain to antagonise the peasantry against the regime.
In July 1928, when Stalin moved timidly towards collectivisation, Buk
harin declared in fright to Kamenev, 'It's the same thing as Preobraz
hensky'.

In 1926, Preobrazhensky was one of the main figures in the United
Opposition, of which the three fundamental demands (for planning,
industrialisation and collectivisation) were the three pillars of his New
Economics. He was expelled from the Party in October 1927, then de
ported to Siberia after the fifteenth Congress in December. Agreeing
with Bukharin's phrase quoted above, he was one of the first of the
opposition leaders to reconcile hirnselfwith Stalin. On 12 July 1929, he
signed a declaration of realignment with Smilga and Radek. The first
Five-Year Plan and collectivisation signified, in Preobrazhensky's view,
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