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INTRODUCTION

The Revolutionary workers League is republishing

verbatim, without the omission or alteration of one
word or comma, the work of a political opponent. This
article is particularly significant today because of
its remarkable similarity toc the official "communist®
position 1nternat10nally and in bpain.

The position held by Olgin in 1917 represent-
ed the official concepts and theories of social-

democracy (Menshevism) as it manifested itself in

its struggle against Marxism (Bolshevism,. The
split in the party in 1205 clearly estublished two

distinct schools of scientific thought. 0lgin,the
Menshevik, was fighting bitterly ugainst henin, the
Marxist.

The republication of this article establishes
that 19 years after the October Revolution,cotalin-
ism has completely abandoned the line of Murxism,
the line of Lenin, and 1is applying all the theo-
rctical rubbish of Menshev1sm, to the oupunish
Revolution.
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LENIN aND THE BOLOHEVIKT

The Record and Theories of the retrograd Leader
of the ¥*Reds".

By Moissaye J. 0Olgin,
Author of *The oul of the Russian Revolution

The news of momentous developmentis under the direct

leadership of Ricolai Lenin reached this country on nov. B

>trograd Council Wor: the spidig 3
glg gﬁairéans hip of Leo Ircn“:g-El %ﬂclagga he f%hg?ofigl

Government deposed and a new gOVanmdBt to be created by
the soldiers! and Workmen's Delegates. 1In an address to

the Council, Lenin outlined as fcllows the two principal
features of the new "radical® govecrnment: First, an armi-
stice as a preliminary step to peace; second, the handing
over of the land to the peasants. A proclamation to the
army announces, "We have deposed without Dloodshed the
Government which rose against the revolution. =«

At this early period of the new phase in the Bolshe-
viki activities (November eighth) no clear view of the
situation is possible. But to those who folliowed the
course of internal politics in Russia it was evident that
sooner or later tkhe Bolsheviki, or Maximulists, under
Lenin's leadership would muke a new attempt to put their
theories into practice. - It was known that letrograd was
the stronghold of Bolshevism and that the rPetrograd gar-
rison was under the influence ol Lenin's rfollowers. On
the other hand, it was known that the great mass of working-
men ali over the country were disinclined to accept Lenin's
formulae and tkat the all-Russiun Convention of the Work-
nen's Councils had rejected the Bolsheviki progrum. Cow
far the influence of Lenin has grosn unong the soldiers
at the front and anong the btulk of the workingnen in the
country, - this is the guestion which will decide the fate
of the Revolutiocn.




I

il

Lenin's progran, a8 set forth in the proclanation

of tho Bolsheviki Military Compittee, is in keeping with
nis general political congeptions. It follows the line of
least resistance. It fornulates things that can be easily
grasped by an untrained nlnd. It throws out a bait to at-
tract the mob. At the sane time it avoids touching upon
the nost vital problems. #n arnistice is prouised to the
soldiers, who naturally prefer non-fighting to fighting,
yet nothing is stated as to what the Bolsheviki govern-
nent would undertake in casc the other allies should re-
fuse to follow Russia's call, - the idea of a separate
peace seens to be so unpcpular that not even Lenin dared
to speak of it. A handing over of the land is pronised. to

the peasants (a reform which was cherished alsc by the
Kerenski government,although it cculd not be carricd out

jmmediately and was rightly left to the jurisdiction of
the Constituent Assembly),yet the declaration carefully
avoids mentioning that a measure of such vast dimensions
as the land reformn in Russia can be carried out only af-
ter years of efficient prelipinary work. as it is, the
Belsheviki declaration means simply an appeal to the
soldiers to stop fighting and an appeal tc the peasants
to take over the landlords' estates, -a piece of states-
nanship that could hardly aid Russia on her way to a new
l1ife. . ,

It would seem that Leni@¥s ¥radicalism" only blocks
the road f the Russian revolution by calling forth a
reacticn and by adding to the discorganization of a coun-
try shaken to its foundaticns. Here, as ever, Lenin's
tactics, seeningly extrere, are in reality weakening
the strength of deocratic Russia.
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A snoky backrocm in a little cafe in Geneva, Swit-
zerland; a few score of picturesque-locking Russian
revolutionary exiles, men and women, seated around un-
covered tables over glasses of beer or tea; at the head

820089



. =0
of the tabie a nan in his forties, talking in a slow yet inm-
passioned manner; and now and thor an exctamation of diasa-
pproval, an outburst of indignation auong a parc of the
audicnece, whicli would e instantly parried by a flashing
renark: of the speazer siriking houe with unusual tren-
chancy: aad venom, -tnis is now I sce now in my imagination
the leader of the Bolsteviki, the Great Ingquisitor of ‘
Russian Social Demogracy, uicolai Lenin.

There is nething remarkable in the appearance of
this man; a typical Russian fuce with rather irregular =
features; & stern but not uvrkindly expressicn, something

-

crude in manner and dress reculling the artisun ratler
than an intellectual and a tninker. You would ordinarily
pass by a man of this Xind witkout ncticing him at all.
Yet, had you nappened to lack into kis eyes or tc hear
his public speeck, you would not be Likely to forget him.

His eyes are small, tut glew witih compressad fire,
they are clever,shrewd,and alert; tkey seem to be con-
stantly on guard,and they pgierce you frox behind half
closed lids. as to his speech, he is at bhis best in a
dektate Witz an cpponent. Occasions for detating were
never laccing azong ihe wuarring Jdivisions of Russian
Socialists. Lenir does not reply to an opponent; he
vivisects hic. Ee is Zeen as the edge of a razor. His
mind works with an amazing acuiteness. de notices cvery
flaw in a line of argument he disagreces with. ne draws
the most gbsurd conclusisns from premises vnacczrtable
tonin. at the same vime he is derisive. he ridicules
kis opgecnent; Le ‘castigates hin. Ee nakes you fesl that.

his victim is an ignoranus, a fool, a presunptuous )
nopnentity. and trough you pay not agree with nis own :

-

syllogisms, thcugl ycu may fedl thut kis line of argo-

-

ment is scholastic, you are swept 0y the power of nis
logic, you are overwholz:g b?_his irtzl1lectual passion. i%

This power of convicticn, coupled with a sreat
anount of positive xnowledge and a high degree of
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ersonal bravery, made Nicolal Lenin a leader of a
gocial—nemocratic faction.

HEis first appearance in Russian political life was
made twenty-two years ago as an economist thorocughly
familidr with Russian statistics. This was a time when
Russiat economic thought was deeply absorbed in the
controversy between the Narodniki and the Marxists.

The Nafodniki (Populists) asserted that the economic
futuré of Russia was destined to be different from that
of Western Europe. In the Russian vdllage community and
in the teamwork of Russian artisans! bands they saw the
nuclei of a new economic order based on equality and
sustice. By 'developing those beginnings, they taught,
ﬁussia could become an economic democracy without going
‘through the stages of capltalism and the hardshigs of
class struggle. They, therefore, laid great stress on

- the enlightening work among the rural population and con
the improvements in communal ownership of land. Quite
the opposide was the opinion of the Marxists. They saw
.in the village community only remnants of a feudal order
destined to be erased by the growth of modern economie
forces. .As to the artisans! bands, the Marxists asserted
that they were powerless to withsfand the competition of
the fadtory system rapidly developing in Russia. They,
therefore, emphasized the necessity of bocialist prora-
ganda among the industrial workingmen and of class strug-
gle between capital and labor. |

The fight was severe. The powers were nearly equal.
On the side of the Narodniki were economic tradition and
the charm of a romantic idea. On the side of the Marx-
ists were youthful vigor of argument and agparent con-
formity with the facts of life. Yet the Marxists needed
elaborate econcmic research to prove their assertions.
‘Part of this work, concerning industrial development,
was furnished by Tugan-Baranovski,later a famous gro-
fessor, in his book, THE RUOuLOLI&N FLCTORY,ITOL FadT oND
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PRESENT. snother part, concerning rural Russia, was co
pleted by Lenin in his DEVELOFMERNT OF CubIT.LISM IN
5514, publisked in 1899, under the name of Vladimir
fgyin- (%)
Lenin's DEVELOPMENT OF CukIT.LIS has since be-
come a standard bock in Russian eco jic literature.

| Many of its statements, bold and daring in their

time, have been corroborated by later investigation
and have become an organic part of Russian ecconomic
thcughkt. Lenin's main task was to prove that the wil-
lage community, preserving the apyearance.of equality
in land distribution, had in reality gone through a
process of differentiation resulting in accumulation
of wealth on one pole of the village und in actual
proletarization on the other. Drawing upon the rich
source of statistical data collected by the Zemstvo,
in which work he himself had participated in former
years, he showed that nearly one half of the peasant
populatlon were rural proletariuns, “wuge earners

with a flece of land", while one-fifth of the village
households had accumulated lund and capital, had de-

‘veloped into a class of dgrlculturxl bourgeoisie and

had become the Yactual master of the vollaged.

Lenin's DEVELOPMENT OF CuIT.LIGM: proved his thorougi:
acquaintance with European and Russiman ocoromic 5

erature and an unusual dexteriiy in polemics. To-

. gether with another book, ECONOMIC SKETCHES ND

aRTICLES, published in the same year and devoted
r.inly to problens of industrial development in

Russia, it put Lenin-Ilyin in the first rank of

S &
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¥ ° Both Lenin and Ilyin are pscudonyms. Lenin's
raal name is Ricolai Ilyitch Ulyanov. His first
say was published in 1895 under the name of

”ulln. :
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Russian economists and mpde him known all over Russia. In

the two following years ht published a splendid translation
from English of Sidney and Beatrice Webb's INDULTRI.L DEM-
OCRACY, proving that he was not only a well traincd econo-

mist, but also an assiduoys worker.

Thus, when he joined the revolutionary movement, he

was by no means a homo n¢vus in public life. He came as
a mah with authority, demanding respect and attention.

His first steps in revolutionary work were connected
with the Social Democratic organization called Iskra (upark),
formed about the end of the nineteenth century and aiming
at uniting all Russian Social Democratic groups and circles
into one political party. The organization published a
secret paper of the same name, of which Lenin was cB-editor
and one of the leading spirits. In this capacity he very
early manifested a remarkpble feature of his character:
his intolerance of the opinions of others, his readiness
to treat comrades as enemles and traitors to the Social-
ist cause if they happened to disagrec with him as to

program or tactics.

There was a group of Social-Democrats concerned with

the publication THE WQRKMEN'S CaUSE and kaown under the
name of Economists. This group advocated the not-altogeth-
er wrong idea that political work among labor interests
ought to begin with organizing trade unions; that, to a-
waken the masses to make political protests, their immed-
iate economic needs ought to be taken into consideration.

This group had a sense of political realism; it preferred
the movement of masses, however primitive, to discussion
of prineiples in intellectual circles. It muy have un-
derestimated the aptitude of the masses to grusp politi-
cal issues - events have proven that it was so; yet it
was doing practical and useful work.

This group Lenin chose as the target of his most
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bitter attacks. There was nobody in the Iskra organiza-
tion 8o sincerely enraged, so full of hatred against
the Bconomists as Lenin, - in his book WHaT I5 THERE T0
BE.DONE 2 published abroad in 190z and smuggled into

Russia by the revolutionary organizations, he asserted
that the Economists "denounced socialism and politics',
that their work was detrimentul to the cause of the
yorkingmen as %an injurious bourgeois undertaking".He
declared a war &f extermination against the Economists,
anong whom there were old devoted docial-Democrats

with a record of long and fruitful activitics. He diad
not shrink from destroying sSocial-Democratic organiza-
tions which had established connections with the masses-
a task far from easy under “illegal® conditions. “Better
no organization than an organization imbued with wrong
ideas¥, was his slogan.

another feature of his conceptions revealed itself
clearly in the same book, his mistrust of the masses.
Lenin does not believe that the masses can find their
own way in the maze of the modern social life. a
staunch Marxist and an ardent devotee of the economice
interpretation of history, he nevertheless maintains
that tke workingmen need a guide, an intellectual star
to 1lignt thelr road to a socialist order. "The working-
men can have no Social-Democratic conseiousness of their
own®, he writes. "This consciousness can be brought to
them only from without. The history of all the countries
prove that by itself, thrcugh its own powers, the work-
ing class can devclop only a trude-unionist consciousness,
an understanding of the necessity of organization, of -
eccnomic strugigle against employers of factory laws,
etc. as tu the doctrine of occialism, it hus grown out
¢f the philoscphiec, histcric and econcmic theories
worked out by the educated representatives of the pro-
pertied classes, the intellectuals.®

This thecry was, perhaps, incompatible with or-
thodox Marxism, yet it admirubly suited Lenin's
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character. It opened jmmense vistas before the intell-
ectuals, the "educated'regresentatives of propertied
classesh, who came to work among the masses (Lenin him-
self belongs by birth to the Russian landowning hobil-
ity). On cne side are tne masses, mere clay for his-
torical structures; on the other is the intellectual,
the leader, the moulder who puts life and meaning into

the nute stuff.

No, he does not believe in elementary forces, in
the genius of the masses, - this knight of pure Sgeial-
Derocratic reascn. "Every kKind of admiration for the
elementary power of the labor movement", he writes,
#every kind of minimizing the role of conscious ele-
nments, nmeans, independently of the subjective intentions
of those who do so, a strengthening of the influence of
bourgececis ideology over the workmen'. The labor-class
in itself Lias a fatal inclination teo become imbued with
capitalistic conceptions. It is up to the Social-Demo-
cratic intellect to rescue it from peril.

This view involves a line of tuctics far from demo-

cratic. At the second convention of the Russian voccial -
Democratic Labor Pdrty in the summer of 1903 Lenin's
aspirations proved to be in crass contrast to -those of
his own group, Iskra. The convention had o vcte en tae
statutes of the party forming its constitution. Lenin
demanded a thoroughly centralized party, where all activi-
ties are directed from a central tody practically not
responsible to the organization. Lenin's friends empha-
sized the necessity of local self-government und democra-
tic control within the party orgunization. Lenin suc-
ceeded in rallying around himself a majority of the con-
vention, to which the minority was stirencusly opposed.
For a short time it seemed that the dii'ference oi opin-
ion was not very wide and would permit both Lenin @:d
pis opponents to remain in the sam¢ party. Soon,lioweverly
1t became apparent that Lenin's wviews and methods were
of a character totally different from those cherished Ly
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the oldest and most experienced leaders. The party split
into two factions; the Bolsheviki, or !members of the
majority", deriving their name from the fact that their
progran won the majority 1n the convention of 1S03; amd

-~ the Mensheviki, or "members o f the minority". They are
known, too, as Maximalists and Minamalists. -

He did nothing to develop mass movenment in Russia;
it was developed by itself through the irresistitle
inpulses of life. But he gainod considerable iniluence
over Social-Deuwocratic extreuwists. His plan aimed at
a secret, ceniralized, perfactly treoined and ¢fficicent
body of revolutionists spreading wiong the masses and
inciting them to action. This body, he thought, must
be limited ir number. Its nembers oupht to Lc the sole
- propagators of the revolutlonary idea and the sole ‘
nakers of the revolution. Guided from one center and
acting sinultaneously everyvhere, they could make a
revclution at a certain avment fixed in advance; they
could overthrow the governnent with cne Llow, seize
political power, a2and estaklish themselves as a rrovi-
sicnal Government in preparation .for a repuhblic.

What appealed to the workingmen was the boldness,
the straightforwardness, the seeming revelutionary
austerity of Lenin's asscortices. Thco Lourgeovis were
wrong under all circumscances,; this was so easy to
understand. Tne revoiution was te be completzd by
labor only; this appealed to the imagination. The
workingelass cught to stop at nothing short of an
artied insurrecticn; this scunded well. The Bolshe-
viki did not bother about intricacies of sceial de-
velopment, about possitle twists and turns in the
course of the revelution, about alliunces and com-
promises; tlils looked radical. The Bolsheviki drew
their adherents from the in*te¢llectuals on one hand,
and from the least ¢rnlightened reprcesentatives of
revolutionary labor on the other. and they became a

faetor in Russian political life.
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The revolution in 1905 put before the Socialists =

ies of grave problens. For a time it looked as if the
’ . gggement wgs going to destroy all foundations of absolu=:

and establish democracy. The question of a provisional
revolutionary government took on a practical aspect. The
Mensheviki, at a convention in the summer of 1905, de-
clared Social-Democratic participation in a provisional
government to be in the interest of the revolution. a
leader of the Mensheviki, Martynov, in his book, THOSE
ADVANCED aND THOSE BEHIND, explained this decision. "The
revolution, " he wrote, i1l hardly start from the very
end. The provisional government which will spring up
after the first decisive victory will find the mass - of
the people on a very low stage of political development.
The provisional government will be able to rctain its
power only when enjoying the corfidence of the nation.
It is, therefore, essential thaf the provisional govern-
~ ment express not the most extrene tendencies in the rev-
- olution, but rcprescent a resultant of the views of the
various classes and gproups which had been opposed to the
0old regime and then become the masters of the situation.™®

This is precisely what huappened in the spring of 13917
Against this view Lenin directed his most poisonous ar-
rows. He thought it a betrayal of the revolution to com-
pronise with other parties. He declured that the Mcushe-

. viki were enenies of the working class upholding the re-

! actionary forces. His scheme was a dictatorship of the

| proletariat and the peasantry, and clinination of the
bourgeois parties from the provisional governncnt in
order to conduct the revolution to a final ccnclusion

and to establish a republic. He did not say that the gpro-
visional government ought to introduce Socialism, but
some of his followers, Trotzki among them, inferred this
from his ideas. #Either one or the other thing,* Lenin

» wrote in 1905 in a pamphlet entitled TWO TaCTICS OF THE

| SGC;AL DEMOCRaCY IN & DEMOCRaTIC REVOLUFION, "Either we
strlve,.together with the peopke, towards a successful
conclusion of the revclution in spite of the inconsistent,
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‘selfish and cowardly bourgecisie, or we are careful not
to frighten away the bourgeois parties. Then we are be-
traying the proletariat and the people in the interests
of that 8ame inconsistent, selfish and cowardly bour-

‘geoisiel.

The fact was that the Russiun revolution of 1905-
06 as well as that of 1917, was u nutionul movement
conprising various degrees of rudicalism. It was al-
so a fact that the deieat of the revolution of 1905
was largely duec to lack of unity iu the revolutionary
ranks, the liberal parties *perein kaving withdrawn
their support after the IjePldl LCunu wus granted.
Thiese facts did not fit into tne scheme of a *dic-
tatorship of the workingmen and the peasantry* and
therefore they were ignored by Lenin. Ignoring the
most striking facts, or interpreting them away, was
a peculiarity of Lenin's mind.

At times it lead to political blindness. In 1906,
after the dissolution of the first Duma, wheun it be-
came evident that absolutism had retained its power -
when the mass of the peoples were becoming disappoint-
ed and the revolutionary organizations were crumb-
ling and the collapse of the revolution was evident-
Lenin was preaching nothing less then an immecdiate
armed insurrcction. He upgéd the creaticon of an
army of econspirators, to consist of groups of from
five to ten "professional rcvelutionists®, those
groups to go among tiie people and stage an insur-
rcction. He even fixed a date for this insurrection;
the end of the summer.

When, in the dark years that followed -the collapse
of the revoluticn, thc¢ Menshneviki were trying to adapt
themselves to new conditions, making every effort to
live and work amcng the musscs, to orgunize "legal®
or half-legal trades unions, to help in the establish-
ing of educational socictics und cooperative organi-
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zations, even at the price of somctimes hiding their true
Soclal-Democratic physiognomy under the mask of "legality®
Lenin branded them as cowards, as compromisers, as weak-
1ings surrendering to the trivmphant foe. 1In his opinion
they were "befogging the cliss-consciousness of the pro-
letariat", which he considered worse than refraining from
any activity whatever.

Now, as before, he advecated an armed insurrection.
He looked upon social democratic activities as a prepara-
tion for such an insurrectidn,as, in effect, the form-
ation of secret bands of professional revolutionists
ready to strike when the time was ripe. To the more
realistic, sober-minded Meisheviki, who rejected this
plan as utopian, he gave the name of Liquidators -
people liquidating the rewlution. '

Life mocked at Lenin. Even his own adherents had to
~adapt themselves to chnanged political conditions, to do
prosaic every-day work amcng the masses, to abandon in
practice, if not in theory, the romantic idea of un armed
revolution conducted fror one center and completed by the
workingclass and the peasunts only. Even the Bolsheviki
were trying to make use of remnants of political freedom
achieved in 1905, hoping %thus to facilitate the organi-
ting process of the people which sometimes assumes an
gspect different from thui forecasted in tne osociul-Dem-
ocratic program. Yet Lenin himsely remained firm. 1I&
R4ds his creed that all Liberals are cowards und traitors,
and that the salvation of Russia cuan only come from u
@ictatorship of the workingmen and the peusunts, uchieved
by an armed revolution.

History has brushed aside Lenin's interpretation
bf opinions and events in tnis crisis. The revolution
of 1917 was a revolution of all the cluasses, Ercups,
parties, creeds, nationalities in Russia, united, to
overthrow the intolerable regime whose representutives
had proven traitors to their own country. The revolu-

820089
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tion was not an armed insurrection of well-orgunized
plotters directed from one center. In fact the revo-
Jution was not organized at all. Yet those who knew

renih were in no doubt as to his attitude toward the
provisional government and the continuation of the war.

Lenin is a man who sees life only from the angle
of his own ideas. Even in 1917, as in 1905, and after
{the o6verthrow of the Romanovs at a time when such a
i?sslbility was a mere drecam, he cannot acquiese in

?e tooperation of revolutionary Socialists with re-
ptesentatives of other parties. The task he would
have hssigned in 1905 to a dictatorship of working-
men amd peasants, had been completed in 1917 by a
totally different combination of forces. This,
hovever, did not change Lenin's conception. His slogan
now is ¥If a republic in Russia is secured, let us go
forward, let us establish Socialism”. That Russia is
unorganized, that the productivity of labor is low, .
that labor itself in Russia has had no experience.in
self-government and no experience in managing public
affaiys, that the bulk of the peasants are by no _
means Soclalists - these are facts that do not hamper
the fantastic flight of Lenin'!s imagination. Of course
one fould remind Lim of what he had written twelve -
years ago about the possibllity of social revolution
in Russia. In his TWO TaCTICS he said, “The stage of

Russia's economic development (forming an objective
condition) and the stage of consciousness and progress
of organizing among the masses of the proletariat
(forming a subjective condition intrinsically con-
nected with the objective) make an immediate com-

plete emancipation of the working class(introduction
of Soci.lism) impossible®. Even Lenin would have to
admit that both objective and subjective conditions
have not changed substantially since 1905. Yet here -
he 18, preaching the establishment of Socialism in
war-ridden, impoverished Russia.
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Lenin lives in an imaginary world in which he mis-
takes the creations of his mind for realities. Only
this can account for the fact that he welco@ed the .
erraternization” of Russian and German soldiers at the

front. Did not the Socialists indeed preach for gen-

s roletarians of all the countries, unite#?
ﬁggg%%ntﬁeugfratern; on" an emeple of suth unity?

Lenin scoffs at his cFitic¢s who call it treason.
#They cannot understand", he writes in his PRAVDA,
tthat we look at the fraternization from a different
angle; for us they are only slaves of the existing
order and its masters®. - The German soldiers are pro-
jetarians, and therefore welcome Russian bocialists,

whatever the circumstances may be.. .-

From this statement there is only one step to a
propaganda among the soldiers in favor of an actual

armistice with the Germans - in spite of the conten-
tions of the bourgeois provision government - and

to a propaganda among the city workingmen to over-
throw the existing order.

Here as in previous cases Lenin finds adherents
among the least educated and least organized masses.
His slogans are easily understood: “The war ought to
be stopped at any price; the factories ought to be
taken over by those who toil; the bourgeois parties
ought to be driven .out of the provisional government.*
It is far easier to catch up these slogans than to
grasp. the actual situation and to.gain-an insight in-
to the vastly complicated political and economic con-
ditions of present-day Russia.

It must be noted, however, that Lenin is by neo
means a personification of Russian Socialism. The
Russian Social-Democrats are only one party among
many Socialists groups and parties in Russia, and
the Bolsheviki are only one faction among the Social-

Democrats. What lends Lenin's propaganda the great-
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est notoriety is the fact that he is especially in-
fluential with the labor masses in the capital. Those
masses, however, are one small fraction of Russian
labor. : =

It is Rugsia's misfortune that féc ional squab-
bles similar,go those practised in the little ﬁgCigl_.
Democratic ®colonies" in Berne and Geneva, are now
applied on a vast scale to world politiés. Yet

those who love Russia and know her never lose con-
fidence in her creative powers ant the ability of

her people to find a way out of the most difficult
situations. |
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APPENDIX

In 1917, the Russian masses, confronting an-
hiliation, were fighting intervention,pestilence,
starvation and Civil War. DNot the least of their

enemies were the Mensheviks, - who defended the con-
tinuation of the war, were for the defense of the

fatherland, opposed the fraternization of troops at
the front, and rejected Lenin's concept of a sharp
break with the bourgeois state. To "save® the revo-
lution, Menshevism demanded the support of bourgecois
democracy and the unity of the working class with

the agents of imperialism.

Flowing from the general theories of Social-
Democracy, viewing the social revolution in the nar-
row vision of the petty bourgeois radical, -as merely
the reform of the capitalist system, Olgin wiciously
fought the basic principles of Marxism. 0lgin,

petty-bourgeois politician and Menshevik, could not
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conceive, lét alone underdtand, Lenin's intrunsi-

geance on thé cuestions of the :roleturian Diec-
tatorship, armed Insurrection and wvoviets.

Lenin pBceeding from the premise o the cl:
nature of the state, saw the sogial revolution ugsghe

culmination of the cluss struggle in the violent over-

. throw of the bourgeolisie¢, und in the complete shutter-

ing of the state as the politicul instrument of the.
ruling class. The fraterrnization of the troous at
the fromt - so derided Ly Olgin - wus the necessary
medium for bringing about the closest cooperatign of
the international proletariat, and by example, to
follow the actions of the Russian workers. .,enin recozs-
nized that the continued existence of the woviet Union
as a woekers State depended upon the extension of the

October Revolution.

In 1917, with the rrovislonal Kerensky Govern-
ment in power, Kornilov led an army of white Guards

against betrograd. uenin prorosed o tenmgporary
ugited front %ith the Kere 5K§ 367 c Pnremr 2t tmash

this immediate danger. But he never proposed to
abandon the struggle against Kerensky. Indeed, he gro-
osed an even sharper siruggle, with the necespary
actic,however,of dirccting the brunt of the physical
attack against Kornilov. Lenin's position on the
question of supporting Kerensky is contained in the ¢

following quotation, -

uEven now, we must not support the reveluiion -
of Kerensky. It would be a failure of principle.
How then, it will be suid, must fcrnilov net- e
fought. Certuinly,yes. But betweer fighting Korn-
ilov and sapporting Kerensgy therc is u gifer-
ence; there 1is a 1imit to 4ll tkhings, .nd that
1imit is passed by a few Bolsheviks when ti€y
fall for reconciliation,und let themselves Dpe
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carried away by the torrent of events.
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but we do not supporu.Kerenbkj,we unvell hlS
ks feeblehess.....“ Lenin-sugust 1917.

Lenin dezended his nosition within the Central Committee

of the Russian Bolghb ik’farty,dgqlnst btulin,Kamenev
- and ZluOVleV. 22 = =

"Yes, the lcaders of the Central Executive Comm-

" ittee are pursuing tacties whose sole logic is
the-defensc of the bourgeoisie and the landowners.
And there is not the slightest doubt that the
Bolsheviks, were they to allow themselves to be
caught in the trap of constitutional illusions ..

“that such Bolsheviks would prove miserable
traitors to the proletarian cause...would prove

traitors to democracy and ireedom". (Lenin -
Oct. 1%,1917,0K THE EVE OF OCTOBER(puge 16)

Lenin said we do.not support Kerensky, we refuse to
Teconicile ourselves with bourgeonis” demotracy; and
Olgin tur*led nis guns on Marxism. Contrust Lenin's
Jolicy with that of btxllulsm tOde in 5p paint! We

must fight Franoo, say these stalinists, bringing
Blenshevism up to da‘re, but we must suppgort the reo-
Tles Front Government of azanu-Cabullero. Wnut

Striking 1dent1ty with the Menshevik {Ogl*lOP advan-
«ced by Olgin for Russia in 1917'!  rrecisely when
objective conditions demand a strug"le 4gu_nst Franco,
fhe unleashing of all the socidd ‘foreces led by thie
wroletariat, the launching of -u-determined struggle
o lead up to armed insurrcction -und no_ support to

o tne bourgecis demccrats, the dZd&d—C¢b¢l1CPO Gov-
ernment, Stulinism mobilizes tie musses in support

Qf one section of the bourceoigle th_nsf 4nothor.

Today, In bpaln under nne cloak of Lenln,
mutilating and dlsto“tlng his pr1n01Jles, b+411n15m

e wage and shuall continue to wuge war on Kornilov

3
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introduces the very concepts against which Lenin
fought so bitterly. Here,the cluss struggle finally
found its highest eXpression in Civil War «dnd by that
fact proved the complete inability of the capit.dist
class to solve any of the problems of Spanish society.
And Stalinism, not unlike Qlgin of 1917, declures its
bitter hostility and hatred for the Proletariuan Dic-
tatorship.

It is said openly. Even Qlgin could not contest
its clarity and purpose. Here is a staunch defender

of capitalism!

" #Tt is absolutely lfalse" declares Jesus Hern-
andez, Communist Party Minster of Education,
#That the present workers movement has for its
objective the establishment of a proletarian
dictatorship, c¢ven AFTER the revolution has
terminated. We Communists are motivated ex-
clusively by the desire to defend the demo-
cratic republic. It cannot be said we have
a social motive for our participation in the
war." (MONDO OBRERO,official otalinist organ
in Madrid, Aug.9, and NEW YORK TIMio,and
DATILY WORKER, aug. 10. Our emphasis.)

Stalinism supports bourgecis democracy today,
rejects the strategy of developing the world revo-
lution, rejects the extension of the October revo-
lution, and is directed against the historical ne-
cessity of seizing power, and smashing the capital-
ist state.

In the light of historical proor, Lenin's line
has been brilliantly confirmed. His policy was:
omash the counter-revolution, overthrow the capital-
ist coalition government and establish the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. He based his policy on the

independent organs of the workirig-class and on the
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independent revolutionary party. There is no other
road for the working-class in Opain. % *

The Revolutionary Workers League calls for the

application of Leuain’s line in bpain and the build-
ing of the Coumunist Fourth International which will

summon the oppressed of all the earth to fight for
the world October.

NO SUFFORT TO azaNa CRESTE SOVIEDS
NATIONALTZE INDOSTRY aND  WORKERo CONTROL OF
BANGS ¢ RODU CTION

LsND T0 THE PEaSaiTS EarROrRI oTE THE CHORCH
RIGHT OF SELF-DETERMINATION EoTaBLIuH THE wOVIET OF
FOR MOROCCO,CuTalONI a, ThE IBERT oli PENINSULA
GaLICLa, the BasGUES

ORGuNIZE o REVOLUTIONRY  EoTuBLIoH THE DICToTORGEIX
MARXIST P aRTY OF THE rROLET.RI.T

FOR » COMMUNIST POURTH INTERN.LTION.L
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‘Meft Wing, carries cut the sane policy in the Peorle's Front govefn.

- 4—%— ” - oy -~ —r —8-
NOTE ON THE FCROES/IN gPAIN TODAY

The Social ist Party, With its Prieto right Wing, and its Caball gre -

Pl
nent as the Stalinists, The Anarcho-Syndicel ists and the POUM are in
War ds against the People's Front, but in mction have congistently sup—

ported the "Liberal" bourgeoisie against the reacticnar:y bour zeoisise,

The POUM's pomition on the road to poWwer, the state, the Dictator—
ship of the Proletariat, and the role of the Party, is centrist.

The Trotskyites have played a rost niserable role on an interna—
ticnal scele. Isdated from the Spanish Civil Var, they trail ed behind
the events, making criticisms after the event, "hen, fa sxample, the Fx

Frenech and Belgian secticns lebelied the POUM as revol utionary, the

Arerican secticn branded it ag centrist, Today, the Belgian Trotskyites
declere the POUM has betrayed the revoluticn, While the Arerican sec—
tdion ptocleaim it as a revol ubicnary party.

The centrists in Srain are divided into three main groupings:
& & S |

the London Buro to the rigit, the Tretskyites to the 1left of ths Liondon

Buro, the POUIL to the 1eft of the Trotskyites, Fundarentally, there is

no difference betveen these thres on the basic juesiions of the day,
In oppositicn to the Stalinigbts, the Socielists, the Svndicalists

and vthe POUL, the Workingz class needs a revd ubticnary Marxist party.

The Indepenient class acticn of ths proletariat depends uron ths pd i<
ticel and organizaticnal inderendence of thig Marxist party. -

It must be built, It cen be built, It Will be built,

ft | il 1t it 1" ft ft
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