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e The ' vary fivst D ‘ ution fur the 5th congress was wri.tten by
* Lenin in Fob {thought the Oongress was not to meet yntil the end of Hg.y).

‘was diacuaae-i in soveral 2olshevik cancuses and M&%&_
3 olution.” The 2nd sectiop”, tituds to th Bourgau

becoas the mejor reaclution At theactua
1 Nﬁks of the Proletariat at the Present Stage of ‘the

iBg .
of: € he working clags Seam - the\jlﬁﬁﬁ] : @’1
Y 'nith :H; mass of the:democratis pea e 0 .
e Ry e
mzntiona v mist guide the activities of
 this tusk, without for:a Ment losing sight; of the
o tha proletariat. (p. 138) - ey

M rrttom of the cent.ml Comittoo e EY
(Ma.y 21) «is the nost importa.nt,

it should actually “include’ ‘--'

< W56-168
73 (Hay W, (27) pp. 469-#24. Th's

~‘|‘

N 'Plekhanov -I:oo evaded the su'bstance of “the "dispute, only in a.nother uay. "IN

1 e!dm'ov poke about Rosa Iuxemburg, ploturing her as a Magcanx-veclining on
clouds.. t could be finer! Elegant, gallant and offective polemics... Byt '
, I would nevertheless 1ike to ask Plekhanov: Madonmia or not, == but what do |
"you think:kbout the gubstance of the question? (Applause from the Centre and the
. Bolsheviks.) ' After all, it is a pretty bad thing to have to resort.to a Madomna ~~
in order to avoid analysing the point at issue. Madomma or mot =« what must our ate =
titude be towards “a Duman with full powers"? = What is this? Does this resembla
Marxism, ‘dossit resemble the indspendent policy of ihe vroletariati® (this a.ppaarq
on p. 329 of the original-1909 edition}.

The volume elso ..nolwias the objections to Trotsky's amendment; the

attitude to the original Poiish drafti objectleons to Fartor's and »
and ﬁna.lly. Tps 489 =509, the actual Resoluticn. _ ,/




" Of all tha references to the 5th 1907 Congress —= snd there aru damn few —=
‘the guperficiality stands out moa_t‘gh;cjngly. Thus: theugh the Collected
- Hoxks give tho speeches, the echod W Val. 3, give no more than ome
“single extract, on non-peTty organication, which is only 2 pages. The excuse
was that an article, "The Platfexm of the Hevolutionary Sceial Democracy™,
coverad that, but in fact that article in this volume is not the ha.ppenings
+hg Sth Congrens, hut what the Bolsheviks wers dolng in Feb. in pxeparation

’ for it
I o B2 in _Trotsky® {H%‘Life,\
on p. 202, IT mentiona the Congress: L "It was a mrotracted, crowded, stormy and 2l
,cha.ot:lc cc.'lgrsss" whereupon all else he mentions is meeting Gorki ut*om he J/

resi @e Rasa., whor he had Ium'm since 1 _and mentloning one of
his speoch wﬂds..r () ute :ght_.?(aud which happsns
to ba xe panphlet ra which he ingd &?f"b?ﬁ
F i’that speech ag an a.ppen » in yhich he fommes on the fact tmat he had(hop LU -
ig‘loz'ed. ‘tha peasantry and eﬁ“m% T

refe:f: to thé‘lgo'?—

ition , or e
1922) in _cled_*hu

is., ui.ta auperficial.
) ha.d repnoduced the 1908 anaiysis,
: *had p:r:edicted (1:. 3

2 .‘naver materialized because; tmd.e:r: the 1ea.dership of. Gommde Lenin, the Bolsheviks
ciumged their policy line-on this most important matter {not nith fmner strugglé
U ' p * that is, before the seizure of powsr."/{l Even more .
by la.ndish ie tha fact that he decided to include thi dioule d totally

" . Jixobg article, theugh he wrote Eﬂm’ S2he critique of the -

Bolshevik. position of the tine (Hémd ay, ipkef the proletariat and
the peasantry) is today. /r'lc.j.nte:est_only-.r-— t differences have long
been resolved.” (p. 299 AP-EHEL weren't enohgh,>the MEREK Bajoridty of the
article had been divect : sheviks and even though,
towards the end he had "Iho Mgnsheviks' view on the Russian revolution _

7 utioxiff %, moreover, this, % ‘
: tf;ggo & hing to 44 with th Permanent Revolution s wa.s on the relatio
urgeo s

i*3 a5 his own SD showed., (refe:.\- )
ence above).  And throughout , his @-hmig‘g is so + that far.

from reproducing Lenin's phra.ae about it being revolutio amocracy of the
proletariat and peasantry in dicta.torship, he alwa pre*“acﬂs theVord democrecy
with the word "Kbotmge is", ) . :

S . '_7__-/
s
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' ' g Ilnjreagians of Ionin by Angelica -
' B&l&ba.noff (Ann Arboxr mnarbacn{.., 1068) In P 2, Balapanova tdiks about Lenin
&t the rondon Congress of 1507, about his : idantly he was tha only,

‘one Who Wit Pmetunl == 18 “strategy and maneuvers ", with him
~ 1listening most carefull “not & single word escaped him, « He
metioulously took down overy‘h BOLL O _yesrs

~oT tiarys TRy
'tﬂ:.\m_lnacaiﬂ residing over the sessiona of the governmment, his manner was :
Exactly the sams,” (p. 18) Whereuvon, after all the complainie about the chaos, S
.. the overwieigthy talks, the fact that it took a whols week just to complete the L
.. dispates on the agenda, 211 °'she has to say about the actual content ia:" BOgides :
- having been engaged in.this aotivity (rd referénce to the above) in London for .
ovay three vecks, Lenin gave a very long report on relations with the bowrgeote = .
pu-ties and/another mne o the activity of the Pa:t’by 's cantra.l c‘ommittee. et .

f Ho.r thia naa the moat i:xportant R¥aclution of the entire amgress, and it aas*"—\
‘ inportant because it was the only theoretical topiﬁ the Bolsheviks | :
.' .88 ‘a1l othex ‘topics, 1ike the anmalysis.of ine revolution a8 such'? was voted -
T dom ‘on the.tasis thut the Congreéss wae. unity s and ue talk msineas L
-ang tactics and nat theory, whereas Tenin &t only wanted %o discuss theory . 7/
ut the rela.ti.nmship of 'bhacry to the mootical p:mblem faecing him. "One wondams
whatiyms the state of -dheory for ARgelica as well as the others to limit th’___r_gm_\/

on i‘.hat -t.o me. pa.mgraph

_,_...u--—-""'“"“"""""'-‘—---—i._ ""f

_—.—.—-w-_——— : s L ,_/
i T&J Deutacher (1951&, The praphat;

rined ,who doss dovote ons of ‘the most important chapters, (6) to the theory of
éﬁ . Pexmanent Rgvolution, (indeed, he makes 'I‘ratslqr's vhole 1ife as.a maries of
qu@potea'.‘jbg‘ ﬁtgzeat genius?. eonjt.:i : : the nsxt che.pter.. wheoa the

- g e ism' very cl that he ao"'.ua..a.ly rea.d -them, because what o ' :
N he singlas out, to carmant on is:(a) how Lenin acknowledged that Trotaky had"a ¢ommon :
- " on the guestion of an al. ce of peasantry and with the proletariat, without.

9y " | onea pentio Ing—that-—the oats and dogs; \b) whorems he admits thit -
3 Ithuegﬁll_e_ﬁml_m&wn e"/(p. 178) 4 LT's attitude to.both-Balah
W' and M o he -says that it ﬂna_t_l.u o the fact that IP(™loocked at both through o

& of his tHeory 6f Permanent Bevolution™ Whereas in ;Te of that séems
B and. o) ' g fha : ta,tion the

oy
LT didn't think that either would atand the test of t:l.me, ut "a neﬁ reuolution would

compel both factions to revise thoir views..." & A i coe Lol
o 77y W‘%ﬁi@m e
%@@&m;cx o B Cints Doty oTime s o TS ytent
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Sy TAE S
.; @ hI’TUTFB oF THE GJNGRE“.JS. BNTENTS OF 'SE'SSIONS
" Congress Was. openea Arril 30, at 7 in evening by Plekhanov, The buainass
of the Praesidium and elections of othexs, &s well as the Secretariat, took
plpce there and at a sscond sessimn the Following day., The greebings from
‘other: organizations oontinves- all the vrd.y through the 71 session (axgl in fact
‘ con'b(iﬂn*uev later) but 1fs’at 't.lu.t session, May 3 (16) that I.uxanh..rg spea!m {op 7
| to 104),. :

Thadaha.te muheagem‘.é. andwn-bﬁ;rernotthere should.bea.ny-bhmg :
Aike. thio Geraans, continues

Y BIT L
“the’ quest, begins -
‘34) and luzen : - R : ;
romtion to bourzeois meriies .md the seme’ is ue . the followingr '
LT on.the subjent(pp. 397-404) ,-and the following day, sesslon 24, Ha.,,r 14 (2?)
RL (pp 43?-1{-3?) Lenin 1:%2-1446), giv.z the conoluding remrke. -

'.I.‘ychka.'s gma.t recmmmmda.'l-.ion for this 1963 adition. the, 1.n- _
. ly Stalinlst, and so are the *Yootnntos, " Ao*h:a.lly, R
Pari.s, is the vory best, ths most objective,’ and,: S
‘when Stalin was atill aliva, included naturally, .
ia- npeak at the Gpngrasa ~ and even mers iejudiced”
. mt, however, i good 'in all editions is that no-
‘matter: wha:b liberties -I- ¥y took . infeotnoting and introducing and concluding R
‘the minutes have not been tamperod with and the 1963 edition deces have the a.ddedﬂ*'
-.admfa.ge that it reproducss a gool rart of what the Bclsheviks did in mme- o
_%ud.ng for that congreas -and. “therafore Tenints speeches to those caucuses
theso aro included £ollected Horks, Vol, 13). -
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n&wc&s 0 'm.. FIFTH CONGRESS™ (Fgaz:g«é \Sg/’ﬁr’( R
.st VIL, Go]lecrted Works,; Vol. i2, Jan-June 2907

*  “The very Plsnt Daft Resolution for the 5th Oongrese s written:bs'
Lenin in Feb (tncught the congress was not to meet until the and of Hay), and’
‘wan. disclmsod in -meveral Boizhevik cancuses and called "The Presant gZaee
.hytho Democxratin Revolution,” The 2nd section , ™The ATtitude to +hi a:ngeoa.a
- Party™ is-what woul& become the msjor vesolutlon at the actusl th COBErens, -

- The 3rd saction ,"Clasy T8 of. the Proletardat at the present Stage of the -7, .
,D@omt.tc R»-volnt’on" wiﬂ'. 1'!-!.1 euphe.s:l.n on tho fact of “deamom.oy" is autmlly

.2.tha.t any velittling of this tagk will mmuwy na.va the msult
of,_ omverting the working cleas: frum the leadexr of the psople's molut-ion,,,,;
mn'y!.ns Jdeith 4t tha pRas oi‘ the demomtio PERSBTLIY, | mto a pa.sa:lve pa.rt.ioimnt
of tbe,,z‘evolutim.

ing lout this " baslk;: tdthout for & moment heing aight of the .’.ndefpanden'h aoo.ta.l:l.a*
alys r_the mletn.riut." (p. 139)

antha Sﬂlﬁongzﬁas -Ap.v:ﬂ 30t014ay 19 (Haylja'bo June J.) 190? -

mmduces the: min Z¥RA spesches: Cn the qusstion of the Confress agenda, - i
‘May 2 (. ¥ay 15)3 speech: gjmj,ha activitles of the Central Gommittee », Moy 4(Ma.y 17);
;on the activitiex’ ‘of the. group, May 8 (May 217 ..., ths nost mpgtan ..
hmwvar, e the speech on -the attitnde toward bourgsois- partics mince that - = ;
".33"a main resolition, May 12 (May 25), Dpe 456468, 1t should actually includs. ' |

“alss, the SENRMATNIXEREERSEY concluﬁ.nﬁnmks (May 14, (27) pp. 469-11-71}. : t's 5.
. _.tha Ja.tter whiuh a.nswers Plaldmnov r _ "

2 "Plekhanov too mded the substa.nce of the d.ispute. omly in ancther \my.

. Plekhancv gpoke about Rosa Iuxemburg, ploturing hear as a Madorma reolining on
olouds.  Wat could be finox! Elegsnt, gallant and affective po..amics--. Byt
I'would nevertheless like to ask Plokhanov: Madonna or not, == ut what do : .
you think &bout the suygtance of the question? (Applause from the Cvntre and the . .
Bolsheviks,) Apter all,. aprstty'badthingtohuvetoreaorttoaﬂad&m

in ordex to aveid a.na.:waing the point at lssue., ‘adonna or not == what mst our a.t-
$itude be towards "a Duman with full powers"? What ie this?. Doos this resemble.
Marxlsm, doeait resemble the independemt polioy of the proleta.rix.t?“ Ith:ls appea.ra
on pe 329 of the original 1909 ed.i‘bion). N

' The volume also includes the ob:jections to Trots;:y B nmemdment; the
attitude to the original Polish draft; objections to Martov's and l'hrtjnov'
a.nd fhla.lq vD. 489 =509, the actual Kesolutlon,
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Ofa]lthexezaranceatothemwﬂ? Congrens = und there are da.mn""eir-
the supsrticiality stands cut most glaringly, Thuse 1) though the Collected
“Works give the spseches, the Sgle Works 4 Vol. 3, give no more ti;.u one
- single s O ucn-part on, uhi.oh is only 2 mages. The exouse
‘was thal an ariicle, "Ths Platform of the Revolutionary Socisl Daroormcy™,
covered that, bub in fest that article in this volume ic not the ppgn.!.ngu'

- of the 5th Gongm'en. I:ut. wha‘a the Bo:l.shevﬂm wera doing i.n Fetry In pu:gpa.mtioﬂ

foz: it.
2) in Trotsky's My Life,
on p. 202, LT mtioﬁs the Co'xgresm “It waa & mrotrectad, crowded, stormy and
chactic Congress whersupon all else he mentions is neeting Jorkl whom he
adnires) meeting Rosa, whom ks had known since 1904; and mentioning ome of
" his apaeches, *iihich to thic day I 4hink is absolutely right"(and whick happens
_46"be Teproduced in the 1905 pamphlot repmpduced 3n 1571 4in which he includes,
" that speech a8 Bn & y in which he foovses on the fact that ba had not - -
-Agnoxed the peasantry and Lanm had o recognized it, which is & fa.nte.stio wz.y
) to rafm: to tha 190? consresa. )
' . Now what is fantastic about t.ha.t ia that, '
- . xthht 1907 thlk ha had. mm'oducad in the 1922 edition , or rether the Ind edition
© I 2922 e July 10:, 19224 (the irst edition wan Jan, 1922) " inoluﬂa& 4he
s_h‘bment (p¢ "the peassntvy, howover revolutionamy it may be, is.pot .- ¢ © L
oapable of- phyl.ng an irdependent, still less a leading politi.w.l role. . And S '
:on. the whole'it-1s quite superfiolal. - ﬂ@ Fore fantastic still is!tbat. he
‘zlso had zﬁp:odnued the 1 analysis, oh he. had published in lancuhzrg'
.‘!mmna.l ‘and: which had pcedicta:l (. 716) that "while the antirevolutic
aspects of Menahevism have. glready bacome fully appexent, those of Bo
mlﬁelytohmmeaserimﬂmmtmlyintheamrbofavictw which - :
he dares: to fobinote in this totally irrecponainie wmyi1"Thls threat, as we knmr, anivn o
pover: ma.tuﬂa.lizrd. ,because,- under the leadership of Comrade leain, the BOJ.sheviI-.s :-,;.
- .changed. their polioy l:lns on this most important matter (not without Anner sm\ggla
in the Spring of 1917, that is, before the selzure of power." Even more - . - .
. - outlaniish; i3 the facl tha.t he decided to include this ridicvlous e.nd
wrong avbicle, though he wrote in the first. footnote: “the criiique oi’ the - .
-. Belshevik positivn of the tims (democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and ;
the peasantry) is today o, storic intorest only, Past differences have long Lo
‘been resolved,” (p. 299 gz if that weren't emough, the MEREX mejoriiy of the ...
artiole hed been dire inst Plekhancv and the Mgnsheviks and oven though, - ..u
“towerds ths end he' writtan "rhe Mansheviks' view on the fussian reyolution
was never distinguished by great clarity. Together with the Balsheviks, they
apoke of 'carrying the revolutjon to the emd', tut both sidds intu-pr:etad this .
in a prely forml sense...” The truthk is that.he had supported (af'ter tryicg
to modify it and losing) the Bolshevik R®zolution, and that, moreover, this, far
frcn having anything to do wlth the FPprmanent hevoluticn, was on the relationship . .
to0 bourgecis parties as his own mpeech, not the best he mads thare, shm-od. (mfex-
ence abtova)., And throughout , his disdain for demooracy is so great that far ‘
from reproducing Lenin's phmae about it being revolutionary democracy of the
proletariat and peasantry in dictatorship, he always prefaces the word damocmcy
\d‘.;n the word "bourgeois®,




-3

T

mm Maaions of Leain by Angelica
.‘Ba.‘.la.'bnuoi‘f {Ann Arber pa.perhacks, 1068) In Z , balabanova thlin about Lenin °
‘at the London Congress of 1007, about his punctuality - evidently he was the only -
ons who was pmetusl ~- and the “simtegy and mansuvers™ a5 well &s “¢haos™, with hin
- 1listening most cavefull - "not a single werd cecaped him, not a gestixe", e . '
‘ netimlouslytookd.m everything in a sert of diaxy. Hnen I sax hin 10 years
- lmtew, in Noscow, presiding ovex the sessicns of the govexnmant, his ms.nner was
- axmotly the =ame,” (p. 18) Wneweupon, after all the complaints sbout the chads,
tha ovarelengthy talks, the faot that it took a whole week just to ocouplete the -
dinputes on the agends, all sho has to say ahout the ectuel contmmt 15:™ Bepidos
having been engaged in this activity (xd refersnce to the above) in London for
over throe weels, Lenin guwe & vecy long report on relations with the bourgeols
ma.-tiss am maﬂm: mo. o the activity of the Pa:.*.‘ty's cantm,l comuitton,”

o How th.s m $he’ most ispoxrtunt RE}sol'utiun of the mt.ire Congresp, and it wa.a'

. easpoallly, dzportant becruse it was the anly theoretical topic that WK the Bolsheviks

s won, &8 ALl other topios, like the amlysis of the revoluticnas such® ws voted. .

dowm ‘on the: taadis $hat ‘the Cmgress wes e unlly Comgress and we ahouﬁmkmineas.
‘tagtics and not: theory, whareas Ifnin had not only wanted to disciss theswy

s - ;t.harala’bimﬂhi ‘of theary to ths mmotical problens facing hin. One wonders

what: mtghe statae of thecu:r fn:.- Angelica. as well &s +.he o-tha;-:s to linit ﬂaa roport

L - ' : Detacher .1951!- ot
‘.g.ﬁgg ,uho.ddes dwcte one of the nost important e ptexs (6)(1'.0 ti.m E SoF
p3?

K euangwt Rovolubion, (indeod, he makes Trotslqr'a #hole 1ife as & sm:i.es of- .

: oetnma‘i'.o that zreat gentus! contribution) tuwrms to the naxt oha,pbnr whore *hhe .

. .5th- Congross iakes place, and ealls it “The Doldruma$ 1907-1914%, To that he -

" devotes. anly 4-ages, drd whoreas he glves you a mefeorence to 'bhe actuml nim:bea

of the Gcng:r:eaa, 1% imn'% very olear that he hed actually roed thenm, 'beca.w;a what

* he ‘singles out to comment ¢n imi a) how lenin acknowledged that Txotuky bad"a oommon. .
a:mmc‘. an the queation of an alliarce of peesanixy and witn the mroletariat, ‘without -
-onoe mentioning that they faught HigE 1iko cats and. dagal b) whersza he adnits thit ..
thara was "inellectual superoillicusness” (p. 178) ih IT's attitude o beth Bolshavdks
and Hemshevils, ho says tiat it was due to the fact that 1T "looked at both through
the prisn of his theory of Permanent Bgvoluticn™ whereas in fact little of that seams
to have emarated in the Copgress; and ¢) he attributes that horrible quotation the
following year about "the antirevolutionary features of Bolshevisn®. (fin. &, p. 178)
o the faoct ihat because of hix belief in the theory of Prmanent Revolution ...

1T didn't think that-elther would ptand the teat of time, tut "a nef revolutian chld
cmpnl both factions to revlee theiwr views..."




o (@) Hmrms OF THE FIFTH a:mazas, CNTENTS CF SESSIONS L

d:ongreaa was opaned A;p:il 30, at 74in ervecn;‘ng by Plokhanove Tha business C

R of tha Pmaidi\m and olactions of othurs, as well us the Secestariet, took’
oo pisos thess and at n mecond sessirm the following day. The greetings from
A xothurawg;mizatimomﬂmmumthamytmmhthBMEesson(m in faet

o oontolxlz}t)xea Ia.ter) mt 5:35 at thet soasion, I’ (16) that .ambmg spea.!m (pp 9(

. maahummWMWnathe:urnotthmmmbemtmg S
- thmeﬂ.ml o Just practical and tusiness~like , llke the Germans, cociimues: .
o T for aveasmore,. snd- I mey quots cne thing by lenln.  The report om the aativities"
: '-'afthenmbeginaatmlzﬁhaoaaim !’a,y?(aa)mdcmtinuwautha :

» ough ' tha 2RERCEERRENY  20th sesslon. When ot the 2203 sessim, Hay 12 25)
hequast' beg‘tnsmtheinfomtion Iiresiy wagetbigmporba ‘by
374)-and. Lixemburg - {Tp 383~392), '«'v REEWT EEHELE
relntlon to bourgeois parties and the sams.’s tiue . the fonwinﬁ
17 6n the -mb.ject(pp. 3?’-#01&) and the following duy, session 2

RL(ppRATY) . L -546). &ivo-the cmeluding resrks

L Despit&!;'yxshh.‘s r_;me.‘b m_mmdation i‘m.- '!.hja ;963 edit{on, thai:ln-
»troduotion '?.o':lt 48 typleally Stalinist, and ge are the footnotes, Ag
tha: very fixst edition, 1900 .Pa::is, ‘13 ‘the vezy best, the most o‘b:jectiva, -
. with no.fosinotes, " The 1933 % , whei Stalin wes still alive, incluted ratdrally,
anaa:biclebysta,.dn-hadidspeakattha ms—amlevenmmm'ejudimd
footnotes than the 1963, Wiat, howaver, in good in all editions iy that mo . .. -
matter what 1iverties they took infootnoting apd introducing and comoluding: ..+,
the minutes have not bear tampered with and the 1963 edition does have the addsdd
adventaga that it re:mdncesagoodpamofmtthesolahwiksdiain oo LI
fa:d.ng for that Congress-and therefore ILenin’s speeches to those cancusea o
these: axe included in follsoted ovis, Voi. 13).
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