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- First of all I have to explain certsin misunderatanding® which
arcase from the accidental circumstmnce that becasuse of lack of time

I wap.forced to stop nearly at the half point the examination of the

bagic views on the issue of the relationshiy of the proletariat to -

the bourgeois parties. Particularily favorable for my critics was:
the circumatance that I did not have the chence to illuminate in more
detail the relationship ol the proletariat o pethy bourgecis trsnds,
and particularily te the peasantry. How many far-reaching conclusions
were drawn from that fact. I was speaking only of the reiationship:
of the proletariat itc the rourgeolsie, and that - aceording %o com,

Mazrtor - ia aimply ldentification of {the role of the proletariat with

the role of all other classes except the bourgeoisis in the present

revolution - in other words, 1t wexmmsm means the zame "left block",
which erases the cless sepération of the proletariat and subordinates
it %o the influence of the petiy bourgeoisie - that same "lLeft bloek®,
which comrades bolsheviks defend.
dcecording to tkhe speaker from Bund, from the fact that I dsalt
exclusively with the politiec of the proletariat towards: the bourgeoi-
- aie;“séggriy follows something dinst opposite, namely that I comple=-
V7 tely negate the role of the peasantry and the left block, and so that
: my poaition ie juast the oppesite to the comrades bolsheviks. Pinally,
another speaker from Bund went oven further in his pmdddgss uwaomercilful
critique stating thut to speak only of the proletariat as a revolutio-
nary classe borders with outright anarchism. So as mou see, the conc-
lusions are quite varied and come together only on one point, that

sll the pame degree are supposed tp be deadly for me,- a
; -iﬁﬁg thfull, peaking, the anxietyﬁhich seized my critics because

- Flslumivated Kﬁgﬁiy-$he reciprocal reletionship-of the proletariat

d the bourgeocisie in the present revolution scems odd to me. It
ig beyond any doubt, that it is that precise relationship, precisely
the definition of above all the relationsghip of the proletariai to.
1ts sccial antipode, the bourgeoisie, that constitutas the central

- point of the issue, that it is the main axis of the proletarian poli-

tic, around which are already orf¥stalising its relationships to other
clagses and groups, to petiy boungeoisie, peasantry and others, And
if wo come to the conclusion that the bourgeoisie does not play and
in the present ravol *_pqyﬁgggggaplay the role of the leader of the
liberation movement, “of the very essence of its politic
it is counterrevelutionary, when ih accordance with this we atate,
that the proletariat has to deem-itself not a helpful part of the
bourgeois liberalism but.a vanguard of revolutionary movement, which
defines its politic,not™depending on other classes bui derives it
nly fro own t&sk _gngﬁgéaggrénteresta, when we say that the

. //gfoletariat is not ohly the f the bourgeoisie but ia called

t

uﬁbﬁb

¢ lead independent politic -~ when we .may all this, then 1t should
e clear, that the conscious proletariat should utilize all revolu-
tionary peoples movements, subordinating them to its leadership and
/ ite clase politic. Particularily when it comes to the revolutionary
/¢ peasantry, noone could doubt, that are not forgetting its exis-
| tefice and are far from pasaing over“in silence the issue of the rel=
ationship or the proletariat to it. The directives for the social-
democratic faction in Duma, deposited kx to the congress a few days
ago by the Polish comrades, among ithem by me, contained on this issue
a totaly clear and precise statement.
I will take advantage of this opportunity to, even in few words,
touch closer on that issue. About the relationship of the right

14242




2

wing of our party to the peasant gquestion decldes -~ as un the
bourgeois question ~- a certain rvady, made ahead of time schema
under which one claasifies the real relationships. "For us, marx-
igts ~ eays com. Plekhanov -- -the working peasant guch as he.is
/ynper.the coptenporary commodity-capitalist-cenditionsy—iwinag porée>
%gljﬂuﬂmiéne:mﬁxthg'Séiﬁﬁlp{ small, independent_commodity producery’ and
swall, indepenient commodity producers, not without basis, we count -
among the petty-bourgecisie," From thiv one concludes, that the '
peasant, ams - petty-bourgeois, 1s 2 reactionary social element and
he, who considers him 2 revolutionary element -~ he idealizea him,
he subordinstem the independent proletarian politic to the infiuence
of petty-bourgeoisie. . o ,
TheQaatJﬁgnih*aféumeﬁ?His, after all, only a classlc example
of the infamous metaphysical way of thinking according to the formula:
HYea, yeg; no —And-whatts—uvyvoer-and-above-this is, from. evil ial ™™
PHebourrevisie i revolutiorary class.~--end what's over and
above this is, | evil I8. Peasantry is a reactionary class --

%§g¥wgat'peasant'a'char§g¥§gig;§gg?éﬁggggﬁéﬁggga%ﬁggﬁ§gQ%gngg g:ggg.

gre true, if one considers the so-called normal, gquiet periods of the
exist@énce of this gociety. But even within thuse limits it errs oan
“the side of serious limitations and ong-gidedness. In Geruany ever
more numerous layers not only of the agrarian proletarlat, but also
the small peasantry, come closer to the socisldemocracy, proving,
that to talk about the peasantry as:a totaly monolithical class of
reactionary petty-bourgeoiaie — ig, to certain degreefdry and imprac-
ticable schema. ' And in this#mon~-differenciated~\yei> class of Russian
peasantry, which was put in motion by the present revolution, are, )
significant layers not only of our temporery political ally, but also
our future naturcl comrades. Thua reaiging from submitting them
already now to our leadership and our influance would be . secta-

tem, unforgivable in & leadiug force of the revolution, -

of all;~he .the mechanical tranamital of & schema of

peasantry, as a petty<bourgeols, reactionary layer, onto the role
of this peasantry in the revolutionary-period is undoubtedly a trane-
gression with regard to hietorical dialecticas. The role of the pemssan-
try and the relationship of the proletariat to it ia defined the same
wey as the rple of the bourgecisie, not according to subjective desi-
rea and aimgps of those classes, but according tozﬁgair objectivae

o

aituation,ffIhe Ruasian bourgeoisie is, despite ral statements
and printdd liberal programs, objectively a reactionary class, be-~
cause ite interests in the present social and historical situation
demand a quick liqudation of the revolutignary, pqvement by concluding
a rotten compromise with abaolutism,. In—gg%gﬁégapeasanbry, despite
the whe?s confusion and contradictions in its demands, deapite the
foggwr exhibitinga—pl gtoteors-character-of—dts ajms -~ 1t is

in esent revolution an objectively revolutionary agernt, hecause
by éggggﬁgﬂﬁn the agenda of the revolutiofisthe issue of agraéian 4
turnover! in it sHarpest, formj, it puts fo¥th an issue, which cannot

be solved in the framesBf bourgeois society and which by its nature
is outside the framework of that society. It is very possible, that
as soon as the waves of the Tevolution subside, when the mgrarian
question will find this or other solution in the spirit of the bour-
geole private property, large layers of the Rusalan peasantry will

tranaform themselves o..an_openly reactionary petty-bourgeois
party, the kind of/Bav ;gg,ﬂagg;ggggéilgﬁut as long as the revolution
continues, as long e igrar%gy question is not solved, it is

not only a political for the absolutism] but g“ﬁacial
sphinx for the whole Russian bourgeoisie, and because of it it con-
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stitutes an awtonows m of the revolution, giving it in coope-
mtion with the urta proletarian movement that wide momentum, which
characteriaes the vehement pecople’s movements. From that flows the
socialist-utopian coloration of. the peasant movement in Russia, which
is not at all a f”f%fﬁﬁﬁthe artificial grafting and demagogy on the
part of a.-r.,but ctcompanied all the great pea=mant uprisings of

the bourgeois society. 1t is enough to remeuber the peasant wars in
Gernany and the name of Tomasz Munzer. : *
- But just because the peasant movements are in the whole mnature
topian and hopeless, they are absoluily not capable of playing an
~independent role and in every historical situation: they zubordinata

.themgelves to th2 leadership of other, more active and cristelised
1.~ "2lasges., In France the revelutionary urban bourgeoisle ehergetically
suppocted the peasant uprisings -- the ao-called Jacqudrfie. If in
middle-age Germany the leaderghip of the peasant wars went not into the
hands of progreseive bourgecisle, but into the bands of the reactionary
malcontent small nobility, it happend bec#¥e the German bourgeoisie
-— a5 & result of historisal backwardness of Germany -- was realising
the fixra: phase of its class emuncipstion cnly in a deformed ideelo-
‘gical form of religious reformation, and because of its weakness,
_instead of gladly greeting the peasant wars, it was afraid of them
and threw itself intoc the resction's embrace, similarily as now the
Rugsien y_afrali--of-+the—proletarian and peusant movem
owlng itself inte reaction's embrace.-yTt 1s clear, that the
politieal-teadership. of-the--chaotic—peadant movement and ita subore
- dination to the influence of the conscious proletariat is presehtly
- in Russia the natural historic task of that couscioua proletariat.
If the proletariai refused that role fearing for purity .o
.} mgelslist -pregram, 1% would-find {Igeifom tHe level of @ doctrina~
\ T sect, and not on the level of the natural historic¢ leader of
:  the whole of the wronged in the boirgeois system, the leader, which
i it is according to the spirit of the theory of scientific socialism.
! Let us remember that puseage from Marx, In which he says that the.
!. proletarist is called on to be the warrier for all wronged.

Let us return, however to the issue of the relationship 4o the
bourgeoisie, I will not, of course, sericusly answer the accusations
and critisisms from the repreasentatives of Bund., The whole political
wisdom of Bund ie reduced, as is shown, o the simple thesis: not to
rely ou any firm and defined principles, to exploit the convenient
pides of each situation. With that miserable political wisdom the
comrades from Bund want to be guided equally in the relationship to
fractions within our party, as to the different classes in the Russian
revolution. In the intra-party relatioships that position is reduced
not to the role of independent political -centrum, but to a politic
calculating ahead of time on the existance of two different factions.
Projected onto the wide ocean of the Russian revelution, that politic
leade to most laudable results. That politic, whose advocates are
the representatives from Bund, reduces itself to the well known slo-
gan of the German opportunists: to the poliitic "von Fall zu Fall", .

37 from event to event, or if you like, from fall to fall (applause) .,

T — ke S S it ki

*Probably instead of this word it should be "their".-Note of the editors
. of Minutes,

**Critisiaing_the opportuniatic tectic of Bund, Rosa Iuxemburg

used here, especially re. Abramovich /Rein/, -aharp characteristic,
comparing Bund's tactic to the bekaviour of G;Exsﬁﬁgaﬁ Tho 8
almost isd-to-breaking the congress, Fund'ists requested, that RL
tdkes back those words. RL, supported by other delegates from SDKPil,
refused the Bund's request. After long negatiations, the issue was
resglved by removing from minutes that part of RL'as speech offending
Bund'ists,
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The Bund's face, which was 20 c¢learly shown to us, is important and
interesting not so much for characterizing it, but considering their
alljance with the mensheviks and their support of thsa in this cong-
rese nd underlines the trend of the poiltic of comrades mensheviks.
‘gf/ om. Plekhanov accused me of representing in certain sense .
xism, which evavporated and ie floatlug above clouds,,, Gom. FPlekha-.
nov, polit# even when it is not his intention, realy me 1in this
cage & compliment. & marxist, If he wants %o understand the couree
of events, phould cobserve the relationships not crawling on the low
ground of everyday and mﬁ@pntary situation, but from a2 certain theo-
retical bight, and that KMIght, from which one should observe the
course of the Russian revolution, is the international development
of the class bourgeois soclety and accomplished Ly it the degree of
ripeness,. Coil, Plekhanov and hia friends accused me biterly, that
I draw auch tempting and eplendid perspeciivea of the present revo-
lution, a2z though the Russisn proletariat could expect only the
great victories. It is totaly wrong. My critics ascribe to me in
thlias case a view totaly foreign to me, that the proletariat could
grnd ehould develop in all ite lenght and with all decisivness its
fighting tantic ¢nly under the condition, that it will have gnaran-
teed only victoriea. Jusi the opposite, I thirk, that bad is & leader
and gad is an army, which would accept a fight only when it haa the
vietory in ite pocket from The outaset.. dJust the opposite, I not only
40 not have any intentions of promissing the Russian proletariast
a sories od undoubted viotories, but I rather think, that if the
working clasa, faithful to its historical duty, will ever widen itsn
fightini teotic and make it more decisive ancording to the deepening
otiorny ard wider perspectives of the revolution -- it could
find itaelf i3 en unusualy complicated and difficult situation. .
What'es mors, I sven think, that if the working claes will rise to
its tepk, 1.6, it will by its actions lead the course of revolutionary
avanto to the last limits pérmitted by objective development of -

o temperaxy eetbaci., think, however, that the REuisian prolette
.riet phould have the XOurage and the resolute will +to face all,
which is prepared for it by the hlstoricsl development, that it
shouls in naceasiiy, sven: for the price of siacrifices, play in this
revolution - in relationship to the world proletarian army -~ that
role of a vanguard, revealing new contradictions, new tasks and new
wayB of the class struggle, as was played by the French proletariat
in tha 19th cetury. I ttink that the Russian proletariat should

lead iteelf.in its tactic noit a%t 21l by counting on defeat or victory,
but to workySut excusively from its class historical tasks, remem=-
-tering, the proletariat‘s defests arising from the revolutionary ‘
momentum of its clase struggle, are only local and temporary appearan-—
cen of its world msovement forward as a whole, since theose defeats
areii?:vitable historical steps leading to the ultimate victory of
sociulism.

aceial relations, thﬁggalmoat inevitably awaits it at those linmits
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26“Vosehrittler" (progressives). Here a party of "progressives"
¢reated in Prusaia in 1861. The politics of that party on the issucs
of uniting, conatitution and general election law was the subjent of
its fight with Lassalle, Towerds the end of 19th century started the
disintegration of that party. -- 594. 14244




