LENIN, Collected Works, Russed,Vol,30,1932

- “‘ - N i.\t\ ,/ One. gtep Forward, Two Steps Back _ :
: ot i Ty a0 - e A
. s Yl ( Lenin's rpawer to Luxemburg's "organ izational

‘of the gam® mme ag the sbove article, & rubliched both in the

Y 1) \ Néue Zeilt, No,42&43,1904, nd in Iskrs, No.& July 23(10),1904,
A t} Lo If'e anewer Kauteky Pfused to publish, The M8 was foundsestate
. g\ ﬁii' v 0 "the notes to this.volume=ess a copy in the Germn language 1n an -
oy . unknownlanderiting, &nd correct.ed by Lenin)

5 “Que at.:l.o’ns of th Ruseian SeD", written against Lenin’s pamphlet

J The article of com, Rosa Luxeburg in #42 & 43 of Die Neue Zeit
.. . sppears ara §itique of my Fuselan book about the erisis in our :
i . partw, Y canmot but express thanks tohe Germmmncomadee far their;,
attention to %= ow party literature, for thdr attenmt to acquaint.
" the Ger. S«D with this literature, but I must peirt out the t the [
article of Rosa Luxenburg in "Neue Zeit"™ will not acquait the i
Vreaders elther with my book, éwﬁh anything elBo, This 18 seen!

:tmm the following examplesn.

3

. 1

. com. Luxemburs, foo o ,Lmn&\m{_gooh clearly and - strs.king |
B!

) ptates

diublsys a tendenoy.of \\oentra.liss.t or> whic) rot bing into |
a.oco ng L burg Wius asgsmes tht I, , one orsaniza-

- t'tona, ten- %ﬂﬁ other, But in mallty tils 18 not soe . Throl
put tno ook, mtle firot to thelast pwe, I deferd t.he-elmentary

ZMy bnok desl s ‘the question abut t2 A4if ferentce betweeh {
[A'- one or amtler orgniZationel sy atem, but t he que stion about how v
“ “one should defend, criticize and arrect any mx gys tem, not oontrsjo o7
,: .J',g diotory to the princlples of the party.

poatyla tes . of/no % stem of any img.nsble pariy osanization.

‘ Roaa Luxemburz states frther that "in cyrespondnce wih his !
1n 8) understandirg, the C.C. has full auterityto orgenize. |
ueax committecs of the pa”:‘-‘ﬁy " Inreality this is aﬁt‘fﬁﬁai
e l.ly view,on this question can be docurontarily gemonstrated—by --—~%
e of the party organizatlon wch I Wxd introduced, In this
pmject there 1s(fio} & word about the right to arganize loeal |
copmittees, The Tommiesbn, elected ah the party comress for i
workirg out the rulsa of the party, ineluded in 1t this right, P
aml the party corgress approved this projet of tie commissions

‘ In this conkasha, DIdiies sgreale an A20t19» eruisan of the
. the majorlty, were elected( re_presentatives of the minority d
e the party congress, cuonsequently, in ths comlpsin-hich fad -

. - -aesligned the CC the right to organize loc ommittees, 3 of '
RN i oppona te as Lt Mppens supported the top. Com, Luxenbuzg

omfused twdifferent facts fFlrst.ly, shs confused my organizatioral
pro ject with vhe altered prdect of tecmmisebn, on the o land,and,
. - on the other haml, with the organizatl onzl rule sloped by the g
af ' mrty corgreas; _gm.ndly ke confused the defense of a definite
p damm of a defirite pa.ragraph of the rules (1 was in no way
iy : , "merciless" in its defense" alnce at ti¥ plenum I 414 not speak

. against the o rrectlons intrcductloned by the . comnu.haeJ_.!ith
the defence {Is it not true, genuinely ("ul ra-cerm'hllstic,) of
the tealn that the, statute, sccpé ted by he Tty angress, must
be carried out in 1iré until ath time as 1t will te chaged by
tke rext congress,
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Oom Luxemburg eays tat in zy opinlon the “cC 1s the only |
active cadre of the party." Inreality thise is not true, I
have rever defended this view, On the amtrary, my opponents
. {the minority of the 2nd corgress of themrty)accused me in :
th&d.r writings, tlat I d& not adequately defend the 1ndapendence,
4 uamoatoyatelnost.' of the CC and subordinaie “foo much to it the ed.
boarn of the Ce0a and Soviet of he party which ie abroaf,
% To this accusation I answer in my book tha!s when the partyi
2\,;;';;’,4, me jority had the top in the Council of the mrty, it never made’
L{ﬁmﬂ' ary attempt to 1limit the independerce of the CC; but this oce
./~ wrred at tiz moment tmt the' Coukell of the party became tie
‘ , \instrumrt ofBtrurgle in t.he lands ¢f theminormy. E

Gom. Lu;anbtms saye that in the Ruwe slan S} therz exist
no dabta of any kind about the need of & single party and that ;
the whole dispute wag conqent.rated arcurnd tle guestion of greater
or. leser centralisatioii,- AIn reallyy this ig &aot:t.rueg‘ If Com.i
Luxemburg took upon herself Lhe Xaxik t&BE of acqid intirgherself]
with the resolutlom of the . ggny local-committees of heparty |
which fom the majority then she ﬁ’?eaauy und erstand (this !
18 espninlly- clearly seen from ny bogk)tlet tedispute apons |

ﬁ(ua wag mainly about whether theC.C, or the C.0, shoul ould gk
,Tiot givaxsxdimoxtinmxkxxhx reprozent~the direction of the majo ity il
of tI¢ party corgress, - About this “ult-a.-cent-ra.l...am" and "pure. TR
Blanquiat" demand s the respected comrade gayanot & eirge
word, Bhe wefers to declaim against the m clmieal, blind f
obedience, and otler lile horrors. I am very hmnkful to Com, -
Lu:rembtrs for har explanation of e profound 1ldea that slavish |
obedience is fatal for the party, but I dould iile to .know, l
‘whethar ti® comade considers normal, san she allow for, had .
she meen in any party that in te central cigans, which call them- L

,aselveu Iarty organs,there fould dmmimxkx redominte the minori ty '
tha prty cgress?

‘~attribut es/ to ' ’ !
' Com, Re Luxemburg /e tmthmght.tmt in Russh -
ghere are already all mrerequisites for tlo orgamilzation of & !

{

blg end extremely centralized worlkeras party, Agal there is
_a factual untruths Nowhsre in my boock dld I defend sucha .
view, nor even expressed such en opinilon/ The hesis I elabonted
exgpopmed and expresges pome thingdifferent, And I smclncally
underlired ti fact tint on the face of 1t there are all mwee
requisites for thig, that the decisions of te party cor:gress ;
be recognired, and that tefime ie long past wien the par y 5
. sollestive be mibtitued by Frivate Eindlvﬁﬁﬁ_ﬁg@u i
“ ﬂ ol brolght Proof of the fact tlmt sevekal party Titeratl revealed
/\f their incordstency and fihtiness and tls y eve 1o r ight whatever
to shift their undiscipliidness unto tie Rusain prole tariah, The .
Russisn mrlers have already repeatedly under d¥ferent circumet.an-
ces axpreased t.he elves for followiig out the declalons of :
the mty corges It is indeed laughatle wen -Come. Luxémburg |
declarsa such a. w to e "opthistic" (1s itnot meceasary :
rather to corﬂdex- 1t "peaslmiatic") and with this sayse not a slngle
word shout the factual bagis of my stani({proposition)e10em, !
Luxembur g sayg tht I eulogiz2 tlp educational signif icance of
A the fictory. This is not true, [Not I, Wit my_opponent, asserts
tmat I remesent to myeelf tke m.'r' Ey 1Th & form of a factory. :
{31 cpiks ves necsseaty, I il ailSd thie, demons trating by mAs words
* ' that he confuses two different spe ete of factory dlaciplim
" which, urfortumately, has also ppersd with Com. Luxem’bur's.,_D

#Cf, the Rueshn boolf "Our leferences", the article, "R. Luxembur._
(LA vt fav
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amt Savelev, state that ths '"\Z’”"pﬂ'}fﬁf&“ whom Lenin refer

was authbr or tba artic.!.e, "Re the qusation of ow part.y tas.:s,

About orgnniution. ’ print.ed in upplemant. ..o Iskrs #57, 1/28

(15)190# and aisnod. under the speudonym, "Practio&l""(lﬁ lmm

)

Leu‘!" Jimnﬂerat&ndmgs quneva, 1904 pp.16-‘59¢
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Once again & nctml

"first to peako zobinimm,

IN&C uracy ¢

© Com, luxemburg says that in my definition of a revolutianry
SeD a8 & Juoobin wnneted with the organization of te clasae

conscious werkera, gave allegedly & shrper characiaization ofmy |
point of view than sy of ny.opponents could e poasibly given.
Not' I, but P. Axelrod waas tie
Azelrod was tiaf irst to ceampare owr

psrty giroupinga w:l.t.h e groupings at thetime of theGreat French

Revolutinn,

ToRlp-ta-te “xepge that ti» division of contemporary SeD on

cecepted by thew pmriy ogreas,

of ‘twe 18th sad 2
tenbnols 5,
¢ompar ison to &

oppertunist WM earresponds—$o—
degrse to the Al 1816n on the Mountain ant ¥eGirondists,

similar comparison was often mude by t he old Iskra whilch was

G
A

Recognlzing pmreclesély such a

. divislion, % old Iskra fouwght against thaogpatmist g of our
party wih t¢ direction of "Rabocheys Delo'l,
‘confuned here coerelation te tween (

Rosa Luxemburg

] revolutiomry tondene fen

contury with the idntiflecatlon of these eame

For example, If I wpmiak sgy tlat
Yeung-Ir

me wih & Youngrrau/

ain

I only remarked thet thils cwparien was adsleaible

‘the Small Shaideg in |
i1g all te saze 43 a twoestory

“houss in compesrison to 2 fb-ﬁ&%&ry one, tils does not yet man
tha.t I 1dent1ry a !‘our'-atox'y

ngletely k|

Fo0mx hwx przak 28

any Tactusl haais.

_Luxcmburg.

caRxXgungxiaxanhmex A ractual

the task to explain their conerete meanlmy

of tiedlaput. e,

amlyais of the. different tendsncios of ow psrty has couple tely
“falle out from the field éf observatlon of Com, Luxamburgs
precizely to this amlysis a big half of my book 15 devoted, W
:whieh 18 bn.nod on the protocols of our party congress, and I )
| pay spscial atiention to it in-#ye introductlion.
uam. to poak about the present situation of our party and
eg in tHa our partg_%’rzgmg which, sobst¥éano,

the geni ne furddment o owr fETtY.
thn.t tHa is & riaky undrtaking! All the more »ieky inasmuch,
‘as I swowed in my book, ap opponents lgnore our party congreas
anrml prec!.sely because of this all thelr assertions are devold or

And

Rosa Luxemburs

One must acknowldge

Precisely such a basic mistake la accomplisle d almo by Rosa
Bhe repeats only naked phrases, (not. te);king upon hersgel
smysl).

prineiples smd coneidrations, amwolute truths mmd tries to keep
qulet about the relat¥e truths concerning the strictly dtermined
facts, whichare the only tiinga I workwin,

yot of stereotypey and in this a
: le.nd yet the artide of the respect
- inven

P

of odrparty struggle and magnanimously ocouple o

ed ptoreotypes, and pre
at—of -thédialectic,

ael

And she conmplahs
ale to the dialectlc of Marx,

d comrade containe exelusively
her_article omt.radicts—the -
This alpbet afaerta that 6hera 1£m
atract. t.ru'rh s t.hat trut.h 18 &1ways CONCroLe,. .

ha
fom. Rosa Luxemburg mjestically irennres/concrete facts

Y-S |

=esll wita

denls metions &bout questlors which ome cannot aerioualy cons iér,
I wll cite the inal example from thesecond article of Com, Luxaml?urg.
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‘ She frightena
" whghdifferent hofors (bugabcos), not having s tudied the real tasis/
‘ She atiributes to me general mesta, generally known;

L

LT T PEUCRRPRP S

RS I R




.

of the orpanizational statute can srve maxk as ths more or leps
strong means of struggle against opportunlasm, Regarding what
formuletions X 'epoke in my beok and we all spoke at the party .|
congress Ropa Luxemburg sg 8 not a word, t%!ﬁ of polemic did
I lsad gt the party omgress, sgainst whom did 1 propose my prow

Bha-quotes my words that thie or snother editorial hoard [
i
|

popltions, with this the comrade does notconcern herself wmtevaq._
—+is  Instesd of - this she graclouely reads re & whole lecture aboul (/“; (

-opPOrtiniem...in the cant1es of mrimentarism!! - But sbout ™y |(j
; 811 partisulsr, specific diversitles of opportunism, sbou those
nusnces which 1t sssumed with us in Russla and about whieh my f
"book concerns iiselfessbout this we fird not a word in her erticle,
Tho conciusion about al.l this, in the highest degree, Llngeniuous
~consld¢rations, is ke flowing® ‘ o

n " T sta f to—-prty--should-b t some port of selfe
, WMdﬁsj@;ﬂ.\m vho &ésn) weapon for the

strugzle wi —Uﬁiﬁ& sm, but only ton for wduzEMxx

lexding (cmucting?provedeniys) outaide of belesdirg influence

-0f the frelually exlsthg peviuticoary proletarisn m)orliy of fre
" majority ,2 IEntirely errect. But how 41d the fantually existing
maloriiy of our party becwome formed, & bout thia K. Luxemburg B
£llent, and it ls precisely about thls that I soesk of in my book‘lr

‘Bhe iy eilent aleo gbout thils, what kimof iufluenrz did I and
‘Pleknanov defend with the help of this weapon, I can only adé

I never anywhe -‘—spkg-e‘uoh nongenee, -that the atatute ofhe party
is a qedpon(f_ﬁl.ua.‘w « g

\
".j
A

v

/

j

[

h © -i'The;amost correct answer to shch a method of irterpretation

. of my views would be the analysis of the concrete facts of our

- parvy struggle, Then it.would be clear %o .2ach ore, how strongly
the conorete facts omtradiot the generalit ies and stereotyped
abstractions of Com. Luxemburg, o

- Our party was born in the spring of (898/in Russia ata-
ikx congress of representatives of several Russdn orgunizations,
The Party was named _the Russian B-D.kﬂa{ Wor@ere Party. The
central organ was ("The' Workers Newspaper¥; the Unior.of the -
Russian CoD sbroad became the representatives of tle party abroad
Boon a fter the comgress, the C,0. of the pety was arrested, "The
Workers Nowspaper® ceased publication frg%ﬁ_ gdecornd number,

‘The whle wriy. w2a transformed into a-férmless, conglomeration of
locul party organizations (& camittieos ) The only link,
connectirng these local committees, wae-that of leas, a puely
spiri tual connection, Insvitably there followed & period of
discord, vacillations, splite,
The intell#igentaeisa, composing a conslderably greater .
percent age of ow party in conparsion with West Europeen partles, !
- were ptiracted to Marxism ae to a mw Btyle. This atimaction
- very qulckiy gave way to, on the other-tdnd, a slayish worship
21" the bourgeois.critique of Marx, md on the other hand,” to
Ihe purely professional lsbor“movements (strike-ism--economiem),
he divislion between the int elligentsia-opportunist and proletas
risnarevolat#onary tendency BrPought about the glit abrsad of
the "Union'. The paper "Workers Thought"{Rabochaya {#ysl) and
the paper abroad, "Workors Deed" (Rabocheye Dyels), (Yresldter
a emwmt weaker) became the expresslons of-edfonomiam, lowered
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e ! w ' . reje cted '
i the algnificance of the politiesl atrugsle;-donled tinselements

= i of bourgeois democracy in Russia, The(("legal? eritles of Marx,
V,’//;uara. Struve, Tugm-PBarancwsky, Bulss , Berdyaev and others,

" wont ocomwpletely right, Nowhere in Europe will we find that Nz .
. | Bernstelnism so rapidly came to its loghsl end, to the forumation :
.+ of a liberal fraction, as it was withh us in Russia, With us

~ I "M, Struve began with "erlticism” in the name of Bernsteinilsm,
| snd, ended with the organization of a liberal Jjournal, "Fresdom"
!

{Ogvobozhdeniaé. 1iberal in the European gnse of this word.

. Plekiancv and his friends, laa(&:ug ‘the union sbrosd, ;
find mpport from the side of the fourders of "Iskra" and "Zarya",
Ty ee two journal (sbout which e%qg;. com, Rose Luxemburg heard i
- o thing) 104 "a three year brilllant Ganpaisn aga ngt q.gpo\ﬁtun-i
© 1 lskle wing .of the party, & campelgn of the Sed ”m*x‘@& B4l] ;
the §-D %ﬂlists" (this is the exprepsion of the old "Iskra"),

| a campaign4 not "Rabocheye Deslo" (Coms, Krisheveky, Akimov, !
“{  Martyncy and others) againet theJewish "Bund", againat the Russian
T oTgenizaticon; inapired by this tendeney (in be first place agailnat
" the: Petersehurg soecalled Workers Organlizitionand the Voronezh .

Ocmmitie), T .
S ) o the tle e iween commitiees
ool 1 begsme dlearer and clearer that - Rasar-—-smisbwk/purely .
of ldeas was insuffsient. 'Alloshehutimeye became “apmrent the
_need for theformetion of a pasty ofgenuine sdigarity, i.e.,
-the ‘sxecusion of that which was only noted in(Q898)  Findlly,
at the end of {{S02° there was formed, the Orgenlz a¥ion Committee
the task of convokirg the 2nd corgress of the party. iIn
- this 0,8, , organized, in the mpain, , Ly the Russian organizae
-tion of the"Iskra", snd it also inchkded twx 'a representative :
of the Jewish "Bund", In the fall of 1903.the ‘genond corgrese |
Cfhelly met, IRving accomplished on the Hhe hnd, the formal -
unificatlon of the party, and on the other land, the split
into "ms. jority" and. "miﬂsﬁtm No such division existed be forfe ‘!
the cormgress. Only a/ d anelysis of the mERgeass = .
ot le'which ocarred at theparty congresa, can explaln tis :
division. Unfortinately, the partipans of the minority(inolude
ing Com. Luxemburg ) cauntiously evade such anansliysis,

e

In my book, which ie so originally brought to te a.t;t.en'(‘.lr.ii:li
of the German readers by com, Luxemburg, I devote over 10Q.pages.|
to & dotalled amlysis of t he protocds of the Congrésa {cnslate
ing of 400 rages), This analysise forced m to éivide. the
delegates, or more accurately speaking, thevotee (we had delegates
who had one or mmme two votes) into four basic groups: 5

(l)Iala'aui,gi\g of the Majority (partisans of the 't.eng'an?y
of the old "Iuk:ragéa i«vot.ea, (2} Iskra-ists of e minority-39y) |
votes, (3) cette nicknamed nasmesnloi —al m the “marsh®-v" |
{10)votea and, finally, the anti-Iskraists -t-8/wtee, 1n2ll 51 votee,

F

k
3
'
|
t
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i
I amalyze the participation of these groupe 1n all thoekewemakam
.} subjeects that ceme up for diecusslicn at the p&ﬁ"‘mresa amd :
;I show thet in all teations {program, tactic and organizatlon) |
the party ocongress became the arena of struggle cf the Iekra=lats 1
i againet the"Takra-ists with the various vaciligtiona of .the "mran!
' Any on® who is at least & little scquainted with the history of |
‘our party it should pe e lear that it could mot be otherwise, :
- But a1l partlsana of the minority (lncluding slsc R. Luxemburg)
| mudestly close theireyes to this astrugdle, AWhy?2* Precisely tis |
; struggle males obvious the full falsensss of present - |
"1, pelitical situstionof the minoritye During the winle time of ;
, thia ctmuggle at theparty congrese, on dozemns of questioms, in t
1 dogens of votep the Islora-ists fowrt against tleanti~Islra=ipte |
| amithe"mardéh™ sho the more decisively was on theride of the antie!
. Isxreeists the more concrete the quesgtion urder ¢ iscaession was, ;
the more pesitlvely 1t definied t12 basle thoughl: of the SeD |
work, the moic reasl it tried tobrigg to life (realize) the correc
- ‘plans of the 0ld Iskra,. -
N L Lkimov : .

. LR i The antli=Iekra-iste (espeolally com. Aumxm and he who elwayal
o sgnped with hime-the deputy of the Petersburg Workers Org.,: coms
A 4 Briisy, ahost a¥ays com Hgﬁﬁw and 5 delegates of &' Jewlsh
- Bund) were &ga insi the #ES8RF$EI8n of Lhe tendency of the 5ld -
Iskra, | They defended. the old private (1zidiv1dua,li, organizatlons
vated against their mberdination to the party, ags inst their °
fusion'with % party (incildent with the 0.C., the dlssolution
/-or.,.t.he.- group "Southen Waker", the m jor group of the marsh ,etc.)

e

hey fought agaipdt the organizatiomal statute, composed in-‘the
opirit of centralism (l4th sessicn of congess) aml accused then
a1l Iskraists, that they wigh to introduce "orgenizational lack
o taith”, "exclusive law" an? othe similar horrors,

- . - e LT : -
All Iskralsts, without exception, thenlaughed at this§
1t 18 remarkable that com, Rosa Luxemburg accepts &ll these
inventlons farsomething serious, - In the meponderant majority
of questiore the Iskralsts won; theyprn ated at ¢ congreas,
which 18 clearly evident from the above-mentioned figurses, - But
i At the time of Xk themcond half of the sa2asions of the conrgess,
! when ti® less principled queetions wera resolved. the antieIgkra<
iste ~~gome Iskraists voted with themeewons Thus it happened, |
for example, on the question of equality of langages in our program;
on this qestions the anti-Iskraistp abost succeedsd in defeat irg {
the progran commlpgebn and carrytheir owmn formulgion, This I'B-ppeneld
again on tre questlon of ne first paragraph of the statute wher::---1
theanti-Iskralsts tgetler withthe"marsh" carried tle formulation
% In cerespondence to i
|
|

1
!
|

|
! .
4
!

of Maptov, *xRmgsiherxwbocis okt
thieg formulation, not only members of prrty arganizations (euch
a wording Ple thanov too defended) but also all persons #ho worlk
under the cﬁql of the party organization are anglidered members

- . o of te prty.(» |

i - |
LY ) édom. Fauteky, expressing himeelf on this formuldion of Martov, }
ey 4k i 8tandé in this from the point of view of ecpediency. Lﬁim— this | .
¥ i ‘ point wae consldered at our party corgress not from the poilnt of .
. - view of e xpedlency, but from 2 princlpled poirt ofview. The queation N
~ . Bac posed thus hy Axelrod, ¢“Becondiy; com, Kagtkyls dcelived 1f he =

oy [g-thinks tkat under the Russian police regimethere erists such abig

v - f distinction be tween belonglrg to party organization and simple work .

under control of suchan organization, Thirdly, it is eapeclal].y:

false to0 ampare thepresent situstion in Russia with situation-in |
. s on.in
Ger, under the Exceptional law against scc ialists. ’ o
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“. .. The seme thing occurred on the question of the eleotions
ot C.0.and the Ed, Bd, of the Cemtral Organ, 24 Iskra-ists
formmd a soried mjority; they carried through te lomg thought of|
pian ¢ rmfsnai{tﬁlns the Kd, B.: out of 6 old editora threec were

| selected; inte e minority came 9 Iekra-iets, 10 nembera of the
senter and ) antielakralst (the remninder+s.? mntkelakralsto--
the reprepentatives of ke Jewigh Bund and Rabocheyo Delow=1sft
thsoocugress earlier yot), This wxinority%was so dissatisfied with'
58 olsctiona thet 1%t declded to abstein yrom participation in f
ths remsinirg electione, Com. Kemtsky was ent irely right wnen
he skw in the fact of. the rejuvenation of the ed, bd. the maln
remson Tor the followirg atruggle. But higgview that I {slc!)

. Mexcluded? “oons, fror the editorship ¢z oxplained only by

- hia i od-/mp éh6-lackofl acqueai ntance w ith ouwr congress.

, First of all, nohselection i8 not at all the pgame as oxclue
glon, and I, of couvse, had nc right at the ongress foexelude ;
my ome, #d, esecondly, com. Kautseky, 1t geeme, doze not mspect
th? fant that tke coalition of antlelekraists, centra and a
sm8&ll mrt of the adperent of Xskra aleohad & polltical slgnifie-
cance anmd could not bit have aninfluenc? on the results of the
elections, Wno does not whh to close his eyea an what hag ococurr
at the congreas, ¥ must underatand that our new divigion into
"minority and majordty 1s only a verilant ¢f the clda division into .
‘proleterian-revolut lonary and intsllegentsla~opportunist winge of |
our mrty, Tals faxkxuxizhxx is 8 fact which orecannot get ]
around wlth any-aort of interpretation, any sort o jokes, i

4+

a

(Y, S

T ! Unfortunately, after the corgreas tieprinsipled signlriom}'oe
- 0f %his split wae obpscured by dirty goesip on t requestion of coops
| tation, And precisely the mipority did not wih to work under. the!

-1 ~eontrol of the esntral instTid lon épg three old editors whould

I' ag®In~be ¢ooptated, ZTxmxmmmikmx This s truggd comt inued for two |

mopthe. The boycott and disaganizationol the party were the

.mmans of this struggle. 12 commitiees {out of 14 who expressed -

i themselves on the subk ct) aseverely censured theee methods of
struggl a. The minority oven refused to accept our (calng from
me and Plekhanov) proposition and to express ik its point of

view in the mges of the Iskra. At ¥ congress of the Leage
obroad the matter went so far that the wmbers of the C.0, were
strown withinsults and abusive speech (autocrats, bureaucrats,
endarmes, lisrs, éte,) They were accused of stifiing personal
individual ) inltiative and with desire to introduce abeolute ;
arbmission and blind mubordination ete, The attempts 0f Plekhanov
to clesaify this xteugg method of fruggle of the minority ao - !
ansrchist cougd not reach its aim. After this congrese Plekhanov '
appsared with his article "WQ%_._LE_M&E_'? (No. 52, Iskra) which

cmposes an epodR pEledy directed wgalinst ne, o i

‘ , I art icle he states tiat the etruggle with
“ravisilonlen does nogEMMavs have to eignify a struggle sgainst

revisionistsy It waclaerar to %1l that fo thlshe i in mind our

winority. 6 Yy acessary to

struggle with individual anarciim which oo deef imbedded

in the Russian revolutionary; some concessions e pomtimea

the bent meane to subordimate it and avoid a eplit., I left the

edltorial beard since I could not eare suchaview and the

efiitors of the minority were coopted. -

K

., (#The constant references to "minerity " and"majority" seems
- 1429/ sitrange in view of the fact that by now thése terms,
\Menstevik) and Bolshevik have a pure political meaning.wsb
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" Then followad the struggle over cooptation in the Central
! Cupmittes, My proposal tc cond ude peace wnder tthe sondition '
", that ‘the-C,0. remains under the minority and the C.Cs uncer the ]
i -majority was rejected, Ths struggle continued, "principled -
|
!

I ’ |
. flgtta were carried on against bureaucratism, ults-centrallsm,

i formaliam, Jaccbinism, shveizerianstva (preclise me they called

| the Russian Shweitzer) snd other horrors, I ridiculed ail tlese

| scasatlona in my bock arid remarked that thie is elther simple .
| coopted wrangle or (if this met be ~ondltionally recognized .
| a8 "prineiples”) nothing other than opportunist Gironidet plrases.}
i “he present minority repsats only that w hich om, Aklmov and other |
f recogn lzed opportuniste sald at our congress agalnst centrallm,

| defonded by &1) partisans of he cld Ibkra,

, ‘

The Russian committées ware Indignent over the transformation
of tk¢ 0,0, into an organ of an individuel circle, tae argen
ef the cooptedsquabbles and perty gesip. Mmny resiutions wers
Eaened that express=d the pharpest censure, Only ¢ we-calk
Petersburg Workers Organizetion™, miich we had a¥'eady matlioned,
&pd the Voronezh Commitiee (partisans of tre brdency of Cem.Akimov)
expresszd- their principled satisfactlon with tie dirsction of
: ; the mmw Iskra, Volces calléng far wrorvocation of e 3rd congress
©p maltiplisd. . " ‘ ‘

.. The reader who will t.,a.lﬁf e trouble to study the origiml
- sourses of our mriy druggle will euelly unierstand tlet the: saxprege
"#idme of com. Ross Luxemburg ebut "ulba~catralism”, about the need
of gradusl centralisation etc. concretely od pactically are & .
‘mockery of .our corgess, & utractly _e@f',hgmt.g_c‘gl_lyq_tg;%;m_

: P ;g_ﬂoakﬂm@!&%ﬁ’aﬁa a direoct vigarization of Marxism,

2 r‘.;_a-parverwion of genulfie dialectle of Marx, ete, i

1
.t

.| thaf the members of the m joritywere partly excluded from the
. 1'CeCy, pPartly rendered hurmleas and reduced to zero, (Thie
| docured tanks to the shinges in thecomposition of theC.C, etes)
| Dwxpmel pExakyakaxExxEkyr The advice of %9 mrty (vhich after cooptae -
1 tlon of thr old editors/sl so fell into the Yands of the minority) S
. and the presemt €0 cengured every agitation fa heconvoeation . A
| of the3rd congress snd wenb over on ke pat of private (individual}i
| agreementa and talks with eeversl memite rs of the minority, Organi
. zatlon in ik mnner, for ox., of cllgiums of agents (XEKREENIX T
| mndated} of the €0 o permitted temselves wusha €rime as ,
; agltation fr theconvoostion of the congress were dlsminged, i
' The ati*aggle the counceal of & party aml gfarxitchsxomassckisx ]
]
|

i
Aﬁm finml phaese of owmrity druggle 1la noted for the fact I
g

|t xhhvm (g tl2 new CC against the conveatlonof the 3rd .

- Songress WMARE was decMred along the whole lime, Tie ma.iorit.y; O

; answered thiewith fie dlogan: "Down with Bonapartiam!” (such

t wap tle title of the brochure of com, Galerky who appeared 1n

" bhe name or the Bajorify), Thp number of resoluticaes in which -
. the party imtltutlions wiich csrry on a stru gle againat the convocas

- tlon of thecongrees, &e czlled anti~party am Bonapartist increase.f'

|
)5 How hypocritical =axx all talks of the minority agaipst i

. ultra=-gentralism and for autonomy were is clear froi the/ggﬂfpﬁﬁﬁc&he
~“tions =x2xxmxmxip of the majority, issued by m and several comrades l

- (where the abavesmentioned brochure of com. Gabrky =mé others !

wore published) was declared to be outside the B le of the party.* !
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© . Wriiten in @nd ML of Sopt.1904; 1st pub. in 1
. ‘-"Lminsi;y_.*_&borni,k,"xv._ TR e e

-G

The 19w publishing keume offers the majorily the only possibile

Aty of prpagamlizing ite views glmce the pagoee of he Iakwra
are practlcally closed to wem. Aml desplts thut, or , more

gorrectly, prscimely bscause of this te Soviet o the mrty

‘oarried cut the shove-mentioned resoluiivn on that formel basis

that our publishing house 1e not mandated by & single party

. organization,

No point tospes: about what zabrose 18 8t present the
positive work, bow stroagly fell ths prestige of the §- D,

' how strongly disorganize our party is, thenks to the change
0f.81) deolsiong all elsstions of the 2nd congress, thanks

t

to this struzgle sagalnst the convocstion of the Zrdc @egress,

- Weldn 8 party institutions, vesponsible before the party
. are corrying on. . o : :

92_ : in
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MThe:notgs explaing the phiase "out side o pale of the party”

ate; The refersnce is to the following explanation of the .
: .published in Iskra. #74, 9/14{1)/04
publication house of - the- morlty
~Lenin): *The Councid of:ths party

" declares to te comradea tiwt only thst is party literature
. wWhich -8 published under t he author ity and In the rameof ° _
one- of .theparty organizations, Therefore the title ReS=D WP,

‘aonm?t be placed on publications lsmisd by individual mmbers

o ths party, The Counsil ssks all carades, inview of Lha™
‘relterated violatlons of this, self-evidont rule of evely

. -party, to keep in mind t is explamation.' (Gf. brochure by
Orlovely (V.Voroveky) 'Counnll eminst te party' in the
reprint in the sbornik of the Isipart "How tl® party @& tle

Bogheviks" was barn." 1925, p,370




