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INTRODOCTION

The Revolutionary workers League is republishing
verbatim, without the omission or alteration ol one
word or comma, the work of a political opponent. This
article is particularly significant today because of
its remarkable similarity to &she official "communist®
position internationally 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 strugglie against Marxism (Bolshevism;. The
split in the party in 1905 clearly estublished two
distinct schools of scientific thought. 0lgin,the
Menshevik, was fighting bitterly ugainst Lenin, the
Marxist. '

The republication of this article establishes
that 19 years after the October Revolution,citulin-
ism has completely abandoned the line of Murxism,
the line of Lenin, and is applying all the theo-
rectical rubbish of Menshevism, to the wupunish
Revolution. _
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LENIZ alkD 128 BlLonsVIKT
The Record arc Irecries ¢ trhe retrograi Leader

ci Toe +Hecs .
By Moissaye J. Olgin,
Actnor ¢ *The w2zl c¢f trie Russian Revolution

i - - - 3 - - - -
The news ¢ zZcrartcus develc,.mernts

- Zr.2zr tnze direct
leadership of Niecial Lenir reacthed this cocontry on Nor, 8.
The Petrograd Courgil ol #orsmen ani the op.ii-Ts,. unier
the chairmanskhip or Leo Trocizxi, 315clarcs $15 E=o¥ 815581
Government deposed and a new goverrnoent o e craated by
the Soldiers! and Workzcn's Delcecazes. In arm afaress to
the Council, Lenir outlin=d as Tcllicws LtZe twc principal
features of the new Yradical¥ governzert: Zirst, arn armi-
stice as a preliminary step to pesacg; sszecnld, tre handing
over of the land to tne¢ peasants. 4 prcclization to the
army announces, "We have deposed witrcuti Ciocoldsznei tne
Government which rose agalnst the revolutisn.«

At this early period of the new thase in the Bolshe-
viki activities (November eighth) no clzar view of the
situation is possible. But to those who Icliowed the
course of internal politics in Russia it was evident that
sooner or later the Eelsheviki, or Muaximulists, under
Lenin's leadership would muXe a new attemipt 6 gLt their
theories into practice. It was Knovm trat Fetrogral wWuas

o

the stronghold of Bolshevism and trat tiic retrogruf gar-

rison was under the influence ol Lenin's cllcaers. On
the other hand, it was known that the great zuss ¢l working-

men all over the country were cisinclined te accept nenin's
formulae and thrat the all-Bissi.r Conmventiza of the Werk-
men's Couneils had rojectel tie Soisczeviki crosrun. oW
far the influence c. Lenir Zas srowsn wmong the soldiers

at the front ani ascrng <he Itie o e werkingawn in the
country, - tuis is tze gucesticrn wrics will decide the rate

of the Revoluticn.
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Lenin's program, as set forth in the proclaaation
~f tho Bolsheviki Military Committee, is in keeping with
nis general political congceptions. It follows the line of
least resistance. It fornulates things that can be easily
grasped by an untrained unind. It throws out a bait to at-
tract the nob. At the saze time it avoids touching upon
the nost vital problexns. An arnistice is prouised to the
soldiers, who naturally prefer non-fighting to fighting,
yet nothing is stated as to what the Bolsheviki govern-
~ent 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 promised to
the peasants (a reform which was cherished alsoc by the
Kerenski government,although it could not be carricd out
immediately and was rightly left to the jurisdiction of
the Constituent Assembly),yet the declaration carefully -
avoids mentioning that a measure of such vast dinmensiins
as the land reforn 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 to the geasants
to take over the landlords! estates, -a piece of states- .
nanship that could hardly aid Russia on her way to a new
life. : :

It would seen that Leni®¥s Yradicalism" only blocks
the road .f the Russian revolution by calling forth a
reacticn and by adding to the discrganization of a c.un-
try shaken to its foundaticns. Here, as ever, Lenin's
tactics, seeningly extreme, are in reality weakening
the strength of deuocratic Russia.

3+ X O N B O R R R a W oW

A smoky backroom in a little cafe in Geneva, Swit-
zerland; a few score »f picturesque-lo:king Russian
revolutionary exiles, men and women, seated around un-
covered tables cover glasses of beer or tea; at the head

529089
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of thL table o nan in his f«- rtles, talking ir a slow yet in-
passioned manner; and now and thor an exckamation of disa-
pproval, an outburst of indignation asong a part of the
audicngee, wnich H0h14 ke instantly parried by a flashing
renark: of the speaker siriking howe with unusual tren-
chancy: omd Vvenoz, ~t:15 is now I Se€ now in ny 1maglnation
the leader of the Rolsteriki, the Great Inquisitor of
Russian Social Demogracy, ulLOlul Lenin.

There is ncthirgz remarkZabtle in the appearance of
this ran; a cyolca_ Russian Tuce witn rather irregular |
featureg; ¢ ster: t:it uot vrkindly expressicn, something
crude in munneéer anG dress reculiing tae artiswuan raltl.er
than an intellectunal and a tainker. You would ordinarily
pass by a ma of thlis xind witreut neticing nim at atl.
Yet, had vou napcrened to iack intc rKis eyes or tc aear
his ;utlic speeck, you woula not be Likely to rorget hlm.‘

his eyes are scail, wus gloﬁ aith compressad Iire,
trh:ey are clever,shrewl,and alert; irey s2enm to bhe con-
stantly o gaard,acd tacey pgiercs <cu frei benind half
closed lids. as tec his sgeech, he is at bis test in a
debate withi en cpperneant. Occasicns for debating were
never i1acLing azong ike wurring Jivisions of Russian
Sociclfsts. Lenir does not reply to an opnnonent; he
vivisects 2li. Ee s teen as thoe edrge of a razor., His
onind works wiih an anazing acuieness. de notices cvery
flav in a line of arsument he Jdisngrees with. ne draws
the mos+ absurd concluriars from premises onacczroabie
tonin. at the sare time he is aerisive. he ?ldlCUl&S'
kis opgcnent; ¢ ‘custigates hir. Ee pnuXes veu fegl that
his victim is an isnoranus, a fool, a presunptuous
nopentity. and tiougn you cay not Jgrﬁe with ris own
5;1’051sha, taea i oo Gy cell Shid s live of gy~
nent 1s scholastic, you are sw¥eon oy the power of als
logic, you are overvi: lz.d o his irtzllectual passion.

v
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This power of cenvicticn, coupled with a sreat
apount of positive Anowledge anu a high degree of
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personal braVery, made Nicolal Lenin a leader of a
Social-Demopratic faction.

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

The Nafodniki (Populists) asserted that the economic
future of Russia was destined to be different from that
of Western Burope. In the Russian v4dllage community and
in the teamwork of Russian artisans'! bands they saw the
nuclei of a new economic order based on equality and
systice. By ‘developing those beginnings, they taught,
ssia could become an economic democracy without going
‘through the stages of capltalism and the hardships of
class struggle. They, therefore, laid great stress on
- the enlightening work among the rural population and on
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 economic
forces. .As to the artisans! bands, the Marxists asserted
that they were powerless to withstand the coumpetition of
the fadtory system rapidly developing in Russia. They,
therefore, emphasized the necessity of bocialist gropa-
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 eccnomic traditicr and
the charm of a romantic idea. On the side of the Marx-
ists were youthful vigor of argument and agpareunt 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 RUbbIuN FuCTORY,ITL b adT oND
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BRESENT. wmnother part, concerning rural Russia, was co
pleted by Lenin in his DEVELOFMENT OF CubIT.LISM IN
55T a, Eublished in 1899, under the name of ¢ladimir
ggyin- (%)

% -

Lenin's DEVELOFMENT OF CoFIT.LIgk has since be-

come a standard bock in Russian econ ’¥5*literature;

" Many of its statements, bold.and daring in their

. gether with another book, ECONOMIC SKETCHEL ND

Tulin;, ‘

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

time, nave been corroborated by later investigation
and have become an organic part of Russian economic
thought. Lenin's main task was to prove that the wil-
lage community, preserving the apgearuance.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 participuted in former
years, he showed that nearly one half of the peuasant
population were rural proletariuns, "wuge earners °
with a_fieee.of land¥, while one-fifth of the village
households had accumulated lund wnd capital, had de-

‘veloped ‘into a class of agriculturual bourgeoisie and

had become the Yactual master of the vollagev.
Lenin's DEVELOPMENT OF CubIT.LISM.proved his thorough:
acquaintance with Buropean and Russian cecornomic 1lit-
erature and an unusual dexterily in polemics. To-

sRTICLES, published in the sume year and devoted
.inly to probtlens of industrial developnent in

il :

a2

% Both Lerdn and Ilyin arc pseudonyms. Lonin's -
real name is Nicolai Ilyitch Ulyunov. His first -
essay was published in 1895 under the name of
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Russian economists and mbde him known all over Russia. In

the two following years he published a splendid translation
from English of Sidney and Beatrice Webb's INDUOLTRI.L DEM-
OCRACY, proving that he was not only a well trained 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 c8-editor
and one of the leading spirits. In this capacity he very
early manifested a remarkable feature of his character:
his intolerance of the opinions of others, his readiness
to treat comrades as enemles and traitors to the Soclal-
ist cause if they happened to disagree with him as to

program or tactics. -

There was a group of Social-Democrats concerned with

the publication THE WQRKMEN'S CalSE and known 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 wmasses, however primitive, to discussion
of prineiples in intellectual circles. It puy have un-
derestimated the aptitude of the masses to zrasp 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 Economists as Lenin, - in his book WHoT I5 THERE 70
BE.DONE ? published abroad in 190z and smuggled into

Russia by the revolutionary organizations, he asserted
that the Economists Ydenounced 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 Soclial-Democrats

with a record of long and Ifruitful activitices. He did
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
ideasY, was his slogan. '

Anotner feature of nis conceptions revealed itself
clearly in the same¢ book, his pistrust of the masses.
Lenin does not believe that the masses can {ind their
own way in the maze of the modern social 1life. a
staunch Marxist and an ardent devotee of the economic
interpretation of history,-he'nevertheless maintains
that thke workingmen need ‘a guide, an intellectual star
to 1lignt their road to a socialist order. "The working-
men can have nc doclial-Democratic conseciousness of their
own®”, he writes. "Tkis consciousness can be brought to
thern 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 organizatiocon, of
eccnomic strugile against enployers of factory laws,
etc. as tu the doctrine of sccialism, it hus grown out
cf the philoscphie, histiric arnd econcmic theories
worked out by the educucted reprosentatives of the pro-
pertied classes, the intelloctuals.®

This thecry was, perhups, incumpatible with or-
thodox Marxism, yet it admiraubly suited Lenin's
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character. It opened jmmense vistas before the intell-

ectuals, the "educated representatives of prgpertied
h “who came to work among the masses (Lenin him-

classes _
elongs by birth to the Russian landowning hobil-
;%%f.bOn coe 5§de are Ene masses, mere clay fo% his-

torical structures; on the other is the intellectual,
the leader, the mculder who puts life and meaning into

the mute stuff.

No, he does not believe in elementary forces, in
the genius of the mnsses, - this knight of pure sgeial-
Derocratic reascen. "Every Kind of adumiration for the
eletentary power of the labor movement", he writes,
#every kind of minimizing the role of conscious ele-
ments, neans, independently of the subjective intentions
of those who do so, a strengthening of the influence of
bourgeccis ideology over the workmen'". The labor-class
in i1tself .as a fatal inclination to become imbuced 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 utocial-
Democratic Labor Pdrty in the sumnmer of 1908 Lenin's
aspirations proved to ve in crass contrast to -thoss of
his own group, Iskra. The convention had %o vcte en tne
statutes of the party forming its constitution. Lenin

demanded a thoroyghly centralized party, where 2ll activi-

ties are directed from a central trody practically not
responsible to the organization. Lenin's iriends enpha-
sized the necessity of local self-government wnd decmocra-
tic control within the party orgunizution. Lenin suc-
ceeded in rallying around himself a majority of tke coun-
vention, to which the minority was sirencusly opposed.
For a short time it seemed that the diiference oi opin-
ion was not very wide and would permit both Lenirn w.2
his opponents to remain in the samc party. Soon,Lowevcely
it became agparent that Lenin's views and metheds woere
of a character totully diifferent from those crorisizei ly

N,
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the oldest and most exXxperienced leaders. The part; split
into two factions; the Bolsheviki, or 'Ymembers of the
majority®, deriving their nume from the i'act that their

: T 3 ~oIc i v
progran won the nmajority 1n the cornverntion of 1S03; amd
-the Mensheviki, or "meubters o I the minority“. They are
known, too, as Maximalists and Minamalists. -

He did nothingz to develop mass movement in Russia;
it was developed by itsell through the irresistitlse
impulses of life. But he gainod consideratle influence
over Social-Denocratic extrewists. His plan aiwmed at
a secret, centrolized, perfeactly treined and cflicicent
body of revolutionists spreading wiong thie masses and
inciting them to action. This body, ne thouzht, must
be limited irn number. Its nenbhers oupght to Lc the sole
- propagators of the revolutionuary idea and the sole ,
nakers of the revolution. Guided Trcm one center and
acting simultaneously everyvhere, they could make a
revolution at a certain avment fixed in advance; they
could overthrow the governnent with cne “low, seize
political power, and estaktlish themselves as a rrovi-
sicnal Government in preparation for a regublic.

What appealed to thc worgkingmen was the boldness,
the straightlorwardriess, the seeming, revelutionary
ansterity of Lernin's assortiems. Tho lLourgeois were
wrong under all circumscances,; tnls was so easy to
understand. Thne revoiution was te be conpleot=d by
labor only; this appenled to the imagination. The
workingelass cugit to stop at nothing short of an
armed insurrecticn; this scunded well. The Bolshe-
viki did not bother about intricacies of sceial de-
velopment, about gossitle twists and turns in the
course of the revelution, about alliunces and com-
promises; this looked radical. The Bolsheviki drew
their adherents rrom the in*cllectuals on one hand,
and from the least wnliphtened representatives 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 &

jes of grave problens. For a time it looked as if the
gggememt Wgs going to destroy all foundations of absolu-<:

and establish democracy. The uestion 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, "will 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 confidence of the nation.
It is, therefore, essential thaf the provisional sgovern-

. ment express not the most extrene tendencies in the rev-

olution, but rcprescnt a resultant of the views or the
various classes and gproups which had been opposed to the
old regime and then become the masters of the situation.”

This is precisely what huppened in the spring orf 13i7
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 thuat the Muashe-

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

actionary forces. His scheme was a dictatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry, and climination of the
bourgeols parties fron the provisional governicnt in
order to conduct the revclution to a final ccnclusion

and to establish a republic. He did not say that the gro-
visional government ought to introduce Socialism, but
some of his followers, Trotzki among them, inferred this
from his ideas. #®Either vne or the othoer thing, " Lenin
wrote in 1905 in a pamphlet entitled TWO TaCTICS OF THE
SOC;aL DEMOCRACY IN & DEMOCRATIC REVOLUTION, "Either we
sirive, together with the peopke, towards a successful
conclusion of the revclution in spite of the inc-rsistent,
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" selfish and cowardly bourgecisie, or we are careful not
to frighten away the becurieols parties. Then we are be-
traying the proletariat and the people in the interests
of that @ame inconsistent, selfish and cowurdly bour-

geoisiel.

The fact was that the Russiuan revolution of 1905-

06 as well as that of 1917, was u nutionul movement
cortprising various degrees of rudicalism. It was al-
so a fact that the defeat of the revcolution of 1905
was largely due to lack of unity iu the revolutionary
ranks, the liberal parties *pgrein having withdrawn
their support after the IAp2¥Idl Cunc wus granted.
These facts did not fit into tne scheme of a *dic-
tatorship of the worxingmen and the peasantry® and
therefore they were ignored vy 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 1206,
after the dissolution of the first Dura, wheu 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 than an immediate
armed insurrcction. He uvezgéd the creation of an
army cf eonspirators, to consist of groups of from
five to ten Yprecfessional rovolutionists', those
groups to go amomng the¢ people and stage an insur-
rcction. He even fixed a date for this insurrecction;
the end of the summer.

When, in the dark years that followed the collapse
of the revoluticn, the Mensneviki were trying to adapt
themselves to new conditions, makirng every effort to
live and work ameng the musscs, to orgunize “legal®
or half-legal trades unions, to help in the establish-
ing of educuational socictics and cooperative orguni-
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zations, even at the price of somctimes hiding their true
Social-Democratic physiognony under the mask of “legality:“
Lenin branded them as cowards, as compromisers, as weak-
1ings surrendering to the triumphant foe. 1In his opinion
they were "befogging the cliss-consciousness of the pro-
letariat®, which he considered worse than reflruining 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. Tc 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 changed political conditions, to do

prosaic every-day work amwcng the masses, to abandon in
practice, if not in theory, the romantic idea of un armed
revolution conducted from one center and completed by the
workingclass and the peasants only. Even the Bolsheviki
were trying to make use of remnants of political freedom
achieved in 1905, hoping %hus to facilitate the organi-
ting process of the people which sometimes assumes an
gspect different from thuai forecasted in tne ovociul-Dem-
ocratic program. Yet Lenin himsel: remained firm. 1t
R3s his creed that all Liberuls are cowurds und truaitors,
and that the salvation of Russia cun only come from u
fictatorship of the workingmen and the peusunts, uchieved
by an armed revolution.

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

SIS
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tion was not an armed insurrection of well-orgunized
plotters directed from one center. In fact the revo-
Jutiont was not organized at all. Yet those who knew
Lrenin 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 1in 1917, as in 1905, and after
{he overthrow of the Romanovs at a time when such a
gbsslbility was a mere dream, he cannot acquiese in

:e tooperation of revolutionary Socialists with re-
ptesentatives of other partles. The task he would
have assigned in 1905 to a dictatorship of working-
men aad peasants, had been completed in 1917 by a
totally different combination of forces. This,
howevpr, 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 Socialists - these are facts that do not hamper
the fantastic flight of Lenin's imagination. Of course
one tould remind kim of what he had written twelve |
years ago about the possibllity of social revolution
in Russia. In his TWO TaCTICo 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 Socimlismf 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 welcomed the
srraternization® of Russian and German soldiers at the
front. - Did not the Socialists indeed preach for gen-
erations, ®Proletariang of all the countries, unite¥?
Wasn't the nfratern;glggggf an example of sutch unity?
Lenin scoffs at his critie¢s who call it treason.
#They cannot understand¥, he writes in his PBAYDA,
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-
letarians, and therefore welcoute Rissian 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 no
means a personification of Russian Sccialism. The
Qussian Social-Democrats are only one party among
many Socialists grcups 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 espec1ally in-
fluentialk with the labor masses im the capital. Those
masses, however, are one small fraction of ‘Russian
labor.

It is Rugsia's misfortune that f‘ac ional squab-
bles similar éo those practised in the fittle b301al—-
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 and the ability of

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

TR "
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APPENDI X

In 1917, the Russian masses, confronting an-

hiliation, were fighting intervention,pestilence,
starvation and Civil War. Not 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 Ysave! the revo-
lution, Menshevism demanded the support of bourgecois
democracy and the unity of the working class with

the agents of 1mperlalism.

FIOW1ng from the general theories of hoc1al-

Democracy, V1ew1ng 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. O0lgin,

petty-bourgeois politician and Menshevik, could not
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1
conceive, ldt alone underdtand, Leninfs intrunsi-

geance on theé cuestions of the :roleturian Dic-
tatorship, armed Insurreciion and woviets.,

Lenih peCeeding from\the"remise vi the cl:
nature of the state, suaw the sogial revelution ugsghe
culmination of the cluss struggle in the violent over-
. throw of the bourgeolisie¢, Jund in the complete shutter-
ing of the state as the politicul instrument of the.
ruling class. The fraternization of the t{roous at
the frout - so derided by Olgin - wus the necessary
medium for bringing about the closest cooperation of
the international proletariat, wund by examgle, to
follow the actions of the Russian workers. uenin reco-
nized that the continued existence of the weviet 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 Grards
against betrograd. uepin proposed o temporary )
united fromt with the Kere £ieb 86V e Pnren e tnash
this immediate danfer. But he never projosed to
abandon the struggle against Kerensky. Indeed, he pro-

osed an even sharper struggle, with the necespuary

actic,however,of dirccting the btrunt of the physical
attack against Kornilov. Lenin's position on the
question of supporting Kerensky is contuined in the :
following quotation, -

nEven now, we must not sugpport the reveluilon

of Kerensky. It would be a failure of jrincigle.
How then, it will be suld, must dcrnilov nclt be -
fought. Certuinly,yes. But betweer fighting Korn-
ilov and supporting Kerensky therc is a dir.Jer-
ence; there is a limit to Ll tpings, Jnd that -
1imit is passed by a few Bolsheviks when i€y
fall for reconciliution,und let themselves De
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carried away by the torrent of events.
ile wage and shull continue to wuge war on Kornilov,
but we do not support Kerensky;we unveil hlS
o feebleness.....“ Lenin-uugust 1917.

v e G—— ——

LBenin defended his nosition within the Central Commi ttee

of the Russian BOlﬂhv!ik rarty,qgalnst btulin,Kuamenev
and ZanVlev. e

"Yes, the leaders of the Central Executive Comm-

" ittee are pursuing tacties whose sole logic is
the-defensc of the bourgeoisic and the landowners.
And there is rnotl the slightest doubt that the

Bolsheviks, were thej to allow themselves to be
caught in the tragy of constitutional illusions ..

that such BOlSuGVth would prove miserable
traitors to the proletarian cause...would prove
traitors to democrucy and ireedom”. " (Lenin -
Oct. 1x,1917,08 THE EVE OFfF OCTOBER(pJgo 16)

Lenin said we do not bbpport Kerensky, we reluse to
yeconcile ourselves with bourgenis demotracy; and
0lgin turned his guns on Marxism. Contr.st Lenin's
policy with that of sStulinisw today in Spain! e

must fight Franco, suay these stalinists, pringing
RBenshevism up to dafe, but wé must supgort Lhe reo-
Fles Front Government of azanu-Cabullero. vt

Striking 1dent1ty with the Menshevik goglflow AAdvan-

wced by Olgin for Russia in. 191,.- fre01sel" when
objective conditions demand a struggle ag nst Franco,

#he unleashing of ull the socidl *forces lLd by the
wroletariat, the launchking of - .:.deterpined struggle
%0 lead up to armed insurrcction -und no support to
o tne bourgecis -demccruts, the azaaa—0¢b411cro Gov-
ernment, Stulinisa mohll**es tiie musses in support
of one section ox_tne_ﬁourgeoigle sgainst wnother.

. Today, In bpxld,under the cloak of Lenin,
mutilating and distorting his principles, oStalinism
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introduces the very concepts against which Lenin
fought so bitterly. Hereithe cluss struggle finally
found its highest expression in Civil War dnd by that
fact proved the complete inability of the cupit.dist
class to solve any of the problems of Upanish society.
And Stalinism, not unlike Qlgin of 1917, declures its
bitter hostility and hatred for the Froleturian Dic-
tatorship.

It is said openly. Even Olgin could ngt contest
its elarity and purpose. Here is a staunch defender

of capitalism!

" #ft is absolutely lalsel declares Jesus Hern-
andez, Comimunist Party Minster of Education,
UThat the present workers movement has for its
objective the establishment of a proletarian
dictatorship, cven 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, an& NEW YORK TIMio,and
DATLY WORKER, aug. 10. Our emprasis.)

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

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

independent organs of the workirg-class wnd on the



il

independent revolutionary party. There is no other
road for the working-class in Gpadin. a b

The Revolutionary Workers League calls for the

application of Leuin®s line in opain_ 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 SUPPORT TO azsNa CRE&TE SOVIETS
NATIONALIZE INDUSTRY «ND  WORKERS CONTROL OF
B ¢RODU CTION

LaliD TO THE PEaSaRTS EarROrRIATE THE CHORCH
RIGHT OF SELF-DETERMINATION EoTuBLILH THE wOVIET OF
FOR MOROCCO, CaTnlONIa, THE TBERI ali PENINOOLa -
GaLICLa, the BabGUES

ORGuNIZE o REVOLUTION.RY EsTuBLTIoH THE DICT.LTOROLIY
MARXTST PaRTY OF THE rROLET.RT.T

FOR » COMMUNIST FOURTH INTERI.TION.L
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Ean | T‘TOTE 01\7 THE Fo}:gms IN SP}IW TODJ'?‘Y o

Tha ‘Bocial iat, Par’oy, Wl’ch its Prm'to rlmt Wing, nd 11;9 G“bf

oft Wing, carries cut the same policy in the Peorle's Front Z oV o O

“rment as the S‘bal inists, The inarcho~8yndicel ists and the POUM ared
- Wer da against the Peogle's Front, but in action have congistontly 8
‘ported ‘she "liberal bour*eme*e against the reactﬂcnar*r 'bourveo:;,sl_

31-;'_""”"- The POUI‘U_B position on the road to roWwer, the state, 'bhe Dictajw-.-*’
| ship of the Praetariat, and the role of the Party, is cen‘triqt,

The Trotskyites have played a r.0st nisercble role on an interﬁa- i
ticnal scale. Isola‘ced. from the Spanish Civil Va.r they trail ed behind
the events, making criticisms after the event, nnen fa sxampl e, the Fi
French and _.aelf'la'l gecticns labelled the POUM as &avolu'blonarv the .7+
Arorican secticn branded it as can’rrls't, Today, the EBelgian Tr otskwtes*f"'
decl ers the POUM has betrayed ths revoluticn, While the Arerican sec-—;-' ;
tion proclaim it as a revol uticrary ﬁart:/. " A

-~ e -

The centrists in ‘31?&11’1 are divided into three rpain gr oupiws- R
the London Buro to the riz: the Trotskyites to the laft of the Lor:don.
Buro,, the POU to the 18% of the Trotskvites. Fundarentally, there :.s g
no dif ference betveen these three on the basic jJuesiicnag of the day. '

- - -

. In Qp‘;}OSl’Glcn to the St&lnlous, the Social ists, the S*mcb celi..-,ts
. and the POUY¥, the Working class nseis a “evol uticnary Harxist party...
. . The fndepenient class acticn of the prdl etariat depends uron ths pol;
o Tlioslk - and organizaticnal inderend ence of this Iiarxa.st part:,r. e pad

T s

It uust be built. It can e bun,l'b. 1t W:ll be bult.




| ﬂELU PQMDU‘_T
/ﬁ?PCf/?/QL/JT [//,Q/?
| = C 7L WAR

by | S|

7 </10070 M&Z/

o Load
e %{ /j_ %m/u%

% W/% &//W/z;z/w
- //V Wi “%m/ﬂ/

! -

% (/, s ¢ *
oty %:mé&

215 7 5(/}/[&{'/ -~ )ww,m«,
R 2



% JANLL

GERW\MA HALL
167 ST. and. H*PAVE.

Louis BOSCH © Larry COHEN @
Sol STEVENS ¢ Rose KOSTER @

aus. ices: iLew Yorxk uviscviict
Revelutionury workers wewile
A = -, d- P - - W €7 -
‘::8 Basy L4ti viuIreetl, few io@k Uity



	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_01
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_02
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_03
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_04
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_05
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_06
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_07
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_08
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_09
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_10
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_11
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_12
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_13
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_14
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_15
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_16
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_17
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_18
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_19
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_20
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_21
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_22
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_23
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_24
	Copy of Lenin and the Bolsheviki 1936_Page_25

