LENIN










LL

..:v:.

e
AT
o

_ .___ﬁ __::__
,"_.,.__m.m._ _ _.q __._h....

H._Hf E

.._ 1] h
_,”_.:L_..,._:_ 3t




WORKERS OF ALL COUNTRIES, UNITE!

LENIN

COLLECTED WORKS

10






THE RUSSIAN EDITION WAS PRINTED
IN ACCORDANCE WITH A DECISION
OF THE NINTH CONGRESS OF THE R.C.P.(B.)
AND THE SECOND CONGRESS OF SOVIETS
OF THE U.S.S.R.



NHCTUTYT MAPKCU3MA —JIEHUHU3MA npu IIK KHCC

BWNJEHWH

COUYNUHEHNA

Hszdarnue wemeepmoe

IF'OCYIAPCTBEHHOE M3JATEJIBCTBO
IIOJIMTUYECKOUN JIUTEPATYPEI

MOCEKBA



V.LLENIN

COLLECTED WORKS

VOLUME
10

November 1905 —June 1906

PROGRESS PUBLISHERS
MOSCOW



TRANSLATED FROM THE RUSSIAN
EDITED BY ANDREW ROTHSTEIN

From Marx to Mao

© Digital Reprints
2010
www.marx2mao.com

First printing 1962
Second printing 1965
Third printing 1972
Fourth printing 1978

10102-036

1 010078

56717



CONTENTS

Preface .

1905

OUR TASKS AND THE SOVIET OF WORKERS’ DEPUTIES. A Letter
to the Editor . .

THE REORGANISATION OF THE PARTY

I
II
I

THE PROLETARIAT AND THE PEASANTRY .
PARTY ORGANISATION AND PARTY LITERATURE

RESOLUTION OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE ST. PE-
TERSBURG SOVIET OF WORKERS’ DEPUTIES ON MEASURES FOR
COUNTERACTING THE LOCK-OUT ADOPTED ON NOVEMBER 14 (27)
1905 . . .

THE PROVOCATION THAT FAILED

THE ARMED FORCES AND THE REVOLUTION .

THE SCALES ARE WAVERING

LEARN FROM THE ENEMY

REVOLUTIONARY OFFICE ROUTINE AND REVOLUTIONARY
ACTION . .
THE DYING AUTOCRACY AND NEW ORGANS OF POPULAR RULE
SOCIALISM AND ANARCHISM

THE SOCIALIST PARTY AND NON-PARTY REVOLUTIONISM .

I
I

15

17

29

29
33
37

40
44

50
52
54
58
60

62
66
1
75

75
8



8 CONTENTS

SOCIALISM AND RELIGION

RESOLUTION ON THE AGRARIAN QUESTION ADOPTED BY THE
“MAJORITY” CONFERENCE AT TAMMERFORS, December 12-17
(25-30), 1905 e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e

THE STAGES, THE TREND, AND THE PROSPECTS OF THE REVO-
LUTION . .o . .

1906
THE WORKERS’ PARTY AND ITS TASKS IN THE PRESENT SITU-
ATION

SHOULD WE BOYCOTT THE STATE DUMA? The Platform of the
“Majority” e e e e e

THE STATE DUMA AND SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC TACTICS

THE PRESENT SITUATION IN RUSSIA AND THE TACTICS OF THE
WORKERS’ PARTY . . . . .

THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CONFERENCE OF THE R.S.D.L.P.
February 11 (24), 1906 . . e e .

STATEMENTS CONCERNING THE VALIDITY OF THE CREDEN-
TIALS OF THE DELEGATIONS TO THE CONFERENCE FROM THE
OKRUZHNOI AND VYBORG DISTRICT ORGANISATIONS .

RESOLUTION AGAINST MARTOV’S PROPOSAL TO WITHDRAW
THE REPORT OF THE ST. PETERSBURG COMMITTEE

ARGUMENTATION OF RESOLUTION
PROPOSAL ON THE ST. PETERSBURG COMMITTEE REPORT
STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF THE PROPOSAL .

COMMENT ON THE RESOLUTION CONCERNING THE TACTICS OF
BOYCOTT . .

THE ST. PETERSBURG CITY CONFERENCE OF THE R.S.D.L.P. (II)
Late February (early March) 1906 . .

STATEMENTS IN DEFENCE OF THE RESOLUTION ON THE
TACTICS OF BOYCOTT . . . . .

OBJECTIONS TO THE AMENDMENTS TO POINTS 3 AND 6 OF THE
DRAFT RESOLUTION .o e e e e e

STATEMENTS DURING THE DEBATE ON POINTS 7 AND 8 OF THE
DRAFT RESOLUTION . . .

WRITTEN STATEMENT TO THE CONFERENCE BUREAU

83

88

91

93

97
101

112

120

120

121
122
122
122

122

123

123

124

125
126



CONTENTS

RESOLUTION ON THE ARGUMENTATION OF THE BOYCOTT
TACTICS . .o

TO ALL WORKING MEN AND WOMEN OF THE CITY OF ST. PE-
TERSBURG AND VICINITY .

RESOLUTION OF THE ST. PETERSBURG ORGANISATION OF THE
R.S.D.L.P. ON THE TACTICS OF BOYCOTT .

THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION AND THE TASKS OF THE PROLETA-
RIAT .

I
II
III

A TACTICAL PLATFORM FOR THE UNITY CONGRESS OF THE
R.S.D.L.P. Draft Resolutions for the Unity Congress of the R.S.D.L.P.

THE PRESENT STAGE OF THE DEMOCRATIC REVOLUTION .
ARMED UPRISING.
FIGHTING GUERRILLA OPERATIONS

THE PROVISIONAL REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT AND LO-
CAL ORGANS OF REVOLUTIONARY AUTHORITY .

SOVIETS OF WORKERS’ DEPUTIES .
ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE BOURGEOIS PARTIES .

ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE NATIONAL SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC
PARTIES

THE TRADE UNIONS
ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE STATE DUMA .
PRINCIPLES OF PARTY ORGANISATION

REVISION OF THE AGRARIAN PROGRAMME OF THE WORKERS’
PARTY

I. A Brief Historical Survey of the Evolution of Russian
Social-Democratic Views on the Agrarian Question.
II. Four Trends Among Social-Democrats on the Question
of the Agrarian Programme . .
III. Comrade Maslov’s Principal Mlstake .
IV. The Objects of Our Agrarian Programme
V. Draft Agrarian Programme . .o

PREFACE TO THE RUSSIAN TRANSLATION OF K. KAUTSKY’S
PAMPHLET SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY WIPED OUT! .

. 126

. 127

. 131

. 135

. 1356
. 138
. 142

147

. 150
. 151
. 153

. 154
. 156
. 157

. 159
. 160
. 161
. 163

. 165

. 169

. 174
. 184
. 189
. 194

. 196



10

CONTENTS

THE VICTORY OF THE CADETS AND THE TASKS OF THE WORK-
ERS PARTY . .

THE
April

10.
11.

12.

[. What Was the Objective Significance of Our Partici-
pation in the Duma Elections? .

IT. The Social and Political Slgnlflcance of the First
Elections . . ..

ITII. What Is the Party of People s Freedom? . .

IV. The Role and Significance of a Cadet Duma .

V. A Sample of Cadet Smugness . .

Digression. A Popular Talk with Cadet Publicists and

Learned Professors .
VI. Conclusion

UNITY CONGRESS OF THE R.S.D.L.P. Aprll 10 (23)
25 (May 8), 1906 . . . .

. SPEECH IN REPLY TO THE DEBATE ON THE AGRARIAN

QUESTION

SPEECH IN REPLY TO THE DEBATE ON THE PRESENT
SITUATION AND THE CLASS TASKS OF THE PROLETARIAT

DRAFT RESOLUTION ON THE STATE DUMA SUBMITTED TO
THE UNITY CONGRESS . e e

CO-REPORT ON THE QUESTION OF THE ATTITUDE TO-
WARDS THE STATE DUMA . . . .

SPEECH ON THE QUESTION OF ARMED UPRISING .

STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF MURATOV’S (MOROZOV’S)
AMENDMENT CONCERNING A PARLIAMENTARY SOCIAL-
DEMOCRATIC GROUP . .

DISSENTING OPINION ON THE COMPOSITION OF THE PAR-
LIAMENTARY GROUP OF THE R.S.D.L.P.

RESOLUTION ON THE ACCOUNTABILITY OF THE CREDEN-
TIALS COMMITTEE TO THE CONGRESS . .

STATEMENT ON THE NECESSITY OF THE CONGRESS
APPROVING THE MINUTES . e e

WRITTEN STATEMENT AT THE SEVENTEENTH SESSION
OF THE CONGRESS . .o . .

WRITTEN STATEMENT AT THE TWENTY-FIRST SESSION
OF THE CONGRESS . e e

WRITTEN STATEMENTS AT THE TWENTY-SIXTH SESSION
OF THE CONGRESS . . .

199

201

210
214
222
238

242
270

277

279

289

292

294

299

302

303

305

306

307

308

309



CONTENTS 1
AN APPEAL TO THE PARTY BY DELEGATES TO THE UNITY CON-
GRESS WHO BELONGED TO THE FORMER “BOLSHEVIK” GROUP 310
REPORT ON THE UNITY CONGRESS OF THE R.S.D.L.P. A Letter
to the St. Petersburg Workers . .. -
I. The Composition of the Congress . . 322
II. Election of the Bureau. The Congress Agenda . 326
ITI. The Agrarian Question. . . 328
IV. Appraisal of the Revolutionary Situation and of the
Class Tasks of the Proletariat. . . 348
V. Attitude Towards the State Duma . . 355
VI. Armed Uprising . . . . 364
VII. The End of the Congress . 370
VIII. The Congress Summed Up . . 376
Appendix. Material for Appraising the Work of the Unlty
Congress of the R.S.D.L.P .o . 382
THE FIGHT FOR FREEDOM AND THE FIGHT FOR POWER . . 383
A NEW UPSWING . . 386
THE CONGRESS SUMMED UP . 392
THE DUMA AND THE PEOPLE . . 396
AMONG NEWSPAPERS AND PERIODICALS . 400
THE BOLSHEVIK RESOLUTION ON THE STATE DUMA . . 401
THE WORKERS’ GROUP IN THE STATE DUMA . . 402
THE QUESTION OF ORGANISATION . . 406
SPEECH AT A PUBLIC MEETING HELD IN COUNTESS PANINA’S
PALACE, MAY 9 (22), 1906 RN . . 407
I. Brief Report in Nevskaya Gazeta . 407
II. Brief Report in Volna . 408
RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE PUBLIC MEETING IN COUNTESS
PANINA’S PALACE, MAY 9 (22), 1906 . 409
THE PEASANT, OR “TRUDOVIK”, GROUP AND THE R.S.D.L.P. . 410
THE LAND QUESTION IN THE DUMA . 414
RESOLUTION AND REVOLUTION . 418
NEITHER LAND NOR FREEDOM . 421
THE SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC ELECTION VICTORY IN TIFLIS . 423
GOVERNMENT, DUMA AND PEOPLE . . 426



12 CONTENTS

THE CADETS ARE PREVENTING THE DUMA FROM APPEALING
TO THE PEOPLE

THEY WON'T EVEN BARGAIN! .

THE MANIFESTO OF THE WORKERS’ DEPUTIES IN THE STATE
DUMA

THE LAND QUESTION AND THE FIGHT FOR FREEDOM

THE SORRY GOREMYKINS, THE OCTOBRISTS AND THE CADETS
FREEDOM TO CRITICISE AND UNITY OF ACTION.

BAD ADVICE .

TALK AND RUMOURS ABOUT THE DISSOLUTION OF THE STATE
DUMA

KAUTSKY ON THE STATE DUMA .
CADETS, TRUDOVIKS AND THE WORKERS’ PARTY .

HOW COMRADE PLEKHANOV ARGUES ABOUT SOCIAL-DEMOCRA-
TIC TACTICS .

RESOLUTION (II) OF THE ST. PETERSBURG COMMITTEE OF THE
R.S.D.L.P. ON THE ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE STATE DUMA

THE SLOGAN OF A DUMA MINISTRY .
THE PRESENT POLITICAL SITUATION.

THE TACTICS OF THE PROLETARIAT AND THE TASKS OF THE
MOMENT

THE GERMAN SOCIAL-DEMOCRATS ON THE CADETS .
AMONG NEWSPAPERS AND PERIODICALS .

LET THE WORKERS DECIDE .

“DON'T GAZE UP, GAZE DOWN!”

THE REACTION IS TAKING TO ARMS .

RESOLUTION (III) OF THE ST. PETERSBURG COMMITTEE OF THE
R.S.D.L.P. ON THE QUESTION OF A DUMA MINISTRY . .

Notes
The Life and Work of V. I. Lenin. Chronology .

. 430

. 432

. 434
. 436
. 440
. 442
. 444

. 450
. 452
. 455

. 460

. 481
. 483
. 485

. 490

. 494
. 499
. 500
. 505
. 508

. 514

. 517
. 5569



CONTENTS 13

ILLUSTRATIONS

First page of Lenin’s manuscript “Our Tasks and the Soviet of
Workers’ Deputies”, November 1905. . . . . . . . . . . . 1617

First page of Lenin’s manuscrlpt “The Stages, the Trend, and
the Prospects of the Revolution”, 1905 . . . . 89

Cover of Lenin’s pamphlet Revision of the Agrarian Programme
of the Workers’ Party, 1906. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 167

Cover of Lenin’s pamphlet Report on the Unity Congress of the
Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party, 1906 . . 319






15

PREFACE

Volume Ten contains works by V. I. Lenin written be-
tween November 1905 and June 6 (19), 1906, during the pe-
riod when he was active in St. Petersburg upon his return
from exile abroad.

The articles “The Reorganisation of the Party”, “The
Armed Forces and the Revolution”, “The Proletariat and
the Peasantry”, “The Dying Autocracy and New Organs of
Popular Rule”, etc., which were published in Novaya Zhizn,
a legal Bolshevik newspaper, define the tasks of the Party
during the first Russian revolution.

The pamphlet The Victory of the Cadets and the Tasks
of the Workers’ Party and the articles written by Lenin
after the defeat of the armed uprising in December 1905
sum up and generalise the experience of the first year of
the revolution.

In his Revision of the Agrarian Programme of the Work-
ers’ Party, Lenin sets forth and substantiates the Bol-
shevik agrarian programme for confiscation of the landed
estates and for nationalisation of all the land.

Considerable space is taken up in this volume by works
dealing with the Fourth (Unity) Congress of the Party: “A
Tactical Platform for the Unity Congress of the R.S.D.L.P.”,
speeches and statements made at the Congress, and the “Re-
port on the Unity Congress of the R.S.D.L.P.”.

This volume also contains “Our Tasks and the Soviet of
Workers’ Deputies”, an article included in Lenin’s Collect-
ed Works for the first time. In it Lenin appraises the Soviets
as organs of insurrection and as the rudiments of a new, revo-
lutionary power.

Other documents included in the present edition for the
first time are various statements made by Lenin at the



16 PREFACE

Fourth (Unity) Congress of the R.S.D.L.P.: Statement in
Support of Muratov’s (Morozov’s) Amendment Concerning
a Parliamentary Social-Democratic Group; Resolution on
the Accountability of the Credentials Committee to the
Congress; Statement on the Necessity of the Congress Ap-
proving the Minutes; Written Statement at the Seventeenth
Session of the Congress; Written Statement at the Twenty-
First Session of the Congress; Speeches and Statements at
the St. Petersburg City Conference of the R.S.D.L.P. (Feb-
ruary and March 1906). Published for the first time in the
Collected Works are the articles “Resolution and Revolution”
and “They Won’t Even Bargain!”, which appeared in
Volna, a legal Bolshevik newspaper, in 1906. Both articles
are directed against the Cadets.
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OUR TASKS
AND THE SOVIET OF WORKERS’ DEPUTIES
A LETTER TO THE EDITOR'

Written on November 2-4 (15-17),
1905
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in Pravda, No. 308 the manuscript






19

Comrades, the question of the significance and role of
the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies is now immediately facing
the St. Petersburg Social-Democrats and the entire prole-
tariat of the capital. I take up my pen to set out certain
ideas on this burning issue; but before doing so, I consider it
absolutely necessary to make a most important reservation.
I am speaking as an onlooker. 1 still have to write from
that accursed “afar”, from the hateful “abroad” of an exile.
And it is all but impossible for anyone to form a correct
opinion of this concrete, practical matter if he has not
been in St. Petersburg, if he has never seen the Soviet of
Workers’ Deputies or exchanged views with comrades on the
spot. Therefore I leave it to the discretion of the editori-
al board to publish or not to publish this letter, written
by an uninformed person. I reserve the right to revise my
opinion when I have at last had an opportunity of acquaint-
ing myself with the matter from something more than “pa-
per” information.

And now to get down to business. It seems to me that
Comrade Radin is wrong in raising the question, in No. 5 of
Novaya Zhizn? (I have seen only five issues of the virtual
Central Organ of our R.S.D.L.P.): the Soviet of Workers’
Deputies or the Party? I think that it is wrong to put the
question in this way and that the decision must certainly
be: both the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies and the Party.
The only question—and a highly important one—is how to
divide, and how to combine, the tasks of the Soviet and
those of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party.

I think it would be inadvisable for the Soviet to adhere
wholly to any one party. As this opinion will probably sur-
prise the reader, I shall proceed straightway to explain
my views (stating again and most emphatically that it is
the opinion of an onlooker).



20 V. I. LENIN

The Soviet of Workers’ Deputies came into being through
the general strike, in connection with the strike, and for
its aims. Who led the strike and brought it to a victorious
close? The whole proletariat, which includes non-Social-
Democrats—fortunately a minority. What were the aims
of the strike? They were both economic and political. The
economic aims concerned the whole proletariat, all workers,
and partly even all working people, not the wage-workers
alone. The political aims concerned all the people, or rath-
er all the peoples, of Russia. These aims were to free all
the peoples of Russia from the yoke of the autocracy, sur-
vivals of serfdom, a rightless status, and police tyranny.

Let us go further. Should the proletariat continue its
economic struggle? By all means; there is no disagreement
over this point among Social-Democrats, nor could there
be any. Should this struggle be conducted only by the Social-
Democrats or only under the Social-Democratic banner?
I do not think so; I still hold the view I have expressed
(in entirely different, now outdated conditions, it is true)
in What Is To Be Done?, namely, that it is inadvisable to
limit the composition of the trade unions, and hence of
those taking part in the trade union, economic struggle, to
members of the Social-Democratic Party.* It seems to me
that the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies, as an organisation
representing all occupations, should strive to include dep-
uties from all industrial, professional and office work-
ers, domestic servants, farm labourers, etc., from all who
want and are able to fight in common for a better life for
the whole working people, from all who have at least an
elementary degree of political honesty, from all but the
Black Hundreds. As for us Social-Democrats, we shall do
our best, first, to have all our Party organisations repre-
sented on all trade unions as fully as possible and, second-
ly, to use the struggle we are waging jointly with our fel-
low-proletarians, irrespective of their views, for the tire-
less, steadfast advocacy of the only consistent, the only
truly proletarian world outlook, Marxism. To propagate it,
to carry on this propaganda and agitation work, we shall
by all means preserve, strengthen and expand our com-

* See present edition, Vol. 5, pp. 451-67.—Ed.



OUR TASKS AND THE SOVIET OF WORKERS’ DEPUTIES 21

pletely independent, consistently principled class party of
the class-conscious proletariat, i.e., the Russian Social-
Democratic Labour Party. Every step in the proletarian
struggle, if inseparably linked with our Social-Democratic,
methodical and organised, activities, will bring the masses
of the working class in Russia and the Social-Democrats
ever closer together.

This aspect of the problem, concerning the economic
struggle, is comparatively simple and hardly gives rise to
any particular disagreement. But the other aspect, con-
cerning political leadership and the political struggle, is
a different matter. And yet, at the risk of surprising the
reader still more, I must say here and now that in this re-
spect, too, I think it inadvisable to demand that the Soviet
of Workers’ Deputies should accept the Social-Democratic
programme and join the Russian Social-Democratic Labour
Party. It seems to me that to lead the political struggle,
both the Soviet (reorganised in a sense to be discussed forth-
with) and the Party are, to an equal degree, absolutely nec-
essary.

I may be wrong, but I believe (on the strength of the
incomplete and only “paper” information at my disposal)
that politically the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies should be
regarded as the embryo of a provisional revolutionary gov-
ernment. I think the Soviet should proclaim itself the pro-
visional revolutionary government of the whole of Russia as
early as possible, or should set up a provisional revolutionary
government (which would amount to the same thing, only
in another form).

The political struggle has just reached a stage of de-
velopment where the forces of revolution and counter-revolu-
tion are roughly equal and where the tsar’s government is
already powerless to suppress the revolution, while the
revolution is not yet strong enough to sweep away the Black-
Hundred government. The decay of the tsar’s government is
complete. But even as it rots alive, it is contaminating
Russia with the poison of its putrefaction. It is absolutely
necessary, in contrast to the decay of the tsarist, counter-
revolutionary forces, to organise the revolutionary forces
at once, immediately, without the slightest delay. This
organisation has been making splendid progress, particular-
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ly of late. This is evident from the formation of contingents
of a revolutionary army (defence squads, etc.), the rapid
development of Social-Democratic mass organisations of
the proletariat, the establishment of peasants’ committees
by the revolutionary peasantry, and the first free meetings of
our proletarian brothers in sailor’s or soldier’s uniform,
who are paving for themselves a strenuous and difficult but
true and bright way to freedom and to socialism.

What is lacking now is the unification of all the genuine-
ly revolutionary forces, of all the forces that are already
operating in revolutionary fashion. What is lacking is an
all-Russian political centre, a fresh, living centre that
is strong because it has struck deep roots in the people,
a centre that enjoys the absolute confidence of the masses,
that possesses tireless revolutionary energy and is closely
linked with the organised revolutionary and socialist parties.
Such a centre can be established only by the revolutionary
proletariat, which has brilliantly carried through a politi-
cal strike, which is now organising an armed uprising of
the whole people, and which has won half freedom for Rus-
sia and will yet win full freedom for her.

The question may be asked: Why cannot the Soviet of
Workers’ Deputies become the embryo of such a centre? Is
it because there are not only Social-Democrats in the Soviet?
But this is an advantage, not a disadvantage. We have been
speaking all the time of the need of a militant alliance of
Social-Democrats and revolutionary bourgeois democrats. We
have been speaking of it, and the workers have actually done
it. It is splendid that they have done it. When I read in
Novaya Zhizn a letter from worker comrades who belong to
the Socialist-Revolutionary Party,® and who protest against
the Soviet being included in one of the parties, I could not
help thinking that those worker-comrades were right in many
practical respects. It goes without saying that our views
differ from theirs, and that a merger of Social-Democrats
and Socialist-Revolutionaries is out of the question, but
then there is no suggestion of it. We are deeply convinced
that those workers who share Socialist-Revolutionary views
and yet are fighting within the ranks of the proletariat
are inconsistent, for they retain non-proletarian views
while championing a truly proletarian cause. Their incon-
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sistency we must combat, from the ideological point of view,
with the greatest determination, but in so doing we must
see to it that the revolutionary cause, a vital, burning,
living cause that is recognised by all and has brought all
honest people together, does not suffer. We still consider
the views of the Socialist-Revolutionaries to be revolution-
ary-democratic and not socialist. But for the sake of our
militant aims, we must march together while fully retaining
Party independence, and the Soviet is, and must be, a mili-
tant organisation. To expel devoted and honest revolutionary
democrats at a time when we are carrying out a democratic
revolution would be absurd, it would be folly. We shall
have no difficulty in overcoming their inconsistency, for
our views are supported by history itself, are supported at
every step by reality. If our pamphlet has not taught them
Social-Democracy, our revolution will. To be sure, those
workers who remain Christians, who believe in God, and those
intellectuals who defend mysticism (fie upon them!), are
inconsistent too; but we shall not expel them from the
Soviet or even from the Party, for it is our firm convic-
tion that the actual struggle, and work within the ranks,
will convince all elements possessing vitality that Marxism
is the truth, and will cast aside all those who lack vital-
ity. And we do not for one moment doubt our strength, the
overwhelming strength of Marxists, in the Russian Social-
Democratic Labour Party.

To my mind, the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies, as a rev-
olutionary centre providing political leadership, is not
too broad an organisation but, on the contrary, a much too
narrow one. The Soviet must proclaim itself the provisional
revolutionary government, or form such a government, and
must by all means enlist to this end the participation of
new deputies not only from the workers, but, first of all,
from the sailors and soldiers, who are everywhere seeking
freedom; secondly, from the revolutionary peasantry, and
thirdly, from the revolutionary bourgeois intelligentsia.
The Soviet must select a strong nucleus for the provisional
revolutionary government and reinforce it with representa-
tives of all revolutionary parties and all revolutionary
(but, of course, only revolutionary and not liberal) demo-
crats. We are not afraid of so broad and mixed a composi-
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tion—indeed, we want it, for unless the proletariat and the
peasantry unite and unless the Social-Democrats and revolu-
tionary democrats form a fighting alliance, the great Russian
revolution cannot be fully successful. It will be a tempo-
rary alliance that is to fulfil clearly defined immediate
practical tasks, while the more important interests of the
socialist proletariat, its fundamental interests and ulti-
mate goals, will be steadfastly upheld by the independent
and consistently principled Russian Social-Democratic
Labour Party.

The objection may be raised that if the composition is
broad and mixed, it will be hardly possible to establish a
centre solid and united enough to exercise practical leader-
ship. I shall answer that with a question: What are the
lessons of the October revolution?* Did not the strike com-
mittee prove in fact to be the generally recognised centre,
the real government? And would not that committee readily
admit into its ranks representatives of that section of the
unions and of the “Union of Unions”? which is really revolu-
tionary and really supports the proletariat in its relentless
struggle for freedom? The essential thing is that the main,
purely proletarian body of the provisional revolutionary
government should be strong and that for, say, hundreds of
workers, sailors, soldiers and peasants there should be
dozens of deputies from the unions of the revolutionary
intelligentsia. I believe the proletarians will soon be able
in practice to establish the proper ratio.

The objection may be raised that it is hardly possible
to advance for such a government a programme complete
enough to ensure victory for the revolution and broad enough
to make possible a fighting alliance free from all reservations,
vagueness, reticence or hypocrisy. I shall answer: such a
programme has already been advanced in full by reality.
It is already recognised in principle by all the politically-
conscious elements of absolutely all the classes and sec-
tions of the population, including even Orthodox priests.
The complete realisation of political freedom, which the
tsar has promised so hypocritically, should come first in
this programme. The repeal of all legislation restricting
freedom of speech, conscience, assembly, the press, as-
sociation and strikes, and the abolition of all institutions
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limiting these liberties, should be immediate and real, they
should be guaranteed and actually put into practice. The
programme should provide for the convocation of a nation-
al constituent assembly that would enjoy the support of a
free and armed people and have full authority and strength
to establish a new order in Russia. It should provide for
the arming of the people. The necessity of arming the people
is realised by all. What remains to be done is to complete
and unify the work already begun and being carried on every-
where. The programme of the provisional revolutionary gov-
ernment should also provide for the immediate granting of
real and full freedom to the nationalities oppressed by the
tsarist monster. A free Russia has been born. The proleta-
riat is at its post. It will not allow heroic Poland to be
crushed again. It will itself go into action; it will fight
both for a free Russia and a free Poland, not only by peace-
ful strikes, but by force of arms as well. The programme
should provide for the eight-hour working day, which the
workers are already “seizing”, and for other urgent measures
to curb capitalist exploitation. Lastly, the programme must
necessarily include transfer of all the land to the peasants,
support for every revolutionary measure that the peasantry
is carrying out to take away all the land (without, of course,
supporting the illusion of “equalised” small land tenure),
and the establishment everywhere of revolutionary peasants’
committees, which have already begun to take shape spon-
taneously.

Who but the Black Hundreds and the Black-Hundred
government will deny today the pressing character and prac-
tical indispensability of this programme? In fact, even
bourgeois liberals are willing to accept it in theory! As for us,
we must put it into practice with the help of the forces of
the revolutionary people; to do this, we must unite those
forces as speedily as possible through the proletariat pro-
claiming a provisional revolutionary government. True,
only an armed uprising can really form the basis of such
a government. But the projected government will in fact
be the organ of this growing and already maturing uprising.
The formation of a revolutionary government could not
be initiated in practice until the insurrection had assumed
proportions evident to all, proportions that were, so to
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speak, tangible to all. But now is the time to unify this
uprising politically, to organise it, to give it a clear-cut
programme, to turn all the contingents of the revolution-
ary army, which are already numerous and are growing fast
in strength, into the mainstay and into instruments of this
new, truly free and truly popular government. The struggle
is imminent, the uprising inevitable, and the decisive
battle close at hand. It is time to issue a direct challenge,
to set the organised power of the proletariat against the de-
caying tsarist regime, to address to the whole people a man-
ifesto on behalf of the provisional revolutionary govern-
ment constituted by the foremost workers.

It is now obvious to us that among the revolutionary
people there can be found persons capable of accomplishing
this great task, persons thoroughly devoted to the revolu-
tion, and more important still, persons of tireless, inex-
haustible energy. It is now obvious to us that there exist
the elements of a revolutionary army, which will back this
cause, and that all who are fair-minded and alert and polit-
ically-conscious in every class of the population will turn
away completely from tsarism when the new government
declares a decisive war on the dying semi-feudal, police
state of Russia.

Citizens—it would be proper to say in that declaration
of war, in that manifesto of the revolutionary government—
citizens, make your choice! There we have the whole of old
Russia, all the sinister forces of exploitation, oppression,
and violence against man. And here we have a union of
free citizens who have equal rights in all affairs of the state.
There we have a union of exploiters, of the wealthy, of po-
licemen. And here we have a union of all working people,
of all the vital forces of the people, of all fair-minded intel-
lectuals. There we have the Black Hundreds, here we have
the organised workers fighting for freedom, for education,
for socialism.

Make your choice, citizens! Here is our programme,
which has long since been put forward by the whole people.
These are our aims in the name of which we declare war on
the Black-Hundred government. We are not trying to impose
on the people any innovations thought up by us, we are
merely taking the initiative in bringing about that without
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which it is impossible to live in Russia any longer, as is
acknowledged generally and unanimously. We do not shut
ourselves off from the revolutionary people but submit to
their judgement every step and every decision we take. We
rely fully and solely on the free initiative of the working
masses themselves. We unite absolutely all revolutionary
parties, and we call into our ranks deputies from every group
of the population that is willing to fight for freedom, for
our programme, which guarantees the elementary rights and
meets the elementary needs of the people. In particular, we
hold out our hand to our worker comrades in soldier’s uniform
and to our peasant brothers, so that we may fight together
to the end against the yoke of the landlords and the bureau-
crats, for land and freedom.

Prepare for the decisive struggle, citizens! We will not
allow the Black-Hundred government to use violence
against Russia. We will not be deluded by the replacement
of a few bureaucrats or by the resignation of a few police
officers while the whole mass of Black-Hundred police
retains the power to kill, plunder and commit outrages
against the people. Let the liberal bourgeois stoop to plead-
ing with that Black-Hundred government. The Black
Hundreds laugh when anyone threatens them with trial in
the very same old tsarist court by the very same old tsarist
officials. We shall order our army units to arrest the
Black-Hundred heroes who fuddle ignorant people with
vodka and corrupt them; we shall commit all those monsters,
such as the chief of police in Kronstadt, for public, revolu-
tionary trial by the whole people.

Citizens, everyone but the Black Hundreds has turned
away from the tsarist government. Rally, then, behind the
revolutionary government, stop paying any duties or taxes,
and bend all your energies to organise and arm a free people’s
militia force. Russia will have genuine freedom only
insofar as the revolutionary people gain the upper hand
over the forces of the Black-Hundred government. There
are not, and cannot be, any neutrals in a civil war. The
white-flag party is sheer cowardly hypocrisy. Whoever
shies away from the struggle bolsters up Black-Hundred rule.
Who is not for the revolution is against the revolution.
Who is not a revolutionary is one of the Black Hundreds.
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We undertake to rally and train forces for an uprising
of the people. Let there not be a trace left of the institu-
tions of tsarist power in Russia by the anniversary of that
great day, the Ninth of January.® May the spring holi-
day of the world proletariat find Russia already a free
country, with a freely convened constituent assembly of the
whole people!

That is how I visualise the development of the Soviet
of Workers’ Deputies into a provisional revolutionary gov-
ernment. And these first and foremost are the tasks that
I would set all our Party organisations, all class-conscious
workers, the Soviet itself, the workers’ forthcoming con-
gress in Moscow, and the congress of the Peasant Union.”
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THE REORGANISATION OF THE PARTY®

I

The conditions in which our Party is functioning are
changing radically. Freedom of assembly, of association and
of the press has been captured. Of course, these rights are
extremely precarious, and it would be folly, if not a crime,
to pin our faith to the present liberties. The decisive strug-
gle is yet to come, and preparations for this struggle must
take first place. The secret apparatus of the Party must
be maintained. But at the same time it is absolutely nec-
essary to make the widest possible use of the present rel-
atively wider scope for our activity. In addition to the
secret apparatus, it is absolutely necessary to create many
new legal and semi-legal Party organisations (and organisa-
tions associated with the Party). Unless we do this, it is un-
thinkable that we can adapt our activity to the new condi-
tions or cope with the new problems.

In order to put the organisation on a new basis, a new
Party congress is required. According to the Rules, the
Party should meet in congress once a year, and the next con-
gress should be held in May 1906; but now it is essential
to bring it forward. If we do not seize this opportunity,
we shall lose it—in the sense that the need for organisa-
tion which the workers are feeling so acutely will find its
expression in distorted, dangerous forms, strengthen some
“Independents”® or other, etc. We must hasten to organise
in a new way, we must submit new methods for general dis-
cussion, we must boldly and resolutely lay down a “new line”.

The appeal to the Party, published in this issue and
signed by the Central Committee of our Party,'’ lays down
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that new line, I am profoundly convinced, quite correctly.
We, the representatives of revolutionary Social-Democracy,
the supporters of the “Majority”, have repeatedly said that
complete democratisation of the Party was impossible in con-
ditions of secret work, and that in such conditions the
“elective principle” was a mere phrase. And experience has
confirmed our words. It has been repeatedly stated in print
by former supporters of the Minority (see the pamphlet
by “A Worker” with a preface by Axelrod, the letter signed
“A Worker, One of Many”, in Iskra' and in the pamphlet
Workers on the Party Split) that in fact it has proved impos-
sible to employ any real democratic methods and any real
elective principle. But we Bolsheviks have always recognised
that in new conditions, when political liberties were acquired,
it would be essential to adopt the elective principle.
The minutes of the Third Congress of the R.S.D.L.P. prove
this most conclusively, if, indeed, any proof is required.

Thus the task is clear: to preserve the secret appara-
tus for the time being and to develop a new, legal apparatus.
As applied to the Congress, this task (the concrete fulfil-
ment of which demands, of course, practical ability and a
knowledge of all the conditions of time and place) may be
formulated as follows: to convene the Fourth Congress on
the basis of the Party Rules and at the same time to begin
immediately, at once, application of the elective principle.
The Central Committee has solved this problem. Committee
members, in form as representatives of fully authorised
organisations, in fact as representatives of the Party’s
continuity, attend the Congress with the right to vote.
Delegates elected by the entire Party membership, and conse-
quently by the masses of the workers belonging to the Party,
are invited by the Central Committee, in virtue of its right
to do so, to attend the Congress with voice but no vote.
The Central Committee has declared, furthermore, that it
will at once propose to the Congress to change this consulta-
tive voice into the right to vote. Will the full delegates of
the committees agree to this?

The Central Committee declares that in its opinion they
will unquestionably agree to it. Personally, I am profoundly
convinced of this. It is impossible not to agree to such a
thing. It is inconceivable that the majority of the leaders
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of the Social-Democratic proletariat will not agree to it.
We are sure that the opinion of Party workers, most careful-
ly registered by Novaya Zhizn, will very soon prove the cor-
rectness of our view; even if a struggle takes place over
this step (to convert the consultative voice into the right
to vote), the outcome is a foregone conclusion.

Look at this question from another angle—from the
point of view of the substance of the matter, not of its form.
Is Social-Democracy endangered by the realisation of the
plan we propose?

Danger may be said to lie in a sudden influx of large
numbers of non-Social-Democrats into the Party. If that oc-
curred, the Party would be dissolved among the masses, it
would cease to be the conscious vanguard of its class, its
role would be reduced to that of a tail. That would mean
a very deplorable period indeed. And this danger could
undoubtedly become a very serious one if we showed any
inclination towards demagogy, if we lacked party principles
(programme, tactical rules, organisational experience) en-
tirely, or if those principles were feeble and shaky. But
the fact is that no such “ifs” exist. We Bolsheviks have
never shown any inclination towards demagogy. On the con-
trary, we have always fought resolutely, openly and straight-
forwardly against the sllghtest attempts at demagogy, we
have demanded class-consciousness from those joining the
Party, we have insisted on the tremendous importance of con-
tinuity in the Party’s development, we have preached disci-
pline and demanded that every Party member be trained in
one or other of the Party organisations. We have a firmly
established Party programme which is officially recognised
by all Social-Democrats and the fundamental propositions
of which have not given rise to any criticism (criticism of
individual points and formulations is quite legitimate and
necessary in any live party). We have resolutions on tac-
tics which were consistently and systematically worked out at
the Second and Third Congresses and in the course of many
years’ work of the Social-Democratic press. We also have
some organisational experience and an actual organisation,
which has played an educational role and has undoubtedly
borne fruit, a fact which may not be immediately apparent,
but which can be denied only by the blind or by the blinded.
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Let us not exaggerate this danger, comrades. Social-
Democracy has established a name for itself, has created a
trend and has built up cadres of Social-Democratic workers.
And now that the heroic proletariat has proved by deeds its
readiness to fight, and its ability to fight consistently and
in a body for clearly-understood aims, to fight in a purely
Social-Democratic spirit, it would be simply ridiculous to
doubt that the workers who belong to our Party, or who
will join it tomorrow at the invitation of the Central Com-
mittee, will be Social-Democrats in ninety-nine cases out of
a hundred. The working class is instinctively, spontaneous-
ly Social-Democratic, and more than ten years of work put
in by Social-Democracy has done a great deal to transform
this spontaneity into consciousness. Don’t invent bugaboos,
comrades! Don’t forget that in every live and growing party
there will always be elements of instability, vacillation,
wavering. But these elements can be influenced, and they
will submit to the influence of the steadfast and solid core
of Social-Democrats.

Our Party has stagnated while working underground. As
a delegate to the Third Congress rightly said, it has been
suffocating underground during the last few years. The
“underground” is breaking up. Forward, then, more boldly;
take up the new weapon, distribute it among new people,
extend your bases, rally all the worker Social-Democrats
round yourselves, incorporate them in the ranks of the Party
organisations by hundreds and thousands. Let their dele-
gates put new life into the ranks of our central bodies, let
the fresh spirit of young revolutionary Russia pour in
through them. So far the revolution has justified all the
basic theoretical propositions of Marxism, all the essential
slogans of Social-Democracy. And the revolution has also
justified the work done by us Social-Democrats, it has justi-
fied our hope and faith in the truly revolutionary spirit of
the proletariat. Let us, then, abandon all pettiness in
this imperative Party reform; let us strike out on the new
path at once. This will not deprive us of our old secret
apparatus (there is no doubt that the Social-Democratic work-
ers have recognised and sanctioned it; practical experience
and the course of the revolution have proved this a hundred
times more convincingly than it could have been proved by
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decisions and resolutions). It will give us fresh young forces
rising from the very depths of the only genuinely and
thoroughly revolutionary class, the class which has won
half freedom for Russia and will win full freedom for her,
the class which will lead her through freedom to socialism!

IT

The decision of the Central Committee of our Party to
convene the Fourth Congress of the R.S.D.L.P., published in
Novaya Zhizn, No. 9, is a decisive step towards the full ap-
plication of the democratic principle in Party organisation.
The election of delegates to the Congress (who will come
there first with the right to a voice but no vote and will then,
undoubtedly receive the right to vote) must be carried through
within a month. All Party organisations must, therefore,
begin as soon as possible to discuss candidates and the
tasks of the Congress. It is unquestionably necessary to reck-
on with the possibility of the dying autocracy making
fresh attempts to withdraw the promised liberties and
to attack the revolutionary workers, above all their leaders.
Therefore it would hardly be advisable (except perhaps in
special cases) to publish the real names of delegates. The
assumed names to which the epoch of political slavery
has accustomed us must not be discarded so long as the Black
Hundreds are in power, nor would it be amiss to elect, as
of old, alternates, in case of arrests. However, we shall
not dwell on all these precautions of secrecy, since com-
rades acquainted with the local conditions of work will
easily overcome all the difficulties that may arise in this
respect. Comrades who have ample experience in revolution-
ary work under the autocracy must help by their counsel
all those who are starting Social-Democratic work in the new
and “free” conditions (free in inverted commas, for the time
being). It goes without saying that in doing so our committee
members must show great tact: previous formal prerogatives
inevitably lose their significance at the present time, and it
will be necessary in very many cases to start “from the be-
ginning”, to prove to large sections of new Party comrades the
importance of a consistent Social-Democratic programme,
Social-Democratic tactics and organisation. We must not
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forget that so far we have had to deal too often only with
revolutionaries coming from a particular social stratum,
whereas now we shall have to deal with typical representa-
tives of the masses. This change calls for a change not only
in the methods of propaganda and agitation (a more popular
style, ability to present a question, to explain the basic truths
of socialism in the simplest, clearest and most convincing
manner), but also in organisation.

In this article I should like to dwell on one aspect of
the new tasks in organisation. The Central Committee deci-
sion invites all Party organisations to send delegates to
the Congress and calls upon all worker Social-Democrats
to join such organisations. If this excellent desire is to
be really fulfilled, a mere “invitation” to the workers will
not do, nor will it do merely to increase the number of
organisations of the old type. For this purpose, it is nec-
essary for all comrades to devise new forms of organisa-
tion by their independent, creative joint efforts. It is impos-
sible to lay down any predetermined standards for this,
for we are working in an entirely new field: a knowledge
of local conditions, and above all the initiative of all Party
members must be brought into play. The new form of or-
ganisation, or rather the new form of the basic organisa-
tional nucleus of the workers’ party, must be definitely
much broader than were the old circles. Apart from this,
the new nucleus will most likely have to be a less rigid,
more “free”, more “loose” (lose) organisation. With complete
freedom of association and civil liberties for the people,
we should, of course, have to found Social-Democratic unions
(not only trade unions, but political and Party unions)
everywhere. In the present conditions we must strive to
approach that goal by all ways and means at our disposal.

We must immediately arouse the initiative of all Party
functionaries and of all workers who sympathise with Social-
Democracy. We must arrange at once, everywhere, lectures,
talks, meetings, open-air rallies at which the Fourth Con-
gress of the R.S.D.L.P. should be announced, the tasks of the
Congress explained in the most popular and comprehensible
way, the new form of organisation of the Congress pointed
out, and an appeal made to all Social-Democrats to take
part in building up a genuinely proletarian Social-Democratic
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Party on new lines. Such work will supply us with a wealth
of information based on experience; it will, in the course
of two or three weeks (if we act energetically), produce new
Social-Democratic forces from among the workers, and re-
vive among far wider sections an interest in the Social-Dem-
ocratic Party, which we have now decided to reconstruct
on new lines jointly with all the worker comrades. At all
meetings the question will immediately be raised about the
founding of unions, organisations, Party groups. Each
union, organisation or group will immediately elect its
bureau, or board, or directing committee—in a word, a
central standing body which will conduct the affairs of the
organisation, maintaining relations with local Party institu-
tions, receive and circulate Party literature, collect sub-
scriptions for Party work, arrange meetings and lectures,
and, finally, prepare the election of a delegate to the Party
Congress. The Party committees will, of course, take care
to help each such organisation, to supply it with material
explaining what the R.S.D.L.P. stands for, its history and
its present great tasks.

It is high time, furthermore, to take steps to establish
local economic strong points, so to speak, for the workers’
Social-Democratic organisations—in the form of restau-
rants, tea-rooms, beer-halls, libraries, reading-rooms,
shooting galleries,™ etc., etc., maintained by Party members.
We must not forget that, apart from being persecuted by the
“autocratic” police, the Social-Democratic workers will also
be persecuted by their “autocratic” employers, who will dis-
miss agitators. Therefore it is highly important to organ-

*1 do not know the Russian equivalent of tir [Lenin uses the
French word.—T'r.], by which I mean a place for target practice, where
there is a supply of all kinds of fire-arms and where anyone may for a
small fee practise shooting at a target with a revolver or rifle. Freedom
of assembly and association has been proclaimed in Russia. Citizens
have the right to assemble and to learn how to shoot; this can present
no danger to anyone. In any big European city you will find such shoot-
ing galleries open to all, situated in basements, sometimes outside the
city, etc. And it is very far from useless for the workers to learn how to
shoot and how to handle arms. Of course we shall be able to get down
to this work seriously and on a large scale only when the freedom of
association is guaranteed and we can bring to book the police scoun-
drels who dare to close such establishments.
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ise bases which will be as independent as possible of the
tyranny of the employers.

Generally speaking, we Social-Democrats must take every
possible advantage of the present extension of freedom of
action, and the more this freedom is guaranteed, the more
energetically shall we advance the slogan: “Go among the
people!” The initiative of the workers themselves will now
display itself on a scale that we, the underground and circle
workers of yesterday, did not even dare dream of. The
influence of socialist ideas on the masses of the proletariat
is now proceeding, and will continue to proceed along
paths that we very often shall be altogether unable to trace.
With due regard to these conditions, we shall have to dis-
tribute the Social-Democratic intelligentsia® in a more
rational way to ensure that they do not hang about uselessly
where the movement has already stood up on its own feet and
can, so to speak, shift for itself, and that they go to the
“lower strata” where the work is harder, where the condi-
tions are more difficult, where the need for experienced
and well-informed people is greater, where the sources of
light are fewer, and where the heartbeat of political life is
weaker. We must now “go among the people” both in anticipa-
tion of elections, in which the entire population, even of
the remotest places, will take part, and (more important
still) in anticipation of an open struggle—in order to para-
lyse the reactionary policies of a provincial Vendée,” to
spread all over the country, among all the proletarian masses,
the slogans issuing from the big centres.

To be sure, it is always bad to run to extremes: to organ-
ise the work on the most stable and “exemplary” lines
possible, we shall even yet have often to concentrate our
best forces in some important centre or other. Experience
will show the proportion to be adhered to in this respect.
Our task now is not so much to invent rules for organising

* At the Third Congress of the Party I suggested that there be about
eight workers to every two intellectuals in the Party committees.
(See present edition, Vol. 8, p. 408.—Ed.) How obsolete that sugges-
tion seems today!

Now we must wish for the new Party organisations to have one
Social-Democratic intellectual to several hundred Social-Democratic
workers.



THE REORGANISATION OF THE PARTY 37

on new lines, as to develop the most far-reaching and cou-
rageous work which will enable us at the Fourth Congress to
sum up and set down the data obtained from the experience
of the Party.

ITI

In the first two sections we dealt with the general im-
portance of the elective principle in the Party and the need
for new organisational nuclei and forms of organisation. We
shall now examine another extremely vital question, name-
ly, the question of Party unity.

It is no secret to anyone that the vast majority of So-
cial-Democratic workers are exceedingly dissatisfied with
the split in the Party and are demanding unity. It is no
secret to anyone that the split has caused a certain cooling-
off among Social-Democratic workers (or workers ready to be-
come Social-Democrats) towards the Social-Democratic Party.

The workers have lost almost all hope that the Party
“chiefs” will unite of themselves. The need for unity was
formally recognised both by the Third Congress of the
R.S.D.L.P. and by the Menshevik Conference held last May.
Six months have passed since then, but the cause of unity has
made hardly any progress. No wonder the workers are begin-
ning to show signs of impatience. No wonder “A Worker, One
of Many”, who wrote on unity in Iskra and in a pamphlet pub-
lished by the “Majority” (Workers on the Party Split, pub-
lished by the Central Committee, Geneva, 1905), has at last
threatened the Social-Democratic intelligentsia with a “fist
from below”. Some Social-Democrats (Mensheviks) did not
like that threat at the time, others (Bolsheviks) thought it
legitimate and, at bottom, fully justified.

It seems to me that the time has come when the class-
conscious worker Social-Democrats can and must carry
out their intention (I will not say “threat”, because this
word smacks of accusations, of demagogy, and we must do our
utmost to avoid both). Indeed, the time has come, or, in
any case, is coming, when the elective principle can be ap-
plied in the Party organisation not in words only, but in
deeds, not as a fine-sounding but hollow phrase, but as a
really new principle which really renovates, extends and
strengthens Party ties. The “Majority” represented by the
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Central Committee has directly appealed for the immediate
application and introduction of the elective principle. The
Minority is following in the same direction. And the Social-
Democratic workers constitute the enormous, overwhelming
majority in all the Social-Democratic organisations, com-
mittees, gatherings, meetings, etc.

Hence it is now possible not only to urge unity, not only
to obtain promises to unite, but actually to unite—by a
simple decision of the majority of organised workers in
both factions. There will be no imposition, since, in prin-
ciple, the need for unity has been recognised by all, and
the workers have only to decide in practice a question that
has already been decided in principle.

The relation between the functions of the intellectuals
and of the proletariat (workers) in the Social-Democratic
working-class movement can probably be expressed, with a
fair degree of accuracy, by the following general formula:
the intelligentsia is good at solving problems “in principle”,
good at drawing up plans, good at reasoning about the need
for action—while the workers act, and transform drab theory
into living reality.

And I shall not in the slightest degree slip into demag-
ogy, nor in the least belittle the great role played by
consciousness in the working-class movement, nor shall I in
any way detract from the tremendous importance of Marxist
theory and Marxist principles, if I say now: both at the
Congress and at the Conference we created the “drab theory”
of Party unity. Comrade workers, help us to transform this
drab theory into living reality! Join the Party organisa-
tions in huge numbers! Turn our Fourth Congress and the
Second Menshevik Conference into a grand and imposing Con-
gress of Social-Democratic workers. Join with us in set-
tling this practical question of fusion; let this question be the
exception (it is an exception that proves the opposite rule!)
in which we shall have one-tenth theory and nine-tenths
practice. Such a wish is surely legitimate, historically nec-
essary, and psychologically comprehensible. We have
“theorised” for so long (sometimes—why not admit it?—
to no use) in the unhealthy atmosphere of political exile,
that it will really not be amiss if we now “bend the bow” slight-
ly, a little, just a little, “the other way” and put practice a
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little more in the forefront. This would certainly be appro-
priate in regard to the question of unity, about which, owing
to the causes of the split, we have used up such an awful
lot of ink and no end of paper. We exiles in particular are
longing for practical work. Besides, we have already written
a very good and comprehensive programme of the whole
democratic revolution. Let us, then, unite also to make this
revolution!

Novaya Zhizn, Nos. 9,13, 14, Published according
November 10, 15, 16, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
Signed: N. Lenin
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THE PROLETARIAT AND THE PEASANTRY®

The Congress of the Peasant Union now in session in
Moscow once again raises the vital question of the attitude
of Social-Democrats to the peasant movement. It has always
been a vital question for Russian Marxists when determining
their programme and tactics. In the very first draft Pro-
gramme of the Russian Social-Democrats, printed abroad
in 1884 by the Emancipation of Labour group," most se-
rious attention was devoted to the peasant question.

Since then there has not been a single major Marxist
work dealing with general questions, or a single Social-
Democratic periodical, which has not repeated or developed
Marxist views and slogans, or applied them to particular
cases.

Today the question of the peasant movement has become
vital not only in the theoretical but also in the most direct
practical sense. We now have to transform our general slo-
gans into direct appeals by the revolutionary proletariat
to the revolutlonary peasantry. The time has now come when
the peasantry is coming forward as a conscious maker of a
new way of life in Russia. And the course and outcome of
the great Russian revolution depend in tremendous measure
on the growth of the peasants’ political consciousness.

What does the peasantry expect of the revolution? What
can the revolution give the peasantry? Anyone active in
the political sphere, and especially every class-conscious
worker who goes in for politics, not in the sense vulga-
rised by bourgeois politicians, but in the best sense of the
word, must answer these two questions.

The peasantry wants land and freedom. There can be
no two opinions on this score. All class-conscious workers
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support the revolutionary peasantry with all their might.
All class-conscious workers want and are fighting for the
peasantry to receive all the land and full freedom. “All the
land” means not putting up with any partial concessions
and hand-outs; it means reckoning, not on a compromise be-
tween the peasantry and the landlords, but on abolition of
landed estates. And the party of the class-conscious prole-
tariat, the Social-Democrats, have most vigorously pro-
claimed this view: at its Third Congress held last May, the
R.S.D.L.P. adopted a resolution directly declaring for sup-
port of the peasants’ revolutionary demands, including con-
fiscation of all privately-owned estates. This resolution
clearly shows that the party of the class-conscious workers
supports the peasants’ demand for all the land. And in this
respect the content of the resolution adopted at the confer-
ence of the other half of our Party fully coincides with
that of the resolution passed by the Third Congress of the
R.S.D.L.P.

“Full freedom” means election of officials and other of-
fice-holders who administer public and state affairs. “Full
freedom” means the complete abolition of a state adminis-
tration that is not wholly and exclusively responsible to
the people, that is not elected by, accountable to, and
subject to recall by, the people. “Full freedom” means that it
is not the people who should be subordinated to officials,
but the officials who should be subordinated to the people.

Of course, not all peasants fighting for land and freedom
are fully aware of what their struggle implies, and go so
far as to demand a republic. But for all that, the democrati-
ic trend of the peasants’ demands is beyond all doubt.
Hence the peasantry can be certain that the proletariat
will support these demands. The peasants must know that
the red banner which has been raised in the towns is the
banner of struggle for the immediate and vital demands,
not only of the industrial and agricultural workers, but also
of the millions and tens of millions of small tillers of the
soil.

Survivals of serfdom in every possible shape and form
are to this day a cruel burden on the whole mass of the peas-
antry, and the proletarians under their red banner have
declared war on this burden.
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But the red banner means more than proletarian support
of the peasants’ demands. It also means the independent
demands of the proletariat. It means struggle, not only for
land and freedom, but also against all exploitation of man
by man, struggle against the poverty of the masses of the
people, against the rule of capital. And it is here that we
are faced with the second question: what can the revo-
lution give the peasantry? Many sincere friends of the
peasants (the Socialist-Revolutionaries, for instance, among
them) ignore this question, do not realise its importance.
They think it is sufficient to raise and settle the question
of what the peasants want, to get the answer: land and free-
dom. This is a great mistake. Full freedom, election of all
officials all the way to the head of the state, will not do away
with the rule of capital, will not abolish the wealth of the
few and the poverty of the masses. Complete abolition of
private landownership, too, will not do away either with
the rule of capital or with the poverty of the masses. Even
on land belonging to the whole nation, only those with capi-
tal of their own, only those who have the implements, live-
stock, machines, stocks of seed, money in general, etc., will
be able to farm independently. As for those who have nothing
but their hands to work with, they will inevitably remain
slaves of capital even in a democratic republic, even when
the land belongs to the whole nation. The idea that “sociali-
sation” of land can be effected without socialisation of capital,
the idea that equalised land tenure is possible while capital
and commodity economy exist, is a delusion. In nearly all
countries of Europe, socialism has experienced periods when
this or some similar delusions have been prevalent. The ex-
perience of working-class struggle in all countries has
shown in practice how dangerous such an error is, and today
the socialist proletarians of Europe and America have com-
pletely rid themselves of it.

Thus the red banner of the class-conscious workers means,
first, that we support with all our might the peasants’
struggle for full freedom and all the land; secondly, it means
that we do not stop at this, but go on further. We are wag-
ing, besides the struggle for freedom and land, a fight for
socialism. The fight for socialism is a fight against the rule
of capital. It is being carried on first and foremost by the
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wage-workers, who are directly and wholly dependent on
capital. As for the small farmers, some of them own capital
themselves, and often themselves exploit workers. Hence
not all small peasants join the ranks of fighters for socialism;
only those do so who resolutely and consciously side with
the workers against capital, with public property against
private property.

That is why the Social-Democrats say they are fighting
together with the entire peasantry against the landlords
and officials, besides which they -- the town and village
proletarians together -- are fighting against capital. The
struggle for land and freedom is a democratic struggle.
The struggle to abolish the rule of capital is a socialist strug-
gle.

Let us, then, send our warm greetings to the Peasant
Union, which has decided to stand together and fight staunch-
ly, selflessly and unswervingly for full freedom and for
all the land. These peasants are true democrats. We must
explain to them patiently and steadily where their views
on the tasks of democracy and socialism are wrong, regarding
them as allies with whom we are united by the great common
struggle. These peasants are truly revolutionary democrats
with whom we must and shall carry on the fight for the com-
plete victory of the present revolution. We are fully in
sympathy with the plan to call a general strike and the deci-
sion to rise together the next time, with the town workers
and all the peasant poor acting in unison. All class-conscious
workers will make every effort to help carry out this plan.
Yet no alliance, even with the most honest and determined
revolutionary democrats, will ever make the proletarians
forget their still greater and more important goal, the fight
for socialism, for the complete abolition of the rule of cap-
ital, for the emancipation of all working people from every
kind of exploitation. Forward, workers and peasants, in the
common struggle for land and freedom! Forward, proleta-
rians, united by international Social-Democracy, in the
fight for socialism!

Novaya Zhizn, No. 11, Published according
November 12, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
Signed: N. Lenin
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PARTY ORGANISATION
AND PARTY LITERATURE

The new conditions for Social-Democratic work in Russia
which have arisen since the October revolution have brought
the question of party literature to the fore. The distinction
between the illegal and the legal press, that melancholy
heritage of the epoch of feudal autocratic Russia, is be-
ginning to disappear. It is not yet dead, by a long way.
The hypocritical government of our Prime Minister is still
running amuck, so much so that Izvestia Soveta Rabochikh
Deputatov?® is printed “illegally”; but apart from bring-
ing disgrace on the government, apart from striking further
moral blows at it, nothing comes of the stupid attempts to
“prohibit” that which the government is powerless to thwart.

So long as there was a distinction between the illegal
and the legal press, the question of the party and non-party
press was decided extremely simply and in an extremely
false and abnormal way. The entire Illegal press was a party
press, being published by organisations and run by groups
which in one way or another were linked with groups of prac-
tical party workers. The entire legal press was non-party—
since parties were banned—but it “gravitated” towards one
party or another. Unnatural alliances, strange “bed-fellows”
and false cover-devices were inevitable. The forced reserve
of those who wished to express party views merged with
the immature thinking or mental cowardice of those
who had not risen to these views and who were not, in effect,
party people.

An accursed period of Aesopian language, literary bondage,
slavish speech, and ideological serfdom! The proletariat
has put an end to this foul atmosphere which stifled every-
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thing living and fresh in Russia. But so far the proletariat
has won only half freedom for Russia.

The revolution is not yet completed. While tsarism is
no longer strong enough to defeat the revolution, the re-
volution is not yet strong enough to defeat tsarism. And
we are living in times when everywhere and in everything
there operates this unnatural combination of open, forth-
right, direct and consistent party spirit with an under-
ground, covert, “diplomatic” and dodgy “legality”. This
unnatural combination makes itself felt even in our news-
paper: for all Mr. Guchkov’s'® witticisms about Social-Demo-
cratic tyranny forbidding the publication of moderate lib-
eral-bourgeois newspapers, the fact remains that Prole-
tary,'” the Central Organ of the Russian Social-Democratic
Labour Party, still remains outside the locked doors of
autocratic, police-ridden Russia.

Be that as it may, the half-way revolution compels all
of us to set to work at once organising the whole thing on
new lines. Today literature, even that published “legally”,
can be nine-tenths party literature. It must become party
literature in contradistinction to bourgeois customs, to
the profit-making, commercialised bourgeois press, to bour-
geois literary careerism and individualism, “aristocratic
anarchism” and drive for profit, the socialist proletariat
must put forward the principle of party literature, must de-
velop this principle and put it into practice as fully and com-
pletely as possible.

What is this principle of party literature? It is not simply
that, for the socialist proletariat, literature cannot be
a means of enriching individuals or groups: it cannot, in
fact, be an individual undertaking, independent of the com-
mon cause of the proletariat. Down with non-partisan writ-
ers! Down with literary supermen! Literature must become
part of the common cause of the proletariat, “a cog and a
screw” of one single great Social-Democratic mechanism
set in motion by the entire politically-conscious vanguard
of the entire working class. Literature must become a com-
ponent of organised, planned and integrated Social-Demo-
cratic Party work.

“All comparisons are lame,” says a German proverb. So
is my comparison of literature with a cog, of a living move-
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ment with a mechanism. And I daresay there will even be
hysterical intellectuals to raise a howl about such a compar-
ison, which degrades, deadens, “bureaucratises™ the free
battle of ideas, freedom of criticism, freedom of literary
creation, etc., etc. Such outcries, in point of fact, would
be nothing more than an expression of bourgeois-intellectual
individualism. There is no question that literature is least
of all subject to mechanical adjustment or levelling,
to the rule of the majority over the minority. There is
no question, either, that in this field greater scope must
undoubtedly be allowed for personal initiative, individual
inclination, thought and fantasy, form and content. All
this is undeniable; but all this simply shows that the lit-
erary side of the proletarian party cause cannot be mechani-
cally identified with its other sides. This, however, does not
in the least refute the proposition, alien and strange to the
bourgeoisie and bourgeois democracy, that literature must
by all means and necessarily become an element of Social-
Democratic Party work, inseparably bound up with the other
elements. Newspapers must become the organs of the various
party organisations, and their writers must by all means
become members of these organisations. Publishing and dis-
tributing centres, bookshops and reading-rooms, libraries
and similar establishments—must all be under party con-
trol. The organised socialist proletariat must keep an eye on
all this work, supervise it in its entirety, and, from beginning
to end, without any exception, infuse into it the life-stream
of the living proletarian cause, thereby cutting the ground
from under the old, semi-Oblomov,!® semi-shopkeeper Rus-
sian principle: the writer does the writing, the reader does
the reading.

We are not suggesting, of course, that this transforma-
tion of literary work, which has been defiled by the Asiatic
censorship and the European bourgeoisie, can be accomplished
all at once. Far be it from us to advocate any kind of
standardised system, or a solution by means of a few decrees.
Cut-and-dried schemes are least of all applicable here. What is
needed is that the whole of our Party, and the entire polit-
ically-conscious Social-Democratic proletariat throughout
Russia, should become aware of this new problem, specify
it clearly and everywhere set about solving it. Emerging



PARTY ORGANISATION AND PARTY LITERATURE 47

from the captivity of the feudal censorship, we have no
desire to become, and shall not become, prisoners of bour-
geois-shopkeeper literary relations. We want to establish,
and we shall establish, a free press, free not simply from
the police, but also from capital, from careerism, and what
is more, free from bourgeois-anarchist individualism.

These last words may sound paradoxical, or an affront
to the reader. What! some intellectual, an ardent champion
of liberty, may shout. What, you want to impose collective
control on such a delicate, individual matter as literary
work! You want workmen to decide questions of science,
philosophy, or aesthetics by a majority of votes! You deny
the absolute freedom of absolutely individual ideological
work!

Calm yourselves, gentlemen! First of all, we are dis-
cussing party literature and its subordination to party
control. Everyone is free to write and say whatever he
likes, without any restrictions. But every voluntary as-
sociation (including the party) is also free to expel members
who use the name of the party to advocate anti-party views.
Freedom of speech and the press must be complete. But then
freedom of association must be complete too. I am bound
to accord you, in the name of free speech, the full right
to shout, lie and write to your heart’s content. But you
are bound to grant me, in the name of freedom of associa-
tion, the right to enter into, or withdraw from, association
with people advocating this or that view. The party is a
voluntary association, which would inevitably break up,
first ideologically and then physically, if it did not cleanse
itself of people advocating anti-party views. And to define
the border-line between party and anti-party there is the
party programme, the party’s resolutions on tactics and
its rules and, lastly, the entire experience of international
Social-Democracy, the voluntary international associations
of the proletariat, which has constantly brought into its
parties individual elements and trends not fully consistent,
not completely Marxist and not altogether correct and which,
on the other hand, has constantly conducted periodical
“cleansings” of its ranks. So it will be with us too, supporters
of bourgeois “freedom of criticism”, within the Party. We
are now becoming a mass party all at once, changing abrupt-
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ly to an open organisation, and it is inevitable that we shall
be joined by many who are inconsistent (from the Marxist
standpoint), perhaps we shall be joined even by some Chris-
tian elements, and even by some mystics. We have sound
stomachs and we are rock-like Marxists. We shall digest
those inconsistent elements. Freedom of thought and free-
dom of criticism within the Party will never make us for-
get about the freedom of organising people into those volun-
tary associations known as parties.

Secondly, we must say to you bourgeois individualists
that your talk about absolute freedom is sheer hypocrisy.
There can be no real and effective “freedom™ in a society based
on the power of money, in a society in which the masses
of working people live in poverty and the handful of rich
live like parasites. Are you free in relation to your bour-
geois publisher, Mr. Writer, in relation to your bourgeois
public, which demands that you provide it with pornography
in frames™ and paintings, and prostitution as a “supplement”
to “sacred” scenic art? This absolute freedom is a bourgeois
or an anarchist phrase (since, as a world outlook, anarchism
is bourgeois philosophy turned inside out). One cannot live
in society and be free from society. The freedom of the bour-
geois writer, artist or actress is simply masked (or hypocriti-
cally masked) dependence on the money-bag, on corruption,
on prostitution.

And we socialists expose this hypocrisy and rip off the
false labels, not in order to arrive at a non-class litera-
ture and art (that will be possible only in a socialist extra-
class society), but to contrast this hypocritically free lit-
erature, which is in reality linked to the bourgeoisie, with
a really free one that will be openly linked to the pro-
letariat.

It will be a free literature, because the idea of social-
ism and sympathy with the working people, and not greed
or careerism, will bring ever new forces to its ranks. It
will be a free literature, because it will serve, not some
satiated heroine, not the bored “upper ten thousand” suffer-
ing from fatty degeneration, but the millions and tens of

*There must be a misprint in the source, which says ramkakh
(frames), while the context suggests romanakh (novels).—Ed.
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millions of working people—the flower of the country, its
strength and its future. It will be a free literature, en-
riching the last word in the revolutionary thought of man-
kind with the experience and living work of the socialist
proletariat, bringing about permanent interaction between
the experience of the past (scientific socialism, the com-
pletion of the development of socialism from its primi-
tive, utopian forms) and the experience of the present (the
present struggle of the worker comrades).

To work, then, comrades! We are faced with a new and
difficult task. But it is a noble and grateful one—to organ-
ise a broad, multiform and varied literature inseparably
linked with the Social-Democratic working-class movement.
All Social-Democratic literature must become Party liter-
ature. Every newspaper, journal, publishing house, etc.,
must immediately set about reorganising its work, leading
up to a situation in which it will, in one form or another, be
integrated into one Party organisation or another. Only
then will “Social-Democratic” literature really become worthy
of that name, only then will it be able to fulfil its duty and,
even within the framework of bourgeois society, break
out of bourgeois slavery and merge with the movement of
the really advanced and thoroughly revolutionary class.

Novaya Zhizn, No. 12, Published according
November 13, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
Signed: N. Lenin
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RESOLUTION OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
OF THE ST. PETERSBURG SOVIET OF WORKERS’
DEPUTIES ON MEASURES FOR COUNTERACTING

THE LOCK-OUT
ADOPTED ON NOVEMBER 14 (27), 1905

Citizens, over a hundred thousand workers have been
thrown on to the streets in St. Petersburg and other cities.

The autocratic government has declared war on the revo-
lutlonary proletariat. The reactionary bourgeoisie is join-
ing hands with the autocracy, intending to starve the workers
into submission and disrupt the struggle for freedom.

The Soviet of Workers’ Deputies declares that this un-
paralleled mass dismissal of workers is an act of provoca-
tion on the part of the government. The government wants to
provoke the proletariat of St. Petersburg to isolated out-
breaks; the government wants to take advantage of the fact
that the workers of other cities have not yet rallied close-
ly enough to the St. Petersburg workers, and to defeat them
all piecemeal.

The Soviet of Workers’ Deputies declares that the cause
of liberty is in danger. But the workers will not fall into
the trap laid by the government. The workers will not ac-
cept battle in the unfavourable conditions in which the gov-
ernment wants to impose battle on them. We must and
shall exert every effort to unite the whole struggle—the
struggle that is being waged both by the proletariat of all
Russia and by the revolutionary peasantry, both by the
Army and by the Navy, which are already heroically rising
for freedom.

In view of the foregoing, the Soviet of Workers’ Depu-
ties resolves;
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(1) All factories that have been shut down must imme-
diately be reopened and all dismissed comrades reinstated.
All sections of the people that cherish freedom in reality,
and not in words only, are invited to support this demand.

(2) In support of this demand, the Soviet of Workers’
Deputies considers it necessary to appeal to the solidarity
of the entire Russian proletariat, and, if the demand is
rejected, to call upon the latter to resort to a general polit-
ical strike and other forms of resolute struggle.

(3) In preparation for this action, the Soviet of Workers’
Deputies has instructed the Executive Committee to enter
into immediate communication with the workers of other
cities, with the railwaymen’s, post and telegraph employees’,
peasant and other unions, as well as with the Army and Navy,
by sending delegates and by other means.

(4) As soon as this preliminary work is completed, the
Executive Committee is to call a special meeting of the So-
viet of Workers’ Deputies to take a final decision with re-
gard to a strike.

(5) The St. Petersburg proletariat has asked all the work-
ers and all sections of society and the people to support
the dismissed workers with all the means at their disposal—
material, moral and political.

Novaya Zhizn, No. 13, Published according
November 15, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
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THE PROVOCATION THAT FAILED

The resolution of the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies®
which we print in this issue marks an exceedingly important
stage in the development of the revolution.

The alliance of the government and the bourgeoisie is
making an attempt to defeat the proletariat, taking advan-
tage of its exhaustion. In answer to the introduction of an
eight-hour day in the St. Petersburg factories by revolu-
tionary means, the bourgeoisie has announced a lock-out.

The plot has been hatched. They have decided to fight
the strike by means of a mass dismissal of workers. Govern-
ment-owned works are being shut down, together with many
private works. Tens of thousands of workers have been
thrown on to the streets. The intention is to provoke the
St. Petersburg proletariat exhausted by the previous bat-
tles, to a new conflict in most unfavourable conditions.

Following the advice of the Social-Democratic representa-
tives, the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies has decided to expose
the plot of the counter-revolution before the workers and
to caution the proletariat of St. Petersburg against allow-
ing itself to be drawn into a trap. The Soviet has answered
the challenge to fight single-handed by appealing for a
united struggle throughout Russia; it has answered by imme-
diate steps to consolidate the alliance of the revolutionary
workers with the revolutionary peasants and with those sec-
tions of the Army and Navy which are beginning to revolt in
all parts of Russia.

At such a moment, more than at any other time, it is
essential to direct all our efforts towards uniting the army
of the revolution all over Russia, it is essential to preserve
our forces, to use the liberties we have won for agitation

*See pp. 50-51 of this volume.—Ed.
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and organisation increased a hundredfold, to prepare for
new decisive battles. Let the autocracy unite with the
reactionary bourgeoisie! Let the liberal bourgeoisie (as rep-
resented by the congress of Zemstvo?® and municipal leaders
in Moscow?!) vote confidence in the government, which hypo-
critically talks about liberty and at the same time uses
armed force to crush Poland for demanding the most ele-
mentary guarantees of liberty!

We must counteract the alliance between the autocracy
and the bourgeoisie by an alliance between the Social-
Democrats and all revolutionary bourgeois democrats.
The socialist proletariat holds out its hand to the peasantry
fighting for freedom, and calls on it to join in a concerted
general onslaught all over the country.

It is in this that the enormous importance of the deci-
sion of the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies lies. We Social-
Democrats must see to it that the whole Party comes to
the assistance of the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies. We are
bent on more than just the democratic revolution. We are
fighting for socialism, i.e., for the complete emancipation
of the toilers from all oppression, economic as well as polit-
ical. Our Party admits into its ranks only those who recog-
nise this great aim and who never for a moment forget the
necessity of preparing the forces for its attainment.

But just because we socialists want to reach our social-
ist goal, we are striving for the most thorough fulfilment of
the democratic revolution, for the winning of complete
liberty in the interests of a successful fight for socialism.
That is why we must go hand in hand with those revolution-
ary democrats who do not want to bargain with the gov-
ernment, but to fight it, who do not want to curtail the
revolution, but to carry it to completion—with these people
we must go hand in hand, without, however, merging with
them. Long live, then, the alliance of the socialist proletar-
iat and the whole revolutionary people! All the forces of
reaction, all the attacks of the counter-revolution will
break down before their joint onslaught.

Novaya Zhizn, No. 13, Published according
November 15, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
Signed: N. Lenin
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THE ARMED FORCES AND THE REVOLUTION

The insurrection at Sevastopol continues to spread.
Things are coming to a head. The sailors and soldiers who
are fighting for freedom are removing their officers. Com-
plete order is being maintained. The government is unable
to repeat the dirty trick it played at Kronstadt,?? it
is unable to engineer riots. The squadron has refused to
put to sea and threatens to shell the town if any attempt
is made to suppress the insurgents. Command of the Ochakov
has been taken over by Lieutenant Schmidt (retired), who
was dismissed from the service for an “insolent” speech
about defending, arms in hand, the liberties promised by
the Manifesto of October 17.2% According to a report in
Rus,?* the term fixed {or the sailors’ surrender expires to-
day, the 15th.

We are thus on the eve of the decisive moment. The
next few days—perhaps hours—will show whether the insur-
gents will win a complete victory, whether they will be
defeated, or whether a bargain will be struck. In any case,
the Sevastopol events signify the complete collapse of the
old slavish order in the armed forces, the system which trans-
formed soldiers into armed machines and made them instru-
ments for the suppression of the slightest striving after
freedom.

Gone for ever are the days when Russian troops could
be sent abroad to suppress a revolution—as happened in
1849.25 Today the armed forces have irretrievably turned
away from the autocracy. They have not yet become wholly
revolutionary. The political consciousness of the soldiers
and sailors is still at a very low level. But the important
thing is that it has already awakened, that the soldiers
have started a movement of their own, that the spirit of
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liberty has penetrated into the barracks everywhere. Mili-
tary barracks in Russia are as a rule worse than any pris-
ons; nowhere is individuality so crushed and oppressed as
in the barracks; nowhere are torture, beating and degrada-
tion of the human being so rife. And these barracks are
becoming hotbeds of revolution.

The Sevastopol events are neither isolated nor acci-
dental. Let us not speak of former attempts at open insur-
rection in the Navy and in the Army. Let us compare the
sparks at St. Petersburg with the fire at Sevastopol. Let us
recall the soldiers’ demands which are now being formulated
in various military units at St. Petersburg (they appeared
in yesterday’s issue of our paper). What a remarkable docu-
ment this list of demands is! How clearly it shows that the
slavish army is being transformed into a revolutionary army.
And what power can now prevent the spread of similar de-
mands throughout the Navy and throughout the Army?

The soldiers stationed in St. Petersburg want better
rations, better clothing, better quarters, higher pay, a
reduction in the term of service and shorter daily drill.
But more prominent among their demands are those which
could be presented only by the civic-minded soldier. They
include the right to attend in uniform at all meetings,
“on an equal footing with all other citizens”, the right to
read all newspapers and keep them in the barracks, freedom of
conscience, equal rights for all nationalities, complete
abolition of all deference to rank outside the barracks,
the abolition of officers’ batmen, the abolition of courts
martial, jurisdiction for the civil courts over all military
offences, the right to present complaints collectively, the
right to defend oneself against any attempt on the part of a
superior to strike a subordinate. Such are the principal
demands of the soldiers in St. Petersburg.

These demands show that a great part of the Army is
already at one with the men of Sevastopol who have risen
for liberty.

These demands show that the hypocritical talk of the
henchmen of the autocracy about the neutrality of the armed
forces, about the need to keep the forces out of politics,
etc. cannot count on the slightest sympathy among the
soldiers.
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The armed forces cannot and should not be neutral. Not
to drag them into politics is the slogan of the hypocritical
servants of the bourgeoisie and of tsarism, who in fact have
always dragged the forces into reactionary politics, and
turned Russian soldiers into henchmen of the Black Hun-
dreds, accomplices of the police. It is impossible to hold aloof
from the struggle the whole people is waging for liberty.
Whoever shows indifference to this struggle is supporting
the outrages of the police government, which promised lib-
erty only to mock at it.

The demands of the soldier-citizens are the demands of
Social-Democracy, of all the revolutionary parties, of the
class-conscious workers. By joining the ranks of the support-
ers of liberty and siding with the people, the soldiers will
ensure victory for the cause of liberty and the satisfaction
of their own demands.

But in order to secure the really complete and lasting
satisfaction of these demands, it is necessary to take anoth-
er little step forward. All the separate wishes of the sol-
diers, worn out by the accursed convict life of the bar-
racks, should be brought together into a single whole. And
put together, these demands will read: abolition of the
standing army and introduction of the arming of the whole
people in its stead.

Everywhere, in all countries, the standing army is used
not so much against the external enemy as against the in-
ternal enemy. Everywhere the standing army has become
the weapon of reaction, the servant of capital in its struggle
against labour, the executioner of the people’s liberty. Let
us not, therefore, stop short at mere partial demands in
our great liberating revolution. Let us tear the evil up by
the roots. Let us do away with the standing army altogether.
Let the army merge with the armed people, let the soldiers
bring to the people their military knowledge, let the barracks
disappear to be replaced by free military schools. No power
on earth will dare to encroach upon free Russia, if the bul-
wark of her liberty is an armed people which has destroyed
the military caste, which has made all soldiers citizens and
all citizens capable of bearing arms, soldiers.

The experience of Western Europe has shown how utterly
reactionary the standing army is. Military science has
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proved that a people’s militia is quite practicable, that it can
rise to the military tasks presented by a war both of de-
fence and of attack. Let the hypocritical or the sentimental
bourgeoisie dream of disarmament. So long as there are
oppressed and exploited people in the world, we must strive,
not for disarmament, but for the arming of the whole people.
It alone will fully safeguard liberty. It alone will com-
pletely overthrow reaction. Only when this change has been
effected will the millions of toilers, and not a mere hand-
ful of exploiters, enjoy real liberty.

Written on November 15 (28), 1905

Novaya Zhizn, No. 14, Published according
November 16, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
Signed: N. Lenin
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THE SCALES ARE WAVERING

Russia’s present condition is often described as anarchy.
In reality, this incorrect and lying designation expresses
the fact that there is no established order in the country.
The war of a new, free Russia against the old, feudal-
autocratic Russia is raging all along the line. The autocracy
is no longer strong enough to defeat the revolution, and the
revolution is not yet strong enough to defeat tsarism. The
old regime has been smashed but not yet destroyed, and the
new, free order exists unrecognised, half-concealed, very
often persecuted by the minions of the autocratic regime.

Such a state of affairs may last for quite a while yet,
it will inevitably be attended by manifestations of instabil-
ity and vacillation in all spheres of social and political
life: people hostile to liberty, who now profess to be friends
of liberty by way of a military stratagem, will inevitably
try to fish in these troubled waters. But the longer this
state of transition lasts, the more surely will it lead to the
complete and decisive victory of the revolutionary prole-
tariat and peasantry. For nothing opens the eyes of the
most ignorant masses of town and country so effectively,
nothing so greatly rouses even the most indifferent and most
sleepy, as this long-drawn-out decay of the autocracy, which
has been condemned by all and has acknowledged its con-
demnation.

What do the latest political events tell us—this new
and great strike of the post and telegraph employees,?® this
growing ferment and growing revolutionary organisation in
the armed forces and even in the police, this victory of
politically-backward troops fettered by discipline over the
army of freedom in Sevastopol, this unparalleled slump in



THE SCALES ARE WAVERING 59

government securities? They tell us that the autocracy is
firing its last shots and using up its last reserves. Even the
stock exchange—loyal to the tsar in its bourgeois cowardice
and its bourgeois longing for the end of the revolution—
even the stock exchange has no faith in the “victors” of
Sevastopol. These events tell us that the revolutionary
people is steadily extending its conquests, rousing new
fighters, exercising its forces, improving its organisation
and marching forward to victory, advancing as irresistibly
as an avalanche.

The weapon of the political strike is being perfected;
new contingents of workers are now learning to wield this
weapon, workers without whom a modern civilised commu-
nity cannot exist even for a single day. The awareness of the
need for freedom is growing in the armed forces and in the
police, preparing new centres of insurrection, new Kron-
stadts and new Sevastopols.

The victors of Sevastopol have hardly any reason for
rejoicing. The Crimean insurrection has been defeated.
The insurrection of all Russia is invincible.

Let worker Social-Democrats therefore prepare for even
greater events, which will impose on them an immense re-
sponsibility!

Let them not forget that only a solidly united Social-
Democratic Party can lead the proletariat of Russia to
victory, hand in hand with the Social-Democratic proletar-
iat of the whole world!

Novaya Zhizn, No. 16, Published according
November 18, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
Signed: N. Lenin
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LEARN FROM THE ENEMY

The bourgeois democrats of Nasha Zhizn?" have launched a
campaign against “the mixture of Marxism and barbarism”.
We strongly recommend all class-conscious workers to look
closely into the arguments of the radical democrats.

Nothing facilitates an understanding of the political
essence of developments as greatly as their evaluation by one’s
adversaries (that is, of course, unless the latter are hope-
lessly stupid).

Nasha Zhizn does not like “the struggle of one section
of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party against the
St. Petersburg Soviet of Workers’ Deputies”, or, to be exact,
the struggle of the Social-Democrats against “non-partisan”
class organisations, as the newspaper itself puts it. Our
radicals say that the workers must unite. That means—that
means that the leaders of the Soviet who “are endeavouring
to unite the entire proletariat without distinction of polit-
ical creed” are right. And the radicals triumphantly show
us up as contradicting our own principle of the “class strug-
gle”.

Learn from your enemies, comrade workers, who sympa-
thise with the formation of a non-partisan workers’ organi-
sation, or are at least indifferent to this desire! Call to mind
the Communist Manifesto of Marx and Engels, which speaks
of the transformation of the proletariat into a class in keep-
ing with the growth not only of its unity, but also of its
political consciousness.?® Remember the example of such
countries as England, where the class struggle of the prole-
tariat against the bourgeoisie has been going on every-
where and at all times, in spite of which the proletariat
has remained disunited, its elected representatives have been
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bought up by the bourgeoisie, its class-consciousness has been
corrupted by the ideologists of capital, its strength has been
dissipated through the desertion of the masses of the workers
by the labour aristocracy. Think of all this, comrade workers,
and you will come to the conclusion that only a Social-Demo-
cratic proletariat is a proletariat conscious of its class
tasks. Down with non-partisanship! Non-partisanship has
always and everywhere been a weapon and slogan of the
bourgeoisie. Under certain conditions, we can and must
march together with proletarians who are not class-conscious,
with proletarians who accept non-proletarian doctrines (the
programme of the “Socialist-Revolutionaries™). But under
no circumstances and at no time must we relax our strict
Party approach, under no circumstances and at no time must
we forget, or allow others to forget, that hostility to So-
cial-Democracy within the ranks of the proletariat is a relic
of bourgeois views among the proletariat.

Novaya Zhizn, No. 16, Published according
November 18, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
Signed: N. Lenin
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REVOLUTIONARY OFFICE ROUTINE
AND REVOLUTIONARY ACTION

It was only natural and inevitable in our revolutionary
movement that the question of a constituent assembly should
be brought forward. To sweep away the survivals of the old,
semi-feudal institutions of autocratic Russia for good and
all, to determine the institutions of new, free Russia, one
cannot conceive of any consistent and logical path save
that of calling a constituent assembly of the whole people.
True, in actual life consistent and logical objectives are
rarely realised in full; life always introduces many unfore-
seen features which complicate and confuse the issue, which
mix up the old and the new. But whoever sincerely wishes to
have done with the old and knows how to work for that end
must define clearly what a constituent assembly stands for,
and fight with all his might for its realisation in its full
and unadulterated form.

The party of the class-conscious proletariat, the Social-
Democratic Party, advanced the demand for a constituent
assembly as far back as 1903, in its Programme adopted at
the Second Congress. “The Russian Social-Democratic Labour
Party,” reads the last section of our Programme, “is firmly
convinced that the complete, consistent and lasting attain-
ment of the above-mentioned political and economic reforms
[the establishment of a democratic state system, labour pro-
tection, etc.]* can be achieved only by overthrowing the
autocracy and convoking a constituent assembly, freely elect-
ed by the whole people.”

*Interpolations in square brackets (within passages quoted by
Lenin) have been introduced by Lenin, unless otherwise indicated.—
Ed.
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These words clearly show that our Party is concerned not
only with the purely formal, but also with the material
conditions for the convocation of a constituent assembly,
1.e., with the conditions which would make such an assembly
truly national and truly constituent. It is not enough to call
an assembly “constituent”, it is not enough to convene rep-
resentatives of the people, even though they be chosen by
universal and equal suffrage, direct elections and secret bal-
lot, even though freedom of elections be really guaranteed.
In addition to all these conditions, it is necessary that the
constituent assembly have the authority and the force to
constitute a new order. There have been cases in the history
of revolutions when an assembly was nominally constituent,
while in actual fact real force and power were not in its hands
but in the hands of the old autocracy. This was the case in
the German revolution of 1848, which explains why the “con-
stituent” assembly of that period, the notorious Frankfurt
Parliament, acquired the shameful reputation of a contempt-
ible “talking shop”. That assembly babbled about freedom,
decreed freedom, but took no practical steps to remove the
government institutions which were destroying freedom.
It is quite natural, therefore, that that pitiable assembly of
pitiable liberal-bourgeois prattlers withdrew from the
scene in ignominy.

In present-day Russia the question of the convocation of
a constituent assembly heads the list of the political ques-
tions of the day. And it is now that the practical side of this
question is becoming a matter of the utmost urgency. What
1s important is not so much whether a constituent assem-
bly will be convoked (it is probable that even Count Witte,
that ministerial broker, will agree to it tomorrow), but wheth-
er it will be a truly national and truly constituent assembly.

As a matter of fact, the experience of our revolution,
despite the fact that it is only just beginning, has already
shown clearly what jugglery may be performed with words
and promises in general, and with the constituent assembly
slogan in particular. Just call to mind the recent congress of
Zemstvo and municipal leaders—the “Cadets”?°—in Mos-
cow. Recall their famous formula: a State Duma with con-
stituent functions for drawing up a constitution to be
approved by the Emperor.... Even the bourgeois-democratic
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press noted the inherently contradictory nature and absurdity
of this formula. To “constitute” a new political order “to be ap-
proved” by the head of the old government—what does this
mean but legalising two governments, two equal (on paper)
supreme authorities—the authority of the people risen in
revolt and the authority of the old autocracy. It is obvious
that equality between them is a sheer semblance, that in
practice the terms of any “compromise” between them depend
on which side has the preponderance of force. Thus, in their
“ideal” plan of transition from the old Russia to the new,
the liberal bourgeois were legitimising the coexistence of
two equal, mutually hostile and contending forces, i.e.,
they were legitimising an eternal and hopeless struggle.

This contradiction cannot be explained by simple formal
logic. But it is fully explained by the logic of the class in-
terests of the bourgeoisie. The bourgeoisie is afraid of
complete freedom, of full democracy, for it knows that the
class-conscious, i.e., socialist, proletariat will use this
freedom to fight against the domination of capital. There-
fore what the bourgeoisie really wants is not complete free-
dom, not the full sovereignty of the people, but a deal with
reaction, with the autocracy. The bourgeoisie wants parlia-
mentarism in order to ensure the domination of capital rath-
er than that of the bureaucracy, and at the same time it
wants the monarchy, a standing army, the preservation of
certain privileges for the bureaucracy, because it does not
want to allow the revolution to reach its final goal, because
it does not want to arm the proletariat—“arming” meaning
both direct arming with weapons and arming with complete
freedom. The contradictory class position of the bourgeoisie
between the autocracy and the proletariat inevitably gives
rise, irrespectively of the will or consciousness of this or that
individual, to senseless and absurd formulas of “compromise”.
The constituent assembly slogan is turned into an empty
phrase the great demand of the proletariat which has risen
to win freedom is reduced to a farce—this is the way the
bourgeoisie profanes absolutely everything, substituting
haggling for struggle.

The radical bourgeois of Nasha Zhizn do not see this inev-
itably false and spurious presentation of the question
by the liberals, when they extol with serious mien the “draft”
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for the convocation of a constituent assembly prepared by
Messrs. Falbork and Charnolusky, and then also by the
Central Bureau of the Union of Unions. It is ridiculous to
make such “drafts”, gentlemen! You are following in the
footsteps of the “Cadets”, who have betrayed the revolution.
You forget that paper drafts, like all constitutional illusions,
corrupt the revolutionary consciousness of the people and
weaken their fighting spirit, for they obscure the main
point and entirely distort the question itself. After all, you
are not engaged in propaganda for a political ABC. You
are putting the question practically, as is indicated by the
very nature of the discussion of the draft “by representa-
tives of the extreme and the moderate parties”, which you
have proposed. It is Manilovism?®® on your part, esteemed
bourgeois democrats, to admit, on the one hand, that it is
desirable for the constituent assembly to possess “full” pow-
er and attempt, on the other hand, to unite the extreme
parties with the “moderate” parties, i.e., those who desire
such full power with those who do not desire it.

Off with the frills and furbelows! We have had enough
of lying liberal phrases! It is time to draw the line. To
the right—the autocracy and the liberal bourgeoisie, who
have in effect been brought together by their opposition to
the transfer of all power—sole, full and indivisible—to a
constituent assembly. To the left—the socialist proletariat
and the revolutionary peasantry or, more broadly, the
whole of revolutionary bourgeois democracy. They want the
constituent assembly to have full power. For this they can
and must conclude a fighting alliance, without, of course,
merging. It is not paper drafts they need, but fighting meas-
ures, not the organisation of office routine, but the organi-
sation of a victorious struggle for liberty.

Novaya Zhizn, No. 18, Published according
November 20, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
Signed: N. Lenin
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THE DYING AUTOCRACY
AND NEW ORGANS OF POPULAR RULE*

The insurrection is gaining ground. The impotence,
confusion and disintegration of the autocratic Witte Govern-
ment are increasing. The organisation of the most diverse
groups, sections and classes of the people, the organisation
of the revolutionary and the counter-revolutionary forces,
is growing in breadth and depth.

Such is the situation at present. It can be expressed in
the words: organisation and mobilisation of the revolution.
Land battles in Voronezh and Kiev follow on the heels of
the naval battle in Sevastopol. In Kiev the armed uprising
apparently goes a step further, a step in the direction of
merging the revolutionary army with the revolutionary work-
ers and students. That, at any rate, is the testimony of the
report in Rus about a meeting of 16,000 people in the Kiev
Polytechnical Institute, held under the protection of a sap-
per battalion of insurgent soldiers.

It is quite natural that in the circumstances even the
liberal bourgeoisie, which longs from the bottom of its
heart for a deal with the autocracy, is beginning to lose pa-
tience, to lose faith in the “great” acrobat Witte, and to cast
its eyes towards the left, in search of a force capable of carry-
ing out the revolution which has become an absolute neces-
sity.

In this respect, the stand taken by Rus is highly instruc-
tive. This newspaper clearly sees that “events are beginning
to pile up in just such an avalanche as preceded October 17”.
And so, on the one hand, it appeals to the very Zemstvo
leaders who have manifested no less confusion, impotence
and helplessness than the autocratic government.
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It calls on them “not to delay” and to take “part in the
impending events”, in order “to give the outcome of these
events mild forms, least prejudicial and most favourable to
the country”. On the other hand, this very same Rus dis-
agrees with Slovo,?? declaring that “no one believes that the
present government could convoke a State Duma under the
present circumstances”. “At present,” states Rus, “it is nec-
essary to think of forming a government that could con-
voke a Duma.”

Thus, under the pressure of the revolutionary proletariat,
the liberal bourgeoisie takes another step to the left.
Yesterday it was expressing a desire to bargain with Witte
and adopted a conditional vote of confidence in him (at the
Zemstvo Congress). Today confidence in Witte is waning, and
capital is demanding a new government. Rus proposes that
all liberation parties set up a special national council of
deputies, which would become a “powerful instrument of
pressure on the government, if the latter shows itself still
[!'] capable of functioning, and an organ of power of the peo-
ple ready for use, to take over the duties of the government
provisionally in the event of the latter’s utter incapacity and
collapse™.

In plain and simple Russian, an organ of power of the
people which temporarily assumes the duties of a government
that has collapsed is called a provisional revolutionary
government. Such a government is bound to be provisional,
for its authority expires with the convocation of a constit-
uent assembly representing the whole people. Such a gov-
ernment is bound to be revolutionary, for it replaces a gov-
ernment that has collapsed, and it does so with the support
of the revolution. The very replacement of one by the other
cannot occur other than by revolutionary means. Such a
government must become an “organ of power of the people”,
carrying out everywhere the demands put forward by the
people and replacing at once, immediately and everywhere
all the old, autocratic and Black-Hundred “organs of power”
by organs of power of the people, i.e., either by representa-
tives of the provisional revolutionary government or by
elected persons in all cases where elections are possible—on
the basis, of course, of universal, equal and direct suffrage
by secret ballot.
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We are very glad that the liberal monarchist bourgeoisie
has arrived at the idea of a provisional revolutionary gov-
ernment. We are glad not because we believe that the liber-
als have sided with the revolution, not because we have sud-
denly begun to put faith in their sincerity, steadfastness
and consistency. No, we are glad because it is an obvious
and indubitable sign of the strength of the revolution. The
revolution must have become a force since even the lib-
eral monarchist bourgeoisie has come to realise the
necessity for a provisional revolutionary government.

We are not forgetting, of course, that the liberals want to
use such a government as a threat to the autocracy more
than they desire its establishment, just as a customer threat-
ens the shopkeeper that he will go to another shop. Lower
your price, Mr. Witte, or we shall go into the provisional rev-
olutionary government, “mildly” termed “general council
of deputies” or “national council of deputies”! Only this de-
sire to go on haggling can explain the seeming senselessness
and absurdity of Rus declaring the Witte Government in-
capable of convening representatives of the people, and yet
in the same breath granting that it is possible for this govern-
ment to “show itself still capable of functioning”.

Oh, no, gentlemen of the liberal camp, these are not times
in which such wiles can succeed or in which duplicity can
remain unexposed! The people are fighting against the
autocracy, which (on October 17) promised liberty only to
make a mock of liberty, to outrage it. A provisional revolu-
tionary government is the organ of a people fighting for lib-
erty. The struggle for liberty against a government which
is trampling liberty underfoot is (at a certain stage in the
development of this struggle) an armed uprising, and this
is what is now taking place in Russia all along the line.
A provisional revolutionary government is the organ of
insurrection, uniting all who have risen in revolt and exer-
cising political leadership of the insurrection. Therefore
anyone who talks of the possibility and necessity of a provi-
sional revolutionary government, and yet permits of a deal
with the old government which is to be superseded, is
either confusing matters or committing an act of treachery.
Indeed, just think, gentlemen who write in Rus: can there
really be such simpletons among the supporters of the revo-
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lution who would voluntarily accept as members of a provi-
sional revolutionary government individuals, or representa-
tives of parties, who regard the old government as still
“capable of functioning” and who continue to pay it visits
by the back door, to bargain with it? Just consider: would
the Russian Army have gained or lost by including the patri-
otic young men of Manchuria in its ranks? Most likely it
would have lost, for the Manchurian patriots would have
betrayed the Russians to the Japanese. The revolutionary
people of Russia will likewise lose if the “patriots”, the monar-
chist-minded patriots of the money-bag (i.e., the liberal
bourgeois), betray them to the Witte autocracy.

Let the liberal bourgeoisie regard the provisional revo-
lutionary government as a mere threat to the autocracy.
For the socialist proletariat, for the revolutionary peasant-
ry, and for all those who are resolutely and irrevocably
taking a stand with them in the struggle for liberty, the
establishment of a provisional revolutionary government is
a great and extremely important task, which becomes more
pressing with every day. The October revolution, together
with the military risings which followed it, has so weakened
the autocracy that the organs of a new power—that of the
people—have begun to spring up spontaneously, on the
ground ploughed up by the political strike and fertilised
with the blood of the champions of liberty. These organs are
the revolutionary parties and militant organisations of the
workers, peasants and other sections of the people who are wag-
ing a genuine revolutionary struggle. These organs are bring-
ing about in practice the alliance between the socialist
proletariat and the revolutionary petty bourgeoisie. We must
now extend and consolidate this fighting alliance, give it
shape and cement it, so that the organs of the new power
are prepared for the coming repetition of October 17, so that
all the fighters for liberty throughout Russia may then come
forward with a common programme of immediate political
changes—organised, self-disciplined, well aware of their
aim, keeping out all traitors, all waverers, all windbags.
For us representatives of the socialist proletariat the forth-
coming democratic revolution is only one of the steps to the
great goal, the socialist revolution. Bearing this in mind, we
shall never merge with the petty-bourgeois parties or groups,
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however sincere, revolutionary or strong they may be; we
know for certain that on the road to socialism, the ways of
the worker and of the petty proprietor will very often inevi-
tably diverge. But it is in the interests of socialism that we
shall now do our utmost for the democratic revolution to be
accomplished as speedily, as fully and as resolutely as pos-
sible. With this end in view, we shall conclude, and are con-
cluding, a temporary fighting alliance with all the revo-
lutionary-democratic forces to attain our common immedi-
ate political aim. It is to this end that, while strictly pre-
serving our Party identity and independence, we enter the
Soviets of Workers’ Deputies and other revolutionary asso-
ciations. Long live the new organs of power of the people!
Welcome to the single, supreme and victorious organ of
popular rule!

And to the radical bourgeois we shall say in parting:
Gentlemen, you chatter about organs of power of the people.
It is only strength that makes power. In present-day society,
only the armed people headed by the armed proletariat can
constitute this strength. If sympathy with liberty were proved
by words, we should probably have to call even the authors
of the Manifesto of October 17 supporters of liberty. But if
it has to be proved by deeds, then the only such deed at the
present time is assistance in arming the workers, assistance
in forming and building up a genuinely revolutionary army.
So make your choice, gentlemen: will you go to Mr. Witte’s
antechamber to beg for crumbs of liberty, to haggle over the
curtailment of liberty, or to the “organs of power of the
people”, to the provisional revolutionary government, to
fight selflessly for complete liberty? Choose!

Novaya Zhizn, No. 19, Published according
November 23, 1905 to the text in Novaya Zhizn
Signed: N. Lenin
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SOCIALISM AND ANARCHISM

The Executive Committee of the Soviet of Workers’ Dep-
uties decided yesterday, November 23, to reject the applica-
tion of the anarchists for representation on the Executive Com-
mittee and on the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies. The Execu-
tive Committee itself has given the following reasons for this
decision: “(1) In the whole of international practice, congresses
and socialist conferences have never included representa-
tives of the anarchists, since they do not recognise the politi-
cal struggle as a means for the achievement of their ideals;
(2) only parties can be represented, and the anarchists are not
a party.”

We consider the decision of the Executive Committee
to be in the highest degree correct, and of enormous impor-
tance from the point of view both of principle and of practi-
cal politics. If we were to regard the Soviet of Workers’
Deputies as a workers’ parliament or as an organ of proleta-
rian self-government, then of course it would have been
wrong to reject the application of the anarchists. However
insignificant (fortunately) the influence of the anarchists
among our workers may be, nevertheless, a certain number of
workers undoubtedly support them. The question whether
the anarchists constitute a party, an organisation, a group,
or a voluntary association of like-minded people, is a formal
question, and not of major importance in terms of principle.
Lastly, if the anarchists, while rejecting the political strug-
gle, apply for representation in an institution which is con-
ducting such a struggle, this crying inconsistency merely
goes to show once again how utterly unstable are the phi-
losophy and tactics of the anarchists. But, of course, instabil-
ity is no reason for excluding anyone from a “parliament”, or
an “organ of self-government”.
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We regard the decision of the Executive Committee as
absolutely correct and in no way contradicting the functions,
the character and the composition of this body. The Soviet
of Workers’ Deputies is not a labour parliament and not an
organ of proletarian self-government, nor an organ of self-
government at all, but a fighting organisation for the achieve-
ment of definite aims.

This fighting organisation includes, on the basis of a
temporary, unwritten fighting agreement, representatives
of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party (the party
of proletarian socialism), of the “Socialist-Revolutionary”
Party (the representatives of petty-bourgeois socialism, or
the extreme Left wing of revolutionary bourgeois democrats),
and finally many “non-party” workers. The latter, however,
are not non-party in general, but are non-party revolution-
aries, their sympathies being entirely on the side of the
revolution, for the victory of which they are fighting with
boundless enthusiasm, energy and self-sacrifice. For that
reason it will be quite natural to include representatives of
the revolutionary peasantry in the Executive Committee.

For all practical purposes, the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies
is an inchoate, broad fighting alliance of socialists and rev-
olutionary democrats, the term “non-party revolutionary”,
of course, representing a series of transitional stages between
the former and the latter. Such an alliance is obviously neces-
sary for the purpose of conducting political strikes and oth-
er, more active forms of struggle, for the urgent democratic
demands which have been accepted and approved by the over-
whelming majority of the population. In an alliance of this
sort, the anarchists will not be an asset, but a liability;
they will merely bring disorganisation and thus weaken the
force of the joint assault; to them it is still “debatable”
whether political reform is urgent and important. The ex-
clusion of anarchists from the fighting alliance which is car-
rying out, as it were, our democratic revolution, is quite nec-
essary from the point of view of this revolution and is in
its interests. There can be a place in a fighting alliance only
for those who fight for the aim of that alliance. If, for exam-
ple, the “Cadets” or the “Party of Law and Order”3® had man-
aged to recruit at least several hundred workers into their
St. Petersburg branches, the Executive Committee of the
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Soviet of Workers’ Deputies would hardly have opened its
doors to the representatives of such organisations.

In explaining its decision, the Executive Committee re-
fers to the practice of international socialist congresses. We
warmly welcome this statement, this recognition by the
executive body of the St. Petersburg Soviet of Workers’
Deputies of the ideological leadership of the international
Social-Democratic movement. The Russian revolution
has already acquired international significance. The enemies
of the revolution in Russia are already conspiring with
Wilhelm II and with all sorts of reactionaries, tyrants,
militarists and exploiters in Europe against free Russia.
Neither shall we forget that the complete victory of our
revolution demands an alliance of the revolutionary prole-
tariat of Russia with the socialist workers of all countries.

It is not for nothing that international socialist congresses
adopted the decision not to admit the anarchists. A wide
gulf separates socialism from anarchism, and it is in vain
that the agents-provocateurs of the secret police and the news-
paper lackeys of reactionary governments pretend that this
gulf does not exist. The philosophy of the anarchists is bour-
geois philosophy turned inside out. Their individualistic
theories and their individualistic ideal are the very opposite
of socialism. Their views express, not the future of bour-
geois society, which is striding with irresistible force towards
the socialisation of labour, but the present and even the past
of that society, the domination of blind chance over the scat-
tered and isolated small producer. Their tactics, which
amount to a repudiation of the political struggle, disunite
the proletarians and convert them in fact into passive parti-
cipators in one bourgeois policy or another, since it is im-
possible and unrealisable for the workers really to dissociate
themselves from politics.

In the present Russian revolution, the task of rallying
the forces of the proletariat, of organising it, of politically
educating and training the working class, is more impera-
tive than ever. The more outrageous the conduct of the Black-
Hundred government, the more zealously its agents-provo-
cateurs strive to fan base passions among the ignorant
masses and the more desperately the defenders of the autoc-
racy, which is rotting alive, clutch at every opportunity
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to discredit the revolution by organising hold-ups, pogroms
and assassinations, and by fuddling lumpen proletarians
with drink, the more important is the task of organisation
that falls primarily to the party of the socialist proletariat.
And we shall therefore resort to every means of ideological
struggle to keep the influence of the anarchists over the Rus-
sian workers just as negligible as it has been so far.

Written on November 24 (December 7),
1905

Published in Novaya Zhizn, No. 21, Published according
November 25, 1905 to the newspaper text
Signed: N. Lenin
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THE SOCIALIST PARTY
AND NON-PARTY REVOLUTIONISM

I

The revolutionary movement in Russia, which is rapidly
spreading to ever new sections of the population, is giving
rise to a number of non-party organisations. The longer the
urge for association has been suppressed and persecuted, the
more forcibly it asserts itself. All sorts of organisations, fre-
quently loose in form, and most original in character, are
constantly springing up. They have no hard and fast bound-
aries, as have organisations in Europe. Trade unions assume
a political character. The political struggle blends with the
economic struggle—as, for instance, in the form of strikes—
and this gives rise to temporary, or more or less permanent,
organisations of a blended type.

What is the significance of this phenomenon, and what
should be the attitude of Social-Democrats towards it?

Strict adherence to the party principle is the corollary and
the result of a highly developed class struggle. And, vice
versa, the interests of the open and widespread class strug-
gle demand the development of the strict party principle.
That is why the party of the class-conscious proletariat, the
Social-Democratic Party, has always quite rightly combated
the non-party idea, and has worked steadily to establish a
closely-knit, socialist workers’ party consistent in its prin-
ciples. The more thoroughly the development of capitalism
splits up the entire people into classes, accentuating the
contradictions among them, the greater is the success of this
work among the masses.

It is quite natural that the present revolution in Russia
should have given rise, and should continue to give rise, to
so many non-party organisations. This is a democratic revo-
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lution, i.e., one which is bourgeois as regards its social and
economic content. This revolution is overthrowing the auto-
cratic semi-feudal system, extricating the bourgeois sys-
tem from it, and thereby putting into effect the demands of
all the classes of bourgeois society—in this sense being a
revolution of the whole people. This, of course, does not mean
that our revolution is not a class revolution; certainly not.
But it is directed against classes and castes which have be-
come or are becoming obsolete from the point of view of bour-
geois society, which are alien to that society and hinder its
development. And since the entire economic life of the coun-
try has already become bourgeois in all its main features,
since the overwhelming majority of the population is in fact
already living in bourgeois conditions of existence, the anti-
revolutionary elements are naturally extremely few in num-
ber, constituting truly a mere “handful” as compared with the
“people”. Hence the class nature of the bourgeois revolu-
tion inevitably reveals itself in the “popular”, at first glance
non-class, nature of the struggle of all classes of a bourgeois
society against autocracy and feudalism.

The epoch of the bourgeois revolution in Russia, no less
than in other countries, is distinguished by a relatively un-
developed state of the class contradictions peculiar to capital-
ist society. True, in Russia capitalism is more highly devel-
oped at the present time than it was in Germany in 1848,
to say nothing of France in 1789; but there is no doubt about
the fact that in Russia purely capitalist antagonisms are very
very much overshadowed by the antagonisms between “cul-
ture” and Asiatic barbarism, Europeanism and Tartarism, cap-
italism and feudalism; in other words, the demands that are
being put first today are those the satisfaction of which will
develop capitalism, cleanse it of the slag of feudalism and
improve the conditions of life and struggle both for the pro-
letariat and for the bourgeoisie.

Indeed, if we examine the demands, instructions and
doléances, which are now being drawn up in infinite numbers
in every factory, office, regiment, police unit, parish, educa-
tional institution, etc., etc., all over Russia, we shall
easily see that the overwhelming majority of them contain
purely “cultural” demands, if we may call them so. What I
mean is that actually they are not specifically class demands.
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but demands for elementary rights, demands which will
not destroy capitalism but, on the contrary, bring it within
the framework of Europeanism, and free it of barbarism,
savagery, corruption and other “Russian” survivals of serf-
dom. In essence, even the proletarian demands are limited,
in most cases, to reforms of the sort that are fully realisable
within the framework of capitalism. What the Russian pro-
letariat is demanding now and immediately is not some-
thing that will undermine capitalism, but something that
will cleanse it, something that will accelerate and intensify
its development.

Naturally, as a result of the special position which the
proletariat occupies in capitalist society, the striving of the
workers towards socialism, and their alliance with the Social-
ist Party assert themselves with elemental force at the very
earliest stages of the movement. But purely socialist demands
are still a matter of the future: the immediate demands of
the day are the democratic demands of the workers in the po-
litical sphere, and economic demands within the framework
of capitalism in the economic sphere. Even the proletariat
is making the revolution, as it were, within the limits of the
minimum programme and not of the maximum programme.
As for the peasantry, the vast and numerically overwhelm-
ing mass of the population, this goes without saying. Its
“maximum programme”, its ultimate aims, do not go beyond
the bounds of capitalism, which would grow more extensively
and luxuriantly if all the land were transferred to the whole
of the peasantry and the whole of the people. Today the peas-
ant revolution is a bourgeois revolution—however much
these words may jar on the sentimental ears of the sentimen-
tal knights of our petty-bourgeois socialism.

The character of the revolution now in progress, as out-
lined above, quite naturally gives rise to non-party organisa-
tions. The whole movement, therefore, on the surface in-
evitably acquires a non-party stamp, a non-party appearance
—Dbut only on the surface, of course. The urge for a “hu-
man”, civilised life, the urge to organise in defence of
human dignity, for one’s rights as man and citizen, takes hold of
everyone, unites all classes, vastly outgrows all party bounds
and shakes up people who as yet are very very far from being
able to rise to party allegiance. The vital need of immediate,
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elementary, essential rights and reforms puts off, as it were,
all thought and consideration of anything further. Preoccupa-
tion with the struggle in progress, a preoccupation that is
quite necessary and legitimate, for without it success in the
struggle would be impossible, causes people to idealise these
immediate, elementary aims, to depict them in rosy colours
and sometimes even to clothe them in fantastic garb.
Simple democracy, ordinary bourgeois democracy, is taken
as socialism and “registered” as such. Everything seems to be
“non-party”; everything seems to fuse into a single movement
for “liberation” (actually, a movement liberating the whole of
bourgeois society); everything acquires a faint, a very faint
tint of “socialism”, owing above all to the leading part played
by the socialist proletariat in the democratic struggle.

In these circumstances, the idea of non-partisanship can-
not but gain certain temporary successes. The slogan of non-
partisanship cannot but become a fashionable slogan, for fa-
shion drags helplessly at the tail of life, and it is the non-
party organisation that appears to be the most “common”
phenomenon on the surface of political life: non-party demo-
cratism, non-party strike-ism, non-party revolutionism.

The question now arises: what should be the attitude of
the adherents and representatives of the various classes to-
wards this fact of non-party organisation, towards this idea
of non-partisanship? “Should”, that is, not in the subjective
sense, but objectively, i.e., not in the sense of what view
to take of it, but in the sense of what attitude is inevitably
taking shape under the influence of the respective interests
and viewpoints of the various classes.

II

As we have already shown, the non-party principle is the
product—or, if you will, the expression—of the bourgeois
character of our revolution. The bourgeoisie cannot help
inclining towards the non-party principle, for the absence of
parties among those who are fighting for the liberation of
bourgeois society implies that no fresh struggle will arise
against this bourgeois society itself. Those who carry on a
“non-party” struggle for liberty are not aware of the bourgeois
nature of liberty, or they sanctify the bourgeois system, or
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else they put off the struggle against it, its “perfecting”, to
the Greek calends. And, conversely, those who consciously
or unconsciously stand for the bourgeois system cannot help
feeling attracted by the idea of non-partisanship.

In a society based upon class divisions, the struggle be-
tween the hostile classes is bound, at a certain stage of its
development, to become a political struggle. The most pur-
poseful, most comprehensive and specific expression of the
political struggle of classes is the struggle of parties. The
non-party principle means indifference to the struggle of
parties. But this indifference is not equivalent to neutrality,
to abstention from the struggle, for in the class struggle there
can be no neutrals; in capitalist society, it is impossible to
“abstain” from taking part in the exchange of commodities
or labour-power. And exchange inevitably gives rise to eco-
nomic and then to political struggle. Hence, in practice,
indifference to the struggle does not at all mean standing
aloof from the struggle, abstaining from it, or being neutral.
Indifference is tacit support of the strong, of those who rule.
In Russia, those who were indifferent towards the autocracy
prior to its fall during the October revolution tacitly sup-
ported the autocracy. In present-day Europe, those who are
indifferent towards the rule of the bourgeoisie tacitly sup-
port the bourgeoisie. Those who are indifferent towards the
idea that the struggle for liberty is of a bourgeois nature
tacitly support the domination of the bourgeoisie in this
struggle, in the free Russia now in the making. Political un-
concern is political satiety. A well-fed man is “unconcerned
with”, “indifferent to”, a crust of bread; a hungry man, how-
ever, will always take a “partisan” stand on the question of
a crust of bread. A person’s “unconcern and indifference”
with regard to a crust of bread does not mean that he does not
need bread, but that he is always sure of his bread, that he
is never in want of bread and that he has firmly attached
himself to the “party” of the well-fed. The non-party prin-
ciple in bourgeois society is merely a hypocritical, dis-
guised, passive expression of adherence to the party of the
well-fed, of the rulers, of the exploiters.

The non-party idea is a bourgeois idea. The party idea
is a socialist idea. This thesis, in general and as a whole is
applicable to all bourgeois society. One must, of course,
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be able to adapt this general truth to particular questions
and particular cases; but to forget this truth at a time when
the whole of bourgeois society is rising in revolt against
feudalism and autocracy means in practice completely to
renounce socialist criticism of bourgeois society.

The Russian revolution, despite the fact that it is still
in the early stages of its development, has already provided
no little material to confirm the general considerations here
outlined. Only the Social-Democratic Party, the party of
the class-conscious proletariat, has always insisted, and in-
sists now, upon strict adherence to the party principle. Our
liberals, who voice the views of the bourgeoisie, cannot bear
the socialist party principle and will not hear of class strug-
gle. One need but recall the recent speeches of Mr. Rodichev,
who for the hundredth time repeated what has been said
over and over again by Osvobozhdeniye?* abroad, as well as
by the innumerable vassal organs of Russian liberalism.
Finally, the ideology of the intermediate class, the petty
bourgeoisie, has found a clear expression in the views of the
Russian “radicals” of various shades, from Nasha Zhizn and
the “radical-democrats”3® to the “Socialist-Revolutionaries”.
The latter have demonstrated their confusion of socialism
with democracy most clearly over the agrarian question,
particularly by their slogan of “socialisation” (of the land
without socialising capital). It is likewise well known
that being tolerant towards bourgeois radicalism, they are
intolerant towards the Social-Democratic Party principle.

An analysis of just how the interests of the various classes
are reflected in the programme and tactics of the Rus-
sian liberals and radicals of all shades is beyond our subject.
We have touched upon this interesting question only in
passing, and must now proceed to draw the practical polit-
ical conclusions with regard to the attitude of our Party
towards non-party organisations.

Is it permissible for socialists to participate in non-party
organisations? If so, on what conditions? What tactics
should be pursued in these organisations?

The answer to the first question cannot be an uncondition-
al and categorical “no”. It would be wrong to say that in
no case and under no circumstances should Social-Democrats-
participate in non-party (i.e., more or less consciously or
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unconsciously bourgeois) organisations. In the period of
the democratic revolution, a refusal to participate in non-
party organisations would in certain circumstances amount
to a refusal to participate in the democratic revolution.
But undoubtedly socialists should confine these “certain
circumstances” to narrow limits, and should permit of such
participation only on strictly defined, restrictive condi-
tions. For while non-party organisations, as we have already
said, arise as a result of the relatively undeveloped state
of the class struggle, strict adherence to the party prin-
ciple, on the other hand, is one of the factors that make
the class struggle conscious, clear, definite, and principled.

To preserve the ideological and political independence
of the party of the proletariat is the constant, immutable
and absolute duty of socialists. Whoever fails to fulfil this
duty ceases to be a socialist in fact, however sincere his
“socialist” (in words) convictions may be. Socialists may
participate in non-party organisations only by way of ex-
ception; and the very purpose, nature, conditions, etc., of
this participation must be wholly subordinated to the fun-
damental task of preparing and organising the socialist
proletariat for conscious leadership of the socialist revo-
lution.

Circumstances may compel us to participate in non-party
organisations, especially in the period of a democratic
revolution, specifically a democratic revolution in which
the proletariat plays an outstanding part. Such participa-
tion may prove essential, for example, for the purpose
of preaching socialism to vaguely democratic audiences, or
in the interests of a joint struggle of socialists and revolu-
tionary democrats against the counter-revolution. In the
first case, such participation will be a means of securing
the acceptance of our ideas; in the second case, it will rep-
resent a fighting agreement for the achievement of definite
revolutionary aims. In both cases, participation can only
be temporary. In both cases, it is permissible only if the
independence of the workers’ party is fully safeguarded
and if the party as a whole controls and guides its members
and groups “delegated” to non-party unions or councils.

When the activities of our Party were conducted secretly,
the exercise of such control and guidance presen