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PREFACE

The additional volumes 41 to 45 of the present edition
contain the most important of the new material included
in the Fifth Russian edition of the Collected Works of
V. 1. Lenin.

Volume 41 contains works written before the Great October
Socialist Revolution, from 1896 to October 1917, which
are an essential supplement to the works published in the
respective volumes of the present edition.

A great part of the volume consists of documents reflecting
Lenin’s efforts in creating and strengthening the Bolshevik
Party and working out the ideological and organisational
principles, the programme and the rules of a new type of
proletarian party. Among them are: “Outline of Various
Points of the Practical Section of the Draft Programme™,
“Record of Points One and Two of Plekhanov’s First Draft
Programme, and Outline of Point One of the Programme’s
Theoretical Section”, “Initial Variant of the Agrarian Section
and the Concluding Section of the Draft Programme”, and
Lenin’s speeches at the Second Party Congress. They show
that Lenin helped the Iskra Editorial Board to draft a truly
revolutionary programme.

The record of the Second Congress of the League of Rus-
sian Revolutionary Social-Democracy Abroad, the January
and June (1904) sessions of the R.S.D.L.P. Council, “Draft
Resolution of the Majority’s Geneva Group”, “Reply to
L. Martov”, “Report on the State of Affairs in the Party”,
and others show Lenin’s struggle against the Mensheviks’
splitting and disorganising activity after the Second Congress
of the R.S.D.L.P.

A large group of documents written by Lenin in connection
with the work of the Third, Fourth and Fifth Congresses of
the R.S.D.L.P. is of great importance for a study of the
Party’s strategy and tactics during the first Russian revolu-
tion. These documents contain propositions on the hegemony
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of the proletariat, the alliance of the working class and the
peasantry, and the development of the bourgeois-democratic
revolution into a socialist revolution.

Considerable interest attaches to the works connected with
the elaboration of Bolshevik tactics in the Duma (Parlia-
ment): the report and summing-up speech on the report
on the election campaign for the Second Duma and other
material of the Second Conference of the R.S.D.L.P. (the
First All-Russia Conference), the articles “Are the Menshe-
viks Entitled To Conduct a Policy of Supporting the Cadets?”,
“The Third Duma and Social-Democracy”, “Report to
the International Socialist Bureau, ‘Elections to the
Fourth Duma’”, “The Duma Group and the Majority Out-
side”, etc.

A number of works dating from the period of reaction
reflect Lenin’s struggle against ideological vacillations
and deviations from Marxism. Lenin waged an implacable
struggle against the avowed opportunists, the Menshevik
liquidators, and also against the “Left” opportunists inside
the Bolshevik Party—the otzovists, the ultimatumists
and the Vperyod splinter group. In addition to the material
already published, the volume contains 14 works by Lenin
shedding light on the conference of Proletary’s enlarged
Editorial Board which condemned both liquidationism and
otzovism.

The volume gives a fuller picture of the meeting held by
members of the R.S.D.L.P. Central Committee in Paris in
June 1911. In his “Report on the State of Affairs in the
Party” and speeches at the meeting, Lenin defined the Party’s
tasks in the struggle against the anti-Party groups.

The Sixth (Prague) All-Russia Conference of the
R.S.D.L.P. brought to a close a long period of struggle
against Menshevism. By expelling the Menshevik liquidators
from the Party, it strengthened the Party as an all-Russia
organisation, capable of giving a lead to the masses in
a fresh revolutionary upsurge. The volume contains a number
of documents which are of great interest for the study of the
Conference. Among them are: “Report on the Work of the
International Socialist Bureau”, setting out important
propositions on the new epoch, an epoch of socialist revo-
lutions and “battles against the bourgeoisie”, and on the
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consequent sharpening of the struggle between the revolu-
tionary Social-Democrats and the reformists inside the
European socialist parties, and “Speech on the Organisational
Question”, emphasising the need to strengthen the Party’s
ties with the masses and to combine legal and illegal
work.

The volume contains Lenin’s resolution for the Cracow
meeting of the R.S.D.L.P. Central Committee with
Party workers, “On the Reorganisation and Work of the
Pravda Editorial Board”. This decision shows how the
Central Committee, led by Lenin, gave effective and concrete
guidance to Pravda, the Party’s most important legal organ.

In some of his works—"Reply to Liquidators’ Article
in Leipziger Volkszeitung”, “Letter to the Executive of the
German Social-Democratic Party”, “On the Question of the
Bureau’s Next Steps”, “Russian Workers and the Inter-
national”, “How the Liquidators Are Cheating the Workers”,
“Resolution on the Socialist Bureau’s Decision”—Lenin
gives a firm rebuff to attempts by the leaders of the German
Social-Democrats and the Second International to “recon-
cile” and unite the Bolsheviks and Mensheviks by liquidat-
ing the Bolshevik Party.

Lenin’s struggle for Party unity is characterised by the
documents relating to the Fourth Congress of the Social-
Democrats of the Latvian territory: his report and summing-
up speech, and the draft resolution on the attitude of the
Social-Democrats of the Latvian territory to the R.S.D.L.P.

Of the documents supplementing Lenin’s elaboration of
the national question, the volume includes: “Theses for
a Lecture on the National Question”, “German Social-
Democracy and the Right of Nations to Self-Determination™,
“Note to the Theses ‘Socialist Revolution and the Right of
Nations to Self-Determination’”, “On the Declaration
by the Polish Social-Democrats at the Zimmerwald
Conference”, plans of an unfinished pamphlet, Statistics and
Sociology, and “Speech on the National Question” at the
Seventh (April) All-Russia Conference of the R.S.D.L.P.(B.).

Lenin urged the need for the workers to struggle against
the danger of the world war which was being prepared by the
imperialists of all countries, and exposed the opportunists
who denied that such a struggle was of any real importance,
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an attitude which doomed the workers to a passive stand.
He believed that it was a major task of the revolutionary
Social-Democrats to conduct anti-militarist propaganda and
spread the idea of international solidarity among the work-
ing people. This question is dealt with in the following
articles: “Notes to the Resolution of the Stuttgart Congress
on ‘Militarism and International Conflicts’”, “Notes to
Clara Zetkin’s Article ‘International Socialist Congress
in Stuttgart’”, “Anti-Militarist Propaganda and Young
Socialist Workers’ Leagues” and “How the Socialist-
Revolutionaries Write History™.

A number of documents published in the volume relate .
to the period of the First World War, namely, “On the
Slogan to Transform the Imperialist War into a Civil
War”, “Editorial Note to the Article ‘The Ukraine and the
War’”, “Draft Point Three of the Resolution ‘The C.O.
and the New Paper’, Adopted by the Conference of
the R.S.D.L.P. Sections Abroad”, “Draft Resolution of the
International Socialist Women’s Conference”, “Variant of
the Draft Resolution of Left-wing Social-Democrats for the
First International Socialist Conference”, “Plan for a Lecture
on ‘Two Internationals’”, speeches at the Zimmerwald and
Kienthal International Socialist conferences, “Draft Reso-
lution of the R.S.D.L.P. Central Committee To Terminate
Publication of the Journal Kommunist”, “Remarks on an
Article about Maximalism” and others. These documents
show the Bolshevik tactics with regard to war, peace and
revolution; they explain the slogan of transforming the
imperialist war into a civil war, and characterise Lenin’s
activity in rallying the Left-wing and revolutionary elements
within the international working-class movement round the
banner of internationalism, his struggle against social-
chauvinism and Kautskyism (Centrism), and against the
Left-wing opportunist, sectarian stand and splitting acti-
vities of the Bukharin-Pyatakov group.

A number of documents written after the bourgeois-
democratic revolution in Russia in February 1917 contain
Lenin’s propositions concerning the Party’s attitude to the
bourgeois Provisional Government.

The volume contains material connected with Lenin’s
return from Switzerland to Russia in April 1917. It will be
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recalled that the bourgeois and petty-bourgeois press started
a campaign of slander and harassment over Lenin and the
Bolsheviks’ return home across Germany. This is fully
exposed in the following: replies to a correspondent of the
newspaper Politiken and to F. Strom, a spokesman of the
Left-wing Swedish Social-Democrats, the group’s communi-
que, “Russian Revolutionaries’ Trip Across Germany”,
speeches at a conference with Left-wing Swedish Social-
Democrats on March 31 (April 13), at a meeting of the
soldiers of an armoured battalion on April 15 (28), and
at a meeting of the soldiers’ section of the Petrograd Soviet
of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies on April 17 (30), “An
Unfinished Autobiography”, etc.

There is also a newspaper report of Lenin’s speech upon
his arrival in Petrograd on April 3 (16), 1917, when he
addressed workers, soldiers and sailors in the Finland
Station Square from the top of an armoured car.

Lenin’s return, his elaboration of a concrete plan for
going over from the bourgeois-democratic revolution to
a socialist revolution, and the open exposition of his plan
in the press and in speeches at numerous meetings helped to
orient the Party towards preparations for a socialist revo-
lution. A tremendous part in this effort was played by the
Petrograd City and the Seventh All-Russia Party conferences
held in April 1917. Some of Lenin’s reports and speeches
at these conferences are published both according to the
minutes and the newspaper reports, which gives a fuller
idea of their content. The volume also contains “Report
on the Results of the Seventh (April) All-Russia Conference
of the R.S.D.L.P.(B.) at a Meeting of the Petrograd Organi-
sation” on May 8 (21), 1917.

A number of documents in the volume deal with the
drafting of the Party’s second programme, which charted the
building of a socialist economy in Russia. Among them are:
“Outline of Fifth ‘Letter from Afar’”, “Preliminary Draft
Alterations in the R.S.D.L.P. Party Programme”, which
was the basis for “Proposed Amendments to the Doctrinal,
Political and Other Sections of the Programme” (see Vol. 24,
pp. 459-63), “Report on the Question of Revising the Party
Programme™ at the Seventh (April) All-Russia Conference
of the R.S.D.L.P.(B.), etc.
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The Party’s policy on the basic aspects of the revolution,
such as war, peace and the agrarian question, is explained
in the “Speech at a Sitting of the Bolshevik Group of the
First All-Russia Congress of Soviets of Workers’ and Sol-
diers’ Deputies”, “Report on the Current Situation at the
All-Russia Conference of Front and Rear Military
Organisations of the R.S.D.L.P.(B.)”, the articles “The
Attention of Comrades!”, “Too Gross a Lie”, “On the Grimm
Affair”, “Shame!” and others.

The theses “The Political Situation”, which Lenin wrote
after the July events, were published as an article in the
newspaper Proletarskoye Dyelo, and that was how they
appeared in Volume 25. Here they are given in their original
form. They defined the Party’s new tasks and tactics in the
changed political situation. Great interest attaches to the
“Letter Over the Publication of ‘Leaflet on the Capture
of Riga’”, which was published for the first time in the
Fifth Russian edition. Lenin gives important instructions
in the item “On the List of Candidates for the Constituent
Assembly” from his “Theses for a Report at the October
8 Conference of the St. Petersburg Organisation, and
also for a Resolution and Instructions to Those Elected to
the Party Congress”, part of which was published in Vol-
ume 26. In a letter to Y. M. Sverdlov, Lenin exposes Kame-
nev and Zinoviev’s strike-breaking behaviour and voices
his confidence in the victory of the revolution.

A considerable part of the documents consists of prepara-
tory material, such as plans, notes, outlines and theses,
which show Lenin’s methods and thoroughness in preparing
his works. The plans of unfinished or unwritten articles,
and plans for speeches and lectures which either have not
been recorded, or of which a record no longer exists, are of
great importance, because some of them contain vital
theoretical propositions and characterise the Party’s tasks.

This volume contains 47 of Lenin’s works which were
first published in the Fifth Russian edition.

Institute of Marxism-Leninism
of the C.P.S.U. Central Committee
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1896 -1904

COMMUNICATION ON BEHALF OF THE “STARIKI”
TO THE MEMBERS OF THE ST. PETERSBURG
LEAGUE
OF STRUGGLE FOR THE EMANCIPATION
OF THE WORKING CLASS'

Mikhailov first put in an appearance at St. Petersburg
in 1891 as a Kharkov student expelled for making trouble.
He entered a student organisation which bore the name of
“corporation”? even after it fell apart. There was a rumour
at the dental courses about his behaviour during a suspicious
acquaintanceship; he was accused of spending money collect-
ed for the famine-stricken, but he made good the loss.
At that time, he became intimate with....*

In January 1894, a search was also carried out in the
homes of many former members of the said “corporation”,
including Mikhailov himself. At the interrogations, all
heard a detailed reading on the membership of the society,
etc. The gendarmes declared that the case arose on the
strength of information supplied by a former member.
Mikhailov was cleared of all suspicion by the gendarmes
saying that importance had been attached to this trivial
case only because an obvious revolutionary was involved in
it. At the same time, a strike took place at the Voronin
factory.®? Mikhailov insinuated himself among them and
started to make collections for their benefit. In February,
eight workers who had dealt with Mikhailov and one student
who had collected money on his assignment (Talalayev) were
arrested. After that Mikhailov again started to edge closer
to the ouvriers** and managed to penetrate into circles

*MS. illegible.—Ed.
** Workers.—Ed.
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led by Narodovoltsi.* The latter were arrested in the summer
of 1894. The inquiry revealed that the police had been
informed of a great deal. At the inquiry involving our
Stariki there was the charge that they were acquainted with
some of these Narodovoltsi, but it happened....* The first
Mikhailov case came to an end soon after™ and others
were exiled, but he was let off and told everyone that he had
petitioned for clemency and that he had done so with the
intention of continuing to work on the old lines. Unfortun-
ately, some people failed to regard this fact as being suffi-
ciently disgraceful and gave him their patronage, so that
he who did not command any personal respect among the
workers was given an opportunity to consolidate and extend
his ties.

There follows a description of his methods, his pressing
of money on workers, his invitations to them to visit him at
home, the revelation of Party names, etc. In this way and
because he enjoyed the full confidence of the said persons, he
soon discovered the identity of many members of various
groups. They were all arrested. When a worker ...* said that
he had received books from Mikhailov, the latter was de-
tained, but at once released and is still in St. Petersburg. As
one of the accused at the inquiry, he informed on all his
comrades; some of the accused ...* were read his detailed
report on the membership of various groups. (Signatures.)

Written in 1896

First published in 1958 Printed from
in Vol. 2 of the Fifth Russian the original
edition of the Collected Works

FOR THE DRAFT AGREEMENT WITH STRUVE®

Representatives of the Zarya-Iskra Social-Democratic group and
the Svoboda democratic opposition group have agreed on the follow-
ing:

1) The Zarya group shall publish with the magazine of the same
name a special supplement entitled Sovremennoye Obozreniye in the
editing of which the Svoboda group will take part.

*MS. illegible.—Ed.
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2) The editing shall be conducted on the following basis: each of
the sides has the right of veto in respect of material and articles.

3) Programme of the publication: a) material and documents
relating to the activity of the government,* government, public
and class institutions, etc.;

b) articles on ques-
tions of domestic public life in Russia and the government’s
domestic and foreign policy;

¢) domestic reviews.

4) Both sides undertake to make efforts to supply
material for Sovremennoye Obozreniye. But the Zaryab
Editorial Board is free to carry in its special editions the
material at its disposal on the subjects specified in §3,
whenever it is more suitable in character for such editions.

5) The Zarya group undertakes to perform all the necessary
operations in publishing, transporting and distributing
Sovremennoye Obozreniye. For its part, the X group shall
pay all the expenses this entails.

6) In the event the said enterprise is liquidated, each
side shall receive one-half of the copies of Sovremennoye
Obozreniye in stock.

Note: The Zarya Editorial Board shall have
the right to print announcements of its
publications on the covers of Sovrernen-
noye Obozreniye.

Written before January 17 (30),

1901
First published in 1959 Printed from
in Vol. 4 of the Fifth Russian the original

edition of the Collected Works

SECRET DOCUMENT

We draw readers’ attention to Witte’s minute published
by Zarya,” which appeared in the hands of Dietz in
Stuttgart. The minute, aimed against the draft of the
former Minister for the Interior Goremykin on the

*The text given in brevier is in Potresov’s hand.—Ed.
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introduction of Zemstvos in non-Zemstvo gubernias,® is
interesting as a document giving a brazen exposé of our
rulers’ most secret yearnings. We hope to deal in detail
with this remarkable document and with Mr. R.N.S.’s
introduction to it in the next issue of our newspaper.?
This introduction, while showing that its author is aware
of the political importance of the Russian working-class
movement, is in all other respects marked with the usual
immaturity of political thinking so characteristic of our
liberals.

Iskra No. 5, June 1901 Printed from
the Iskra text

REMARKS ON RYAZANOV’S ARTICLE
“TWO TRUTHS”"

1. The author regards as being of primary importance what
Marx said (about the two ways) in exceptional circum-
stances and in virtually conditional terms.” However,
the author distorts the fact, creating the impression
that it was Marx himself who actually raised the question
of the two ways.

7. “Laughter” at the men of the 70s (facing history) shows
not “only an absolute incapacity for taking the
historical standpoint”, it is also evidence of theoretical
disparagement of the men of the 70s, as compared with
those of the 40s and 60s.

7a. The author touches up Mikhailovsky by emphasising
that the latter had opposed V. V., but failing to say
that he had gone along with V. V. very much more
frequently and at greater length.

8. This is a glaring untruth: blaming Mikhailovsky for
the tragic demise of the Narodnaya Volya and the
“going among the people”. The article is devoted to
Mikhailovsky, whose Untergang™® is purely personli-
cher,* and whose fate contains a kopek’s worth of
the “tragic” and a ruble’s worth of the comic.

* Downfall.—Ed.
** Personal. —Ed.
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9. It is stupid to confuse the dressing-down of Mikhailovsky
with the “shovelling of dirt on the generation of the
revolutionary socialists of the 70s”.

9. NB “refuses” to follow the reflection of the revolutionary
majority in legal writings.

9-10. All the “Gekreuzigte und Verbannte”* 7

(of the 70s) ?
lend an avid ear to the voice of the ignoramus.

13. “Social questions give way to personal ones” (and
down to the end of the page NB). 22|
(A downright Pisarev approach.)

15. ...(Pisarev) A buoyant sermon of personal happiness”

» of “individualistic |??|
ideals”.
18. » » “immersed in matters of personal self-
improvement”.

24-25. (§III) A characteristic of the utopian socialism of
the revolutionaries (of the 70s), which is confused with
the Mikhailovsky trend.

28-29. Mikhailovsky frequently “sacrificed” one of the
truths. But we are not interested in the “’latest phase”
of his activity. We are concerned with Mikhailovsky
only as one who has given expression to a definite trend
among the young people of the 70s and 80s.

31. What are the “limits” set “by nature to the mind”?
(Theory of cognition.)

29-35. Exposition of the “system of truth”.

35. ...This system “is an effort to discover the social ele-
ment in reality...” which “would be concerned in
realising the ideal”.

41. From the dispute with Yuzov and Co. (a dry rehash),
a leap over to Yakovenko (1886).

46-48. Pendant*™*=T kachov.

Further Axelrod

and transition to Social-Democrats.
The whole exposition is dull and has little bearing
on the “two foregoing” and on Mikhailov-
sky.

* “The crucified and the exiled”.—Ed.
** Counterpart.—Ed.
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And N. —on (52)!!—with Mikhailovsky’s conclusions

from his work (53).

§V, from p. 57 to p. 77 (78-80 about the “critics”)—the
birth of Marxism. It’s all deadly dull;
only on p. 82 does he return to the “o 1l d
truth”.

—85— We reject the division of the world into noumena
and phenomena.'?

Written in September-October 1901

First published in 1959 Printed from
in Vol. 5 of the Fifth Russian the original
edition of the Collected Works

MATERIAL FOR WORKING OUT
THE R.S.D.L.P. PROGRAMME?"

1

OUTLINE OF VARIOUS POINTS OF THE PRACTICAL
SECTION
OF THE DRAFT PROGRAMME

13.1.02
§11. Supervision by the organs of local self-
government with the participation of workers’
delegates over the sanitary state of the living
~—— quarters provided for workers by their employers
| Finished| over the internal regulations on these premises
and the terms of their lease, to safeguard wage-
workers against intervention by employers in
their life and activity as private persons and
citizens.

§12. Correctly organised all-round sanitary
supervision of working conditions at all enter-
prises employing wage labour.

13. Extension of supervision by factory inspec-
tors to all the trades, handicrafts and cottage
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industries, and also to government enterprises
and agricultural enterprises employing wage
labour.

14.
etc.

Agrarian. With the aim of eliminating all the remnants
of our old serf-owning system, the Social-
Democratic Labour Party demands:
1) cancellation of redemption payments
2) freedom of withdrawal from commune
3) reduction of rents through the courts
4) cut-off lands.®
Axelrod and Berg: “facilitating the struggle by the
peasant mass against capitalist relations (or
certain capitalist tendencies)”.

First published in 1959 Printed from
in Vol. 6 of the Fifth Russian the original
edition of the Collected Works

2

OUTLINE OF PLEKHANOV’S FIRST DRAFT PROGRAMME
WITH SOME AMENDMENTS

Paragraphs:

I. Domination of capitalist relations: the means of
production in the hands of the capitalists, and the property-
less proletarians=wage-workers—2.*

II. Expansion of the sphere of domination of capital:
growing economic importance of the big and decline of the
small enterprises—1.

ITII. Capitalist relations weigh more and more heavily
on the working class: occasioning a relative reduction in
demand simultaneously with an increase in supply—4.

IV. Reduction in the price of labour-power. Growing
social inequality—3.

*The figures in the MS. are in blue pencil and apparently in-
dicate a desirable rearrangement of the test.—Ed.
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+ consequently (capitalism causes??) the growth of
social inequality, the growing gulf between the propertied
and the propertyless (? 4+ ?)

V. Crises—5.

VI. Growing discontent of the working class, sharpening
struggle + growing realisation of the need for social revolu-
tion, i.e.

(explanation of it)—6.

VII. Social revolution in the interests of all oppressed
mankind—7 .

VIII. In order to substitute socialist for commodity
production the proletariat must have command of political
power—dictatorship of the proletariat—S8.

1IX. The working-class movement has become internation-
al—10.

X. Russian Social-Democracy is part of international
Social-Democracy—11.

XI. Russian Social-Democracy pursues the same ultimate
aim. The task of Russian Social-Democracy is to

expose the irreconcilable character of the interests

{explain the importance of the social revolution}—9

organise the workers’ forces

XII. The immediate aim is modified by the remnants of
the serf-owning system (a burden on the entire working
population 4 the main obstacle hindering the working-
class movement).

XIII. It is necessary to work for juridical institutions
constituting a complement to capitalism.

XIV. Autocracy—a remnant of the serf-owning system,
the bitterest enemy; hence the immediate task is to over-
throw the monarchy.

AMENDMENTS TO PLEKHANOV’S DRAFT PROGRAMME

Proposed 21.1.02

ITI. [The capitalist ITI. Technical pro-
production relations gress (by increasing the
weigh more and more productivity of labour?) “allows”
heavily on the working not only gives the capi-
class, as] technical pro-  talists the material pos-
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gress, [by increasing
the productivity of la-
bour,] not only, etc.
{instead of occasion-
ing—engendering}

+ The growth of
unemployment, pover-
ty, degradation and
oppression is the ine-
vitable result of this
basic tendency of capi-
talism.

Make §5.

sibility of intensifying
their exploitation of the
workers, but converts
this possibility into rea-
lity, engendering a rela-
tive reduction in the
demand for labour-power
simultaneously with a
relative and absolute
increase in its supply.
The growth of unemploy-
ment, poverty, oppres-
sion and degradation is
the inevitable result of
this basic tendency of
capitalism.

(of the
said basic
tenden-
cies)

IV. Thus, the development of the pro-

correct ductive forces of social labour is attended

In
not all.

Make §4.

by the monopolisation of all the advantages
of this development by a negligible minor-
ity, with the growth of social wealth
proceeding side by side with the growth of
social inequality, with the gulf between the
propertied and the propertyless, between
the class of property-owners and the class
of the proletariat, growing.

V.* An even greater worsening of the
condition of the working class and the
petty producers is engendered by the

industrial crises, which are the inevitable outcome of the
said contradictions of capitalism,

in the absence of
social control over

production

owing to the con-
growing

stantly

With such a
state of affairs in
society, in the ab-
sence of balanced
development of pro-

owing to the lack
of balanced devel-
opment of pro-
duction, and the
growth of rivalry

and

*“An even greater sharpening of these contradictions” is crossed
out as an opening phrase in the MS.—Ed.
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rivalry among the
capitalist countries
on the world mar-
ket.*

among the capital-
ist countries on
the world market.
The poverty and
destitution of the
masses are accom-
panied by a waste
of social wealth
because markets
are not to be found

duction, with the
constantly growing
rivalry among the
capitalist  coun-
tries on the world
market, the sale of
commodities nec-
essarily lags be-
hind their produc-
tion.*

for the commodities
produced.

Written not later than January 8
(21), 1902

First published in 1924
in Lenin Miscellany II

Printed from
the original

3

RECORD OF POINTS ONE AND TWO OF PLEKHANOV’S
FIRST DRAFT PROGRAMME, AND OUTLINE OF POINT
ONE OF THE PROGRAMME’S THEORETICAL SECTION

I. The capitalist mode of production is the economic foundation
of contemporary bourgeois society, under which the most important
part of the means of production and circulation of products, made
in the form of commodities, is the private property of a relatively
small class of persons, whereas the majority of the population cannot
subsist except by selling their labour-power. In consequence of this,
they find themselves in the dependent condition of wage-workers
(proletarians) by their labour creating the income of the owners of
the means of production and the circulation of commodities (capi-
talists and big landowners).

II. The sphere of domination of the capitalist mode of production
is expanding, as the continuous technical progress increases the eco-
nomic importance of the big enterprises and thereby decreases the role
of independent small producers in the economic life of society, depress-
ing their living standard, displacing some into the ranks of the pro-
letariat, and turning others into direct or indirect vassals and trib-
utaries of capital.

% k
*

*This variant is crossed out in the MS.—Ed.
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I (?). Russia’s economic development is leading to an
ever greater spread and ever greater domination within |/ ?]|
her of capitalist relations of production.

Written not later than January 8

(21), 1902
First published in 1959 Printed from
in Vol. 6 of the Fifth Russian edi- the original

tion of the Collected Works

4

INITIAL VARIANT OF THE THEORETICAL SECTION
OF THE DRAFT PROGRAMME

INITIAL FORMULATION AMENDED FORMULATION

A.

I. Russia’s economic I. Russia’s intensified
development and her involvement in inter-
increasing (intensified) national trade and the
involvement in interna- growth of commodity pro-
tional trade are leading duction inside the country
to an ever greater spread {Reword} are leading to ever fuller
within her and to ever domination within her of
fuller domination of the the capitalist mode of
capitalist mode of pro- production, which is dis-
duction. tinguished by the follow-

ing basic features.

II.* Continuous technical III. Continuous technical
progress is increasing the progress is increasing the
economic importance of the number, size and economic
big enterprises and reducing importance of the big capi-
the role of the independent talist enterprises, and is de-
small producers (peasants, pressing the living standard
artisans, handicraftsmen, et of the independent small
al.) in the country’s econo- producers (peasants, artisans,
mic life, depressing their handicraftsmen), turning
living standard, turning some of them into vassals and
some of them into direct or tributaries of capital, totally
indirect vassal and tribu- ruining others and displac-

*In the original §II and §III are transposed in blue pencil.—Ed.
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taries of capital, and dis-
placing others into the ranks
of the propertyless class (the
proletariat), which 1is de-
prived of the means of produc-

ing them into the ranks of
the propertyless class (the
proletariat), which 1is de-
prived of the means of pro-
duction.

tion.

ITII. The most important part of the means of production
and the circulation of commodities is increasingly concentrat-
ed in the hands of a relatively small class of persons,
whereas an ever growing majority of the population are
unable to maintain their existence otherwise than by selling
their labour-power. In consequence of this, they find themsel-
ves in the dependent condition of wage-workers (proletarians),
who by their labour create the income of the owners of the
means of production and the circulation of commodities
(capitalists and big landowners).

IV. By increasing the productivity of labour, technical
progress enables the capitalists to intensify their exploita-
tion of the workers, engendering a relative reduction in the
demand for labour-power (that is, the increase in demand
is not proportional to [lags behind] the increase in capital)
simultaneously with a relative and absolute increase in its
supply. This, together with the above-mentioned basic
tendencies of capitalism, leads to a growth of unemployment,
poverty exploitation, oppression and degradation.

V. The condition of the working class and the small
producers is even further worsened by the industrial crises,
which are the inevitable outcome of the said contradictions
of capitalism, by the lack of balanced development of pro-
duction, which is intrinsic to it (and which no associations
of industrialists can eliminate), and by the growth of rivalry
among the capitalist countries on the world market.
Poverty and destitution of the masses exist side by side
with a waste of social wealth in consequence of the impos-
sibility of finding markets for the commodities produced.

VI. Thus, the devel- VI. Thus, the gigantic
opment of the produc- development of the pro-
tive forces of social {Reword} ductive forces of social and
labour is attended increasingly socialised la-

bour is attended
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by the monopolisation of all the principal advantages of
this development by a negligible minority of the population,
with the growth of social wealth proceeding side by side
with the growth of social inequality, with the gulf between
the propertied and propertyless, between the class of pro-
perty-owners (the bourgeoisie) and the class of the prole-
tariat, growing.

VII. But as all these inevitable contradictions of capi-
talism increase and develop,

the discontent and indigna-
tion of the working class
also grow, and its solidari-
ty increases, in virtue of
the very conditions of the
capitalist mode of produc-
tion,

the number and the solidari-
ty of the proletarians, their
discontent and indignation
grow,

the struggle between the working class and the capitalist
class becomes sharper and the urge to throw off the intol-
erable yoke of capitalism mounts.

VIII. The emancipation
of the workers must be an
act of the working class
itself. If the yoke of capi-
talism is to be thrown off,
there must be a social rev-
olution, that is,

VIII. The emancipation of
the workers must be an act
of the working class itself,
because all the other classes
of present-day society stand
for the preservation of the
foundations of the existing
economic system.

The real emancipation of
the working class requires a
social revolution, naturally
flowing from the entire de-
velopment of the capitalist
mode of production, that is,

the abolition of private ownership of the means of pro-
duction, their conversion into public property and the
replacement of the capitalist production of commodities by
the socialist organisation of the production of commodities
by society as a whole, with the object of ensuring full
well-being and free all-round development for all its members.

IX. To effect this social revolution the proletariat must
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win political power, which will make it master of the situa-
tion and enable it to remove all obstacles along the road
to its great goal. In this sense the dictatorship of the proleta-
riat is an essential political condition of the social revolution.

X. The revolution of the proletariat will mean the eman-
cipation of all the now oppressed and suffering mankind,
because it will put an end to all types of oppression and
exploitation of man by man.

XI. Russian Social-Democracy undertakes the task of
disclosing to the workers the irreconcilable antagonism
between their interests and those of the capitalists, of
explaining to the proletariat the historical significance,
nature and prerequisites of the social revolution it will
have to carry out, and of organising a revolutionary class
party capable of directing the struggle of the proletariat in
all its forms against the present social and political system.

XII. But the development of international exchange and
of production for the world market has established (created)
such close ties among all the nations of the civilised (?)
world, that the great aim of the proletariat’s emancipation
struggle can be achieved only through the joint efforts of
proletarians in all countries. That is why™ the present-day
working-class movement had to become, and has long since
become, an international movement, and Russian Social-
Democracy regards itself as one of the detachments of the
world army of the proletariat, as part of international So-
cial-Democracy.

B.

I. The immediate aims of Russian Social-Democracy are,
however, considerably modified by the fact that in our
country numerous remnants of the pre-capitalist, serf-
owning, social system retard the development of the pro-
ductive forces in the highest degree, and lower the working
population’s standard of living; they are responsible for
the Asiatically barbarous way in which the many-million-
strong peasantry is dying out, and keep the entire people

*The words “the great aim of the proletariat’s emancipation
struggle can be achieved only through the joint efforts of proletarians
in all countries. That is why” are crossed out in the MS.—Ed.
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in a state of ignorance and subjection, denying them all
rights. The Russian Social-Democrats still have to work
for the free civic and political institutions which already
exist in the leading capitalist countries and which are
undoubtedly necessary for the full and all-round development
of the proletariat’s class struggle against the bourgeoisie.*

II. The most outstanding
of these remnants of the
serf-owning system and the
most formidable bulwark of
all that barbarism and all
the calamities of which the
politically free countries are
already rid, is the tsarist
autocracy; it is the bitterest
and most dangerous enemy
of the proletarian emanci-
pation movement.

The tsarist autocracy is
the most outstanding of these
remnants of the serf-owning
system and the most formi-
dable bulwark of all this
barbarism. It is the bitterest
and most dangerous enemy
of the proletarian emancipa-
tion movement and the cul-
tural development of the
entire people.

For these reasons Russian Social-Democracy advances as
its immediate political task the overthrow of the tsarist
autocracy and its replacement by a republic based on
a democratic constitution that would ensure:

1) the people’s sovereignty, that is....

Written between January 8 and 25
(January 21 and February 7), 1902

First published in 1924
in Lenin Miscellany II

Printed from
the original

5
OUTLINES OF PLAN OF THE DRAFT PROGRAMME

I-VL A)
VII-XII. B)

Russia’s economic development and the

principal features of capitalism.

The proletariat’s class struggle and the

tasks of the Social-Democrats.

C) The immediate aims of the Russian Social-
Democrats and their political demands.

D) Social (factory) reforms.

* This sentence is crossed out in the MS.—Ed.



48 V. I. LENIN

E) Financial reform and demands with a view
to eliminating the survivals of the serf
society.

F) Conclusion (“tailpiece™).

A) Russia’s economic development and the general tasks of
the Social-Democrats.

B) The special political tasks and political demands of the
Social-Democrats.

C) Social reforms.

D) Financial and peasant transformations (reforms).

Written between January 8 and 25

(January 21 and February 7), 1902

First published in 1924 Printed from
in Lenin Miscellany 11 the original

6

INITIAL VARIANT OF THE AGRARIAN SECTION
AND THE CONCLUDING SECTION OF THE DRAFT
PROGRAMME

Besides, the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party
demands:

a) in the interests of organising the state economy on
democratic lines—abolition of all indirect taxes and estab-
lishment of a progressive income-tax

b) in the interests of eradicating all the remnants of the
old serf-owning system

1) abolition of land redemption and quit-rent payments
as well as of all services now imposed on the peasantry
as a taxable social-estate

2) annulment of collective liability and of all laws
restricting the peasant in the free disposal of his land;

3) restitution to the people of all amounts taken from
them in the form of land redemption and quit-rent
payments, confiscation for this purpose of monasterial
property and of the royal demesnes,’® and imposition of
a special land tax on members of the big landed nobility
who received land redemption loans, the revenue thus
obtained to be credited to a special public fund for the
cultural and charitable needs of the village communes;

4) establishment of peasant committees
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a) for the restitution to the village communes
(by expropriation or, when the land has changed
hands, by redemption, etc.) of the land cut off
from the peasants when serfdom was abolished
and now used by the landlords as a means
of keeping the peasants in bondage;

b) for the eradication of the remnants of the
serf-owning system which still exist in the Urals,
the Altai, the Western territory and other
regions of the country;

5) empowering of the courts to reduce exorbitant rents
and declare null and void contracts entailing bondage.
The Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party believes
that the complete, consistent and lasting implementation
of the indicated political and social changes can be achieved
only by overthrowing the autocracy and convoking a con-
stituent assembly, freely elected by the whole people.
Written not later than January 25
(February 7), 1902

First published in 1959 Printed from
in Vol. 6 of the Fifth Russian the original
edition of the Collected Works

7
OUTLINES OF THE DRAFT PROGRAMME

VARIANT 1

Commodity production is ever more rapidly developing
in Russia, her participation in international trade is
increasing* and the capitalist mode of production is becom-
ing increasingly dominant.

A growing majority of the population are unable to main-
tain their existence otherwise than by selling their labour-
power. In consequence of this they find themselves in the con-
dition of wage-workers (proletarians) dependent on a relatively
small class of capitalists and big landowners, who hold the
most important part of the means of production and circu-
lation of commodities.**

*The words “her participation in international trade is increasing”
are crossed out in the MS.—Ed.
** This paragraph is crossed out in the MS.—Ed.
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The most important part of the means of production is
becoming concentrated in the hands of an insignificant
minority of capitalists and big landowners as their private
property. Ever greater numbers of working men losing their
means of production are forced to resort to the sale of their
labour-power. In this way they find themselves in the depend-
ent condition of wage-workers (proletarians), who by their
labour create the income of the property-owners.

The development of capitalism is increasing the number,
size and economic importance of the big enterprises, and is
depressing the living standard of the independent small
producers (peasants, artisans, handicraftsmen), turning some
of them into vassals and tributaries of capital and displac-
ing others into the ranks of the proletariat.

The higher the level of technical progress, the more the
growth of the demand for labour-power lags behind the
growth of its supply, and the greater are the opportunities
for the capitalists to intensify exploitation of the workers.

The growth of poverty, Insecurity of existence, un-
unemployment, exploitation, employment, the yoke of ex-
oppression and humiliation ploitation and humiliation of
is the result of the basic every kind are becoming the
tendencies of capitalism. lot of ever wider sections

of the working population.

This process is still more aggravated by industrial crises,
which are the inevitable outcome of the said contradictions
of capitalism. Poverty and destitution of the masses exist side
by side with a waste of social wealth in consequence of the im-
possibility of finding markets for the commodities produced.

Thus, the gigantic development of the productive forces
of social and increasingly socialised labour is attended by
monopolisation of all the principal advantages of this
development by a negligible minority of the population. The
growth of social wealth proceeds side by side with the growth
of social inequality; the gulf between the class of property-
owners (the bourgeoisie) and the class of the proletariat
is growing.

(A) §III. Small-scale production is being ousted to an
ever greater degree by large-scale production. The independ-
ent small producers (peasants, artisans and handicraftsmen)
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are being turned either into proletarians or vassals and
tributaries of capital.

As the result of continuous technical progress small-scale
production is being ousted to an ever greater degree by
large-scale production. The most important part of the means
of production (of the land and factories, tools and machinery,
railways and other means of communication) is becoming
concentrated in the hands of a relatively insignificant
number of capitalists and big landowners as their private
property. The independent small producers (peasants,
artisans and handicraftsmen) are being ruined in growing
numbers, losing their means of production and thus turning
into proletarians or else becoming servants and tributaries
of capital. Increasing numbers of working people are com-
pelled to sell their labour-power.

These wage-workers (pro-
letarians) thus find themsel-

In this way they become
wage-workers who are de-

pendent on the property-
owners and by their labour

ves in a condition of depen-
dence on the property-owners,

create the wealth of the and by their labour create
latter. the income of the latter.
VARIANT 2

Commodity production is ever more rapidly developing
in Russia, the capitalist mode of production becoming
increasingly dominant.

The most important part of the means of production
(of the land and factories, tools and machinery, railways
and other means of communication) is becoming concentrated
in the hands of a relatively insignificant number of
capitalists and big landowners as their private property.

Increasing numbers of
working people losing their
means of production are
compelled to sell their
labour power. These wage-
workers (proletarians) thus
find themselves in a condi-
tion of dependence on the

Increasing numbers of
working people are compel-
led to sell their labour-power
and become wage-workers
who are dependent on the
property-owners, and by their
labour create the wealth of
the latter.
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property-owners, and by their
labour create the income of
the latter.

The development of capitalism is increasing the number,
size and economic importance of the big enterprises, is
worsening the condition of the independent small producers
(peasants, artisans, handicraftsmen), turning some of them
into vassals and tributaries of capital, and displacing others
into the ranks of the proletariat.

The higher the level of technical progress, the more the
growth of the demand for labour-power lags behind the
growth of its supply, and the greater are the opportunities
for the capitalists to intensify exploitation of the workers.
Insecurity of existence and unemployment, the yoke of
exploitation, and humiliation of every kind are becoming
the lot of ever wider sections of the working population.

This process is being still more aggravated by industrial
crises, which are the inevitable outcome of the basic
contradictions of capitalism. Poverty and destitution of the
masses exist side by side with a waste of social wealth in
consequence of the impossibility of finding markets for
the commodities produced.

Thus, the gigantic development of the productive forces
of social and increasingly socialised labour is attended by
monopolisation of all the principal advantages of this
development by a negligible minority of the population.
The growth of social wealth proceeds side by side with the
growth of social inequality; the gulf between the class of
property-owners (the bourgeoisie) and the class of the prole-
tariat is growing.*

Written between January 25 and
February 18 (February 7 and
March 3), 1902

First published in 1924 Printed from
in Lenin Miscellany II the original

*On the back of the original is the following pencilled note:
“...emphatically rejecting all those reformist plans which are connected
with any extension or consolidation of tutelage of the working
masses by the police and officials.” This formulation was proposed
by Lenin as an amendment to the concluding part of the Draft Prog-
ramme of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party (see present
edition, Vol. 6, p. 31).—Ed.
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8

ADDENDA TO THE AGRARIAN AND FACTORY
SECTIONS OF THE DRAFT PROGRAMME

“But with a view to eradicating the remnants of the old
serf-owning system it will work for.”

Perhaps we should insert “and in the interests of free
development of the class struggle in the countryside”.

This is prompted by the fact that at this point, too,
we must resolutely draw a line between ourselves and
bourgeois democracy, whose every shade will, of course,
willingly subscribe to the former motivation alone.

* *
*

NB: add to the factory section:
that the law should establish weekly payments for workers
under all manner of labour contracts.

Written between January 25 and
February 18 (February 7 and March

3), 1902
First published in 1959 Printed from
in Vol. 6 of the Fifth Russian the original

edition of the Collected Works

REPLIES TO PLEKHANOV’S AND AXELROD’S
REMARKS
ON THE ARTICLE “THE AGRARIAN PROGRAMME
OF RUSSIAN SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY™'

“4. establishment of peasant committees:

a) for the restitution to the village communes (by
expropriation or, when the land has changed hands, by
redemption, etc.) of the land cut off from the peasants
when serfdom was abolished and now used by the
landlords as a means of keeping the peasants in
bondage....”*

*See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 110.—Ed.
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Plekhanov. NB. Please
note this: expropriation (No. 3)
does not rule out redemption;
redemption does not rule out
expropriation (proof superfluous);
“redemption, etc.” (No. 2) is
nothing but redemption—“etc.”
should be deleted. The words in
brackets could be replaced by
these (by redemption, if after
1861 the land [and not lands]
(No. 1) has changed hands by
sale). This will make it clear
that in other cases restitution
shall take place without compen-
sation for the present owners.
Where the land has changed
hands by inheritance, or dona-
tion, or exchange, there should
be no redemption. I think we
shall have time to alter this.

No. 1. Once you have
“lands” in the programme it
is bad grammar to say “land”
in brackets.

No. 2. “etc.” includes
exchange of lands, and servi-
tude for land, and redemarca-
tion, etc. It would therefore
be quite wrong to delete it.

No. 3. “Expropriation” nor-
mally implies deprivation of
property, that is, taking
away without compensation.
So it is not all that strange
to contrast it with redemp-
tion as it may appear to the
author of the remarks.

Axelrod. I agree. P.A.

“It is our duty to fight against all remnants of serf-owning
relationships—that is beyond doubt to a Social-Demo-
crat—and since these relationships are most intricately
interwoven with bourgeois relationships, we are obliged
to penetrate into the very core, if I may use the word, of
this confusion, undeterred by the complexity of the task.”*

Plekhanov. There is no
need to ask for permission to
obtain knowledge of the core.

“...the workers’ section contains demands directed against
the bourgeoisie, whereas the peasants’ section contains
demands directed against the serf-owning landlords (against
the feudal lords, I would say, if the applicability of this
term to our landed nobility were not so disputable?).

?7?

D Personally I am inclined to decide this question in the
affirmative, but in the given instance, it is of course neither
the place nor the time for substantiating or even for propos-
ing this solution, since what we are concerned with now is
defence of the draft agrarian programme prepared collec-
tively by the entire Editorial Board.”**

*See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 114.—Ed.
*%Tbid.. p. 116.—Ed.
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Axelrod. NB. I do think
that such hints at differences
could be waived in a programme
pamphlet.

“However, to try to determine in advance, before the
final outcome of the struggle, in the course of that struggle,
that we shall perhaps fail to achieve the entire maximum,

means lapsing into sheer philistinism.”

Plekhanov. “Try to de-
termine” that we shall fail to
achieve the entire maximum,

etc.—that is very ineptly phrased.
I propose to substitute for
it the phrase I wrote in the text.
I request a vote on this proposal.
Motive: fear of gibes from oppo-
nents.

I also propose a vote on my
proposal to delete the author’s
considerations about Russian feu-
dalism. Motive: such reasoning
is irrelevant in a general, you
might say, editorial, article.
The author’s reservations merely
suggest a difference of opinion
on the Editorial Board.

Axelrod. I already
out in this vein above.

spoke

(133

*

A bit of tact would suggest
to the author of the remarks
that it is highly improper to
insist on a vote of the
stylistic changes he
proposes (perhaps for the
worse?). It is equally ridicu-
lous to fear that over the
minor question of “feudal-
ism” (the Martynovs?) will
raise a cry about a “difference
of opinion”. My statement
was a very general one.

Our movement’ is the Social-Democratic labour move-

ment. The peasant masses cannot just be ‘brought’ into it:
that is not problematic, but impossible, and there was
never any question of it. However, the peasant masses
cannot but be brought into the ‘movement’ against all the
remnants of the serf-owning system (including the autoc-
racy).” ***

See 28 reverse. ****

Plekhanov. I propose that
instead of the words: “peasant
masses (in the phrase about
bringing in”) we write: the

* See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 118.—Ed.

** Plekhanov proposed the following rewording: “However, to
stop ourselves before the final outcome of the struggle, in the course
of that struggle, on the strength of the consideration....”—Ed.

*** See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 118.—Ed.

***¥* See preceding reply to Plekhanov’s remark.—Ed.
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peasant mass as such, i.e., as
an estate, and, moreover, regard-
ed as a single whole, etc.
I request a vote on this.
Axelrod. I agree. P.A.

“We must spread the idea far and wide that only in
a republic can the decisive battle between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie take place; we must create and consolidate
republican traditions among all the Russian revolutiona-
ries and among the broadest possible masses of Russian
workers; we should express through this “republic” slogan
that we will carry to the end the struggle to democratise
the state system, without looking back.”*

Plekhanov. I advise the

delation of the words: we The example of Britain

must spread the idea that only
in a republic can the decisive
battle between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie take place
(I request a vote on this). I am
not at all sure that in Britain,
say political development must
go through a republic. The mon-
archy there will hardly be a hind-
rance to the workers, so that its
removal may turn out to be a
result instead of a preliminary

is not very apt because of
her exceptional position. To
compare Russia with Britain
just now 1is to sow great
confusion among the public.
The “necessity” of a repub-
lic is 1indicated by the
remarks of Marx (1875) and
Engels (1891) concerning the
demand for a republic in

condition of the triumph of social-
1sm.
Axelrod.
proposal. P. A.
“Hence, for the sake of simplicity, the entire content
of Clause 4 may be briefly expressed as ‘restitution of the
cut-off lands’. The question arises: how did the idea of
this demand originate? It arose as the direct outcome of
the general and fundamental proposition that we must
assist the peasants and urge them to destroy all remnants
of the serf-owning system as completely as possible. This
meets with ‘general approval’, doesn’t it? Well then, if you
do agree to follow this road, make an effort to proceed along
it independently; don’t make it necessary to drag you;
don’t let the ‘unusual’ appearance of this road frighten you;

Germany'"—but there can

In favour of the always be exceptions.

* See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 120.—Ed.
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don’t be put out by the fact that in many places you will
find no beaten track at all, and that you will have to crawl
along the edge of precipices, break your way through
thickets, and leap across chasms. Don’t complain of the
poor road: these complaints will be futile whining, for you
should have known in advance that you would be moving,
not along a highway that has been graded and levelled by all
the forces of social progress, but along paths, through out-of-
the-way places and back-alleys which do have a way out,
but from which you, we or anyone else will never find
a direct, simple, and easy way out—‘never’, i.e., whilst
these disappearing, but so slowly disappearing, out-of-the-
way places and back-alleys continue to exist.

“But if you do not want to stray into these back-alleys,
then say so frankly and don’t try to get away by phrase-
mongering.”*

Plekhanov. I put to the

vote the question of crossing out
this page. It lends a somewhat
feuilleton character to the reason-
ing, which in itself is clear
and consistent. In order to put
forward the demand for resti-
tution of the cut-off lands, there
is no need “to crawl along the
edge of precipices”, etc. This
imagery suggests that the author
himself has not quite tied in the
“cut-off lands” with his own
orthodoxy.

Axelrod. I propose we
leave out this page, starting from
the words: “This meets...” to
the end of the following page
47). P.A.

I put to the vote the
question of whether it is
proper to use such cancan-
toned remarks in respect of
a colleague. And where is
it going to get us if we all
start cudgelling each other
in that way??

“Direct survivals of the corvée system, recorded times

without number in all the economic surveys of Russia, are
maintained, not by any special law which protects them, but
by the actually existing land relationships. This is so to
such an extent that witnesses testifying before the well-
known Valuyev Commission'® openly stated that serf-
ownership would undoubtedly have been revived had it not

* See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 127.—Ed.
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been directly prohibited by law. Hence, one of two things:
either you refrain altogether from touching upon the land
relationships between the peasants and the landlords—in
which case all the remaining questions are solved very
‘simply’, but then you will also be ignoring the main source
of all the survivals of the serf-owning economy in the country-
side, and will ‘simply’ be avoiding a burning question
bearing on the most vital interests of the feudal landlords
and the enslaved peasantry, a question which tomorrow or
the day after may easily become one of the most pressing
social and political issues in Russia. Or else you want also
to touch upon the source of the ‘obsolete forms of economic
bondage’ represented by the land relationships—in which
case you must reckon with the fact that these relationships
are so complex and entangled that they do not actually
permit of any easy or simple solution. Then, if you are not
satisfied with the concrete solution we have proposed for
this complex question, you no longer have the right to get
away with a general ‘complaint’ about its complexity,
but must attempt to cope with it independently, and propose
some other concrete solution.

“The importance of the cut-off lands in present-day
peasant farming is a question of reality.”*

Plekhanov. I would advise
throwing out all the reasoning
about “simplicity” and “non-
simplicity”, and continuing the
article with the words: “The im-
portance of the cut-off lands....”
The article will gain therefrom,
because this whole passage
spoils it by being terribly (99)

The reasoning about sim-
plicity, as a summing up of
the foregoing (and as a reply
to a host of remarks made by
those even who sympathise
with us), is not at all super-
fluous, and I suggest we

= ————— leave it in.
dragged out. I propose a vote.

“Labour rent makes for stagnation in cultivation tech-
niques and for stagnation in all social and economic relation-
ships in the countryside, since this labour rent hampers the
development of a money economy and the differentiation
of the peasantry, disembarrasses the landlord (comparatively)
of the stimulus of competition (instead of raising the techni-
cal level, he reduces the share of the sharecropper; incidental-

* See present edition, Vol. 6, pp. 128.—Ed.
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ly, this reduction has been recorded in a number of localities
for many years of the post-Reform period), ties the peasant
to the land, thereby checking the progress of migration,
outside employment, etc.”*

Plekhanov. I propose to
delete the words: “and the differ-
entiation of the peasantry”; they

could bias the reader against How? Whom? Why?—this

a measure which in itself merits baffles all understanding.
every approval. If you insist
on leaving these words in, elabo-
rate on them, explaining (even
if only in a footnote) what you
mean by them. I request a vote.

Furthermore: = what  means It’s quite plain. It means:

13 . . ”f) . . .
comparatively disembarrasses™ 4 gicemharrasses relative to
The word “comparatively” does

not fit in here. the current state in Russia
(and not as compared with,
say, America).

“And in general: once it is generally acknowledged that
the cut-off lands are one of the principal roots of the labour-
rent system—and this system is a direct survival of serf-
ownership which retards the development of capitalism—
how can one doubt that the restitution of the cut-off lands
will undermine the labour-rent system and accelerate
social and economic progress?”**

Plekhanov. That is just A hasty conclusion. See
why there is no need to go to end of this (55) and begin-
such lengths to prove this. ning of the next page.***

“As far as I can judge, all objections ‘against the cut-off
lands’ fit into one or another of these four groups; moreover,
most of the objectors (including Martynov) have answered
all four questions in the negative, considering the demand
for the restitution of the cut-off lands wrong in principle,
politically inexpedient, practically unattainable, and logi-
cally inconsistent.”****

* See present edition, Vol. 6, pp. 129-30.—Ed.
**Ibid., p. 130.—Ed.
*** Lenin means the beginning of Chapter VII of his article
(ibid., p. 130).—Ed.
*¥*¥** Jbid., p. 131.—Ed.
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Plekhanov. I  propose See p. 28 reverse.**
that Martynov should be de- .
leted: there’s much too much of Martynov has cited argu-

him stuck in all over the place. ments reiterated by very

Axelrod. Indeed, des Gu- .
ten, i.e., Martynov, mehr als many of our friends. It

zu viel.* P. A. would be highly tactless to
let these arguments go, with-
out replying to them, and
to refrain from mentioning
Martynov, when he speaks
to the point.

“And we shall not be in the least contradicting ourselves
if we delete from our programme the struggle against the
remnants of the serf-owning system in the subsequent
historical period when the special features of the present
social and political ‘juncture’ will have disappeared, when
the peasants, let us suppose, will have been satisfied by
insignificant concessions made to an insignificant number
of property-owners and begin definitely to ‘snarl’ at the
proletariat. Then, we shall probably also have to delete
from our programme the struggle against the autocracy,
for it is quite inconceivable that the peasants will succeed
in ridding themselves of the most repulsive and grievous
form of feudal oppression before political liberty has been
attained.”***

Plekhanov. I propose we
throw out the part starting with These words should stand,

the words: “And we shall not 1Or they arise out of a
be...” and ending with: “...has necessary precaution. Other-

been attained.” Instead of rein- Wise’ we could later be very

forcing, they weaken the convic- well accused of lack of
tion carried by the foregoing.

Axelrod. In favour. P. A. foresight.

“It may be argued: ‘However slowly the labour-rent
farming may be yielding to the pressure of capitalism, still
it is yielding; it is, moreover, doomed to dlsappear complete-
ly; large-scale labour-rent farmlng is giving way to, and

*Too much of a good thing.—Ed.
** A reference to Lenin’s reply to Plekhanov’s remark on p. 55
of this volume.—Ed.
*** See present edition, Vol. 6, pp. 132-33.—Ed.
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will be directly replaced by, large-scale capitalist farming.
What you want is to accelerate the elimination of serf-
owning by a measure which in essence amounts to the
splitting-up (partial, but nevertheless splitting-up) of
large-scale farms. Are you not thereby sacrificing the inter-
ests of the future to the interests of the present? For the
sake of the problematic possibility of a peasant revolt
against serf-owning in the immediate future, you are placing
obstacles in the way of a revolt of the agricultural proletariat
against capitalism in the more or less distant future!’

“This argument, however convincing it may seem at
first glance, is very one-sided....”*

Plekhanov. 1It’s pretty I think it
unconvincing even at first glance.

is ridiculous

It reeks of such wild pedantry,
that the least said of it the bet-
ter: I blush for the Social-
Democrats. This sense of shame
is the stronger now that thousands
of Russian peasants are rising
up to liquidate the old order.

to see this as a “compliment
to our opponents”, when they
are being refuted (this is
even actually wrong, because
the argument was repeated
in their letters by Iskra’s

closest friends). Besides,
there’s no point at all in
the abuse heaped on them by
the author of the remarks.

I request a vote on the proposal
to declare this argument uncon-
vincing even at first glance.

Axelrod. I believe we
should throw out the compliment
to our opponents a la Martynov.
P. A.

“...this could not fail to exert the profoundest influence
on the spirit of protest and the independent struggle of the

entire rural working population”.**

Plekhanov. What does
“independent struggle” mean?

See Belgium in April
1902.% She provides the ans-
wer to this “difficult” ques-
tion.

“And in order to facilitate for our farm labourers and
semi-farm labourers the subsequent transition to socialism,
it is highly important that the socialist party begin to
‘stand up’ at once for the small peasants, and do ‘everything
possible’ for them, never refusing a hand in solving the

*See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 133.—Ed.
**Ibid., p. 134.—Ed.
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urgent and complex °‘alien’ (non-proletarian) problems,
and helping the working and exploited masses to regard
the socialist party as their leader and representative.”*

Plekhanov. Why are the Is it so hard to understand

words “everything possible” in  {hat everyone has his own
inverted commas (“quotes”)? I

don’t understand. Besides, the Way of using quotes? Perhaps
question of “semi-farm labour- the author of the remarks

ers” is not at all an alien one will want to “vote’” on the

for the proletariat. It is now 9 >
extremely bad policy to use this quotes as well? T shouldn’t

word, even in quotes. be at all surprised!

“It is the Russian bourgeoisie who were ‘late’ with what
is really their task of sweeping away all the remnants of
the old regime, and we must and shall rectify this omission
until it has been rectified, until we have won political
liberty, as long as the position of the peasants continues
to foster dissatisfaction among practically the whole of
educated bourgeois society (as is the case in Russia), instead
of fostering a feeling of conservative self-satisfaction among
it on account of the ‘indestructibility’ of what is supposed
to be the strongest bulwark against socialism (as is the case
in the West where this self-satisfaction is displayed by all
the parties of Order, ranging from the agrarians and conser-
vatives pur sang, through the liberal and free-thinking
bourgeois, to even as far—without offence to Messrs. the
Chernovs and the Vestnik Russkoi Revolutsii!**—to even as
far as the fashionable ‘critics of Marxism’ in the agrarian
question).”**

Plekhanov. I strongly I agree, but I prefer to

advise that we throw out here c »
the words “Vestnik Russkoi Re- throw out “the Chernovs™.

volutsit”. They stand alongside
Chernov’s name, and we could
be accused of carelessly bringing
the two together, giving a hint,
and almost divulging a pseudo-
nym. This should be avoided at
all costs.

“Nationalisation of the land is a different matter. This
demand (if it is interpreted in the bourgeois sense, and not

*See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 134.—Ed.
**Ibid., pp. 135-36.—Ed.
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in the socialist) does actually ‘go further’ than the demand
for the restitution of the cut-off lands, and in principle we
fully endorse it. It goes without saying that, when the
revglutionary moment comes, we shall not fail to advance
it.”

Plekhanov. I quite ad- It’s a pity the “adherent”

E?fixt’f’ g}fliihreemma;tlfcf: That’s the  gyite forgot that the remark

Axelrod. I don’t quite related to the wunedited ar-
understand. Above you gave an ticle. Just a little attention
excellent definition of the social- would have spared him this
revolutionary character of the : :
agrarian  programme; besides amusing mistake.
nationalisation of the land is now
anti-revolutionary even as a slo-
gan for an uprising. I agree with
Berg’s proposal.

“But our present programme is being drawn up, not only
for the period of revolutionary insurrection, not even so
much for that period, as for the period of political slavery,
for the period that precedes political liberty. However, in
this period the demand for the nationalisation of the land
is much less expressive of the immediate tasks of the demo-
cratic movement in the meaning of a struggle against the
serf-owning system.”**

Plekhanov. The point
made above was that our agra-
rian programme is a social-re-
volutionary one.

Nationalisation of the land
in a police state would mean a
fresh and vast increase of that
state. That is why it is not
right to say, as the author says
here, “much less expressive”, etc.

One measure is revolutionary and This is wrong. National-
the other reactionary. . isation is not always “reac-
Axelrod. Plekhanov’s

L . tionary”, regardless of time
proposal coincides with the h That’
meaning of Berg’s remarks, and and character. at's an
mine on the preceding page. absurdity.

If the authors of the re-
marks refuse to take the

* See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 137.—Ed.
** Thid., pp. 137-39.—Ed.



64 V. I. LENIN

trouble to give a precise
formulation to the amend-
ments, even in a second
reading (although this de-
mand was specially accep-
ted and communicated to
all)—there will be endless
delays through votes on
“changes” in general (and
then on the text of the
changes??). It would be bet-
ter to worry less about the
author of a signed article
expressing himself in his own
manner.

“That is why we think that, on the basis of the present
social system, the maximum demand in our agrarian prog-
ramme should not go beyond the democratic revision of the
Peasant Reform. The demand for nationalisation of the land,
while quite valid in principle and quite suitable at certain
moments, is politically inexpedient at the present moment.”*

Plekhanov. I agree with See p. 75 reverse.**
Berg’s remark.22 But I propose
this wording: in a police state,
nationalisation of the land is
harmful, and in a constitutional
one it will be a part of the de-
mand for the nationalisation of
all the means of production.

I request a vote.

Axelrod. I agree. P. A.

“Such composition of the courts would be a guarantee
both of their democratic nature and free expression of the
different class interests of the various sections of the rural
population.”***

Plekhanov. The style A “terrible” concept of the

here is terrible. I propose a vote “Voting” game! It looks as if
on 1mproving it. . '
Axelrod How? we have nothing better to do!

* See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 138.—Ed.
** A reference to Lenin’s reply to Plekhanov’s remark on p. 63
of this volume.—Ed.
*** See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 140.—Ed.
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“...it is well known that in our countryside rent is more
often of a serf-owning than a bourgeois nature; it is much
more “money”’ rent (i.e., a modified form of feudal rent)
than capitalist rent (i.e., the surplus over and above the
profit of the employer). Reductions of rent would therefore
directly help to replace serf-owning forms of farming by
capitalist forms.”*

Plekhanov. The author That’s not true. If you do

promised not to speak of Russian
feudalism (see above), but has
failed to keep his promise. That’s
a pity. I request a vote on the
proposal to delete here the word

take a look above, you will
find that the author “prom-
ised” nothing of the sort.
Once the author has made

feudal (rent). the specific reservation that

this is not a general opinion,
the quibbling here is doubly
tactless.

“Even the autocracy has therefore been obliged more
and more frequently to institute a special fund (utterly
trifling, of course, and going more to line the pockets of
embezzlers of state property and bureaucrats than for
the relief of the famine-stricken) ‘for the cultural and
charitable needs of the village communes’. We, too, cannot
but demand, among other democratic reforms, that such
a fund be established. That can scarcely be disputed.”**

Plekhanov. That even the autoc-
here about the “autocracy” is racy has been obliged to go
extremely inappropriate. After . f harity (in th il
all, why should we look to it for 10 for charity (in the small-
example? As if we are unable est way) is a fact, fear
of reference to which is

to make any proposals without
rather strange. That this is

looking to it for a cue?
The restitution to the peasants P »
put forward as an “example”,
is a “poor invention” by a

should be motivated by it being
man who wants to quibble.

This passage

a revolutionary measure, recti-
fying an “injustice” which is not
only still in everyone’s mind, but
which largely served to ruin the
Russian peasant (cf. Martynov).

P.S. When the French émi-
grés demanded their billion (at

* See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 141.—Ed.
** Ibid., p. 142.—Ed.
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the time of the Restoration)23
they said nothing about charity.
They had a better understanding
of the class struggle.

I propose a vote on the pro-
posal to rewrite this passage.

Axelrod. Cf. Plekhanov’s
remark to p. 90.24 Read that and
these remarks carefully and you

will agree with them. P. A.

“But, then—the objection is raised—this tribute cannot
be returned in full. Quite so (just as the cut-off lands cannot
be restituted in full).”*

Plekhanov. Why can’t That’s absolutely wrong.
the cut-off lands be restituted T,enin’s insertion in his ar-
in full? The programme says :
nothing about it. ticle does not alter the mean-

I call everyone’s attention 1ing of what the programme

to the fact that the meaning of
the paragraph we adopted has
been changed here.

Axelrod. Why do you
restrict and weaken a princi-

pled decision by an insertion?

says, and cannot do
so. The author of the remarks
has forgotten the elementary
truth that “it is the law, and
not the motives of the law,

that is subject to applica-
tion”.

“Actually, of course, the annulment of collective liability
(Mr. Witte may manage to put this particular reform through
before the revolution), the abolition of division into social-
estates, freedom of movement, and the right for each individ-
ual peasant freely to dispose of his land will rapidly and
inevitably bring about the removal of the burden of taxation
and serf-bondage that the land commune to a three-fourths
extent constitutes at the present time. But this result will
only prove the correctness of our views on the village
commune, prove how incompatible it is with the entire
social and economic development of capitalism.”**

Plekhanov. There is now
talk of its destruction. The rele-
vant phrase should therefore be
changed.

“Therefore” has nothing to
do with it. The “talk” has
been going on for quite some

* See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 143.—Ed.
**Ibid., p. 144.—Ed.
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I propose that instead of “capi-
talism” we say: “with all the
social and economic development
of our time”. Motive: this will
spare us any ‘“‘demagogic criti-
cism” by the proponents of the

time, and even if it does lead
to some action, still nothing
need be altered there.

I find this fear of “dema-
gogy” absolutely unwarrant-
ed, because these gentlemen
will always come up with
similarly “bad criticism”.

commune.

“To this we reply that it does not at all follow from our
formulation that every peasant must necessarily demand
that a separate plot of land be allotted to him. What does
follow is only liberty to sell the land; moreover, the prefe-
rential right of the commune members to purchase land
that is being sold does not run counter to this liberty.”*

Plekhanov. I quite agree
with this remark,25 and propose

that it be put to the vote.
Axelrod. In favour.

“I agree” with what related
to a deleted passage??!!??
A very fine proposal for a
“vote”, indeed!

“This objection would be groundless. Our demands do
not destroy the association but, on the contrary, set up
in place of the archaic (de facto semi-feudal) power of the
commune over the muzhik, the power of a modern associa-
tion over its members who join of their own accord. Nor, in
particular, is our formulation at variance with the recogni-
tion, for instance, of fellow members’ having the pre-emptive
right, on certain terms, to buy the land put up for sale by
a fellow member.”

Plekhanov. I don’t
agree with this. This right would
merely depreciate the peasant’s
land.

As for collective liability, it
has partially already been abol-
ished, and the rest will be abol-
ished by Mr. Witte any day now.

Contradiction. 1 fail to under-
stand: on the one hand, I freely
enter an association and freely
withdraw from it. On the other,

The author of the remarks
overdoes his hostility to the
commune. On this point
great care must be taken to
keep out of the embrace of
Messrs. A. Skvortsov & Co.
(into which the author of
the remarks falls). On cer-
tain terms, the right of pre-
emption may increase instead

* See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 145.—Ed.
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the commune has a pre-emptive of decreasing the value of the
right to buy my land. There’s a |ap4. My expression is de-
contradiction in this. liberately broader and more
general, whereas the author
of the remarks is in too much
of a hurry to cut the Gordian
knot. By carelessly “deny-
ing” the commune (as an
association) we may easily
spoil all our “good will”
to the peasant. After all,
the commune is also connect-
ed with the conventional
type of settlement, and so on,
and only the A. Skvortsovs
“remake” this in their proj-
ects with the stroke of a pen.

“To clear the way for the free development of the class
struggle in the countryside, it is necessary to remove all
remnants of serfdom, which now overlie the beginnings of
capitalist antagonisms among the rural population, and
keep them from developing.”*

Plekhanov. This is the The author of the remarks
first time I see the word antago- ghould not imagine that he
nism used in the plural. is past seeing anything for

the first time.

* *
*

This alone is made fully clear by the remarks of the
“author of the remarks”. If he set himself the task of making
it impossible for comrades who disagree with him,
even on trifling matters, to work together with him on the
board, he is rapidly and very surely moving towards that
noble goal. But if he does reach it, he himself should bear
the consequences.

(1) The remarks are written in such a careless manner
that no effort has even been made to compare what there was
before and what there is after the corrections.

* See present edition, Vol. 6, p. 146.—Ed.
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(2) In fact, the list of corrections has simply been thrown
out! “Don’t buck me.”

(3) Hardly any of the alterations proposed by
the author of the remarks has been formulated by him
personally—contrary to the specified con-
dition adopted of necessity to avoid intolerable delays.

(4) The tone of the remarks is deliberately abusive.
If T adopted such a tone in “analysing” Plekhanov’s article
on the programme (i.e., his personal “article” and not
the draft of a general statement, a general programme, etc.)
that would at once be the end of our collaboration. And so I
“put to the vote”: are members of the board to be allowed
to provoke other members into doing so?

(5) It is the summit of tactlessness to use votings
to interfere in the very manner in which the members
of the board express themselves.

The author of the remarks puts me in mind of a coachman
who thinks that to steer well, the horses have to be reined
in and brought up as often and as hard as possible. Of course,
I am nothing more than a horse, one of the horses of the
coachman—Plekhanov—but even the most harassed horse
may throw off the much too spirited coachman.

Written on May 1 (14), 1902

First published in 1925 Printed from
in Lenin Miscellany II1 the original

INTRODUCTION TO THE LEAFLET
OF THE DON COMMITTEE OF THE R.S.D.L.P.
“TO THE CITIZENS OF RUSSIA™*

We give in full the splendid proclamation issued by the
Don Committee of our Party. It shows that the Social-
Democrats know how to appreciate the heroic behaviour of
men like Balmashev, without, however, falling into the
error of the Socialist-Revolutionaries.?” The Social-Demo-
crats bring to the fore the workers’ (and peasants’) movement.
They make their demands on the government on behalf of the
working class and the whole people, but without issuing
any threats of further attempts and assassinations. They
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regard terrorism as one of the possible ancillary means,
and not as a special tactical method justifying separation
from revolutionary Social-Democracy.

Written after May 9 (22), 1902

First published in 1931 in V. Ples- Printed from
kov’s book V gody boyevoi yunosti. the original
Molodyozh nakanune pervoi revolutsii
(Fighting Days of Youth. Young
People on the Eve of the
First Revolution), Molodaya Gvardia
Publishers

INTRODUCTION TO THE LEAFLET
“TO THE CITIZENS OF ALL RUSSIA”*

The leaflet of the Don Committee, which we reprint,
sums up some remarkable events and gives them a highly
correct and striking assessment, drawing practical conclu-
sions which Social-Democrats will never tire of repeating.
It was published in 6,500 copies and sent to various towns
of Russia in December.

Written on December 20, 1902
(January 2, 1903)

Published on January 1, 1903 Printed from
in Iskra No. 31 the original

PLAN FOR A PAMPHLET AGAINST THE S.R.s*

The war is on. It is just beginning. Literary polemics.

Why? Explain why war is inevitable.

Special attention should be devoted to theoretical dif-
ferences involving principles.

A) Middle-of-the-road and unprincipled stand between revolu-
tionary Marxism and opportunist criticism.

1. Article in No. 2 of Vestnik Russkoi Revolutsii
(editorial). Its examination.

2. Theory of cataclysm. Quote pp. 55-56=denial
of the economic necessity of socialism. (Trusts
forgotten.)
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3. Agrarian question. Quote p. 57 (“even”).
4. Theory of wvalue. Quote p. 64. “Shaken”!
p. 66 (“even” once again!)
{pp. 67 and 48—crisis of all socialism}
5. “Violent and exceptional Marxism
is becoming a part of history”
(75)!! NB
Zhitlovsky in “Sozialistische Monatsheften”....%°
Current Issue. Praise of Hertz (note on p. 8).

S

“New standpoint”=through co-operation to
socialism.
to B. 3.

8. Vestnik Russkoi Revolutsii No. 2, pp. 82 and 87.
“Amendments”, “revision”, etc.*

9. ¥ = total lack of principle. Anyone who wants to,
can be a Socialist-Revolutionary.

10. Complete detachment from international socialism:
“distinctive character”.

B) Middle-of-the-road and unprincipled stand between Russian
Marxism and the Narodnaya Volya trend, rather: the
liberal-Narodnik trend.

1. The new revolutionary Degeneration of the

movement goes hand in hand old Russian socialism
with a struggle between the into a liberal-Narodnik
old theory and the new. trend.
Relics of Russian social-
ism (liberal-Narodnik
trend) and Russian Marx-
ism. What is the attitude
of the Socialist-Revolution-
aries? The Eve of Revolu-
tion is  typical. (Total
incomprehension of the
importance of theoretical
discussions.)

2. “Labour economy” (S.R
theory) (from Revolutsion-

* MS. indicates that point 8 is to go before point 6.—Ed.
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naya Rossiya® No. 11, p. 7).
Vulgar socialism + Naro-
dism.

[Cf. Vestnik Russkoi Revo-
lutsii No. 2, pp. 100-01:
class struggle=struggle of
all the oppressed!!]
Progressive and negative Contra:
aspects of capitalism. Revo- Progressive significance
lutsionnaya Rossiya No. 9, of migration and
p. 4. vagabondage: No. 8,

p. 8, column 232

Special sheet, bottom of p. 2‘

Cf. Current Issue (p. 8): From German statis-

“New standpoint”: “Through tics: co-operation=
co-operation to socialism™. prevalence of the bour-
Cf. A7 geoisie.

4. Z=purely eclectic combination of Narodism and

Marxism with the aid of “criticism”.

C) Middle-of-the-road attitude to the class struggle and the
working-class movement.

~

1. From the theoretical errors of their stand they pass

2.

on to practical ones. Their attitude to the class
struggle and the working-class movement. What is
their approach?

Quotation from Vestnik Russkoi Revolutsii No. 2,
p. 224. Party and class. Confusion, which means
only one thing: moving away from the proletariat’s
class struggle and throwing open the door to an
intelligentsia that is absolutely uncommitted and
unstable.

Intelligentsia + proletariat + peasantry (No. 8, p. 6,
column 2) (against “narrow” orthodoxy). Meaning=
total denial of the class struggle. Confusion of
different strata. Lumping together of intelligentsia’s
social reformism and a revolutionarism which is
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merely democratic—and proletarian socialism—and
crude peasant demands.

4. Intelligentsia and proletariat. And the Narodnaya
Volya followers as well!!! Vestnik Russkoi Revolutsii
No. 3—pp. 9-11. Special sheet.

5. Their attitude in practice? Illustrated by Econom-
ism.*® Iskra: long process of work, persuasion,
education. Iskra’s shedding of illusions about unity.
Cf.: Gloating

+ Putting spokes in revolutionary Marxism’s
wheels.
2 = dilettante on the sidelines.

6. How they explain their distinction from the Social-
Democrats? No. 9, p. 4, column 2.

The point is not that “they want to be”, but that the
working-class movement is there.

Labour in general is an absurdity.

Failure to make a distinction between hired and
independent labour=vulgarisation of socialism by
petty-bourgeois element and total obliteration of
division from the Narodniks.

“A purely ideological representative” of a principle.
No principle at all!

D) Regardless of their will, they are leading the working class
towards subordination to bourgeois democracy.

1. We have examined the theoretical stand of the S.R.s
and their attitude to the working-class movement.
> = middle-of-the-road stand, eclecticism.

2. Their attitude to Russian bourgeois democracy.
There is none! Vestnik
Russkoi Revolutsii No. 2, Cf. “Modern Vestal
p. 132!! The S.R.s already Virgin”.3*
noticed this during the war
against the Economists.

3. What about Mr. Struve? What about the liberal-
Narodnik trend? That’s to whom they give in!!!
It means that they give in to bourgeois democracy,
failing to explain to the workers the class antitheses,
and failing to work out an independent
socialist ideology.
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4. What means intelligentsia + proletariat 4+ peasantry?
In practice, the intelligentsia and the peasantry
constitute nothing more than bourgeois democracy!!

5. What about their attitude to the liberals? Have

another look at the + and — of capitalism formula
ISI(NO. 9, p. 4).
There is no class under- Curious fact: they
lying the liberals (No. 9, took the liberals at
p. 4). their word!!
There is much more of No. 9, pp. 3-4
it than you have! (V. V.’s variants)

Our fight against the lib-
erals is much more acute
than yours is.
We are engaged in a war and not in verbose
reasoning: on the one hand, on the other hand.
But we realise that the liberals represent a class,
that they are resilient, and they have a social,
popular movement, which the S.R.s have not!!
6. L. M. in Zarya (No. 2-3) was right: the S.R.s have
a twofold name because their socialism is not at
all revolutionary and their revolutionism has nothing
in common with socialism. That is what leads
to their defeats by bourgeois democracy.

That is the end of the Warning against
principled criticism of the petty-bourgeois
whole S.R. stand. Let us socialism,
note that we reject the revolutionarism and
whole of their stand and vacillation.

not merely their errors in
the (agrarian) programme,
not merely their errors in
tactics (terrorism).

E) Agrarian question.

1. Primitive vulgar so- Unreadiness of Vestnik
cialism. Credulity. Russkoi  Revolutsii
No analysis of the against Iskra. Cur-
movement. Failure to rent Issue (Hertz).

understand the strug- NB Revolutsionnaya Ros-
gle against the rem- siya No. 4, February,
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nants of serfdom
(No. 8, p. 4: the 1861
reforms have given
scope to capitalism!!).
The peasantry’s “equal-
itarian principle”,
etc., is merely labour-
ing under a delusion

bottom of p. 2: Polem-
ics on the muzhik,V

and No. 8 (June):
call by the Peasant
Union, etc. Indeed,

you are less prepared
than the Social-Dem-
ocrats!

of democratic demands.
There is nothing so-
cialist in it. You
must tell the truth
instead of stooping to
demagogy.

D The modern countryside can support and intensify the
pressure on the government “and can probably do it more
vigorously than we think, cut off as we have absolutely been
in most cases from the muzhik for several years now because
of government spying and oppression”. Revolutsionnaya
Rossiya No. 4 (February 1902), p. 2.

3.

“Socialisation of the land.” Bourgeois nationalisa-
tion? (What about its significance in a class state?)
“Socialisation of the land” is an empty promise
(minimum!).

After all this = de facto
prepared for
naya Volya.
Co-operation (instead of the class struggle!) is a purely
(bourgeois-) petty-bourgeois demand.

For the commune. Against free disposal.
Narodnoye Dyelo®® No. 2, pp. 18-19. How is the
peasants’ and workers’ struggle to be united?
Narodnoye Dyelo No. 2, p. 51: “in the common popu-
lar spirit”. Unprintable.

Narodnoye Dyelo Examples of duping: Revolu-
No. 2, p. 63: tsionnaya Rossiya No. 11, p. 6:
“there should be have a snack and a drink of
duping wherever blood, pettifoggers and so on
and whenever and so forth.

possible”!!

“the people are
revolution” of the Narod-
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F) Terrorism.

1. Polemics over Balmashev. Unexampled.
But isn’t the criticism of the Germans unexampled?

you yourself suggest that it should be

(First you breed dissatisfaction and then)

voiced!!

2. Polemics over the April 3 proclamation. Quote (No. 11,
bottom of p. 25)36 and a fiction deduced.
3. “Vperyod” No. 5. Quote, No. 5, pp. 7-8.

’by the way, p. 9 ‘37

4. Terrorism. Quote from
No. 7 (idem as in the
April 3 proclamation:
it is not words we
attach importance to).
No. 7, p. 4: “Terrorism
induces people to think
politically.”

—“surer than months
of propaganda”

—“will instil strength
into the discouraged”.?®
5. “Not instead, but togeth-
er.” In practice there
is no connection with
the masses.
Scepticism, lack of
steadfastness. 4 years
(1897-1901), with the
democratic period just
beginning.

Distraction from imme-
diate pressing tasks.
Leaders lagging behind
the mass.

The logic of terrorism:
it is brought out into the
forefront, then comes the
rest. Proof: back in Fe-
bruary 1902 it was
not a fighting organisa-
tion that Revolutsionnaya
Rossiya (No. 4) brought
out into the forefront.
See reverse (a).*

Terrorism is not dangerous
because there is a mass
movement. “Frame of
mind.” Succumb to it?
See reverse (B).**

No. 12, column 1 on p. 3
(“theory of stages”). Ibid.:
there should be no break-
ing into prisons.?®

*The text marked («) is on the reverse of the MS.—Ed.

**The text marked (f) is on the reverse of the MS.—Ed.
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(o) “All the aspects of the revolutionary
technique, methods of street fighting
against the troops, execution of the most
hated servants of the tsar (my italics),
etc., retreat into the background before [ What is
the most mature, most immediate and § the posi-
pressing problem: the establishment of [ tion today?
a central revolutionary organisation”
(Revolutsionnaya Rossiya, 1902, No. 4,
February, p. 3).

® “...While the scribes waged a paper struggle...” (whet-
her it is right to attach merely an exciting or also a
deterrent significance to terrorism) “...life brought
out into the forefront such a need of terroristic means
that in face of it all earlier objections had to cease.
Terroristic acts became necessary as a means of
self-defence...” Revolutsionnaya Rossiya No. 7, p. 2
(June 1902).

G) Conclusion.

Tasks of contemporary revolutionaries:

«) Theoretical defence and development of revolutionary
Marxism.

B) Utmost participation in international ideological
struggle.

y) Development of Russian Marxism, its application;
struggle against liberal-Narodnik trend, exposure
before the working class of its bourgeois and petty-
bourgeois character.

0) Organisation of the proletariat. Host of flaws. Insis-
tent demands.

g) “A lot of people and a shortage of men.” Leaders
must prepare the masses for an uprising.

Written in the spring of 1903

First published in 1939 in the Printed from
magazine Proletarskaya the original
Revolutsia No. 1
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THE SECOND CONGRESS
OF THE R.S.D.L.P.*

JULY 17 (30)-AUGUST 10 (23), 1903

PROGRAMME OF THE R.S.D.L.P. REGULAR SECOND
CONGRESS*

A. Standing orders of the Congress and its constitution.
B. List and priority of questions to be discussed and

decided at the Congress.

A. Standing Orders of the Congress.

1. The comrade duly
authorised by the Organis-
ing Committee*? is to open
the Congress.

2. The Congress is to elect
a chairman, two assistants
(and deputies) of the chair-
man, and 9 secretaries. These
9* constitute the bureau and
have their seats at the same
table.

Organising
report.

3. Election of a commit-
tee to verify delegates’
credentials and examine any
applications, complaints and
protests relating to the
constitution of the Congress.

Committee’s

4. Decision on admitting
the Polish Social-Demo-
crats.?
to 3***

In brackets are desir-
able addenda, explanations,
advice and other remarks of
a particular character.

(This committee is also to
receive the Organising Com-
mittee’s statement concern-
ing the persons, as listed,
whom it has invited to attend
the Congress with voice but
no vote.)**

* Apparently, a slip of the pen: the total should be 12.—Ed.

** The bracketed text is crossed out in the MS.—Ed.
*%* Point 4, like point 11 in Section B (List and Priority of Questions)
was inserted by Lenin additionally. Because of this and changes in
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5. Order of the Congress
sittings: twice a day from
9 am. to 1 p.m. and from
3 p.m. to 7 p.m. (roughly).

6. Limitation on dele-
gates’ speeches: rapporteurs
not more than 30 minutes
per speech; the rest, not more
than 10 minutes. No one is
entitled to speak more than
twice on any question. On
points of order, not more
than two speakers for and
two against every proposal.

7. The minutes of the Con-
gress are to be kept by the
secretaries with the partici-
pation of the chairman or
one of his assistants. Each
sitting of the Congress is to
start with the approval of
the minutes of the preceding
sitting. Every speaker is to
submit to the bureau of the
Congress a summary of each of
his speeches within two hours
after the sitting.

8. The voting on all the
questions except the elec-
tion of functionaries is to
be by a show of hands
On the demand of ten votes;
roll-call votes are to be
taken with a record of all
votes cast entered in the
minutes.

(To accelerate roll-call vot-
ing and avoid mistakes, the
bureau of the Congress should
give ballot papers on each
question to every member of
the Congress with the right
of vote. On each ballot
paper, the delegate writes
his name (see §8%)

the arrangement of the points, Lenin altered their numeration. We give

here his final variant.

Lenin subsequently crossed out point 4 and wrote after it: “to

3”—Ed.

* According to initial numeration (actually §9).—Ed.
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9. Secret designation of
each delegate’s name (or with-
out name: first and second
delegate from such and such
a Party organisation, etc.).*

10. The chairman’s state-
ment that the Congress
has been finally constituted

as the Regular Second
Congress of the Russian
Social-Democratic  Labour

Party and that, consequent-
ly, the decisions of this
Congress shall invalidate
all earlier contradictory de-
cisions adopted by the Regu-
lar First*® and sectional con-
gresses—that, consequently,
the decisions of this Congress
shall be absolutely binding
on all the Russian S.D.L.
Party.

11. Discussion of list and
priority of questions.

and his vote (yes, no, ab-
stain) and also the question
to which his vote applies. The
questions may be designated
by abbreviations or even by
a figure, letter, etc. The
bureau of the Congress keeps
these ballot papers separate-
ly for each question until
the end of the Congress.)*

(It is undesirable to touch
upon the question of the
Bund** in connection with
this point: it is better di-
rectly to put it first in the
list of questions before the
Congress.)

B. List and Priority of Questions.

1. The Bund’s status in
the Russian S.D.L.P. (Does
the Russian S.D.L.P. accept
the federal principle

(It is necessary to write a
draft resolution on this ques-
tion beforehand, and it is

of desirable to put it through.)

*The text in brackets is crossed out in the MS.—Ed.
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Party organisation put for-
ward by the Bund?)*

2. Approval of the text
of programme of the
Russian S.D.L.P.

First reading: adop-
tion as a whole of one
of the available drafts
as a basis for detailed
discussion.

Second reading: adop-
tion of each point and
clause of the programme.

3. Creation of the Party’s
Central Organ (newspaper)
or confirmation of one.

«) Does the Congress
want to set up a new
organ?

B) If it does not, which
of the existing organs does
the Congress want to trans-
form into the Party’s Cen-
tral Organ?

4. Reports by the commit-
tees (including the report by
the Organising Commit-
tee through one of its
members) and other Party

NB: The reasons why this
question is brought up into
first place: formal (the
Bund’s statements, the com-
position of the Congress,
subordination to majority),
and moral (complete elimina-
tion of split and confusion on
basic issue).

(x. How many draft prog-
rammes shall be deemed
subject to examination by
the Congress? [Iskra’s, Bor-
ba’s,*® Zhizn’s*"?]

(B. Shall all the drafts

be examined or one taken as
a basis? Or otherwise: shall
one of the proposed drafts
be adopted in the first read-
ing?)
(Necessity of having this
question as a separate item:
end the struggle of trends
within Social-Democracy.)*

o) How many reports are
there?

B) Are all the reports to
be read or referred to the
committee?

*The text in brackets is crossed out in the MS.—Ed.
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organisations and individual
members.*

5. Party organisation. Ap-
proval of general organisa-

tional Rules of the Russian
S.D.L.P.

y) Are all the reports to
be discussed separately or
together?

(better separately)

8) Order of reading the

reports.

First reading: selection of one of the drafts as a
whole. Second reading: discussion of one of the
drafts point by point.**

6. Regional and national
organisations.

(Recognition or non-recog-
nition of each of them sepa-
rately in a specified composi-
tion and with (perhaps) such
and such exemptions from
the Party’s general Rules.)***

7. Separate groups in the
Party.

Borba Emanci-
{Zhizn pation
Volya*® of La-
bour
group®

Iskra’s organisation in
Russia®

Yuzhny Rabochy®., etc.****}} L

Final (or preliminary, that
is, with the Central Commit-
tee authorised to make the

*Point 4 is crossed out. °

top in an unknown hand.—Ed.

It is necessary

) to have a draft resolution

on each separate group and
: : skoskoskoskosk
separate organisation.

‘Delegates’ reports” is written on

** The text from the word “Approval” to the words “point

by point” is crossed out.—Ed.

*** The text in brackets is crossed out.—Ed.

**** The text from the word “Borba” to the word “etc.”

out.—Ed.

is crossed

*¥*¥%*%* The paragraph is crossed out.—Ed.
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necessary inquiries and lay
down the final decision*)
approval of the list of all
Party committees, organisa-
tions, groups, etc.

8. National question.

9. Economic struggle and
the trade union movement.

10. Celebration
Day.

11. International Social-
ist Congress in Amsterdam
in 1904.%

12. Demonstrations and up-
rising.

13. Terrorism.

21. Attitude of the Rus-
sian S.D.L.P. to the So-
cialist-Revolutionaries.

End to the revolutionary

of May

socialists?? etc.? o
22. Attitude of the Rus-
sian S.D.L.P. to Russian
liberal trends.**

It is necessary to have a
resolution on the national
question in general (expla-
nation of “self-determina-
tion” and tactical conclu-
sions from our explanation).
Perhaps also a special res-
< olution against the )
P.P.S.?%2
(It is necessary to
have a resolution both on the
principles and on the pres-
sing tasks facing the Party.)
Ditto.

Ditto.
Ditto.
Ditto.
Ditto. )
insert these
- two questions
after No. 7.%**
Ditto. |

*The text from the words “that is” to the word “decision” is

crossed out.—Ed.

** Written in an unknown hand beside this point: “23. Attitude
of the R.S.D.L.P. to other revolutionary and opposition parties and
trends existing in Russia”. Written in Lenin’s hand before the number

of the point: “23”.—Ed.

*** The text is crossed out.—Ed.
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14. Internal questions of Party work: )
organisation of propaganda.
15. ” ” agitation
16. ” »  Party literature. .
» » Resolutions
17. work among the .
desirable.
peasantry.
18. ” ” » in the army.
19. ” ” »  among students.
20 ” ” »  among sectarians. ]

24. Elections to the Cen-
tral Committee and the
Editorial Board of the Par-
ty C.O.

[ 24. Election of the Party
Council.5 |

25. The order governing the
publication of decisions and
minutes of the Congress and
also the order governing the
entry upon the exercise of their
duties by elected functionaries
and institutions.

Written in the second half of
June and the first half of July 1903

First published in 1927
in Lenin Miscellany VI

The Congress is to elect
three persons to the Edito-
rial Board of the Central
Organ and three to the Cen-
tral Committee. These 6 per-
sons together shall, if
necessary, co-opt by a two-
thirds majority additional
members to the Editorial
Board of the Central Organ
and the Central Committee
and duly report to the Con-
gress. Following the appro-
val of this report by the
Congress, subsequent co-ap-
tation is to be carried out
separately by the Editorial
Board of the Central Organ
and the Central Committee.

Printed from
the original
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2

SPEECHES DURING THE EXAMINATION
OF THE LIST OF QUESTIONS SUBJECT
TO DEBATE AT THE CONGRESS®%

JULY 17 (30)
1

In the plan, the question of the programme is in the second
place. The national question is a part of the programme and
is to be dealt with when the latter is discussed. The question
of regional and national organisations in general is an
organisational one. But the question of attitude to the
nationalities, in particular, is a tactical question and is
an application of our general principles to practical activity.

2

The first item of the list relates specially to the Bund
organisation. The sixth relates to the Party organisation.
Upon the establishment of general rules for local, regional,
national and other organisations, this special question is
raised: which organisations and on what terms shall be
recruited to the Party?

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov the text
(The Regular Second Congress of the book

of the R.S.D.L.P. Full Text of the
Minutes), Central Committee
publication, Geneva, 1904

3

SPEECH ON THE ACTIONS OF THE
ORGANISING COMMITTEE®®

JULY 18 (31)

The Organising Committee may meet, but not as a colle-
gium exerting an influence on the business of the Congress.
The Organising Committee’s practical activity does not
cease, but there is an end to its influence on the Congress
apart from the commission.

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904
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4

SPEECH ON THE ATTENDANCE OF THE POLISH
SOCIAL-DEMOCRATS AT THE CONGRESS®”

JULY 18 (31)

I do not see any weighty arguments against an invitation.
The Organising Committee has taken the first step in bring-
ing the Polish comrades closer to the Russian. By inviting
them to our Congress we shall take a second step in the same
direction. I do not see this producing any complications.

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

5

SPEECH IN THE DEBATE
ON THE GENERAL SECTION OF THE PARTY
PROGRAMME

JULY 29 (AUGUST 11)

This insertion makes it worse.?® It creates the impression
that consciousness grows spontaneously. Yet, there is no
conscious activity of workers in international Social-Democ-
racy outside the Social-Democrats’ sphere of influence.

Vtorot ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

6

SPEECHES IN THE DEBATE ON THE GENERAL
POLITICAL DEMANDS OF THE PARTY PROGRAMME

JULY 30 (AUGUST 12)

1

Lenin finds Strakhov’s amendment unsatisfactory,
because the committee’s formulation specifically emphasises
the people’s will.>®
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2

Lenin opposes the word “regional”, because it is very
vague and may be interpreted in the sense that the Social-
Democrats want the whole state split up into small regions.5°

3

Lenin finds the addition of the words “and to every
foreigner” superfluous, because it is implicit that the Social-
Democratic Party will insist that the paragraph in question
shall apply to foreigners as well.5!

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

7
SPEECH IN THE DEBATE ON THE GENERAL
POLITICAL DEMANDS OF THE PARTY PROGRAMME
JULY 31 (AUGUST 13)

The word “militia” does not say anything new and makes
for confusion. The words “universal arming of the people”
are clear and quite Russian. I find Comrade Lieber’s amend-
ment superfluous.®?

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

8

PROPOSALS ON VARIOUS POINTS OF THE GENERAL
POLITICAL DEMANDS OF THE PARTY PROGRAMME %2

1) Let “and language” stand at the end of §6.

2) Insert new point:
“The right of the population to receive education in the
native language, the right of each citizen to use the native
language at meetings and in public and state institutions”.

3) In §11 delete the sentence about language.

Written between July 30 and August 1
(August 12 and 14), 1903

First published in 1959 in Printed from
Vol. 7 of the Fifth Russian the original
edition of the Collected Works
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9

SPEECHES IN THE DEBATE ON THE SECTION
OF THE PARTY PROGRAMME RELATING TO
LABOUR PROTECTION

JULY 31 (AUGUST 13)

1

Lenin does not object to a 42-hour rest but, address-
ing Lieber, remarks that the programme speaks of super-
vision over all industries. An indication of the actual size
will merely restrict the sense. When our programme is a bill
we shall write in the details.%*

2

I object to Comrade Lyadov’s amendment.®® His first
two amendments are superfluous because in our programme
we demand labour protection for all the branches of the
economy and, consequently, for agriculture as well. As for
the third, it applies entirely to the agrarian section and we
shall return to it when debating our draft agrarian prog-
ramme.

Vtorot ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

10

SPEECHES IN THE DEBATE ON THE AGRARIAN
PROGRAMME

AUGUST 1 (14)

1

Lenin tables this amendment: instead of “will work
for” insert “demand above all”.%6 The reports during the
debates pointed out that the draft deliberately says “will
work for” in order to emphasise that we do not intend to
do this now but in the future. I motion this amendment
to avoid giving ground for such misunderstandings. By the
words “above all” I mean that we have other demands, apart
from the agrarian programme.
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2

I object to Comrade Lyadov’s proposal.’” We are not
drafting a law, but are merely giving general indications.
There are those among the townsfolk who also belong to the
poll-tax paying estates; in addition, there are the small
tradesmen in the suburbs and others, and if we were to write
all this into our programme we should have to use the idiom
of Volume IX of the Code of Laws.

3

I find Martynov’s question superfluous.®® Instead of
putting forward general principles we are being forced into
particulars. If we were to do so, we should never come to
the end of the Congress. The principle is quite definite:
every peasant has the right to dispose of his land, whether
belonging to the commune or held as private property. That
is nothing but the demand of the peasant’s right to dispose
of his land. We insist that there should be no special laws
for the peasant; we want more than the right of withdrawing
from the commune. We are unable just now to decide on
all the particulars that may crop up in implementing this.
I am against Comrade Lange’s addendum; we cannot demand
the abolition of all the laws governing tenure. That is going
too far.

4

Martynov must be labouring under a misunderstanding.
What we want is uniform application of general legislation,
the one now accepted in all the bourgeois states, namely,
that which is based on the principles of Roman law and which
recognises both personal and common property. We should
like to regard communal land-holdings as common prop-
erty.

5

We are engaged in the drafting of addenda to §4 in
respect of the Caucasus. These addenda should be inserted
after point a). There are two draft resolutions. If we adopt
Comrade Karsky’s amendment, the point will lose heavily
in concreteness. In the Urals, for instance, there is a host
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of survivals; over there, there is a veritable reservation of
serfdom. Concerning the Latvians we could say that they
fit the formula: “and in other regions of the state”. I support
Comrade Kostrov’s proposal, namely: we must insert
a demand for the transfer of land titles to the khizani, the
temporarily bound and others.®®

6

Paragraph 5 is connected with paragraph 16 of the labour
programme: this does imply courts consisting equally of
workers and employers; we must demand special representa-
tion for the farm labourers and the poor peasantry.”

7

I believe this to be unnecessary, since it would extend
the competence of the courts out of all proportion.”™ Our
aim is to secure a reduction of rents, but the establishment
of tariffs would enable the landowners to argue their case
by referring to definite facts. The reduction of rent-prices
rules out any idea of their increase. Kautsky, speaking of
Ireland, said that some results were obtained there by the
introduction of industrial courts.

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

11

SPEECH IN THE DEBATE ON THE PARTY RULES
AUGUST 2 (15)

Lenin insists on the inclusion of the words about
material support, since everyone accepts that the Party must
exist on the funds of its members. On the question of
setting up a political party, there should be no references to
moral considerations.

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904
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12

SPEECHES IN THE DEBATE ON THE PARTY RULES
AUGUST 4 (17)

1

Lenin finds the first formulation unsuitable because
it lends the Council an arbitral character.”? The Council,
however, must be not only an arbitral institution, but also
one co-ordinating the activity of the C.C. and the Central
Organ. He also speaks out in favour of the Congress
appointing a fifth member. It may well happen that the
four members of the Council will be unable to elect a fifth;
we shall then find ourselves without a necessary institution.

2

Lenin finds Comrade Zasulich’s arguments unsatis-
factory.”® The case she described already implies struggle;
in that case the Rules will be of no help. By leaving the
election of the fifth member to the four members of the
Council, we introduce struggle into the Rules. He considers
it necessary to note that the Council is more than a recon-
ciliation body. Thus, for instance, under the Rules, two
members of the Council have the right to convene it.

3

Lenin favours the retention of this phrase; no one
should be barred from taking his appeal to the centre. That
is a necessary condition of centralisation.”™

475

There are two questions here. The first is about the quali-
fied majority, and I object to the proposal to reduce it from
four-fifths down to two-thirds. Introduction of a motivated
protest would show lack of foresight and I object to it.”® The
second question is immensely more important—the right of
mutual control over co-optation by the C.C. and the Central
Organ. The mutual accord of the two centres is a necessary
condition of harmony. This is a question of a break between
the two centres. Those who do not want a split must see to
it that there is harmony. We know from the life of the Party
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that there have been people who introduced splits. This
is a question of principle; it is an important question and
the whole of the Party’s future may depend on it.

5

The Rules may have been lame in one leg, now Comrade
Yegorov makes them lame in both.” The Council is to
co-opt only in exceptional cases. Complete confidence is
necessary for both sides, for both centres, just because this
is a complex mechanism. There can be no successful work
together without full mutual trust. And the entire question
of correct functioning together is closely bound up with
the right of co-optation. Comrade Deutsch is wrong in
exaggerating the technical difficulties.

Vtorot ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

13
ADDENDUM TO PARAGRAPH 12 OF THE DRAFT
PARTY RULES

The Central Committee and the Editorial Board of the
Central Organ shall co-opt members only with the consent
of all the members of the Party Council.

Motioned on August 5 (18)

Vtorot ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

14
SPEECHES IN THE DEBATE ON THE PARTY RULES
AUGUST 5 (18)
1

Let me reply briefly to both objections.”® Comrade Martov
says that I propose the unanimity of the two collegiums
in co-opting members; that is not right. The Congress has
decided not to give the right of veto to each member of two,
possibly rather extensive, collegiums, but that does not
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mean that we cannot vest this authority in the institution
co-ordinating all the joint work of the two centres. The joint
work of the two centres demands complete unanimity and
even personal unity, and that is possible only if co-optation
1s unanimous. After all, if two members find co-optation
necessary, they are entitled to convene the Council.

2

Martov’s amendment contradicts the already adopted
poin;c9 on the unanimous co-optation to the C.C. and the
C.0.

3

Comrade Martov’s interpretation is wrong, because the
exemption contradicts unanimity.?’ I appeal to the Congress
and request it to decide whether Comrade Martov’s amend-
ment should be put to the vote.

4

I should not argue with Comrades Glebov and Deutsch
in substance, but I considered it necessary to mention the
League®! in the Rules, first, because everyone knew of the
League’s existence, second, to make note of the League’s
representation in the Party under the old rules, and third,
because all other organisations have the status of commit-
tees, whereas the League is introduced to bring out its
special status.8?

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

15

DRAFT RESOLUTION ON THE STATEMENT
BY MARTYNOV AND AKIMOV®3

Recognising the statement made by Comrades Martynov
and Akimov as contradicting our concept of members of
the Congress and even members of the Party, the Congress
invites Comrades Akimov and Martynov either to withdraw
their statement or to make a definite statement of their
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withdrawal from the Party. As for the minutes, the Congress
in any case offers them the opportunity to attend the special
sitting to approve the minutes.

Written on August 5 (18), 1903

First published in 1927 Printed from
in Lenin Miscellany VI the original

16

SPEECHES IN THE DEBATE ON THE STATEMENT
BY MARTYNOV AND AKIMOV

AUGUST 5 (18)

1

The bureau has discussed the statement by Com-
rades Martynov and Akimov which they filed at the morning
sitting. I shall not go into the motivation, although it is
wrong and extremely strange. No one has ever declared the
Union® closed and Comrades Martynov and Akimov made
an incorrect inference from the Congress decision on the
League. But even the closure of the Union could not deprive
delegates of the right to participate in the work of the Con-
gress. Similarly, the Congress cannot allow any refusal
to take part in the voting. A member of the Congress is
not free merely to approve the minutes without taking part
in the rest of its work. For the time being, the bureau does
not propose any resolution and refers this question for
debate at the Congress. The statement by Martynov and
Akimov is extremely abnormal and contradicts the status
of member of the Congress.

2

What an absurd and abnormal situation we now have.
On the one hand, we are told that the decisions of the
Congress are being accepted, and on the other, there is the
intention to withdraw over a decision on the Rules. By
arriving here as a delegate of an organisation recognised
by the Organising Committee, each one of us has become
a member of the Congress. This title is not abolished by the
dissolution of an organisation. What are we, the bureau, to
do during the voting? We cannot simply omit those who
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have left, because the Congress has already approved its
constitution. There is one logical conclusion that suggests
itself: withdrawal from the ranks of the Party altogether.
The minutes may be approved with comrades of the Union
being specially invited to attend, although the Congress is
entitled to approve its minutes even without them.

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

17

ADDENDUM TO MARTOV’S RESOLUTION
ON THE BUND’S WITHDRAWAL FROM THE R.S.D.L.P.

The Congress resolves that all measures be taken to
restore the unity of the Jewish and non-Jewish labour move-
ment and to explain to the possibly broadest masses of the
Jewish workers the attitude of the Russian Social-Democrats
to the national question.

Written on August 5 (18), 1903

First published in 1959 Printed from
in Vol. 7 of the Fifth Russian the original
edition of the Collected Works

18

SPEECH DURING THE ELECTION
OF THE PARTY’S CENTRAL COMMITTEE

AUGUST 7 (20)

We were reproached for the existence of a compact
majority. That is not a bad thing in itself. Since a compact
majority®® has been formed here, the question of whether
the elected Central Committee will prove to be capable
of functioning has already been weighed. There is no
question of chance. There is a full guarantee. The election
cannot be postponed. Very little time remains. Comrade
Martov’s proposal to postpone the election is groundless.
I support Comrade Rusov’s proposal.’

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904
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19

SPEECH IN THE DEBATE ON THE RESOLUTION
OF POTRESOV (STAROVER)
ON THE ATTITUDE TO THE LIBERALS®

AUGUST 10 (23)

Starover’s resolution will be misconstrued: the student
movement and Osvobozhdeniye®® are not the same thing at
all. It would be harmful to take the same attitude to both.
Struve’s name is too well known and the workers also know
him. Comrade Starover thinks that a definite directive
should be issued; I believe we need to define a principled
and tactical attitude.

Vtoroi ocherednoi syezd R.S.D.R.P. Printed from
Polny tekst protokolov, the text
Central Committee publication, of the book

Geneva, 1904

THE LAW ON COMPENSATION PAYABLE
TO WORKERS
INJURED IN ACCIDENTS

The recent new law, the substance of which is stated in
the title of the article, and the law on shop-stewards, which
we analysed in the previous issue,* are rather typical
specimens of the two trends in our labour legislation expres-
sive of this or that concession to the spirit of the times.
Apart from the aggressive reactionary laws of which we
have a great abundance and which manage to pass through
all the bureaucratic ordeals with especial rapidity, and
which are moreover drawn up with especial thoroughness
and applied with especial vigour, all the other laws in Russia
relating to the working class may be classified under two
heads, depending on their political character. These are
either laws which in any way, even by a hair’s breadth,
extend the workers’ independence, initiative and rights, in
which case the laws are hedged with hundreds and thousands
of exemptions, reservations, circular-letter explanations

* See present edition, Vol. 6, pp. 508-15.—Ed.
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and restrictions, all of which lead—as our draft programme
puts it—to the “extension or consolidation of tutelage
of the working classes by the police and officials”. Such
are the laws on shop-stewards, factory inspection in general,
etc. Or these are laws expressing a concession which
has no bearing on citizens’ independence and initiative—in
which case the autocratic government comes forward with
incomparably greater generosity. And that is how it should
be, of course, from the standpoint of the autocracy’s general
tactics, from the standpoint of police interests, “correctly
construed”. The policy of the police state has long been
called that of the whip and carrot by West-European
democrats, who have had all sorts of experience in fighting
it. The carrot is the sops to the revolutionary classes, the
economic concessions designed to sow discord within these
classes, to win over a section of them and make it believe
in the bourgeois government’s sincerity and friendly attitude
to the proletariat. The whip is the police harassment of
all those who have no trust in the government and sow
mistrust among others; the whip is keeping in check all
those who want complete freedom and independence for
the working class, for its unions, for its meetings, for its
newspapers, and for its political institutions and organs.

The law on shop-stewards gives the workers representa-
tion which could serve them against the bourgeoisie and
the government. Accordingly, the representation is so
distorted and restricted as to enable only, or at any rate
mainly, spies to benefit from it. Accordingly, in actual
fact, what remains of workers’ representation, as proclaimed
by the law, is the collar, as in the case of Trishka’s caftan.
And that is needed to collar the ill-starred shop-steward
and drag him off to the police station. On the other hand,
the law on compensation for workers does not affect their
political initiative in any way and, consequently, on that
score there can be greater generosity. There it is less dan-
gerous to act the “reformer”—and the need to act is impera-
tive, because the growing labour movement is looming
in an ever more formidable manner. The bureaucratic
machine started its work on a bill on employers’ responsibil-
ity twenty years ago. It took ten years to draw up the bill;
finally, it was approved by a special commission and in
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1893 it was promulgated and placed before the State Coun-
cil® ... only to be pigeon-holed once again for another ten
years! It seemed quite impossible to make haste any slower
than that, and the bill would possibly have roamed the
ministries and the chancellories for another decade or so
had not the onslaught by the working class of Russia shaken
up the whole of the autocracy.

Finally, and at long last, the bill, repeatedly worsened
in many respects, has become law. For an assessment, let
us compare it with the demand in our draft Party programme:
in fact its “labour section” should he a guide in our work of
agitation and propaganda. Nothing but a comparison of the
separate points and demands of our programme with pres-
ent-day reality and the attempts on the part of the ruling
classes to reform it without giving anyone offence, will
enable us, on the one hand, to give ourselves and the masses
a fuller and more concrete understanding of the meaning
and significance of our programme; and on the other,
to see the defects of the laws in force; it will also help us
to see in practice, from the facts, to what extent any reform
is doomed to produce paltry results if the basis of the bour-
geois system is retained.

Our draft programme (§7 of the “labour section”) demands
that the law should establish the employers’ civil liability
in general (for workers’ injuries and disease), which means
anyone who employs workers, anyone who derives profit
from the unpaid labour of others, making use of their
labour-power, but not being held liable for the destruction
or damage of this commodity (labour-power) when in opera-
tion. However, the new law relates exclusively to workers
and employees “in enterprises of the factory and works,
mining and metallurgical industries”. Consequently, all
agricultural workers, handicraftsmen, builders, artisans
and so on and so forth are excluded. This means the exclusion
of the vast majority of wage-labourers, who often work in
even worse and more dangerous conditions; for example,
building and agricultural workers operating machines suffer
from injuries as much as, if not more than, factory workers.
How is this exemption to be explained? The answer is that
outside factories and works the shoe does not yet pinch
so badly: so far the labour movement has made a formidable
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showing only among the leading sections of the proletariat,
and it is only in this sphere that the government has shown
“concern” (not for the workers, of course, but for their
suppression). But the proletariat, that part of it which
participates in the movement, that is, the class-conscious
proletariat, does not struggle for the benefit and advantages
of some single section of the workers, but for the whole
class, for all the classes oppressed by the capitalist
system. This brings out very well the difference between
the reforms which the proletariat seeks, and the reforms
which the government hands out as sops.

Furthermore, the new law binds the owners of enterprises
to pay compensation to workers only for the loss of capacity
for work, “due to bodily injury caused by operations in
the production of the enterprise or arising in consequence
of such operations”. Our programme demands the estab-
lishment of liability not only for disability caused by
accidents, but also by hazardous working conditions. Conse-
quently, once again the new law narrows down the
employers’ liability. Everyone knows that masses of workers
are disabled not by accidents alone, not by bodily injury,
but by the diseases caused by the hazardous working condi-
tions. Unless the employers are held liable for the workers’
disability through disease, no amount of rules or instruc-
tions will do any good in the struggle against these
hazardous conditions. Indeed let us consider what differ-
ence there is in substance between the accident in which
a machine cuts off a worker’s leg and the case of a worker
who is poisoned by phosphorus, lead, dyes, etc. Has not
medical science already created a whole department of
occupational diseases whose origins have been traced to
hazardous working conditions and proved as surely as twice
two is four? However the bourgeoisie and the bourgeois
government are not guided by logic or common sense, but by
gross self-interest: accidents will cost them less than bodily
injuries plus disease arising from hazardous conditions.
And the whole point, for them, is not to “provide security”
for the workers but to pay less.

The new law releases the worker from the onus of proving
that the disability has occurred through the fault of the
capitalist. That is undoubtedly a step forward from the
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past. But—the Russian Government is unable to take
a step forward anywhere without a “but”!—but to make
up for that, employers may prove not only ill intent on the
part of the victim himself, but also “gross carelessness on his
(victim’s) part, unwarranted by the dispatch of operations™.
This addition largely paralyses the establishment of real
liability and—given the packing of our courts by officials,
careerists and bourgeois pedants—can paralyse the applica-
tion of the law altogether. “Gross carelessness” is something
quite vague and indefinable. It is entirely up to the officials
to decide in what conditions and to what extent gross
carelessness is or is not warranted. The capitalists have
always regarded and will always regard any “carelessness”
on the worker’s part as gross and unwarranted, and will
always he able to muster ten times more witnesses and
“learned counsel” than the workers to prove their point
(legal counsel are already being paid annual fees by the
factories!). The writing of this whole point on gross careless-
ness into the law is a crass concession to the manufacturer’s
profit urge: the workers never get caught in the machine by
preference, but always by mishap, but the fact is that
you can’t be careful when working ten or eleven hours a day
among badly screened machines, in poorly lit shops, amid
the din and roar, with your wits dulled by the work, and
with your nerves on edge because of excessive tension.
That being so, to deprive a disabled worker of compensation
because of gross carelessness to penalise him additionally
for permitting the capitalists their unscrupulous exploita-
tion.

These points provide the basic and most important defi-
nitions of the new law, fully delineating its essence. We
cannot, of course, deal here with all the particulars, but
let us look only at the most characteristic ones. The amount
of the compensation is determined in proportion to the
victim’s annual earnings, namely, the pension must not
be in excess of two-thirds of his annual earnings (in the
event of death or total disability). The annual earnings
are determined on the basis of the average daily wage (or
the average daily wage of an unskilled worker) multiplied
by 260. This provision contains another three reductions
in the size of compensation, three endorsements of the
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employers’ profit urge. First, even if the worker has worked
300 days in the year, his annual earnings are cut down to
260 days—without any grounds, simply because the law
commands that they should be cut! Second, even if the
worker has been earning more than an unskilled worker,
the calculation—involving work, say, at enterprises running
part of the year—is still based on the earnings of an un-
skilled worker. The government would very much like to re-
duce all workers to the status of unskilled workers—hence
the lesson for the class-conscious proletariat, that only the
close unity of all workers and all unskilled workers together
can create a force capable of overcoming capital’s profit
urge. Third, the unskilled worker’s average daily wage is
determined once in three years (sic!) by the offices for
factory, mining and metallurgical affairs, without, need
we say, any of the workers participating. That is not their
business, for who can doubt that the chancellories of the
governor and the chief of gendarmes have an excellent
knowledge of how the workers live and what they earn.

Let us note, too, that the law binds the owners of enter-
prises to notify the police immediately only about accidents
which fall within the compass of the law. Which are they?
They are those involving disability for more than three
days. But who can tell just after an accident for how many
days the worker has been disabled? This rule is ridiculously
absurd and in many cases merely provides the manu-
facturers with a loophole for divesting themselves (and
being divested by the courts) of the duty of informing the
authorities of every accident. It is true that the law decrees
that the victim may demand notification of the police of
all cases of bodily injury without exception, even where they
do not fall under the law: that is said in so many words in
§20, of the “rules on compensation payable to injured work-
ers”, and we strongly advise all workers to campaign in
every way for the constant application of this paragraph
without fail. Let the workers insist that everyone injured
should always demand unconditionally, on the strength
of §20, that the factory inspector be notified of every
accident; only then will it be possible to determine to any
precise extent the number of accidents occurring and to
study their causes. We are sure that the class-conscious
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workers will make use of this right, but then great masses
will not even be aware that such a right is open to them!

For failure to notify the police of accidents and in
general for any failure to observe the rules of the new law
the owners of enterprises are subject only to a cash fine
of from 25 to 100 rubles. That is, of course, an absolutely
negligible fine, which is not at all a dreadful one for the
large factories (which employ the vast majority of factory
workers). This case makes especially clear the necessity
of implementing §14 of our draft programme, which demands
“the establishment of criminal responsibility for employers
for breaches of labour protection laws”. It is a mockery
of the worker to threaten millionaires with 100-ruble fines
for non-observance of a law on which depends the security
of a worker disabled for life.

Par. 31, which entitles injured workers and their families
to enter into agreement with the owners of enterprises
concerning the type and amount of compensation payable
to them, is one of the most pernicious and Jesuitical points
of the new law. Need we say that the vast majority of these
agreements will amount to systematic fraud and intimida-
tion of the least developed workers who are sure of only one
thing, namely, that Russian courts are biased, bureaucratic
and expensive. Factory inspectors, who are to witness these
agreements (equivalent to settlements out of court), will
safeguard anyone’s interests but those of the workers.

The factory inspectors, who are now being increasingly
turned into mere assistants of the police, play the part of
“reconcilers”. What is more, it is the intention of the law
to turn them into a peculiar category of magistrates. The
law encourages employers and workers to apply to factory
inspectors in clearing up the rights and duties of the parties,
with the factory inspectors being empowered both to collect
“all the necessary information” and to demand its submis-
sion to the parties, and to invite doctors for certification.
This is already purely judicial business and it is assigned
to officials under the governor! What is more, no procedure,
no rules governing this court have been laid down: how the
inspector is to collect the information, how he is—and is
he at all—to submit this information to both parties, how
he is to conduct the examination—all that is left entirely
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up to him. This is something positively like the police courts
of the pre-Reform period. The law even holds out the threat
of a deprivation for failure to apply to the factory constable
(in his capacity as magistrate): those who fail to apply
to the factory inspector before going to court, lose their
right to receive court and legal costs from the defendant.

It remains for us only to give another reminder at this
point that the Social-Democratic Labour Party does not
demand courts of that kind, not mediation by officials,
but the establishment of industrial courts on which employers
and workers are equally represented. That is the only kind
of court, given a free political system in the state, that can
assure the workers of anything like satisfactory mediation
in the business of elucidating the rights and duties of the
parties, and in the preliminary examination of claims
involving disability compensation. There are such courts
in all civilised states, and as long as 40 years ago even
Russian officials used to propose their introduction in
Russia. Forty years ago, a commission was appointed to
revise the factory and handicraft regulations. The commis-
sion has published its “transactions”, five volumes of them;
the commission has written the drafts of new regulations;
the commission has come out in favour of setting up indus-
trial courts consisting of elected representatives—and...
and the whole thing has been shelved! Heaps of good inten-
tions are stacked up in the archives of innumerable offices
in Russia, and will continue to be there until the working
class gives all this rubbish a shake-up.

Iskra No. 47, September 1, 1903 Printed from
the Iskra text

TO THE MINUTES COMMITTEE
OF THE SECOND CONGRESS OF THE R.S.D.L.P.

Comrades! In reply to your inquiry as to whether or not
we are willing to have our names published in the minutes
of the Second Congress we inform you that, for our part,
we have absolutely no objection to it, but cannot undertake
to decide to what extent this is permissible for reasons of
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security in the interests of our comrades in Russia. It is
up to the competent Party body to decide on this question
of secrecy.

Geneva, October 4, N. Lenin
1903 G. Plekhanov

First published in 1927 Printed from
in Lenin Miscellany VI the original

TO THE MINUTES COMMITTEE
OF THE SECOND CONGRESS OF THE R.S.D.L.P.

The C.C. requests the committee for publishing the min-
utes of the Congress to let it have immediately the full text
as adopted by the Congress of 1) the Party Programme;
2) the organisational Rules of the Party, and 3) all the reso-
lutions and decisions of the Congress.

Written on September 23
(October 6), 1903

First published in 1959 Printed from
in Vol. 8 of the Fifth Russian the original
edition of the Collected Works

THE SECOND CONGRESS OF THE LEAGUE
OF RUSSIAN REVOLUTIONARY
SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY ABROAD®

OCTOBER 13-18 (26-31), 1903

1
REMARKS ON THE AGENDA
OCTOBER 13 (26)

1

There is no point in limiting the deliberations on the
Rules beforehand. This is to be a new set of rules and, con-
sequently, the words “working out the Rules” may be left
in.91
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2

I need more than an hour for my report. I can, of course,
fold it up, but I believe that that is not in the interests of
the assembly. I request the chairman to ask the Congress
for its opinion. Will it give me more time or must I cut
down my report?

3

The League has elected two delegates. Comrade Martov
has resigned, and I am now the only authorised delegate.
Since there is no longer any time limitation on speeches, I do
not understand the meaning of Martov’s proposal.?? There
are many here who attended the Congress, and I think we
may have not one co-report, but a whole series of them.

Protokoly vtorogo ocherednogo Printed from
syezda Zagranichnoi ligi russkoi the text
revolutsionnoi sotsial-demokratii, of the minutes

(Minutes of the Regular Second
Congress of the League of Russian
Revolutionary Social-Democracy
Abroad), Geneva, 1903

2

PREPATORY REMARK TO THE REPORT
ON THE SECOND CONGRESS OF THE R.S.D.L.P.

OCTOBER 13 (26)

I did indeed ask the assembly myself, and no one stopped
me. I think that it is quite all right to talk freely about
everything. There is a tremendous difference between pri-
vate conversations and the meetings of the Iskra organisa-
tion. At any rate, let the meeting express its views. I shall
not speak of the private meetings of the Iskra organisation
until the League finds it necessary for me to do so.

Protokoly vtorogo ocherednogo Printed from
syezda Zagranichnoi ligi russkoi the text
revolutsionnoi sotsial-demokratii, of the minutes

Geneva, 1903
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3
STATEMENT CONCERNING MARTOV’S REPORT
OCTOBER 16 (29)

I declare that now that Martov’s so-called co-report
yesterday has given an undignified turn to the debate,
I consider it unnecessary and impossible to take part in any
debates on this point of the Tagesordnung™ and, consequent-
ly, also waive my summing-up speech, especially in view
of the fact that if Martov has the courage to make definite
and open charges, he must do so before the whole Party in
a pamphlet which in my formal challenge yesterday I sug-
gested he should write.%

Protokoly vtorogo ocherednogo Printed from
syezda Zagranichnoi ligi russkoi the text
revolutsionnoi sotsial-demokratii, of the minutes

Geneva, 1903

4
SPEECHES IN THE DEBATE ON THE LEAGUE RULES
OCTOBER 17 (30)

1

There is no need to object at length to these arguments.®*
§6 gives the right to organise and consequently to reorga-
nise as well,? and a reorganised League will still be
the same League, the only Party organisation abroad.

2

To Comrade Martov’s question about whether or not
functionaries should be confirmed by the Central Committee,
I reply that I see no obstacles to the elected administrative
officers being approved by the Central Committee.

Protokoly vtorogo ocherednogo Printed from
syezda Zagranichnoi ligi russkoi the text
revolutsionnoi sotsial-demokratii, of the minutes

Geneva, 1903

* Agenda.—Ed.
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5

SPEECH ON THE RESULT OF THE VOTING
OF THE RESOLUTIONS ON THE LEAGUE RULES

OCTOBER 17 (30)

...Lenin declares on his own behalf and on behalf of the
comrades who voted with him that he regards the rejection
of Comrade Konyagin’s resolution and the adoption of
Comrade Martov’s resolution as a crying violation of the
Party Rules.?® (“Which paragraph of the Rules specifically
does the vote contradict?”) I refuse to answer such questions,
because this has been sufficiently well clarified in the course
of the debate. (“State the paragraph of the Rules which
the resolution we have adopted contradicts.”) It is up to
the Party’s central institutions to interpret the Rules;
and that is what they will do.

Protokoly vtorogo ocherednogo Printed from
syezda Zagranichnoi ligi russkoi the text
revolutsionnoi sotsial-demokratii, of the minutes

Geneva, 1903

DECISION OF THE PARTY COUNCIL
GENEVA. NOVEMBER 1, 1903

Copy
Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party

The Council of the Party consisting of Valentinov, Ilyin,
Ru and Vasilyev, who is authorised to represent the vote
of Yefimov, the fifth member of the Council, met at Geneva
on November 1, 1903, at the request of two members of the
Council, Ilyin and Vasilyev, and decided: to recognise the
acts of the representative of the Central Committee at the
League Congress to be correct,”” and to authorise him to re-
organise the League through the inclusion of new members.
Valentinov, Ilyin, Vasilyev, Vasilyev for Yefimov, Ru.

Published in 1904 in the pamphlet Printed from
Kommentarii k protokolam vtorogo the original
syezda Zagranichnoi ligi russkot verified with
revolutsionnoi sotsial-demokratii the text
(Commentary on the Minutes of the pamphlet

of the Second Congress of the
League of Russian Revolutionary
Social-Democracy Abroad), Geneva
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R.S.D.L.P. COUNCIL®
JANUARY 15-17 (28-30), 1904

1
REMARK ON A POINT OF ORDER
JANUARY 15 (28)

Lenin raises a point of order and, when given the
floor, motions a discussion of the question of the measures
which could help to restore peace in the Party and normal
relations between members of the Party who do not see eye
to eye.

First published in full in 1929 Printed from
in Lenin Miscellany X the minutes
(with Lenin’s
corrections)

2

REMARKS ON THE AGENDA
JANUARY 16 (29)

1

Lenin insists that his resolution should be put to
the vote first®® and refers to the existing custom giving
voting priority to the resolution which was motioned earlier.

2

The right of introducing minority opinions has always
been recognised as a part of the order of business. Comrade
Martov made an attempt to separate the general from the
particular.'®® I quite agree with this, but I merely give
a somewhat different wording to his proposal.

First published in full in 1929 Printed from
in Lenin Miscellany X the minutes
(with Lenin’s

corrections)
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3

SPEECH MOTIONING A DRAFT RESOLUTION
ON THE ESTABLISHMENT OF PEACE IN THE PARTY

JANUARY 16 (29)

Lenin (reads out his resolution): “To establish peace
in the Party and normal relations between differing
members of the Party there is need for the Party Council
to explain which forms of the internal Party struggle
are correct and admissible and which are incorrect and
inadmissible.”

Published in 1904 in the pamphlet Printed from the

N. Shakhov, Borba za syezd minutes verified

(Struggle for the Congress), Geneva with the original
4

SPEECH CONCERNING THE MINORITY OPINION
ENTERED BY THE C.C. REPRESENTATIVES

JANUARY 17 (30)

A rule has been established in the practice of all congresses
in virtue of which those voting have the right to record
their minority opinions. Of course, every minority opinion
is essentially a kind of criticism. But this circumstance
did not, after all, prevent the entry at the Second
Congress of a minority opinion issued by the Bund represen-
tatives, an opinion which was the sharpest kind of criticism
levelled at the decision adopted by the Congress. Our mino-
rity opinion gets out the motives for which we opposed
Comrade Plekhanov’s proposal and in general our attitude
to this proposal. It is the more necessary to read out this
minority opinion because at the end of it there is a motivated
statement to the effect that we withdraw our resolution.

First published in full in 1929 Printed from
in Lenin Miscellany X the minutes
(with Lenin’s

corrections)
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5

SPEECH IN DEFENCE OF THE MINORITY
OPINION OF THE C.C. REPRESENTATIVES

JANUARY 17 (30)

I resolutely protest against the idea that our minority
opinion contained any accusations levelled at the Council.
Such an interpretation is entirely wrong and Comrade
Martov’s attempt is an encroachment on our freedom of
expression; his resolution is therefore unwarranted.!!

First published in full in 1929 Printed from the
in Lenin Miscellany X minutes
(with Lenin’s
corrections)
6

REMARK ON THE AGENDA
JANUARY 17 (30)

The representatives of the C.C. would like to move several
other small points for discussion, but I request that the
question of convening a Party congress should be placed
on the order paper beforehand.

First published in full in 1929 Printed from the
in Lenin Miscellany X minutes
(with Lenin’s
corrections)
7

DRAFT RESOLUTION MOVED ON JANUARY 17 (30)

The Party Council considers it improper for the repre-
sentatives of the C.0O. Editorial Board to communicate to
the Secretary of the C.0. Comrade Vasilyev’s opinion of
him, because this opinion was submitted to the members of
the Council only, being a part of the meetings within the
Party’s supreme body.

First published in full in 1929 Printed from the
in Lenin Miscellany X minutes
(with Lenin’s
corrections)



TO THE RUSSIAN PROLETARIAT 1

ON BEHALF OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE
RUSSIAN SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC LABOUR PARTY'”

We whole-heartedly welcome the excellent idea of the
“Group of Founders” to set up a library and archives
of the Central Committee of the Russian Social-Democratic
Labour Party, and earnestly request all comrades and all
those sympathising with this long overdue measure to give
every possible assistance to our comrades who have under-
taken the effort in organising this complex and important
business.

Central Committee of the R.S.D.L.P.
January 29, 1904

Published in January 1904 Printed from
together with the appeal by the the text
“Group of Founders” in a separate of the leaflet

leaflet “To One and All”

TO THE RUSSIAN PROLETARIAT'

The war is on. The Japanese have already inflicted
a series of defeats on the Russian troops, and the tsarist
government is now straining every nerve to avenge itself
for these defeats. Military districts are being mobilised
one after another, and tens of thousands of soldiers are
being hastily dispatched to the Far East; desperate efforts
are being made abroad to secure another loan, and contrac-
tors have been promised bonuses running to thousands of
rubles a day for accelerating the works required by the war
department. The people’s every fibre is put to the greatest
strain because the struggle that has been started is no
trifling matter; it is a struggle against a 50-million-strong
people who are splendidly armed, splendidly prepared for
the war, and who are fighting for the conditions which they
believe to be urgently necessary for free national develop-
ment. This is going to be a struggle by a despotic and back-
ward government against a people that is politically free
and is rapidly progressing in culture. The war against the
sickly Turkey in 1877 and 1878, which exacted such a high
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price from the Russian people, was negligible when compared
to the war now started.

What in that case is at issue in the life-and-death struggle
now being waged by the Russian workers and peasants
against the Japanese? The issue is “Yellow Russia”, the
issue is Manchuria and Korea, the new lands seized by the
Russian Government. It had promised all the other powers
to preserve the inviolability of China, it had promised to
return Manchuria to China not later than October 8, 1903,
and it had failed to honour its promise. The tsarist govern-
ment had so run away with itself in its policy of military
adventures and plunder of its neighbours that it found
no strength to go back. In “Yellow Russia” it has built
fortifications and ports, it has laid a railway line and has
concentrated tens of thousands of troops.

But how do the Russian people benefit from these new
lands whose acquisition has cost so much blood and sacrifice
and is bound to cost even more? For the Russian worker
and peasant the war holds out the prospect of fresh calam-
ities, the loss of a host of human lives, the ruin of a mass
of families, and more burdens and taxes. The Russian
army leadership and the tsarist government believe that the
war holds out the promise of military glory. The Russian
merchant and the millionaire-industrialist think the war
is necessary to secure new marketing outlets for their goods
and new ports in an unrestricted ice-free sea for the develop-
ment of Russian trade. You can’t sell much at home to the
starving muzhik and the unemployed worker, you must
look for marketing outlets in foreign lands! The riches of
the Russian bourgeoisie have been created by the impoverish-
ment and the ruin of the Russian workers—and so now,
in order to multiply these riches, the workers must shed
their blood to give the Russian bourgeoisie a free hand
in conquering and enslaving the Chinese and the Korean
working man.

This criminal war, which holds in store immense calam-
ities for the working people, has been engendered by the
interests of the greedy bourgeoisie, the interests of capital,
which is prepared to sell and ruin its own country in its
drive for profit. This hazardous gamble involving the blood
and property of Russian citizens is the result of the policy
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of a despotic government which tramples all human rights
and keeps its people in servitude. In response to the wild
war-cries, in response to the “patriotic” flag-waving by the
flunkeys of the money-bag and the lackeys of the police-
whip, the class-conscious Social-Democratic proletariat must
come forward and demand with tenfold energy: “Down with
the autocracy!”, “Let a people’s constituent assembly be
convened!”

The tsarist government has plunged so deep into this
reckless military gamble that it has at stake a great deal
too much. Even in the event of success, the war against
Japan threatens total exhaustion of the people’s forces—
with the results of the victory being absolutely negligible,
for the other powers will prevent Russia from enjoying the
fruits of victory as they prevented Japan from doing so in
1895.1%4 In the event of defeat, the war will lead above all
to the collapse of the entire government system based on pop-
ular ignorance and deprivation, on oppression and violence.

They who sow the wind shall reap the whirlwind!

Long live the fraternal union of the proletarians of all
countries fighting for complete liberation from the yoke of
international capital! Long live Japanese Social-Democracy
protesting against the war! Down with the ignominious and
predatory tsarist autocracy!

Central Committee of the Russian
Social-Democratic Labour Party

Written on February 3 (16), 1904

Published in February 1904 Printed from
as a separate leaflet the text
of the leaflet

THREE OUTLINES FOR A REPORT
ON THE PARIS COMMUNE'"”

1

In Memory of the Paris Commune

Celebration of the greatest working-class uprising of
the 19th century.
Historical outline.
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1. France under Napoleon III.

. Bonapartism the workers not yet capable}>

Imperialism. (S. 45) — retribution for June 1848.

Napoleon III.
— Expropriation of France by a g