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THE BOLSHEVIK FACTION
andthe fight for the Party

Introduction

THE HISTORY of ithe Brand rovolRtioosry and
Tronkvs: kff & docply marhed by seCariaanm
Ulnder cover of o dmfortion and [absificaton of the
himery of the muggle of Lenm apd Trotdky, the
Wosken Revoleticnary Pamy, b ksdernip of he
beermmicnal Secmies snd other havt  claimed
shesrereal | paanrficanony’ (o thesr sscoman rejecuion
of rreointomary regrouimmend and (he sPTECsiion of
el dessocracy within their organsaisons [J]
Unlortsmatily awoeme of the other groups of the
Trotakyss beff bave mlso acipléad thesd WCLEMRD
mryiie, and have believed that the political dfferenoes
on the revalutenary lefy in Briain today jumify, on

the basss of the principles of Lemia &nd Troteky, a
senaranon into dif ferent organissdsons (2]
Iy was ko dimpel thiy sociarinn fabnficadion thas Reo!

Warlily 1m0 & W cariier this yesr eminied “Faction
mnd Pamy” 191 Thin showed cleardy thid the polical
Sl feronces wivich Lenin and Trosky comidered conid
B comtained within 3 umied organidaibon were vastly
Eemer thas thoss which divide the organmsions of
the revohationsry beft im Bricnin 1odsy. 1t is quite Slear
thai any senous apphickdon of Leninlsr organ aatinnal
principles demands ool the déivision of most of the
mrganssations of the revolutionary lefl bl [nstesd
iher wnffomtian,

The Struggle
Against
Menshevism

THE IMMEDRIATE HISTORICAL origing of Baol-
shevism, and therefore of Leninksm, areto be found ai
the timee of the creation of the Russsan Social Deomod-
ratic and Labour Party. Although the ESDLP had
been formally founded in 189E, it [irsl Congress
armenanied (o very little — almost all the participants
were immediately arrested and the whole arganisation
broken wp, Uniil the Second Congreas ol 1903,
Baussian Marxiam remained racher fike British Trat-
skyism today, split up iobe & sumber of indlvidaal
Eroups of ‘ercle’,

The real foundation of the RSDLFE in 183 how-
ever, while a gigantic seep forwand, had broughd into
existence a Party very far removed from one with a
eorrect Marxist pesition on every gquestion. Leoin bad
been involved with Plekhanov in a long struggle over
the Party progrumme in which by oo msens 8l of
Lenin's positions had been accepied [T): Lemin had
hesn engaged in & light before the Congress with
Martoy on the organissation of working class esll-
defence [R]: an oppomunist resolution oo relations
with bourgsais foross propased by Polrm@ov ESCRIOVET)
wad passed by (e Congress iself [9); and finally Lenin
wasdeleatad by Martow on the famoes question of the
Parry rules [10].

Despite these diffirences, howeves, Lenin was
conplsatic thar nll the pasitions defended ar the Second
Conpress weee trends withdn the paliical camp of the
warking closs and therefore within the Famy, He
alalLexl phat che fastions

‘are only divided by shades, aboud which we may
and shawld argee, bud over which il woubd be abzard
and childish iz pard company ... s struggle of shades

Ouly one real atbempd has besn made 1o refare the
account of the positions of Lenin and Trodsky givens in
the Ko Weekiy aricles, This was made in an article
entitled *1MG attacks Bolshevism® in Socimlis Pregs,
ihe newspaper of the Workers Socialist League, on 24
Mlarch 1976 [#]. This artele comtadned grave errore
Mot merely did it not have one single paragraph on the
1T wear striggle of Trosky inside and oulside the
Communisi [nternanional but it condained elemenrtary

errars not merely of theary bud even of [act on ihe one
isgae it did desl with — the development of
Bolshevism in Rusaia [5], Meveribeless Spciplind Presy
had the great merit of stempling to desl serlotusty
with am imponant question of revoluiipnary theory
and principle and to raise the discussion of sectarian-
ism tr . seriows poditical level []. To darify the issaos
furiher, and o show again the errors of sections of the
revolutionary lefl in Britpin, we devore thls bsswe of

two organisations, and two

Vol. 7, p.457.

By the end of 1903 we already had two clear-cut groups,
parties.
Zinoviev — History of the Bolshevik Party, p.96.

The mode of action of each of the sides corresponded to its
fundamental trend. The Party majority [Bolsheviks], an-
xious at all costs to preserve the Party’s unity and
organisational cohesion, fought only by loyal Party means,
and more than once made concessions for the sake of
reaching a reconciliation. The minority [Mensheviks],
following an anarchistic trend, showed no concemn for
peace and unity in the Party. They tumed every concession
into a weapon with which to continue the fight.

Lenin — To the Party [August 1904] Collected Works,

The Barle of Mdear 1o ibe ofghndsational principles
involved in the building of the Bolshewik faction and
the Bolshevik Pary I Rusala.

comsent f ull coamrades amd Parly members., And o
siruggle apuinst the Hight Wing of the Party @l the
Congress, againgl Akimoy amd Axelrod, Martynaoy
umd Martov, in no way excecded these boands." [11]
Thus the represencarives of every position which had
eimerged in the geowsps foie the Second Congress
were included in the Party. Thies far fronn beng
cacluded from the RSDLP chrough a splti by Lenin
even the mast ouwlspoken Econamists, Akimov and
Marivnov, were explicitly members of dhe newly
created Parls. Lenin analysed the dilferences wirhin
rhe RATIL.P a1 that rime as being inevicably due Lo it
rapid expansion, acd (sal posithons of calling for spliss
nnd expulsions reflecrsd hangovers froen the sectarian
“eirehe spicat’ [12].

While the founding af the Party was a greal stop
forward, It therefore pave riss 1o faciion strugples.
rut ol the dispuales aver LB Goppositicn o che

Cenrral . Commirtez af rhe Party and the Edstarsal
Board of Iskra the rwe focrions of Balsheviks and

Ylevshewiks arvatallised [13)

Lenid bad bean defeated &1 Uhe Secnsd Congices on
the Farcy Kules, tat he hod gained a mujorisy on the
quiestion of Lhe composition of the Ceniral Conmirpess
ard Lditocial Board. However, while be aml the
Haolsheviks, acring an parry principles, accepred disci-
poise om Lheic défear on (s Paoy  REules, the
Mlenshieviks refesed o pocepe discipline Ga their defeat
ao- the compasition of rhe l=ding hodies. Starting
with MEartow, olse MMensheviks bepan a poliey of
Bovaona and resignations which rapidly brought 1he
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the fight agninss circle sectariamiam. He nejpced undesr
any vircumstances giving wp the fight for. Bolshevik
pealitical positions [15]. AL the same rime bowever be
rejeciad (he concepd thar pobibca]l events, asd he
sregple over ofgaaisation, had already  definitivety
demonsitated the need for a aplic,. Wherens Lenin
declazad o 1914 rhat the gigantic svent of the Teac1on
ol the Second [ntersational re the First Warkl War
lewd proved eonclusively chat nor merely Eusgian b
imternaztional Mensheviem weie gnemiles of saciafism,
i 19003 e owas clear that no such decisise ldsterke tese
had aecarced, He sared umambignoinsly:

'Are dbe sew-Iskrists [Meosheyviks] (raitors o the
proletarian camse? ™o, Hul they are inconsistend,
wavering, opporimnist chempioms of (hal csuse jand
af the sreamisstioaasl and facrical priscipbes iBumina-
ding thot cumsel, That is wihy their position |s opposed
iy the revolwinnary soclsl=democrscy. ' (16]

[n consgquence. Lepin rejecied the pasitdon thsl
ihere was o primcipled bazis lor & splt info mwo
dilferent panries:

“The differences in principle beraeen Vperyod [ibe

Lanin with Martow (Frant right)

Bolshevik praper] and (e new Likrn are essemnally the
samic m5 ihnse hetween the ald Bk amd Eaboche
Oyelo [the paper of the Eeonnmists), We consider
these differenoes imporiuml, b, given tie GppoisE-
nidy fully tn defend omr views, the views of ihe old
lskra, we wodild nar consldes ihese differences of
lhemselves Lo be a bar do working fopether in asp
Parly.* [17)

Faced with such a siruaiemn the sk was oed 1o solil
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fastly, scormimg ibe philistime metheds of drele
wrangling, dolng oar vimasi e preserye the herd-wom
single Parly tie Winkismg &l Hiusskan Social Demne-
rats. (18]

Inds==d, far from mdvecaring o splic kimself, Lenin
considend that the Mevaheriks' spllt maves revenlsd
darly 1o contrass berseen rheir anarchisiiz aers and
Ihe proletarian discipline of the Bolsbeviks:

“The mode of acliom oF each ol (ke shies
correspnnded: to ifs fumdamental trend. The Party
mujorily [Belshevika], anxious af &l ensts 1o preserve
il Partv's wnily oo crepmisalbmal cohesion, Bouslid
amly by loval Parly meanc, and more ihon anee made
concessiims for Lhe sake of fexching a recongifation,
T minnrily [Memsheriks|, following on punorchisic
lremd, shosed no coneern for peace and enity e the
FPurly., They urmed every concessbom idla a meapon
with which in sontimse e fghi.® (19

The culmination of this aresmpr of the Belsheriks ta
carry an the sropgle against the Mensheviks within
the confines of & unired pary was rthe call for the
Third Party Conpgress. A3 Lenan pus it

“I rhink that preclsely with w view w the free
charification of prineiple it s meeeseary oo cllminaie the
erlsls;, in dlexr the simosphere of sgwablibes, and For
that we midd 4 Somgress. %ol in order ool shorl the
struggle. bul in order fo brimg i withle sormal
hermds.* (207)

Majority

He considersd thas i rew congress, the real aleersatve
i the poliey of hoveons and splics of the Mensheviks,
wats the only way Lo saleguard the umine of the Parmy:

"¢ mued irv to find dhe framework within which
the wleslozical simpphe cam proceed more or bess
mormally; o mew congress is meeded ... T thioh (ke
compress conll oy bead o 8 spiil wowld meun o
pdmli thal we hoven’l gl & Farcy al all, thal Party
feelimg |5 80 pnarly deveboped omong wll of s tha i
cannol avercme (he old cirele splrir ... The mojoriny,
ai anry ruce, does ool wunl 2 split.' (21]

By the beginning af 19605 the Bolsheviks had gined
the suppart ol the majcrty of rthe fecal pariy
commibees Tar a conpress, and ueder e consLituikon
al the Party rhe leading bodies concrolled by the
Menshevike should Bave been compelled to call e, It
wis ar this poinc thar the MMenshevizs ook e
niialue o evertnns 1he Pacy Constitution alioeether



1905 and the
Struggle for

Unity

THE GROANISATIONAL SITUATION wlivch con-
froated ise RSDLP in the spring of 195 was therefore
denr. Mot merely did Lomsn nod eall for & splil
owing the Second Congress bat, Far from oresling
a Holshevik Party i 1903, he hind Tenght bigcerly and
siently for Party uniy againsl Lhe splitfist actl-
et of the Membeviks, Mow however the Men
hewikx, right al the yvery bBeganning of ibe 19015
wiios, had compleiely overtarned the siatudes ol
ihe Party. [T there had bosn the sighies ebemend af
seciarianism in Leom®s position, i he had o the
shghtesi favowred & split i the Parmy, there is mo
dowhi that the Third Congress, Gnally summaned in
Spring, 190%, would have broken definicly with the
Slensheviks, Mowever, far from dpoing this, every
single secibon and faction of the ESDLP, including the
Mensheviks, were nviled
Ewven when the Menshviks held their own conderencs
mlomgséde the Third Congress, and thereby a de Ticto
split in the Party wae cresied, Lemin clearly come oat
in fawour of the recnification of the Party. The aole
condition for thin andficazkon was acceptance of the
arganisational framework and discipline of 1be Fary
The Third Congress made a number of revisions to the
Pary Rulk=s — guamnieeing the right of distribation
of minority liecrature, increasing the power af local
committess — which created constiutionsl guarandess
for the right of the Mensheviks to fight for their
positions [22]. There was me splic on political grounds
with the Mensheviks — os shown clearly by the fa
that the sole condidon for membership of the Party
imposed on the Mensheviks was the accepiance of
L T
“While recognislmg ibe weed for an ldeclogienl
wruggle sginsi the survivels of ‘Economiim®, (ke
Third Comgress moled that sdberemis of the minorily
muy be admitted tv membership in Party organiss-
fem, provided they recognise the congresses of (ke
Party and submii to Pariy discipline. * (23]

Unity

In summarising the resulis- of the Congress Lemin
wTEE

“Ibespie the sbsince of e minorily, the Third
i sagress inok every mresure b0 enable the minority 1o
warh wilh e majorily in ooe party. The Congrea
w=id (he reversion Lo the anHguated and superseded
wherwy of the Economists discernibbe in our Party 1o be
imcorrect; ml ibe same dme, 1§ provided precise asd
defindie guarsniees of the rights of every minnrity.
gumraniers smbadied In the Rufes of the Party and
mindimy on oll Hs members, The minerily now has he
uncosdidonal dght, guersnteed by e Pary Rales, io
sitvocate Hs views mnd to earry an mn ldealogicsl
siruggle.” (24}
Far from the Congress rounding off a split with the
Mensheviks, Lenin spoke of ‘ibe inevitahble fuiure res-
torstion of (he Party's umlty.” (25) The congress also
sidapied & resolution drafeed by Lenin stating:
" "The Third Congress of the RSDLP sullorises the
Cesirsl Commidtee {6 iake all messures to prepare and
work oul comdidons for m merger with the splinier

Reaction and
Liquidationism

THE DISPUTE OYER ELELTT IOMNS wirich brioke oud
im 190 was the prelode to the Tisal gresn strugple
witleh was o culmingee in the read splic of the
Bolibeciks and Mensheviks im0 separnce pariiss. The
packground o this sirnggle mas the rerrible period of
rexciicon in Fussts which was nagguraged by the
Stalvpon ‘coap d'Eud” of 3 June [907 — a blow whach
dissgived the Doma, armresied the Sacial Democratx
deputies on cofspisEsy clarpes ad  sstablished
iofally reacrionary elecioral lvw. Labour organisilions
were. dmperssd. anti-semilic pogrons unlenshed, the
press arifled and p mass wave of arrests amd (oL
sunclad, Terrble dsmarmlisaiion et in amang the
working class and the revalisticnasies {2490

Ihe mromide 1o fnke o this sitwabion was [es)
detated at the Fiftls HSDLP Conpress in Tuly 1HIT,
Whale rhe Bolsheviks had by now a clear majoridy Tur

el Tuivdamenial _:||_'|=Il_i|'|l'= mithin the patly
analysis of the leadiog sole af the «orkiap clas: i the
revclution, refscrion of elecioral  blecs with ihe
. dall for a reyolupanary ;&ml.:-:.:nnﬂl gavern-
menl, et nevertheless  an fmpogland  (adeal
dilterence conerped amang them en the quesrion of
whether to participate ioelections [or the new Thirg
Dumia, The Congress vared finally co participate in the
clectinnz, bl this was carried on the baszs of & hloz of
the Mensheviks, the Jewish Buend, the Puoles. ong ol
the Leidsh viies, and pme Rolshevik vote — Lenin
1405, While i rhe tome il was ool el clear whal the
scope of thde differsnes ameng the Balsheviks was
gt b, oneverthik=s e came ol clenr o
gginal those Boleheviky led by Bogdanoy wha calid
10T 3 DEariar rheelectioms:

"The boveoil is g declaretion of war apoinst (ke uld
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seciioms of the RSDLEP." {16)

The wark which was to culminate in Lhe restoraton
of the uilty of the RSDLP & year later was already
being prepared by the Bolsheviks at the Third
Congress [27]. Far from being & ‘manoeuvre' on
Lemin's pari, this restoration of unity w83 rhe
culmination of the fight for parmy unity combined with
the Tighi Far his political ideas which be had heen
wiging sinpe 903,

Discipline

The ‘nevitable onificaiien” of the Pary which
Lenin had Feughi Tor in April 19035 came into exigienpe
a1 the Fourth (Linity) Party Congress in Apcil 1906,
Lenin acclaimed this amification, 10 which the
Bolsheviks had orienbed since 1903, as a tremendous
achiewement. He sizted:

*vee buth @l ithe Congress mnd sl the Conferenis we

eresied the ‘drab umity® of party umbty. Comrude
wirkers, lelp ns trensform this drab anicy infa lvieg
reality! ... Join with ws o setfling this praciical
questian of fusbon: lel ihis guestion be the exceplion
{i1 s &n exeepiion ihnt proves the opposite rale!] in
which we shall have ang-tenith dbenry wnd ning-tenths
praciice. Such o wish i swrely begidmaie, historically
flecessary and paye hobngically comprebensible ... Led
s then wnite lo make this resaladon!’ [ 25)
He vislently astacked all those who declared tha:
unification in one pary with the Mensheviks was 8
manoeuyre — WlENGg A the Congress el for
gxample, 1o make an guthoritsie reord, 1h

Moig ol drue Akt | Csepporied’
Yorahvoy's  stabement thal  the  Baolsheviks  amd
Mensheviks cannol work logether inoone parly, 1 did
not Im umy way suppoc such an assertlon, omd do nal
share thar oplaion & all." (293

Omece spain the dlabscricsl relacion of  Lesin's
struggle for political clarification amd organisational
unity is clear, He posed the political straggbe 1o the
sharpest possible terms [M0] and simsltaneomsly called
Cof stiics parry discipline an the part of the Bolsheviks
even though (hey WERE NOW & MBIy,

“The splii mo longer exisis ... We musi and shall
fighi ldeodogically ngeinsl the decisioms of e
Congress wikieh we regord as erroseoes (... Bt i the

wame time we dectare to the whole party thinl we are
apposed 1o 2 split of any kind, We siond for sab-
missing to the devlslons of the Copgress,” (31)

The Firsl ceéad des of ‘pary wnity’ followad seon
afrer the 1906 Conpriss when the RSDLP terned L
alterilion. £ the elecoms  For  the  Duma, The
Mensheviks, convinoid of rhe beading role of the
borpecdsie in the revolution, advocaied an elecioml
agreemens with (e capizafisn Cader Pariy. - Lenio
szared onhis:

The samclion of blocs with the Cadets is the
finkshing towch that definilely marks ibe Mensheyiks
ws Lhe opporianis wing of the workers' pariy.” (32
Did Lenin now propose 8 splic? On the conteary, ke
posed 1he guestion eotirely 88 g principled Faction
strugele it wiseh e demanded of the Bolshevils sirict
pheervance of the Party's discipline even when thew
were i a minority. He wrote:

‘We mre waging 8 mibles Weogicnl  sirugEle
npaingl the farmatbon of bloo wilh (ke Cadets, ond
this strugsle mist b developed io the wides! possible
enlenl .., The guesibon |8 how o combine this
ruthless depdogical siroggbe wilth proletartan party
disclpline.” {13}

Lentfi came ant absolutels &gaingt aay maves 10
split:

Fh‘l:lrbr:: the sanclion by Socdal Demaocrods of Hoes
with the Cadels necessitate o complede severance of
nrgenisuliomal relations, e, o sphit. We ithink jor asd
all the Bodsheviks think (he sdme way ..., Therefore,
vur Guis gl the present dme i o gvoid inteflecianlst
hvsberin amd preserve Party omidy.’ (34)

Splitters

W could nol wigh for g clearer defigitiont . of
Leninlst privcipls on oogatisation, Mar far Lenin the
splal at the drep of  revisionnise hat, o U 3plic based
an ‘logically’ projecied resulis of peeseat positions,
What was Becessary was o stragpbs Sgans such thon
l\.1|:|_lh|:|' wrodip posibons within the purly ualil el
the cormrades hod beem won frem thesr incorrecl
pasitkans ar the working out of 1his bne definitively
placed them outside the camp of the praletarar alio-
gether — a2 in 1974, Ir was the line which Trorsky was
ta follow later in relagion 1 the Communiss Inier-
alicnal [35], It demanded poditical siruggle wirhin the

e

. -
o jhh.,‘ .fr"' f

R O e e
i L o ﬁ 1llll‘ll.-"‘r'.l'

Lamnin galays cheims with tha haycatte Begdanow in happaer dayps. Gatley looks on,

Halk ol the boyeon™s goccess. " (4] )

Follerwing che Parly Codgress il came clenrer and
gléassr jmar rhe division amang che  Halsheriks
=eareveriled . ol @ miinod lactical fferense, which

condd he conrpined aithin @ Faciion in & princi
g ooty By LNOES y g L Y, 1 = 12T

ol the Phmre. Althoogh such Jifly
able wirhin a pariy, rhee were impeomsslsls n 8
faceion, b the courss of the straggie Leoin outlised
atrh clasvic precimon ibd ddicrerye Defween o pacty
il a fasuan

| P TTRASAL - T

Lies WEeE CONrmmn

AalhebBocizmn e remrecanded by the

Barricades! 5t Patersburg 1905

party bul samsilranenushs absolule discipling In agTian
10 preservd PRITY LN

A zar the compeient hodies hove decided, all ol ns,
us members oF (i porly, mssi act s 00e man, A
Blsmevik o Didessa pausl cast nie fhe ballof box @
hullst paper bearing 8 Codet's maime even 6 11 slckess
him. ' (361
W lsar was invelved was nol the mnselbecrualiss hysceria
which would sphit the party Tl ‘inesting 1o ihe
clamnchnes ond somind ¢lazs instinet of the revels-
Hisnary proledaring.’ (37)

Disciphned praletarian podicy triumphed. AL e
Filth Parry Comgress in 1907 the Bolsheviks gained the
majority from Lhe Mensheviks. Then, as il Ao
clear that the Balsheviks were gaining a majority, it
wag e Mensheviks who began 1o aplin. Ones agoin,
just as after 1903, Lenin comizsted the Bolshevike®
pralerarign discipline and Aeesprance of parls unity
with the spliiting acrivities of e Mensheviks:

“Fhe pnly arganisation oF our Porly in which there
is @ split ar presend - umd @ very bad splil — is the 5t
Peicrsburs orpanization, Whao split this erpanisstien?
The Mensheriks splid il did 5o agaknst the will of flke
orgumised wopkers and to the groification of tbe
Cadets ...

“The Bolsheviks foaght with might and main agaimst
clectinn urresmenls wilh the Codeds being regardiod 25
permissible. Bul agreemenis  were  reesgniaed ey
permiasible i fhe: Movember Parls Cosberenss. Al
ihig eonference the Baolsheviks hound themseives jo
abside by il decishons of the boeal orgamizatioms jthe
pangress wolid 0o Jeave rhe deserminatlon of bloss Lo
looal ovganisatporsl; and Im every  cwse  wheme
the logal arganisotions deenved i necessary i ember
inbn eleclivn sgrecments with the Cudets, il Rod-
sheviles boepi dbeir promise a5 @ ‘socred anad inviclable®
dufs i ke Pordy, The Menshesika nulerinok the
game obdipgiion: bt whem they fowodd hal the
orpanised workers of 51 Pereraburg wouald not ogree (o
Tl theni in i Caded beading strings, {hey spiit the
arganisacion.” [36)

Far from Lecid Beleg he splicker, far Cron posing
merely “farmal unity’, the Bealahewiks were the chigl
fighters lor the undry of the Party. 11 was by (4% ooeans
thnt the Iielsheviks won the support of many sarkers.
1 was rhe Mensheviks in this pericd who were the
spdiciers znel nod Leénln,

cam comialn g whale gamut of epnkas and shades of
opinivn.,. A seclion 0w porly i@ @ group of
ike-minded persoms Toringd for the purogse primarily
af influencing the pary in o definite direction, for the
parpnse oF seooring pooepiance of iheir principles i
the puriy in the puresd posible form, For this resl
unnnimity of opigion fs mecessary. The dif¥ecent
stumdards we sei for purs ey and secionsl umity
must be praaped by everzame whoe wanl 0 Knew hiow

ihe quedion of imtermal digeond o ibe olibevik
aecliom aeands, (321

Principles

Theresull was clear — the berpeodier Doplanay Wil
cxpelied Frgm the Bolsheyik Gacton. Bur the sxpulsinn
Searly Uhestrpred the dif ferenes besween 2 parry and o
Fagtion, and that there was oo Bolshesik Party ardbis
tisne. The Bodslmviks were absoluiely Slear thar
Bogdancy remained amember, with all his pastons,
in the REOLE:

"W do mod have @ owplit in fhe Party, hol in the
facitom. The wiit of our conference does nat Fm b
Parly posis." 1431

Thraughout chis whide sicugels the Belsheviks, Far
from seekicg Lo sali the RSDLP, demanded 40 ol 135
all_arfempis io thal diregiien, The Bobshevik conle-
criee o June 1908 pussed a resolicn #arning all izs
suppoTlers ‘againg apitating for o special BoklesEk
r.-ﬂl'l@r'c'l:- us <mch n*:imljl,m weibtilid lensd n!1jutuv-rl_-rl:o_
a Party sphit,' (29)  [Indeed dwc of the chied
neciratians made agains Bogdaney was Lhat he was
sepking o split 1he Pars, Lenio recadled rhe long
I'_il\.rnr:ll el sirugghe OO rhe Balsheviks asiinil a a:pljr
DRI ol A

Im wgitaling For o sprcisl Bolsherik comgress yaw

Hapdomnys | shav il sow hive bosd Talih b ihe Porly
primciple, We have plweys steod for the Pariy
principle, ever since (he secnnd Comgress, amd are no
condinuliiy the same line. wiuil¢ ¥4 ore Pﬂ'bd'll-ﬂ[l o
sphit-nl e grass pnors. There & abo a pro-Parry tremd
among ke Mensheriks, We heliese in e Parly
principle and stumdup furil, ' 145)

Lenin restatsd 1he prinspies ol 1ae Bolihdies on
{acponal sraggleand the ungs of the REOLE:

T lere 58w desdlsig wholever of  sinklap oar



fightimg mnd shall continer ta Tight mos strensousky
mgaimsd  Memsbevik deviafions from the podicy of
revslmlionnry Soecal-Democrscy, Mor, necdless do say,
s mhere smy question of he Bolsheslk  seciinn
dissulving i ieatity in the Pany... The Bolsherik
sectinm as o delinite idealogical trend in the Parly must
exisl w8 before, " (S6)

However, the Bolbhevik conference sinted thot ihe
main fask of the hoor was 'le  preserve ARl
capsobdsie the Rusisn Socinl Democrslc and 1a-
hour Puriy and eversibing oise musi ke sobordinsied

o W' {475 Far from wrging a splie wah the
hMembeviks, Lenin wurged 8 bloc wath &l thoss
enshesiks prepared (o suppoit the Pary. He called

For Party ‘rappeochemend of

NEMNETE - 10 VOppaar

pro-Party members of &l [sotion and sechons of the

The

Final Split
Trotsky’s
Conclusion
and Ours

THE TASE OF THE BOLSHEVIES and the pro-
Parry Memsheviks in recomsolidoong the illegal
REDLTF had béen aceomplished by the end of 15101 —
althnugh by thas tinse Plekhanoy himself bad deserted
i@ the lkquidarors. This reconsalidarion was finalissd
at the Sixik Party Congress hebd in Prague in Jamiary
1912, Ar rthis congriss here was mod & palitical spli
with Menshevism as such ao e COnIary, as we
have seen. Lenin worked for the Caongress with a
section of the Mensheviks, The split was not with
thane who delendsd Menshevik politics Bul witli the
figuidntors who refused oo necept the Pariy.. The
Resalution of rhe Congress proclazmdsd

“The former meinbers of the Centrad Comamillee,
SlikBaid, Varl 2nd Boman, relosed sod only 1o poin the
Cemtral Comminies im rhe spring of 1910, bai even o
atiend g single meetimg i6 co-api aew members, sl
blumtly declarcd thol dbey conisddersd fhe  very
exisence of the Parly Cemiral Commiites 10 by
Shgrmiful''. 1nwes précissly after e Plemary Meeting
of 1010 il Ake above meemtienad chiel publications of
the llguidastors, Masha Epryn mel Dyelo  Zhisi
definitely mrmed én Howidalionism all alomg thee Hse,
mird anly V'helifting”” [tonirary to the decisioa of il
Plenary Mreeiing] the imporiumce of the illegal Pardy,
hut openls renouncing i, decloring thud the Party won
exrimed ™, thut the Merly wae already lgoidated, thol
ibe idea of revivimg the illezal Parfy was "2
reacilamery  uwispia”™, asing ike columns of legally
paldiched magamnes o heap sdamder and ahasc on lhe
illegnd Puriy, calllng the workers i regard the nwcled
of e Party omd ils hisrarcliy a5 *'doesd ' sde®

‘Al @ time when tlroughoul Buossin (ke members af
the Pariy, irrespective of Tartiome, umiled d promsle
the immedkare fosk of convening & Pany conference,
rhe Hguidadors, banded together in endively idepend-
el praps, split pway feom (b lecsl orgunisstivns
pyver wligre the pro-Party Yensheviks predominaied
|Fhuierimmsloy, Kiev] and defindecdy refused o imain-
tain amy Pariy relotions with flse Incal organixations of
the RSDLF. The Conference declares thal by iis
eondiset the Maiha Farvaand [vada Thiend growp has
defimitely placed skl nolside ihe Pardy " (22)

Separation

I wos politically pernbissibie 10 defend Menshevik
views willun the Paroy provided 8 ocgansationgsl
SITHCTIATE Wils U:\."'.'L'l.ll'.".l

“The Bosion Orzaniinp Comamisshon which called
the pregemt eanference. .. notified al Sockd [lemacrois
ol Ifs convocwibom and invited § the Conference Wl
willenil @ simgle exeeption wrisAmicafinne of vor Puriy:
A R Pt d Riort) A, T e s

Fa - 9 e

Parly, aluve oll mpprochement berween the Balshey- «
i3 ond pro-Pariy Mensbeviks,' (450 This' policy
pravided Uhe axis Tor the Bolsheviks in the fight wp to
=2

I'he sirugale against the hoyoorters was relagively
lisnited bit scope — by Che spring of 1998 the boveollers
had already becomie malnoricies i Moscow - and 51,
Perersburg and rhereafier declined rapidly. However
taking place sicnaltaneoidly, ared MBCH M0TE SEroas
Iy, was 0 fight concerming the -Lrends
Memabseviks themsclves, While no s all differing o
the chiel pofitical positions of Memsbcrtin — such as
cading rode of ihe bowrgenisie in- the
revodntion, &nd wapport Foe clectoral sllinnces wich the
the Menihevikd were divided ower the
ol i mutnienance of the |'.\E.|:II Party. The

song the

belsel im che

O s

srecnlled *pri=Party Menshevitks®, led by Plekbsnoy,
slpod  for the' maiolenance of the RSDOLP. The
ap-calied *Mlenshievik liqwidstacs weee for the =inding
up af the ibegal REOLP amd ihe mainbeaoce of
lepality a1 &ll coss,

Canfromed with this division oeer e guestlon of
Ise very existence of U Fany, Leain acked on his
disrinction between pariy ard faction, There aold be
fe padivical mpprochsmest with any secrion of the
Mensheviks — a5 we nobid, he aiafed rhat there was
i guiestion whatever® of sinking the dilfercees with
the Mensheviks, However, organisatizmaliy, the pro-
ey Mensheviks were within Ui Parcy and against
the Tigusdators™ threan oo the exisence of the BSDLF
Lznin Fought For a poanciphe BEoe with them

'"Plekhasovy wnas never o Bolshevik, We &0 wod and

It was natural that, in view of such profound differences,
the RSDLP proved in fact to be split into two parties, the
party of the Boisheviks and the party of the Mensheviks.
Stalin — History of the CPSU(B) (Short Course) p. 95 1938.

A unified party existed until 1912 .... It is very difficult to
understand what the Comintern tells us about the question
— that is, its chronology. The Bolsheviks and Mensheviks
were at a certain time two factions of the same party, not
two totally antagonistic parties.

Trotsky — The Case of Leon Trotsky, p.12 1937.

establishment of the shiwaton whershy the delenes ol
the political views of Menshevism was incomparible
with Pany membership, came in 1914 with Lenin's
rnging declaratsbn:

‘The Secomd Indermationsl & dend, overcome by
wpportunim, Down with opportunism, amd loeg lve
the Third lateraatiosal,” (%)

The fameas 21 condisloms for  admis
@en im0 the Comananisl Inernationsl
codified the politkead break with Social Democracy
Whereas in §902 oppoctunist Menshevik views were
compatible wih membership of the Pany on ihe
condition of scocpiasee of discipline, from [9l4
onward, with the definitive betrayal ol 1he working
class by the Second Intermarional, Lenin demanded a
comnplete vrgarisalional scparation from all varieties
af Menshevism. (331 With the founding of rhe
Coinmunbst Imiernational chis policy could be cxlend-
ed In practice on & nleria o0l scoke

s kehongh the conditions for the bailding of
revalutlongry parties wers enormousdy changed foli-
owing the Rusian Revoluion of 1967, the stody of
the Ristory of Bolshevism nevertbeless provided che
great schood from which all pelitical fonoes dres
conelnsions, The question of whether Bolshevism had
ermerped a5 a Parry in P95 o the time of the Second
Partv Congress. or whetker oo the consrary iz had
Been & Faetlan of rhe RSDLF in Lthe perxed prior 1o
1912, came 1o occupy A real role inothe struggle
perwesn Trodsky and the msing Stalinisl bursaucrney,

Myth

L order to carry on Abcir GAMpaign - agains
“Troaskyism', the bungaueracy hod to porinay Troxsks
as 1he most pronounced possibie opponent of Ledin.
In addicion 1 endlessiy reprinting every  grigicism
Lenin had made of Trosky @ the period prior (o
1917, the burenacracy invented the mysh that, in the
periad folleaiig 198, Lenin ard Trodsky had been
nar merely mesnbers af dilTerent facrions of the same
paniy, the REDLP, hul thal ke hod acjually been
members of different parties. Sardog with  fhe
distordons of Finoviey's History of the Balsherik
Party, snd paasing thraogh the mare straigliforea |
falsificarions of Scalin's Histery of the CPSU [B]
Sharl Cowrse], the myth was drentad  thar the
BErnlsheviks had alseady formed nn independent pasy
i P13 To crence this myth the énsire hisory of
Rolshievisen kad o be pereereed and adsified @ the
campuign agairgt Trotsky (e appendix).

Fer his parr, Trodsky also turned 19 ke hisroey of
Balstievizn fac stady for o dual pacpose, L the Fire
piace he exposed, nodably in iz Famnous fesimamy 10
the Dewey Cammission on the Maseow irinls, the
Sindfimise Maisificstions ol hastery, Secondhy, howear,
aud enore (mspartanily. he uilised the cxperience of
Balshesiam to develap his awn positian in reSation o
the srrugghe with Stalinism within the Cominkern’ and
ther in ihé Luliding of the Fourth Lcersational, He
made Lenin's method af slimulransows siruggle lo
poditical pazirien and for orgadisalsponl umiry and an
prdervamiing af the condirioms onder which Ledin
did fpwour o split uniguely Bis own, The founding
ducamen: of 1he first confereece of 109e Infernarional
T.eft Opposition codifisd the sxperence ol Botshevsm
&3 part of the organisaticmal priceiplss of Trobskvisom.
[t sialed:

“Ihe Imfernatbonnl Left Opposiflon regands ixell as
5 Fovtivn of the Cominters ond ils sepacale nationsl
secdlboms as feclioms of e natkeenl® Commuonis
Puwrties, .. Thii cach & p1-|i|_|. is the only ¢orrecl one
inder the givem comdiions b5 provem bolk by
tignretical analvsis snd hisworstad experiesce. Alike-
ugh the special condlilons of Russiam development
had broughi Belskesviza o a0 ool birenk with
onahovisns ov early as E9I2, rhe Ralsherik Purls
remmained in (he Second Infernstienud uni) the od af
fhve vear 1904, The besan 6f world o was oeCesiary
. IR L TS A L e = B fearadtamalt e

never will comsider him o Tolshevik. Bot =0 da
conslder him a pro-Party Menshevik.,. we regaed il o
the absiduie duiy af gl Bokheriks... (o exer] every
¢ffart to srrive sl o ruppeochement with sl such
Sociul-Democraks.” (449]

[.enin surnmarisid b slivarion when be zaid that
the wear 1900 was ‘o oyesr of jolmi work by the
Bodsheviks and pro-Parry . Mensheviks in all the
ieadimg [officie] wnd sinofficial, legal snd (liegad)
hodlies af the Porty,” 1530

He alspontlined their gims:

"Withow! renowncing anvibing. without hergeliling
anyiling, withoul making asy promises shout seliing
amide differeners. we are workimg (ogether Tor i
COMMmHH Canse (8

Such a historical calustrsphe a8 b collapse of the
Sovied atare woubd, o course, sweep away with W rhe
Third Imternaiiomal oo, Similady the sdclory of
foschem in Germany and the smashing of ilse {rman
prodeiprint. would hardly allow the Comimbern i
survive U consequences of ity disssrrons polkcbes. Bl
what |m the cump of revaintlon will lodsy dare 1o say
that the collppse of tlve Saviel power ar the viclory of
Tusciam in Cermany canndl be nroided or prevented?
%o rhe Leil Dipposition s any evend ... Standing om
the fromdatbos of e Dolober Bevalulion aod of the
Third Intermafional, the Left Opposition rejecis the
|der of prrullel Comamumiist Parties, (54

Betrayal

When i 1945 rhe Cammunist Jagrnatanal did
sarry through s Rleroric internacional berraval of
the working <lass o CRirnany, Trawsky — azal
following the example of Lemn of Avgust 1914 -

came sl definitively Far m spli with the Cominiem
aed Ve Tairmmil ool wnew Inzernnionas, The method

firmly afierwards, shows how he bad absorhed the
o panisaiianal begoas of Bolshevism,

[t is of course ipossible 10 mechanially appdy e
anilusiens and positions of coe stiaation 1o another,
Mrvertheless, Bistorienl anabyeis does provids one of
she vital elementy of the taw  niaterinl on which
revofutlomary theory and practice is based. The vers
concrete andlvsis ol the eonersie sirmatian s made
tarongh concepes which noparl ame foreed from
hisloral experiense,

Ta show that the dilferences which separare
revohrenaries. in. Britain  loday  are gualilelively
srmaller than shose which Lanin and Traccky consitl-
ered Fudly conidinable aithin & single orgameaian s m
bring ko facus the fag i Thinse divisicas Sre nol
signe of poditical stre CR | LECiATIn
wiknosses, A smdy ar 1he hisiory of Boldheriba 52
real gart af the sregple o etsurg thar the resalution
ary left overcome: s o seilanannl  and | brings
s prgsiiee inre Ling wich podivical realiny gind Margisl
theory.

Adrian Yesles and John Maeshall

e annlfoeie o dhe sl rhye Bacrle o dess



Appendix The
Confusions of
Socialist Press

Oma of ihe most extracedinary of all 1he a2pacis of ing
article In Sociadlad Prags |5 the sources an which il
rmibes. Sootslint Prews stated thal 1he IMG justifind s
pasftion by ‘snippets from Lenin's writings i the
course af 1he faciion baltlas with 1ha Menshoviks and
of Trotsky's writings against Stalinkem, and laber
sgalnst revigionism in the Foorth Internatsonel,’ As
we Rove demonstraied this is nonsense = we have
willised tha mosl authoritative writings of Lanin; beth
reaolulicnes pasasd al the Congresses of the REDLP
and thoes of the coafarances of tha Boishevik faction
shiow the incofrecinesa of the posiion taken by
Socialist Press. Thans dfe liarally Ausdneds of such
resaiutions and documenis which ioladly refule hbir
i

Howewer  Spcigilal Prege rMealfl cannod gven pri
ducs go-cablad ‘snippals’ 10 defend ita posilion
Osite apart froem many srcaiian] secondary scocounts
[for example Brian Pearce's Bulioing e Bolaievi
Pariy: Some Drganisativas’ Aspecls], Iherm s e
guides o the higiory of Communism which are o
quite dazzfing theoretical powes — 1he 45 volumes ol
Lenin's Cofacied Wows and the neefly 100 books
and pamphiats of Trotsky which ars in piinl. Any
sericus axposition of Lanin and Trotsky's views an
Eplifs and fusions has amphs SOUNCRS 10 O on. Yat
for all the atention which Sociajied Press pays fo
thaem, thay miphl as well ot axesl

Ignore

Apparanlly for Scoislisd Press, Lenin's visws on the
Baolshevik Party @mn'l conlaingd In 1ho &5 volumes
ard over B million worge of hig Colleched Works, bul
& haif a santence of Laf? Wing Communism — & fype
ol argumenl rathesr ke the attamp? of Stalkn fo show
that Lenin supporied ‘Sodiglism in One Counlny’ on
i nasis of half an ambdguous paragraph ol an articls
wrliban im 1815 which s contradicied by hundreds of
other passages b Lanin

SOCIALIST

PRESS x

. —

|

aApat fram this hall 8 samance of Lenin quoled aut
af coniext af everythiing eise be weoba an Lhe subjact,
{hie anly ather piess of writing Oy 3 communesl
laader which Sooialist Press can dig oul 1o suppart
theér positlon is a 1952 spesch by James P Gannan
|Spoewches {0 the Parly, p185). bnrelatlon bo Sociaiist
Prags's uitlisatéon of this paricufar pessags, 1 must
B masd 1Mat in any cose 1115 a rather axtr@ardinary
proceduns, 1o =&y the laaslk, 1 regard ar the most
Autharatitlva source an tha hiatory ol Balghaviam nat
Lenii and Troteky, who scisalty. lwed through 1he
events they deall with. bul an Amerizan, writing forty
years aftar tha avant and who would neder avan have
dreamed of placing himsal! as an authority on ihe
sama lavel as the leaders of the Aussian Revolution
gnd 1he  crealore ol modern Communiam. Tha
situation howevsr becomes farnical when Cannon
actually correcied hia wiews later |soe his Lemsr fo
e Podilical Cammithee of the SWP, 22 May 1861},

&s for Trolsky, Bia wrilings on 18 gQuestion ane
never aarkously examinad by Soclailst Press. His 17
year struggles insice and autside tne Cammunist
infevmational and the expircll sonclusions he drew
fram Lanin, do ngd ewen mert a paagraph, 11 is ol
courss nol in the slightest way acoidental fhal
Socdalig? Press so completely  ignonas  Trodsky.
Trotsky absalutaly sxpiloitty  refuied  (he  views
advanced | Sociatiat Press, In additian to iha
dacumants ol the fourding conlessnce af ihao
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Intarmational Lt Dpposition already <liad, we nesd
only quids (ke &vidence b gave o 1ha Doway

Commissian = his reply 1o the Moascow Erials in a
giluglian wheng ha knew eeery word he utbered would
have 1o siand bafare 1he world, He atetad nat menaly
ke PRC1E hut Abso the distortiona introduced Gy (he
Ceminlen, For exampha;

"The Parfy had & commarn prinling a8 b afmant
Thel was i Janwary 1904 The spift cams (A Apsi
1905, Gl Ja December 1509 3 now merper ooouned
between e Daighevike amd Medabaving, and o
wmitiad Party existed potll 1812 The maw 2odil, he
orfisia _m:u'.rI came fm TETZ I J2 wary dificult fa
enaerstand what the Coniigpars 18z 43 abau'l the
gisagiion — #var s, /fs chronplogy. Tie Bolsfeviks
and Mdrsheviks were ol o ceviain time iwe faciions of
rha gama parly, rol fwo fofally snfapooisiio paries. '
| Thea Caga of Lagn Trafaky, pa2),

Fipally, evan in his lasi work, the unfinished
bbography of Sialin, Trotaky wrote alearty in chronis-
ling 1hn fuiure diciaiors work (o e REDLP up 1o the
Pragus Coataronoe of 16020

‘Having thes gone all the way in breaking with (he
Meaaheviks, e Prague Conforerce opensd up e
era of the independenl esigtence of the Bolsbewk
Parry. ' (Trarsky — Stalir, p2td].

I# 1ha poaiflons of Trotsky ard tha recoed of Lanin
are ignored by Sooiadist Press. they rely inslesd on

BRam o d ke pv

fighi Tor wrety

Under m clrtumhm zh'lm-m wauld be
gdimordinary  souroo o guaoto an nrigl'n‘h.luﬂﬂ
guaslicng ol Balahedlam, He was (Fe paraon who
aciually pioneared the arganisational methods later
partactad by Btelin — amang his great ‘accomplish-
ments’ were he 'Balshevizalion' of the Gominiern
againsi Trotskylsm, and tha oonsiruation of a
$“|[FFBI3 prganiaalon  which ab 1ha Fourleanih
CPSU Congness wabed unanimously for Zinoviev's
poaiticng againat Swln and (han, Following his
ranrnral. walad Hl'ln-ll'lil'l'l'l}l..“jl'.r{lf Bialin againgl Zimdge-
(&)

Haweser, 10 quatn of alf things his Higrary of e
Bolehewk Parry la almosd Dayond Dedisl, Dossn't
Sooiahigt Pregs know what histonical roba that book
garvad? A mana lok &b 113 deta of writing ahauld
Indicaba Fhal, &5 ewan the torewasd b fha WHRP
varslon seminds us: “Finowiav's wark was pubtished in
1923 whan 1ha struggle In 1+ Ruaalan Commundat
Farly was Daginning [ Assume inlangs properions
ane when the aliance belwean Ziroviey, Eameney
and 5talin was beginning to fakeshape.' in fast,
tha VAP @ much too relicerl — no doubt becsuss
Healy would likn, for his own purposas, to acoegt
Zimwle's CORcluaiang,

Lies

Zinpwov's History af tha Balshesix Party was hes
Fival afbgr 0 Ihe canmeeign af hea fmam wingng of Stin,
Zimpwiev and Kameney agannsf Trofrky, A8 the WHP
i ferced 1o admit 'Zinovlev's leciures rapressant
parhaos the First att=mat 10 "rawrite” the Parly's
higtory ta ment 1ho needs of smmediate factionad
arrigglas. in pasticular the struggie againat Frodaky
arid fiz guppariers,”

Thiz book systamatically feinifles and fes atioud
Ihe Riaiory of the Balanavlk Pady. It is nof a wark,
innocantly writien o aducala young workers in he
nislary of tha Party, aut & paisaned weapon designed
& ar@ar Taotaky. Noowande® Segialipd Fress Comas
up with 8o mush confusion. Why nal qudele Tram
Elalin himesll? Thens you il lind liaraiy hasdreda
af guotaticns which will reject the views aof tha 'Pariy
and Factior® series and support those of SocislEl
Pragg, Tha anfy traulia 18 Ehat thay bear no relation ta
the aciual higtory of BalEheuism,

1 im tragic ard irenis thal in sltempting 1o coma to
grins with tne hisiory of Balshewism 1he WSL and
Soclaiisr Press have coma 1o ihe delence nob ol
Trotsey's pasitions ard practics and the recard o
Lenin, byt thesa of Zinoviay ard Slalin's faksifica-
ticnes agaims? Tratsky. This ja the prics b Be paid foe
a tallura ba make a complede break with Healyizm and
Imair ariging In 1ha WRP,

1he Bolahesik Parly nac boes *onmed In 1903,

Footnotes

sign @l in
O 1N WS ars
-1r-=1rrl‘-'|'r h'r Ih Fmcreieal’ Bania
"l pomitione see fhe m yolome spoies
1itm virmis Ravislonism. Thd mast com
Jeluiriive Phiacewlice acpraiiion of 158 G-
pizvmaT ghd opoortiintm 4= io B= found 1o

m w0 wolumes of Tory ClM's Diograghy al

o Esampie TS Why dhe R
i Tonk Flare', in Sooisial Prass, 7
Al VATE: e BCL el (he Fasart® ol arhal
pubisred by the CL: ardl Mardkst Balisting
Winser 1975-TE, pundishad by the Bullalin

1) Thess arficies appearsd in Hed Weskiy,
AU 128142 |26 Fetruany - 1B Mieon 197E)

4| Bociabisd Press chaged hal Rl ‘Waahly
e iwasbed’, ‘shesed | dishoried the Bostany al
the Bolshewiss fBom  tho wery  beginning’,
wakiaed In fraudulent rewniting' and Ceoe-
SCHTUE RSRRELON, NoY ta manion ‘hurling ko
coertinuity ol Lenin‘s siruggle for the Bolstevk
Famy ol ol lhe windew' and caseloping
il sk it Wi cuirsy

[he changes made by Soclaiest Press on ine

siEsahcE pamslions wem ol ane spectic.
They  wlaledl  Bhee  |be Bolahevie Paity &3
oppased to meeeh the Bodshevik faction of (he
SE0OLF was founded in 1033 and nal 132 &
Mps! ‘Wamhly Foul piwled — B0 assersin by
Sooizitst Press desigred fo prowe fhat Lenin
stoad tar political solil on iksues wnich had
Wil Dsn Ehjan o peRciiE o rraples . jresl
nigtore: belreyats. Soclalist Prass s2aisd 1hal
mhen Lenin agresd ic. unifcaton wiih (e
Wlardiwreike o 1008 fhin sAdmwmRsnbad mneraly
T Sy Bnd wam & manosree imposed by
an untasaurabhy pohtiodl situatlon = a pasi-
I cgigned o wlaly any idaa of Lenin wg A
real lighter far aniy; and imally they asssred
shil wiheen Iha Tinal spid i dhe REDLF ook
e AT R (ed-was el (ha palitical aaE-
tions of Atspghmism and not oecause @
parlcuar group o Mensheviks, the Fgusds
afa, rEtisEs 16 suhmil 13 1he discons al tha
Barty — a poaitan ance more designed
shaw Aos Lenin jusiities splils ocfore posi
rhons - A Desn Ehown 33 enlall Resmoein
Pl arpals of The work g clasa,
51 Some gl ihe Taciual epore sommilies by
Socdlisl Presa are 50 exiracedina~y thal tho
oy carcluaion ahich can ba craan ia 1kat the
oomrades have rod gsen read what Leminy ac-
tugity said and foughd for. For examoie he 24
Barcit articie glalea

‘Im 1504 1hie WMsmshesiks ook contrel of tho
paper Ishrs, ond Micshavik dabecaies ragansa
P Blplabwepie Gacsml Comimisiss mambess
who wee amesied. Lonin was confronted by
errvane Manshiedk daminalicn of tha BSDLP

sadersnip, under conditces wisea slisgalily
mace @ recaties condmence of appsal o the
Aearbmrahip Imposainla.”

Bl the éndoe campaign of L on 1304 and
cary 1905 way waped under the sogan
corwening - @ niew Parly  Congresa. I this
digrnie inllal Prass g cramas ou on
ih sige of thit Mershedkes ageenst Lenin
I In addizion io ihe sarous aiempd at rebuthsl
i | 5u-l\.|u||l.| Praia an chjectlan has been
MG IFsd oyl el
Ll Erinci rolaky wais iy
DpeTaimed Wil Akl pandes and pel  Eme
procaginda groops SuCh aF Eeisk in Britasin
locay, Ful e Aed Weskly saras In facr
selocied & wery wmide mnge. uf seamplas
precigaly in onder o demansirabe the can-
limmdy of crgsalong priecpeaa which Loren
and Trolsky loognl for regandiess of tes 8ik ol
I aroups concemed

To Ges siurs icaa ol
Invoinesd, ‘we may nobe thai in 1863 the ASDLF
had nomone cthan & les thousand members —
25, 000 bersg) 1he Dees mibitnada; in 1908, al the
teme of the Wnity Googrsss, /1 hed roughly
31,000 meambors; and by 1907 H had arownd
V5,000 [Migursss in Lang, The Roals of Russion
Communism and sac cited in Cilf — Lanin:
Busicding he Party. p. 1730, The Caommunisl
mlemalional al s Nen . hao ovar 250,000
merrerd. sechpiling the Buapen Parfy, ang of
oourse had the auppor ol many milions of
anrkers {for figures -see Claudin — The
Communist Sovemerit From Comindem o
Comindarm, o 112). OF B 1,000 members o
the S0 in 15940, apprasiiraialy 500 supporied
tne pogibors ol Trodeay | Sanvor

Ta find LEnin defsnding the same orpaniss-
rmhe prinaiplas in &0 crgarisalion of a ‘ow
thaussnds e =7 gne 6l 150, 000, and ia
tind Trotsky fighting agaimet a bress untd A
afirdiive crossing ol class lines in an ongard-
mufice o BOG OO0 mambes Aol cne of 1,000
membens = 10 seisct onos aad a0 all he sies
il Lanin's and Tronsky's aglion were ceter-
ol By pricghien, Dol Dy Siza. Wie Do
~shead that 1hey were dictaled by lundamanial
cenaidiations of Mamist thoany.

s — Collaetead Warke, snl & 0 i17-T2

8 Troteky — Om Lenin, pd

{31 Laan, — CW T, p 330,

(100 Lenin delivsd & Pary mamiiey &3 one ‘eho
recogrisns he paty's pogramre ard R
svla il by matedlal means and personal partk
cipalion = gne gl (he gany crgardalions’.
Warioy subsiituled (or the b=l condisian and
ty reguler porscnal assoolofion under the
dirssfipn al ana of tha pary orgeresalbors’.

1 Lenin —CW X, pdar?

112] Leqin slaled: The growsh and apread of
Ik mewolutlanary mowement, 15 Conatanily
duspar parstmiion amang Tha virlous clakas
ol simta of B people, will inevilably give
fse (Al bo Bre-good | 10 constantly nower trends
Wl mhscles,' (CW A, | 185}

Thig s 2alon thal terelercies ar fectians
a'n ~ol necessante repreaenialives ol analber
saag bul can mlec] wevwennass wHihin tha
prodetarat was i, Stalinigl -
licrs, by Trobsky also:

'The appaanines ol isciions is unesold oy
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o In e most mature aed Farmanious parky
owiry 10 e axlansion of I intlusnce upon
nem ek, The croppisg up ol rew probikemrs
sheep fuma = tha situglian,
|nsdership. ared oo o’ Troaeky, ' °
und thig PECF"
128

airar of tha
Tribaky b=
Wrikings TE38-38. 151 Eddicn

ol course @ pamcuany  EEimn
o 1p defond opoinst Mealyds dishar-
W anggastiona of a =2, Lenin skated
The cingles hewe I8 us the Eediion of En
ariraandingrily Sghl-fearisd stlitude loveetds
aplis and an axiraordineily zestous mpplice-
hnfi of (ha masim: “efthor cogls off, or lt's
have your kand"* (CW 7, 0077

The oworeoming of this sectariseam ans of
caiica & ieeaaary conditcn for she creatian
oF @RS ety

I the persed of cizunity in, which |8k
miilsisd e oAk, groups wem oMen formed
haphazanily and s Iy, meed invieilably
sufiered Bom perlain pamicious manidaais-
ginng o the cincle apiit. The croallon of & parly
prrsuppoand the alliminaton of thass feaiera’

T T, p 1]

Lty fijechad &Ny mowe 0o exckudn Tho
enshmaibz droon ke Perly  om  politcal
PFounds;

M s assaniial 1o safeguant the unity of the
Party #red wwoid ndw splits ... | Shink tha
autmor of the article fone in lgars] ia @ thesmpnmd
Himis fdght when he Insists that |t 12 czaential
1o saleguaid Bha urdly of ha Farly amd ssold
new gpite ., To analhamise or exped Irom
the Farsy, nai famhar ectitoeniels, b
wan litlle growps of Boclal Democrais who
sufipr froe “a SErtein Peohaimieney”, would
canmrdy be unmasorable, sp unmascoasble
ihal wa qulle undersiand e Irilable bors ol
1hy mulltee al iha anick lowands those whom
e coneiders arbitiary, sdifl-nacked and stupid
Sobakeviches capable of adwocaiing sapasaicn’
(CW 7, p115.

1151 Lissim — CW T, p 3a7
114} Lenim nobed

The sefudel of Moadod b serse on e
eaional Board, Ris redupsl and that & alhar
Pary writers 1o collabomie, the relusel ol &
nuimbar of persons 0 work for The Coriral
Commities, and the propagends af p Bepealt ar
pissle nesis@non are bownd o lead, eeen |
mginal el wighic al Markey and his fiends, 1o
& split in The Parky. Even i Merioy sl bod
loyval stamnd |wiikchi ho boeok up a0 meschstely al
1 Comgrass] otrars will not, ond the ouboome
| heen mestionsd will b insvilabla” (CW 34,
p B4 = 13 Sapbembar 13031
BT Laram wrga:

I by pests im mesant cekialion ol e
eologial strugale, conciliation with the lina,
af rather wilh the complexion ol bhe naw
|Pmnehesi ] i5ka, ler It Faa no such ihing as &
ling, ihen such a “poasce” can oy be L
by unprinaipled or hypoorfical psople, or by
pecpis for wham ks orgecs of 1ha Parly arp 50
much mewepen .. | esec) gk ummodhy e
wafy suggesilon that tho majority could glve up
& Pury atmuggle bor 4 posillon. dor Hee
coralslent e, agalnat the circdé apicil. In
commemon with all pincipled sapparters o e
migeeity, whoso sumbens @ Aussis ar grow-

~ Ing, | conmide it ey inslienabla righl smd duky
I carry on thils sineggle’ (CW 7, p 485
S Lovir - CWE, p 13%. Lanir ponsdensd b
e el ke aiflarences o' ihak bme oo
Fiod boepes:

Wa foughi opporiunlam on e hunclamantal
problams of our woeld poncepbion, on the
questionsof our programma, and B comiplebe
dhinrganca ol aims besiobly led b an imeso-
cabin baph Balvwian B 5ol -Derhserals and
lhe Eotrals who hed corupbed our  legal
Mirasiiti. Wa daught opporunism on iaciiosl
lgmupE, and our diefegano mith Comnados
Kalohessky and Akimoy on ess lnes Imporiani
isauaE mis nElunally ordy emporary, Bnd was
nol accompanied by the damalics of diferenl
pariles. We must now vanquish 1he cgpartun-
fsm of Martoe e Asalred on questions of
afganisailon, which am, of ¢courds, laea
wndamenial than pelaliens ol lesis. lal
alorss ol programme, bul which have now coris
o e Peswircerl In our Farly Nk’ (CW TF,
REHEN
AT enin — CWE, 1l
& Lenin — CW T pdld
S et . I T S dART lenis s andd B

and oisoipling af ihe Bolsheeia wih $he
el am ared aplifizm of 1he Aensheiia:
alam iF pa o mccidan thel the mosl axdireme
represantatives ol the Aighs med mal of tha Lalt
waneg of our Parly were e onas o withcoma?
W i me sesldan) Rl 1k was oppobunisis who
withdrawy and nal Songabenl * iroluboney
Socdal-Damoarabs T 1CW 7, 341
T S Wi hamar:
The ipars-tetn aif B i e had submibsd
without 3 meemur when Mesige &8 Gl 1O Daar
and did Ewat tham in sclaborafion with 1he

| "Bund, Bu ihe Marioviss wen S0 unbridied

thal inatead ol ssxmiiting they et out 10 cludi

| arow ned g spdT ICW T o 900

Thas Bglahemibs i
ek

“W& [f.a. tha Botshewlks| did nod fighd by
hypetance and rows, & edurek, bul by methods
whikch were guite loyal sl cucle legilanada
parcabiing 1hal we were in e minondy [as an
The quasiicn ¢f Peregraph 1]. wo appoaled 52
the Corgreas lo prolesi e nghde of 1ha
—eradry. Growlor sifkciness as mgerde fhe
majarily regsved lor adopdlon of membems
[our-tilthe Inrlead of Ivwa-thanda), the raquire-
ment ol unanimity tor oo-optatian, evalial
zantnal over co-opialion bo 1he ceniral
— all this we bagen o advecals when we faund
pumatees inthamirerity an the quasicn of iha
serpocadl compoallion ol the cemiral bodies’
LW T poaE,

Hiy onip 1hal 1Fcsa auch &k ha Stalinisls
arc Fealydos wha claim tab ie 1809 1PbA
RosPesik Paity, an apposec 1o @ Balshesk
inctlon, mpe rmsi=nd sanld claarly siand woih
ihe ararchiobc Mensteene aplitiaca againal Iha
light al Lenin rar probwiadan disciplie and

el Es] faughl by Parly

Ho g P H L

Bhlenir—CW T p1he

W Lenin = CW 3, po2dn,

1220 "Tha right ba Esh Perty liberakum |5 now
puararised by

foubss Y0 ewary gualified
Party organisaiion. 1 has now been mads
lincuarmdant on fhia CC of B Pany o iranspord
all kinds of Parly Wemature wpory the demard al
live cualifed comméitees, or one-sixth of all

sush comeniteas in (ha Pamy. The ssdonomy of

| 1hm commitiess hes bess delined mors pee-

elualy and thair mombershio declared Inval-
abls ...,

‘Every lomal ocenmilbes has besn sccanfed
iha right bo nomira be candbdabes for oommi e
nverimcship, Tha boundarias ol B Perty Rave
been delined mors precisly, 0 dcoddanod
with 1he wishea of the Porly majodty. A single
i Lo s Dairy il up Ensdcad of 1wo o Threa.
The comrades werking in Rukdia hmia Doan
gusmniesd o decided preponderance over [P
Party's apction sbroed.

‘In a mord, Hw Thisd Gnngmr. has don
eweryihing 1o amove all poesiblity ol charging
tha Mejorily with obuses of numencel saper-
fodty, with meshaniced supprassion, wih
despokizm of 1he conbral bodiss ol 1ha Parly,
and 50 on and so feethy’ (Lenin — CW8& p L7}
AT Lariiy — CWE, pSad
2 Lapin — CW B, p 43T
195) Lemin — CW 5, pdad,

(M5 Lapn — ©W &1, o107, Full apporiuniky
than Bwan provided lor all Bostlal-Damonnrls 1o
work In full eooperation, ko gain sonlidanily e
ranks ol @ single . party, bropd and winks
wrcuagh, afong s walded enowgh 1 oul
kroee rom ihe old eacilions of the study cirde
days ard 10 wipse oul all traces of past friclion
snd paity conllicia. Led o8 members of e
Socla-Democraiic Party who malfy chaiah b
Party sglit now respond bo e call of e Theed
Carggrans; lul s decisions sane as iho skarling
point for resborng the unity o B Pasrly' [Lanin

— CWE, p&i7]
Thass veie for ‘apaiapes ublesed b Hhe
Feal al e momenl’, s Secieliel Prass

clalms, bLs the most anhordaive waies of (ke
Farty Cangraacg|

(271 Heme Soeiallel Pasa makes ane of (ks
Iyploal orrocs ewen ol las), 10 alags: 9 was
aal unl’ e pah of the esciutionsey wren atiar
THE anid ircieRsis] MEss presmes Bom
anrking o ass sappaters eerds “urity’ 1hal
ihe oinl wridization Cangreas &L Srackholm
was pomeensd In 19" rkremsr 1he sl
Nieea an Paely unlby ol 1he Thind Corrgress wens
paasasd In 1905 pnd a3 tha reealulion was on B

upswing.
Hermarns gl 1Bla aalnt we mick- b owhw il

25 Sookallst Prese calma, Lenic wos sadin
thia Parly 1o urctiossian wilh the Kerahesi ke
S iphied Prean ook Ihe answar 'Sl round
polibcal soneilors wiea unlavcuraie for an
apen clvisior al Ika gaink

Fuil ‘waeeat IFa 'alkraund poodloal poodk
liora' lesaliy unfayarabla lor Trolsky whan ne
sl Arom e Sominier in TEEEY Wemn'l 15
all-sepne pallfcal conditions fokaly  prdes.
purable shan Lasia aplin wllh e Ssccnd
Inbernasions’ o tE147 Tres sathior of (ha ar ok
albempss 10 mapid b e rabpod i gicsl cusetlin
peaad by dhe Uity Congress’ — was tham s
prowdpied bads foe unily ar net? I -nat, Ten
gquestions ot 'sround palibeal soesdilices’ ale
Aamaly reesnt.

[20] Lervir — CW 10, g 350 This somploioly
refuies fhe vew Wat the onifealios wae tor
Liznln seima corl ol varant of enbryer hmsgins
whal Trodaay wadld Fave sald of aryona who,
when  the Frenph Tiolaapiais - anlemsad  cha
Eacialisl Pary o the 1R3s, had wnslem Let
ya- e wilh Laean Sham ba make 1ho roeos
lisgian't

T2} Lirrelre s GART D, p 300D,

M1 He Esaed chis musl ke ‘s mosd deisre
mined, open and nuihlass dechogieal sirogglo.’
[ R LA

|?.'|' Lanin — CW 10, p 31L&,

Y hanin —CW11, p330.

] "-L:nln — W1, g3,

i Lanin — W 1, 321

Sanally beeday &ack an 2Cbon wauld msan o
aplit, pe o now hat & gaar hissanoally delined
soiHica mesw.

‘%53 1 is highly  symplomatic ihat Socislle
Ihmn voas red Paka ol EAga relgenod o
Troteky's posdion on the Commuiial Inlar-
sational.

4% Lenin — CW 11, p 323,

A0 Lenin — CWOIT, poXA.

{35 Lenlr = DWAZ, p171.

500 Troepky rocalled: “Wom Irightul Sham the
ouiward Heows e (e Inbennsl  maokion.
Dassietions assumed & mass chomeer. Indel-
techmle abandoned polllics for soenon, ort,
religion, and srole myskisism, Tha linlshing
|oueh wis the epidemic of suicides’ | Trolsky —
Bralirh, o148}

140 Tmis is orce again & Sovgeste refulalion ol
b posltian that ab that bBre them wss B
Balskwak - Party s oapasad o mETl a
Balstey k faction, Would Sccinlisd Préai Mave
iin beliss tar 1he same man whao bad called
lew sctsrda cn 1o she parly lins 'as asace=s and
Inwiclabie dyty 1o 1ha parly’ ey ooe Sosking
Ihe foee arc dieciplire ol e Bualsseesis Parly,
ad was abpredoning  demosealic - Sanbiism
Eecaiag o unlascurable po il doreiiana®
Cre avd anly ane seplanslion justilise Lanin's
wrion — [he seplanaller which e e fruth
Ik s veda mi Belabavik Porty, Sul oty the
Balzmey k Raction ol the REOLF

411 Lanin — CW T4 0 24,

142] Lare — CW 15, p 430,

1431 Lenm — CWH AT, n

j4€] Lamin = CW 15, pddi

145] Laris — CW |, p 322

146 L — CW 15, pd33

147 Laiin — G158, pd3s

|481 Lanin - CW 15, p 101

148] Larain — CW 18, p 253

1801 Lavyin — CW 17, pdei

1B Lerim = CW 18, p 255 In et far Broap
prlitically aplilsing wilh iha Manshowlks. az
Boclaliel Press cleimie Lenin - “@iglad - on
worklrg woth ihe oeo-Pacty Mesabesike 0 aidar
1 Baile? 175 RECLPI

1821 Lewn — CW 17, pdin

1931 Lenin = CW 1T, pdil

196] Laqin — CW 2, pdi.

1851 Unliks Sociallel Press. ihe Cammumial
Initernacianal was very clesr on whal can-
slituieed ke poinn of qualilabws rarsfomation:
of appartuni=T. The reaglulice al o Fiml
Cangreas slalad:

‘A Hee Bawl whal In e moks siaughior-Bho
phied pordes of the Second  Inlerebioned
bilrayed 1ho working class. and asch of tham,
on the praisxl of “delenca of B ladhoriond”®,
want over ke bhe side of "ila" woipie ... b
wiis af that momerd Hhat the e -
nalicnal finslly reached bankrupbcy and peri-

(58 Tradsay — The iamalicral Lall Crsee
gitiom, Nla Tasss arg Metsselp’ in wrilinga
1532-33, [ B4, ano Documents of the Fowarth
intarmas bansd 395340 1%




