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Imporitant Notice.

The English edition of the “International Press Correspon-
dence” is sent free of charge to all labour and communist organs
in England, America, India, South Africa, Australia and Canada.
The editors urgently request that the articles be reprinted in the
labour and communist press with the least possible delay. The
object of the “Correspondence” is to supply the organs of the
working class movements in these countries with reliable infor-
mation and with points of view which are not found in the
capitalist press and news agencies.

It is particulary requested that all editors; 1. print as much
of the contents of the “International Press Correspondence” as
possible; 2. send exchange copies of their respectives news-papers
and journals to the editors of the “International Press Correspon-
dence”; 3. offer advice and criticism about the “Correspondence”,
and suggest articles on subjects which may be of special interest
to their respective countries. The editors set themselves the task
of acting as a means of information and a connecting link
between the various branches of the international labour move-
ment. All letters, requests and enquiries received will receive
immediate attention. Members of labour and communist parties
are also requested to send the editors of the “International Press
Correspondence” the names and addresses of all their organs, so
that copies can be sent to them.

THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION

On the Fourih Anniversary of ihe
Ociober Revolution.
By N. Lenin.

The fourth anniversary of the 25th of October (Nov. 7th)
is before us.

As we get further and further away from that great
memorable day, we begin better to grasp the meaning of the
proletarian revolution in Russia, and become more deeply
absorbed in‘the practical experience of our work as a whole.

This significance and experience can be thus briefly,
though not completely, summarized.

The direct and immediate task of the Russian revolution
was a democratic task, namely, to do away with the remains of
the middle ages, to remove them completely, to free Russia of
its barbarism and its disgrace, and to loosen the great drag-
chain which held it back from all culture and progress.

- ~And we are justified in our pride that, from the point of
view of its influence on the great masses, we accomplished this
cleansing-task by far more decisively, more quickly, more boldly,
more deeply, more extensively and with greater success than
did the French revolution, 125 year ago.
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The Anarchists as well as the petty-bourgeois democrats
(i. e. the Mensheviki and Social Revolutionaries, as Russian
representatives of this international social type) have said, and
are still saying, many idiotic things on the relation of the
bougeois democratic revolution to the socialist (i. e. proletarian)
revolution. In these 4 years we have proven both our compre-
hension of Marxism in this question, and the accuracy with
which we appraised the former revolutions. We have consum-
mated the bourgeois-democratic revolution up to the very end,
as no one else has. Conscious of what we are doing, determined
and full of purpose, we are moving forward, toward the socialist
revolution, knowing full well that the latter is not separated
from’ the bourgeois-democratic revolution by a Chinese wall,
and that only the struggle will decide how far (in the last
analysis) we shall succeed in advancing, and which part of the
ground won we must fortify. The future will show that. But
even now we can see that great things have been accomplished
in the field of the Socialist transformation of society—and in a
ruined, weary, backward country like Russia.

Enough of the bourgeois-democratic content of our revo-
lution, Marxists should understand what that means. Let us
take a few examples as illustrations.

The bourgeois-democratic content in our revolution—that
means ridding the social institutions of the country, of medieval
remains, of serfdom and feudalism.

What were the most important signs and remains of
bondage in Russia in 1917? Monarchy, martial-law, land
ownership and exploitation, the position of women, religion and
race-persecution. No matter which one of these beloved Augean
stables we consider—which, by the way, were never completely
done away wifh by any of the revolutions which took place in
the most advanced countries 125 and 250 years ago and more
(1649 in England)—no matter which one of these blessings we
consider, we see that we got rid of them completely. In only
10 weeks, from the 25th of October (Nov. 7th) to the disso-
lution of the Constituent assembly (Jan. 5, 1918) we have accom-
plished a thousand times as much in this field as the bourgeois
democrats and liberals (Cadets), the petty-bourgeois democrats
&Il\/lgnshelviki and Social-Revolutionaries) had in the 8 months of

eir rule.

These cowards, these gossips, these vain, conceited little
Hamlets and Narcissi, had been brandishing a sword of card-
board, and did not even begin to away with tge Monarchy! As no
one before us, as never before us, we swept away the entire
monarchistic garbage. We razed to the ground t%e structure
of privilege, built up during centuries (the most advanced nations
like England, France and Germany have not yet abolished the
remains of privilege). We have destroyed the deepest roots of
privilege the remainders of feudalism “and serfdom in land-
ownership. “It is debatable” (there are sufficient writers, Cadets,
Mensheviki and Social-Revolutionaries abroad who can busy
themselves with the question) what the “final” outcome of the
Agrarian reform of the October revolution will be. We shall
waste no time debating the question, for we shall decide this
dispute, as well as all the other controversies growing out of
it, only through a struggle. One fact is established, however, that
for eight months the petty-bourgeois democrats were “negotiating
with the property owners, who still held the traditions of seridom
high, whereas we swept away the property owners and their
traditions in a few weeks.

Let us take religion, or the disfranchisement of women,
or the oppression and disfranchisement of non-Russian national-
these are questions of the bourgeois-democratic
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revolution. For eight months the petty-bourgeois democrats have
done nothing but talk; not one -of the most advanced countries
of the world has brought these questions to a final decision in
a bourgeois-democratic way. We however, actually fought and
combatted religion. All non-Russian nationalities received their
autonomy and were given their own republics. With us in
Russia there exists no such blackguardism and infamy as dis-
franchisement or incomplete equality of woman, revolting relics
of the middle ages and of serfdom, which the greedy bourgeoisie
and the stupid, intimidated petty-bourgeois of all countries of
the world, without exception, are trying to restore.

All this constitutes the content of the bourgeois-demo-
craticrrevolution. 150 and 250 years ago, the progressive leaders
of this revolution (of these revolutions rather, if we consider
every national variation of the one common type separately) had
promiked the people fo free humanity of medieval “privilege,
disfranchisement of woman, the privilege of this or that religion
(or “religious idea”, piety in general) in the state, and to do away
with the suppression of the various nationalities. This they
promised but did not do. They were unable {o carry out their
promise because of their “respect” for private property. Our
proletarian revolution did not possess that cursed “respect” for
that thrice damned medieval order and its holy “private property”.

However, in order to secure the acquisitions of the bour-
geois-democratic revolution, we had to go further and we did go
further. We treated the problems of the bourgeois-democratic
revolution, among other things, as by-products of our most im-
portant and real proletarian-revolutionary socialistic work.
“Reforms”, we always said, are a byproduct of the revolutio-
nary class-struggle.” We claimed and proved by deed - that,
bourgeois-democratic reforms are a by-product of the proletarian,
i. e., the socialist revolution. By the way, all the Kautskys, Hilfer-
dings, Martovs, Tschernovs, Hilquits, Longuets, MacDonalds,
Turatis and the other heroes of 2/ marxism could see no such
correlation between the bourgeois-democratic and the proletarian-
socialist revolutions. The first grows into the second; the second
fortifies the actions of the first. The struggle, and only the
struggle, decides how far the second succeeds in rising above
the first.

The Soviet regime is the best proof or expression of the
growing of one revolution into the the other. The Soviet regime
is the highest degree of democracy for the workers and peasants,
and at the same time it signifies the break with bourgeois-
democracy and the creation of a new historical type of democracy:
namely, proletarian democracy—the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Let the dogs and swine of the dying bourgeoisie, and the
petty-bourgeois democracy which is limping after it, heap curses,
insults and mockery upon us because of the failures and mistakes,
which we made when we first instituted the Soviet regime.
Neither do we for one moment forget that we actually suffered
many a failure and made many mistakes. How cou{d such a
new thing, absolutely new in ‘the history of the world, the
creation of a type heretofore non-existeni, possibly be carried
through without failures and mistakes. We are determined to
fight to the last for the application of Soviet principles, which
we know to be far from perfect. We have the right, however, to
be proud, as in fact we are, of the fact that ours was the good
fortune to begin the building of the Soviet state and thereby
to introduce a new epoch into the world history—an epoch which
sees the beginning of the supremacacy of a new class
which is oppressed in all capitalist countries, and which is
coming into new life, and is marching to victory over the
bourgeoisie to the liberation of humanity from the yoke of
Capitalism and imperialistic wars.

Imperialistic wars, the international policies of high
finance at present dominating the world, inevitable new imperia-
listic wars, the inevitable increase of national burdens, of the
plundering and strangling of small, weak and backward countries
bya handful of ,civilized s1ations“—these questions have become
since 1014 the cardinal issues of the entire policy of every
country in the world. If is a question which has the power of
life and death over untold miﬂions of people.

That is the issue which will decide whether in the next
imperialistic war, which the bourgeoisie is preparing and which
is growing out of capitalism reght before our eyes, 20,000,000
people will be killed (instead of the 10,000,000 kilf,ed in the war
of 1914-18 and the various supplementary wars which are still
going on), whether in this inevitable war (inevitable if capi-
talism remain), of the near future, 60,000,000 people will be
maimed instead of the mere 30,000,000 maimed from 1914-18.
And in the midst of such a situation our October Revolution has
begun a new epoch in the history of the world.

The lackeys of the bourgeoisie—the Social-Revolutionaries
and Mensheviki, the entire petit-bourgeois, so called “socialist”,
democracy mocked the watchword “Transform imperialist war
into civil. war®. This watchword, however, has proven itself
the only Truth—unpleasant, coarse, naked, and cruel, but still a

truth—in the darkness of the cunning chauvinistic and pacifistic
betrayal. This deceit is revealed. The significance of the Brest-
Litovsk peace is disclosed. Every day sees a more unsparing
revelation of the significance and effects of a peace still worse
than the one at Brest—the peace of Versailles. The terrible
truth becodes clearer and clearer to the millions upon millioas
of people who are reflecting on the causes of the war of yesterday,
and on the coming war of to-morrow—the imperialistic war
the imperialistic world which creates it—this hell—cannot be
destroyed except by the Bolshevist struggle and the Bolshevist
revolution. : -

Let the bourgeoisie and the pacifists, the generals and
the petty-bourgeois, the capitalists -and the philistines, let all
orthodox Christians and all the knights of the 2nd and 214 Inter-
national rant as madly as they like at this revolution! No fit of
anger, no denunciation orlie can hide the historical fact, that
for the first time in hundreds and thousands of years, the slaves
have answered the war of the slaveholders with this open
proclamation, “Let us turn this war of the slave-owners who
are only warring for a division of booty, into a war of the slaves
of all nations against the slave-owners of all nations!®

It was the first time in the course.of hundreds and thou-
sands of years that a mere motto turned from a vague and
weak expectation into a clear, delinite political program. It
turned into an actual struggle of millions of oppressed led by
the proletariat. It turned into victory for the proletariat, into
a victory for the cause which seeks to abolish wars. It brough
about an alliance of workers of all countries against the allied
bourgeois of various nations, the bourgeoisie which decides on
peace as well as war at the expense of the slaves of capital, wage-
slaves, peasants and workers in general.

This first victory is not yet the decisive victory, and our
October Revolution has achieved it by overcoming unprecedented
difficulties and burdens, and indescribable pains, coupled with
a whole series of failures and mistakes. And how could a back-
ward, isolated nation succeed in overcoming the imperialistic
attacks of the mightiest and most advanced countries of the world,
without mistakes or failures! We are not afraid to acknowledge
our mistakes; we shall examine them soberly, and learn to correct
them. But the fact remains that for the first time in hundreds and
thousands of years, the promise to “answer” the slaveowners’
war with a war of the slaves against any and all slaveowners,
in spite of all obstacles, is actually carried out completely.

We have begun. When and how long it will take, what
nation’s proletariat will bring our work to a successful finish,
are questions of no import. gWhat is of importance is that the
ice has been broken, the road has been cleared, the path has been
pointed out.

Continue your hypocrisy, Messrs. Capitalists of every
country “Defend the fatherland”; the Japanese against the
Americans, the Americans against the Japanese, the French
zﬁainst the English, etc. Continue your prating of new “Basle

anifestos” on the tactics to be employed against imperialistic
wars (patterned on the Basle manifesto of 1912), ye nights of
the 2nd and 234 International, and pacifist petty-bourgeois and
pedants of the world! The Bolshevik revolution has rescued
the first one hundred million people from imperialistic wars and
an imperialistic world. The revolution to come will rescue
entire humanity.

Our last problem, the most important and difficult one
yet to be solved, ist economic reconstruction, the laying of an
economic foundation for the new socialist structure to be erected
in place of the old feudalism, now completely destroyed, and
capitalism, half destroyed. It is in this most difficult and im-
portant work that we met with the most failures and made the
most mistakes. And indeed, how could we have begun this task,
without precedent in the entire world without failures or
mistakes! We have begun it however. We are working on it.
Just now we are correcting many of our mistakes through our
,new economic policy“; we are now learning how the socialist
stucture can be put up without error, in a land where the small
peasantry is in the majority.

Carried away by the wave of enthusiasm, aiter having
roused first the political and then the military enthusiasm of the
people, we expected to realize the same success on the economic
field that we had obtained in the political and military fields.
We counted upon, or perhaps it is better to say we intended
without sufficient calculation to set in motion, by means of
the direct command of the proletarian state, the state production
and the communist method of distributing the country products
of the small peasant. Life has shown us our mistake. A series
of steps: State capitalism and Socialism were necessary in pre-
paring us for the transition to Communism. This required many
years of work. Not directly through enthusiasm, but with the aid
of the great enthusiasm born of the revolution, the first firm
bridge is being built, which, in a land of small peasantry, leads
from state capitalism to socialism. In no other way can we
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reach our goa, and lead millions upon millions of people to
Communism.

And we, who, in the last 3 or 4 years, through the sudden
changes of front (when necessary), had learned rather much,
began to study the new economic policy, the new change of front,
with greater zeal, attention and patience (though still not
zealously, not attentively, not patiently enough). The proletarian
state must become a careful, cautious and clever “proprietor®,
a future “ wholesale dealer ”, otherwise it cannot enhance the
economic value of the small peasant’s land. Under existing con-
ditions, side by side with the (at present) still capitalistic West,
there is now no other way of reaching Communism. A wholesale
dealer is as far from Communism as heaven is from
carth. But this is one of the contradictions which i
practice. leads from the - economic management of . the
small peasant, through State 'capitalism to socialism. - It is
individual interest which increases production. We must effect
an_increase in production at all costs. Wholesale trade unites
millions of small peasants, absorbs them, binds them, and brings
them one step forward, — i. e, to the various forms of
association and unity in production proper. We have already
begun the necessary alterations in our econmomic policy, = We
have already met with partial success in this field; small indeed,
but incontestable nevertheless. We are only graduating from
the preparatory school of this new “science”.” We are being
promoted into the next class, determined to study with persever-
ance, and to check up every step through practical experience,
without fearing or hesitating to start the work from the beginning
again as many times as will be necessary for the finding and
correcting of our errors, and a careful study of their significance.
We will complete the course, though the economic and diplomatic
relations of the world render it more difficult than we desired.
No matter what the cost, no matter how sharp the pain, the
misery, the hunger, the destruction of the transition period, we
shall not lose courage, and we shall bring our work to a success-
ful consummation. ‘ ' '

Moscow, October 14 th, 1921.

[ESORE -

The Ociober Revolution
’ “by L. Trotzhy.

In celebration of the anniversary of the proletarian
revolution in Russia, there appeared in the “Communist
International” an article of permanent value, of which
the following is an excerpt.

On the occasion of the approaching anniversary of the
October revolution, it would be instructive to raise a point, which
has not received sufficient attention in the other reports and
articles. The October uprising was set, so to speak, for a fixed
date, namely, for the 25th of October (Nov. 7th), and indeed,
not ‘at secret session, but openly, before the whole population;
and this successful ?rising took -place on the 25th of October,
1917, as was planned.

We find many- revolutionary insurrections and. uprisings
in the history of the world, But m vain would memory search
in history for a similar uprising of an oppressed class, set for
and carried out on a pre-determined day, and carried out
succesfully. In this respect, and in many others, the October
revolution stands alone and incomparable.

The seizure of power in Petrograd was to coincide with
the second Soviet Congress. This “coincidence” was not a
calculation of conspirators, but was the natural outgrowth of
the propaganda and- organisation work of our party. We de-
manded the transfer of power to the Soviets. The majority in
the most important Soviets: united under the banner of our party
for this demand. Consequently, we could no longer “demand‘
the ‘transfer of power into the harids of the Soviets; but as ‘the
leading party of the Sovists we had to take it. We did not doubt
but that the second Soviet Congress would give us a majority.
Even. our enemies could not possibly: doubt it. With all their
energy they therefore opposed -the calling together of the second
congress. - So, for instance, Dan, at the session of the Soviet
section of ‘the Pemocratic- Council. attempted in ecery possible
way to prevent the Soviet Contress from sitting, and when this
attempt failed, he tried at least to postpone it. The Mensheviki

and- Secial-Revolutionaries . founded - their oppositien to- the " cal--
ling -of - the : second Soviet Congress on  the ground that - this-
congress might serve-as an.arena for the.Bolshevik attempt to

seize power. We, on the other hand, -insisted upon the earliest
ossible calling of the. congresss, and: made no secret whatever
or the very purpose of wresting the power from the -hands - of
the Kerenski Government. - In. the vote of the Soviet section . of
the Democratic Council, Dan succeeded in having the second

Congress pestponed from the 15th ot the 25th of October. In
this manner, the “practical” politician of Menshevism had
negotiated a 10 days reprieve for fate.

At all meetings of workers and soldiers in Petrograd we
discussed the question as follows: ,,On the 25th October, the
All-Russian Soviet Congress will be called together. The Pe-
trograd proletariat and garrison will first of all demand of the
Congress that it place the question of power on the order of the
day, and that it decide that from then on all power belongs to
the All-Russian Soviet Congress. Should the Kerenski Government
attempt to disperse the Congress, then the Petrograd garrison
would pronounce its judgement“ — so ran countless resolutions.

Propanda was carried on, day in, day out. By setting the
Congress for the 25th of October, and by giving first place, in
fact the only place, on the order of the day to the question of
realization (not discussion but realization) of the transfer of
power into the hands of the Soviets, in other words, by fixing the
25th of October as the date for the revolution, we openly pre-
pared, under the very noses of ,Society” and its ,government“
the armed force for this revolution.

Closely connected with the preparations for the Congress
was the question of recalling a considerable part of the garrison
from Petrograd. Kerenski feared the Petrograd soldiers, and
indeed with reason. He proposed to Tscherimissow, who was then
in command of the Northern army, to send the unreliable regi-
ments to the front. Tscheremissow declined, as the correspondence
found after the 25th of October shows, because he considered
the Petrograd garrison as ,,propagandized”, and therefore useless
in an imperialistic war. Under pressure from Kerenski, however,
who was moved by purely political motives, Tscheremissoh issued
the said order.

_ As soon as the executive committee of the Petrograd Soviets
received the order to ‘“carry out” the command ordering the
removal of the troops, it become clear to us, the representatives
of the proletarian opposition, that this question might in its
further development become one of decided political significance.
In nervous expectation of the political upheaval, which was set for
the 25th of October, Kerenski attempted to disarm rebellious Pe-
trograd. All we had to do was to oppose Kerenski’s Government
not only with the Workers, but with the entire garrison. First
of all it was decided to create, in the form of a revolutionary
committee, an organ which would investigate the military motives
of the order for the removal of the Petrograd troops. In this
manner there was created alongside the political representatives
of the garrison—the Soldier’s section of the Soviets—a revo-
lutionary operating staff of this garrison.

The Mensheviki and Social-Revolutionaries at once realized
that an apparatus for the armed insurrection was to be created,
and they declared this openly at the session of the Soviets. Al-
thoug the Mensheviki had voted against the forming of a revo-
lutionary war-committee, they now entered this body as notaries and
secretaries in order to be present when the revolution took place.
Aftei they had succeeded in prolonging their political existence
for 10 days, they now insured their presence at their own politi-
cal death, by becoming honorary assistants.

The Congress was thus set for the 25th of October. The

Jparty, which was certain of a majority, put the problem before

the congress—the seizure of power. The garrison, which refused
to leave Petrograd, was mobilized for the protection of the future
Soviets. The revolutionary war-committee which opposed the
district-staff, was then transformed into the revolutionary staff
of the Petrograd Soviets. All of this took place openly, right
before the eyes of the whole of Petrograd, the Kerenski Govern-
ment and the whole world—a fact which is unique.

In the meanwhile, the armed insurrection was discussed in
party-circles and in the press. The discussion often rambled far
from fhe course of events. Neither the Congress nor the removal
of the garrison were brought into relation with the uprising
which was considered a plot prepared by conspiracy. In reality
howewer, the armed uprising was not only “recognized” by us,
but it was also prepared for a definite moment, in which the very
character of the uprising was pre-dtermined, at least for Petro-
grad, by the position of the garrison and by our attitude to the
Soviet Congress.

Several comrades were skeptical about the revolution being
set ‘“ according to the calendar”. They thought it safer to carry
it out under strict secrecy, employing the important advantages
of surprise.  In fact, Kerenski, expecting the uprising on the 25th
of October, could have ordered new military forces for that day,
and have undertaken a purging of the garrisen, etc., etc.

. -But it was just this question of shifting the Petrograd
garrison that became the deciding factor in the revolution whicl:
was being prepared for the 25th of October. It wts just this
attempt of Kerenski’s to shift the Petrograd regiments, that was
rightly regarded; as the confinuation of the Kornilow oufrage,
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Besides, the “legalized” insurrection hypnotized the enemy. By
not having carried out the order for ti;e removal of the troops
to the front, Kerenski enormously enhanced the self-consciousness
of tllxet‘soldiers thereby still further assuring the success -of the
revolution.

After the revolution of the 25th of October, the Menshe-
viki, Martov in particular, spoke much of the seizure of power
by a small band of conspirators, behind the back of the Soviets
and the working class. A greater disregard for the meaning of
facts cannot be thought of! When we had set the date for the
Soviet Congress at the session of the Soviet section of the Demo-
cratic Council, the Mensheviki said: “You are setting the date for
the revolution”. When, with an overwhelmin majority of

votes in the Petrograd Soviet, we had refused to send
away the troops irom Petrograd, the Mensheviki said:
»This is the apparatus for the armed insurrection*.

And then, when on the day set, and with the aid of that appa-
ratus, the prophesied revolution occurred, the same Mensheviki
cried: ,,A handful of conspirators has consummated the revolution
behind the back of the working-class*. The worst that they can
accuse us of, is that we had .prepared a few technical details “be-
hind the backs“ of these Mensheviki who were present in the
revolutionary war committee.

It is beyond the shadow of a doubt, that, at such a time,
an attempt at military conspiracy, independent of the second
Soviet-Congress and of the revolutionary war-committee, would
have only entangled the course of events, and might even have
temporarily crippled the revolution. Whereas the garrison in
whose ranks there were politically unorganized regiments, would
nave reacted to a seizure of power by our party, by 'means of a
conspiracy, as to something foreign, even an uniriendly act, the
refusal to leave Petrograd, and the protection of the Soviet Con-
gress which was to get full power, was for the same regiments a
thing both natural and necessary. Those comrades who regard-
ed the ,fixing‘ of the revolution for the 25th of October, as an
utopian act, seemed to have underrated the power of our political
influence in Petrograd as compared with that of the Kerenski
Government.

The legal revolutionary War-committee sent out its Com-
missars to all parts of the Petrograd garrison, and in this wise
became masters of the situation. The political map of the gar-
rison lay before our eyes. At any moment we could have etfec-
ted the necessary arrangement of forces and the seizure of the
strategic positions of Petrograd. The only thing that remained
to be done was to prevent friction with and a possible opposition
on the part of the doubtful troops, especially the cavalry regi-
ments. This work was done excellently. At the meetings
the barracks of the individual regiments, our watchword— not
to leave Petrograd before the Soviet Congress took place, and
with armed forces to secure the political power in the hands of
Soviets — received almost unanimous approval. On the other
hand, Skobeleff’s and Gotz’ hit of the season, namely, the plan-
ned diplomatic trip which Skobeleff was to make to Paris in
order there to influence Lloyd George and Clémenceau, was not
only received with very little enthusiasm by the conservative Se-
menov regiment, but suffered a complete defeat. The majority
voted for our resolution. In the ,,Modern” circus where the auto-
mobile drivers were meeting, our resolution was passed by an
overwhelming majority. The General Quartermaster Porodelov
spoke in a most obliging and conciliatory manner, but his evasive
amendments were declined.

The last blow was given to the enemy in the heart of
Petrograd, in the Peter and Paul fortress. Having seen the
frame of mind of the garrison of the fortress, all of whom atten-
ded our meeting in the court-yard of the fortress, the assistant
district commander, in a mast amiable manner proposed a
“discussion of means to clear up the misunderstanding”, We, on
our part, promised to take the necessary measures for a com-
plete elimination of the misunderstanding. And, in a few days,
the Kerenski Government, the Freatest misunderstanding in the
Russian Revolution, was actually cleared away.

History then turned over the page, and started the Soviet
chapter.

e ———

The Gains of the Ociober Revolution
I. For The Workers.

B. The October revolution set the working-class before
the difficult task of restoring industry. The war had destroyed
the industry of the country in enormous degree. They had to
be rescued from final ruin. Hating the new politically dominant
class, the bourgeoisie and the specialists sabotaged. On account
of all this, the nationalization of industry and its administration
became the first and most important duty of the economic

authorifies. It was a mighty performance, requiring very much
energy and time, and was finished only at the end of 1920. The
following table gives the number of registered and. of nationalized
enterprises.

N’L]l‘x?]tgir Number Nationalized
Industry § Enter- of P

Ol B | Workers | “Actual | or cent

prises Number of total

number
Stone, clay & earth 998 187,487 445 145
Metal-working 1155 | 243,547 582 50.4
Wood 242 9,984 157 64.9
Chemicals . 261 45,735