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EENLN'S _PROGRAMME FPOR THE RUSSIAN REVOL'UTION: PASSAGES
OR BISGUSSION '
Introduwtlon

olshevish
Up untll 1917/ proposed not the programme 0f the Proletarlan

chtatorshlp, but the programme of the Demceratic chtatorship of
proletariat and Peasant*y. Ienin dismiased the ides of a ‘workers!
democracy' resultlng in Rugsia out of the révolution as 'impAssible’.
He, - bogether with practically every other §8rxist tendency of that
periocd (Russian Menshevism, European Social- Democracy) acoepited that
the coming revolution wes bourgeois in character, that the tasks of
this revolution wounld first have %o be resolved, %Ho..one extent oxr
snother, before the proletariat covld advence its own class programme.

" as the bourgeoisie of Russia was tco wesk. to carry through this
bourgeois revolution, those tasks fell on the shoulders of the

- proletariat 'in alliance with! the peasantry. The democratic
dictatorship was thus a regime of a bourgeois 3ype headed by &
coalition government of workers' and peasants! part.es.

Por Lenin the ‘'allisnce of proletariat and peasaniry! was
thus the strategic form of the programme of the democratis diciator-
gship. Between this stretegic notion of the 'alliance with the
peasantry' and the. characterization of the revolution as 'bourgeois!
there was a sirict and necessary reliationship. 'Our revodution is
a bourgeois revolution so léng as we morch with the peasantry as &
wholel; #réte- Lenin. In other words, insofar as Lenin attributed

~a revolutionavy ycls =zuf zharcctex to the peasantry, he did so purely
acocording 1o "he liaizad aime and tasks of the bourgeocis. revolution.
The historical examples he chose to back up this view of the
'revolutionary rele' of the peasantry were 2ll examples of bourgecis
revelutionss thé Reformation in Germany, the English Revolution of
the 17th century, and the Freach Revolution.

A thorough and priécise diécussion of Lenin's concephtion

of the profeamire for the Russisn Re svolution becomes orucial for

us because the ideas which were forged in this period of Bolshevism
within the framework of that conception have been reduced by many
tendencies to mere formulas repeated by rote. Their original
nistorical content is neither understocd nor subjected to critical
examination, The Stalinist parties use these formulas as o
theoretical support for Menshevik poiitics ('stagest of revolution,
“allian ce with this or that section of the !progressive! bourgeoisis),
while, tb their left, the smaller centrist cuvrrents advance these
game formulas, on ithe zame confused basis, as.a support for their
_grientatioﬁ te the peasantry.

The decisive test of the political accuracy of Lenin's .
early conceptions remﬂiﬁs the actucl history of the Ruasian Revolution
jtself, end the brillient theoretical prognosis of thig history in
the pheory of Permanent Revolution advanced by Trotsky.

"
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A . COMING BOURGEQIS REVOLUTION AS THE PREMISE OF LENIN'S
POLITICS IN 1905 - 1917. ' '

1. pbiectively, the historical gourse of events has now posed
pefore the Russian proletariat precisely the fask of carrying through
the democratic bourgeois revolution (the whole content of which, for
brevity!'s sake, we sum up in the word Republic}; this task confronts
the people as.a whdlé}mviz, the entire maas of the petty bourgeocisie
and the peasantry; without such a revolution the more or less
extensive development of -an independent class organization for the
gooialist revolution is unthinkable....

. Indeed, ig it not clear that as far as the proleteriat is cone
.gerned the siruggle for the Republic is incomeivable without an
3a111ance with +the pethy bgurgeozs messes? Is it not glear that mlth—

out th%rrevolutlonary dictatorship of. the prﬂletarlat and the

PeasslixyY there is not a shadow of hope for the success of this struggle
{Collected Worka 8, p.298. April 1905)
2. 1f Social-Demogracy sought to make the socialist revolution

its immediate aim, it would assuredly discredit itself, It is-precisely
such vague and hazy ideas of our 'Socialist Revolutionaries® that
" Socinl Demccracy haos alwasys combated. For this reason Sccial Democracy
has constantly streassed the bourgeois nature of the impending rovolub-
ion in Russia and insisted on a clear line of demarcation betweer the
demogratic minimum programme and the socianlist maXximum prograumme.
Some Social-Demccrats, whe are inclined to yield to spontaneity, might
forget all this in time of revolution, but not the Party as a whole,
~The adherents of this errnneous viow make an idol of spontaneity in
" their be¥ief that the march of events will compel the Social-Demoeratic
party in such a position to set about achleving the socialist rovolus-
jion, despite itself. Were this so, our progranme would be incorrect,
iv would not be in keeping with the "march of event&"...

{6W 8 p.294, ﬁprll 1905 )

e . When Feuerbach was asked whether ‘he sancticoned the materialian
of puchner, etc, he said: Backwards I fully agree with the materiali. .s.
but not forwards, This is precisely how Social=Demcorsts Samction the
bourgeois system, phey have never been afraid of saying, and never
will be, that they sanction the republican-democratic bourgecis order
in preference %to an sutocratic serf-owning bourgeois order. But

they 'sénction! the bourgecis republic only because it ia the lost
form of clamse rule, becouse it offers a2 most convenient arena for

the struggle of the proletariast against the bourgecisie...

: _ (cw & p.300" April 1905).

4. - 1f we promised the Russian praletariat now that we could
gsecure its complete domination inmediately, we would fall into tke
ELYOY of the Socialist-Revelutionaries..We have consiantly said that
he revolution would strenghkken the bourgeoisie, not weaken it, but

that it would create for the proletariat the necessary conditions for
waging a successful struggle for socialism. {OW 8 p.384 April 1505)

54 Marxists arc absolutely convinced of the bourgeois characiex
of the Rusgzan Revolution, What does that mean? It means that the

demoora tlc ‘reforms in the political system and the social and econonic
reforms that have becpme & necesalty for Russis do not in thenselves

inply thae, undermlnlng of capitallsm, the undernining of bourgeols rule;
op the contrary, they will, for the firsi time, really clear grouhd

for o wide and rapid Europc&n, and not Asiatic, developmeni of

x
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" capitalisny they will, for the first time, make it possible for the
hourgecisie to rule as a class. The SHs cannot grasp this idea, for
4hey do not know the ABC of the laws of development of commodity
and capitalist production; they fail to see thai even the complete
success of a peasant insurrection, even the redistribution of the.
whole of the land in favour of the peasanis and in accordance with
their desires..,will not destroy cepitalism at all, but will, on

the contrary, Zive an impetus to its development and hasten the
¢lags disintegration of the peasantry itself,..Insistence on this
truth is of enormous imporitance for Social-Democracy; ﬁot only fron
the stendpoint ofs theory but also from that of practical politics,
for it follows therefrom thet complete class independence of the
party of the prédeteriat in the present ‘fgeneral democratic!
movencnt is en indispensable condition.

But it docs not by any means follow that a demogratic revelution
(vourgeois in its social and egononio essence) would mnot he of
enormous interests to -the proletariat. It does not follow that the
denocratic revolutien could not take place both in a form advantag-
ecua mainly %o the big capitalists, the financial mognates and
~ the ‘eﬁiightened‘ lendlord, and in a form advantageous to the peasant
. and the workexr. :

the new-Iskra group completely nisunderstands the meaning and

sigﬁificance of bour co:xs revolution ap a category. The idea thot is
constantly running through'thcir arguments is that a bourgeols
revaelution is one that can be advanizgeous only %¢ the bourgecoisic,
And yet nothing can be more errnoeous than such an idea., A bourgeclis
revolution is & revolution that do.s nod depart from the framework
- of tht bourgeois socio~econonic aystem. 4 bourgeois revodution
¢rpresses the needs of crpitalist developuent,.This revolution therew

fore, expresses the interests mod only of the working class but of
~the entire bpurgeoisie'as“well. Since the rulc of the hourgeoisie
aver the working class 1s inevitable under capibalisu, it can be

said that a'bourgeois'revolutiOn'cxpresses the interests not so much
of the prdletariat as that of the bourgeoisie. But it is gquite absurd
+o think that a bour ecis revolution does not at all express
proletarian intercstg...In countries like Rusgin the working claas

suffoers not so much from ceopitalism as from the winsufficlent
development of capitalism...d bourgeois revelution is absolutely

neceasary in the interests of the proletoriat. (GW9 308ff. Oct.1905)

6. In Burcpe the real pelitical cbntent of focinl-denocratic worlk
is teo prépare the proletariat for the siruggle for power against

the bourgeoisie, which already holds full sway in the state. In
Rusaia the ,question is 5%ill. only one of creating & modern bourgeois
state, which will He sinilar either to a Jumker monarchy (in the
svent of tsa¥isn being_yicgorious over democracy) or to o bourgoiola-
democraticirepublic (in the ewent of demoeTtcy being victorious

over tsarism) veres ' (CW 16-°p.379 A&pril 1911}

7.  Egually incorrect, for the same Treason, are Parvus’ statoneniz

that the trevolutlonary provisional govermment in Russia will bu
governmenf of working class democracy'...This is imposgsibla, unl.as

we spcak of fortuitous, tramsient cpisodes, and not of a revelutionar
dictatorghip that will be et 211 durable and capable of leaving 1ts

mark in hi®tory. This is impossible, beceuse enly a revolutionsry
dictatorship supperted by the vost majority of the people con be ot
51l durable..The Russian proletariat, however, is at present a

minority of the population in Russia. 1t can become the great

overvwhelmning majority only if it combincs with the mase of scni-
proletarions, gemi-proprietors ie, with the mass of the petty-
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bourgeois urban and rural PoOOT. «v :

. 1f thet windbag Trotsky now writes {(unfortunatvely, side by 8ilc
gith Parvus) that Yo Father Gapon could appear only once", thai"there’
is mo roonm for a second Gapon™, he does =20 sinply because he is o
windbag. If there were no roon in Russia for a second Gapon, there
would be ne roon for a truly ngreat”, consunnated democratic
revolution.... (CW 8 p.291 March-hpril 190%)

B. The bourgeois mnature of the denocratic revelution dces not nean
that this revolutiod can benefit only the bourgeocisiec. on the contrary,
it is advantoageous nost of all, o the proletariat and the pessantry.
gvents are moking it ineressingly clear that only the proletarist

is capable of waging o deternined struggle for conpletve libexrty,
" for the‘gépublid; ag against the unreliability and inatability of

the bourgcoisices.-*

o Soeinl Democracy knows that iiberty will bring the wvorkers,
not tranguillity end peace, but the new ond still greater struggle
for socialism, o struggle agohnst the present pourgeois friends of
freedomn, But inspite of this - indeed, becouse of this,= freedon is
absolutely nqgessary to the workers, nore negessary to them than to
anyoné elee. Only the workers aze copable of fighting at the head of
the peocple for complete freedon, for a Democratic Republic. hAnd they
will fight for it t¢ the death (cw 8 p.540  July 1905)

G, Those who, in discussing the tosks of the present (ie, bourguoi:

revolution in Russia, argue that we nust not strenghthen the centr:l

authority of the bourgeois state, rovesl a complete inability to thinks

ehe Gernmens nay and should argue in thatlway because they have befoxr.
ther only a Junker-bourgoois Gernenys; there can be no other Geruany

until sccieliso is ecstablished., In our country, on the other hand,

the whole content of the rovolutionary mass struggle at the prescot

stoge is whether Russie is to be a Junker-bourgeois state (as Stolypin
and the Cadets desire) or o pessant-bourgoois stete {25 the peasants
and the workeTls desire). One cannot take part in such a revolution
without supporting one seotion of the bourgeoisie, one type of
bourgeois evolution, ageinst the cther. pwing o objective ggoncmic
couseg, there is not and cannot be any other "choice" for us in this
revolution than that between 2 bourgeois centralized republic of
peasant-farmers and a bhourgeocis centrelized monarchy of Junker-
jendlerds. = {cW 13, p.343 November 1307}

10. 7e caonnot get rid of. the tbourgeois statel!, Only petty bour,.o.
philistines can drean of doing sa. Our revolution is a bourgeocis
revolution because the siruggle going on in it is not between

socialisn and caopitdlisa, but between two forms of capitalism, two
paths of 1ts dgvelopment, two forms of bourgeois=-democretic
ipnstitutionsz. The gonarchy of the Octobrists or the Cadets is 2
nrgilative" bourgeols %" genoecracy”..The prolétoarian-peasent reputlic

too ia, o bourgeois-democtecy. IT our Tevolution we cannot make &
~single step..which did not support in one way or another one secti n¥
of the bourgeocisie:or another against the old drder. (CW 19 p.115%

Luguat 1908)
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B. THE.‘DEHOCRMTIC.DICTLTORSHIP‘ AS IERIYN'S PROGLAMME FOR THE

COMIWG BOURGEOLS DREVOLYTION IN RUSSIA, HIS ARGUMEN?S FOR
rETs FORMHULA, '

() 4 BOULGGEOIS REVOLUTION DESPITE THE BOURGEOISIE,

11. Is the rcvelution in Bussia 2 bourgeeis or a socialist revolution¥
mhis is not the woy to put the question, says Xautsky. That is the old
stereotyped way of putting it., Of course, the Russian Revolution is
.10t & socislist rovolution, The soecialist dictatorship of the prolutorint
is out of the qucstion., But ncither is it o bourgeois revolution

for 'i1he bourgeoisic is not one of the driving forecs of the present
revolutionary movement in Russila'. 'Whercever the proletarict cones
out indcpendently, the bourgeoisic ceases to bBe a revolutionsry class!t.

The Russion Bolsheviks have alweys regord.d as the asin issuc
in their struggle sgeinst the Mensheviks the Right~winsg Soc-Democraia’
distorticn of the concert 'hbourgeois revolution'. We hove said hundrods
of tiees that to interproet the category 'hourgeois revolution' in the
gense Of recognizing the lendership end gulding rcle of the bourgeoisi.

in tho¢ Bussiaon Rcvo%uti n is ?0 yulgarize Marxism, 4 bourgeolis revoluninm

] , a8 abl 1t¥ oi the T . o

ip 8pite of tho/Tourgesizit, by poralmsing the instebility of the
bourg.oisie « that is how the Bolsheviks formulstod the fundamental C@

task of the Social-Denoerats in the revolution... (OW 11 372f DBec 1506,

12, & Dourgeols roevolution, brought about by the proletarist and

peasantry in spite of thp_instab;lity -of the bourgevisic - this

fundanentel prineciple of Bolshcvik tectics is wholly confirmed by Kaubsky.
(CF 11 p.410 Bec 1906)

13. The Bolsheviks ever since the begl nning of the revoluticn in

the spring ofid sunner of 190%.,clearly pointed to the source of our

.tactical differences (with Plokhanow cnd  the Mcnsheviks) by singling
out the concept of pergant revolution as one of the varictiecs of

bourgceis revolution, and by defining the wiectory of the peasent
revolution as nthe revolutionary democraotic dictotorship of the pro.ctoxw
iat and the peasentry’..,Plckhanov enquired only about the bourgeois
nature of the Russian Hoevoeluiion , without specifying the concept of
pgadant bourgeois revoluticn, without going boyond general fornulas
such 88 "bourgeois democracy"..in answering Plekhanov Kautsky rectificd
thot wistake by pointing out thet the bourgeoisie was not driving forceo
of the pussion Revolution, that in that sense the days of bourgceois
revolutions had passed, that "o lasting comnunity of intercsts during
the whole period of the revolutionary struggle cxists only betwecn

the proletarict and the peasantry" (Keutsky, !The Driving Foroes and
Progspcets of the Russian Rovolution') and that "it (this lasting

coennunity of interests) should be n&de the basis of the whole

of the revolutionary tactics of Russian Social-Democracy" (ivid.)...
The BolsheWwiks from the outsct @cfined the gencral and thoe bre

closs conditions for the victory of this peocsant bourgeois revoluticn
as the democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and peasantry. Koutoly

arrived at substantially the same view in his crticlc...Thus we sco

that plekhenew completely evaded the gquestion of the underlying prineci i

of the gonersl Sociel-Democratic tactics in o bourgeois revolniion

that can be victoriocus only as a peecsant revolusion..(CW 13 p.3553f
govenmber 1907)
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The vichory of the bourgeois revelution is impossible in ouw
country

aa the vietory of the bourgeoisie. This sounds paredoxicnl,
but it is o fect. The prepondersence of the peasant.pepulation, its
terrible oppression by the semi-feudol bilg landowning system, the
sirength ond cherncteristics of the proletariet already organized in
& socianlist porty « all thesc circumstancus inwrt to our boprgeois
revoluiion a spesific character. This pceuliarity dees net elinmincte
the bourgeois character of the revelution,,.It only detcrmines the
counterrevolutivnary charccter of our bourgeoisie and the necessity
of & dictetorghip of proletariat ond peasantry for victory in such

a rovolution, Fox a focazlition of the rroletariat end peasauntry?
winning victory in a bourgeois revolution happens to beo nothing else
than the revelutionory~denceratic dictoiorship of the proletariat and
the peocsantry (CW 15 p.56 April 1908)

¥V (t) THE PEASLNTRY HAD L REVOLUTIOWARY ROLE IN THIS BOURGECLS
REVQLUTION o -

5. The new Iskra grouplikgstto aceuse us of ignoring the dangox
of the proletoriet being dissolved in bourgeois-donocracy..Our roply
$to our cpponente is - a socisl-Penocraotic Party which operates in o
bourgeois socicty carmot taoke part in politics without mearching, in
certain cescs, side by side with bLourgeoiswdcmocracy, The differcncs
between us in this respect is that we merch side by side with the
revolutionaty &nd republican bonrgeoisic, without nerging with it,
whoress you nereh side by side with the liberal and monarchisd
vourguoisie without merging with it either.w, The toctical slogans wo
heve formulated in the Third “ongress of the R.3.D.L.P coincide with
the slogans of the rcvolutiondry and rdpublican bourgecisib;..

Tn Russia this bourggeoisie and petty bourgécisic have not yet foroud
themselves into a blg peoplet's porty. But onfy one who is ubtiterly
ignorent of what is now taking place in Rusgsin ecan doubt that elufunta

Cof such & party exist... :

The Party Congross consciously reises to i%ts cwn level thosc
eloments of revolutionery-democracy that arc capable of waging =
struggle and not scting es brokers,

_ Such elements arc mostly te¢ be found amcong the peasants.
1n classifying the big social groups according to their political

tendencies we can, without danger of serious erxror, identify
revolutionary end republican democracy with the nass of the peasonts: -

of cour3e, in the sane sense and with the sanc reservations and

inplicd cenditicns thot we can identify the working class with
socipl-Denocracy...Through its comntry-wide political slogans the

Party Congress reisca the nass of the peasants to 2 revolutionnry level.

(CW 9 p.46%  June 1905)

1b. Which eloss can help the Sogial-Deumoccratic pro etariat to
achicve victory in the present {bourgeeis) revolution, can suppoert to.

prclotariet and deteruine the limits of tho innediately realisablo
changes? In Eoutskyls opinicn, this class is the peasantry. Only

this clnss has "stcoble, common econonic interosts with the proletoriit
yhroughout the wholc period cf the {vourgcois) revolution".,This nonid

not the soeialist dictatorship of the proletariat but the demoerotic
gictatorship of the proletariast and peasantry. {cw 11 3713 Tee 19GG)

i7. The proletarist knows ffon experience that the peasant nassod
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or< the basgis- and tha only beais of btourgeois democoracy &8s a
historical forgev im Russia, ..No onc at this stage cen tell what
- fOTNE . buurgaols denocrLcy in Russl& will assune ixn the future.
Possivly, the ba nkruptcy of tho Cadets may lend to the formotion

of & peasant democratic party, ¢ truly nass phrty, and net an
orgoenization of terrorists such as the Socialist-Revolutionarics
~have bien -and gti1l are. It is alsc posgsible that the objective
difficulties of aghieving political unity anong the potty bourgooisic
will prgvent such ghrty fron being formed and, for o long tiuce %o -
;. come, will kcep the’ peasant d.pnocracy in its present stote as '
a loose,. amorphous, Jelly~like Trudovik nass, In either case ouxr
line is ones td_hgmmer out the denoeratic forces by merciless

oritician of all vacillations... (cW 13 p.121  Obt 1907)

18. SThe elliomes of the proleturiet and the peassntry”, 1ot us

'notw in poesing ,“apould not in any circumstonces.be understood as
neoning the fusionm of various . clusses, or of the parties of ths
prolcetarint and the peae;ntry. Not vnly fusion, but any prolongod
sgreeuent would be destructive for the socinlist party of the
werking class, and would onfeeble the revolutionary-dcnoératic
struggle. That the peesantry inovitably wavers between the liberal
__bourgeoisie and the proletariat follows from its. position as a
e1888.4.1% is not flirtotions with the Trudoviks but nerciless
C¢riticisd of their weeknesses and vecilla- :ions, propagonda for the
idea of & fepublicdn—rcvglutiomary peasant parly that can give effect
to the lallience' of fthe predcetarict and the peosantry

' (ew 15 p.57  April 1908)

19, - "The present {bourgcois) revolution ip Russia in its effocks
on the countryasidc can lead only to the creatiom of o strong
peasentry on the basls of privaetc property in lang, and thoreby
crente as wide e gulf between the ﬁﬁolothrle+ end the property-
ownitg section of the rurasl yopulgtlﬁn a8 cxists already in Wegtern
gurope" (Kautsky) "Onc cannct imagine that the present Russian.
gevolution would lcad immediatcel,y to the introduction of the
socialist wode of production, even if it demporarily gives the reins
of governugnt to the Sogial-Democrats" (Kautsky)., It was this
passage [ writes Lcnlg/ thet prompted the following words in

Lenin'é-Preface: "Noedless bo sy, Koutsky fully agrees with thc
fundamental thesis of all Russisn Sbcizl-Democrats that the
pensant movencnt is nonesocialist, that socialisn cannot ariae

frou &nall peasént production...® {CW 15 p.375 March 1909)

20. In & country where the prolctariat wes okliged to assuue
power with the zid of'the peasantry, wherc it fell o the lot of
the prolctarizt to serve as the agent of a pettyebourgeois

rovolution, until the orgonization of the Counittees of Poor
Ponswnts, ijg, down to the suower oand even autunmn of 1918, ocur

revolution wag to o large.extent a bourgeois revolution
(W 29  March 1919)
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21. The proletoriat arc fighting to win power, for s Republioc,
for a confiscation of the lends, ie, to win over the peaseniry,
nake full use of their revolutionary powers, and get the "non-
proletarion nasses of the people” to take part in liberating
bourgeois Russia from military-feudsal imperialisn {czaxism)...

' (cw 21 p-420 Novenber 1915)

(c¢) THE POURGEOIS REVOLUTION AS A NECLSSARY STACE WHICH
yUST RESULT BEFORE THE QUESTION OF SOCTALISM CAN BE POSED

22, The denockatic revolutior Is bourgeois in nature, The
slégnn of o general redistribution of'land and freedon! - that nost
widespread slogan of the ‘peasant nasses, downirodden and ignorant,
yet passionately yearning for light and happincses - is a bougeols
alogan. But we Marxiste should know thot there is not, nor can
ghere be, any other path to real freedonm for the proletariat

and thé peagantry than thc path of bourgeois freedon and bourgcols
progress. We nust not forget tha$ there ig not, nor can there he
at the present tine, any other neans of bringing socianlisn nsarsr
than complete political libextym than a denocratic republic,

than the revolutionary democratic dictatorship of the proletarict
and peasantry : {GW 9 p.ll2 July-1905)

23, '

Phe working class is nost certoinly intercsted in the

proadest, freest and nos% repid dewclopnett of capiiclism. The

reuoval of all the remnants of the old order which hanper the
broad, free and rapid development of capitalisam is of ebsoclute
advantage to the proletariat., The bourgeois revolution is precis§ly
an upheaval that most resslutely sweeps away survivals of the
past, survivaels of the serf-owning systen, and nost fully guarentecs
the brosdest, frecst ond most rapid developnent of copitalisn.

This is why a bourgeois revolution is in_ the highest dopr:c
advahtageous to the proletarist. & bourgeeis yevolution is
absolutely necessory in the intercsts of the proleteriat. The ncore
conplete, determincd and consistent the bourgeoils revolution, the
nore sgsured will the proletariattis struggle be zgainst the

bourgeoisie and for socizlism {(¢Ww 9 Oct 1905)

24. Stolypin is '‘butting his stake on the powafd " and asks

for %20 years of peace and tranguillity"..The proletariat nust

put its atake on democracy, without exaggerating the latter's
strength and without limiting itself o nerely "pinning hopes" on
ity but stezdily developing the work of propagsenda, agitation

ond organization, mobilising all the denocratic forces - the peasanis
above all g dgﬁggre 211 ~ calling upon then %o olly thenselves
with the wisking class, fto achieve the "dictatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry” for the purpose of a full denmocratic
victory and the crcation of the best gonditions for the quickest
and freest dcvelopnent of capitalism, (W 16  Nov 1909)
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25. In this zevolution (&emocr&tic revolution) the revolutionary
proletariat will porticipate with the utnost energy, Sweeping agdde
the niserable tailisn of sone and the revolutionary phrases of
orher®, It will bring class definiteness and consciousncss into

the dizzying whirlwind of events, and margh on intrepidly and
unswervingly, not foaring, but fervently desiring, the revolutionary
democratic dictatorship, fighting for the repubiic, and for conplete
republican literties, fighting for substantial econouic reforms,

in crder to oreate for itself a truly lorge arena, an arcna worthy
of the twentieth. century, in which to carry on the struggle for
socialisn S : (CW B p.292 April 1305)

{(a) THE PEnSAﬁT STREGGLE FOR LAND AS & COMPOMEWT OF TES
BOURGEOIS RBVOLETION, AND ONE WHOSE SUCCESS RENOVATES
CAPITALIBHM c '

26, To the Marxist the pensant movement is demooratic and not
A socislist movement. ID Russia, just oas was the case in othex

countries, it is a necessary conconitaht of the democratic
revolution, which'is bourgeois in its social and econonic content.

Tt is not in the least dirccied against the foundetions cof the
bourgeois ordeT, against counodity production or against capital.

pt the contrary, it is dircctcd against the o0ld serf, pre-capitaliist
relntionships in the rural diatricts oand against landlordism..
Consequently, full victory of the peasant novement will 'not abolish
capitelisn; on the contrary, it will creatc n Broader foundation for
‘its developnent, snd will hasten and intensify purely capitalis®
developnent, Full victory of the peasant uprising gan -only create

a stronghold for o bourgcoiswdenocTatie republic, within which a
Proletarian strugegle against the bourgeoisie will for the first tine
develop in its purest form. . (CW 9 p.440  Nov 1905)

27 Tao dcdep% the denmand for the confiscation of the landlord
cstatos neans admitiing the pogsibility and the necessity of the
“renovation of snall forning under capitalisn., Is that adniSSible?
Is it not a ganble to. support small farping unnder capitalisa? Is

not the renovation of anall farming o vain dream?...That undoubtedly

was whﬁt nany conrades thought. But they were wrong. The recnovabinn
of snmell ferming is possible even undex capitalisa if the historicel
ain is to fight the pre-gcapitalist order,.In the Russian Revelution

the struggle for the land is nothing else than a struggle for Tic
renovated path of capitalist development. (CW 1% p.293 Nov 1907)

{e) LENIX ON TROTSKY!S CRITICISMS OF THED 1IEHOCRATIC
DICTATOLSHIP ' '

28, By just touching upon Trotsky's nistoken views and
guoting seraps of thell Cde Mortov only sows confusion in the nind

of the roader, for scraps of quotations 4o not explain but cobfus:
patters, Trotsky's major nistake is that he ignores tho bourgsois

1

I+ should be noted that Lenin never read Results end Prospacts
and knew of Trotsky?!® positions nainly through 'scraps of
gquotations' in the writings of such Mensheviks as Mortov. Thuruiori,
in discussing quotation 28, it is essemial to be faniliar with
rrotsky's positions as advanced in that work,
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character of the revolution and hes neo clear concpption of th
traneition to ‘the socinlist revelution. ..(According to Trotaky)
"a goalition of tho proletariat and the peasantry presupposes
either that the peasantry will come under she sway of one of thoe
oxisting bourgeols partics, or that it will form o powerful

" independent porty". This is obviously untrue hoth from the stande

Point of_génerql theocry and from that of the experience of the
Rugesian Revolution., & ¥eoalition" of classcs docs nobt ot all
pjééuﬁpose éither.the eBigtencc of any particular. powerful
party, or porties in gegneral, This is.only confufing classes with
portiecs, 1L "coa1itign" of classecs does not at all premuppose
either that one of the cxisting bourgeois partics will establish
its sway over th¢ peasaniry gr that the pessants should -form a
powerful independent partyl Theoreticdally this is clear becauzc
first the¢ peasants. do not lend thenselves very well to party
orgenization; ond hecause, secondly, the formation of peasant
parties is an extremely ¢ifficult and lengthy proceas in &
bourgecis reveolution, "so that a Ypowerful independent" party ncy
emerge Only towards the end ¢f the revolution. The cxperience of
the Russian revolution shows that "ecoalitions®™ of the proletarint
ant¢ peesantry were forned secorcs and hundreds of tines, in *the
nost diverse forms, without any "powerful independent party" of th.
pocsantry. Such. a coclition was Foumed when there was "joint cctint
hetween, say, a Soviet of Workers! Deputies and z Soviet of Soldicrs!
Deputies, or a Railwaymen's Strike Conmittes, or Peasants® Deputic:,
etc. A1l these ovrgenizations vere nainly non-party; nevertheless,
every jeint action betweoen then undoubiedly represented a Mopalition®
of classes. In the coursc of this o peasant party took shape as on
ides, *n gern, comiing into being in the ferm of the Peasant Union
of 1905, or the Trudovik group of 1906» o, 4 as such n party grew,
developed and constitufed itsclf, the conlition of classes  cgsuncad
gifferent forms, from the vague and unofficial to definite and

cfficial political ngreoments.... The idca of the dictatorship of
the proletariet and the peasantry has found ite-practicael oxpression
throughout our revolution, in o thousand forms, from the signine of
the menifesto cnlling upon the people to pay no texes and -to
~withdraw their depusists from the savings banks (Dec 1905), or ihe
signing of calls to insurrection {(July 1906) to voting in the

Second and Third Dumas'in_l907—08.

Trotsky's second statement guoted by Cde Martov is wiong tua.
It is net true that the "whole questiorn is who will determine the

government's policy, who will constitite s homogeneous majorityin
it", end so on, And it is particulariy untrue when Cde Mariowx uses
it gg an argument against the ¢ictatorship of the proletarinst and
peasantry. Trotsky himself, in the course of his argunent, conocodig

1 But see Lenin's own position, gquotation 18 ahove, where he
cells for a revolutionary-republican peasant party "ic give cffect

to the alliance' -
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that "represcntatives of the dencera.ic population will takec part!
in the "workers' government", ie, concedes thet therc will be a
government consisting of represcntotives of thq preolotariat and
the peasantry. On whet terms the proletariot will take part in

the government of the revolution 1 is guite anoiher guestion, -~ud

it 48 quite Jikely thet on this guecstion the Bolsheviks will
discgroce W not only with Trotsky, but also with tho Polish
Social«Denocrats, The question of the dictatorship of the
revolutionary c¢lasses, however, cagggfuggoﬁeguced to & guestiom
of tho'majority‘in any particular/governien ,yor of the teorms
on which the partfeipation of the Social-=Democrats in such n
governoent is adnissible, :

'Lastly, the nostbfallacious of Trotskyts opinions that
gde Martov gquotes and comsiders to be "just" is the third, via,
"even if thoy (the peasantry) do this (support the regine of
vorking cless democracy) with no nore political understanding
thon they usually support a bourgeoils regine", The proletoriat
cannct count onm the ignoronce and prejudices of the peasantry as
the powers thatsbe under = bourgeois regine depend and count on
them, nor can it assune that in time of revolution the peasantry
will remain in their wsual sicte of political ignorance and
passivity, Thenhistory of the Russian Revolution shows thot tha
very firvst wave of the upsurge at the end of 1205, at once
atinulated the'peasantry to forn o politicel srganization
{the All Russian Peasant Union} which was undoubtedly the enbryo
of 2 alstinct peasant party...In these ertbryos ond yudinends
thure wes nuch thet was unstadble, vague and vocillatings that is
beyond doubt. But if political groups like this could spring up
2t the beginning of the Bevolution, therc cannot be the alightest
‘duubt thet a revoluticon carried to such a ‘conclusion', or rether
ts such a high stage of developnent ns o revolutionary dictotorshiyp
will produce a morc dofinitely constituted and stfonger revoiutionary

easant .
BEEEY (CW 15 p.370£f, HMarch 1909)
29+ Both lartov and Tfotsky nix up different histmrical periods
and conpare Rﬁésia, which is going through her hourgeois revolution
with Europe, wherc these revolutions were genpleted lomg ago...

In Russia, the question is still only one Of ereasting s modern
bourgeois state . (cw 16 p.379  TFov 1910)

1 But this qucstion, which Lenin poses, siuply 4id not arise for
protesky, who had made his position guite plain in Reaults and
prospects, chapter 53 "When we speck of o workers! governpent

we have in vicw o government in which +the working class repressntoiive.
doninate and lead", ie, the question’ of “participation" was

irrelevant. 4s Trotsky stated, " It is one thing when represent: tiv. a
of the deuocratic strata ¢f the population enter o government with
a workers! majority, but it is quite another thing when represvrintive

of the proletariaot participete in & definitely bourgoois-denocerntic
goverﬁment in the cepocity of more or less honoured hostages®.
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¢ THE BOURCGEOLS REVOLUTION IN RUSSILA AS A PRELUDE TQ THE
SOCILLIST REVOLUTION IN EUROPE

30, We shall suceteed in ensuring that the Russian Revolution

is not 2 movement of a few months, but a movement of many years;
that it leads, not merely to & few paltry concessions from the
powers that be, but to the complete overthrow of those powers, And
if we suceeed in cchieving this, then...the revolutionary
conflagration will 'spread to Burope; the Eurcpean worker, languishing
under bourgeois reaction, will rise in his turn and show us

"how it is done"; then the revolutionary upsurge in Ewrope will
have a repercussive effect upon Bussis and will convert an epoch
of a few revolutionary years into an era of several revolutionary
decades. .. (CW 8 p.287-88 March 1905)

31. ++.eGiven the revolutionary~dcecmocratic dictatorship, we
will nobilisec scores of nillions of the urban and rural poor

and we will nake the Russian political revolution the rrelude to
the soeianlist revolution in Europe. (CW 8 p.303 April 1905)

32. 0ur victory in the comlng democratic revolution will be

a glant stride forward towards ocur socialisy goal; we shall deliver
all gurope from the oppressive yoke of = reaotlonary nilitary
PFower and help our brothers, the class-conscious workers of the

whole world -t0 advanoce %o socoialism nore guickly, boldly, and

d90131v91y. Wlth theé help of the socialist proletariat of Europe
we shall be able, not only to defend the demcoratic republic,

but to advance with giant strides towards soeialism,..Long live
the zevolutionl Long live international revolutionary Sociel-
perocracyd (C¥ 8 p.439  May 1905)

33. The complete vicio ry of the proletariat and peasantry

in this democratic revelution is no idle thought. And what great
perspectives such o victory would open before the European

proletariat..:,The viactory of the g¢emoeratic revolution in Russin
will be the signal for the beginning of the sociszlist revolution,

for a ney vicfory of our brothers, the ¢lags-conschous prolstaric

SIG
of all countries.... | (C¥ 8 p.541  June 1305)

B4, "The Stages, the Trend and the Prospects of thc Revoluti-n”

1. The working class movedent rouses the prolctaoriat from
the beginning under the leadership of the RSDLP and awakens the
libernl bourgeoisiel 1895 - 1901-2,

2., The working class movenient passes to open political
struggle and onlists the p011t1c¢11y awakened strata of the
libaral and radiecal bourgeoisie and petty bourgecoisie: 1901=2 .. 172

3. The working cloass movement flares up into o direct
revoluiion, while the libersl bourgeoisie has already formed itez.lf
intc the Kadet PATEY and thinks of stopping the revolution by
conpronising with czarisng but the rﬂdlcal glements of ths

bourgecisie ang petty bourgeoisie are inclined to enter into ~n

alliance with the proletariat for the continuntiocnnof the revoltrns -«

1905 (cspeeially the end of that yeax).

L
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° 4. The working clese achieves victory in the democratiec revolutior
the liberals passively waiting $o sec how things go-and the pecsants
actively sgsisting. Plus the radiscal, rmepublican intelligentsia
and the correcsponding sitrata of the petty bourgeocisie in the towns.
phe rising of +the peasants in vietorious, the power of tho landlorls
if broken. ("The revolutionary democratic dictatorship of the
proleteriat and. the peadantryh)

5. The li%eral bourgeoisic, tenporising in the third periocd,
passlve 1n the -fourth, becomes downright counterrevelutionary, and
organizes itself in order to take away from the proletariat the
gains of the revolution., Among the peasantry, the whole of the
well~-to~doc section, and a feirly large part of the niddle peasantyy,
2150 grow "wiser", and gquieten down and turn to the side of the
gounter~revolution in order to wrest power from the proletariat ani
the rural poor, whe sympathlse with the proletariat.

6. On tho basgis -of the rel&tions established during the fifth
Period, wnd o new crisis and a new struggle develodp and blaze forthn,
with the prcletariat now fighting to preserve its demoorntie gaing
for $he sagke 0f & Bocialist revolution., . This struggle would have
been almost hopeless for the Russiar proletariat alone and its defer
would have been as inevitable as the defeat of the Qerman revolwuti i
party in 1849-50Q or ©L the French rruletariat in 1871, had the
puropegn socialist prolstariat not come to the assistance of the
pussian proletariat. ' L

Thuws «t this stage, the liberal bourgecisie and the well-
tonmgdo pgﬂsant*y (alus portly the middle peasantry) organize countey -
revelution., Tha Russlan Uroletarlat plus the Burcopean proletariat

crgenize ”ovolutlon. _
In such conditions the Dussian pro etariat can win a second

victory. The oruse is no longer hopeless. The second victory will
be the soeiclist revolution in Europo. . e

phe European workers will show us "how t¢ do it", and then ®
together with them we r#hall bwring about the soceinlist revolutions

(CW 10 pp.91-92 Early 1906)

35, What 1s restoration? It is the reversion of state power to

the Political representntives of the 0ld order. Can there be any
guarantee egainst such & restoratior? Fo, therc caonnct. LWe are not
in & position %o ecall forth at our - own will & soeialist revolution

in the west, which is the only absolute guarantee against restorsati n
in Russia, ) (c¥ 13 p.327  HFov 1907)

36, The only absolute "guarantee agoinst restorction” is o

socinlist revolution in the West, while a relative guarantee would

be to carry the (democratic) revolution through o its conclusicn.
: (cw 15 p.172 August 1908)

1 8o far Lenin has been sunnorising Plekhanov's argunent,
4% the Stockholn Congress held in early 1906, the Mensheviks!
programne of nunicipalisetion of the lsnd was accepted as the
RSDLP's agrorian progranme against the Bolshevik denand for
nationelization., Maslev argued that naticunlization would
antagonize the pessantry, and was anyway "utopian”. Plekhanov,
supporting laslov, saw in nunicipalization a "guarantee against
restoration™, as land would now bo deersed, in law, the property
of verious regional bodies, wherecas nationalization would leave
the c¢conomic besis of fzorism untouched, and facilitoate o
reversion to "Aesiatic dospotisn", under which land is state property
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27. The husiness of the party of the pro etarict is to spread
nost widoly this wotchword of a most consistent and nost radical

bourgeols agrorien revolution. And when we have done that, we shall
gee What are the further prospeots: we shzll sce whoether such a
revolution is only the basis for a developnent of the productive
forces under capitalism at an Anerican gpeed, Or whether it will
besone the prologue to o sociclist revolution in the West.

' § ’ (GW 15 p,180 July 1908)

D. ﬁEChUSE THE S0CIALIST REVOLUTION IS OUR CENTRAL TASK WE
MUST REMAIN AN "INDEPRNDENT, PURELY PROYETARIAN PARTY"

38. It goes without saying thit if the ‘Soeial ~Dencerats were +o
forget, even fo¥r.e momcht, the class distinctiveness of the

proletariat vis-aw.vyis the betty-bourgeoiasie, if they were to form

an 1ll-timed and wnprofitable alliance with one or another
untrusteorthy petty-vourgeois party of the intelligonteis, if the
goskal-Nenoerats were to lose sight, even for o noment, of their own

independent aims and the nced for attaching paramount importanes

“to developing the clags=-consciousness of the proletariat and i4s

independent political organization, then prarticipdtion in the
vrovisienal revolutionary government would he extrenely dangerous
' (CW 8 p.301 April 1905)

3% Scekgl-Demosrucy, the party of the proletariat, does not

in any woy link the destiny of sociclism with either of the -

passible outoomes of the bourgeois revolution. Either owicone

implies the developiient of capitalism and the oppression of the

proletariat, whether under a landlorad nonarchy with private owner-

ship of lend, or undex & fanmerg! republilc, even with the national-
zation of the land, Thé;éforeg only an absolutely independent

and purely proleterian party is able to defend the gause of soginlisnm

*whetever the situation of demoeratic agrarion reforns may be",.,

(CW 1%p.%47  Nov 1907)

' 40, Social-Denocracy, as the party of the internatichal proletari@t,

the party which has ‘set itgelr world-wide sogialist ainsg, cannot,
of course, identify itself with any epoch-of any bourgeois revolution,
nor can it tie its destiny to this or +that bourgeolis revolution.
ghatever the outecome, wé nust remain an independent, purely
proletdrian party, which steadfastly leads the working masses
to thelr great socialist goal. We cannoct, therefore, undertake to
gunrantee that any of the gaing of the bourgscis revolution
will De permanent...We have but one taosks to rally the proletariat
for the secialist revolution, to support every fight agsinst the
0ld oXder in the nost resolute way, to fight for the best possibls
conditions for the proletariat in the developing bourgecis soelefy
‘ ' (CW 13 p.426  Nov 1507)
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:'@sé Sunnary of lenin's Early Position

oy _ .

Tue tdenocratic dictotorship of proleteriat and peasandrsyd wns
yenints progranme for the coming bourgeois revolution in Russia,

gput in this bourgeois revolution, the bourgeoisie itself would

piey a counterrevolutionary role. The working class, 'slliecd with!
the peasaniry, or 'relying uponf i, or l'gegistoed by! it, would
garry through this revoluticn despite the bourgeoisie, by 'paralysing
its instoabilityt, It would thus ensure that the Russian bourgeois
revolution would be the most 'radical! and 'thoroughgoing' bourgeolis
revolution, one resuliing in = 'pecsant-bourgsoist! abate op
‘1proletoerion-poasant! ropublic, allowing the best conditions for

the lguickest and freest development of eapitglisn‘.

The revolution was thus characterized as "bourgeois! purely in its
soeial and oconomic content, and not in %he_sense of recognizing
the leadcrship of the bourgeoisie, This distinetion Ionin regarded
as the cardincl differenee between the Bolsghevik and Mconsheviks
pProgronnes.

In Lenin'g conceptions, the bourgecis nature ofnthe coning revolusion
sprang boeicelly from throe featurcs of Bussia's historical
development: first, the political dominance of Russian Absolutisn
inuthe forn of the czorlist autooraecy, henoe the comulete sbsenge

of political freedonm; scecond, the persistence of a landlord or
gerf-cwning econony over large zreas of the gountryr end the

nagsive obvsbacle which this posed to on unfettered developnient &f

the class siruggle in fthe countryside; third, the socinl prepondero..c:s
of an immense peasant and puvity bourgevis populetion, which, ascowi-i.
to Lenin, was “ai present dincapasble of supporting the sceialist
revolution (GW 8,p.284 ).

Storting fron the premisc that the bourgeois revolution was o
nocessary stage ("we cannot get rid of the bourgeois state", "tho
question is still only cne of creating a modern bourgeois state"),
the najor problen posed by $his revolution was that of its specitic !
forn, of the forn of capitalisn resulting from it: either o '
bourgcols mnonarchy of Junker-landlords, according tco the hiatorie.)]
exanple of Prussia, or a bourgeois republic of peasant-forners
closer tc gapitalisn in Anecries. The sugeess of the working colunss
and peasantry in the bourgecis revelution, ie, the 3denocratic
gictotorzhipt, would cnsure the latier developnent in breaking the
power of absovlutism and the nobility.,

Lt the sane time, this forn of bourgeois revolution would inevitn iy
hagsten the sccialist revolution in Burcpe., Only in these condition. - .
“with the triunph of tdemocracy’ over czarisn and the sceuring of
pelitical freedom on the one gand, the spread of the socialist
revolution in Europe on the other - would the docislist revolutics
become the 'iaonediate aim' of Russian Social-Denccracy. The
gocialist revolution in Burope would affect the Russian working
class as profoundiy as the radical bourgeois revolution in Ruassia
hed affected the workers in Europe. At this stage, with sceialist
taeks predomincting, the liberal bourgecisie and upper sirato of
the pensantry which had supported the working cless in the denogrot.
' revolution, would swing away to forn o counterrevolutionory blec.
"fhe sugtess of the sopgialist revolution in Rtussis would then depend
o thc Burtépean working olass as puch as on the workers of Russia
(CW 10 p.92}. _
In our next document we propose to e@amine Lenint's positions in &
1917 itself, %to toke up the gquestion of whether, and how far,
the 'denocrntic dictatorship! was resligzed, and to discuss the
pogitions of Trotsky. ’
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