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. - REVCLUTIONARY BOLSHEVIK CIRCLE
Ty ' READING IN MARXIST THEORY - III

The Three Conceptions of the Russian Revolution ........ By LEDON TROTSKY

"(This document was yritten by Leon Trotsky approximately a year before he was
‘assassinated by Stalin's agant in August 1940. Trotsky's urigiﬁal intention was to
includs it as a chapter in the bioqraphy of Lenin on which he workad during his

exile in Norway but which he never comoleted. of oarticular importance is that in thisg

sammary Trotsky definitively explains the essential points of his agrssments and

' disagraements with Lenin on the theory pf tha permanent reveolution in 1ts direct

applicatlon to the development of the Ru351an reuolutlon,)

The revelution of 1905 became not only "the dress rehsarsal for 1917" but also the
laboratory from which emerged all the basic groupings of Russian political thought
and where all tendenciss and bhading withfn Russian Merxism took shape or wers
outlined. The center of the disputes and differences was nmaturaily occubiqd by
- the question of the historical charactar of the Russian revolution and its future
'ﬁéths of development. In and of itself this war of conceptions and prognoses does
not related directly to the biography of Stalin who took -on indspendent part in it.
Thvse few propaganda articles which he wrote on the éubject are without the
slightest theoretical interast. Scorgs of Bolsheviks, with pens in hand, popularizad
the very sama ideas and did it much more ably. A critical expnsition of the
revolutionary cuncehtipn of Bolshevism should, in the very nature of things, havs
entered into a biography of Lenin. However, theoriss have a‘Fate of their own. If
in the period of the first revolution and thsreaftor up to 1923, whsn revolutionary
wdoctrines wers elaborated and realized, Stalin held no independent positicn then,
 From 1324 on the situstion changes abruptly. There opens up tha epoch of
bureaucratic reaction and of drastic reviews of the past. The Film of the revolution
is run off in reverse. 0ld doctrines are submitted to new appraisals or new
interpretations. Quite unexpsctedly, at first sight, the center of attention is
held by the. conception of "the permangnt revolution™ as the fountainhead of all
the blunderings of "Trotskyism". For a number of years thereafter the criticism of

this conception constitutes the main content of the thaoretical- sit venio verbo -

‘work of Stalin and his collaborators. It may be said that the whole of Stalinism,
taken on the theoretical plane, grew out of the criticism of thes theory of ths
permanant revolution as it was formulated in 1905. To this extent the axposition
of 'this theory, as distinct from the theories of the Mensheviks and Bolsheviks,

cannot fail to enter into this book, even if in the form of an appendix.
» - *
" The development of Russia ls characterized first of all by backwardnass, Historical
~ backwardness does not, hOwever signify a simple reproduction of the deuelopment of
advanced countries, with merely a delay of one or two centurises. It engendars an
entirely new " combined" social formation in which the latest conquests of

"éabitaliét téohiquw and structure root themselves into relations of faudal and

pre—feudal barbarism, transforming and subjecting them and creating a peculiar
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interrelationship of classes. Ths same thing appliss in the sphsre of idsas. S
Precisely bscauss of hsr historical ta:dinass Rugsia turned out to be ths only
European country where Marxism.as. a doctrine and.the Social Democracy as a party
attained powerful develepment sven before the bourgeois revolution. It is onmly

natural that tMe problem 6f the corraslation batuysen the strungle for demacracy

‘and the struggle Por socialism was submitted to the .most profound theorstieal

analysis precissly in.Russia.

Idealist-democracts, chiefly the Narodniks, refused superstitiously to rscognize
the impending r-volution as bourgsois. The. labelled it"democr3tic" seaking by
means. of a neutral political formula to mask its eocial content - not only #rom
others but alsoc from themsslves« But in the struggle 2gainst Narodnikism, Plaekhawov,

the founder of Russian Marxism, established as long ago as tha sarly ‘amighties of

.the last csntury'that'ﬂussia had no rsason whatever toc expect a privileged path

-of development, that like other ™ prefang' nations, she would have to pass through

th'burgatory of capitalism and that precisely along this 'path she wouiq acquire’
political frssdom indispensable for the further struggle of the prolstariat fos
secialismy Plekhanov not only separated the bourgeois revolution as a task fram
the socialist revolutidh which he postponed to the indefinits futurs -~ but he
depicted ?or.éach of these sntirely differ=ant combinationsof farces. ?v"iuical‘
Political Preedom was to be achieved by the proletariat in alliancs with the
libsral bmurgaoiaia:;after-mahy dacadas and on.a higher lavel of qppitalist

development, the proletariat would tﬁqn carry out the socialist revolutiom iy

“direct struggle against tﬁé$bcurgaoisia.

Lenin, on. his part, wrots at the snd of 1904

"To the Russian intsllectual it always smems that to racagnizs-our revelution as
bourgeois is to discolor it, degrade it, debase it...}.Fbr the_pralétariét the
struggle for political freedom and for the. democratie republic in bohbgacis

society is simply a necessary stags in the swusss.l.i . strugnle for the socialise
revalution.? '

“ﬁarxists are absolutely convinesd", he wrote in 1905 " of the bourgsois chasaeter
of the Russian revelution. What does this mean ? This means that those democragie
transformations... which have become indispensable for Russia do not, im and of
themselves, signify .ths undermining of capitalism, the undermining of baurgsoie
rule,»but on the contrary they clear the sgil, for the first time and in a real
way, for a broad and suift, for a Furopsan and not an Asiatic development of

capitalism, They will make possible for ths First time the rule of ths bourgsoisie
a8 a clagsS.e.."

“Ws cannot leap over ths bourgsoisie ¢ demccratiévframework of the Russiam

revolution" he insisted, "but we can extend this framework to a colossal dagrea™,

That is to say, we can create within bourgeois society much mare favorable

conditions for the future struggle of the proletariat, Within these limits Login

........ caenases 3
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followsd Plekhanov. The bourgecis charactar of tha revolution served both facticns

of the Russian Social Oemocracy as their starting point,

Tt is quite natural that under these conditions, Koba(Stalin) did nat go in his’
propagandas beyond those popular formulas which constitute_the comman property of

Bolsheviks as well as Mansheviks.

"The Constituent Assembly" he wrots in January 1905, "elected on the bagis of sgual
direct and sscret universal defrage— this is what we must now Fight for } Only this
Assombly will give us the democratic republiec, so urgently neseded by us for our
struggls for socialiém". The bourgsois republic as an arena for a protracted class

sfruggle for the socialist goal-such is the parspective.

In 1907 ise, after innumerable discussions in the press both in Petershurg and
abroad and after a saricus testing of theoratical prognoaes in the experiences of

the first revalution, Stalin wrote

"That our revolution is bourgsois, that it must concluds by destraoying thﬂ

feudal and not the Gapltallst order, that it can bs crowned only ths democratic -
pepublic - on this,it sesms, 31l are agreed in our party." Stalin'spoke not of what
the revolution begins with, but of what it - ends with, and he limited it in
advance and quite catsgorically to "only the demoeratic rapublic". We would seek

in vain in his writings for even a hint of any perspective of a socialist revoiue
tion in connection with a demacratic ovarturn, This remained his position even at

the beginning of ths Fabruary revolution in 1947 up to Lenin's arrival in
Petersburg.

For Plekhanov, Axelrod and ths lsaders of Menshevism in ganeral, the socinlogieal
characterization of the revolution as bourgmoils was valuahle politically abova alil
because in advance it prohlblted provoking the bnicgeuisic by the specter of
socialiem and " repelling® it into the camp of reaction.”The social relaticns of
Russia have ripensd only faor the bourgenis ravolution® said the chief tactician of
Menshevism, Axelrod, at the Unity Congrass. "In the face of the universal deprie
vation of political rights in sur country thare cannot even bs talk of a direct
battls betuwesen the prolstariat and other classes for polltical POWET w00 s :he prols—
tariat is fighting for conditions af bourgeals developmant. The objective hlstorical
conditions maké it the destiny of our proletariat to ingscapably collaborats with
the bourgeoisie in the struggle against thz common enamy”. The content of the
Russian revelution was thnrpm1th limited in advanca to those transParmations mhlch

are compatible with tha LhtPP°5t5 and views of the liberal bourgeoisic.

It is precisely 2t this point that the basic disanreement between the two factions

- begins. Bolshevism absolutely refused to recogniza that the Russian bourgecisie was

capagle of leading its own revolution to the end. With infinitely greatsr power
and consistency than Plekhanov, Lenin advanced the agrarian Question as the central
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problsm of the democratic overturn in Russiz<"The crux of the Russian revolution,"

" he rapaataed,"is the a3grarian(land) question, Conclusions ednesrning the defeat or

victary of the ravolution must be based... bn the calculaticn of tha conditinn of
ths masses in the strujgle far land". Together with Plekhanov, Lenin viswed the
paasantry as a pstty~bourgeois class; the pe=asant 1land program as a program of
bourgaeois progress. "Nationalization is 2 bourgeois measure," he insisted at the
Unity Congrass. "It will give an impulse to the davelapment of capitalism, it will
sharpén the class struggla, strengthen the mobilization of 1and, cause an influx of
capitsl intae agriculture, iowar the price of grain.” Notwithstanding the indubitabls
bourgeois character of the agrarian revelution the Russian bourgecisia remains,
however, hostile to thg sxpropriation of landed cstatss and precisely for this
raason strives towards a compromise with the mopnarchy on the basis of a constiiu—
tlon on the Prussian pattern. To Plekhanov's idea of an alliance bstwesen the
proletariat and the peasantry. The task of ths revolutionary collaboration of these
two classes hes proclaimed to be the establishment of a "democratic dictatorship™,
as the only means of radically claansing Russia of faudal rubbish, of creating a
free farmors' system and clearing the road for the development of capitalism alonhg

American and not Prussian lines.

The victory of the revolution, he wrote, can bs crownad "only by a dictatorship
beoause the accoimplishment of transformationsAimmediatsly and urgently needed by
the proletariat and the peasantry will evoka ths desperate resistance of ths
landlords, thas big bourgevisie and Czarism, Without the dictatorship it will be
impossible to breazk this resistance, 3nd repsl the counter-ravolutzonary attem,ts,
Aut this will of courss be not a s0cialist but 23 damocratic dictatorship. It will
not be ablz to touch{uithout a whole s2ries of transitional st1ges of reveolution ary
davelopmsnt) the foundations of capitalisme. It will bs able, in the best case, to
raalize a radical redivision of landed ‘proparty in favor of the peasantry, introduce

8 consitant and full demoeratism up to instituting the republic, root out all

‘Asiatic and faudal features not only from the day-toeday life of the village but also

ef the factory, put a beginning to a serious improvement of workers! conditions
and raise their living standards and, last but not least, carry over the revolutionary
conflagration to Europe",

Jhe Critique of Lenin's Conception

Lenin's conception repressnted an snormous step fofward insofar as it proceeded not -~
from the agrarian overturn 2s the central task of the revolution and singled out

the only realistic combination of social foreams fPar its accomplishment. The weak

““point of Lenin's conception, howevar, was tha internally. contradictory idea of

“the democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry™, Lenin himsalif
undarscorad the fundamantal limitation of this "dictatorship” when he openly

called it bourgeois. By this he masn t o say that for the sake of preserving its
alliancn with the peasantry the prolatariat would in the coming ravolution have

te forasgo th2 direct posing of the socialist tasks., But this would signify the - --
ranunciation by ths proietariat of its own dictatorship. Consasquently, the gist of
the matter iquolved the dictatorship of the paasantry evan if with the participation
of tha worksrs,

Contuicet veeninnsa 5
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uf‘the warkerss On certain occasions Lenin said just this. For example, at the
Stockholm Confarsnce, in rofuting Plekhanov who came out sgainst the "utopia® of the -
saizura of pow=r, Laznin said : What pragram isunder discussion ? The agrarian. Who is
assum2d to znize powsr under this program ? Tha.gevolutionary peasantry. Is Lenin
mixing up the power of the proletariat with this péasantry ?" No, he says referring

to hims21f ¢ Lenin shorply differantiates the socialist powsr of the prolaztariat

from th=2 hourneocis democratic powsr of ths peisantry."But houw", he chlaim; again,

"ig a victorious paasant ravelution possible without the seizure of power by the
ravolutionary peasaﬁtry ?" In this polamical formula Lenin roveals with spscial

clarity tha vulnerability of his oosition.

The pzasantry is dispersad over the surfaca of an enormaus cauntry whose kay junctions
ara thd cities. The pmasantry its21f is incapable of even formulating its own

interests inasmuch asin each district these appear differently. The economic link
batwasn the provinezs is created by the market and the railways but both thg

markat and thas railways thz bands of the cities. In seeking to taar itself away from
the reastrictions af the viilage and to gonerilize its own interasts, the peasintry
inescanably'?;lls in&o political dependence upon the -city. Finally, thse peasantry

is heterogeneous in its social relations as well: the kulak stratum naturally sasks

to swing it to an.alliance with tha urban bourgeocisie while the nether strata of

ths villags pull to tha side of the urban workers. Under thase conditions the

peasantry as such is completaly incapablz of condusring pbmer.

True 2nough, in 2ncisznt China, revolutions placzd the peasantry in powsr or, mors
prarisely, placed tha military la3aders of peasant uprisings in power. This led

2ach tima to a redivision of the land and the estizblishment of a new "peasant!

dynasty, whzrsupon history wowld begin From the baginning; with a nnw concentration of lar
land, 3 naw aristocracy, 2 naw systzm of usury, and 2 n2e uprising. So long 2s

the ravolution prasarvzs its purzsly peasint charactar scciszty is ineapable of

amarging from th2sa hopaless and vicious circlas, This was the basis of ancient

4siatic history, includinganciznt Russian history. In Europe bzgining with the closae of t
tha Middlz Agas 21ach victorious prasant uprising turnad cut victorious exactly to

ths deqraz to which it sucezded in strengthening ths position of the revolutionary

" 'section of the urban population. In bourgenis Russia-of the 20th. century thara could

not evsn be talk of the ssizure of power by the revolutionary peasantty.

Lanin's Appraisal of [jiboraliem

_The attiditud> fomard thgaliberal bourgeoiéie was, 88 has besn said, the
touchstone of the differantiation betwnen reuolutibnists angd opportunists in the
ranks of social democrats. How far could the Russian ravolution go? WUhat would be
tha, charachter of the future réuaiutionary Provisional Government? What tasks
would confront it? And in what ordar? These questions with all their importanca
could ba corrsctly posed only on the basis of ths Fundamahtal charachter of the
policy of the prolateriat, and the charachter of this policy was in turn determinad
first aof all by the 'attitude toward tho liberal bourgeoisie. Plekhanov obviously

and stubbornly shut his oyz2s to the fundamental conclusion of the politieal,

[Digitised by sacw.net document archive]



ety

. -6 -
higtory af the 19 th cantury, Whanever the prolateriat comes forward as an

indapandant force the bourgzoisis shifts over to the camp of tha counter revodlution.

‘The mora audacious the struggle all thas swiftar is the reactionary dsgznaration

of libgsralism. No ome hasg yet inveutﬁd'a means for paralysing thz effects of
the lay of class strugla,

'Ye must cherish the support of non-prolzteriat parties', repeatad Plekhanov
during the'years of the first revolution, 'and not repel thom from us by tactless
agtions,’ By monotonous proaachments of this eort the philospher of Marxism indieted
that the living dynamics 05 soceity was unattaipable to him. 'Tactles.noss' can

rapel an individual sensitiva intellectual. Classes and partizs are attracted or

-rapelled-by social intsrests. 'It can bz statéd with certainty'; raplied tenin

to Plskhanov,'that tha liberals and landlords will forgive you millions of
"tactlass acts" but will not forgive you a summons to take away the land", And n
not only the lsndlords. The tops of the bourgaeoisiec are bound up with tho lang-
owners by the ity of property intarssts, and more narrouly by the systems of -
banks. - '

hs tope of the petty bourgeoisie and the intelligentsiz are materially and
marally dependant upon ths big and middle propriestors - thay are all afraid of b
the indepesnd3nt mass movement. Meamwhilz in order to ovsrthrow Czarism' it was
necessary to rousg tsons upon tens of millions of 6ppressed to a hercic, seif
ranouncing, unfettered revolutionary assault that would halt at nothing. The massaes
ean riss to an insurrection only. under the banner of their own interesys and
consaquently in the spirit of irreconciable héstility toward the exploiting
classes begining with the landlords. The 'repulsion' of tho oppoasitional
bourgeoisie away from the revolutionary workers and peasants was therefore the
immanent law of the revolution itself and could not be avoided by msans of
diplomacy or 'tact'.

Each additional month confirmed the Leninist appraisal of Liberald{em. Condlary
to the best hopes of the Manshaviks, the Cadets not anly did not prepare to taks
their placs at the head of ths 'bourgaois' revolutlon but on the contrary thay
found their historical mission more and more in the ¢rugole against it.

After the erushing of the December uprising the libarals,wto cccupizd the
political limelight thanks to the aphameral Numa, sought with all their might
to Justify themselves bafore the monarchy and mxplain away their insufficiently
aotive counter rsvolutionary condust in the autumn of 1905 whan danger threataned
the most sacred prons of 'culture'. 1he leador of ths liberals, Miliukov, who
conductad th= bahind the stanis nigotiatinns with tha Winter Palace, quite
corractly proved in ﬁhe.prnss that at tha and of 1905 the Cadats could not even
show themsalves baforz the massee. 'Those who chide the {Cadst) party' he wrote,
'because it did not protast at the timo - by arranfing meetings against ths
ravolutionary illusions of Trotsyism...simply do not understand or do not
remamber thz moods provailing at the time among the democratic public gatherings
at moetings,' By the'illusions of Trotskyism’ the liberal leader understood
the indeoendant policy of the proleteriatuhich attractad to the sovists the
pympathices of ths natﬁermost layers in the cities, of the soldiers, peasants, and
all the opproessed, and which owing to t his repelled the 'educebed soceity.!
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The evolution of the Mensheviks unfolded along parallel lines.
They had to Jjustify themselves more and more fre uently before
the liberals, because they had turned out in a bloc with Trotsky
after October 1905, The explanations of Martov, the talented
publicist of the Mensheviks, came down t6 this, that 1t was
necessary tc make concessions to the “"revolutionary illusions"
of the masses, .

In Tiflis the political groupings tock shape on the same
principled basis as in Petersburg. "To smash reaction,” wrote
the leader of the Caucasian Mensheviks, Zhordanya, "t0 conguer
and carry through the Constitution - this will depend upon ths
conscious unification and the striving for a single goal on the
part of the forces of the proletariat and the bourgeoisicec.e
It 13 true that the pegsantry will be drawn into the movément
investing it with an elemental character, but the decisive roie
will nevertheless be played by these two classes while the
peasant movement will add grist to their mill.* Lenin mocked at
the fears of Zhordanya that an irreconcilable policy toward the
bourgeoisie would doom the workers to impotence. Zhordanya
"discusses the question of the possible isolation of the
preletariat in a democratic overturn and forgets...about the
pesantryl Of all the possible allies of the proletariat he knows
and is enamourcd of the landlord-liberals. And he does not know
the peassants. And this in the Caucasusi" The refutations of Leninm
while correct in essence simplify the problem on one point.
Zhordanya did not "forget' about the peasantry and, as may be
gathered Trom the hint of Lenin himself, could not have possibly
forgotten about 1t in the Caucasus where the peasantry was
stormmly rising at the time under the banner of the Mensheviks.
Zhordanya saw in the peasantry, however, not so much a political
ally as a historical battering ram which could and should be
utilized by the bourgeoisie in alliance with the proletariat.

He did not belicve that the peasantry was capable of becoming a
leading or even an independent force in the revolution and in
this he was not wrong; but he also did not believe that the
proletariat was capable of leading the peasant uprising to
vietory ~ and in this was his fatal mistake. The Menshevik idea
of the alliance of the proletariat with the bourgeoisie actuslly

- signified the subjection to the liberals of both the workers and

the peasants, The reacticnary utoplanism of this program was
detemmined by the fact that the far advanced dismemberment of

-the classes paralyzed the bourgeoisie in advance as a .revolunt-

lonary factor, In this fundamental question the right was wholly
on the side of Bolshevism: the chase after an alliance with the
liberal bourgeoisie would inescapably counterpose the Social
Democracy to the revolutionar{ movement of rkers en? p%Esants.
In 1905 the Mensheviks still ‘lacked courage to draw all” the
necessary conclusions from their theory of the "bourgeois"
revolution. In 1917 they drew their ldeas to their logical
conclusion 2nd broke their heads.

On the question of the attitude to the liberals Stalin
stocd during the years of the first revelution on Lenin's side.
It must be stated that during this period even the majority
of the rank-and-file Menscheviks were closer to Lenin than to
Plekhanov on issues touching the oppositional bourgeolsie., A
contemptuous attitude to the liberals was the literary tradition
of intellectual radicalism. One would however labor in wvain to

" seek from Koba an independent contribution on this question, an

analysis of the Caucasian soclal relatlons, new arguments or
even a new formulation of old arguments. The leader of the
Caucrgian Mensheviks, Znordanya, was far more independent in

-relation to Plekhanov than Stalin was in relation to Lenin., "In

valn the Messrs. Liverals seek," wrote Koba after Jamuary 9,
"to save the tottering throne of the Czar. In vain are they
extending to the Czar the hand of agssistancelse.. The aroused

eee8
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popular masses are preparing for the revolution and not for
reconciliation with the Czar.... Yes, gentlemen, in vain are your
erforts. The Russian revolution is inevitable and it is as
inevitable as the inevitable riging of the sun! Can you stop the
rising sun? That is the questioni" And so forth and so on., Higher
than this Koba did not rise, Two and a half years later, in
repeating Lenin almost literally, he wrote: "The Russion Liberal
bourgeoisie is anti-revolutionary. It cannot be the motive force,
nory, all the less so, the® leader of the revolution, It is the
sworn enemy of the rovolution and a stubbormn struggle must be waged
ageinst 1t." However, it was precisely in this fundamental guestion
tnat OStalin was to undergc a complete metamorphosis in the next
ten years and was to mzet the February revelution of 1917 already
as a partisan of a bloc with the liberal bourgecisie and, in
accordance with this, as a champion of uniting with the Mensheviks
into one party. Only Lenin on arriving from abroad put an abrupt
end tc the independent peclicy of Stalin which he called a mockery
of MaI’XiS]Il. ’

THE PEASANTRY AND SOCIALISM

The Narodniks saw in the workers and peasants simply "toilers" and
"the oxploited" who dre all equally interested in socialism.
Marxists regarded the peasant as a petty bourgeois who 1s capable
of becoming a socialist only to the extent to which he ceases
materially or spiritually to be a peasant. With the sentimentalism
peculiar tc them, the Karcdniks perceived in this sociological
characterization a moral slur against the peasantry. Along this
line occured for twe generations the nmain struggle between the
ravolutionary tendencies of Russia. To understand the future
dismutes between Stalinism and Trotskyism it is necessary once
agalin to emphasize that,in accordance with the entire tradition of
Marxigm, Lenin never for a momant regarded the peasantry as a
gocialist ally of the proletariat. On the contrary, the impossibild ty
of the soclalist revolution in Russia was deduced by him Precisely
from the colossal preponderance of the pesantry. This idea mns
through all his articles which touch directly or indirectly upon
the agrarian question,

e suprort the pensant movement, " wrote Lenin in September
1905, "to the extent that it is a revolutionary democratic movement,
We are preparing (right row, end immediately) for a strucggle with
it to the extent that it will come Torward as a reactionary, anti-
proletarian movement. The entire gist of Marxism lies in this two-
fold taks...." Lenin saw the socialist ally in the Western proletariat
and partly in the semi-proletarian elements in the Russian village
but never in the persantry as such. "From the beginning we support .
to the very end, by means of all measures, up to confiscation," he i
repeated with the instence peculiar to him, "“the peasant in general
against the lendlord, ~nd later (and not even later but at the very
game time) we support the proletariat against the peasant in
general," _ ' :

"The peasantry will conquer in the bourgeois-democratiae
revolution," hc wrote in March 1906, "and with this it will completely
exhaust its revolutiorary spirit as the peasantry. The proletariagt
will conquer in the bourgeois-democratic revolution and with this
it will only unfold in a real way its genuine socialist revolukionary
splrit," "The movement of the peasantry," he repeated in May of
the same year, "is the movement of a different class. This is’a
struggle not againgt the foundations of capitalism but for purging
all the remnants of feudalism." This viewpoint can be followed in
Lenin from one article to the next, year by year volume by volume,
The language and examples vary, the bagic though% remains the same.
It could not have been otherwise, Had Lenin seen a socialist ally
in the peasantry he would not have had the slightest ground for
insisting upon the bourgeocis character of the revolution and for
Iimiting Ythe dictatorship of the proletariat and the peasantry" to
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[Digitised by sacw.net document archive]



-2 9 3.

purely democratic tasks. In those cases where Lenin accused the
author of this book of "under-estimating" the peasantry he had
in mind nct at all my non-recognition of the socialist tendencies
of the peasantry but, on the contrary, my inadequate - from
Lenin's viewpoint = rocognition of the bourgeois-democratic
independence of the peasantry, its ability to create its own
poewer and thereby prevent the egstablishment of the socialist
digtatorship of the proletariat,

The re-evaluation of values on this guestion was opened up
only in the years of Themmidorian reaction the beginning of which
coinclded approximately with the illness and death of Lenin.
Thenceforth the alliance of Russian workers and peasants was
preclaimed to. be, in mngd of itself, a sufficient guarantee agalnst
the dangers -of restoration and an immuteble pledge of the
realization of socialism within the boundaries of the Soviet Union.
Replacing the theory of intemmational revolution by the theory of
socialism in one country Stalin began to designate the Marxist
evaluation of the peasantry not othcrwise than as "Trotskyism"
and, moreover, not only in relation to the present but to the
entire past,

It is, of course, vossible to ralse the gquestion whether or
not the classic Maixist view of the peasantry has been proven
erroneous., Thig subject would lead us far beyond the limits of the
present review. Suffice it to state here that Marxism has never
invested its estimstion of the peasantry as a non-soeialist class
with an absolute and static character. Marx himself gaid that the
peasant possess not only superstitions but the ability to reason.
CIn changing conditions the nature of the peasant himself changes.
The regime of the dictatorship of the proletariat opened up very
broad possibilities for influencing the peasantry and ro-cAneating
it, The limits of these possibilities have not yet been exhausted
by history. Nevertheless, it i1s now already clear that the gruwing
role of the state coercion in the USSR has not refuted but has
confimed fundamentally the attitude toward the peasantry which
distinguished Rugsion Marxists from the Narodniks., However
whatever may be the situation in this respect today at'ter %wenty
vears of the new regime, 1t remains indubitable that upto the
Cctober revolution or more correctly up to 1924 no one in the
Marxist camp - Lenin, least of all - saw in the peasantry ar
socinlist factor of development. Without the ald of the peuletarian
revolution in the West, Lenin repeated, restoration in Russia
was inevitable. He was not mistaken: the Stalinist bureaucracy is
nothing else than the first phase of bourgeois restoration,

*********

THE TROTSKYIST CONCEPTION

We have snalyzed above the points of departure of the two
basic factions of the Rissian Social Democracy. But alongside of
them, already at the dawn of the first revolution, was formulated
o third position which met with almest no recognibion during
those years but which we are obliged to set down here with the
necessary completeness not only because it found its confirmation
in the events of 1917 but especially becsuse seven years after
the October revolution, this conception, after belng turned
topsy-turvy, began to play o completely unforeseen role in the

political evolution of Stalin api the whole Soviet bureaucracy. f'

At the beginning of 1905 a pamphlet by Trotsky was issued in |

Geneva. This pamphlet analyzed the political situation as it

unfolded in the winter of 1904, The author arrived at the conclusion;"

that the independent campaign of petitions and banquets by the
tiberals had exhausted all its possibilities; that the radical
intelligentsia who had pinned their hopes upon the liberals had
arrived in a blind alley together with the latter; that the
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peasant movement was creating favourable conditions for victory

but was incapable of assuring it; that a decision could be reached
only through the amed uprising of the proletariat; that the next
phase on this path would be the general strike. The pamphlet was
entitled "Before the Ninth of Jamiary," because it was written
before the Bloody Sundey in Petersburg. The mighty strike wave
which came after this date together with the initial amed clashes
which supplemented this strike wave were an unequivocal confimation
of the strategic prognosis of this pamphlet.

The introduction "to my work was written by Parvus, a Russion
emigre, who had succeeded by that time in becoming a prominent
Geman writer. Parvus was an exceptional crestive personality
capable of Lecoming infected with the ideas of others as well as
of enriching others by his ideas., He lacked internal equilibrium
and sufficient love for work to give the lgbor movement the
contribution worthy of his talents as thinker and writer, On my
personal development he exercised undoubted influence especilally
in regard to the social revolutionary understanding of our epoch.
A few years prior to our first meeting Parvas passionately defended
the idea of a generagl strike in Germany; but the country was then
passing through a prolonged industrial boom, the Social Democracy
had adapted itself to the regime of the Hohenzollerns; the
revolutionary ©vropaganda cf a foreigner met with nothing except
ironical indifference. On becoming acquainted on the second day
after the bloody events in Petersburg with my pamphlet, then in
manuseript, Parvus was caputred by the idea of the excepticnal role
which the proletariat of backward Russia was destined to play.

Those few days which we spent together in Munich were fillegd
with conversations which clarified a gecd deal for both of us and
which brought.us. perscnally closer together, The intreduetdon - .
which Parvus wrote at the time For the Pamphlet has entered fimmly
into the history of the Russion revolution. In a few pages he
i1lluminated those soeisl peculiaritiss of belated Russia which were,
it is true, known previously but from which no one had drawn all the
necessary cchnclusicns,

"Ihe political radicalism of Western Europe," wrote Parvus,
"wag, as 1is well known, based primarily on the pciiy bourgenisie.
These were the handicraft workers and, in general, that section of

- the bourgeoisie which had been caught up by the industrial

development but was at the same time pushed aside by the capitalist
classe...sIn Russia, during the pre-capitalist period, the cities
deve; oped more along Chinese than European lines. These were
adninlistrative centers, purely functionary in character, without

the slightest politicai significance, while in tems of economic
relations they served as trading centers, bazaars, for the
surrounding landlord and peasant milieu. Their development was stilli
very insignificant when it was halted by the capitalist process which
begal to create big cities after its own pattern, i.e. factory cities
and centers of world trades.....The very same thing that hindered the
development of petty-bourgeois democracy served to benefit the clasg
consclousness of the proletariat in Russia, namely, the weak
development of the handicraft frem of production. The proletariat
was immediately concentrated in the factoriesess.

"The peasants will be drawn intc the movement in ever larger
masses. But they are capable only of increasing the political
anarchy in the country and, in this way, of weakening the goverrnment;
they cannct compose a tightly welded revolutionary army. With the
development of the revolution, therefore, an.ever greater amount of
political work will fall to the share of the proletariat. Along with
this, its politicsl self-consciocusness will broaden, its political
energy will groweses '
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%The Social Democracy will be confronted with the dilemmas
oither to assume the responsibility for the Provisional Government
or to stand aside from the workers' movement, The workers will~ .
consider this government as thelr own regardless of how the Socil,.
Democracy conducts itself....The revolutionary overturn in Russia '
can be accomplished only by the workers, The revolutionary
Provisional Government in Russia will be the government of a
workers! dempocracy. If the Social Democracy heads the revolutionary
movement of the Bagsion proletariat, then this government will be
SOCial Del‘.’IOcratiC....

"The Social Democratlc Provisional Government will not be
able to sccomplish a socialist over-turn in Russia but the very
process of liquidating the asutocracy and of establishing the
qemocratic republic will provide it with a rich goil for political
worke"

In the heat of the revolutionary events in the autumn of 1905,
I once again met Parvus, this time in Petersburg. While preserving
an organizstional independence from both factions, we jointly edited
a mass workers' paper, Russkoye Slovo, and, in a coalition with the’
Mensheviks, a big political newspaper, Nachalo. The theory of the
pemanent revolution has usually been linked with the names of | .
Wparvus and Trotsky." This was only partially correct, The period of
Parwust revolutionary apogee belongs o the -end of the last century
when he marched at the head of the strggle against the so=called
ttpevisionism," i.e. the opportunist distortion of Marx's theory.
The failure of the attempts to push the German Social Democracy on
the path of more resolute policies undermined his optimism, Toward
the perspective of the socinlist revolution in the West, Parvus began

to react with more and more reservations. He considered at that time

that the "Social Democratic Provisional Government will not be able
to accomplish a2 socialist overturn in Bussia.!" His progroses
indicated, therefore, not the transformertion of the democratic
revolutién into the socilalist revolution but only the‘establishment
in Russia of a regime of werkers' democracy of the fustralian type,
where on the basis of a farmers' system there arose for the first
time @ labor government which did not go beyond the framework of
a bourgeols regimes '

Phig conclusion was not shared by me. The Australian demoecracy
groew organically from the virgin soil of & new continent and at '
opce assumed a conservative cnaracter and subjected to itself a

young but quite privileged proletariat. Bussion democracy, on the
- contrary, could arise only ms a result of a grandiose revolutionary -

overturn, the dynamics of which would in no case pemeit the workers!
government to remein within the framework of bourgeols demoCracys.
Ouk differences, which beg~n shortly after the revolution of 1503,
resulted in a ccmplete break between us at the be 'nnin% of the

wrr when Parvus, in whem the skeptlc had completely killed the
revolutionist lumed out on the side of Gemman imperislism, and
later became ?che counsellor and inspirer of the first president

of ‘the German republic, Ebert. ' .

THE THEORY OF PERMANENT REVOLUTION

Beginning with the pamphlet, "Before the Ninth of January,"
T returned more than once to the development and justification of
the theory of the pemmanent revolution. In view of the importance
which this theory later acquired in the idedlogicalrevolution of

the. hero of this biography, it is necessary to present it here in

-the form of exact gquotations from my works in 1905-6.

9The sore of the population of a modern city, at least in
cities of economic-political signi ficance, is constituted by the 5,
sharply differentiated class of wage labor. It is precisely this
class, essentially unknown during the Great French Revolution,
that 1s destined to play the decisive role in our revolutiOfses
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In » country economically more backwnrd, the proletariat may come
te power soopner than in an advanced capi%alist country., The
assunption of some sort of automatic dependence of proletarian
dictatorship upon the technical forces and resources of a country
is a prejudice derived from an extremcly oversimplified !economic!
materialisr, Such = view has nothing in common with Marxism. ...
Notwithatrnding that the productive forces of industry in the
United States are ten times highcr than ours, the political role

of the Russion proletariat, its influence upon the politics of

the country, and the possibility of its coming influence upon

werld politlcs is incomzarcbly higher then the role and significance
of the Anericen proletariat.... ‘

"The Russion revolution, according to our view, will creake
conditions in which the powsr may (snd with the victory of the
revolution must) pass into the hands of the proletariat before
the politicirns of bourgecis liberalism get a chance to develop
their statesmanly genious to the full.,. The Russian bourgeoisie
is surrendering nll the revolutiontry positions to the prolbtariak.
It will have to surrender likewise the revolutionary leadership
of the peasamtrys The proletariat in power will appear to the
pesantry as an emancipotor classe...The proletariat basing itseif
on_the pesantry will bring all its forces into play to raise the
cultural level of the village and develop a political conscicusness
in the pesantry....But perhsps the peasantry itself will crowd the
proletariat and occupy its place? This is impossible. All the
experience of history protests against this assumption. It shows
that the pesantry is completely incapnble of playing an independent
rotitical role. TFrom what has been said it is clear how we regard
the idea of the 'dictatership of the proletariast and the persantry.!
The gist of. the patter is not whether we consider it ~“dnissible
in princivle, whether wo find this form of political cooperction
'desirable! ortundesirable,! We consider it unrealisable - at
least in thoe dlrect nnd immedinte senscess"

The foregoing anlready demonstrates how erroneous in the
asgertion, later endlessly repeated, that the conception presented
here "leaped over the bourgeols revolution," "The struggle for
the democratic renovation of Russia,® I wrote at that time, "has
wholly grown out of cnpitalism and is being conducted by %he
forces unfolding on the basis of capitalism ~nd is being aimed
directly and first of all against the feudal-cerf obstacles on
the path of the development of capitelist socicty.! The gquestion,
however, wag: Just what forces and methods are capsble of removing
these obstaoles? "We mny set z bound to all the questions of the
revolutlon by asserting that our revolution is bourgeois in its
vbjective aims, and therefore in its inevitnble results. and we may
thus shut our eves to the fact that the chief agent of %his bowrgeols
revolution is the proletariat, and the proletariat will be pushed
toward power by the whole course of the revolutions..,You may lull
vourself with the thought that. the secial conditions of Russia are
not yet ripe for a socialist economy « and therewith you may neglect
to consider the fact that the proletariat, once in power, will
inevitably be corpelled by the whole logic of its situation Yo _
introduce an economy operated by the statessosBntering the govermment
rot as impotent hosteges but as a ruling power, the representatives
of the proletariet will by this very act destroy the boundary
between minisum ~nd maximom program, i.e. place collectivism on the .
order of the day. At what point the proletarint will be stopped in
this direction will depend on the relationship of forces, but not
at all upon the original intentions of the party of the proletariate..

"But it is not toc early now te pose the guestion: Must this
dictatorship of the prolebtarist inevitably be shattersd against the |
franmework of the bourgecis revolution? Or may it not, upon the given
world-historiec foundations, open before itself the prospect of
victory to be ochieved by shattering this limited framework?.,.One
thing can be stated with certainty: Without direct state support
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- from the Eurcpean proletariat the working class of Russia cannot

rerain in power and cannot convert its temporary rmule into s
prelonged socialist dictatorshiPese." From this however, does not

at all flow a pessimistic prognosis: "The political emancipation

led by the working class of Russia raises this Leader to unprecedented
historical heights, transfers into its hands colossal forces and
resources and maxes it the initiator of the world ligquidation of
capitalism, for which history has created all the necessary

obJective prerequUisitesS.....”

In regard tQ the degree to which the international Social
Democracy will prove able to fulfill its revolutionary task, I
wrote in 19063 o : :

"The Eurcpean Socialist parties - above all, the mightiest
among them, the German party - have each worked out their own
conservatism, As greater and greater masses rally to socialism
and as the organization and discipline of these masses grow, this
conservatism likewise increases. Because of this the Social Democracy,
as an organizatiom embodying the political experience of the
proletariat, may become at a certain moment a direct obstacle in
the path of the open conflict between the workers and bourgeois
reaction...." I concluded my analysis, however, by expressing
assurance that the "Eastern revnlution will imbue the Western
proletariat with revolutionary idealism and engender in 1t the

deslre to speak to!its enemy in Russian!es.."

W KN

Let us sum up. Narodnikism, in the wake of the Slavophiles,
procesded from illusions concerning the absolutely original paths
vf Russia's development, and waved aside capitalism and the .
RHBTRGOhcs BB Hher T heKbanoul s, N atBl fR 4T 52 thE 0F "M 58500 PIOT
the West, The program derived from this ignored the wholly real :
and not at all mystical peculiarities of Russia's social structure
and of her revoluticnary develcopment. The Menshevik attl tude
toward the revoluticn, stripoved of gpisodic encrustations and
dndividual deviations, is reducible to the following? The victo
of the Russian bourgeois revoluticn is conceivable only under the
leadership of the liberal bourgeoisie and must hand ever power
to the latter. The demccratic regite will then permit the Russian
Proletariat to catch up with' its older Western brothers on the
road of the struggle for socialism with incomparably greater
success than hitherto,

Lenin's perspective may be briefly expressed as followss
The belated Rissian bourgeoisie i1s incapable of leading its own
revolution to the end. The complete vigtory of the revolution
through the medium of the "democratic dictatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry' will purge the country of medievalism,.
invest the development of Russian capitelism with American tempos, A
strengthen the proletariat in the city and country, and open up
broad possibilities for the struggle for socizlism. On the other
hand, the victory of the Russian revolution will provide a mighty
impuise for the socinlist revolution in the West, and the latter
will not only shield Russia from the dangers of restoration but
also permit the Russian proletariat to reach the conguest of
power in a comparatively short historical interval.

The perspective of the permanent revolution may be summed
up in these words: The complete victory of the democratic revolution
in Russis is inconceivable otherwise than in the form of the

- disctatorship of the proletariat tasing itself on the pessantry.

The dictatorship of the proletariat, which will inescapably place

on the order of the dey not only democratic but also socialist

tasks, will at the ssme time provide a mighty impulse to the
international socialist revolution. Only the victory of the )
proletariat in the West will shield Russia from bourgeois restoration
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and secure Tor her the possibility of bringing the socialist

T conétmiction of 1ts conclesion.

These terse formulations reveal with equal clarity both the
hemogeneity. of the last two conceptions in their irreconcilahle
contrndiction with the livernl-Menshevist perspective as well as
their extremely essential @Gifference from one another on the
question of the social character and the tasks of the "dictatorship”
wiilch wos to grow out of the revolution. The frequently repeated
objection of the present Mozcow theoreticinns to the effect thatb
the prograr of the dctatorship of the proleteriat was Ypremature"
in 1905 is entirely lacking in content. In the. enpirical sense
the program of the demiccratic dictatorshlp of the proletariat and
the reasantry proved %o be equally "premature.” The unfavourables
relaticn of forces in the epoch of the first revolution rendered
impossible not the dictatorship of the proletariat as such but
in general, the victory of the revolution itself, Mennwhile all
the revelutionary tendencies Procecded from the hopes for a
complete victory; without such a hope an unfettered revolutionary
struggle would be impossible. The differences involved the general
perspectives of the revolution snd the stratezy flowing therefrom,
The perspective of Menshevism wes False to the coret it pointed ocut
en entirely different rond fer the proleteriat, The perspective of
Bolshevism was not complete: it indicated corrcctly the goneral
direction of the struggle but chnracterized its stages incorrectly,
The inadequacy of the Pirspective of Bolsheviss was not revealed
in 1905 only bocesuse thc revolution 1tself did not receive further
development, But at the beginning of 1917 Lenin was compelled, in
a direct struggle against the cldect cddres of the party, to change
the perspactive, _
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of the gencral line o7 devolopment angd helps to orient oneself in
the actual course of ovents in which the basic line #s inewl Lubly
shlfted either to the right or to the left, In thig sense 1t is
impessible not go rectgnize that the conception of the Permnnent
revolutlon_has fully passed the test of history, In the first Years
of the Soviet regipe this was denied by none; on the contrary, this
fact met with recognition in a number of efficial publications,
Rut when on the quiescent rmd ossifiecq surnits of Soviet society
the bureaucratic re-action against October opened up, it was fronm

the very bveginning directed rgalnst this thecry which more completely

than any other reflectad the first proletarisn revolution in

history nnd ot the same tine clearly revealed its incomplete, limited

and partial character. Thus by. way of repulsion, originated the
thgory of socialism in one cc’zuntry, the basic dogma’z. of gjéalinism.
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