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PREFACE
In the follow�ng pages I have tr�ed to make a pla�n and eas�ly
understandable outl�ne of the or�g�n, h�story, and mean�ng of
Bolshev�sm. I have attempted to prov�de the average Amer�can
reader w�th a fa�r and rel�able statement of the ph�losophy, program,
and pol�c�es of the Russ�an Bolshev�k�. In order to avo�d confus�on,
and to keep the matter as s�mple and clear as poss�ble, I have not
tr�ed to deal w�th the numerous man�festat�ons of Bolshev�sm �n other
lands, but have conf�ned myself str�ctly to the Russ�an example. W�th
some deta�l—too much, some of my readers may th�nk!—I have
sketched the h�stor�cal background �n order that the Bolshev�k� may
be seen �n proper perspect�ve and fa�rly judged �n connect�on w�th
the whole revolut�onary movement �n Russ�a.

Whoever turns to these pages �n the expectat�on of f�nd�ng a
sensat�onal "exposure" of Bolshev�sm and the Bolshev�k� w�ll be
d�sappo�nted. It has been my a�m to make a del�berate and sc�ent�f�c
study, not an ex-parte �nd�ctment. A great many lur�d and sensat�onal
stor�es about the Bolshev�k� have been publ�shed, the net result of
wh�ch �s to make the leaders of th�s phase of the great un�versal war
of the classes appear as brutal and depraved monsters of �n�qu�ty.
There �s not a cr�me known to mank�nd, apparently, of wh�ch they
have not been loudly declared to be gu�lty. My long exper�ence �n the
Soc�al�st movement has furn�shed me w�th too much understand�ng
of the manner and extent to wh�ch work�ng-class movements are
abused and slandered to perm�t me to accept these stor�es as
gospel truth. That exper�ence has forced me to assume that most of
the terr�ble stor�es told about the Bolshev�k� are e�ther untrue and
w�thout any foundat�on �n fact or greatly exaggerated. The "rumor
factor�es" �n Geneva, Stockholm, Copenhagen, The Hague, and
other European cap�tals, wh�ch were so busy dur�ng the war
fabr�cat�ng and explo�t�ng for prof�t stor�es of massacres, v�ctor�es,
assass�nat�ons, revolut�ons, peace treat�es, and other momentous



events, wh�ch subsequent �nformat�on proved never to have
happened at all, seem now to have turned the�r attent�on to the
Bolshev�k�.

However l�ttle of a cyn�c one may be, �t �s almost �mposs�ble to refra�n
from wonder�ng at the fact that so many wr�ters and journals that �n
the qu�te recent past ma�nta�ned absolute s�lence when the czar and
h�s m�n�ons were comm�tt�ng the�r �nfamous outrages aga�nst the
work�ng-people and the�r leaders, and that were never known to
protest aga�nst the many cr�mes comm�tted by our own �ndustr�al
czars aga�nst our work�ng-people and the�r leaders—that these
wr�ters and journals are now so v�olently denounc�ng the Bolshev�k�
for alleged �nhuman�t�es. When the same journals that defended or
apolog�zed for the brutal lynch�ngs of I.W.W. ag�tators and the
savage assaults comm�tted upon other peaceful c�t�zens whose only
cr�me was exerc�s�ng the�r lawful and moral r�ght to organ�ze and
str�ke for better wages, denounce the Bolshev�k� for the�r "brutal�ty"
and the�r "lawlessness" and cry for vengeance upon them, honest
and s�ncere men become b�tter and scornful.

I am not a Bolshev�k or a defender of the Bolshev�k�. As a Soc�al
Democrat and Internat�onal�st of many years' stand�ng—and
therefore loyal to Amer�ca and Amer�can �deals—I am absolutely
opposed to the pr�nc�ples and pract�ces of the Bolshev�k�, wh�ch,
from the very f�rst, I have regarded and denounced as an �nverted
form of Czar�sm. It �s qu�te clear to my m�nd, however, that there can
be no good result from w�ld abuse or from m�srepresentat�on of facts
and mot�ves. I am conv�nced that the stup�d campa�gn of calumny
wh�ch has been waged aga�nst the Bolshev�k� has won for them the
sympathy of many �ntell�gent Amer�cans who love fa�rness and hate
�njust�ce. In th�s way ly�ng and abuse react aga�nst those who �ndulge
�n them.

In th�s study I have completely �gnored the flood of newspaper
stor�es of Bolshev�st "outrages" and "cr�mes" wh�ch has poured forth
dur�ng the past year. I have �gnored, too, the remarkable collect�on of
documents ed�ted and annotated by Mr. S�sson and publ�shed by the
Un�ted States Comm�ttee on Publ�c Informat�on. I do not doubt that



there �s much that �s true �n that collect�on of documents—�ndeed,
there �s some corroborat�on of some of them—but the means of
determ�n�ng what �s true and what false are not yet ava�lable to the
student. So much doubt and susp�c�on �s reasonably and properly
attached to some of the documents that the value of the whole mass
�s greatly �mpa�red. To rely upon these documents to make a case
aga�nst the Bolshev�k�, unless and unt�l they have been more fully
�nvest�gated and authent�cated than they appear to have been as
yet, and corroborated, would be l�ke rely�ng upon the test�mony of an
unrel�able w�tness to conv�ct a man ser�ous cr�me.

That the Bolshev�k� have been gu�lty of many cr�mes �s certa�n.
Ample ev�dence of that fact w�ll be found �n the follow�ng pages.
They have comm�tted many cr�mes aga�nst men and women whose
splend�d serv�ce to the Russ�an revolut�onary movement serves only
to accentuate the cr�mes �n quest�on. But the�r worst cr�mes have
been aga�nst pol�t�cal and soc�al democracy, wh�ch they have
shamefully betrayed and opposed w�th as l�ttle scruple, and as much
brutal �njust�ce, as was ever man�fested by the Romanovs. Th�s �s a
terr�ble charge, I know, but I bel�eve that the most sympathet�c
toward the Bolshev�k� among my readers w�ll, �f they are cand�d,
adm�t that �t �s amply susta�ned by the ev�dence.

Concern�ng that ev�dence �t �s perhaps necessary to say that I have
conf�ned myself to the follow�ng: off�c�al documents �ssued by the
Bolshev�st government; the wr�t�ngs and addresses of accred�ted
Bolshev�k leaders and off�c�als—�n the form �n wh�ch they have been
publ�shed by the Bolshev�k� themselves; the declarat�ons of Russ�an
Soc�al�st organ�zat�ons of long and honorable stand�ng �n the
�nternat�onal Soc�al�st movement; the statements of equally well-
known and trusted Russ�an Soc�al�sts, and of respons�ble Russ�an
Soc�al�st journals.

Wh�le I have �nd�cated the sources of most of the ev�dence aga�nst
the Bolshev�k�, e�ther �n the text �tself or �n the foot-notes and
references, I have not thought �t adv�sable to burden my pages w�th
such foot-notes and references concern�ng matters of general
knowledge. To have g�ven references and author�t�es for all the facts



summar�zed �n the h�stor�cal outl�nes, for example, would have been
s�mply a show of pedantry and served only to fr�ghten away the
ord�nary reader.

I have been deeply �ndebted to the works of other wr�ters, among
wh�ch I may ment�on the follow�ng: Peter Kropotk�n's Memo�rs of a
Revolut�on�st and Ideals and Real�t�es of Russ�an L�terature; S.
Stepn�ak's Underground Russ�a; Leo Deutsch's S�xteen Years �n
S�ber�a; Alexander Ular's Russ�a from W�th�n; W�ll�am Engl�sh
Wall�ng's Russ�a's Message; Z�novy N. Preev's The Russ�an R�ddle;
Max�m L�tv�nov's The Bolshev�k Revolut�on: Its R�se and Mean�ng;
M.J. Olg�n's The Soul of the Russ�an Revolut�on; A.J. Sack's The
B�rth of Russ�an Democracy; E.A. Ross's Russ�a �n Upheaval; Isaac
Don Lev�ne's The Russ�an Revolut�on; Bess�e Beatty's The Red
Heart of Russ�a; Lou�se Bryant's S�x Red Months �n Russ�a; Leon
Trotzky's Our Revolut�on and The Bolshev�k� and World Peace;
Gabr�el Domergue's La Russe Rouge; N�kola� Len�ne's The Sov�ets
at Work; Z�nov�ev and Len�ne's Soz�al�smus und Kr�eg; Em�le
Vandervelde's Tro�s Aspects de la Révolut�on Russe; P.G.
Chesna�s's La Révolut�on et la Pa�x and Les Bolshev�ks. I have also
freely ava�led myself of the many adm�rable translat�ons of off�c�al
Bolshev�st documents publ�shed �n The Class Struggle, of New York,
a pro-Bolshev�st magaz�ne; the collect�on of documents publ�shed by
The Nat�on, of New York, a journal exceed�ngly generous �n �ts
treatment of Bolshev�sm and the Bolshev�k�; and of the mass of
mater�al publ�shed �n �ts excellent "Internat�onal Notes" by Just�ce, of
London, the oldest Soc�al�st newspaper �n the Engl�sh language, I
bel�eve, and one of the most ably ed�ted.

Grateful acknowledgment �s hereby made of fr�endly serv�ce
rendered and valuable �nformat�on g�ven by Mr. Alexander Kerensky,
former Prem�er of Russ�a; Mr. Henry L. Slobod�n, of New York; Mr.
A.J. Sack, D�rector of the Russ�an Informat�on Bureau �n the Un�ted
States; Dr. Bor�s Takavenko, ed�tor of La Russ�a Nuova, Rome, Italy;
Mr. W�ll�am Engl�sh Wall�ng, New York; and my fr�end, Father Cah�ll,
of Benn�ngton.



Among the Append�ces at the end of the volume w�ll be found some
�mportant documents conta�n�ng some contemporary Russ�an
Soc�al�st judgments of Bolshev�sm. These documents are, I venture
to suggest, of the utmost poss�ble value and �mportance to the
student and general reader.

J��� S�����,

"N���������,"
O�� B���������, V������,

End of January, 1919.
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CHAPTER I

THE HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

I

For almost a full century Russ�a has been the theater of a great
revolut�onary movement. In the l�ght of Russ�an h�story we read w�th
cyn�cal amusement that �n 1848, when all Europe was �n a
revolut�onary ferment, a German econom�st conf�dently pred�cted
that revolut�onary ag�tat�on could not l�ve �n the pecul�ar so�l of
Russ�an c�v�l�zat�on. August Franz von Haxthausen was �n many
respects a competent and even a profound student of Russ�an
pol�t�cs, but he was wrong �n h�s bel�ef that the amount of rural
commun�sm ex�st�ng �n Russ�a, part�cularly the m�r, would make �t
�mposs�ble for storms of revolut�onary ag�tat�on to ar�se and st�r the
nat�onal l�fe.

As a matter of h�stor�cal fact, the ferment of revolut�on had appeared
�n the land of the Czars long before the German econom�st made h�s
remarkably �ll-judged forecast. At the end of the Napoleon�c wars
many young off�cers of the Russ�an army returned to the�r nat�ve
land full of revolut�onary �deas and �deals acqu�red �n France, Italy,
and Germany, and �ntent upon act�on. At f�rst the�r �ntent�on was
s�mply to make an appeal to Alexander I to grant self-government to
Russ�a, wh�ch at one t�me he had seemed d�sposed to do. Soon they
found themselves engaged �n a secret consp�ratory movement
hav�ng for �ts object the overthrow of Czar�sm. The story of the fa�lure
of these romant�c�sts, the manner �n wh�ch the abort�ve attempt at
revolut�on �n December, 1825, was suppressed, and how the leaders
were pun�shed by N�cholas I—these th�ngs are well known to most
students of Russ�an h�story. The Decembr�sts, as they came to be
called, fa�led, as they were bound to do, but �t would be a m�stake to



suppose that the�r efforts were altogether va�n. On the contrary, the�r
�nsp�rat�on was felt throughout the next th�rty years and was reflected
�n the l�terature of the per�od. Dur�ng that per�od Russ�an l�terature
was t�nged w�th the fa�th �n soc�al regenerat�on held by most of the
cultured �ntellectual classes. The Decembr�sts were the sp�r�tual
progen�tors of the Russ�an revolut�onary movement of our t�me. In
the wr�t�ngs of Pushk�n—h�mself a Decembr�st—Lermontoff, Gogol,
Turgen�ev, Dostoyevsky, and many others less well known, the
�nfluence of the Decembr�st movement �s clearly man�fested.

If we are to select a s�ngle f�gure as the founder of the modern soc�al
revolut�onary movement �n Russ�a, that t�tle can be appl�ed to
Alexander Herzen w�th greater f�tness than to any other. H�s
�nfluence upon the movement dur�ng many years was enormous.
Herzen was half-German, h�s mother be�ng German. He was born at
Moscow �n 1812, shortly before the French occupat�on of the c�ty. H�s
parents were very r�ch and he enjoyed the advantages of a splend�d
educat�on, as well as great luxury. At twenty-two years of age he was
ban�shed to a small town �n the Urals, where he spent s�x years,
return�ng to Moscow �n 1840. It �s noteworthy that the offense for
wh�ch he had been sent �nto ex�le was the s�ng�ng of songs �n pra�se
of the Decembr�st martyrs. Th�s occurred at a meet�ng of one of the
"Students' C�rcles" founded by Herzen for the d�ssem�nat�on of
revolut�onary Soc�al�st �deals among the students.

Upon h�s return to Moscow �n 1840 Herzen, together w�th Bakun�n
and other fr�ends, aga�n engaged �n revolut�onary propaganda and �n
1842 he was aga�n ex�led. In 1847, through the �nfluence of powerful
fr�ends, he rece�ved perm�ss�on to leave Russ�a for travel abroad. He
never aga�n saw h�s nat�ve land, all the rema�n�ng years of l�fe be�ng
spent �n ex�le. After a tour of Italy, Herzen arr�ved �n Par�s on the eve
of the Revolut�on of 1848, jo�n�ng there h�s fr�ends, Bakun�n and
Turgen�ev, and many other revolut�onary leaders. It was �mposs�ble
for h�m to part�c�pate act�vely �n the 1848 upr�s�ng, ow�ng to the
act�v�ty of the Par�s pol�ce, but he watched the Revolut�on w�th the
profoundest sympathy. And when �t fa�led and was followed by the
terr�ble react�on h�s d�stress was almost unbounded. For a br�ef
per�od he was the v�ct�m of the most appall�ng pess�m�sm, but after a



t�me h�s fa�th returned and he jo�ned w�th Proudhon �n �ssu�ng a
rad�cal revolut�onary paper, L'Am� du Peuple, of wh�ch, Kropotk�n
tells us �n h�s adm�rable study of Russ�an l�terature, "almost every
number was conf�scated by the pol�ce of Napoleon the Th�rd." The
paper had a very br�ef l�fe, and Herzen h�mself was soon expelled
from France, go�ng to Sw�tzerland, of wh�ch country he became a
c�t�zen.

In 1857 Herzen settled �n London, where he publ�shed for some
years a remarkable paper, called Kolokol (The Bell), �n wh�ch he
exposed the �n�qu�t�es and shortcom�ngs of Czar�sm and �nsp�red the
youth of Russ�a w�th h�s revolut�onary �deals. The paper had to be
smuggled �nto Russ�a, of course, and the manner �n wh�ch the
smuggl�ng was done �s one of the most absorb�ng stor�es �n all the
trag�c h�story of the vast land of the Czars. Herzen was a charm�ng
wr�ter and a keen th�nker, and �t �s �mposs�ble to exaggerate the
extent of h�s �nfluence. But when the freedom of the serfs, for wh�ch
he so v�gorously contended, was promulgated by Alexander II, and
other extens�ve reforms were granted, h�s �nfluence waned. He d�ed
�n 1870 �n Sw�tzerland.

II

Alexander II was not alone �n hop�ng that the Act of L�berat�on would
usher �n a new era of prosper�ty and tranqu�ll�ty for Russ�a. Many of
the most rad�cal of the Intell�gents�a, followers of Herzen, bel�eved
that Russ�a was dest�ned to outstr�p the older nat�ons of western
Europe �n �ts democracy and �ts culture. It was not long before
d�s�llus�onment came: the serfs were set free, but the manner �n
wh�ch the land quest�on had been dealt w�th made the�r freedom
almost a mockery. As a result there were numerous upr�s�ngs of
peasants—r�ots wh�ch the government suppressed �n the most
sangu�nary manner. From that t�me unt�l the present the land
quest�on has been the core of the Russ�an problem. Every
revolut�onary movement has been essent�ally concerned w�th g�v�ng
the land to the peasants.



W�th�n a few months after the l�berat�on of the serfs the revolut�onary
unrest was so w�de-spread that the government became alarmed
and �nst�tuted a pol�cy of v�gorous repress�on. Progress�ve papers,
wh�ch had sprung up as a result of the l�beral tendenc�es
character�z�ng the re�gn of Alexander II thus far, were suppressed
and many of the lead�ng wr�ters were �mpr�soned and ex�led. Among
those thus pun�shed was that br�ll�ant wr�ter, Tchernyshevsky, to
whom the Russ�an movement owes so much. H�s Contemporary
Rev�ew was, dur�ng the four cr�t�cal years 1858-62 the pr�nc�pal
forum for the d�scuss�on of the problems most v�tal to the l�fe of
Russ�a. In �t the greatest leaders of Russ�an thought d�scussed the
land quest�on, co-operat�on, commun�sm, popular educat�on, and
s�m�lar subjects. Th�s served a twofold purpose: �n the f�rst place, �t
brought to the study of the press�ng problems of the t�me the ablest
and best m�nds of the country; secondly, �t prov�ded these
Intellectuals w�th a bond of un�on and st�mulus to serve the poor and
the oppressed. That Alexander II had been �nfluenced to s�gn the
Emanc�pat�on Act by Tchernyshevsky and h�s fr�ends d�d not cause
the author�t�es to spare Tchernyshevsky when, �n 1863, he engaged
�n act�ve Soc�al�st propaganda. He was arrested and �mpr�soned �n a
fortress, where he wrote the novel wh�ch has so profoundly
�nfluenced two generat�ons of d�scontented and protest�ng Russ�ans
—What �s to Be Done? In form a novel of thr�ll�ng �nterest, th�s work
was really an elaborate treat�se upon Russ�an soc�al cond�t�ons. It
dealt w�th the vexed problems of marr�age and d�vorce, the land
quest�on, co-operat�ve product�on, and other s�m�lar matters, and the
solut�ons �t suggested for these problems became w�dely accepted
as the program of revolut�onary Russ�a. Few books �n any l�terature
have ever produced such a profound �mpress�on, or exerted as much
�nfluence upon the l�fe of a nat�on. In the follow�ng year, 1864,
Tchernyshevsky was ex�led to hard labor �n S�ber�a, rema�n�ng there
unt�l 1883, when he returned to Russ�a. He l�ved only s�x years
longer, dy�ng �n 1889.

The attempt made by a young student to assass�nate Alexander II,
on Apr�l 4, 1866, was se�zed upon by the Czar and h�s adv�sers as
an excuse for �nst�tut�ng a pol�cy of terr�ble react�on. The most



repress�ve measures were taken aga�nst the Intell�gents�a and all the
l�beral reforms wh�ch had been �ntroduced were pract�cally
destroyed. It was �mposs�ble to restore serfdom, of course, but the
cond�t�on of the peasants w�thout land was even worse than �f they
had rema�ned serfs. Excess�ve taxat�on, heavy redempt�on charges,
fam�ne, crop fa�lures, and other �lls drove the people to desperat�on.
Large numbers of students espoused the cause of the peasants and
a new popular l�terature appeared �n wh�ch the suffer�ngs of the
people were portrayed w�th fervor and pass�on. In 1868-69 there
were numerous demonstrat�ons and r�ots by way of protest aga�nst
the react�onary pol�cy of the government.

It was at th�s t�me that M�chael Bakun�n, from h�s ex�le �n Sw�tzerland,
consp�red w�th Necha�ev to br�ng about a great upr�s�ng of the
peasants, through the Soc�ety for the L�berat�on of the People.
Bakun�n adv�sed the students to leave the un�vers�t�es and to go
among the people to teach them and, at the same t�me, arouse them
to revolt. It was at th�s t�me, too, that N�cholas Tchaykovsky and h�s
fr�ends, the famous C�rcle of Tchaykovsky, began to d�str�bute among
students �n all parts of the Emp�re books deal�ng w�th the cond�t�on of
the peasants and propos�ng remed�es therefor. Th�s work greatly
�nfluenced the young Intell�gents�a, but the �mmed�ate results among
the peasants were not very encourag�ng. Even the return from
Sw�tzerland, by order of the government, of hundreds of students
who were d�sc�ples of Bakun�n and Peter Lavrov d�d not produce any
great success.

Very soon a new organ�zat�on appeared. The remnant of the C�rcle
Tchaykovsky, together w�th some followers of Bakun�n, formed a
soc�ety called the Land and Freedom Soc�ety. Th�s soc�ety, wh�ch
was dest�ned to exert a marked �nfluence upon revolut�onary Russ�a,
was the most amb�t�ous revolut�onary effort Russ�a had known. The
soc�ety had a const�tut�on and a carefully worked out program. It had
one spec�al group to carry on propaganda among students; another
to ag�tate among the peasants; and a th�rd to employ armed force
aga�nst the government and aga�nst those gu�lty of treachery toward
the soc�ety. The bas�s of the soc�ety was the conv�ct�on that Russ�a
needed an econom�c revolut�on; that only an econom�c revolut�on,



start�ng w�th the producers, could overthrow Czar�sm and establ�sh
the �deal state of soc�ety.

The members of th�s Land and Freedom Soc�ety d�v�ded the�r work
�nto four ma�n d�v�s�ons: (1) Ag�tat�on—pass�ve and act�ve. Pass�ve
ag�tat�on �ncluded str�kes, pet�t�ons for reforms, refusal to pay taxes,
and so on. Act�ve ag�tat�on meant r�ots and upr�s�ngs. (2)
Organ�zat�on—the format�on of a f�ght�ng force prepared to br�ng
about a general upr�s�ng. (3) Educat�on—the spread�ng of
revolut�onary knowledge and �deas, a cont�nuat�on of the work of the
Tchaykovsky C�rcle. (4) Secular�zat�on—the carry�ng on of
systemat�c work aga�nst the Orthodox Church through spec�al
channels. One of the early leaders of th�s soc�ety was George
Plechanov, who later founded the Russ�an Soc�al Democracy and
gave to the Russ�an revolut�onary movement �ts Marx�an character,
�nsp�r�ng such men as N�kola� Len�ne and Leon Trotzky, among many
others. The soc�ety d�d not atta�n any very great amount of success
�n �ts efforts to reach the peasants, and �t was that fact more than
any other wh�ch determ�ned Plechanov's future course.

III

When the fa�lure of the Land and Freedom methods became ev�dent,
and the government became more and more oppress�ve, desperate
�nd�v�duals and groups resorted to acts of terror�sm. It was thus that
Vera Zasul�ch attempted the assass�nat�on of the �nfamous Ch�ef of
Pol�ce Trepov. The movement to temper Czar�sm by assass�nat�on
systemat�cally pursued was beg�nn�ng. In 1879 the Land and
Freedom Soc�ety held a conference for the purpose of d�scuss�ng �ts
program. A major�ty favored resort�ng to terror�st�c tact�cs; Plechanov
and a few other well-known revolut�on�sts were opposed—favor�ng
the old methods. The soc�ety spl�t, the major�ty becom�ng known as
the W�ll of the People and adopt�ng a terror�st�c program. Th�s
organ�zat�on sentenced Czar Alexander II to death and several
unsuccessful attempts were made to carry out the sentence. The
leaders bel�eved that the assass�nat�on of the Czar would g�ve r�se to
a general revolut�on throughout the whole of Russ�a. In February,



1880, occurred the famous attempt to blow up the W�nter Palace.
For a t�me �t seemed that the Czar had learned the lesson the W�ll of
the People sought to teach h�m, and that he would �nst�tute far-
reach�ng reforms. Pursu�ng a pol�cy of vac�llat�on and fear, however,
Alexander II soon fell back �nto the old att�tude. On March 1, 1881, a
group of revolut�on�sts, among them Soph�a Perovskaya, made
another attempt upon h�s l�fe, succeed�ng, at f�rst, only �n damag�ng
the bottom of the Czar's carr�age and wound�ng a number of
Cossack sold�ers. "Thank God, I am untouched," sa�d the Czar, �n
response to the �nqu�ry of an off�cer of h�s guard. "It's too soon to
thank God!" cr�ed N.I. Gr�nev�tsky, hurl�ng a bomb at the Czar. W�th�n
a short t�me Alexander II and h�s assa�lant were both dead.

The assass�nat�on of Alexander II was a trag�c event for Russ�a. On
the very morn�ng of h�s death the �ll-fated monarch had approved a
plan for extens�ve reforms presented by the l�beral M�n�ster, Lor�s-
Mel�koff. It had been dec�ded to call a conference three days later
and to �nv�te a number of well-known publ�c men to co-operate �n
�ntroduc�ng the reforms. These reforms would not have been far-
reach�ng enough to sat�sfy the revolut�on�sts, but they would certa�nly
have �mproved the s�tuat�on and g�ven Russ�a a new hope. That
hope d�ed w�th Alexander II. H�s son, Alexander III, had always been
a pronounced react�onary and had adv�sed h�s father aga�nst mak�ng
any concess�ons to the ag�tators. It was not surpr�s�ng, therefore, that
he perm�tted h�mself to be adv�sed aga�nst the l�berals by the most
react�onary bureaucrats �n the Emp�re, and to adopt the most
oppress�ve pol�c�es.

The new Czar was greatly �nfluenced by h�s former tutor, the
react�onary bureaucrat Pob�edonostzev. At f�rst �t was bel�eved that
out of respect for h�s father's memory Alexander III would carry out
the program of reforms formulated by Lor�s-Mel�koff, as h�s father
had prom�sed to do. In a Man�festo �ssued on the 29th of Apr�l, 1881,
Alexander III prom�sed to do th�s, but �n the same document there
were passages wh�ch could only be �nterpreted as mean�ng that all
demands for const�tut�onal reform would be res�sted and Absolut�sm
upheld at all cost. Doubtless �t was due to the �nfluence of
Pob�edonostzev, Procurator of the Holy Synod, that Alexander III



soon abandoned all �ntent�on of carry�ng out h�s father's w�shes �n
the matter of reform and �nst�tuted such react�onary pol�c�es that the
peasants feared that serfdom was to be restored. A terr�ble
persecut�on of the Jews was begun, last�ng for several years. The
Poles, too, felt the oppress�ve hand of Pob�edonostzev. The latter
was mastered by the Slavoph�l ph�losophy that the revolut�onary
unrest �n Russ�a was traceable to the d�vers�ty of races, languages,
and rel�g�ons. He bel�eved that N�h�l�sm, Anarch�sm, and Soc�al�sm
flour�shed because the people were cosmopol�tan rather than
nat�onal�st�c �n exper�ence and feel�ng, and that peace and stab�l�ty
could come only from the pers�stent and v�gorous development of
the three pr�nc�ples of Nat�onal�ty, Orthodoxy, and Autocracy as the
bas�s of the state.

In th�s doctr�ne we have the whole explanat�on of the react�onary
pol�cy of Alexander III. In the Man�festo of Apr�l 29th was announced
the Czar's determ�nat�on to strengthen and uphold autocracy. That
was the foundat�on stone. To uphold orthodoxy was the next log�cal
necess�ty, for autocracy and orthodoxy were, �n Russ�a, closely
related. Hence the non-orthodox sects—such as the F�nn�sh
Protestants, German Lutherans, Pol�sh Roman Cathol�cs, the Jews,
and the Mohammedans—were �ncreas�ngly restr�cted �n the
observance of the�r rel�g�on. They m�ght not bu�ld new places of
worsh�p; the�r ch�ldren could not be educated �n the fa�th of the�r
parents. In many cases ch�ldren were taken away from the�r parents
�n order to be sent to schools where they would be �nculcated w�th
the orthodox fa�th. In a s�m�lar way, every attempt was made to
suppress the use of languages other than Russ�an.

Along w�th th�s attempt to force the whole populat�on �nto a s�ngle
mold went a determ�ned res�stance to l�beral�sm �n all �ts forms. All
th�s was accompan�ed by a degree of eff�c�ency �n the pol�ce serv�ce
qu�te unusual �n Russ�a, w�th the result that the terror�st�c tact�cs of
the W�ll of the People party were unava�l�ng, except �n the cases of a
few m�nor off�c�als. Plots to assass�nate the Czar were la�d, but they
were generally betrayed to the pol�ce. The most ser�ous of these
plots, �n March, 1887, led to the arrest of all the consp�rators.



In the mean t�me there had appeared the f�rst def�n�te Marx�an Soc�al
Democrat�c group �n Russ�a. Plechanov, Vera Zasul�ch, Leo Deutsch,
and other Russ�an revolut�on�sts �n Sw�tzerland formed the
organ�zat�on known as the Group for the Emanc�pat�on of Labor. Th�s
organ�zat�on was based upon the pr�nc�ples and tact�cs of Marx�an
Soc�al�sm and sought to create a purely proletar�an movement. As
we have seen, when revolut�onary terror�sm was at �ts he�ght
Plechanov and h�s d�sc�ples had procla�med �ts fut�l�ty and p�nned
the�r fa�th to the nascent class of �ndustr�al wage-workers. In the
early 'e�ght�es th�s class was so small �n Russ�a that �t seemed to
many of the best and clearest m�nds of the revolut�onary movement
qu�te hopeless to rely upon �t. Plechanov was der�ded as a mere
theor�st and closet ph�losopher, but he never wavered �n h�s
conv�ct�on that Soc�al�sm must come �n Russ�a as the natural
outcome of cap�tal�st development. By means of a number of
scholarly polem�cs aga�nst the pr�nc�ples and tact�cs of the W�ll of the
People party, Plechanov gathered to h�s s�de of the controversy a
group of very br�ll�ant and able d�sc�ples, and so la�d the bas�s for the
Soc�al Democrat�c Labor party. W�th the relat�vely rap�d expans�on of
cap�tal�sm, beg�nn�ng w�th the year 1888, and the �nev�table �ncrease
of the c�ty proletar�at, the Marx�an movement made great progress. A
strong labor-un�on movement and a strong pol�t�cal Soc�al�st
movement were thus developed s�de by s�de.

At the same t�me there was a rev�val of terror�sm, the one ava�lable
reply of the oppressed to brutal autocracy. Wh�le the Marx�an
movement made headway among the �ndustr�al workers, the older
terror�st�c movement made headway among the peasants. Var�ous
groups appeared �n d�fferent parts of the country. When Alexander III
d�ed, at the end of 1894, both movements had developed
cons�derable strength. Work�ng �n secret and subject to terr�ble
measures of repress�on, the�r leaders be�ng constantly �mpr�soned
and ex�led, these two w�ngs of the Russ�an revolut�onary movement
were gather�ng strength �n preparat�on for an upr�s�ng more
extens�ve and ser�ous than anyth�ng that had h�therto been
attempted.



Whenever a new Czar ascended the throne �n Russ�a �t was the
fash�on to hope for some measure of reform and for a degree of
l�beral�ty. Frequently, as �n the case of Alexander III, all such hopes
were speed�ly k�lled, but repeated exper�ences of the k�nd d�d not
prevent the b�rth of new hopes w�th the death of success�ve Czars.
When, therefore, Alexander III was succeeded by h�s son, N�cholas
II, l�beral Russ�a expectantly awa�ted the promulgat�on of
const�tut�onal reforms. In th�s they were doomed to d�sappo�ntment,
just as they had been on the occas�on of the access�on of the new
Czar's �mmed�ate predecessor. N�cholas II was ev�dently go�ng to be
qu�te as react�onary as h�s father was. Th�s was made man�fest �n a
number of ways. When a deputat�on from one of the zemstvos,
wh�ch congratulated h�m upon h�s ascens�on to the throne,
expressed the hope that he would l�sten to "the vo�ce of the people
and the express�on of �ts des�res," the reply of the new Czar was a
gr�m warn�ng of what was to come. N�cholas II told the zemstvos that
he �ntended to follow the example of h�s father and uphold the
pr�nc�ples of Absolut�sm, and that any thought of part�c�pat�on by the
zemstvos or other organ�zat�ons of the people �n state affa�rs was a
senseless dream. More s�gn�f�cant st�ll, perhaps, was the fact that the
hated Pob�edonostzev was reta�ned �n power.

The revolut�on�sts were roused as they had not been for a decade or
more. Some of the leaders bel�eved that the new re�gn of react�on
would prove to be the occas�on and the opportun�ty for br�ng�ng
about a un�on of all the revolut�onary forces, Anarch�sts and
Soc�al�sts al�ke, peasants and �ndustr�al workers. Th�s hope was
dest�ned to fa�l, but there was an unm�stakable revolut�onary
awaken�ng. In the latter part of January, 1895, an open letter to
N�cholas II was smuggled �nto the country from Sw�tzerland and
w�dely d�str�buted. It �nformed the Czar that the Soc�al�sts would f�ght
to the b�tter end the hateful order of th�ngs wh�ch he was respons�ble
for creat�ng, and menac�ngly sa�d, "It w�ll not be long before you f�nd
yourself entangled by �t."

IV



In one respect N�cholas II d�ffered from Alexander III—he was by
nature more humane and sent�mental. L�ke h�s father, he was
thoroughly dom�nated by Pob�edonostzev's theory that Russ�a, �n
order to be secure and stable, must be based upon Nat�onal�ty,
Orthodoxy, and Autocracy. He wanted to see Holy Russ�a
homogeneous and free from revolut�onary d�sturbances. But h�s
sens�t�ve nature shrank from the systemat�c persecut�on of the non-
orthodox sects and the Jews, and he qu�etly �nt�mated to the off�c�als
that he would not approve �ts cont�nuance. At the same t�me, he was
not w�ll�ng to face the �ssue squarely and openly announce a change
of pol�cy or restore rel�g�ous freedom. That would have meant the
overthrow of Pob�edonostzev and the Czar's emanc�pat�on from h�s
s�n�ster �nfluence, and for that N�cholas II lacked the necessary
courage and stam�na. Coward�ce and weakness of the w�ll
character�zed h�s re�gn from the very beg�nn�ng.

When the off�c�als, �n obed�ence to the�r ruler's w�shes, relaxed the
sever�ty wh�ch had marked the treatment of the Jews and the non-
orthodox Chr�st�an sects, the change was soon noted by the v�ct�ms
and once more there was a rev�val of hope. But the efforts of the
F�nns to secure a mod�f�cat�on of the Russ�f�cat�on pol�cy were qu�te
fru�tless. When a deputat�on was sent from F�nland to represent to
the Czar that the r�ghts and pr�v�leges solemnly reserved to them at
the t�me of the annexat�on were be�ng den�ed to the people of
F�nland, N�cholas II refused to grant the deputat�on an aud�ence.
Instead of gett�ng rel�ef, the people of F�nland soon found that the
oppress�on stead�ly �ncreased. It was ev�dent that F�nn�sh nat�onal�ty
was to be crushed out, �f poss�ble, �n the �nterest of Russ�an
homogene�ty.

It soon became apparent, moreover, that Pob�edonostzev was to
enjoy even more power than he had under Alexander III. In
proport�on as the character of N�cholas II was weaker than that of h�s
father, the power of the Procurator of the Holy Synod was greater.
And there was a superst�t�ous element �n the mental�ty of the new
Czar wh�ch Pob�edonostzev played upon w�th �nf�n�te cunn�ng. He
ruled the weak-w�lled Czar and f�lled the m�n�str�es w�th men who
shared h�s v�ews and upon whom he could rely. Notw�thstand�ng the



Czar's expressed w�shes, he soon found ways and means to add to
the persecut�ons of the Jews and the var�ous non-orthodox Chr�st�an
sects. In h�s determ�nat�on to hammer the var�ed rac�al groups �nto a
homogeneous nat�on, he adopted terr�ble measures and so roused
the hatred of the F�nns, Armen�ans, Georg�ans, and other subject
peoples, st�rr�ng among them pass�onate resentment and des�re for
revolut�onary act�on. It �s �mposs�ble to conce�ve of a pol�cy more
dangerous to the dynasty than was conce�ved and followed by th�s
fanat�cal Russoph�l. The Poles were persecuted and forced, �n sheer
despa�r, and by self-�nterest, �nto the revolut�onary movement.
Armen�ans were persecuted and the�r church lands and church funds
conf�scated; so they, too, were forced �nto the revolut�onary current.

Worse than all else was the cruel persecut�on of the Jews. Not only
were they compelled to l�ve w�th�n the Pale of Settlement, but th�s
was so reduced that abom�nable congest�on and poverty resulted.
Intolerable restr�ct�ons were placed upon the fac�l�t�es for educat�on
�n the secondary schools, the gymnas�a, and �n the un�vers�t�es. It
was hoped �n th�s way to destroy the �ntellectual leadersh�p of the
Jews. Pogroms were �nst�gated, st�rr�ng the c�v�l�zed world to protest
at the horr�ble outrages. The M�n�ster of the Inter�or, Von Plehve,
procla�med h�s �ntent�on to "drown the Revolut�on �n Jew�sh blood,"
wh�le Pob�edonostzev's amb�t�on was "to force one-th�rd of the Jews
to convers�on, another th�rd to em�grate"—to escape persecut�on.
The other th�rd he expected to d�e of hunger and m�sery. When Leo
Tolstoy challenged these �nfam�es, and called upon the c�v�l�zed
world on behalf of the v�ct�ms, the Holy Synod denounced Tolstoy
and h�s followers as a sect "espec�ally dangerous for the Orthodox
Church and the state." Later, �n 1900, the Holy Synod
excommun�cated Tolstoy from the Orthodox Church.

The fatal log�c of fanat�cal fury led to attacks upon the zemstvos.
These local organ�zat�ons had been �nst�tuted �n 1864, by Alexander
II, �n the l�beral years of h�s re�gn. Elected ma�nly by the landlords
and the peasants, they were a v�tal part of the l�fe of the nat�on.
Possess�ng no pol�t�cal powers or funct�ons, hav�ng noth�ng to do
w�th leg�slat�on, they were �mportant agenc�es of local government.
The representat�ves of each county const�tuted a county-zemstvo



and the representat�ves elected by all the county-zemstvos �n a
prov�nce const�tuted a prov�nce-zemstvo. Both types concerned
themselves w�th much the same range of act�v�t�es. They bu�lt roads
and telegraph stat�ons; they ma�nta�ned model farms and agr�cultural
exper�ment stat�ons s�m�lar to those ma�nta�ned by our state
governments. They ma�nta�ned schools, bookstores, and l�brar�es:
co-operat�ve stores; hosp�tals and banks. They prov�ded the
peasants w�th cheap cred�t, good seeds, fert�l�zers, agr�cultural
�mplements, and so forth. In many cases they prov�ded for free
med�cal a�d to the peasants. In some �nstances they publ�shed
newspapers and magaz�nes.

It must be remembered that the zemstvos were the only
representat�ve publ�c bod�es elected by any large part of the people.
Wh�le the suffrage was qu�te undemocrat�c, be�ng so arranged that
the landlords were assured a major�ty over the peasants at all t�mes,
nevertheless they d�d perform a great democrat�c serv�ce. But for
them, l�fe would have been well-n�gh �mposs�ble for the peasant. In
add�t�on to the serv�ces already enumerated, these c�v�c bod�es were
the rel�ef agenc�es of the Emp�re, and when crop fa�lures brought
fam�ne to the peasants �t was always the zemstvos wh�ch undertook
the work of rel�ef. Hampered at every po�nt, den�ed the r�ght to
control the schools they created and ma�nta�ned, �nh�b�ted by law
from d�scuss�ng pol�t�cal quest�ons, the zemstvos, nevertheless,
became the natural channels for the spread�ng of d�scontent and
oppos�t�on to the rég�me through pr�vate commun�cat�on and
d�scuss�on.

To bureaucrats of the type of Pob�edonostzev and Von Plehve, w�th
the�r fanat�cal bel�ef �n autocracy, these organ�zat�ons of the people
were so many plague spots. Not dar�ng to suppress them altogether,
they determ�ned to restr�ct them at every opportun�ty. Some of the
zemstvos were suspended and d�sbanded for certa�n per�ods of t�me.
Ind�v�dual members were ex�led for utterances wh�ch Von Plehve
regarded as dangerous. The power of the zemstvos themselves was
lessened by tak�ng from them such �mportant funct�ons as the
prov�s�on�ng of fam�ne-str�cken d�str�cts and by l�m�t�ng �n the most
arb�trary manner the amount of the budget perm�tted to each



zemstvo. S�nce every dec�s�on of the zemstvos was subject to veto
by the governors of the respect�ve prov�nces, the government had at
all t�mes a form�dable weapon at hand to use �n �ts f�ght aga�nst the
zemstvos. Th�s weapon Von Plehve used w�th great effect; the most
reasonable act�ons of the zemstvos were vetoed for no other reason
than hatred of any sort of representat�ve government.

V

The result of all th�s was to dr�ve the zemstvos toward the
revolut�onary movements of the peasants and the c�ty workers. That
the zemstvos were not naturally �ncl�ned to rad�cal�sm and revolut�on
needs no demonstrat�on. Econom�c �nterest, trad�t�on, and
env�ronment all consp�red to keep these popular bod�es
conservat�ve. Landowners were always �n the major�ty and �n general
the zemstvos reflected the �deas and �deals of the enl�ghtened
wealthy and cult�vated classes. The peasant representat�ves �n the
zemstvos were generally peasants of the most successful and
prosperous type, hat�ng the revolut�on�sts and all the�r works. By
means of a pol�cy �ncred�bly �nsane these conservat�vely �ncl�ned
elements of the populat�on were goaded to revolt. The newspapers
and magaz�nes of the zemstvos became more and more cr�t�cal of
the government, more and more outspoken �n denunc�at�on of
ex�st�ng cond�t�ons. Presently, the leaders of the zemstvos followed
the example of the revolut�on�sts and held a secret convent�on at
wh�ch a program for common act�on was agreed upon. Thus they
were resort�ng to �llegal methods, exactly as the Soc�al�sts had done.
F�nally, many of the l�beral zemstvo leaders formed themselves �nto
a pol�t�cal party—the Un�on of L�berat�on—w�th a spec�al organ of �ts
own, called Emanc�pat�on. Th�s organ, ed�ted by the br�ll�ant and
courageous Peter Struve, was publ�shed �n Stuttgart, Germany, and,
s�nce �ts c�rculat�on �n Russ�a was forb�dden, �t had to be smuggled
�nto the country and secretly c�rculated, just as the revolut�onary
Soc�al�st journals were. Thus another bond was establ�shed between
two very d�fferent movements.



As was �nev�table, revolut�onary terror�sm enormously �ncreased. In
the c�t�es the work�ng-men were drawn ma�nly �nto the Soc�al
Democrat�c Work�ng-men's party, founded by Plechanov and others
�n 1898, but the peasants, �n so far as they were aroused at all,
rall�ed around the standard of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts,
successors to the W�ll of the People party. Th�s party was pecul�arly
a party of the peasants, just as the party of Plechanov was pecul�arly
a party of �ndustr�al workers. It emphas�zed the land quest�on above
all else. It naturally scorned the v�ew, largely held by the Marx�sts �n
the other party, that Russ�a must wa�t unt�l her �ndustr�al
development was perfected before attempt�ng to real�ze Soc�al�sm. It
scorned the slow, legal�st�c methods and resolutely answered the
terror�sm of Czar�sm by a terror�sm of the people. It ma�nta�ned a
spec�al department for carry�ng on th�s gr�m work. Its Central
Comm�ttee passed sentences of death upon certa�n off�c�als, and �ts
decrees were carr�ed out by the members of �ts F�ght�ng
Organ�zat�on. To th�s organ�zat�on w�th�n the party belonged many of
the ablest and most consecrated men and women �n Russ�a.

A few �llustrat�ons w�ll suff�ce to make clear the nature of th�s
terror�st�c retal�at�on: In March, 1902, Syp�ag�n, the M�n�ster of the
Inter�or, was shot down as he entered h�s off�ce by a member of the
F�ght�ng Organ�zat�on, Stephen Balmashev, who was d�sgu�sed as
an off�cer. Syp�ag�n had been duly sentenced to death by the Central
Comm�ttee. He had been respons�ble for upward of s�xty thousand
pol�t�cal arrests and for the suffer�ng of many ex�les. Balmashev went
to h�s death w�th hero�c fort�tude. In May, 1903, Gregory Gershun�
and two assoc�ates executed the react�onary Governor of Ufa. Early
�n June, 1904, Bor�kov, Governor-General of F�nland, was
assass�nated by a revolut�on�st. A month later, July 15th, the
�nfamous Von Plehve, who had been judged by the Central
Comm�ttee and held respons�ble for the K�sh�nev pogrom, was k�lled
by a bomb thrown under the wheels of h�s carr�age by Sazanov, a
member of the F�ght�ng Force. The death of th�s cruel tyrant thr�lled
the world. In February, 1905, Ivan Kal�a�ev executed the death
sentence wh�ch had been passed upon the ruthless Governor-
General of Moscow, the Grand-Duke Serghe� Alexandrov�ch.



There was war �n Russ�a—war between two systems of organ�zed
terror�sm. Somet�mes the Czar and h�s M�n�sters weakened and
prom�sed concess�ons, but always there was speedy react�on and,
usually, an �ncreased v�gor of oppress�on. The assass�nat�on of Von
Plehve, however, for the f�rst t�me really weakened the government.
Czar�sm was, �n fact, already toppl�ng. The new M�n�ster of the
Inter�or, Von Plehve's successor, Pr�nce Svyatpolk-M�rsk�, sought to
meet the s�tuat�on by a pol�cy of comprom�se. Wh�le he ma�nta�ned
Von Plehve's methods of suppress�ng the rad�cal organ�zat�ons and
the�r press, and us�ng provocat�ve agents to entrap revolut�onary
leaders, he granted a certa�n degree of freedom to the moderate
press and adopted a relat�vely l�beral att�tude toward the zemstvos.
By th�s means he hoped to avert the �mpend�ng revolut�on.

Tak�ng advantage of the new cond�t�ons, the leaders of the zemstvos
organ�zed a nat�onal convent�on. Th�s the government forbade, but �t
had lost much of �ts power and the leaders of the movement �gnored
the order and proceeded to hold the convent�on. At th�s convent�on,
held at St. Petersburg, November 6, 1904, attended by many of the
ablest lawyers, doctors, professors, sc�ent�sts, and publ�c�sts �n
Russ�a, a resolut�on was adopted demand�ng that the government at
once call representat�ves of the people together for the purpose of
sett�ng up a const�tut�onal government �n Russ�a. It was a
revolut�onary act, a challenge to the autocracy, wh�ch the latter dared
not accept. On the contrary, �n December the Czar �ssued an
amb�guous ukase �n wh�ch a number of concess�ons and reforms
were prom�sed, but carefully avo�d�ng the fundamental �ssues at
stake.

VI

Meanwh�le the war w�th Japan, unpopular from the f�rst, had proved
to be an unbroken ser�es of m�l�tary defeats and d�sasters for Russ�a.
From the open�ng of the war �n February to the end of the year the
press had been perm�tted to publ�sh very l�ttle real news concern�ng
�t, but �t was not poss�ble to h�de for long the b�tter truth. Taxes
mounted h�gher and h�gher, pr�ces rose, and there was �ntense



suffer�ng, wh�le the loss of l�fe was enormous. News of the utter
fa�lure and �ncompetence of the army and the navy seeped through.
Here was Russ�a w�th a populat�on three t�mes as large as that of
Japan, and w�th an annual budget of two b�ll�ons as aga�nst Japan's
paltry s�xty m�ll�ons, defeated at every turn. What d�d th�s fa�lure
s�gn�fy? In the f�rst place, �t s�gn�f�ed the weakness and utter
�ncompetence of the rég�me. It meant that �mper�al�st expans�on, w�th
a correspond�ng strengthen�ng of the old rég�me, was out of the
quest�on. Most �ntell�gent Russ�ans, w�th no lack of real patr�ot�sm,
rejo�ced at the success�on of defeats because �t proved to the
masses the unf�tness of the bureaucracy.

It s�gn�f�ed someth�ng else, also. There were many who remembered
the scandals of the Turk�sh War, �n 1877, when Bessarab�a was
recovered. At that t�me there was a perfect r�ot of graft, corrupt�on,
and treachery, much of wh�ch came under the observat�on of the
zemstvos of the border. H�gh m�l�tary off�c�als traff�cked �n mun�t�ons
and food-suppl�es. Food �ntended for the army was stolen and sold—
somet�mes, �t was sa�d, to the enemy. Mater�als were pa�d for, but
never del�vered to the army at all. The army was demoral�zed and
the Turks repulsed the Russ�ans aga�n and aga�n. Now s�m�lar
stor�es began to be c�rculated. Return�ng v�ct�ms told stor�es of brutal
treatment of the troops by off�cers; of wounded and dy�ng men
neglected; of lack of hosp�tal care and med�cal attent�on. They told
worse stor�es, too, of open treachery by m�l�tary off�c�als and others;
of army suppl�es stolen; of shells ordered wh�ch would f�t no guns the
Russ�an army ever had, and so on. It was suggested, and w�dely
bel�eved, that Germany had conn�ved at the systemat�c corrupt�on of
the Russ�an bureaucracy and the Russ�an army, to serve �ts own
�mper�al�st�c and econom�c ends.

Such was the state of Russ�a at the end of the year 1904. Then
came the trag�c events of January, 1905, wh�ch marked the open�ng
of the Revolut�on. In order to counteract the ag�tat�on of the Soc�al
Democrats among the c�ty workers, and the format�on by them of
trades-un�ons, the government had caused to be formed "legal"
un�ons—that �s, organ�zat�ons of workmen approved by the
government. In order to g�ve these organ�zat�ons some semblance to



real labor-un�ons, and thereby the better to dece�ve the workers,
str�kes were actually �nsp�red by agents of the government from t�me
to t�me. On more than one occas�on str�kes thus �nst�gated by the
government spread beyond control and caused great alarm. The
Czar and h�s agents were play�ng w�th f�re.

Among such un�ons was the Gather�ng of Industr�al Work�ng-men of
St. Petersburg, wh�ch had for �ts program such �nnocent and non-
revolut�onary objects as "sober and reasonable past�mes, a�med at
phys�cal, �ntellectual, and moral �mprovement; strengthen�ng of
Russ�an nat�onal �deas; development of sens�ble v�ews concern�ng
the r�ghts and dut�es of work�ng-men and �mprovement of labor
cond�t�ons and mutual ass�stance." It was founded by Father Gapon,
who was opposed to the revolut�onary movement, and was regarded
by the Soc�al�sts as a Czar�st tool.

On January 3d—Russ�an calendar—several thousand men
belong�ng to the Gather�ng of Industr�al Work�n-gmen of St.
Petersburg went out on str�ke. By the 6th the str�ke had assumed the
d�mens�ons of a general str�ke. It was est�mated that on the latter
date fully one hundred and forty thousand men were out on str�ke,
pract�cally paralyz�ng the �ndustr�al l�fe of the c�ty. At meet�ngs of the
str�kers speeches were made wh�ch had as much to do w�th the
pol�t�cal demands for const�tut�onal government as w�th the or�g�nal
gr�evances of the str�kers. The str�ke was fast becom�ng a revolut�on.
On the 9th Father Gapon led the hosts to the W�nter Palace, to
present a pet�t�on to the Czar ask�ng for reforms. The text of the
pet�t�on was w�dely c�rculated beforehand. It begged the Czar to
order �mmed�ately "that representat�ves of all the Russ�an land, of all
classes and groups, convene." It outl�ned a moderate program wh�ch
had the support of almost the ent�re nat�on w�th the except�on of the
bureaucracy:



Let every one be equal and free �n the r�ght of elect�on; order to th�s
end that elect�on for the Const�tuent Assembly be based on general,
equal, d�rect, and secret suffrage. Th�s �s our ma�n request; �n �t and
upon �t everyth�ng �s founded; th�s �s the only o�ntment for our pa�nful
wounds; and �n the absence of th�s our blood w�ll cont�nue to flow
constantly, carry�ng us sw�ftly toward death.

But th�s measure alone cannot remedy all our wounds. Many others
are necessary, and we tell them to you, S�re, d�rectly and openly, as
to our Father. We need:

I. Measures to counteract the �gnorance and legal oppress�on of the
Russ�an people:

(1) Personal freedom and �nv�olab�l�ty, freedom of speech and the
press, freedom of assemblage, freedom �n rel�g�ous affa�rs;

(2) General and compulsory publ�c educat�on at the expense of the
state;

(3) Respons�b�l�ty of the M�n�sters to the people, and guarant�es of
lawfulness �n adm�n�strat�on;

(4) Equal�ty before the law for all w�thout exempt�on;

(5) Immed�ate rehab�l�tat�on of those pun�shed for the�r conv�ct�ons.

(6) Separat�on of the Church from the state.

II. Measures aga�nst the poverty of the people:

(1) Abol�t�on of �nd�rect taxes and �ntroduct�on of d�rect �ncome taxes
on a progress�ve scale;

(2) Abol�t�on of the redempt�on payments, cheap cred�t, and gradual
transferr�ng of the land to the people;

(3) The orders for the naval and m�l�tary M�n�sters should be f�lled �n
Russ�a and not abroad;

(4) The cessat�on of the war by the w�ll of the people.



III. Measures aga�nst oppress�on of labor by cap�tal:

(1) Protect�on of labor by leg�slat�on;

(2) Freedom of consumers' and producers' leagues and trades-
un�ons;

(3) An e�ght-hour workday and a regulat�on of overt�me;

(4) Freedom of struggle aga�nst cap�tal (freedom of labor str�kes);

(5) Part�c�pat�on of labor representat�ves �n the fram�ng of a b�ll
concern�ng state �nsurance of work�ng-men;

(6) Normal wages.

Those are, S�re, the pr�nc�pal wants w�th wh�ch we have come to
you. Let your decree be known, swear that you w�ll sat�sfy them, and
you w�ll make Russ�a happy and glor�ous, and your name w�ll be
branded �n our hearts and �n the hearts of our poster�ty for ever and
ever. If, however, you w�ll not reply to our prayer, we shall d�e here,
on the place before your palace. We have no other refuge and no
other means. We have two roads before us, one to freedom and
happ�ness, the other to the grave. Tell us, S�re, wh�ch, and we w�ll
follow obed�ently, and �f �t be the road of death, let our l�ves be a
sacr�f�ce for suffer�ng-wear�ed Russ�a. We do not regret the sacr�f�ce;
we br�ng �t w�ll�ngly.

Led on by the strange, hypnot�c power of the myst�cal Father Gapon,
who was clad �n the robes of h�s off�ce, tens of thousands of work�ng-
people marched that day to the W�nter Palace, conf�dent that the
Czar would see them, rece�ve the�r pet�t�ons, and harken to the�r
prayers. It was not a revolut�onary demonstrat�on �n the accepted
sense of that term; the marchers d�d not carry red flags nor s�ng
Soc�al�st songs of revolt. Instead, they bore p�ctures of the Czar and
other members of the royal fam�ly and sang "God Save the Czar"
and other well-known rel�g�ous hymns. No attempt was made to
prevent the process�on from reach�ng the square �n front of the
W�nter Palace. Suddenly, w�thout a word of warn�ng, troops
appeared from the courtyards, where they were h�dden, and f�red



�nto the crowded mass of human be�ngs, k�ll�ng more than f�ve
hundred and wound�ng nearly three thousand. All who were able to
do so turned and fled, among them Father Gapon.

Bloody Sunday, as the day �s known �n Russ�an annals, �s generally
regarded as the beg�nn�ng of the F�rst Revolut�on. Immed�ately
people began to talk of armed res�stance. On the even�ng of the day
of the tragedy there was a meet�ng of more than seven hundred
Intellectuals at wh�ch the means for carry�ng on revolut�on was the
top�c d�scussed. Th�s was the f�rst of many s�m�lar gather�ngs wh�ch
took place all over Russ�a. Soon the Intellectuals began to organ�ze
un�ons, ostens�bly for the protect�on of the�r profess�onal �nterests,
but �n real�ty for pol�t�cal purposes. There were un�ons of doctors,
wr�ters, lawyers, eng�neers, professors, ed�tors, and so on. Qu�etly,
and almost w�thout des�gn, there was be�ng effected another and
more �mportant un�on, namely, the un�on of all classes aga�nst
autocracy and despot�sm.

The Czar gave from h�s pr�vate purse f�fty thousand rubles for the
rel�ef of the fam�l�es of the v�ct�ms of Bloody Sunday. On the 19th of
January he rece�ved a deputat�on of carefully selected "loyal"
work�ng-men and del�vered to them a character�st�c hom�ly, wh�ch
�nfur�ated the masses by �ts stup�d pervers�on of the facts connected
w�th the wanton massacre of Bloody Sunday. Then, at the end of the
month, he procla�med the appo�ntment of a comm�ss�on to
"�nvest�gate the causes of labor unrest �n St. Petersburg and �ts
suburbs and to f�nd means of avo�d�ng them �n the future." Th�s
comm�ss�on was to cons�st of representat�ves of cap�tal and labor.
The work�ng-men thereupon made the follow�ng demands:

(1) That labor be g�ven an equal number of members �n the
comm�ss�on w�th cap�tal;

(2) That the work�ng-men be perm�tted to freely elect the�r own
representat�ves;

(3) That the sess�ons of the comm�ss�on be open to the publ�c;



(4) That there be complete freedom of speech for the
representat�ves of labor �n the comm�ss�on;

(5) That all the work�ng-people arrested on January 9th be released.

These demands of the work�ng-men's organ�zat�ons were rejected by
the government, whereupon the workers agreed to boycott the
comm�ss�on and refuse to have anyth�ng to do w�th �t. At last �t
became ev�dent to the government that, �n the c�rcumstances, the
comm�ss�on could not accompl�sh any good, and �t was therefore
abandoned. The Czar and h�s adv�sers were desperate and
vac�llat�ng. One day they would adopt a conc�l�atory att�tude toward
the workers, and the next day follow �t up w�th fresh measures of
repress�on and pun�shment.

L�ttle heed�ng the stup�d charge by the Holy Synod that the
revolut�onary leaders were �n the pay of the Japanese, the workers
went on organ�z�ng and str�k�ng. All over Russ�a there were str�kes,
the movement had spread far beyond the bounds of St. Petersburg.
General str�kes took place �n many of the large c�t�es, such as R�ga,
V�lna, L�bau, Warsaw, Lodz, Batum, M�nsk, T�fl�s, and many others.
Confl�cts between str�kers and sold�ers and pol�ce were common.
Russ�a was aflame w�th revolut�on. The movement spread to the
peasants �n a most surpr�s�ng manner. Numerous extens�ve and
ser�ous revolts of peasants occurred �n d�fferent parts of Russ�a, the
peasants loot�ng the mans�ons of the landowners, and �ndulg�ng �n
savage outbreaks of r�ot�ng.

Wh�le th�s was go�ng on the army was be�ng completely demoral�zed.
The terr�ble defeat of the Russ�an forces by the Japanese—the foe
that had been so l�ghtly regarded—at Mukden was a crush�ng blow
wh�ch greatly �mpa�red the morale of the troops, both those at home
and those at the front. D�saster followed upon d�saster. May saw the
destruct�on of the great Russ�an fleet. In June rebell�on broke out �n
the navy, and the crew of the battle-sh�p Potyamk�n, wh�ch was on
the Black Sea, mut�n�ed and ho�sted the red flag. After mak�ng
pr�soners of the�r off�cers, the sa�lors hastened to lend armed



ass�stance to str�k�ng work�ng-men at Odessa who were �n confl�ct
w�th sold�ers and pol�ce.

VII

It was a t�me of turbulent unrest and apparent utter confus�on. It was
not easy to d�scern the underly�ng s�gn�f�cance and purpose of some
of the most �mportant events. On every hand there were str�kes and
upr�s�ngs, many of them w�thout any sort of leadersh�p or plan.
Str�kes wh�ch began over quest�ons of wages and hours became
pol�t�cal demonstrat�ons �n favor of a Const�tuent Assembly. On the
other hand, pol�t�cal demonstrat�ons became transformed, w�thout
any consc�ous effort on the part of anybody, �nto str�kes for
�mmed�ate econom�c betterment. There was an �ntense class confl�ct
go�ng on �n Russ�a, as the large number of str�kes for �ncreased
wages and shorter hours proved, yet the larger pol�t�cal struggle
dwarfed and obscured the class struggle. For the awakened
proletar�at of the c�t�es the struggle �n wh�ch they were engaged was
econom�c as well as pol�t�cal. They w�sely regarded the pol�t�cal
struggle as part of the class struggle, as Plechanov and h�s fr�ends
declared �t to be. Yet the fact rema�ned that the cap�tal�st class
aga�nst wh�ch the proletar�at was f�ght�ng on the econom�c f�eld was,
for the most part, f�ght�ng aga�nst autocracy, for the overthrow of
Czar�sm and the establ�shment of pol�t�cal democracy, as earnestly, �f
less v�olently, than the proletar�at was. The reason for th�s was the
recogn�t�on by the lead�ng cap�tal�sts of Russ�a of the fact that
�ndustr�al progress was retarded by the old rég�me, and that cap�tal�st
development requ�res popular educat�on, a relat�vely h�gh standard
of l�v�ng, pol�t�cal freedom, and stab�l�ty and order �n government. It
was perfectly natural, therefore, for the great assoc�at�ons of
manufacturers and merchants to un�te �n urg�ng the government to
grant extens�ve pol�t�cal reforms so long as the class confl�ct was
merely �nc�dental.

What had begun ma�nly as a class war had become the war of all
classes aga�nst autocracy. Of course, �n such a merg�ng of classes
there necessar�ly appeared many shad�ngs and degrees of �nterest.



Not all the soc�al groups and classes were as rad�cal �n the�r
demands as the organ�zed peasants and c�ty workers, who were the
soul of the revolut�onary movement. There were, broadly speak�ng,
two great d�v�s�ons of soc�al l�fe w�th wh�ch the Revolut�on was
concerned—the pol�t�cal and the econom�c. W�th regard to the f�rst
there was pract�cal unan�m�ty; he would be a bl�nd slave to
theoret�cal formulæ who sought to ma�nta�n the thes�s that class
�nterests d�v�ded masses and classes here. All classes, w�th the
except�on of the bureaucracy, wanted the abol�t�on of Czar�sm and
Absolut�sm and the establ�shment of a const�tut�onal government,
elected by the people on a bas�s of un�versal suffrage, and d�rectly
respons�ble to the electorate.

Upon the econom�c �ssue there was less agreement, though all
part�es and classes recogn�zed the need of extens�ve change. It was
un�versally recogn�zed that some solut�on of the land quest�on must
be found. There can never be soc�al peace or pol�t�cal stab�l�ty �n
Russ�a unt�l that problem �s settled. Now, �t was easy for the Soc�al�st
groups, on the one hand, and the moderate groups, upon the other,
to un�te �n demand�ng that the large estates be d�v�ded among the
peasants. But wh�le the Soc�al�st groups—those of the peasants as
well as those of c�ty workers—demanded that the land be taken
w�thout compensat�on, the bourgeo�s elements, espec�ally the
leaders of the zemstvos, �ns�sted that the state should pay
compensat�on for the land taken. Judgment upon th�s v�tal quest�on
has long been emb�ttered by the exper�ence of the peasants w�th the
"redempt�on payments" wh�ch were establ�shed when serfdom was
abol�shed. Dur�ng the per�od of greatest �ntens�ty, the summer of
1905, a federat�on of the var�ous revolut�onary peasants'
organ�zat�ons was formed and based �ts pol�cy upon the m�ddle
ground of favor�ng the payment of compensat�on �n some cases.

All through th�s try�ng per�od the Czar and h�s adv�sers were
tempor�z�ng and attempt�ng to obta�n peace by means of petty
concess�ons. A greater degree of rel�g�ous l�berty was granted, and a
new representat�ve body, the Imper�al Duma, was prov�ded for. Th�s
body was not to be a parl�ament �n any real sense, but a debat�ng
soc�ety. It could d�scuss proposed leg�slat�on, but �t had no powers to



enact leg�slat�on of any k�nd. Absolut�sm was dy�ng hard, cl�ng�ng to
�ts powers w�th remarkable tenac�ty. Of course, the concess�ons d�d
not sat�sfy the revolut�on�sts, not even the most moderate sect�ons,
and the net result was to �ntens�fy rather than to d�m�n�sh the flame.

On the 2d of August—10th, accord�ng to the old Russ�an calendar—
the war w�th Japan came to an end w�th the s�gn�ng of the Treaty of
Portsmouth. Russ�a had exper�enced hum�l�at�ng and d�sastrous
defeat at the hands of a nat�on far �nfer�or �n populat�on and wealth,
but �nf�n�tely super�or �n m�l�tary capac�ty and morale. The news of
the cond�t�ons of peace �ntens�f�ed the ardor and determ�nat�on of the
revolt�ng Russ�an people and, on the other hand, added to the
already great weakness of the government. September w�tnessed a
great rev�val of revolut�onary ag�tat�on, and by the end of the month a
fresh ep�dem�c of str�kes had broken out �n var�ous parts of the
country. By the m�ddle of October the whole l�fe of Russ�a, c�v�l,
�ndustr�al, and commerc�al, was a chaos. In some of the c�t�es the
greater part of the populat�on had placed themselves �n a state of
s�ege, under revolut�onary leadersh�p.

On the 17th of October—Russ�an style—the Czar �ssued the famous
Man�festo wh�ch acknowledged the v�ctory of the people and the
death of Absolut�sm. After the usual amount of p�et�st�c verb�age by
way of �ntroduct�on the Man�festo sa�d:

We make �t the duty of the government to execute our f�rm w�ll:

(1) To grant the people the unshakable foundat�ons of c�v�c freedom
on the bas�s of real personal �nv�olab�l�ty, freedom of consc�ence, of
speech, of assemblage of un�ons.

(2) To adm�t now to part�c�pat�on �n the Imper�al Duma, w�thout
stopp�ng the pend�ng elect�ons and �n so far as �t �s feas�ble �n the
short t�me rema�n�ng before the conven�ng of the Duma, all the
classes of the populat�on, leav�ng the farther development of the
pr�nc�ple of un�versal suffrage to the new leg�slat�ve order.

(3) To establ�sh as an unshakable rule that no law can become
b�nd�ng w�thout the consent of the Imper�al Duma, and that the



representat�ves of the people must be guaranteed a real part�c�pat�on
�n the control over the lawfulness of the author�t�es appo�nted by us.

We call upon all fa�thful sons of Russ�a to remember the�r duty to
the�r fatherland, to a�d �n putt�ng an end to the unprecedented
d�sturbances, and to exert w�th us all the�r power to restore qu�et and
peace �n our nat�ve land.

VIII

The Czar's Man�festo rang through the c�v�l�zed world. In all lands �t
was ha�led as the end of despot�sm and the tr�umph of democracy
and freedom. The joy of the Russ�an people was unbounded. At last,
after fourscore years of hero�c struggle and sacr�f�ce by countless
heroes, named and nameless, the goal of freedom was atta�ned.
Men, women, and ch�ldren sang �n the streets to express the�r joy.
Red flags were d�splayed everywhere and solemnly saluted by the
off�cers and men of the Czar's army. But the rejo�c�ng was
premature, as the events of a few hours clearly proved. W�th that
fatal vac�llat�on wh�ch character�zed h�s whole l�fe, N�cholas II had no
sooner �ssued h�s Man�festo than he surrendered once more to the
ev�l forces by wh�ch he was surrounded and harked back to the old
ways. The day follow�ng the �ssuance of the Man�festo, wh�le the
people were st�ll rejo�c�ng, there began a ser�es of terr�ble pogroms.
The cry went forth, "K�ll the Intellectuals and the Jews!"

There had been organ�zed �n support of the government, and by �ts
agents, bod�es of so-called "patr�ots." These were, �n the ma�n,
recru�ted from the underworld, a very large number of them be�ng
cr�m�nals who were released from the pr�son for the purpose.
Off�c�ally known as the Assoc�at�on of the Russ�an People and the
Assoc�at�on to Combat the Revolut�on, these organ�zat�ons were
popularly n�cknamed the Black Hundreds. Most of the members
were pa�d d�rectly by the government for the�r serv�ces, wh�le others
were rewarded w�th petty off�c�al pos�t�ons. The Czar h�mself
accepted membersh�p �n these �nfamous organ�zat�ons of h�red
assass�ns. W�th�n three weeks after the �ssuance of the Man�festo



more than a hundred organ�zed pogroms took place, the number of
k�lled amount�ng to nearly four thousand; the wounded to more than
ten thousand, accord�ng to the most competent author�t�es. In
Odessa alone more than one thousand persons were k�lled and
many thousands wounded �n a four-days' massacre. In all the bloody
pages of the h�story of the Romanovs there �s noth�ng comparable to
the fr�ghtful terror of th�s per�od.

Naturally, th�s brutal vengeance and the decept�on wh�ch N�cholas II
and h�s adv�sers had pract�sed upon the people had the �mmed�ate
effect of �ncreas�ng the relat�ve strength and prest�ge of the Soc�al�sts
�n the revolut�onary movement as aga�nst the less rad�cal elements.
To meet such brutal�ty and force only the most extreme measures
were deemed adequate. The Counc�l of Workmen's Deput�es, wh�ch
had been organ�zed by the proletar�at of St. Petersburg a few days
before the Czar �ssued h�s Man�festo, now became a great power,
the central gu�d�ng power of the Revolut�on. S�m�lar bod�es were
organ�zed �n other great c�t�es. The example set by the c�ty workers
was followed by the peasants �n many places and Counc�ls of
Peasants' Deput�es were organ�zed. In a few cases large numbers of
sold�ers, mak�ng common cause w�th these bod�es represent�ng the
work�ng class, formed Counc�ls of Sold�ers' Deput�es. Here, then,
was a new phenomenon; betrayed by the state, weary of the
struggle to democrat�ze and l�beral�ze the pol�t�cal state, the workers
had establ�shed a sort of revolut�onary self-government of a new
k�nd, ent�rely �ndependent of the state. We shall never comprehend
the later developments �n Russ�a, espec�ally the phenomenon of
Bolshev�sm, unless we have a sympathet�c understand�ng of these
Sov�ets—autonomous, non-pol�t�cal un�ts of work�ng-class self-
government, composed of delegates elected d�rectly by the workers.

As the revolut�onary res�stance to the Black Hundreds �ncreased,
and the rap�dly grow�ng Sov�ets of workmen's, peasants' and
sold�ers' delegates asserted a constantly �ncreas�ng �nd�fference to
the ex�st�ng pol�t�cal state, the government aga�n tr�ed to stem the
t�de by mak�ng concess�ons. On November 3d—new style—�n a va�n
attempt to appease the �ncessant demand for the release of the
thousands of pol�t�cal pr�soners, and to put an end to the forc�ble



release of such pr�soners by �nfur�ated mobs, a part�al amnesty was
declared. On the 16th a sop was thrown to the peasants �n the shape
of a decree abol�sh�ng all the rema�n�ng land-redempt�on payments.
Had th�s reform come sooner �t m�ght have had the effect of
stemm�ng the t�de of revolt among the peasants, but �n the
c�rcumstances �t was of no ava�l. Early �n December the press
censorsh�p was abol�shed by decree, but that was of very l�ttle
�mportance, for the rad�cal press had thrown off all �ts restra�nts,
s�mply �gnor�ng the censorsh�p. The government of N�cholas II was
qu�te as helpless as �t was tyrann�cal, corrupt, and �neff�c�ent. The
army and navy, demoral�zed by the defeat suffered at the hands of
Japan, and espec�ally by knowledge of the corrupt�on �n h�gh places
wh�ch made that defeat �nev�table, were no longer dependable. Tens
of thousands of sold�ers and mar�nes had jo�ned w�th the workmen �n
the c�t�es �n open rebell�on. Many more �ndulged themselves �n
purposeless r�ot�ng.

The organ�zat�on of the var�ous counc�ls of delegates represent�ng
factory-workers and peasants, �nev�table as �t seemed to be, had one
d�sastrous effect, the ser�ousness of wh�ch cannot be overstated. As
we have seen, the cruel, blunder�ng pol�cy of the government had
un�ted all classes aga�nst �t �n a revolut�onary movement of
unexampled magn�tude. G�ven the cond�t�ons preva�l�ng �n Russ�a,
and espec�ally the lack of �ndustr�al development and the
correspond�ng numer�cal weakness of the �ndustr�al proletar�at, �t
was ev�dent that the only chance of success �n the Revolut�on lay �n
the un�ted effort of all classes aga�nst the old rég�me. Noth�ng could
have better served the autocracy, and therefore �njured the
revolut�onary cause, than the creat�on of a d�v�s�on �n the ranks of the
revolut�on�sts.

Th�s was exactly what the separate organ�zat�ons of the work�ng
class accompl�shed. All the provocat�ve agents of the Czar could not
have contr�ved anyth�ng so serv�ceable to the react�on. D�v�de et
�mpera has been the gu�d�ng pr�nc�ple of cunn�ng despots �n all ages,
and the astutest adv�sers of N�cholas II must have gr�nned w�th
Satan�c glee when they real�zed how ser�ously the forces they were
contend�ng aga�nst were d�v�d�ng. Stup�d oppress�on had dr�ven �nto



one un�ted force the wage-earn�ng and wage-pay�ng classes.
Work�ng-men and manufacturers made common cause aga�nst that
stup�d oppress�on. Now, however, as the �nev�table result of the
organ�zat�on of the Sov�ets, and the predom�nance of these �n the
Revolut�on, purely econom�c �ssues came to the front. In proport�on
as the class struggle between employers and employed was
accentuated the common struggle aga�nst autocracy was m�n�m�zed
and obscured. Numerous str�kes for �ncreased wages occurred,
forc�ng the employers to organ�ze res�stance. Workers �n one c�ty—
St. Petersburg, for example—demanded the �mmed�ate �ntroduct�on
of an e�ght-hour workday, and procla�med �t to be �n force, qu�te
regardless of the fact that longer hours preva�led elsewhere and that,
g�ven the compet�t�ve system, the�r employers were bound to res�st a
demand that would be a hand�cap favor�ng the�r compet�tors.

As m�ght have been foreseen, the employers were forced to rely
upon the government, the very government they had denounced and
consp�red to overthrow. The pres�dent of the Counc�l of Workmen's
Deput�es of St. Petersburg, Chrustalev-Nosar, �n h�s H�story of the
Counc�l of Workmen's Deput�es, quotes the order adopted by
acclamat�on on November 11th—new style—�ntroduc�ng, from
November 13th, an e�ght-hour workday �n all shops and factor�es "�n
a revolut�onary way." By way of commentary, he quotes a further
order, adopted November 25, repeal�ng the former order and
declar�ng:

The government, headed by Count W�tte, �n �ts endeavor to break
the v�gor of the revolut�onary proletar�at, came to the support of
cap�tal, thus turn�ng the quest�on of an e�ght-hour workday �n St.
Petersburg �nto a nat�onal problem. The consequence has been that
the work�ng-men of St. Petersburg are unable now, apart from the
work�ng-men of the ent�re country, to real�ze the decree of the
Counc�l. The Counc�l of Workmen's Deput�es, therefore, deems �t
necessary to stop temporar�ly the �mmed�ate and general
establ�shment of an e�ght-hour workday by force.

The Counc�ls �naugurated general str�ke after general str�ke. At f�rst
these str�kes were successful from a revolut�onary po�nt of v�ew.



Soon, however, �t became apparent that the general str�ke �s a
weapon wh�ch can only be used effect�vely on rare occas�ons. It �s
�mposs�ble to rek�ndle frequently and at w�ll the sacr�f�c�al pass�on
necessary to make a successful general str�ke. Th�s the leaders of
the proletar�at of Russ�a overlooked. They overlooked, also, the fact
that the masses of the workers were exhausted by the long ser�es of
str�kes �n wh�ch they had engaged and were on the verge of
starvat�on. The consequence was that most of the later str�kes fa�led
to accompl�sh anyth�ng l�ke the ends sought.

Naturally, the government was recover�ng �ts conf�dence and �ts
courage �n proport�on to the class d�v�s�ons and antagon�sms of the
oppos�t�on. It once more suppressed the revolut�onary press and
proh�b�ted meet�ngs. Once more �t procla�med mart�al law �n many
c�t�es. W�th all �ts old-t�me assurance �t caused the arrest of the
leaders of the un�ons of workmen and peasants, broke up the
organ�zat�ons and �mpr�soned the�r off�cers. It �ssued a decree wh�ch
made �t a cr�me to part�c�pate �n str�kes. W�th the full sanct�on of the
government, as was shown by the publ�cat�on of documentary
ev�dence of unquest�oned authent�c�ty, the Black Hundreds renewed
the�r brutal�ty. The strong Counc�l of Workmen's Deput�es of St.
Petersburg, w�th wh�ch W�tte had dealt as though �t were part of the
government �tself, was broken up and suppressed. W�tte wanted
const�tut�onal government on the bas�s of the October Man�festo, but
he wanted the orderly development of Russ�an cap�tal�sm. In th�s
att�tude he was supported, of course, by the cap�tal�st organ�zat�ons.
The very men who �n the summer of 1905 had demanded that the
government grant the demands of the workers and so end the
str�kes, and who worked �n un�son w�th the workers to secure the
much-des�red pol�t�cal freedom, s�x months later were demand�ng
that the government suppress the str�kes and exert �ts force to end
d�sorder.

Recogn�t�on of these facts need not �mply any lack of sympathy w�th
the proletar�at �n the�r demands. The class struggle �n modern
�ndustr�al soc�ety �s a fact, and there �s abundant just�f�cat�on—the
just�f�cat�on of necess�ty and of ach�evement—for aggress�ve class
consc�ousness and class warfare. But �t �s qu�te obv�ous that there



are t�mes when class �nterests and class warfare must be set as�de
�n favor of larger soc�al �nterests. It �s obv�ously dangerous and
react�onary—and therefore wrong—to �ns�st upon str�kes or other
forms of class warfare �n moments of great calam�ty, as, for example,
dur�ng d�sasters l�ke the Johnstown flood and the Mess�na
earthquake, or am�d the ravages of a pest�lent�al plague. Marx, to
whom we owe the formulat�on of the theory of class struggle wh�ch
has gu�ded the Soc�al�st movement, would never have quest�oned
th�s �mportant truth; he would never have supported class separat�sm
under cond�t�ons such as those preva�l�ng �n Russ�a at the end of
1905. Only doctr�na�res, slaves to formulæ, but bl�nd to real�ty, could
have sanct�oned such separat�sm. But doctr�na�res always abound �n
t�mes of revolut�on.

By December the government was stronger than �t had been at any
t�me s�nce the Revolut�on began. The zemstvos were no longer an
act�ve part of the revolut�onary movement. Indeed, there had come
over these bod�es a great change, and most of them were now
dom�nated by relat�vely react�onary landowners who, h�therto
apathet�c and �nd�fferent, had been st�rred to defens�ve act�on by the
aggress�ve class warfare of the workers. Pract�cally all the bourgeo�s
moderates had been dr�ven to the more or less open support of the
government. December w�tnessed a new outburst �n St. Petersburg,
Moscow, and other c�t�es. Barr�cades were ra�sed �n the streets �n
many places. In Moscow, where the most b�tter and sangu�nary
struggles took place, more than a thousand persons were k�lled. The
government was better prepared than the workers; the army had
recovered no l�ttle of �ts lost morale and d�d not refuse to shoot down
the workers as �t had done on prev�ous occas�ons. The str�kes and
�nsurrect�ons were put down �n bloody vengeance and there followed
a re�gn of brutal repress�on �ndescr�bably horr�ble and savage. By
way of protest and retal�at�on, there were �nd�v�dual acts of terror�sm,
such as the execut�on of the Governor of Tambov by Mar�e
Sp�r�donova, but these were of l�ttle or no ava�l. The F�rst Revolut�on
was drowned �n blood and tears.



CHAPTER II

FROM REVOLUTION TO REVOLUTION

I

No struggle for human freedom was ever wholly va�n. No matter how
vast and seem�ngly complete the fa�lure, there �s always someth�ng
of endur�ng good ach�eved. That �s the law of progress, un�versal
and �mmutable. The F�rst Russ�an Revolut�on conformed to the law;
�t had fa�led and d�ed �n a trag�c way, yet �ts fa�lure was relat�ve and �t
left someth�ng of substant�al ach�evement as the foundat�on for fresh
hope, courage, and effort. Czar�sm had gathered all �ts m�ghty black
forces and seemed, at the beg�nn�ng of 1906, to be stronger than at
any t�me �n f�fty years. The souls of Russ�a's noblest and best sons
and daughters were steeped �n b�tter pess�m�sm. And yet there was
reason for hope and rejo�c�ng; out of the ru�n and despa�r two great
and supremely v�tal facts stood �n bold, challeng�ng rel�ef.

The f�rst of these facts was the new aspect of Czar�sm, �ts changed
status. Absolut�sm as a legal �nst�tut�on was dead. Noth�ng that
N�cholas II and h�s adv�sers were able to do could undo the
const�tut�onal changes effected when the �mper�al ed�ct made �t part
of the fundamental law of the nat�on that "no law can become
b�nd�ng w�thout the consent of the Imper�al Duma," and that the
Duma, elected by the people, had the r�ght to control the act�ons of
the off�c�als of the government, even when such off�c�als were
appo�nted by the Czar h�mself. Absolut�sm was �llegal now. Attempts
m�ght be made to re�ntroduce �t, and, �ndeed, that was the real
s�gn�f�cance of the pol�cy pursued by the government, but Absolut�sm
could no longer possess the moral strength that �nheres �n the
sanct�ty of law. In f�ght�ng �t the Russ�an people now had that
strength upon the�r s�de.



The second v�tal and hopeful fact was l�kew�se a moral force.
Absolut�sm w�th all �ts assumed d�v�ne prerogat�ves, �n the person of
the Czar, had declared �ts f�rm w�ll "to grant the people the
unshakable foundat�ons of c�v�c freedom on the bas�s of real
personal �nv�olab�l�ty, freedom of consc�ence, of speech, of
assemblage and of un�ons." Th�s c�v�c freedom Absolut�sm had
sanct�oned. By that act �t gave the prest�ge of legal�ty to such
assemblages, d�scuss�ons, and publ�cat�ons as had always h�therto
been forced to accept r�sks and d�sab�l�t�es �nseparable from �llegal
conduct. C�v�c freedom had long been outlawed, a th�ng assoc�ated
w�th lawlessness and cr�me, and so long as that cond�t�on rema�ned
many who bel�eved �n c�v�c freedom �tself, who wanted a free press,
freedom of publ�c assemblage and of consc�ence �n matters
perta�n�ng to rel�g�on, were kept from part�c�pat�on �n the struggle.
Respect for law, as law, �s deeply rooted �n c�v�l�zed mank�nd—a fact
wh�ch, wh�le �t makes the task of the revolut�on�st hard, and at t�mes
�mpedes progress, �s, nevertheless, of �mmense value to human
soc�ety.

C�v�c freedom was not yet a fact. It seemed, as a real�ty, to be as far
away as ever. Meet�ngs were forb�dden by off�c�als and broken up by
sold�ers and pol�ce; newspapers were suppressed, as of old; labor-
un�ons, and even the un�ons of the Intellectuals, were ruthlessly
persecuted and treated as consp�rac�es aga�nst the state. All th�s and
more was true and d�scourag�ng. Yet there was substant�al ga�n: c�v�c
freedom as a pract�cal fact d�d not ex�st, but c�v�c freedom as a lawful
r�ght l�ved �n the m�nds of m�ll�ons of people—the greatest fact �n
Russ�a. The terms of the Man�festo of October 17th—Absolut�sm's
solemn covenant w�th the nat�on—had not been repealed, and the
nat�on knew that the government d�d not dare to repeal �t. Not all the
Czar's arm�es and Black Hundreds could destroy that consc�ousness
of the lawful r�ght to c�v�c freedom. Noth�ng could restore the old
cond�t�on. Whereas �n the past the government, �n suppress�ng the
press and popular assemblages, could say to the people, "We
uphold the law!" now when the government attempted these th�ngs,
the people def�antly cr�ed out, "You break the law!" Absolut�sm was
no longer a th�ng of law.



N�cholas II and all h�s bureaucrats could not return the ch�cken to the
egg from wh�ch �t had been hatched. They could not unsay the
fateful words wh�ch called �nto be�ng the Imper�al Duma. The
Revolut�on had put �nto the�r souls a terr�ble fear of the wrath of the
people. The Czar and h�s government had to perm�t the elect�on of
the Duma to proceed, and yet, consc�ous of the fact that the success
of the Duma �nev�tably meant the end of the old rég�me, they were
bound, �n self-protect�on, to attempt to k�ll the Duma �n the hope that
thereby they would k�ll, or at least paralyze, the Revolut�on �tself.
Thus �t was, wh�le not dar�ng to forb�d the elect�ons for the Duma to
proceed, the government adopted a Mach�avell�an pol�cy.

The essent�als of that pol�cy were these: on the one hand, the Duma
was not to be ser�ously cons�dered at all, when �t should assemble. It
would be �gnored, �f poss�ble, and no attent�on pa�d to any of �ts
del�berat�ons or attempts to leg�slate. A certa�n amount of lat�tude
would be g�ven to �t as a debat�ng soc�ety, a sort of safety-valve, but
that was all. If th�s pol�cy could not be carr�ed out �n �ts ent�rety, �f, for
example, �t should prove �mposs�ble to completely �gnore the Duma,
�t would be easy enough to dev�se a mass of hamper�ng restr�ct�ons
and regulat�ons wh�ch would render �t �mpotent, and yet necess�tate
no formal repud�at�on of the October Man�festo. On the other hand,
there was the poss�b�l�ty that the Duma m�ght be captured and made
a safe ally. The suffrage upon wh�ch the elect�ons were to be based
was most undemocrat�c and unjust, g�v�ng to the landlords and the
prosperous peasants, together w�th the wealthy classes �n the c�t�es,
an enormous preponderance �n the electorate. By us�ng the Black
Hundreds to work among the electors—br�b�ng, cajol�ng, threaten�ng,
and coerc�ng, as the occas�on m�ght requ�re—�t m�ght be poss�ble to
br�ng about the elect�on of a Duma wh�ch would be a pl�ant and
ready tool of the government.

One of the favor�te dev�ces of the Black Hundreds was to send
agents among the workers �n the c�t�es and among the peasants to
d�scred�t the Duma �n advance, and to spread the �dea that �t would
only represent the bourgeo�s�e. Many of the most �nfluent�al Soc�al�st
leaders unfortunately preached the same doctr�ne. Th�s was the
natural and log�cal outcome of the separate act�on of the classes �n



the Revolut�on, and of the manner �n wh�ch the proletar�at had forced
the econom�c struggle to the front dur�ng the pol�t�cal struggle. In the
vanguard of the f�ght for the Duma were the Const�tut�onal
Democrats, led by M�l�ukov, Pr�nce Lvov, and many prom�nent
leaders of the zemstvos. The d�vorce between the classes
represented by these men and the proletar�at represented by the
Soc�al Democrats was absolute. It was not surpr�s�ng that the
leaders of the Soc�al Democrat�c party should be susp�c�ous and
d�strustful of the Const�tut�onal Democrats and refuse to co-operate
w�th them.

But many of the Soc�al Democrats went much farther than th�s, and,
�n the name of Soc�al�sm and proletar�an class consc�ousness,
adopted the same att�tude toward the Duma �tself as that wh�ch the
agents of the Black Hundreds were urg�ng upon the people. Among
the Soc�al�st leaders who took th�s pos�t�on was Vlad�m�r Ulyanov, the
great propagand�st whom the world knows to-day as N�kola� Len�ne,
Bolshev�k Pr�me M�n�ster and D�ctator. Len�ne urged the workers to
boycott the Duma and to refuse to part�c�pate �n the elect�ons �n any
manner whatever. At a t�me when only a un�ted effort by all classes
could be expected to accompl�sh anyth�ng, and when such a v�ctory
of the people over the autocrat�c rég�me as m�ght have been secured
by un�ted act�on would have meant the tr�umph of the Revolut�on,
Len�ne preached separat�sm. Unfortunately, h�s �nfluence, even at
that t�me, was very great and h�s counsels preva�led w�th a great
many Soc�al�st groups over the w�ser counsels of Plechanov and
others.

It may be sa�d, �n explanat�on and extenuat�on of Len�ne's course,
that the boycott�ng of the elect�ons was the log�cal outcome of the
class antagon�sm and separat�sm, and that the bourgeo�s leaders
were just as much respons�ble for the separat�sm as the leaders of
the proletar�at were. All th�s �s true. It �s qu�te true to say that w�ser
leadersh�p of the manufactur�ng class �n the cr�t�cal days of 1905
would have made concess�ons and granted many of the demands of
the str�k�ng workmen. By so do�ng they m�ght have ma�nta�ned un�ty
�n the pol�t�cal struggle. But, even �f so much be granted, �t �s poor
just�f�cat�on and defense of a Soc�al�st pol�cy to say that �t was



ne�ther better nor worse, ne�ther more stup�d nor more w�se, than
that of the bourgeo�s�e! In the c�rcumstances, Len�ne's pol�cy was
most d�sastrous for Russ�a. It �s not necessary to bel�eve the charge
that was made at the t�me and afterward that Len�ne was �n the pay
of the government and a tool of the Black Hundreds. Subsequent
�nc�dents served to fasten grave susp�c�on upon h�m, but no one ever
offered proof of corrupt�on. In all probab�l�ty, he was then, and
throughout the later years, honest and s�ncere—a fanat�c, often
play�ng a dangerous game, unmoral rather than �mmoral, bel�ev�ng
that the end he sought just�f�ed any means.

II

When the elect�ons for the Duma were held, �n March, 1906, the
fa�lure of the government's attempt to capture the body was
complete. It was overwhelm�ngly a progress�ve parl�ament that had
been elected. The Const�tut�onal Democrats, upon a rad�cal
program, had elected the largest number of members, 178. Next
came the representat�ves of the peasants' organ�zat�ons, w�th a
program of moderate Soc�al�sm, number�ng 116. Th�s group became
known �n the Duma as the Labor Group. A th�rd group cons�sted of
63 representat�ves of border prov�nces, mostly advanced L�berals,
called Autonom�sts, on account of the�r spec�al �nterest �n quest�ons
concern�ng local autonomy. There were only 28 avowed supporters
of the government. F�nally, desp�te the Soc�al�st boycott of the
elect�ons, there were almost as many Soc�al�sts elected as there
were supporters of the government.

Once more Russ�a had spoken for democracy �n no uncerta�n vo�ce.
And once more Czar�sm comm�tted the �ncred�ble folly of attempt�ng
to stem the t�de of democracy by erect�ng further measures of
autocracy as a dam. Shortly before the t�me came for the assembl�ng
of the newly elected Duma, the Czar's government announced new
fundamental laws wh�ch l�m�ted the powers of the Duma and
pract�cally reduced �t to a farce. In the f�rst place, the Imper�al
Counc�l was to be reconst�tuted and set over the Duma as an upper
chamber, or Senate, hav�ng equal r�ghts w�th the Duma. Half of the



members of the Imper�al Counc�l were to be appo�nted by the Czar
and the other half elected from un�vers�t�es, zemstvos, bourses, and
by the clergy and the nob�l�ty. In other words, over the Duma was to
be set a body wh�ch could always be so man�pulated as to �nsure the
defeat of any measure d�spleas�ng to the old rég�me. And the Czar
reserved to h�mself the power to summon or d�ssolve the Duma at
w�ll, as well as the power to declare war and to make peace and to
enter �nto treat�es w�th other nat�ons. What a farce was th�s
cons�dered as a fulf�lment of the solemn assurances g�ven �n
October, 1905!

But the react�onary madness went even farther; bel�ev�ng the
revolut�onary movement to have been crushed to such a degree that
�t m�ght act w�th �mpun�ty, autocracy took other measures. Three
days before the assembl�ng of the Duma the Czar replaced h�s old
M�n�stry by one st�ll more react�onary. At the head of the Cab�net, as
Pr�me M�n�ster, he appo�nted the notor�ous react�onary bureaucrat,
Goremyk�n. W�th full regard for the bloody trad�t�ons of the off�ce, the
�nfamous Stolyp�n, former Governor of Saratov, was made M�n�ster
of the Inter�or. At the head of the Department of Agr�culture, wh�ch
was charged w�th respons�b�l�ty for deal�ng w�th agrar�an problems,
was placed St�sh�nsky, a large landowner, b�tterly host�le to, and
hated by, the peasants. The compos�t�on of the new M�n�stry was a
def�ance of the popular w�ll and sent�ment, and was so �nterpreted.

The Duma opened on Apr�l 27th, at the Taur�da Palace. St.
Petersburg was a vast armed camp that day. Tens of thousands of
sold�ers, fully armed, were massed at d�fferent po�nts �n read�ness to
suppress any demonstrat�ons by the populace. It was sa�d that
provocateurs moved among the people, try�ng to st�r an upr�s�ng
wh�ch would afford a pretext for act�on by the sold�ers. The members
of the Duma were f�rst rece�ved by the Czar at the W�nter Palace and
addressed by h�m �n a pompous speech wh�ch carefully avo�ded all
the v�tal quest�ons �n wh�ch the Russ�an people were so keenly
�nterested. It was a speech wh�ch m�ght as well have been made by
the f�rst Czar N�cholas. But there was no need of words to tell what
was �n the m�nd of N�cholas II; that had been made qu�te ev�dent by
the new laws and the new M�n�stry. Before the Duma lay the heavy



task of cont�nu�ng the Revolut�on, desp�te the fact that the
revolut�onary army had been scattered as chaff �s scattered before
the w�nds.

The f�rst formal act of the Duma, after the open�ng ceremon�es were
f�n�shed, was to demand amnesty for all the pol�t�cal pr�soners. The
members of the Duma had come to the Taur�da Palace that day
through streets crowded w�th people who chanted �n monotonous
chorus the word "Amnesty." The oldest man �n the assembly, I.I.
Petrunkev�tch, was cheered aga�n and aga�n as he vo�ced the
popular demand on behalf of "those who have sacr�f�ced the�r
freedom to free our dear fatherland." There were some seventy-f�ve
thousand pol�t�cal pr�soners �n Russ�a at that t�me, the flower of
Russ�an manhood and womanhood, treated as common cr�m�nals
and, �n many �nstances, subject to terr�ble torture. Well m�ght
Petrunkev�tch procla�m: "All the pr�sons of our country are full.
Thousands of hands are be�ng stretched out to us �n hope and
suppl�cat�on, and I th�nk that the duty of our consc�ence compels us
to use all the �nfluence our pos�t�on g�ves us to see that the freedom
that Russ�a has won costs no more sacr�f�ces ... I th�nk, gentlemen ...
we cannot refra�n just now from express�ng our deepest feel�ngs, the
cry of our heart—that free Russ�a demands the l�berat�on of all
pr�soners." At the end of the eloquent appeal there was an
answer�ng cry of: "Amnesty!" "Amnesty!" The chorus of the streets
was echoed �n the Duma �tself.

There was no lack of courage �n the Duma. One of �ts f�rst acts was
the adopt�on of an address �n response to the speech del�vered by
the Czar to the members at the recept�on at the W�nter Palace. The
address was �n real�ty a statement of the objects and needs of the
Russ�an people, the�r program. It was a rad�cal document, but
moderately couched. It demanded full pol�t�cal freedom; amnesty for
all who had been �mpr�soned for pol�t�cal reasons or for v�olat�ons of
laws �n restr�ct�on of rel�g�ous l�berty; the abol�t�on of mart�al law and
other extraord�nary measures; abol�t�on of cap�tal pun�shment; the
abol�t�on of the Imper�al Counc�l and democrat�zat�on of the laws
govern�ng elect�ons to the Duma; autonomy for F�nland and Poland;
the expropr�at�on of state and pr�vate lands �n the �nterest of the



peasants; a comprehens�ve body of soc�al leg�slat�on des�gned to
protect the �ndustr�al workers. In a word, the program of the Duma
was a broad and comprehens�ve program of pol�t�cal and soc�al
democracy, wh�ch, �f enacted, would have placed Russ�a among the
foremost democrac�es of the world.

The boldness of the Duma program was a d�rect challenge to the
government and was so �nterpreted by the Czar and h�s M�n�sters.
By the react�onary press �t was denounced as a consp�racy to hand
the nat�on over to the Soc�al�sts. That �t should have passed the
Duma almost unan�mously was an �nd�cat�on of the extent to wh�ch
the l�beral bourgeo�s�e represented by the Const�tut�onal Democrats
was prepared to go �n order to destroy autocracy. No wonder that
some of the most trusted Marx�an Soc�al�sts �n Russ�a were urg�ng
that �t was the duty of the Soc�al�sts to co-operate w�th the Duma! Yet
there was a sect�on of the Marx�sts engaged �n a constant ag�tat�on
aga�nst the Duma, preach�ng the doctr�ne of the class struggle, but
bl�nd to the actual fact that the dom�nant �ssue was �n the confl�ct
between the democracy of the Duma and the autocracy of Czar�sm.

The class consc�ousness of the old rég�me was much clearer and
more �ntell�gent. The Czar refused to rece�ve the comm�ttee of the
Duma, appo�nted to make formal presentat�on of the address. Then,
on May 12th, Goremyk�n, the Pr�me M�n�ster, addressed the Duma,
mak�ng answer to �ts demands. On behalf of the government he
rebuked the Duma for �ts unpatr�ot�c conduct �n a speech full of
stud�ed �nsult and contemptuous def�ance. He made �t qu�te clear
that the government was not go�ng to grant any reforms worthy of
ment�on. More than that, he made �t pla�n to the ent�re nat�on that
N�cholas II and h�s bureaucracy would never recogn�ze the Duma as
an �ndependent parl�amentary body. Thus the old rég�me answered
the challenge of the Duma.

For seventy-two days the Duma worked and fought, seventy-two
days of parl�amentary h�story for wh�ch there �s no parallel �n the
annals of parl�amentary government. For the sake of the larger a�ms
before �t, the Duma carr�ed out the demands of the government that
�t approve certa�n petty measures placed before �t for the formal�ty of



�ts approval. On the other hand, �t formulated and passed numerous
measures upon �ts own �n�t�at�ve and demanded that they be
recogn�zed as laws of the land. Among the measures thus adopted
were laws guarantee�ng freedom of assemblage; equal�ty of all
c�t�zens before the law; the r�ght of labor organ�zat�ons to ex�st and to
conduct str�kes; reform of jud�c�al procedure �n the courts; state a�d
for peasants suffer�ng from crop fa�lure and other agrar�an reforms;
the abol�t�on of cap�tal pun�shment. In add�t�on to pursu�ng �ts
leg�slat�ve program, the Duma members vo�ced the country's protest
aga�nst the shortcom�ngs of the government, subject�ng the var�ous
M�n�sters to search�ng �nterpellat�on, day after day.

Not a s�ngle one of the measures adopted by the Duma rece�ved the
support of the Imper�al Counc�l. Th�s body was effect�vely perform�ng
the task for wh�ch �t had been created. To the �nterpellat�ons of the
Duma the Czar's M�n�sters made the most �nsult�ng repl�es, when
they happened to take any not�ce of them at all. All the old �n�qu�t�es
were resorted to by the government, supported, as always, by the
react�onary press. The homes of members of the Duma were
entered and searched by the pol�ce and every parl�amentary r�ght
and pr�v�lege was flouted. Even the publ�cat�on of the speeches
del�vered �n the Duma was forb�dden.

The Duma had from the f�rst ma�nta�ned a v�gorous protest aga�nst
"the �nfamy of execut�ons w�thout tr�al, pogroms, bombardment, and
�mpr�sonment." Aga�n and aga�n �t had been charged that pogroms
were carr�ed out under the protect�on of the government, �n
accordance w�th the old pol�cy of k�ll�ng the Jews and the
Intellectuals. The answer of the government was—another pogrom
of merc�less savagery. On June 1st, at Byalostock, upward of e�ghty
men, women, and ch�ldren were k�lled, many more wounded, and
scores of women, young and old, brutally outraged. The Duma
promptly sent a comm�ss�on to Byalostock to �nvest�gate and report
upon the facts, and presently the comm�ss�on made a report wh�ch
proved beyond quest�on the respons�b�l�ty of the government for the
whole brutal and bloody bus�ness. It was shown that the
�nflammatory man�festos call�ng upon the "loyal" c�t�zens to make the
attack were pr�nted �n the off�ce of the Pol�ce Department; that



sold�ers �n the garr�son had been told days �n advance when the
pogrom would take place; and that �n the loot�ng and sack�ng of
houses and shops, wh�ch occurred upon a large scale, off�cers of the
garr�son had part�c�pated. These revelat�ons made a profound
�mpress�on �n Russ�a and throughout Europe.

III

The Duma f�nally brought upon �tself the whole we�ght of Czar�sm
when �t addressed a spec�al appeal to the peasants of the country �n
wh�ch �t dealt w�th candor and s�ncer�ty w�th the great agrar�an
problems wh�ch bore upon the peasants so heav�ly. The appeal
outl�ned the var�ous measures wh�ch the Duma had tr�ed to enact for
the rel�ef of the peasants, and the att�tude of the Czar's M�n�sters.
The many strong peasants' organ�zat�ons, and the�r numerous
representat�ves �n the Duma, made the c�rculat�on of th�s appeal an
easy matter. The government could not close these channels of
commun�cat�on, nor prevent the Duma's strong plea for lawful r�ghts
and aga�nst lawlessness by government off�c�als from reach�ng the
peasants. Only one method of defense rema�ned to the Czar and h�s
M�n�sters: On July 9th, l�ke a thunderbolt from the sky, came a new
Man�festo from the Czar, d�ssolv�ng the Duma. In the Man�festo all
the old arrogance of Absolut�sm reappeared. A more str�k�ng contrast
to the Man�festo of the prev�ous October could not be read�ly
�mag�ned. The Duma was accused of hav�ng exceeded �ts r�ghts by
"�nvest�gat�ng the act�ons of local author�t�es appo�nted by the
Emperor," notw�thstand�ng the fact that �n the October Man�festo �t
had been solemnly covenanted "that the representat�ves of the
people must be guaranteed a real part�c�pat�on �n the control over the
lawfulness of the author�t�es appo�nted by us." The Duma was
condemned for "f�nd�ng �mperfect�ons �n the fundamental laws wh�ch
can be altered only by the monarch's w�ll" and for �ts "overtly lawless
act of appeal�ng to the people." The Man�festo charged that the
grow�ng unrest and lawlessness of the peasants were due to the
fa�lure of the Duma to amel�orate the�r cond�t�ons—and th�s �n sp�te
of the record!



When the members of the Duma arr�ved at the Taur�da Palace next
day they found the place f�lled w�th troops who prevented the�r
entrance. They were powerless. Some two hundred-odd members
adjourned to V�borg, whence they �ssued an appeal to the people to
defend the�r r�ghts. These men were not Soc�al�sts, most of them
belong�ng to the party of the Const�tut�onal Democrats, but they
�ssued an appeal to the people to meet the d�ssolut�on of the Imper�al
Duma by a f�rm refusal to pay taxes, furn�sh recru�ts for the army, or
sanct�on the legal�ty of any loans to the government. Th�s was
pract�cally �dent�cal w�th the pol�cy set forth �n the Man�festo of the
Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the St. Petersburg Counc�l of Workmen's
Deput�es at the beg�nn�ng of the prev�ous December, before the
elect�ons to the Duma. Now, however, the Soc�al�sts �n the Duma—
both the Soc�al Democrats and the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts—
together w�th the sem�-Soc�al�st Labor Group, dec�ded that �t was not
enough to appeal for pass�ve res�stance; that only an armed upr�s�ng
could accompl�sh anyth�ng. They therefore appealed to the c�ty
proletar�at, the peasants, the army, and the navy to r�se �n armed
strength aga�nst the tyrann�cal rég�me.

Ne�ther appeal produced any noteworthy result. The response to the
V�borg appeal was far less than that wh�ch followed the s�m�lar
appeal of the St. Petersburg workmen �n December. The s�gners of
the appeal were arrested, sentenced to three months' �mpr�sonment,
and depr�ved of the�r electoral r�ghts. To the appeal of the Duma
Soc�al�sts there was l�kew�se very l�ttle response, e�ther from c�ty
workers, peasants, sold�ers, or mar�nes. Russ�a was struggle-weary.
The appeals fell upon the ears of a cowed and beaten populace. The
two documents served only to emphas�ze one fact, namely, that
capac�ty and dar�ng to attempt act�ve and v�olent res�stance was st�ll
largely conf�ned to the work�ng-class representat�ves. In appeal�ng to
the workers to meet the attacks of the government w�th armed
res�stance, the leaders of the peasants and the c�ty proletar�at were
ready to take the�r places �n the vanguard of the f�ght. On the other
hand, the s�gners of the V�borg appeal for pass�ve res�stance
man�fested no such determ�nat�on or des�re, though they must have
known that pass�ve res�stance could only be a temporary phase, that



any concerted act�on by the people to res�st the collect�on of taxes
and recru�t�ng for the army would have led to attack and counter-
attack-to a v�olent revolut�on.

Feel�ng perfectly secure, the government, wh�le prom�s�ng the
elect�on of another Duma, carr�ed on a pol�cy of v�gorous repress�on
of all rad�cal and revolut�onary ag�tat�on and organ�zat�on. Execut�ons
w�thout tr�al were almost da�ly commonplaces. Pr�soners were
merc�lessly tortured, and, �n many cases, flogged to death. Hundreds
of persons, of both sexes, many of them s�mple bourgeo�s-l�berals
and not revolut�on�sts �n any sense of the word, were ex�led to
S�ber�a. The revolut�onary organ�zat�ons of the workers were f�lled
w�th sp�es and provocateurs, an old and effect�ve method of
destroy�ng the�r morale. In all the prov�nces of Russ�a f�eld court
mart�al was procla�med. F�eld court mart�al �s more drast�c than
ord�nary court mart�al and pract�cally amounts to condemnat�on
w�thout tr�al, for tr�als under �t are s�mply farc�cal, s�nce ne�ther
defense nor appeal �s granted. Nearly f�ve hundred revolut�on�sts
were put to death under th�s system, many of them w�thout even the
pretense of a tr�al.

The Black Hundreds were more act�ve than ever, goaded on by the
Holy Synod. Goremyk�n res�gned as Prem�er and h�s place was
taken by the unspeakably cruel and bloodth�rsty Stolyp�n, whose
"hemp neckt�es," as the gr�m jest of the masses went, c�rcled the
necks of scores of revolut�on�sts sw�ng�ng from as many gallows.
There were many resorts to terror�sm on the part of the revolut�on�sts
dur�ng the summer of 1906, many off�c�als pay�ng for the �nfam�es of
the government w�th the�r l�ves. How many of these "execut�ons"
were genu�ne revolut�onary protests, and how many s�mple murders
�nst�gated or comm�tted by provocat�ve agents for the purpose of
d�scred�t�ng the revolut�on�sts and afford�ng the government excuses
for fresh �nfam�es, w�ll perhaps never be known. Certa�nly, �n many
cases, there was no author�zat�on by any revolut�onary body.

In February, 1907, the elect�ons for the Second Duma were held
under a re�gn of terror. The bureaucracy was determ�ned to have a
"safe and sane" body th�s t�me, and resorted to every poss�ble



nefar�ous dev�ce to atta�n that end. Whole masses of electors whose
r�ght to vote had been establ�shed at the prev�ous elect�on were
arb�trar�ly d�sfranch�sed. Wh�le every fac�l�ty was g�ven to cand�dates
openly favor�ng the government, �nclud�ng the Octobr�sts, every
poss�ble obstacle was placed �n the way of rad�cal cand�dates,
espec�ally Soc�al�sts. The meet�ngs of the latter were, �n hundreds of
cases, proh�b�ted; �n other hundreds of cases they were broken up
by the Black Hundreds and the pol�ce. Many of the most popular
cand�dates were arrested and �mpr�soned w�thout tr�al, as were
members of the�r campa�gn comm�ttees. Yet, notw�thstand�ng all
these th�ngs, the Second Duma was, from the standpo�nt of the
government, worse than the f�rst. The Soc�al�sts, adopt�ng the tact�cs
of Plechanov, aga�nst the adv�ce of Len�ne, h�s former pup�l and
d�sc�ple, had dec�ded not to boycott the elect�ons th�s t�me, but to
part�c�pate �n them. When the returns were publ�shed �t was found
that the Soc�al Democrats and the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts had each
elected over s�xty deput�es, the total be�ng nearly a th�rd of the
membersh�p—455. In add�t�on there were some n�nety members �n
the peasants' Labor Group, wh�ch were sem�-Soc�al�st. There were
117 Const�tut�onal Democrats. The government supporters, �nclud�ng
the Octobr�sts, numbered less than one hundred.

From the f�rst the att�tude of the government toward the new Duma
was one of contemptuous arrogance. "The Czar's Hangman,"
Stolyp�n, lectured the members as though they were naughty
ch�ldren, forb�dd�ng them to �nv�te experts to a�d them �n fram�ng
measures, or to commun�cate w�th any of the zemstvos or mun�c�pal
counc�ls upon any quest�ons whatsoever. "The Duma was not
granted the r�ght to express d�sapproval, reproach, or m�strust of the
government," he thundered. To the Duma there was left about as
much real power as �s enjoyed by the "governments" of our "juven�le
republ�cs."

As a natural consequence of these th�ngs, the Second Duma pa�d
less attent�on to leg�slat�on than the F�rst Duma had done, and gave
�ts t�me largely to �nterpellat�ons and protests. Partly because of the
absence of some of the most able leaders they had had �n the F�rst
Duma, and partly to the aggress�ve rad�cal�sm of the Soc�al�sts,



wh�ch they could only half-heartedly approve at best, the
Const�tut�onal Democrats were less �nfluent�al than �n the former
parl�ament. They occup�ed a m�ddle ground—always a d�ff�cult
pos�t�on. The real f�ght was between the Soc�al�sts and the
react�onar�es, supporters of the government. Among the latter were
perhaps a score of members belong�ng to the Black Hundreds,
const�tut�ng the extreme r�ght w�ng of the react�onary group. Between
these and the Soc�al�sts of the extreme left the assembly was kept at
fever p�tch. The Black Hundreds, for the most part, �ndulged �n
v�olent t�rades of abuse, often �n the most d�sgust�ng profan�ty. The
Soc�al�sts repl�ed w�th proletar�an pass�on and v�gor, and r�otous
scenes were common. The Second Duma was hardly a del�berat�ve
assembly!

On June 1st Stolyp�n threw a bombshell �nto the Duma by accus�ng
the Soc�al Democrats of hav�ng consp�red to form a m�l�tary plot for
the overthrow of the government of N�cholas II. Ev�dence to th�s
effect had been furn�shed to the Pol�ce Department by the spy and
provocat�ve agent, Azev. Of course there was no secret about the
fact that the Soc�al Democrats were always try�ng to br�ng about
revolt �n the army and the navy. They had openly procla�med th�s,
t�me and aga�n. In the appeal �ssued at the t�me of the d�ssolut�on of
the F�rst Duma they had called upon the army and navy to r�se �n
armed revolt. But the betrayal of the�r plans was a matter of some
consequence. Azev h�mself had been loudest and most pers�stent �n
urg�ng the work on. Stolyp�n demanded that all the Soc�al Democrats
be excluded permanently from the Duma and that s�xteen of them be
handed over to the government for �mpr�sonment. The demand was
a challenge to the whole Duma, s�nce �t called �nto quest�on the r�ght
of the Duma to determ�ne �ts own membersh�p. Obv�ously, �f
members of parl�ament are to be d�sm�ssed whenever an autocrat�c
government orders �t, there �s an end of parl�amentary government.
The demand created a tremendous sensat�on and gave r�se to a
long and exc�t�ng debate. Before �t was ended, however, N�cholas II
ordered the Duma d�ssolved. On June 3d the Second Duma met the
fate of �ts predecessor, hav�ng lasted one hundred days.



IV

As on the former occas�on, arrangements were at once begun to
br�ng about the elect�on of another and more subserv�ent Duma. It �s
s�gn�f�cant that throughout N�cholas II and h�s Cab�net recogn�zed the
�mperat�ve necess�ty of ma�nta�n�ng the �nst�tut�on �n form. They
dared not abol�sh �t, greatly as they would have l�ked to do so. On
the day that the Duma was d�ssolved the Czar, assert�ng h�s d�v�ne
r�ght to enact and repeal laws at w�ll, d�sregard�ng aga�n the solemn
assurances of the October Man�festo, by ed�ct changed the electoral
laws, consult�ng ne�ther the Duma nor the Imper�al Counc�l. Th�s new
law greatly decreased the representat�on of the c�ty workers and the
peasants �n the Duma and correspond�ngly �ncreased the
representat�on of the r�ch landowners and cap�tal�sts. A doc�le and
"loyal" Duma was thus made certa�n, and no one was very much
surpr�sed when the elect�ons, held �n September, resulted �n an
�mmense react�onary major�ty. When the Th�rd Duma met on
December 14, 1907, the react�onar�es were as strong as the
Soc�al�st and Labor groups had been �n the prev�ous Duma, and of
the react�onar�es the group of members of the Black Hundreds was a
major�ty.

In the mean t�me there had been the fam�l�ar rule of brutal react�on.
Most of the Soc�al Democrat�c members of the Second Duma were
arrested and condemned for h�gh treason, be�ng sent to pr�son and
to S�ber�a. New laws and regulat�ons restr�ct�ng the press were
procla�med and enforced w�th �ncreas�ng sever�ty. By compar�son
w�th the next two years, the per�od from 1905 to 1907 was a per�od
of freedom. After the elect�on of the Th�rd Duma the bureaucracy
grew ever bolder. Books and leaflets wh�ch had been c�rculated
openly and w�th perfect freedom dur�ng 1905 and 1906 were
forb�dden, and, moreover, the�r authors were arrested and sentenced
to long terms of �mpr�sonment. Wh�le the law st�ll granted freedom of
assemblage and the r�ght to organ�ze meet�ngs, these r�ghts d�d not
ex�st as real�t�es. Everywhere the Black Hundreds held sway,
patron�zed by the Czar, who wore the�r emblem and refused to



perm�t the pun�shment of any of the�r members, even though they
m�ght be found gu�lty by the courts.

It �s not necessary to dwell upon the work of the Th�rd Duma. Th�s �s
not a h�story of Russ�a, and a deta�led study of the serv�le parl�ament
of N�cholas II and Stolyp�n would take us too far af�eld from our
spec�al study—the revolut�onary movement. Suff�ce �t, therefore, to
say that some very useful leg�slat�on, necessary to the econom�c
development of Russ�a, was enacted, and that, desp�te the
overwhelm�ng preponderance of react�onar�es, �t was not an
absolutely doc�le body. On several occas�ons the Th�rd Duma
exerc�sed the r�ght of cr�t�c�sm qu�te v�gorously, and on two or three
occas�ons acted �n more or less open def�ance of the w�shes of the
government. A notable �nstance of th�s was the leg�slat�on of 1909,
cons�derably extend�ng freedom of rel�g�ous organ�zat�on and
worsh�p, wh�ch was, however, greatly curta�led later by the Imper�al
Counc�l—and then null�f�ed by the government.

The per�od 1906-14 was full of despa�r for sens�t�ve and asp�r�ng
souls. The steady and rap�d r�se �n the su�c�de-rate bore gr�m and
eloquent test�mony to the character of those years of dark
repress�on. The number of su�c�des �n St. Petersburg �ncreased
dur�ng the per�od 1905-08 more than 400 per cent.; �n Moscow about
800 per cent.! In the latter c�ty two-f�fths of the su�c�des �n 1908 were
of persons less than twenty years old! And yet, w�thal, there was
room for hope, the soul of progress was not dead. In var�ous
d�rect�ons there was a hopeful and prom�s�ng growth. F�rst among
these hopeful and prom�s�ng facts was the marvelous growth of the
Consumers' Co-operat�ves. After 1905 began the aston�sh�ng
�ncrease �n the number of these �mportant organ�zat�ons, wh�ch
cont�nued, year after year, r�ght up to the Revolut�on of 1917. In 1905
there were 4,479 such co-operat�ves �n Russ�a; �n 1911 there were
19,253. Another hopeful s�gn was the stead�ly �ncreas�ng l�teracy of
the masses. Stat�st�cs upon th�s po�nt are almost worthless. Russ�an
off�c�al stat�st�cs are notor�ously defect�ve and the f�gures relat�ng to
l�teracy are pecul�arly so, but the leaders of Russ�an Soc�al�sm have
attested to the fact. In th�s connect�on �t �s worthy of note that,
accord�ng to the most authent�c off�c�al records, the number of



persons subscr�b�ng to the publ�c press grew �n a s�ngle year, from
1908 to 1909, fully 25 per cent. Educat�on and organ�zat�on were
go�ng on, hand �n hand.

Nor was ag�tat�on dead. In the Duma the Soc�al�st and Labor part�es
and groups, know�ng that they had no chance to enact the�r program,
made the Duma a rostrum from wh�ch to address the masses
throughout the nat�on. Somet�mes, �ndeed, the newspapers were
forb�dden to pr�nt the�r speeches, but as a rule they were publ�shed,
at least by the l�beral papers, and so d�ssem�nated among the
masses. In these speeches the Soc�al Democrats, Soc�al�st-
Revolut�onar�es, Labor�tes, and more dar�ng of the Const�tut�onal
Democrats merc�lessly exposed the bureaucracy, so keep�ng the
f�res of d�scontent al�ve.

V

Of vast s�gn�f�cance to mank�nd was the controversy that was be�ng
waged w�th�n the Soc�al�st movement of Russ�a dur�ng these years,
for th�s was the per�od �n wh�ch Bolshev�sm was shap�ng �tself and
becom�ng art�culate. The words "Bolshev�k�" and "Bolshev�sm" f�rst
made the�r appearance �n 1903, but �t was not unt�l 1905 that they
began to acqu�re the�r present mean�ng. At the second convent�on of
the Soc�al Democrat�c party, held �n 1903, the party spl�t �n two
fact�ons. The major�ty fact�on, headed by Len�ne, adopted the name
Bolshev�k�, a word der�ved from the Russ�an word "bolsh�nstvo,"
mean�ng "major�ty." The m�nor�ty fact�on, wh�ch followed Plechanov,
though he d�d not formally jo�n �t, was called, �n contrad�st�nct�on, the
"Menshev�k�"—that �s, the m�nor�ty. No quest�on of pr�nc�ple was
�nvolved �n the spl�t, the quest�on at �ssue be�ng s�mply whether there
should be more or less central�zat�on �n the organ�zat�on. There was
no thought on e�ther s�de of leav�ng the Soc�al Democrat�c party. It
was s�mply a fact�onal d�v�s�on �n the party �tself and d�d not prevent
loyal co-operat�on. Both the Bolshev�k� and the Menshev�k� rema�ned
Soc�al Democrats—that �s, Soc�al�sts of the school of Marx.



Dur�ng the revolut�onary struggle of 1905-06 the breach between the
two fact�ons was greatly w�dened. The two groups held utterly
�rreconc�lable concept�ons of Soc�al�st pol�cy, �f not of Soc�al�sm as an
�deal. The psychology of the two groups was rad�cally d�fferent. By
th�s t�me the Len�ne fact�on was no longer the major�ty, be�ng, �n fact,
a rather small m�nor�ty �n the party. The Plechanov fact�on was
greatly �n the major�ty. But the old names cont�nued to be used.
Although a m�nor�ty, the Len�ne fact�on was st�ll called the Bolshev�k�,
and the Plechanov fact�on called the Menshev�k�, desp�te the fact
that �t was the major�ty. Thus Bolshev�sm no longer connoted the
pr�nc�ples and tact�cs of the major�ty. It came to be used
�nterchangeably w�th Len�n�sm, as a synonym. The followers of
Vlad�m�r Ulyanov cont�nued to regard themselves as part of the
Soc�al Democrat�c party, �ts rad�cal left w�ng, and �t was not unt�l after
the Second Revolut�on, �n 1917, that they man�fested any des�re to
be d�fferent�ated from the Soc�al Democrats.

Vlad�m�r Ulyanov was born �n 1870, at S�mb�rsk, �n central Russ�a.
There �s no mystery about h�s use of the al�as, N�kola� Len�ne, wh�ch
he has made world-famous and by wh�ch he chooses to be known.
Almost every Russ�an revolut�on�st has had to adopt var�ous al�ases
for self-protect�on and for the protect�on of other Russ�an Soc�al�sts.
Ulyanov has followed the rule and l�ved and worked under several
al�ases, and h�s wr�t�ngs under the name "N�kola� Len�ne" made h�m
a great power �n the Russ�an Soc�al�st movement.

Len�ne's father was a governmental off�c�al employed �n the
Department of Publ�c Instruct�on. It �s one of the many anomal�es of
the l�fe of the Russ�an D�ctator that he h�mself belongs by b�rth,
tra�n�ng, culture, and exper�ence to the bourgeo�s�e aga�nst wh�ch he
fulm�nates so fur�ously. Even h�s hab�ts and tastes are of bourgeo�s
and not proletar�an or�g�n. He �s an Intellectual of the Intellectuals
and has never had the sl�ghtest proletar�an exper�ence. As a youth
st�ll �n h�s teens he entered the Un�vers�ty of St. Petersburg, but h�s
stay there was exceed�ngly br�ef, ow�ng to a tragedy wh�ch greatly
emb�ttered h�s l�fe and gave �t �ts d�rect�on. An older brother, who was
also a student �n the un�vers�ty, was condemned to death, �n a secret
tr�al, for compl�c�ty �n a terror�st plot to assass�nate Alexander III.



Shortly afterward he was put to death. Len�ne h�mself was arrested
at the same t�me as h�s brother, but released for lack of ev�dence
connect�ng h�m w�th the affa�r. It �s sa�d, however, that the arrest
caused h�s expuls�on from the un�vers�ty. Len�ne was not the only
young man to be profoundly �mpressed by the execut�on of the
youthful Alexander Ulyanov; another student, dest�ned to play an
�mportant rôle �n the great tragedy of revolut�onary Russ�a, was
st�rred to b�tter hatred of the system. That young student was
Alexander Kerensky, whose father and the father of the Ulyanovs
were close fr�ends.

Len�ne's act�v�t�es brought h�m �nto confl�ct w�th the author�t�es
several t�mes and forced h�m to spend a good deal of t�me �n ex�le.
As a youth of seventeen, at the t�me of the execut�on of h�s brother,
he was d�sm�ssed from the Law School �n St. Petersburg. A few
years later he was sent to S�ber�a for a pol�t�cal "cr�me." Upon
var�ous occas�ons later he was compelled to flee from the country,
l�v�ng somet�mes �n Par�s, somet�mes �n London, but more often �n
Sw�tzerland. It was through h�s wr�t�ngs ma�nly that he acqu�red the
�nfluence he had �n the Russ�an movement. There �s noth�ng unusual
or remarkable about th�s, for the Soc�al Democrat�c party of Russ�a
was pract�cally d�rected from Geneva. Len�ne was �n London when
the Revolut�on of 1905 broke out and caused h�m to hurry to St.
Petersburg.

As a young man Len�ne, l�ke most of the Intell�gents�a of the per�od,
gave up a good deal of h�s spare t�me to teach�ng small groups of
uneducated work�ng-men the somewhat abstract and �ntr�cate
theor�es and doctr�nes of Soc�al�sm. To that excellent pract�ce, no
doubt, much of Len�ne's sk�ll as a luc�d expos�tor and successful
propagand�st �s due. He has wr�tten a number of �mportant works,
most of them be�ng of a polem�cal nature and deal�ng w�th party
d�sputat�ons upon quest�ons of theory and tact�cs. The work by wh�ch
he was best known �n Soc�al�st c�rcles pr�or to h�s sensat�onal r�se to
the Prem�ersh�p �s a treat�se on The Development of Cap�tal�sm �n
Russ�a. Th�s work made �ts appearance �n 1899, when the Marx�an
Soc�al�st movement was st�ll very weak. In �t Len�ne defended the
pos�t�on of the Marx�ans, Plechanov and h�s group, that Russ�a was



not an except�on to the general law of cap�tal�st development, as was
cla�med by the leaders of the People's party, the Narodn�k�. The book
gave Len�ne an assured pos�t�on among the �ntellectual leaders of
the movement, and was regarded as a conclus�ve defense of the
pos�t�on of the Plechanov group, to wh�ch Len�ne belonged. S�nce h�s
overthrow of the Kerensky rég�me, and h�s attempt to establ�sh a
new k�nd of soc�al state �n Russ�a, Len�ne has been frequently
confronted by h�s own earl�er reason�ng by those who bel�eve h�s
pos�t�on to be contrary to the true Marx�an pos�t�on.

From 1903 to 1906 Len�ne's v�ews developed farther and farther
away from those of h�s great teacher, George Plechanov. H�s
pos�t�on �n the per�od of the F�rst Duma can best be stated, perhaps,
�n oppos�t�on to the pos�t�on of Plechanov and the Menshev�k�.
Accept�ng the Marx�an theory of h�stor�cal development, Plechanov
and h�s followers bel�eved that Russ�a must pass through a phase of
cap�tal�st development before there could be a soc�al—as
d�st�ngu�shed from a merely pol�t�cal—revolut�on. Certa�nly they
bel�eved, an �ntens�ve development of �ndustry, br�ng�ng �nto
ex�stence a strong cap�tal�st class, on the one hand, and a strong
proletar�at, on the other hand, must precede any attempt to create a
Soc�al Democrat�c state. They bel�eved, furthermore, that a pol�t�cal
revolut�on, creat�ng a democrat�c const�tut�onal system of
government, must come before the soc�al revolut�on could be
ach�eved. They accepted the trad�t�onal Marx�an v�ew that the
ach�evement of th�s pol�t�cal revolut�on must be ma�nly the task of the
bourgeo�s�e, and that the proletar�at, and espec�ally the Soc�al�sts,
should co-operate w�th the enl�ghtened bourgeo�s�e �n atta�n�ng that
pol�t�cal revolut�on w�thout wh�ch there could never be a Soc�al�st
commonwealth.

Plechanov was not bl�nd to the dangers of comprom�se wh�ch must
be faced �n bas�ng the pol�cy of a movement of the masses upon th�s
reason�ng. He argued, however, that there was no cho�ce �n the
matter at all; that the �ron law of h�stor�cal �nev�tab�l�ty and necess�ty
determ�ned the matter. He po�nted out that the bourgeo�s�e,
represented by the Const�tut�onal Democrats �n the pol�t�cal struggle,
were compelled to wage relentless war upon Absolut�sm, the



abol�t�on of wh�ch was as absolutely essent�al to the real�zat�on of
the�r class a�ms as �t was to the real�zat�on of the class a�ms of the
proletar�at. Hence, �n th�s struggle, the cap�tal�st class, as yet too
weak to accompl�sh the overthrow of autocracy and Czar�sm, and
the proletar�at, equally dependent for success upon the overthrow of
autocracy and Czar�sm, and equally too weak to accompl�sh �t
una�ded, had to face the fact that h�stor�cal development had g�ven
the two classes wh�ch were dest�ned to wage a long confl�ct an
�mmed�ate un�ty of �nterest. The�r �mperat�ve needs at the moment
were not confl�ct�ng needs, but �dent�cal ones. To d�v�de the�r forces,
to refuse to co-operate w�th each other, was to play the game of the
Czar and h�s assoc�ates, argued Plechanov.

The Menshev�k� favored part�c�pat�on �n the Duma elect�ons and co-
operat�on w�th the l�beral and rad�cal bourgeo�s�e part�es, �n so far as
m�ght be necessary to overthrow the autocracy, and w�thout
sacr�f�c�ng Soc�al�st pr�nc�ples. They po�nted out that th�s pos�t�on was
ev�dently feared by the bureaucracy far more than the pos�t�on of the
extrem�sts among the Soc�al Democrats and the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts, who refused to cons�der such co-operat�on, and
po�nted to the fact that provocateurs �n large numbers assoc�ated
themselves w�th the latter �n the�r organ�zat�ons and preached the
same doctr�ne of absolute �solat�on and exclus�veness.

It w�ll be seen that the pos�t�on of the Menshev�k� was one of
pract�cal pol�t�cal opportun�sm, an opportun�sm, however, that must
be sharply d�st�ngu�shed from what W�lhelm L�ebknecht used to call
"pol�t�cal cow-trad�ng." No man �n the whole h�story of �nternat�onal
Soc�al�sm ever more thoroughly desp�sed th�s spec�es of pol�t�cal
opportun�sm than George Plechanov. To those who are fam�l�ar w�th
the l�terature of �nternat�onal Soc�al�sm �t w�ll be unnecessary to say
that Plechanov was not the man to deprecate the �mportance of
sound theory as a gu�de to the formulat�on of party pol�c�es. For
many years he was r�ghtly regarded as one of the greatest
theoret�c�ans of the movement. Certa�nly there was only one other
wr�ter �n the whole �nternat�onal movement who could be named as
hav�ng an equal t�tle to be cons�dered the greatest Soc�al�st theor�st
s�nce Marx—Karl Kautsky.



But Plechanov[1]—l�ke Marx h�mself—set real�ty above dogma, and
regarded movement as of �nf�n�tely greater �mportance than theory.
The Menshev�k� wanted to convene a great mass convent�on of
representat�ves of the �ndustr�al proletar�at dur�ng the summer of
1906. "It �s a class movement," they sa�d, "not a l�ttle sectar�an
movement. How can there be a class movement unless the way �s
open to all the work�ng class to part�c�pate?" Accord�ngly, they
wanted a convent�on to wh�ch all the factory-workers would be
�nv�ted to send representat�ves. There should be no doctr�nal tests,
the sole qual�f�cat�on be�ng membersh�p �n the work�ng class. It d�d
not matter to the advocates of th�s pol�cy whether a man belonged to
the Soc�al Democrat�c party or to any party; whether he called
h�mself a revolut�on�st or anyth�ng else. It was, they sa�d, a
movement of the work�ng class, not the movement of a sect w�th�n
the work�ng class.

They knew, of course, that �n such a great mass movement there
would probably be some theoret�cal confus�on, more or less muddled
th�nk�ng. They recogn�zed, too, that �n the great mass convent�on
they proposed some Soc�al Democrat�c formulat�ons m�ght be
rejected and some others adopted wh�ch d�d not accord w�th the
Marx�an doctr�nes. But, quot�ng Marx to the effect that "One step of
real movement �s worth a thousand programs," they contended that
�f there was anyth�ng at all �n the Marx�an theory of progress through
class struggles, and the h�stor�c rule of the work�ng class, �t must
follow that, wh�le they m�ght make m�stakes and go temporar�ly
astray, the workers could not go far wrong, the�r class �nterests be�ng
a surer gu�de than any amount of �ntellectual�sm could produce.

Len�ne and h�s fr�ends, the Bolshev�k�, b�tterly opposed all th�s
reason�ng and took a d�ametr�cally oppos�te pos�t�on upon every one
of the quest�ons �nvolved. They absolutely opposed any sort of co-
operat�on w�th bourgeo�s part�es of any k�nd, for any purpose
whatever. No matter how progress�ve a part�cular bourgeo�s party
m�ght be, nor how �mportant the reform a�med at, they bel�eved that
Soc�al Democrats should rema�n �n "splend�d �solat�on," refus�ng to
make any d�st�nct�on between more l�beral and less l�beral,
progress�ve and react�onary, groups �n the bourgeo�s�e. Trotzky, who



d�d not at f�rst formally jo�n the Bolshev�k�, but was a true Bolshev�k �n
h�s �ntellectual conv�ct�ons and sympath�es, fully shared th�s v�ew.



Now, Len�ne and Trotzky were dogmat�c Marx�sts, and as such they
could not deny the content�on that cap�tal�sm must atta�n a certa�n
development before Soc�al�sm could be atta�ned �n Russ�a. Nor could
they deny that Absolut�sm was an obstacle to the development both
of cap�tal�st �ndustry and of Soc�al�sm. They contended, however,
that the pecul�ar cond�t�ons �n Russ�a, result�ng from the retardat�on
of her econom�c development for so long, made �t both poss�ble and
necessary to create a revolut�onary movement wh�ch would, at one
and the same t�me, overthrow both autocracy and cap�tal�sm.
Necessar�ly, therefore, the�r warfare must be d�rected equally aga�nst
autocracy and all pol�t�cal part�es of the landlord and cap�tal�st
classes. They were gu�ded throughout by th�s fundamental
conv�ct�on. The pol�cy of absolute and unqual�f�ed �solat�on �n the
Duma, wh�ch they �ns�sted the Soc�al Democrats ought to pursue,
was based upon that conv�ct�on.

VI

All th�s �s qu�te clear and eas�ly �ntell�g�ble. Granted the prem�se, the
log�c �s adm�rable. It �s not so easy, however, to see why, even
grant�ng the soundness of the�r oppos�t�on to co-operat�on w�th
bourgeo�s part�es and groups �n the Duma, there should be no
pol�t�cal compet�t�on w�th them—wh�ch would seem to be log�cally
�mpl�ed �n the boycott of the Duma elect�ons. Non-part�c�pat�on �n the
elect�ons, cons�stently pursued as a proletar�an pol�cy, would leave
the proletar�at unrepresented �n the leg�slat�ve body, w�thout one
representat�ve to f�ght �ts battles on what the world un�versally
regards as one of the most �mportant battle-f�elds of c�v�l�zat�on. And
yet, here, too, they were ent�rely log�cal and cons�stent—they d�d not
bel�eve �n parl�amentary government. As yet, they were not d�sposed
to emphas�ze th�s overmuch, not, apparently, because of any lack of
candor and good fa�th, but rather because the subst�tute for
parl�amentary government had not suff�c�ently shaped �tself �n the�r
m�nds. The des�re not to be confused w�th the Anarch�sts was
another reason. Because the Bolshev�k� and the Anarch�sts both
oppose parl�amentary government and the pol�t�cal state, �t has been



concluded by many wr�ters on the subject that Bolshev�sm �s s�mply
Anarch�sm �n another gu�se. Th�s �s a m�stake. Bolshev�sm �s qu�te
d�fferent from and opposed to Anarch�sm. It requ�res strongly
central�zed government, wh�ch Anarch�sm abhors.

Parl�amentary government cannot ex�st except upon the bas�s of the
w�ll of the major�ty. Whoever enters �nto the parl�amentary struggle,
therefore, must hope and a�m to convert the major�ty. Back of that
hope and a�m must be fa�th �n the �ntellectual and moral capac�ty of
the major�ty. At the foundat�on of Bolshev�st theory and pract�ce l�es
the �mportant fact that there �s no such fa�th, and, consequently,
ne�ther the hope nor the a�m to convert the major�ty and w�th �ts
strength make the Revolut�on. Out of the adult populat�on of Russ�a
at that t�me approx�mately 85 per cent. were peasants and less than
5 per cent. belonged to the �ndustr�al proletar�at. At that t�me
someth�ng l�ke 70 per cent. of the people were �ll�terate. Even �n St.
Petersburg—where the standard of l�teracy was h�gher than �n any
other c�ty—not more than 55 per cent. of the people could s�gn the�r
own names �n 1905, accord�ng to the most authent�c government
reports. When we contemplate such facts as these can we wonder
that �mpat�ent revolut�onar�es should shr�nk from attempt�ng the task
of convert�ng a major�ty of the populat�on to an �ntell�gent acceptance
of Soc�al�sm?

There was another reason bes�des th�s, however. Len�ne—and he
person�f�es Bolshev�sm—was, and �s, a doctr�na�re Marx�st of the
most dogmat�c type conce�vable. As such he bel�eved that the new
soc�al order must be the creat�on of that class wh�ch �s the pecul�ar
product of modern cap�tal�sm, the �ndustr�al proletar�at. To that class
alone he and h�s followers p�nned all the�r fa�th and hope, and that
class was a small m�nor�ty of the populat�on and bound to rema�n a
m�nor�ty for a very long per�od of years. Here, then, we have the key.
It cannot be too strongly stressed that the Bolshev�k� d�d not base
the�r hope upon the work�ng class of Russ�a, and d�d not trust �t. The
work�ng class of Russ�a—�f we are to use the term w�th an �ntell�gent
regard to real�t�es—was and �s ma�nly composed of peasants; the
�ndustr�al proletar�at was and �s only a relat�vely small part of the



great work�ng class of the nat�on. But �t �s upon that small sect�on, as
aga�nst the rest of the work�ng class, that Bolshev�sm rel�es.

Len�ne has always refused to �nclude the peasants �n h�s def�n�t�on of
the work�ng class. W�th almost fanat�cal �ntens�ty he has �ns�sted that
the peasant, together w�th the petty manufacturer and trader, would
soon d�sappear; that �ndustr�al concentrat�on would have �ts
counterpart �n a great concentrat�on of landown�ngs and agr�culture;
that the small peasant hold�ngs would be swallowed up by large,
modern agr�cultural estates, w�th the result that there would be an
�mmense mass of landless agr�cultural wage-workers. Th�s class
would, of course, be a genu�nely proletar�an class, and �ts �nterests
would be �dent�cal w�th those of the �ndustr�al proletar�at. Unt�l that
t�me came �t would be dangerous to rely upon the peasants, he
urged, because the�r �nst�ncts are bourgeo�s rather than proletar�an.
Naturally, he has looked askance at the peasant Soc�al�st
movements, deny�ng that they were truly Soc�al�st at all. They could
not be Soc�al�st movements �n the true sense, he contended,
because they lacked the essent�al qual�ty of true Soc�al�sts, namely,
proletar�an class consc�ousness.

Naturally, too, Len�ne and h�s followers have always regarded
movements wh�ch a�med to d�v�de the land among the peasants, and
so tend to g�ve permanence to a class of petty agr�cultur�sts, as
essent�ally react�onary. The ex�genc�es of the struggle have forced
them �nto some comprom�ses, of course. For example, at f�rst they
were not w�ll�ng to adm�t that the peasants could be adm�tted �nto
the�r group at all, but later on they adm�tted some who belonged to
the poorest class of peasants. Throughout, however, they have
�ns�sted that the peasant class as a whole was a class of petty
bourgeo�s�e and that �ts �nst�ncts and �nterests would �nev�tably lead �t
to s�de w�th the bourgeo�s�e as aga�nst the proletar�at. Of course, th�s
�s a very fam�l�ar phase of Soc�al�st evolut�on �n every country. It
lasted �n Germany many years. In Russ�a, however, the quest�on
assumed an �mportance �t never had �n any other country, ow�ng to
the vast preponderance of peasants �n the populat�on. Anyth�ng
more un-Russ�an than th�s theor�z�ng cannot be well conce�ved. It
runs counter to every fact �n Russ�an exper�ence, to the very bas�s of



her econom�c l�fe at th�s stage of her h�story. Len�ne �s a Russ�an, but
h�s dogmas are not Russ�an, but German. Bolshev�sm �s the product
of perverted German scholast�c�sm.

Even the �ndustr�al workers as a whole, �n the�r present stage of
development, were not to be trusted, accord�ng to the Bolshev�st
leaders. They frankly opposed the Menshev�k� when the latter
proposed to hold the�r great convent�on of �ndustr�al workers, g�v�ng
as the�r reason the fear that the convent�on major�ty would not
cons�st of class-consc�ous revolut�onary Marx�an Soc�al�sts. In other
words, they feared that the major�ty would not be on the�r s�de, and
they had not the t�me or the pat�ence to convert them. There was no
pretense of fa�th �n the major�ty of the �ndustr�al proletar�at, much less
of fa�th �n the ent�re work�ng class of Russ�a. The �ndustr�al proletar�at
was a m�nor�ty of the work�ng class, and the Bolshev�k� p�nned the�r
fa�th to a m�nor�ty of that m�nor�ty. They wanted to establ�sh, not
democracy, but d�ctatorsh�p of Russ�a by a small, d�sc�pl�ned,
�ntell�gent, and determ�ned m�nor�ty of work�ng-men.

The l�nes of cleavage between the Menshev�k� and the Bolshev�k�
were thus clearly drawn. The former, wh�le ready to jo�n �n mass
upr�s�ngs and armed �nsurrect�ons by the masses, bel�eved that the
supreme necess�ty was educat�on and organ�zat�on of all the
work�ng-people. St�ll rely�ng upon the �ndustr�al proletar�at to lead the
struggle, they nevertheless recogn�zed that the peasants were
�nd�spensable. The Bolshev�k�, on the other hand, rel�ed exclus�vely
upon armed �nsurrect�on, �n�t�ated and d�rected by desperate
m�nor�t�es. The Menshev�k� contended that the t�me for secret,
consp�ratory act�on was past; that Russ�a had outgrown that earl�er
method. As far as poss�ble, they carr�ed the struggle openly �nto the
pol�t�cal f�eld. They organ�zed un�ons, educat�onal soc�et�es, and co-
operat�ves, conf�dent that through these agenc�es the workers would
develop cohes�on and strength, wh�ch, at the r�ght t�me, they would
use as the�r class �nterests d�ctated. The Bolshev�k�, on the other
hand, clung to the old consp�ratory methods, always mastered by the
�dea that a sudden coup must some day place the re�ns of power �n
the hands of a revolut�onary m�nor�ty of the workers and enable them
to set up a d�ctatorsh�p. That d�ctatorsh�p, �t must be understood, was



not to be permanent; democracy, poss�bly even pol�t�cal democracy,
would come later.

As we have already noted, �nto the ranks of the terror�st Soc�al�st-
Revolut�onar�es and the Bolshev�k� sp�es and provocat�ve agents
wormed the�r way �n large numbers. It �s the �nev�table fate of secret,
consp�ratory movements that th�s should be so, and also that �t
should result �n saturat�ng the m�nds of all engaged �n the
movements w�th d�strust and susp�c�on. More than once the charge
of be�ng a provocateur was leveled at Len�ne and at Trotzky, but
w�thout just�f�cat�on, apparently. There was, �ndeed, one �nc�dent
wh�ch placed Len�ne �n a bad l�ght. It belongs to a somewhat later
per�od than we have been d�scuss�ng, but �t serves adm�rably to
�llustrate cond�t�ons wh�ch obta�ned throughout the whole dark per�od
between the two great revolut�ons. One of Len�ne's close fr�ends and
d�sc�ples was Roman Mal�novsky, a f�ery speaker of cons�derable
power, d�st�ngu�shed for h�s b�tter attacks upon the bourgeo�s
progress�ve part�es and upon the Menshev�k�. The tenor of h�s
speeches was always the same—only the �nterest of the proletar�at
should be cons�dered; all bourgeo�s pol�t�cal part�es and groups were
equally react�onary, and any co-operat�on w�th them, for any
purpose, was a betrayal of Soc�al�st pr�nc�ple.

Mal�novsky was trusted by the Bolshev�k�. He was elected to the
Fourth Duma, where he became the leader of the l�ttle group of
th�rteen Soc�al Democrats. L�ke other members of the Bolshev�k
fact�on, he entered the Duma, desp�te h�s contempt for parl�amentary
act�on, s�mply because �t afforded h�m a useful opportun�ty for
ag�tat�on and demonstrat�ons. In the Duma he assa�led even a
port�on of the Soc�al Democrat�c group as belong�ng to the
bourgeo�s�e, succeed�ng �n spl�tt�ng �t �n two fact�ons and becom�ng
the leader of the Bolshev�k fact�on, number�ng s�x. Th�s blatant
demagogue, whom Len�ne called "the Russ�an Bebel," was
proposed for membersh�p �n the Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau, the
supreme counc�l of the Internat�onal Soc�al�st movement, and would
have been sent as a delegate to that body as a representat�ve of
Russ�an Soc�al�st movement but for the d�scovery of the fact that he
was a secret agent of the Czar's government!



It was proved that Mal�novsky was a provocateur �n the pay of the
Pol�ce Department, and that many, �f not all, of h�s speeches had
been prepared for h�m �n the Pol�ce Department by a former d�rector
named Beletzky. The exposure made a great sensat�on �n Russ�an
Soc�al�st c�rcles at the t�me, and the fact that �t was N�kola� Len�ne
who had proposed that Mal�novsky be chosen to s�t �n the
Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau naturally caused a great deal of
unfr�endly comment. It cannot be den�ed that the �nc�dent placed
Len�ne �n an unfavorable l�ght, but �t must be adm�tted that noth�ng
developed to suggest that he was gu�lty of anyth�ng more ser�ous
than perm�tt�ng h�mself to be outw�tted and dece�ved by a cunn�ng
tr�ckster. The �nc�dent serves to show, however, the ease w�th wh�ch
the extreme fanat�c�sm of the Bolshev�k� played �nto the hands of the
autocracy.

VII

Wh�le Bolshev�k� and Menshev�k� wrangled and d�sputed, great
forces were at work among the Russ�an people. By 1910 the terr�ble
pall of depress�on and despa�r wh�ch had settled upon the nat�on as
a result of the fa�lure of the F�rst Revolut�on began to break. There
was a new generat�on of college students, youthful and opt�m�st�c
sp�r�ts who were undeterred by the fa�lure of 1905-06, conf�dent that
they were w�ser and certa�n to succeed. Also there had been an
enormous growth of work�ng-class organ�zat�ons, large numbers of
un�ons and co-operat�ve soc�et�es hav�ng been formed �n sp�te of the
efforts of the government. The soul of Russ�a was once more
st�rr�ng.

The end of 1910 and the beg�nn�ng of 1911 w�tnessed a new ser�es
of str�kes, such as had not occurred s�nce 1905. The f�rst were
students' str�kes, �naugurated �n support of the�r demand for the
abol�t�on of cap�tal pun�shment. These were qu�ckly followed by
�mportant str�kes �n the �ndustr�al centers for econom�c ends—better
wages and shorter work�ng-hours. As �n the per�od �mmed�ately
preced�ng the F�rst Revolut�on, the �ndustr�al unrest soon man�fested
�tself �n pol�t�cal ways. W�thout any consc�ous leadersh�p at all th�s



would have been �nev�table �n the ex�st�ng c�rcumstances. But there
was leadersh�p. Soc�al Democrats of both fact�ons, and Soc�al�sts of
other groups as well, moved among the workers, preach�ng the old,
yet ever new, gospel of revolt. Pol�t�cal str�kes followed the str�kes for
�mmed�ate econom�c ends. Throughout the latter part of 1911 and
the whole of 1912 the revolut�onary movement once more spread
among the masses.

The year 1913 was hardly well begun when revolut�onary act�v�t�es
assumed form�dable proport�ons. January 9th—Russ�an calendar—
ann�versary of Bloody Sunday, was celebrated all over the country
by great demonstrat�ons wh�ch were really demonstrat�on-str�kes. In
St. Petersburg f�fty-f�ve thousand workers went out—and there were
l�terally hundreds of other smaller "str�kes" of a s�m�lar nature
throughout the country. In Apr�l another ann�versary of the
martyrdom of revolt�ng work�ng-men was s�m�larly celebrated �n most
of the �ndustr�al centers, hundreds of thousands of workers str�k�ng
as a man�festat�on aga�nst the government. The 1st of May was
celebrated as �t had not been celebrated s�nce 1905. In the var�ous
�ndustr�al c�t�es hundreds of thousands of workmen left the�r work to
march through the streets and hold mass meet�ngs, and so
form�dable was the movement that the government was cowed and
dared not attempt to suppress �t by force. There was a def�ant note
of revolut�on �n th�s great upr�s�ng of the workers. They demanded an
e�ght-hour day and the r�ght to organ�ze un�ons and make collect�ve
barga�ns. In add�t�on to these demands, they protested aga�nst the
Balkan War and aga�nst m�l�tar�sm �n general.

Had the great war not �ntervened, a trag�c �nterlude �n Russ�a's long
h�story of struggle, the year 1914 would have seen the greatest
struggle for the overthrow of Czar�sm �n all that h�story. Whether �t
would have been more successful than the effort of 1905 can never
be known, but �t �s certa�n that the work�ng-class revolut�onary
movement was far stronger than �t was n�ne years before. On the
other hand, there would not have been the same degree of support
from the other classes, for �n the �nterven�ng per�od class l�nes had
been more sharply drawn and the class confl�ct greatly �ntens�f�ed.
Surg�ng through the masses l�ke a m�ghty t�de was the sp�r�t of revolt,



man�fest�ng �tself much as �t had done n�ne years before. All through
the early months of the year the revolut�onary temper grew. The
workers became openly def�ant and the government, held �n check,
doubtless, by the del�cate balance of the �nternat�onal s�tuat�on,
dared not resort to force w�th suff�c�ent v�gor to stamp out the
ag�tat�on. Mass meet�ngs were held �n sp�te of all regulat�ons to the
contrary; pol�t�cal str�kes occurred �n all parts of the country. In St.
Petersburg and Moscow barr�cades were thrown up �n the streets as
late as July. Then the war clouds burst. A greater pass�on than that
of revolut�on swept over the nat�on and �t turned to present a un�ted
front to the external foe.



CHAPTER III

THE WAR AND THE PEOPLE

I

The war aga�nst Austr�a and Germany was not unpopular. Certa�nly
there was never an occas�on when a declarat�on of war by the�r
rulers roused so l�ttle resentment among the Russ�an people. Wars
are pract�cally never popular w�th the great mass of the people �n any
country, and th�s �s espec�ally true of autocrat�cally governed
countr�es. The heavy burdens wh�ch all great wars �mpose upon the
labor�ng class, as well as upon the petty bourgeo�s�e, cause even the
most r�ghteous wars to be regarded w�th dread and sorrow. The
memory of the war w�th Japan was too fresh and too b�tter to make �t
poss�ble for the mass of the Russ�an people to welcome the thought
of another war. It cannot, therefore, �n truth be sa�d that the war w�th
the Central Emp�res was popular. But �t can be sa�d w�th s�ncer�ty
and the fullest sanct�on that the war was not unpopular; that �t was
accepted by the greater part of the people as a just and, moreover, a
necessary war. Oppos�t�on to the war was not greater �n Russ�a than
�n England or France, or, later, �n Amer�ca. Of course, there were
rel�g�ous pac�f�sts and Soc�al�sts who opposed the war and
denounced �t, as they would have denounced any other war, on
general pr�nc�ples, no matter what the �ssues �nvolved m�ght be, but
the�r number and the�r �nfluence were small and qu�te un�mportant.

The one great outstand�ng fact was the manner �n wh�ch the sense
of per�l to the fatherland rall�ed to �ts defense the d�fferent races,
creeds, classes, and part�es, the great t�dal wave of genu�ne and
s�ncere patr�ot�sm sweep�ng everyth�ng before �t, even the m�ghty,
pass�onate revolut�onary ag�tat�on. It can hardly be quest�oned or
doubted that �f the war had been b�tterly resented by the masses �t



would have prec�p�tated revolut�on �nstead of retard�ng �t. From th�s
po�nt of v�ew the war was a deplorable d�saster. That no ser�ous
attempt was made to br�ng about a revolut�on at that t�me �s the best
poss�ble ev�dence that the declarat�on of war d�d not enrage the
people. If not a popular and welcome event, therefore, the
declarat�on of war by the Czar was not an unpopular one. Never
before s�nce h�s access�on to the throne had N�cholas II had the
support of the nat�on to anyth�ng l�ke the same extent.

Take the Jews, for example. B�tterly hated and persecuted as they
had been, desp�sed and hum�l�ated beyond descr�pt�on; v�ct�ms of
the knout and the pogrom; tortured by Cossacks and Black
Hundreds; robbed by off�c�al extort�ons; the�r women shamed and
ravaged and the�r bab�es doomed to rot and d�e �n the no�some Pale
—the Jews owed no loyalty to the Czar or even to the nat�on. Had
they sought revenge �n the hour of Russ�a's cr�s�s, �n howsoever gr�m
a manner, �t would have been easy to understand the�r act�on and
hard �ndeed to regard �t w�th condemnat�on. It �s almost unth�nkable
that the Czar could have thought of the Jews �n h�s vast Emp�re �n
those days w�thout grave apprehens�on and fear.

Yet, as all the world knows, the Jews resolutely overcame whatever
suggest�on of revenge came to them and, w�th marvelous sol�dar�ty,
responded to Russ�a's call w�thout hes�tat�on and w�thout pol�t�cal
�ntr�gue or barga�n�ng. As a whole, they were as loyal as any of the
Czar's subjects. How shall we expla�n th�s phenomenon?

The explanat�on �s that the leaders of the Jew�sh people, and
pract�cally the whole body of Jew�sh Intellectuals, recogn�zed from
the f�rst that the war was more than a war of confl�ct�ng dynast�es;
that �t was a war of confl�ct�ng �deals. They recogn�zed that the
Entente, as a whole, notw�thstand�ng that �t �ncluded the autocracy of
Russ�a, represented the generous, democrat�c �deals and pr�nc�ples
v�tal to every Jew �n that they must be securely establ�shed before
the emanc�pat�on of the Jew could be real�zed. The�r hatred of
Czar�sm was not engulfed by any maudl�n sent�ment; they knew that
they had no "fatherland" to defend. They were not swept on a t�de of
j�ngo�sm to forget the�r trag�c h�story and procla�m the�r loyalty to the



�nfamous oppressor. No. The�r loyalty was to the Entente, not to the
Czar. They were gu�ded by enl�ghtened self-�nterest, by an �ntell�gent
understand�ng of the mean�ng to them of the great struggle aga�nst
Teuton�c m�l�tar�st-�mper�al�sm.

Every �ntell�gent and educated Jew �n Russ�a knew that the real
source of the brutal ant�-Sem�t�sm wh�ch character�zed the rule of the
Romanovs was Pruss�an and not Russ�an. He knew that �t had long
been one of the ma�n features of Germany's fore�gn pol�cy to
�nst�gate and st�mulate hatred and fear of the Jews by Russ�an
off�c�aldom. There could not be a more trag�c m�stake than to �nfer
from the ruthless oppress�on of the Jews �n Russ�a that ant�-
Sem�t�sm �s character�st�cally Russ�an. Surely, the fact that the F�rst
Duma was pract�cally unan�mous �n dec�d�ng to g�ve equal r�ghts to
the Jews w�th all the rest of the populat�on proves that the Russ�an
people d�d not hate the Jews. The �ll-treatment of the Jews was part
of the pol�cy by wh�ch Germany, for her own ends, cunn�ngly
contr�ved to weaken Russ�a and so prevent the development of her
nat�onal sol�dar�ty. Rac�al an�mos�ty and confl�ct was an �deal
�nstrument for atta�n�ng that result. Internal war and abort�ve
revolut�onary outbreaks wh�ch kept the country unsettled, and the
energ�es of the government taxed to the uttermost, served the same
end, and were, therefore, the object of Germany's �ntr�gues �n
Russ�a, equally w�th host�l�ty to the Jews, as we shall have occas�on
to note.

German �ntr�gue �n Russ�a �s an �nterest�ng study �n econom�c
determ�n�sm. Unless we comprehend �t we shall str�ve �n va�n to
understand Russ�a's part �n the war and her rôle �n the h�story of the
past few decades. A br�ef study of the map of Europe by any person
who possesses even an elementary knowledge of the sal�ent
pr�nc�ples of econom�cs w�ll reveal Germany's �nterest �n Russ�a and
make qu�te pla�n why German statesmen have so ass�duously a�med
to keep Russ�a �n a backward econom�c cond�t�on. As a great
�ndustr�al nat�on �t was to Germany's �nterest to have Russ�a rema�n
backward �ndustr�ally, predom�nantly an agr�cultural country, qu�te as
surely as �t was to her �nterest as a m�l�tary power to have weakness
and �neff�c�ency, �nstead of strength and eff�c�ency, �n Russ�a's



m�l�tary organ�zat�on. As a h�ghly developed �ndustr�al nat�on Russ�a
would of necess�ty have been Germany's form�dable r�val—perhaps
her most form�dable r�val—and by her geograph�cal s�tuat�on would
have possessed an enormous advantage �n the explo�tat�on of the
vast markets �n the far East. As a feudal agr�cultural country, on the
other hand, Russ�a would be a great market for German
manufactured goods, and, at the same t�me, a most conven�ent
supply-depot for raw mater�als and granary upon wh�ch Germany
could rely for raw mater�als, wheat, rye, and other staple gra�ns—a
supply-depot and granary, moreover, access�ble by overland
transportat�on not subject to naval attack.

For the Russ�an Jew the defeat of Germany was a v�tal necess�ty.
The v�ctory of Germany and her all�es could only serve to strengthen
Pruss�an �nfluence �n Russ�a and add to the m�sery and suffer�ng of
the Jew�sh populat�on. That other factors entered �nto the
determ�nat�on of the att�tude of the Jews, such as, for example, fa�th
�n England as the trad�t�onal fr�end of the Jew, and abhorrence at the
cruel �nvas�on of Belg�um, �s qu�te true. But the great determ�nant
was the well-understood fact that Germany's rulers had long
systemat�cally man�pulated Russ�an pol�t�cs and the Russ�an
bureaucracy to the ser�ous �njury of the Jew�sh race. Germany's
m�l�tar�st-�mper�al�sm was the soul and �nsp�rat�on of the oppress�on
wh�ch cursed every Jew �n Russ�a.

II

The democrat�c elements �n Russ�a were led to support the
government by very s�m�lar reason�ng. The same econom�c and
dynast�c mot�ves wh�ch had led Germany to promote rac�al
an�mos�t�es and struggles �n Russ�a led her to take every other
poss�ble means to uphold autocracy and prevent the establ�shment
of democracy. Th�s had been long recogn�zed by all l�beral Russ�ans,
no matter to what pol�t�cal school or party they m�ght belong. It was
as much part of the common knowledge as the fact that St.
Petersburg was the nat�onal cap�tal. It was part of the �ntellectual
creed of pract�cally every l�beral Russ�an that there was a natural



aff�n�ty between the great autocrac�es of Germany and Russ�a, and
that a revolut�on �n Russ�a wh�ch ser�ously endangered the ex�stence
of monarch�cal absolut�sm would be suppressed by Pruss�an guns
and bayonets re�nforc�ng those of loyal Russ�an troops. It was
generally bel�eved by Russ�an Soc�al�sts that �n 1905 the Ka�ser had
prom�sed to send troops �nto Russ�a to crush the Revolut�on �f called
upon for that a�d. Many German Soc�al�sts, �t may be added, shared
that bel�ef. Autocrac�es have a natural tendency to comb�ne forces
aga�nst revolut�onary movements. It would have been no more
strange for W�lhelm II to a�d N�cholas II �n quell�ng a revolut�on that
menaced h�s throne than �t was for Alexander I to a�d �n putt�ng down
revolut�on �n Germany; or than �t was for N�cholas I to crush the
Hungar�an Revolut�on �n 1849, �n the �nterest of Franc�s Joseph; or
than �t was for B�smarck to rush to the a�d of Alexander II �n putt�ng
down the Pol�sh �nsurrect�on �n 1863.

The democrats of Russ�a knew, moreover, that, �n add�t�on to the
natural aff�n�ty wh�ch served to b�nd the two autocrac�es, the
Romanov and Hohenzollern dynast�es had been closely kn�t together
�n a strong un�on by years and years of carefully planned and
strongly wrought blood t�es. As Isaac Don Len�ne rem�nds us �n h�s
adm�rable study of the Russ�an Revolut�on, N�cholas II was more
than seven-e�ghths German, less than one-e�ghth of h�s blood
her�tage be�ng Romanov. Cather�ne the Great, w�fe of Peter III, was
a Pruss�an by b�rth and her�tage and thoroughly Pruss�an�zed her
court. After her—from 1796 to 1917—s�x Czars re�gned �n Russ�a,
f�ve of whom marr�ed German w�ves. As was �nev�table �n such
c�rcumstances, the Russ�an court had long been notor�ously subject
to German �nfluences and strongly pro-German �n �ts sympath�es—
by no means a small matter �n an autocrat�c country. Fully aware of
the�r advantage, the Ka�ser and h�s M�n�sters �ncreased the German
�nfluence and power at the Russ�an court by encourag�ng German
nobles to marry �nto Russ�an court c�rcles. The clos�ng decade of the
re�gn of N�cholas II was marked by an extraord�nary �ncrease of
Pruss�an �nfluence �n h�s court, an ach�evement �n wh�ch the Ka�ser
was greatly ass�sted by the Czar�na, who was, �t w�ll be remembered,
a German pr�ncess.



Naturally, the German compos�t�on and character of the Czar's court
was reflected �n the d�plomat�c serv�ce and �n the most �mportant
departments of the Russ�an government, �nclud�ng the army. The
Russ�an Secret Serv�ce was very largely �n the hands of Germans
and Russ�ans who had marr�ed German w�ves. The same th�ng may
be sa�d of the Pol�ce Department. Many of the generals and other
h�gh off�cers �n the Russ�an army were e�ther of German parentage
or connected w�th Germany by marr�age t�es. In br�ef, the whole
Russ�an bureaucracy was honeycombed by German �nfluence.

Outs�de off�c�al c�rcles, much the same cond�t�on ex�sted among the
great landowners. Those of the Balt�c prov�nces were largely of
Teuton�c descent, of course. Many had marr�ed German w�ves. The
result was that the nob�l�ty of these prov�nces, long pecul�arly
�nfluent�al �n the pol�t�cal l�fe of Russ�a, was, to a very large degree,
pro-German. In add�t�on to these, there were numerous large
landowners of German b�rth, wh�le many, probably a b�g major�ty, of
the super�ntendents of the large �ndustr�al establ�shments and landed
estates were German c�t�zens. It �s notor�ous that the pr�nc�pal
factor�es upon wh�ch Russ�a had to rely for guns and mun�t�ons were
�n charge of Germans, who had been �ntroduced because of the�r
h�gh techn�cal eff�c�ency.

In v�ew of these facts, and a mass of s�m�lar facts wh�ch m�ght be
c�ted, �t was natural for the democrats of Russ�a to �dent�fy Germany
and German �ntr�gue and �nfluence w�th the hated bureaucracy. It
was as natural as �t was for the German �nfluence to be used aga�nst
the democrat�c movement �n Russ�a, as �t �nvar�ably was. Pract�cally
the ent�re mass of democrat�c op�n�on �n Russ�a, �nclud�ng, of course,
all the Soc�al�st fact�ons, regarded these royal, ar�stocrat�c, and
bureaucrat�c German �nfluences as a menace to Russ�a, a cancer
that must be cut out. W�th the except�on of a sect�on of the Soc�al�sts,
whose pos�t�on we shall presently exam�ne, the mass of l�beral-
th�nk�ng, progress�ve, democrat�c Russ�ans saw �n the war a
welcome break�ng of the German yoke. Bel�ev�ng that the v�ctory of
Germany would restore the yoke, and that her defeat by Russ�a
would el�m�nate the power wh�ch had susta�ned Czar�sm, they
welcomed the war and rall�ed w�th enthus�asm at the call to arms.



They were loyal, but to Russ�a, not to the Czar. They felt that �n
warr�ng aga�nst Pruss�an m�l�tar�st-�mper�al�sm they were
underm�n�ng Russ�an Absolut�sm.

That the cap�tal�sts of Russ�a should want to see the power of
Germany to hold Russ�a �n cha�ns completely destroyed �s easy to
understand. To all �ntents and purposes, from the purely econom�c
po�nt of v�ew, Russ�a was v�rtually a German colony to be explo�ted
for the benef�t of Germany. The commerc�al treat�es of 1905, wh�ch
gave Germany such �mmense trade advantages, had become
exceed�ngly unpopular. On the other hand, the �mmense French loan
of 1905, the greater part of wh�ch had been used to develop the
�ndustr�al l�fe of Russ�a, had the effect of br�ng�ng Russ�an cap�tal�sts
�nto closer relat�ons w�th French cap�tal�sts. For further cap�tal Russ�a
could only look to France and England w�th any conf�dent hope.
Above all, the cap�tal�sts of Russ�a wanted freedom for econom�c
development; they wanted stab�l�ty and nat�onal un�ty, the very th�ngs
Germany was prevent�ng. They wanted eff�c�ent government and the
el�m�nat�on of the terr�ble corrupt�on wh�ch �nfested the bureaucracy.
The law of econom�c evolut�on was �nexorable and �nescapable; the
cap�tal�st system could not grow w�th�n the narrow conf�nes of
Absolut�sm.

For the Russ�an cap�tal�st class, therefore, �t was of the most v�tal
�mportance that Germany's power should not be �ncreased, as �t
would of necess�ty be �f the Entente subm�tted to her threats and
perm�tted Serb�a to be crushed by Austr�a, and the furtherance of the
Pan-German M�tteleuropa des�gns. It was v�tally necessary to
Russ�an cap�tal�sm that Germany's strangle-hold upon the �nner l�fe
of Russ�a should be broken. The �ssue was not the compet�t�on of
cap�tal�sm, as that �s commonly understood; �t was not the r�valry for
markets l�ke that wh�ch an�mates the cap�tal�st classes of all lands.
The Russ�an cap�tal�st class was an�mated by no fear of German
compet�t�on �n the sense �n wh�ch the nat�ons of the world have
understood that term. They had the�r own vast home market to
develop. The �ndustr�al�zat�on of the country must transform a very
large part of the peasantry �nto factory art�sans l�v�ng �n c�t�es, hav�ng
new needs and relat�vely h�gh wages, and, consequently, more



money to spend. For many years to come the�r ch�ef rel�ance must
be the home market, constantly expand�ng as the relat�ve
�mportance of manufactur�ng �ncreased and forced �mproved
methods of agr�culture upon the nat�on �n the process, as �t was
bound to do.

It was Germany as a pers�stent meddler �n Russ�an government and
pol�t�cs that the cap�tal�sts of Russ�a resented. It was the unfa�r
advantage that th�s underhand pol�t�cal man�pulat�on gave her �n the�r
own home f�eld that st�rred up the leaders of the cap�tal�st class of
Russ�a. That, and the knowledge that German �ntr�gue by promot�ng
d�v�s�ons �n Russ�a was the ma�nstay of the autocracy, sol�d�f�ed the
cap�tal�st class of Russ�a �n support of the war. There was a small
sect�on of th�s class that went much farther than th�s and enterta�ned
more amb�t�ous hopes. They real�zed fully that Turkey had already
fallen under the dom�nat�on of Germany to such a degree that �n the
event of a German v�ctory �n the war, or, what really amounted to the
same th�ng, the subm�ss�on of the Entente to her w�ll, Germany
would become the ruler of the Dardanelles and European Turkey be
�n real�ty, and perhaps �n form, part of the German Emp�re.

Such a development could not fa�l, they bel�eved, to have the most
d�sastrous consequences for Russ�a. Inev�tably, �t would add to
German prest�ge and power �n the Russ�an Emp�re, and weld
together the Hohenzollern, Habsburg, and Romanov autocrac�es �n a
sol�d, react�onary mass, wh�ch, under the eff�c�ent leadersh�p of
Germany, m�ght eas�ly dom�nate the ent�re world. Moreover, l�ke
many of the ablest Russ�ans, �nclud�ng the foremost Marx�an
Soc�al�st scholars, they bel�eved that the normal econom�c
development of Russ�a requ�red a free outlet to the warm waters of
the Med�terranean, wh�ch alone could g�ve her free access to the
great ocean h�ghways. Therefore they hoped that one result of a
v�ctor�ous war by the Entente aga�nst the Central Emp�res, �n wh�ch
Russ�a would play an �mportant part, would be the acqu�s�t�on of
Constant�nople by Russ�a. Thus the old v�s�on of the Czars had
become the v�s�on of an �nfluent�al and r�s�ng class w�th a sol�d bas�s
of econom�c �nterest.



III

As �n every other country �nvolved, the Soc�al�st movement was
sharply d�v�ded by the war. Paradox�cal as �t seems, �n sp�te of the
great rev�val of revolut�onary hope and sent�ment �n the f�rst half of
the year, the Soc�al�st part�es and groups were not strong when the
war broke out. They were, �ndeed, at a very low state. They had not
yet recovered from the react�on. The man�pulat�on of the electoral
laws follow�ng the d�ssolut�on of the Second Duma, and the
systemat�c oppress�on and repress�on of all rad�cal organ�zat�ons by
the adm�n�strat�on, had greatly reduced the Soc�al�st part�es �n
membersh�p and �nfluence. The masses were, for a long t�me, weary
of struggle, despondent, and pass�ve. The Soc�al�st fact�ons
meanwh�le were engaged �n an apparently �nterm�nable controversy
upon theoret�cal and tact�cal quest�ons �n wh�ch the masses of the
work�ng-people, when they began to st�r at last, took no �nterest, and
wh�ch they could hardly be supposed to understand. The Soc�al�st
part�es and groups were subject to a very great d�sab�l�ty �n that the�r
leaders were pract�cally all �n ex�le. Had a revolut�on broken out, as �t
would have done but for the war, Soc�al�st leadersh�p would have
asserted �tself.

As �n all other countr�es, the d�v�s�ons of op�n�on created by the war
among the Soc�al�sts cut across all prev�ous ex�st�ng l�nes of
separat�on and made �t �mposs�ble to say that th�s or that fact�on
adopted a part�cular v�ew. Just as �n Germany, France, and England,
some of the most revolut�onary Soc�al�sts jo�ned w�th the more
moderate Soc�al�sts �n uphold�ng the war, wh�le extremely moderate
Soc�al�sts jo�ned w�th Soc�al�sts of the oppos�te extreme �n oppos�ng
�t. It �s poss�ble, however, to set forth the pr�nc�pal features of the
d�v�s�on w�th tolerable accuracy:

A major�ty of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party execut�ve �ssued an
ant�-war Man�festo. There �s no means of tell�ng how far the v�ews
expressed represented the att�tude of the peasant Soc�al�sts as a
whole, ow�ng to the d�sorgan�zed state of the party and the d�ff�cult�es
of assembl�ng the members. The Man�festo read:



There �s no doubt that Austr�an �mper�al�sm �s respons�ble for the war
w�th Serb�a. But �s �t not equally cr�m�nal on the part of Serbs to
refuse autonomy to Macedon�a and to oppress smaller and weaker
nat�ons?

It �s the protect�on of th�s state that our government cons�ders �ts
"sacred duty." What hypocr�sy! Imag�ne the �ntervent�on of the Czar
on behalf of poor Serb�a, wh�lst he martyr�zes Poland, F�nland and
the Jews, and behaves l�ke a br�gand toward Pers�a.

Whatever may be the course of events, the Russ�an workers and
peasants w�ll cont�nue the�r hero�c f�ght to obta�n for Russ�a a place
among c�v�l�zed nat�ons.

Th�s Man�festo was �ssued, as reported �n the Soc�al�st press, pr�or to
the actual declarat�on of war. It was a threat of revolut�on made w�th
a v�ew to prevent�ng the war, �f poss�ble, and belongs to the same
category as the s�m�lar threats of revolut�on made by the German
Soc�al�sts before the war to the same end. The m�ldness of manner
wh�ch character�zes the Man�festo may be attr�buted to two causes—
weakness of the movement and a result�ng lack of assurance,
together w�th a lack of conv�ct�on ar�s�ng from the fact that many of
the leaders, wh�le they hated the Czar and all h�s works, and could
not reconc�le themselves to the �dea of mak�ng any k�nd of truce w�th
the�r great enemy, nevertheless were pro-Ally and anx�ous for the
defeat of German �mper�al�sm. In other words, these leaders shared
the nat�onal feel�ng aga�nst Germany, and, had they been free
c�t�zens of a democrat�cally governed country, would have loyally
supported the war.

When the Duma met, on August 8th, for the purpose of vot�ng the
war cred�ts, the Soc�al Democrats of both fact�ons, Bolshev�k� and
Menshev�k�, fourteen �n number,[2] un�ted upon a pol�cy of abstent�on
from vot�ng. Valent�n Khaustov, on behalf of the two fact�ons, read
th�s statement:

A terr�ble and unprecedented calam�ty has broken upon the people
of the ent�re world. M�ll�ons of workers have been torn away from



the�r labor, ru�ned, and swept away by a bloody torrent. M�ll�ons of
fam�l�es have been del�vered over to fam�ne.

War has already begun. Wh�le the governments of Europe were
prepar�ng for �t, the proletar�at of the ent�re world, w�th the German
workers at the head, unan�mously protested.

The hearts of the Russ�an workers are w�th the European proletar�at.
Th�s war �s provoked by the pol�cy of expans�on for wh�ch the rul�ng
classes of all countr�es are respons�ble.

The proletar�at w�ll defend the c�v�l�zat�on of the world aga�nst th�s
attack.

The consc�ous proletar�at of the bell�gerent countr�es has not been
suff�c�ently powerful to prevent th�s war and the result�ng return of
barbar�sm.

But we are conv�nced that the work�ng class w�ll f�nd �n the
�nternat�onal sol�dar�ty of the workers the means to force the
conclus�on of peace at an early date. The terms of that peace w�ll be
d�ctated by the people themselves, and not by the d�plomats.

We are conv�nced that th�s war w�ll f�nally open the eyes of the great
masses of Europe, and show them the real causes of all the v�olence
and oppress�on that they endure, and that therefore th�s new
explos�on of barbar�sm w�ll be the last.

As soon as th�s declarat�on was read the fourteen members of the
Soc�al Democrat�c group left the chamber �n s�lence. They were
�mmed�ately followed by the Labor�tes and Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts
represent�ng the peasant Soc�al�sts, so that none of the Soc�al�sts �n
the Duma voted for the war cred�ts. As we shall see later on, the
Labor�tes and most of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts afterward
supported the war. The declarat�on of the Soc�al Democrats �n the
Duma was as weak and as lack�ng �n def�n�teness of pol�cy as the
Man�festo of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts already quoted. We know
now that �t was a comprom�se. It was poss�ble to get agreement
upon a statement of general pr�nc�ples wh�ch were commonplaces of
Soc�al�st propaganda, and to vaguely expressed hopes that "the



work�ng class w�ll f�nd �n the �nternat�onal sol�dar�ty of the workers the
means to force the conclus�on of peace at an early date." It was easy
enough to do th�s, but �t would have been �mposs�ble to un�te upon a
def�n�te pol�cy of res�stance and oppos�t�on to the war. It was easy to
agree not to vote for the war cred�ts, s�nce there was no danger that
th�s would have any pract�cal effect, the vot�ng of the cred�ts—largely
a mere form—be�ng qu�te certa�n. It would have been �mposs�ble to
get all to agree to vote aga�nst the cred�ts.

Under the strong leadersh�p of Alexander Kerensky the Labor party
soon took a dec�ded stand �n support of the war. In the name of the
ent�re group of the party's representat�ves �n the Duma, Kerensky
read at an early sess�on a statement wh�ch pledged the party to
defend the fatherland. "We f�rmly bel�eve," sa�d Kerensky, "that the
great flower of Russ�an democracy, together w�th all the other forces,
w�ll throw back the aggress�ve enemy and w�ll defend the�r nat�ve
land." The party had dec�ded, he sa�d, to support the war "�n defense
of the land of our b�rth and of our c�v�l�zat�on created by the blood of
our race.... We bel�eve that through the agony of the battle-f�eld the
brotherhood of the Russ�an people w�ll be strengthened and a
common des�re created to free the land from �ts terr�ble �nternal
troubles." Kerensky declared that the workers would take no
respons�b�l�ty for the su�c�dal war �nto wh�ch the governments of
Europe had plunged the�r peoples. He strongly cr�t�c�zed the
government, but ended, nevertheless, �n call�ng upon the peasants
and �ndustr�al workers to support the war:

"The Soc�al�sts of England, Belg�um, France, and Germany have
tr�ed to protest aga�nst rush�ng �nto war. We Russ�an Soc�al�sts were
not able at the last to ra�se our vo�ces freely aga�nst the war. But,
deeply conv�nced of the brotherhood of the workers of all lands, we
send our brotherly greet�ngs to all who protested aga�nst the
preparat�ons for th�s fratr�c�dal confl�ct of peoples. Remember that
Russ�an c�t�zens have no enem�es among the work�ng classes of the
bell�gerents! Protect your country to the end aga�nst aggress�on by
the states whose governments are host�le to us, but remember that
there would not have been th�s terr�ble war had the great �deals of
democracy, freedom, equal�ty, and brotherhood been d�rect�ng the



act�v�t�es of those who control the dest�n�es of Russ�a and other
lands! As �t �s, our author�t�es, even �n th�s terr�ble moment, show no
des�re to forget �nternal str�fe, grant no amnesty to those who have
fought for freedom and the country's happ�ness, show no des�re for
reconc�l�at�on w�th the non-Russ�an peoples of the Emp�re.

"And, �nstead of rel�ev�ng the cond�t�on of the labor�ng classes of the
people, the government puts on them espec�ally the heav�est load of
the war expenses, by t�ghten�ng the yoke of �nd�rect taxes.

"Peasants and workers, all who want the happ�ness and well-be�ng
of Russ�a �n these great tr�als, harden your sp�r�t! Gather all your
strength and, hav�ng defended your land, free �t; and to you, our
brothers, who are shedd�ng blood for the fatherland, a profound
obe�sance and fraternal greet�ngs."

Kerensky's statement was of tremendous s�gn�f�cance. Made on
behalf of the ent�re group of wh�ch he was leader, �t reflected the
sober second thought of the representat�ves of the peasant
Soc�al�sts and soc�al�st�cally �ncl�ned rad�cals. The�r solemnly
measured protest aga�nst the react�onary pol�cy of the government
was as s�gn�f�cant as the announcement that they would support the
war. It was a fact that at the very t�me when nat�onal un�ty was of the
most v�tal �mportance the government was already goad�ng the
people �nto despa�r�ng revolt.

That a sect�on of the Bolshev�k� began a secret ag�tat�on aga�nst the
war, a�m�ng at a revolt among the sold�ers, regardless of the fact that
�t would mean Russ�a's defeat and Germany's tr�umph, �s a certa�nty.
The government soon learned of th�s movement and promptly took
steps to crush �t. Many Russ�an Soc�al�sts have charged that the
pol�cy of the Bolshev�k� was �nsp�red by provocateurs �n the employ
of the pol�ce, and by them betrayed. Others bel�eve that the pol�cy
was �nst�gated by German provocateurs, for very obv�ous purposes.
It was not uncommon for German secret agents to worm the�r way
�nto the Russ�an Soc�al�st ranks, nor for the agents of the Russ�an
pol�ce to keep the German secret serv�ce �nformed of what was
go�ng on �n Russ�an Soc�al�st c�rcles. Whatever truth there may be �n



the susp�c�on that the ant�-war Bolshev�k fact�on of the Soc�al
Democrats were the v�ct�ms of the Russ�an pol�ce esp�onage system,
and were betrayed by one whom they had trusted, as the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts had been betrayed by Azev, the fact rema�ns that the
government ordered the arrest of f�ve of the Bolshev�st Soc�al
Democrat�c members of the Duma, on November 17th. Never before
had the government d�sregarded the pr�nc�ple of parl�amentary
�mmun�ty. When members of the F�rst Duma, belong�ng to var�ous
part�es, and members of the Second Duma, belong�ng to the Soc�al
Democrat�c party, were arrested �t was only after the Duma had been
formally d�ssolved. The arrest of the f�ve Soc�al Democrats wh�le the
Duma was st�ll s�tt�ng evoked a strong protest, even from the
conservat�ves.

The government based �ts act�on upon the follow�ng allegat�ons,
wh�ch appear to have been substant�ally correct: �n October
arrangements were made to convoke a secret conference of
delegates of the Soc�al Democrat�c organ�zat�on to plan for a
revolut�onary upr�s�ng. The pol�ce learned of the plan, and when at
last, on November 17th, the conference was held at V�borg, e�ght
m�les from Petrograd—as the nat�onal cap�tal was now called—a
detachment of pol�ce found eleven persons assembled, �nclud�ng f�ve
members of the Imper�al Duma, Messrs. Petrovsky, Badavev,
Mouranov, Samoelov, and Chagov. The pol�ce arrested s�x persons,
but d�d not arrest the Duma members, on account of the�r
parl�amentary pos�t�on. An exam�n�ng mag�strate, however, �nd�cted
the whole eleven who attended the conference, under Art�cle No.
102 of the Penal Code, and �ssued warrants for the�r arrest. Among
those arrested was Kamanev, one of Len�ne's closest fr�ends, who
behaved so badly at h�s tr�al, man�fest�ng so much coward�ce, that he
was censured by h�s party.

At th�s conference, accord�ng to the government, arrangements were
made to c�rculate among the masses a Man�festo wh�ch declared
that "from the v�ewpo�nt of the work�ng class and of the labor�ng
masses of all the nat�ons of Russ�a, the defeat of the monarchy of
the Czar and of �ts arm�es would be of extremely l�ttle consequence."
The Man�festo urged the �mperat�ve necess�ty of carry�ng on on all



s�des the propaganda of the soc�al revolut�on among the army and at
the theater of the war, and that weapons should be d�rected not
aga�nst the�r brothers, the h�red slaves of other countr�es, but aga�nst
the react�onary bourgeo�s governments. The Man�festo went on,
accord�ng to the government, to favor the organ�zat�on of a s�m�lar
propaganda �n all languages, among all the arm�es, w�th the a�m of
creat�ng republ�cs �n Russ�a, Poland, Germany, Austr�a, and all other
European countr�es, these to be federated �nto a republ�can Un�ted
Stares of Europe.

The declarat�on that the defeat of the Russ�an arm�es would be "of
extremely l�ttle consequence" to the workers became the key-note of
the ant�-war ag�tat�on of the Bolshev�k�. Len�ne and Z�nov�ev, st�ll �n
ex�le, adopted the v�ew that the defeat of Russ�a was actually
des�rable from the po�nt of v�ew of the Russ�an work�ng class. "We
are Russ�ans, and for that very reason we want Czar�sm to be
defeated," was the cry.[3] In h�s paper, the Soc�al Democrat,
publ�shed �n Sw�tzerland, Len�ne advocated Russ�an defeat, to be
brought about through treachery and revolt �n the army, as the best
means of further�ng revolut�onary progress. The major�ty of the
Bolshev�k fact�on made common cause w�th the extreme left-w�ng
Soc�al�sts of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party, who shared the�r
v�ews and became known as "Porazhents�"—that �s, advocates of
defeat. Naturally, the charge was made that they were pro-German,
and �t was even charged that they were �n the pay of Germany.
Poss�bly some of them were, but �t by no means follows that
because they des�red Russ�a's defeat they were therefore
consc�ously pro-German. They were not pro-German, but ant�-
Czar�sts. They bel�eved qu�te honestly, most of them, that Russ�a's
defeat was the surest and qu�ckest way of br�ng�ng about the
Revolut�on �n Russ�a wh�ch would overthrow Czar�sm. In many
respects the�r pos�t�on was qu�te l�ke that of those Ir�sh rebels who
des�red to see England defeated, even though �t meant Germany's
tr�umph, not because of any love for Germany, but because they
hated England and bel�eved that her defeat would be Ireland's
opportun�ty. However short-s�ghted and stup�d such a pol�cy may be
judged to be, �t �s qu�te comprehens�ble and should not be



m�srepresented. It �s a remarkable fact that the Bolshev�k�, wh�le
cla�m�ng to be the most rad�cal and extreme �nternat�onal�sts, were �n
pract�ce the most narrow nat�onal�sts. They were exactly as narrow
�n the�r nat�onal�sm as the S�nn-Fe�ners of Ireland. They were not
bl�nd to the terr�ble wrongs �nfl�cted upon Belg�um, or to the fact that
Germany's v�ctory over Russ�a would make �t poss�ble for her to
crush the western democrac�es, France and England. But ne�ther to
save Belg�um nor to prevent German m�l�tar�sm crush�ng French and
Engl�sh workers under �ts �ron heel would they have the Russ�an
workers make any sacr�f�ce. They saw, and cared only for, what they
bel�eved to be Russ�an �nterests.

IV

But dur�ng the f�rst months of the war the Porazhents�—�nclud�ng the
Bolshev�k�—were a very small m�nor�ty. The great major�ty of the
Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts rall�ed to the support of the All�ed cause.
Soon after the war began a Soc�al�st Man�festo to the labor�ng
masses of Russ�a was �ssued. It bore the s�gnature of many of the
best-known Russ�an Soc�al�sts, represent�ng all the Soc�al�st fact�ons
and groups except the Bolshev�k�. Among the names were those of
George Plechanov, Leo Deutsch, Gregory Alex�nsky, N. Avksent�ev,
B. Vorovonov, I. Bunakov, and A. Bach—represent�ng the best
thought of the movement �n pract�cally all �ts phases. Th�s document
�s of the greatest h�stor�cal �mportance, not merely because �t
expressed the sent�ments of Soc�al�sts of so many shades, but even
more because of �ts carefully reasoned arguments why Soc�al�sts
should support the war and why the defeat of Germany was
essent�al to Russ�an and �nternat�onal soc�al democracy. Desp�te �ts
great length, the Man�festo �s here g�ven �n �ts ent�rety:



We, the unders�gned, belong to the d�fferent shades of Russ�an
Soc�al�st�c thought. We d�ffer on many th�ngs, but we f�rmly agree �n
that the defeat of Russ�a �n her struggle w�th Germany would mean
her defeat �n her struggle for freedom, and we th�nk that, gu�ded by
th�s conv�ct�on, our adherents �n Russ�a must come together for a
common serv�ce to the�r people, �n the hour of the grave danger the
country �s now fac�ng.

We address ourselves to the pol�t�cally consc�ous work�ng-men,
peasants, art�sans, clerks—to all of those who earn the�r bread �n the
sweat of the�r brow, and who, suffer�ng from the lack of means and
want of pol�t�cal r�ghts, are struggl�ng for a better future for
themselves, for the�r ch�ldren, and for the�r brethren.

We send them our hearty greet�ng, and pers�stently say to them:
L�sten to us �n th�s fatal t�me, when the enemy has conquered the
Western strongholds of Russ�a, has occup�ed an �mportant part of
our terr�tory and �s menac�ng K�ev, Petrograd, and Moscow, these
most �mportant centers of our soc�al l�fe.

M�s�nformed people may tell you that �n defend�ng yourselves from
German �nvas�on you support our old pol�t�cal rég�me. These people
want to see Russ�a defeated because of the�r hatred of the Czar's
government. L�ke one of the heroes of our gen�us of sat�re,
Shchedr�n, they m�x fatherland w�th �ts temporary bosses. But Russ�a
belongs not to the Czar, but to the Russ�an work�ng-people. In
defend�ng Russ�a, the work�ng-people defend themselves, defend
the road to the�r freedom. As we sa�d before, the �nev�table
consequences of German v�ctory would be the strengthen�ng of our
old rég�me.

The Russ�an react�onar�es understand th�s very thoroughly. In a fa�nt,
half-hearted manner they are defend�ng Russ�a from Germany. The
M�n�sters who res�gned recently, Maklakov and Shcheglov�tov,
presented a secret report to the Czar, �n November, 1914, �n wh�ch
they expla�ned how advantageous �t would be for the Czar to make a
separate peace w�th Germany. They understand that the defeat of



Germany would be a defeat of the pr�nc�ples of monarch�sm, so dear
to all our European react�onar�es.

Our people w�ll never forget the fa�lure of the Czar's government to
defend Russ�a. But �f the progress�ve, the pol�t�cally consc�ous
people w�ll not take part �n the struggle aga�nst Germany, the Czar's
government w�ll have an excuse for say�ng: "It �s not our fault that
Germany defeats us; �t �s the fault of the revolut�on�sts who have
betrayed the�r country," and th�s w�ll v�nd�cate the government �n the
eyes of the people.

The pol�t�cal s�tuat�on �n Russ�a �s such that only across the br�dge of
nat�onal defense can we reach freedom. Remember, we do not tell
you, f�rst v�ctory aga�nst the external enemy and then revolut�on
aga�nst the �nternal, the Czar's government.

In the course of events the defeat of the Czar's government may
serve as a necessary prel�m�nary cond�t�on for, and even as a
guaranty of, the el�m�nat�on of the German danger. The French
revolut�on�sts of the end of the e�ghteenth century would never have
been able to have overcome the enemy, attack�ng France on all
s�des, had they not adopted such tact�cs only when the popular
movement aga�nst the old rég�me became mature enough to render
the�r efforts effect�ve.

Furthermore, you must not be embarrassed by the arguments of
those who bel�eve that every one who defends h�s country refuses
thereby to take part �n the struggle of the classes. These persons do
not know what they are talk�ng about. In the f�rst place, �n order that
the struggle of the classes �n Russ�a should be successful, certa�n
soc�al and pol�t�cal cond�t�ons must ex�st there. These cond�t�ons w�ll
not ex�st �f Germany w�ns.

In the second place, �f the work�ng-man of Russ�a cannot but defend
h�mself aga�nst the explo�tat�on of the Russ�an landed ar�stocrat and
cap�tal�st �t seems �ncomprehens�ble that he should rema�n �nact�ve
when the lasso of explo�tat�on �s be�ng drawn around h�s neck by the
German landed ar�stocracy (the Junker) and the German cap�tal�st
who are, unfortunately, at the present t�me supported by a



cons�derable part of the German proletar�at that has turned tra�tor to
�ts duty of sol�dar�ty w�th the proletar�at of other countr�es.

By str�v�ng to the utmost to cut th�s lasso of German �mper�al�st�c
explo�tat�on, the proletar�at of Russ�a w�ll cont�nue the struggle of the
classes �n that form wh�ch at the present moment �s most
appropr�ate, fru�tful, and effect�ve.

It has been our country's fate once before to suffer from the bloody
horrors of a host�le �nvas�on. But never before d�d �t have to defend
�tself aga�nst an enemy so well armed, so sk�lfully organ�zed, so
carefully prepared for h�s plunder�ng enterpr�se as he �s now.

The pos�t�on of the country �s dangerous to the h�ghest degree;
therefore upon all of you, upon all the pol�t�cally consc�ous ch�ldren of
the work�ng-people of Russ�a, l�es an enormous respons�b�l�ty.

If you say to yourselves that �t �s �mmater�al to you and to your less
developed brothers as to who w�ns �n th�s great �nternat�onal coll�s�on
go�ng on now, and �f you act accord�ngly, Russ�a w�ll be crushed by
Germany. And when Russ�a w�ll be crushed by Germany, �t w�ll fare
badly w�th the All�es. Th�s does not need any demonstrat�on.

But �f, on the contrary, you become conv�nced that the defeat of
Russ�a w�ll reflect badly upon the �nterests of the work�ng populat�on,
and �f you w�ll help the self-defense of our country w�th all your
forces, our country and her all�es w�ll escape the terr�ble danger
menac�ng them.

Therefore, go deeply �nto the s�tuat�on. You make a great m�stake �f
you �mag�ne that �t �s not to the �nterests of the work�ng-people to
defend our country. In real�ty, nobody's �nterests suffer more terr�bly
from the �nvas�on of an enemy than the �nterests of the work�ng-
populat�on.

Take, for �nstance, the Franco-Pruss�an War of 1870-71. When the
Germans bes�eged Par�s and the cost of all the necessar�es of l�fe
rose enormously, �t was clear that the poor suffered much more than
the r�ch. In the same way, when Germany exacted f�ve b�ll�ons of
contr�but�on from vanqu�shed France, th�s same, �n the f�nal count,



was pa�d by the poor; for pay�ng that contr�but�on �nd�rect taxat�on
was greatly ra�sed, the burden of wh�ch nearly ent�rely falls on the
lower classes.

More than that. The most dangerous consequence to France, due to
her defeat �n 1870-71, was the retardat�on of her econom�c
development. In other words, the defeat of France badly reflected
upon the contemporary �nterests of her people, and, even more,
upon her ent�re subsequent development.

The defeat of Russ�a by Germany w�ll much more �njure our people
than the defeat of France �njured the French people. The war now
exacts �ncred�bly large expend�tures. It �s more d�ff�cult for Russ�a, a
country econom�cally backward, to bear that expend�ture than for the
wealthy states of western Europe. Russ�a's back, even before the
war, was burdened w�th a heavy state loan. Now th�s debt �s grow�ng
by the hour, and vast reg�ons of Russ�a are subject to wholesale
devastat�on.

If the Germans w�ll w�n the f�nal v�ctory, they w�ll demand from us an
enormous contr�but�on, �n compar�son w�th wh�ch the streams of gold
that poured �nto v�ctor�ous Germany from vanqu�shed France, after
the war of 1871, w�ll seem a mere tr�fle.

But that w�ll not be all. The most consequent and outspoken heralds
of German �mper�al�sm are even now say�ng that �t �s necessary to
exact from Russ�a the cess�on of �mportant terr�tory, wh�ch should be
cleared from the present populat�on for the greater conven�ence of
German settlers. Never before have plunderers, dream�ng of
despo�l�ng a conquered people, d�splayed such cyn�cal
heartlessness!

But for our vanqu�shers �t w�ll not be enough to exact an unheard-of
enormous contr�but�on and to tear up our western borderlands.
Already, �n 1904, Russ�a, be�ng �n a d�ff�cult s�tuat�on, was obl�ged to
conclude a commerc�al treaty w�th Germany, very d�sadvantageous
to herself. The treaty h�ndered, at the same t�me, the development of
our agr�culture and the progress of our �ndustr�es. It affected, w�th
equal d�sadvantage, the �nterests of the farmers as well as of those



engaged �n �ndustry. It �s easy to �mag�ne what k�nd of a treaty
v�ctor�ous German �mper�al�sm would �mpose upon us. In econom�c
matters, Russ�a would become a German colony. Russ�a's further
econom�c development would be greatly h�ndered �f not altogether
stopped. Degenerat�on and depr�vat�on would be the result of
German v�ctory for an �mportant part of the Russ�an work�ng-people.

What w�ll German v�ctory br�ng to western Europe? After all we have
already sa�d, �t �s needless to expat�ate on how many of the
unmer�ted econom�c calam�t�es �t w�ll br�ng to the people of the
western countr�es all�ed to Russ�a. We w�sh to draw your attent�on to
the follow�ng: England, France, even Belg�um and Italy, are, �n a
pol�t�cal sense, far ahead of the German Emp�re, wh�ch has not as
yet grown up to a parl�amentary rég�me. German v�ctory over these
countr�es would be the v�ctory of the old over the new, and �f the
democrat�c �deal �s dear to you, you must w�sh success to our
Western All�es.

Ind�fference to the result of th�s war would be, for us, equal to
pol�t�cal su�c�de. The most �mportant, the most v�tal �nterests of the
proletar�at and of the labor�ng peasantry demand of you an act�ve
part�c�pat�on �n the defense of the country. Your watchword must be
v�ctory over the fore�gn enemy. In an act�ve movement toward such
v�ctory, the l�ve forces of the people w�ll become free and strong.

Obed�ent to th�s watchword, you must be as w�se as serpents.
Although �n your hearts may burn the flame of noble �nd�gnat�on, �n
your heads must re�gn, �nvar�ably, cold pol�t�cal reckon�ng. You must
know that zeal w�thout reason �s somet�mes worse than complete
�nd�fference. Every act of ag�tat�on �n the rear of the army, f�ght�ng
aga�nst the enemy, would be equ�valent to h�gh treason, as �t would
be a serv�ce to the fore�gn enemy.

The thunders of the war certa�nly cannot make the Russ�an
manufacturers and merchants more �deal�st�c than they were �n t�me
of peace. In the f�ll�ng of the numerous orders, �nev�table dur�ng the
mob�l�zat�on of �ndustry for war needs, the cap�tal�sts w�ll, as they are
accustomed to, take great care of the �nterests of cap�tal, and w�ll not



take care of the �nterests of h�red labor. You w�ll be ent�rely r�ght �f
you wax �nd�gnant at the�r conduct. But �n all cases, whenever you
des�re to answer by a str�ke, you must f�rst th�nk whether such act�on
would not be detr�mental to the cause of the defense of Russ�a.

The pr�vate must be subject to the general. The workmen of every
factory must remember that they would comm�t, w�thout any doubt,
the gravest m�stake �f, cons�der�ng only the�r own �nterests, they
forget how severely the �nterests of the ent�re Russ�an proletar�at and
peasantry would suffer from German v�ctory.

The tact�cs wh�ch can be def�ned by the motto, "All or noth�ng," are
the tact�cs of anarchy, fully unworthy of the consc�ous
representat�ves of the proletar�at and peasantry. The General Staff of
the German Army would greet w�th pleasure the news that we had
adopted such tact�cs. Bel�eve us that th�s Staff �s ready to help all
those who would l�ke to preach �t �n our country. They want trouble �n
Russ�a, they want str�kes �n England, they want everyth�ng that
would fac�l�tate the ach�evement of the�r conquer�ng schemes.

But you w�ll not make them rejo�ce. You w�ll not forget the words of
our great fabul�st: "What the enemy adv�ses �s surely bad." You must
�ns�st that all your representat�ves take the most act�ve part �n all
organ�zat�ons created now, under the pressure of publ�c op�n�on, for
the struggle w�th the foe. Your representat�ves must, �f poss�ble, take
part not only �n the work of the spec�al techn�cal organ�zat�ons, such
as the War-Industr�al Comm�ttees wh�ch have been created for the
needs of the army, but also �n all other organ�zat�ons of soc�al and
pol�t�cal character.

The s�tuat�on �s such that we cannot come to freedom �n any other
way than by the war of nat�onal defense.

That the forego�ng Man�festo expressed the pos�t�on of the vast
major�ty of Russ�an Soc�al�sts there can be no doubt whatever.
Between th�s pos�t�on and that of the Porazhents� w�th the�r doctr�ne
that Russ�a's defeat by Germany was des�rable, there was a m�ddle
ground, wh�ch was taken by a not �ncons�derable number of
Soc�al�sts, �nclud�ng such able leaders as Paul Axelrod. Those who



took up th�s �ntermed�ate pos�t�on were both ant�-Czar�sts and ant�-
German-�mper�al�sts. They were pro-Ally �n the large sense, and
des�red to see the All�es w�n over the Central Emp�res, �f not a
"crush�ng" v�ctory, a very def�n�te and conclus�ve one. But they
regarded the all�ance of Czar�sm w�th the All�es as an unnatural
marr�age. They bel�eved that autocrat�c Russ�a's natural all�ance was
w�th autocrat�c Germany and Austr�a. The�r hatred of Czar�sm led
them to w�sh for �ts defeat, even by Germany, prov�ded the v�ctory
were not so great as to perm�t Germany to extend her doma�n over
Russ�a or any large part of �t. The�r pos�t�on became embod�ed �n the
phrase, "V�ctory by the All�es on the west and Russ�a's defeat on the
east." Th�s was, of course, utterly unpract�cal theor�z�ng and bore no
relat�on to real�ty.

V

Thanks �n part to the v�gorous propaganda of such leaders as
Plechanov, Deutsch, Bourtzev, Tseretell�, Kerensky, and many
others, and �n part to the �nst�nct�ve good sense of the masses,
support of the war by Soc�al�sts of all shades and fact�ons—except
the extreme Bolshev�k� and the so-called "Internat�onal�st" sect�ons of
Menshev�k� and Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts—became general. The ant�-
war m�nor�ty was exceed�ngly small and had no hold upon the
masses. Had the government been both w�se and honestly des�rous
of present�ng a un�ted front to the foe, and to that end made
�ntell�gent and generous concess�ons to the democrat�c movement, �t
�s most unl�kely that Russ�a would have collapsed. As �t was, the
government adopted a pol�cy wh�ch could not fa�l to weaken the
m�l�tary force of the nat�on—a pol�cy adm�rably su�ted to German
needs.

Extremes meet. On the one hand there were the Porazhents�
Soc�al�sts, contend�ng that the �nterests of progress would be best
served by a German v�ctory over Russ�a, and plott�ng to weaken and
corrupt the morale of the Russ�an army and to st�r up �nternal str�fe to
that end. On the other hand, w�th�n the royal court, and throughout
the bureaucracy, react�onary pro-German off�c�als were an�mated by



the bel�ef that the v�ctory of Germany was essent�al to the
permanence of Absolut�sm and autocrat�c government. They, too,
l�ke the Soc�al�st "defeat�sts," a�med to weaken and corrupt the
morale of the army and to d�v�de the nat�on.

These Germanoph�les �n places of power real�zed that they had
unconsc�ous but exceed�ngly useful all�es �n the Soc�al�st
�ntrans�gents. Actuated by mot�ves however h�gh, the latter played
�nto the hands of the most corrupt and react�onary force that ever
�nfested the old rég�me. Th�s force, the react�onary Germanoph�les,
had from the very f�rst hoped and bel�eved that Germany would w�n
the war. They had exerted every ounce of pressure they could
command to keep the Czar from ma�nta�n�ng the treaty w�th France
and enter�ng �nto the war on her s�de aga�nst Germany and Austr�a.
When they fa�led �n th�s, they b�ded the�r t�me, full of conf�dence that
the super�or eff�c�ency of the German m�l�tary mach�ne would soon
tr�umph. But when they w�tnessed the great v�ctor�ous onward rush
of the Russ�an army, wh�ch for a t�me man�fested such a degree of
eff�c�ency as they had never bel�eved to be poss�ble, they began to
best�r themselves. From th�s quarter came the suggest�on, very early
�n the war, as Plechanov and h�s assoc�ates charged �n the�r
Man�festo, that the Czar ought to make an early peace w�th
Germany.

They went much farther than th�s. Through every conce�vable
channel they contr�ved to obstruct Russ�a's m�l�tary effort. They
consp�red to d�sorgan�ze the transportat�on system, the hosp�tal
serv�ce, the food-supply, the manufacture of mun�t�ons. They, too, �n
a most effect�ve manner, were plott�ng to weaken and corrupt the
morale of the army. There was un�versal uneas�ness. In the All�ed
chanceller�es there was fear of a treacherous separate peace
between Russ�a and Germany. It was partly to avert that catastrophe
by means of a heavy br�be that England undertook the forc�ng of the
Dardanelles. All over Russ�a there was an awaken�ng of the
memor�es of the graft that ate l�ke a canker-worm at the heart of the
nat�on. Men told once more the story of the Russ�an general �n
Manchur�a, �n 1904, who, when asked why f�fty thousand men were
march�ng barefoot, answered that the boots were �n the pocket of



Grand-Duke Vlad�m�r! They told aga�n the story of the cases of
"shells" for the Manchur�an army wh�ch were �ntercepted �n the
nat�on's cap�tal, en route to Moscow, and found to conta�n—pav�ng-
stones! How General Kuropatk�n managed to amass a fortune of
over s�x m�ll�on rubles dur�ng the war w�th Japan was remembered.
Fear that the same k�nd of treason was be�ng perpetrated grew
almost to the pan�c po�nt.

So bad were cond�t�ons �n the army, so completely had the
Germanoph�le react�onar�es sabotaged the organ�zat�on, that the
people themselves took the matter �n hand. Mun�c�pal�t�es all over
the country formed a Un�on of C�t�es to furn�sh food, clothes, and
other necessar�es to the army. The Nat�onal Un�on of Zemstvos d�d
the same th�ng. More than three thousand �nst�tut�ons were
establ�shed on the d�fferent Russ�an fronts by the Nat�onal Un�on of
Zemstvos. These �nst�tut�ons �ncluded hosp�tals, ambulance stat�ons,
feed�ng stat�ons for troops on the march, dental stat�ons, veter�nary
stat�ons, factor�es for manufactur�ng suppl�es, motor transportat�on
serv�ces, and so on through a long catalogue of th�ngs wh�ch the
adm�n�strat�on absolutely fa�led to prov�de. The same great
organ�zat�on furn�shed m�ll�ons of tents and m�ll�ons of pa�rs of boots
and socks. C�v�l Russ�a was engaged �n a great popular struggle to
overcome �ncompetence, corrupt�on, and sabotage �n the
bureaucracy. For th�s work the c�v�l�an agenc�es were not thanked by
the government. Instead, they were oppressed and h�ndered.
Aga�nst them was d�rected the hate of the dark forces of the "occult
government" and at the same t�me the f�erce oppos�t�on and scorn of
men who called themselves Soc�al�sts and champ�ons of proletar�an
freedom!

There was treachery �n the General Staff and throughout the War
Department, at the very head of wh�ch was a corrupt tra�tor,
Sukhoml�nov. It was treachery �n the General Staff wh�ch led to the
trag�c d�sasters �n East Pruss�a. The great dr�ve of the Austr�an and
German arm�es �n 1915, wh�ch led to the loss of Poland, L�thuan�a,
and large parts of Volhyn�a and Courland, and almost ent�rely
el�m�nated Russ�a from the war, was unquest�onably brought about
by co-operat�on w�th the German General Staff on the part of the



s�n�ster "occult government," as the Germanoph�le react�onary
consp�racy �n the h�ghest c�rcles came to be known.

No wonder that Plechanov and h�s fr�ends �n the�r Man�festo to the
Russ�an workers declared that the react�onar�es were defend�ng
Russ�a from subjugat�on by Germany �n "a half-hearted way," and
that "our people w�ll never forget the fa�lure of the Czar's government
to defend Russ�a." They were only say�ng, �n very moderate
language, what m�ll�ons were th�nk�ng; what, a few months later,
many of the l�beral spokesmen of the country were ready to say �n
harsher language. As early as January, 1915, the Duma met and
caut�ously expressed �ts alarm. In July �t met aga�n, many of the
members com�ng d�rectly from the front, �n un�form. Only the fear that
a revolut�on would make the cont�nuance of the war �mposs�ble
prevented a revolut�on at that t�me. The Duma was �n a revolut�onary
mood. M�l�ukov, for example, thundered:

" ... In January we came here w�th ... the feel�ng of patr�ot�c alarm.
We then kept th�s feel�ng to ourselves. Yet �n closed sess�ons of
comm�ttees we told the government all that f�lled the soul of the
people. The answer we rece�ved d�d not calm us; �t amounted to
say�ng that the government could get along w�thout us, w�thout our
co-operat�on. To-day we have convened �n a grave moment of tr�al
for our fatherland. The patr�ot�c alarm of the people has proved to be
well founded, to the m�sfortune of our country. Secret th�ngs have
become open, and the assert�ons of half a year ago have turned out
to be mere words. Yet the country cannot be sat�sf�ed w�th words.
The people w�sh to take affa�rs �nto the�r own hands and to correct
what has been neglected. The people look upon us as legal
executors of the�r w�ll."

Kerensky spoke to the same general effect, add�ng, "I appeal to the
people themselves to take �nto the�r hands the salvat�on of the
country and f�ght for a full r�ght to govern the state." The key-note of
revolut�on was be�ng sounded now. For the sp�r�t of revolut�on
breathed �n the words, "The people w�sh to take affa�rs �nto the�r own
hands," and �n Kerensky's challenge, "I appeal to the people
themselves to take �nto the�r hands the salvat�on of the country." The



Duma was the log�cal center around wh�ch the democrat�c forces of
the country could rally. Its moderate character determ�ned th�s. Only
�ts example was necessary to the development of a great nat�onal
movement to overthrow the old rég�me w�th �ts man�fold treachery,
corrupt�on, and �ncompetence. When, on August 22d, the
Progress�ve Bloc was formed by a coal�t�on of Const�tut�onal
Democrats, Progress�ves, Nat�onal�sts, and Octobr�sts—the last-
named group hav�ng h�therto generally supported the government—
there was a general chorus of approval throughout the country, If the
program of the Bloc was not rad�cal enough to sat�sfy the var�ous
Soc�al�st groups, even the Labor�tes, led by Kerensky, �t was,
nevertheless, a program wh�ch they could support �n the ma�n, as far
as �t went.

All over the country there was approval of the demand for a
respons�ble government. The mun�c�pal counc�ls of the large c�t�es
passed resolut�ons �n support of �t. The great assoc�at�ons of
manufacturers supported �t. All over the nat�on the demand for a
respons�ble government was echoed. It was generally bel�eved that
the Czar and h�s adv�sers would accept the s�tuat�on and accede to
the popular demand. But once more the �nfluence of the
react�onar�es tr�umphed, and on September 3d came the def�ant
answer of the government to the people. It was an order suspend�ng
the Duma �ndef�n�tely. The gods make mad those whom they would
destroy.

Th�ngs went from bad to worse. More and more oppress�ve grew the
government; more and more stup�dly brutal and react�onary �n �ts
deal�ngs w�th the w�de-spread popular unrest. Heav�er and heav�er
grew the burden of unsc�ent�f�c and unjustly d�str�buted taxat�on.
Worse and worse became the cond�t�on of the sold�ers at the front;
ever more scandalous the neglect of the s�ck and wounded.
Incompetence, corrupt�on, and treason comb�ned to hurry the nat�on
onward to a d�sastrous collapse. The Germanoph�les were st�ll
�ndustr�ously at work �n the most �mportant and v�tal places,
pract�s�ng sabotage upon a scale never dreamed of before �n the
h�story of any nat�on. They played upon the fears of the m�serable
weakl�ng who was the nom�nal ruler of the vast Russ�an Emp�re, and



fr�ghtened h�m �nto sanct�on�ng the most su�c�dal pol�cy of dev�s�ng
new measures of oppress�on �nstead of mak�ng generous
concess�ons.

Russ�a possessed food �n abundance, be�ng far better off �n th�s
respect than any other bell�gerent on e�ther s�de, yet Russ�a was �n
the gr�p of fam�ne. There was a vast surplus of food gra�ns and
cereals over and above the requ�rements of the army and the c�v�l�an
populat�on, yet there was w�de-spread hunger. Pr�ces rose to
�mposs�ble levels. The most aston�sh�ng anarchy and d�sorgan�zat�on
character�zed the adm�n�strat�on of the food-supply. It was poss�ble
to get fresh butter w�th�n an hour's journey from Moscow for twenty-
f�ve cents a pound, but �n Moscow the pr�ce was two and a half
dollars a pound. Here, as throughout the nat�on, �ncompetence was
re�nforced by corrupt�on and pro-German treachery. Many wr�ters
have called attent�on to the fact that even �n normal t�mes the
enormous exportat�on of food gra�ns �n Russ�a went on s�de by s�de
w�th per cap�ta underconsumpt�on by the peasants whose labor
produced the great harvests, amount�ng to not less than 30 per cent.
Now, of course, cond�t�ons were far worse.

When the government was urged to call a convent�on of nat�onal
leaders to deal w�th the food s�tuat�on �t stubbornly refused. More
than that, �t made war upon the only organ�zat�ons wh�ch were
stav�ng off fam�ne and mak�ng �t poss�ble for the nat�on to endure.
Every conce�vable obstacle was placed �n the way of the Nat�onal
Un�on of Zemstvos and the Un�on of C�t�es; the co-operat�ve
assoc�at�ons, wh�ch were render�ng valuable serv�ce �n meet�ng the
d�stress of work�ng-men's fam�l�es, were obstructed and restr�cted �n
every poss�ble way, the�r nat�onal off�ces be�ng closed by the pol�ce.
The off�c�als of the labor-un�ons who were co-operat�ng w�th
employers �n subst�tut�ng arb�trat�on �n place of str�kes, establ�sh�ng
soup-k�tchens and rel�ef funds, and do�ng other s�m�lar work to keep
the nat�on al�ve, were s�ngled out for arrest and �mpr�sonment. The
Black Hundreds were pern�c�ously act�ve �n all th�s oppress�on and �n
the treacherous advocacy of a separate peace w�th Germany.



In October, 1916, a conference of cha�rmen of prov�nce zemstvos
adopted and publ�shed a resolut�on wh�ch declared:

The torment�ng and horr�fy�ng susp�c�on, the s�n�ster rumors of
perf�dy and treason, of dark forces work�ng �n favor of Germany to
destroy the un�ty of the nat�on, to sow d�scord and thus prepare
cond�t�ons for an �gnom�n�ous peace, have now reached the clear
certa�nty that the hand of the enemy secretly �nfluences the affa�rs of
our state.

VI

An adequate comprehens�on of the th�ngs set forth �n th�s terr�ble
summary �s of the h�ghest �mportance to every one who would
attempt the task of reach�ng an �ntell�gent understand�ng of the
m�ghty upheaval �n Russ�a and �ts far-reach�ng consequences. The
Russ�an Revolut�on of 1917 was not respons�ble for the d�sastrous
separate peace w�th Germany. The foundat�ons for that were la�d by
the react�onar�es of the old rég�me. It was the log�cal outcome of the�r
long-cont�nued efforts. Len�ne, Trotzky, and the�r Bolshev�st
assoc�ates were mere puppets, s�mple tools whose v�s�ons,
amb�t�ons, and schemes became the channels through wh�ch the
consp�racy of the worst react�onar�es �n Russ�a real�zed one part of
an �n�qu�tous program.

The Revolut�on �tself was a genu�ne and s�ncere effort on the part of
the Russ�an people to avert the d�saster and shame of a separate
peace; to serve the All�ed cause w�th all the f�del�ty of wh�ch they
were capable. There would have been a separate peace �f the old
rég�me had rema�ned �n power a few weeks longer and the
Revolut�on been averted. It �s most l�kely that �t would have been a
more shameful peace than was concluded at Brest-L�tovsk, and that
�t would have resulted �n an actual and act�ve all�ance of the
Romanov dynasty w�th the dynast�es of the Hohenzollerns and the
Habsburgs. The Russ�an Revolut�on of 1917 had th�s great mer�t: �t
so delayed the separate peace between Russ�a and Germany that
the All�es were able to prepare for �t. It had the mer�t, also, that �t



forced the atta�nment of the separate peace to come �n such a
manner as to reduce Germany's m�l�tary ga�n on the western front to
a m�n�mum.

The manner �n wh�ch the Bolshev�k� �n the�r w�ld, grop�ng, and
frenz�ed efforts to apply theoret�cal abstract�ons to the l�v�ng world,
torn as �t was by the wolves of war, fam�ne, treason, oppress�on, and
despa�r, served the foes of freedom and progress must not be lost
s�ght of. The Bolshev�st, wherever he may present h�mself, �s the foe
of progress and the ally of react�on.



CHAPTER IV

THE SECOND REVOLUTION

I

When the Duma assembled On November 14, 1916—new style—
the approach�ng doom of Czar N�cholas II was already man�fest.
Why the Revolut�on d�d not occur at that t�me �s a puzzle not easy to
solve. Perhaps the mere fact that the Duma was assembl�ng served
to postpone resort to drast�c measures. The nat�on wa�ted for the
Duma to lead. It �s probable, also, that fear lest revolut�on prove
d�sastrous to the m�l�tary forces exerc�sed a restra�n�ng �nfluence
upon the people. Certa�n �t �s that �t would have been easy enough to
k�ndle the f�res of revolut�on at that t�me. Never �n the h�story of the
nat�on, not even �n 1905, were cond�t�ons r�per for revolt, and never
had there been a more sol�d array of the nat�on aga�nst the
bureaucracy. D�scontent and revolut�onary temper were not conf�ned
to Soc�al�sts, nor to the lower classes. Landowners, cap�tal�sts,
m�l�tary off�c�als, and Intellectuals were un�ted w�th the peasants and
art�sans, to an even greater extent than �n the early stages of the
F�rst Revolut�on. Conservat�ves and Moderates jo�ned w�th Soc�al
Democrats and Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts �n oppos�t�on to the corrupt
and oppress�ve rég�me. Even the pres�dent of the Duma, M�chael
Rodz�anko, a conservat�ve landowner, assa�led the government.

One of the pr�nc�pal reasons for th�s unexampled un�ty aga�nst the
government was the w�de-spread conv�ct�on, based, as we have
seen, upon the most damn�ng ev�dence, that Prem�er Sturmer and
h�s Cab�net were not loyal to the All�es and that they contemplated
mak�ng a separate peace w�th Germany. All fact�ons �n the Duma
were b�tterly opposed to a separate peace. Rodz�anko was loudly
cheered when he denounced the �ntr�gues aga�nst the All�es and



declared: "Russ�a gave her word to f�ght �n common w�th the All�es t�ll
complete and f�nal v�ctory �s won. Russ�a w�ll not betray her fr�ends,
and w�th contempt refuses any cons�derat�on of a separate peace.
Russ�a w�ll not be a tra�tor to those who are f�ght�ng s�de by s�de w�th
her sons for a great and just cause." Notw�thstand�ng the
�ntens�f�cat�on of the class confl�ct naturally result�ng from the great
�ndustr�al development s�nce 1906, patr�ot�sm temporar�ly
overshadowed all class consc�ousness.

The cheers that greeted Rodz�anko's declarat�on, and the
remarkable ovat�on to the All�ed ambassadors, who were present,
amply demonstrated that, �n sp�te of the fr�ghtful suffer�ng and
sacr�f�ce wh�ch the nat�on had endured, all classes were un�ted �n
the�r determ�nat�on to w�n the war. Only a corrupt sect�on of the
bureaucracy, at one end of the soc�al scale, and a small sect�on of
extreme left-w�ng Soc�al�sts, at the other end of the soc�al scale,
were at that t�me ant�-war. There was th�s d�fference between the
Soc�al�st pac�f�sts and the bureaucrat�c advocates of peace w�th
Germany: the former were not pro-German nor ant�-Ally, but s�ncere
�nternat�onal�sts, honest and brave—however m�staken—advocates
of peace. Outs�de of the bureaucracy there was no host�l�ty to the
All�es �n Russ�a. Except for the �ns�gn�f�cant Soc�al�st m�nor�ty
referred to, the masses of the Russ�an people real�zed that the
defeat of the Hohenzollern dynasty was necessary to a real�zat�on of
the �deal of a free Russ�a. The new and greater revolut�on was
already beg�nn�ng, and determ�nat�on to defeat the Hohenzollern
bulwark of the Romanov despot�sm was almost un�versal. The whole
nat�on was pervaded by th�s sp�r�t.

Paul M�l�ukov, leader of the Const�tut�onal Democrats, popularly
known as the "Cadets," fur�ously lashed Prem�er Sturmer and quoted
the �rrefutable ev�dence of h�s pro-German�sm and of h�s corrupt�on.
Sturmer reeled under the smash�ng attack. In h�s rage he forbade
the publ�cat�on of M�l�ukov's speech, but hundreds of thousands of
cop�es of �t were secretly pr�nted and d�str�buted. Every one
recogn�zed that there was war between the Duma and the
government, and notw�thstand�ng the cr�t�c�sm of the Soc�al�sts, who



naturally regarded �t as a bourgeo�s body, the Duma represented
Russ�a.

Sturmer proposed to h�s Cab�net the d�ssolut�on of the Duma, but
fa�led to obta�n the support of a major�ty. Then he determ�ned to get
the Czar's s�gnature to a decree of d�ssolut�on. But the Czar was at
the General Headquarters of the army at the t�me and therefore
surrounded by army off�cers, pract�cally all of whom were w�th the
Duma and �nsp�red by a b�tter resentment of the pro-German
�ntr�gues, espec�ally the neglect of the army organ�zat�on. The weak
w�ll of N�cholas II was thus beyond the reach of Sturmer's �nfluence
for the t�me be�ng. Meanwh�le, the M�n�sters of the Army and Navy
had appeared before the Duma and declared themselves to be on
the s�de of the people and the�r parl�ament. On h�s way to v�s�t the
Czar at General Headquarters, Prem�er Sturmer was met by one of
the Czar's messengers and handed h�s d�sm�ssal from off�ce. The
Duma had won.

The ev�l gen�us wh�ch �nsp�red and controlled h�m led N�cholas II to
appo�nt as Sturmer's successor the utterly react�onary bureaucrat,
Alexander Trepov, and to reta�n �n off�ce as M�n�ster of the Inter�or
the �nfamous Protopopov, assoc�ate of the unsavory Rasput�n. When
Trepov made h�s f�rst appearance as Prem�er �n the Duma he was
loudly h�ssed by the Soc�al�sts. Other fact�ons, wh�le not conceal�ng
the�r d�sappo�ntment, were more tolerant and even became more
hopeful when they real�zed that from the f�rst Trepov was f�ght�ng to
oust Protopopov. That meant, of course, a f�ght aga�nst Rasput�n as
well. Whatever Trepov's mot�ves m�ght be �n f�ght�ng Protopopov and
Rasput�n he was help�ng the oppos�t�on. But Trepov was no match
for such opponents. It soon became ev�dent that as Prem�er he was
a mere f�gurehead and that Rasput�n and Protopopov held the
government �n the�r hands. Protopopov openly def�ed the Prem�er
and the Duma.

In December �t began to be rumored �n pol�t�cal c�rcles that Sturmer,
who was now attached �n some not clearly def�ned capac�ty to the
Fore�gn Off�ce, was about to be sent to a neutral country as
ambassador. The rumor created the utmost consternat�on �n l�beral



c�rcles �n Russ�a and �n the All�ed embass�es. If true, �t could only
have one mean�ng, namely, that arrangements were be�ng made to
negot�ate a separate peace w�th Germany—and that meant that
Russ�a was to become Germany's econom�c vassal.

The Duma demanded a respons�ble M�n�stry, a Cab�net d�rectly
respons�ble to, and controlled by, the Duma as the people's
representat�ve. Th�s demand had been constantly made s�nce the
F�rst Revolut�on. Even the Imper�al Counc�l, upon wh�ch the Czar had
always been able to rely for support aga�nst revolut�onary
movements, now jo�ned forces w�th the Duma �n mak�ng th�s
demand. That trad�t�onally react�onary, bureaucrat�c body, composed
of former Prem�ers, Cab�net M�n�sters, and other h�gh off�c�als,
formally demanded that the Czar take steps to make the government
respons�ble to the popularly elected assemblage. Th�s was a small
revolut�on �n �tself. The fabr�c of Czar�sm had cracked.

II

There can be no doubt �n the m�nd of any student of Russ�an affa�rs
that the un�ty of the Imper�al Counc�l and the Duma, l�ke the un�ty of
classes, was due to the strong pro-Ally sent�ment wh�ch at that t�me
possessed pract�cally the ent�re nat�on. On December 12th—new
style—Germany offered Russ�a a separate peace, and three days
later the Fore�gn M�n�ster, Pokrovsky, v�s�ted the Duma and
announced that Russ�a would reject the offer. The Duma
�mmed�ately passed a resolut�on declar�ng that "the Duma
unan�mously favors a categor�cal refusal by the All�ed governments
to enter, under present cond�t�ons, �nto any peace negot�at�ons
whatever." On the 19th a s�m�lar resolut�on was adopted by the
Imper�al Counc�l, wh�ch cont�nued to follow the leadersh�p of the
Duma. Before adjourn�ng for the Chr�stmas hol�days the Duma
passed another resolut�on, a�med ch�efly at Protopopov and Sturmer,
protest�ng aga�nst the s�n�ster act�v�t�es wh�ch were underm�n�ng the
war-mak�ng forces of the nat�on, and pra�s�ng the work of the
zemstvos and work�ng-class organ�zat�ons wh�ch had struggled



bravely to susta�n the army, feed the people, care for the s�ck and
wounded, and avert utter chaos.

On December 30th, �n the early hours of the morn�ng, the monk
Rasput�n was murdered and h�s body thrown �nto the Neva. The
strangest and most ev�l of all the actors �n the Russ�an drama was
dead, but the system wh�ch made h�m what he was l�ved. Rasput�n
dead exerc�sed upon the d�seased m�nd of the Czar�na—and,
through her, upon the Czar—even a greater �nfluence than when he
was al�ve. N�cholas II was as powerless to res�st the �nsane
Czar�na's �nfluence as he had proved h�mself to be when he
ban�shed the Grand-Duke N�cholas for po�nt�ng out that the Czar�na
was the tool of ev�l and crafty �ntr�guers. Heedless of the warn�ng
�mpl�ed �n the murder of Rasput�n, and of the ever-grow�ng
oppos�t�on to the government and the throne, the Czar �naugurated,
or perm�tted to be �naugurated, new measures of react�on and
repress�on.

Trepov was dr�ven from the Prem�ersh�p and replaced by Pr�nce
Gol�t�z�n, a bureaucrat of small bra�n and less consc�ence. The best
M�n�ster of Educat�on Russ�a had ever had, Ignatyev, was replaced
by one of the blackest of all react�onar�es. The Czar celebrated the
New-Year by �ssu�ng an ed�ct ret�r�ng the progress�ve members of the
Imper�al Counc�l, who had supported the Duma, and appo�nt�ng �n
the�r stead the most react�onary men he could f�nd �n the Emp�re. At
the head of the Counc�l as pres�dent he placed the notor�ous Jew-
hat�ng Stcheglov�tov. As always, hatred of the Jew sprang from fear
of progress.

As one reads the h�story of January, 1917, �n Russ�a, as �t was
reported �n the press day by day, and the numerous accounts of
competent and trustworthy observers, �t �s d�ff�cult to res�st the
conclus�on that Protopopov del�berately sought to prec�p�tate a
revolut�on. Mad as th�s hypothes�s seems to be, �t �s nevertheless the
only one wh�ch affords a rat�onal explanat�on of the pol�cy of the
government. No sooner was Gol�t�z�n made Prem�er than �t was
announced that the open�ng of the Duma would be postponed t�ll the
end of January, �n order that the Cab�net m�ght be reorgan�zed. Later



�t was announced that the Duma open�ng would be aga�n postponed
—th�s t�me t�ll the end of February. In the reorgan�zat�on of the
Cab�net, Shuvav�ev, the War M�n�ster, who had loyally co-operated
w�th the zemstvos and had supported the Duma �n November, was
d�sm�ssed. Pokrovsky, the Fore�gn M�n�ster, who had announced to
the Duma �n December the reject�on of the German peace offer, was
reported to be "s�ck" and g�ven "leave of absence." Other changes
were made �n the Cab�net, �n every case to the advantage of the
react�onar�es. It was pract�cally �mposs�ble for anyone �n Russ�a to
f�nd out who the M�n�sters of the government were.

Protopopov released Sukhoml�nov, the former M�n�ster of War who
had been justly conv�cted of treason. Th�s act�on, taken, �t was sa�d,
at the d�rect�on of the Czar�na, added to the already w�de-spread
bel�ef that the government was an�mated by a des�re to make peace
w�th Germany. That the Czar h�mself was loyal to the All�es was
generally bel�eved, but there was no such bel�ef �n the loyalty of
Protopopov, Sturmer, and the�r assoc�ates. The nat�on meant�me
was dr�ft�ng �nto despa�r and anarchy. The ra�lway system was
del�berately perm�tted to become d�sorgan�zed. Hunger re�gned �n
the c�t�es and the food reserves for the army were del�berately
reduced to a two days' supply. The terror of hunger spread through
the large c�t�es and through the army at the front l�ke pra�r�e f�re.

It became ev�dent that Protopopov was carry�ng out the plans of the
Germanoph�les, del�berately try�ng to d�sorgan�ze the l�fe of the
nat�on and make successful warfare �mposs�ble. Soc�al�sts and labor
leaders charged that h�s agents were encourag�ng the pac�f�st
m�nor�ty and oppos�ng the patr�ot�c major�ty among the workers. The
work of the War Industr�es Comm�ttee wh�ch controlled organ�zat�ons
engaged �n the manufacture of war-suppl�es wh�ch employed
hundreds of thousands of workers was hampered �n every way. It �s
the test�mony of the best-known and most-trusted work�ng-class
leaders �n Russ�a that the vast major�ty of the workers, wh�le anx�ous
for a general democrat�c peace, were opposed to a separate peace
w�th Germany and favored the cont�nuat�on of the war aga�nst
Pruss�an�sm and the co-operat�on of all classes to that end. The
pac�f�sts and "defeat�st" Soc�al�sts represented a m�nor�ty. To the



m�nor�ty every poss�ble ass�stance was g�ven, wh�le the leaders of
the work�ng class who were loyal to the war, and who sought to
susta�n the morale of the workers �n support of the war, were
opposed and thwarted �n the�r efforts and, �n many cases, cast �nto
pr�son. The Black Hundreds were st�ll at work.

Soc�al�st leaders of the work�ng class �ssued numerous appeals to
the workers, warn�ng them that Protopopov's secret pol�ce ag�tators
were try�ng to br�ng about str�kes, and begg�ng them not to lend
themselves to such treacherous des�gns, wh�ch could only a�d
Germany at the expense of democracy �n Russ�a and elsewhere. It
became known, too, that large numbers of mach�ne-guns were be�ng
d�str�buted among the pol�ce �n Petrograd and placed at strateg�c
po�nts throughout the c�ty. It was sa�d that Protopopov was mad, but
�t was the method�cal madness of a desperate, react�onary,
autocrat�c rég�me.

III

Protopopov and Sturmer and the�r assoc�ates recogn�zed as clearly
as the l�berals d�d the natural k�nsh�p and �nterdependence of the
three great autocrac�es, the Romanov, Habsburg, and Hohenzollern
dynast�es. They knew well that the crush�ng of autocracy �n Austr�a-
Hungary and Germany would make �t �mposs�ble to ma�nta�n
autocracy �n Russ�a. They real�zed, furthermore, that wh�le the nat�on
was not w�ll�ng to attempt revolut�on dur�ng the war, the end of the
war would �nev�tably br�ng w�th �t revolut�on upon a scale far vaster
than had ever been attempted before, unless, �ndeed, the
revolut�onary leaders could be goaded �nto mak�ng a premature
attempt to overthrow the monarchy. In that case, �t m�ght be poss�ble
to crush them. G�ven a rebell�on �n the c�t�es, wh�ch could be crushed
by the pol�ce amply prov�ded w�th mach�ne-guns, and by "loyal"
troops, w�th a vast army unprov�ded w�th food and no means of
supply�ng �t, there would be abundant just�f�cat�on for mak�ng a
separate peace w�th Germany. Thus the Revolut�on would be
crushed and the whole system of autocracy, Russ�an, Austr�an, and
German, preserved.



The morn�ng of the 27th of February—new style—was tense w�th an
om�nous expectancy. In the All�ed chanceller�es anx�ous groups were
gathered. They real�zed that the fate of the All�es hung �n the
balance. In Petrograd alone three hundred thousand workers went
out on str�ke that day, and the pol�ce agents d�d the�r level best to
provoke v�olence. The large bod�es of troops massed at var�ous
po�nts throughout the c�ty, and the pol�ce w�th the�r mach�ne-guns,
test�f�ed to the thoroughness w�th wh�ch the government had
prepared to crush any revolut�onary man�festat�ons. Thanks to the
excellent d�sc�pl�ne of the workers, and the f�ne w�sdom of the
leaders of the Soc�al Democrats, the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts, and
the Labor Group, who constantly exhorted the workers not to fall �nto
the trap set for them, there was no v�olence.

At the open�ng sess�on of the Duma, Kerensky, leader of the Labor
Group, made a character�st�c address �n wh�ch he denounced the
arrest of the Labor Group members of the War Industr�es Comm�ttee.
He d�rected h�s attack aga�nst the "system," not aga�nst �nd�v�duals:

"We are l�v�ng �n a state of anarchy unprecedented �n our h�story. In
compar�son w�th �t the per�od of 1613 seems l�ke ch�ld's play. Chaos
has enveloped not only the pol�t�cal, but the econom�c l�fe of the
nat�on as well. It destroys the very foundat�ons of the nat�on's soc�al
econom�c structure.

"Th�ngs have come to such a pass that recently one of the M�n�str�es,
sh�pp�ng coal from Petrograd to a ne�ghbor�ng c�ty, had armed the
tra�n w�th a spec�al guard so that other author�t�es should not
conf�scate the coal on the way! We have arr�ved already at the
pr�m�t�ve stage when each person defends w�th all the resources at
h�s command the mater�al �n h�s possess�on, ready to enter �nto
mortal combat for �t w�th h�s ne�ghbor. We are w�tness�ng the same
scenes wh�ch France went through at the t�me of the Revolut�on.
Then also the products sh�pped to Par�s were accompan�ed by
spec�al detachments of troops to prevent the�r be�ng se�zed by the
prov�nc�al author�t�es....



"Behold the Cab�net of R�tt�ch-Protopopov-Gol�t�z�n dragg�ng �nto the
court the Labor Group of the War Industr�es Comm�ttee, charged
w�th a�m�ng at the creat�on of a Russ�an Soc�al-Democrat�c republ�c!
They d�d not even know that nobody a�ms at a 'Soc�al-Democrat�c'
republ�c. One a�m�ng at a republ�c labors for popular government.
But has the court anyth�ng to say about all these d�st�nct�ons? We
know beforehand what sentences are to be �mposed upon the
pr�soners....

"I have no des�re to cr�t�c�ze the �nd�v�dual members of the Cab�net.
The greatest m�stake of all �s to seek tra�tors, German agents,
separate Sturmers. We have a st�ll greater enemy than the German
�nfluence, than the treachery and treason of �nd�v�duals. And that
enemy �s the system—the system of a med�eval form of
government."

How far the consp�racy of the government of Russ�a aga�nst the war
of Russ�a and her All�es extended �s shown by the revelat�ons made
�n the Duma on March 3d by one of the members, A. Konovalov. He
reported that two days prev�ously, March 1st, the only two members
of the Labor Group of the War Industr�es Comm�ttee who were not �n
pr�son �ssued an appeal to the workers not to str�ke. These two
members of the Labor Group of the War Industr�es Comm�ttee,
Anosovsky and Ostapenko, took the�r exhortat�on to the bureau of
the War Industr�es Comm�ttee for �ts approval. But, although
approved by th�s great and �mportant organ�zat�on, the appeal was
not passed by the government censor. When Guchkov, pres�dent of
the War Industr�es Comm�ttee, attempted to get the appeal pr�nted �n
the newspapers he was prevented by act�on emanat�ng from the
off�ce of Protopopov.

IV

Through all the early days of March there was labor unrest �n
Petrograd, as well as �n some other c�t�es. Petrograd was, naturally,
the storm center. There were small str�kes, but, fortunately, not much
r�ot�ng. The extreme rad�cals were ag�tat�ng for the release of the



�mpr�soned leaders of the Labor Group and urg�ng drast�c act�on by
the workers. Much of th�s ag�tat�on was s�ncere and honest, but no
l�ttle of �t was due to the provocat�ve agents. These, d�sgu�sed as
workmen, se�zed every opportun�ty to urge revolt. Any pretext
suff�ced them; they st�mulated the honest ag�tat�on to revolt as a
protest aga�nst the �mpr�sonment of the Labor Group, and the
desperate threat that unless food was forthcom�ng revolut�on would
be resorted to for s�n�ster purposes. And all the t�me the pol�ce and
the troops were massed to crush the f�rst r�s�ng.

The next few days were dest�ned to reveal the fact that the cunn�ng
and gu�le of Protopopov had overreached �tself; that the sold�ers
could not be rel�ed upon to crush any upr�s�ng of the people. There
was some r�ot�ng �n Petrograd on March 3d, and the next day the c�ty
was placed under mart�al law. On March 7th the text�le workers went
out on str�ke and were qu�ckly followed by several thousand workers
belong�ng to other trades. Next day there was a tremendous popular
demonstrat�on at wh�ch the workers demanded food. The str�ke
spread dur�ng the next two or three days unt�l there was a pretty
general stoppage of �ndustry. Students from the un�vers�ty jo�ned w�th
the str�k�ng workmen and there were numerous demonstrat�ons, but
l�ttle d�spos�t�on to v�olence. When the Cossacks and mounted pol�ce
were sent to break up the crowds, the Cossacks took great care not
to hurt the people, fratern�z�ng w�th them and be�ng cheered by them.
It was ev�dent that the army would not let �tself be used to crush the
upr�s�ng of the people. The pol�ce rema�ned "loyal," but they were not
adequate �n numbers. Protopopov had set �n mot�on forces wh�ch no
human agency could control. The Revolut�on was well under way.

The Duma rema�ned �n constant sess�on. Meant�me the s�tuat�on �n
the cap�tal was becom�ng ser�ous �n the extreme. Loot�ng of stores
began, and there were many v�ct�ms of the pol�ce efforts to d�sperse
the crowds. In the m�dst of the cr�s�s the Duma repud�ated the
government and broke off all relat�ons w�th �t. The resolut�on of the
Duma declared that "The government wh�ch covered �ts hands w�th
the blood of the people should no longer be adm�tted to the Duma.
W�th such a government the Duma breaks all relat�ons forever." The



answer of Czar N�cholas was an order to d�ssolve the Duma, wh�ch
order the Duma voted to �gnore, rema�n�ng �n sess�on as before.

On Sunday, March 11th, there was a great outpour�ng of people at a
demonstrat�on. Pol�ce establ�shed on the roofs of some publ�c
bu�ld�ngs attacked the closely packed throngs w�th mach�ne-gun f�re,
k�ll�ng and wound�ng hundreds. One of the famous reg�ments, the
Volynsk�, revolted, k�lled �ts commander, and jo�ned the people when
ordered to f�re �nto the crowds. Detachments of sold�ers belong�ng to
other reg�ments followed the�r example and refused to f�re upon the
people. One or two detachments of troops d�d obey orders and were
�mmed�ately attacked by the revolut�onary troops. There was c�v�l war
�n Petrograd.

Wh�le the f�ght�ng was st�ll go�ng on, the pres�dent of the Duma sent
the follow�ng telegram to the Czar:



The s�tuat�on �s grave. Anarchy re�gns �n the cap�tal. The government
�s paralyzed. The transport of prov�s�ons and fuel �s completely
d�sorgan�zed. General d�ssat�sfact�on �s grow�ng. Irregular r�fle-f�r�ng
�s occurr�ng �n the streets. It �s necessary to charge �mmed�ately
some person enjoy�ng the conf�dence of the people to form a new
government. It �s �mposs�ble to l�nger. Any delay means death. Let us
pray to God that the respons�b�l�ty �n th�s hour w�ll not fall upon a
crowned head.

R��������.

The Duma wa�ted �n va�n that n�ght for an answer from the Czar. The
bourgeo�s elements �n the Duma were terr�f�ed. Only the leaders of
the d�fferent Soc�al�st groups appeared to possess any �dea of
prov�d�ng the revolut�onary movement w�th proper d�rect�on. Wh�le
the leaders of the bourgeo�s groups were procla�m�ng the�r conv�ct�on
that the Revolut�on would be crushed �n a few hours by the tens of
thousands of troops �n Petrograd who had not yet rebelled, the
Soc�al�st leaders were busy prepar�ng plans to carry on the struggle.
Even those Soc�al Democrats who for var�ous reasons had most
earnestly tr�ed to avert the Revolut�on gave themselves w�th whole-
hearted enthus�asm to the task of organ�z�ng the revolut�onary
forces. Follow�ng the example set �n the 1905 Revolut�on, there had
been formed a central comm�ttee of the work�ng-class organ�zat�ons
to d�rect the movement. Th�s body, composed of elected
representat�ves of the un�ons and Soc�al�st soc�et�es, was later
known as the Counc�l of Workmen's Deput�es. It was th�s body wh�ch
undertook the organ�zat�on of the Revolut�on. Th�s Revolut�on, unl�ke
that of 1905, was �n�t�ated by the bourgeo�s�e, but �ts or�g�nators
man�fested l�ttle des�re and less capac�ty to lead �t.

When Monday morn�ng came there was no longer an unorgan�zed,
planless mass confusedly oppos�ng a carefully organ�zed force, but a
compact, well-organ�zed, and sk�lfully led movement. Process�ons
were formed, each under respons�ble d�rectors w�th very def�n�te
�nstruct�ons. As on the prev�ous day, the pol�ce stat�oned upon roofs
of bu�ld�ngs, and at var�ous strateg�c po�nts, f�red upon the people.



As on the prev�ous day, also, the sold�ers jo�ned the Revolut�on and
refused to shoot the people. The famous Guards' Reg�ment, long the
pet and pr�de of the Czar, was the f�rst to rebel. The sold�ers k�lled
the off�cer who ordered them to f�re, and then w�th cheers jo�ned the
rebels. When the m�l�tary author�t�es sent out another reg�ment to
suppress the rebel Guards' Reg�ment they saw the new force go
over to the Revolut�on �n a body. Other reg�ments deserted �n the
same manner. The flower of the Russ�an army had jo�ned the people
�n revolt�ng aga�nst the Czar and the system of Czar�sm.

On the s�de of the revolut�on�sts were now many thousands of well-
tra�ned sold�ers, fully armed. Soon they took possess�on of the
Arsenal, after k�ll�ng the commander. The sold�ers made organ�zed
and systemat�c warfare upon the pol�ce. Every pol�ceman seen was
shot down, pol�ce stat�ons were set on f�re, and pr�sons were broken
open and the pr�soners released. The numerous pol�t�cal pr�soners
were tr�umphantly l�berated and took the�r places �n the revolut�onary
ranks. In rap�d success�on the great bast�les fell! Peter and Paul
Fortress, scene of �nf�n�te martyrdom, fell �nto the hands of the
revolut�onary forces, and the pr�soners, many of them heroes and
martyrs of other upr�s�ngs, were set free am�d frenz�ed cheer�ng. The
great Schlüsselburg Fortress was l�kew�se se�zed and empt�ed. W�th
twenty-f�ve thousand armed troops on the�r s�de, the revolut�on�sts
were pract�cally masters of the cap�tal. They attacked the
headquarters of the hated Secret Serv�ce and made a vast,
s�gn�f�cantly symbol�cal bonf�re of �ts arch�ves.

Once more Rodz�anko appealed to the Czar. It �s no reflect�on upon
Rodz�anko's honesty, or upon h�s loyalty to the people, to say that he
was appalled by the development of the struggle. He sympath�zed
w�th the people �n the�r demand for pol�t�cal democracy and would
wage war to the end upon Czar�sm, but he feared the effect of the
Revolut�on upon the army and the All�ed cause. Moreover, he was a
landowner, and he feared Soc�al�sm. In 1906 he had jo�ned forces
w�th the government when the Soc�al�sts led the masses—and now
the Soc�al�st leaders were aga�n at the head of the masses. Perhaps
the result would have been otherw�se �f the Duma had followed up �ts
repud�at�on of the government by openly and unreservedly plac�ng



�tself at the head of the upr�s�ng. In any other country than Russ�a
that would have been done, �n all probab�l�ty, but the Russ�an
bourgeo�s�e was weak. Th�s was due, l�ke so much else �n Russ�a, to
the backwardness of the �ndustr�al system. There was not a strong
m�ddle class and, therefore, the bourgeo�s�e left the f�ght�ng to the
work�ng class. Rodz�anko's new appeal to the Czar was pathet�c.
When hundreds of dead and dy�ng lay �n the streets and �n churches,
hosp�tals, and other publ�c bu�ld�ngs, he could st�ll �mag�ne that the
Czar could save the s�tuat�on: "The s�tuat�on �s grow�ng worse. It �s
necessary to take measures �mmed�ately, for to-morrow �t w�ll be too
late," he telegraphed. "The last hour has struck to dec�de the fate of
the country and of the dynasty." Poor, short-s�ghted bourgeo�s! It was
already "too late" for "measures" by the weak-m�nded N�cholas II to
ava�l. The "fate of the country and of the dynasty" was already
determ�ned! It was just as well that the Czar d�d not make any reply
to the message.

The new ruler of Russ�a, K�ng Demos, was speak�ng now. Workers
and sold�ers sent deputat�ons to the Taur�da Palace, where the
Duma was s�tt�ng. Rodz�anko read to them the message he had sent
to the Czar, but that was small comfort. Thousands of revolut�on�sts,
c�v�l�an and m�l�tary, stormed the Taur�da Palace and clamored to
hear what the Soc�al�sts �n the Duma had to say. In response to th�s
demand Tchche�dze, Kerensky, Skobelev, and other Soc�al�sts from
var�ous groups appeared and addressed the people. These men had
a message to g�ve; they understood the ferment and were part of �t.
They were of the Revolut�on—bone of �ts bone, flesh of �ts flesh, and
so they were cheered aga�n and aga�n. And what a tr�umv�rate they
made, these leaders of the people! Tchche�dze, once a un�vers�ty
professor, keen, cool, and as w�tty as George Bernard Shaw,
l�stened to w�th the deference democracy always pays to �ntellect.

Kerensky, lawyer by profess�on, matchless as an orator, obv�ously
the prophet and �nsp�rer rather than the execut�ve type; Skobelev,
blunt, d�rect, and pract�cal, a man l�ttle g�ven to romant�c �llus�ons. It
was Skobelev who made the announcement to the crowd outs�de the
Taur�da Palace that the old system was ended forever and that the
Duma would create a Prov�s�onal Comm�ttee. He begged the



workers and the sold�ers to keep order, to refra�n from v�olence
aga�nst �nd�v�duals, and to observe str�ct d�sc�pl�ne. "Freedom
demands d�sc�pl�ne and order," he sa�d.

That afternoon the Duma selected a temporary comm�ttee to restore
order. The comm�ttee, called the Duma Comm�ttee of Safety,
cons�sted of twelve members, represent�ng all the part�es and groups
�n the Duma. The hast�ly formed comm�ttee of the workers met and
dec�ded to call on the workmen to hold �mmed�ate elect�ons for the
Counc�l of Workmen's Deput�es—the f�rst meet�ng of wh�ch was to be
held that even�ng. That th�s was a per�lous th�ng to do the h�story of
the F�rst Revolut�on clearly showed, but no other course seemed
open to the workers, �n v�ew of the att�tude of the bourgeo�s�e. On
behalf of the Duma Comm�ttee, Rodz�anko �ssued the follow�ng
proclamat�on:

The Prov�s�onal Comm�ttee of the members of the Imper�al Duma,
aware of the grave cond�t�ons of �nternal d�sorder created by the
measure of the old government, has found �tself compelled to take
�nto �ts hands the re-establ�shment of pol�t�cal and c�v�l order. In full
consc�ousness of the respons�b�l�ty of �ts dec�s�on, the Prov�s�onal
Comm�ttee expresses �ts trust that the populat�on and the army w�ll
help �t �n the d�ff�cult task of creat�ng a new government wh�ch w�ll
comply w�th the w�shes of the populat�on, and be able to enjoy �ts
conf�dence.

M������ R��������, Speaker of the Imper�al Duma. February 27,
1917.[4]

That n�ght the f�rst formal sess�on of the Counc�l of Workmen's
Deput�es was held. Tchche�dze was elected pres�dent, Kerensky
v�ce-pres�dent. The deput�es had been elected by the work�ng-men
of many factor�es and by the members of Soc�al�st organ�zat�ons. It
was not unt�l the follow�ng day that sold�ers' representat�ves were
added and the words "and Sold�ers" added to the t�tle of the Counc�l.
At th�s f�rst meet�ng the Counc�l—a most moderate and capable body
—called for a Const�tuent Assembly on the bas�s of equal, d�rect,



and secret un�versal suffrage. Th�s demand was conta�ned �n an
address to the people wh�ch read, �n part:

To f�n�sh the struggle successfully �n the �nterests of democracy, the
people must create the�r own powerful organ�zat�on.

The Counc�l of the Workmen's Deput�es, hold�ng �ts sess�on �n the
Imper�al Duma, makes �t �ts supreme task to organ�ze the people's
forces and the�r struggle for a f�nal secur�ng of pol�t�cal freedom and
popular government �n Russ�a.

We appeal to the ent�re populat�on of the cap�tal to rally around the
Counc�l, to form local comm�ttees �n the var�ous boroughs, and to
take over the management of local affa�rs.

All together, w�th un�ted forces, we w�ll struggle for a f�nal abol�t�on of
the old system and the call�ng of a Const�tuent Assembly on the
bas�s of un�versal, equal, d�rect, and secret suffrage.

Th�s document �s of the h�ghest h�stor�cal �mportance and mer�ts
close study. As already noted, Tchche�dze, leader of the Menshev�k�,
was pres�dent of the Counc�l, and th�s appeal to the people shows
how fully the moderate v�ews of h�s group preva�led. Indeed, the
manner �n wh�ch the moderate counsels of the Menshev�k�
dom�nated the Counc�l at a t�me of great exc�tement and pass�on,
when extrem�sts m�ght have been expected to obta�n the lead, �s one
of the most remarkable features of the whole story of the Second
Russ�an Revolut�on. It appeared at th�s t�me that the Russ�an
proletar�at had fully learned the trag�c lessons of 1905-06.

It �s ev�dent from the text of the appeal that at the t�me the Counc�l
looked upon the Revolut�on as be�ng pr�mar�ly a pol�t�cal event, not
as a movement to reconstruct the econom�c and soc�al system.
There �s no reference to soc�al democracy. Even the land quest�on �s
not referred to. How l�m�ted the�r purpose was at the moment may be
gathered from the statement, "The Counc�l ... makes �t �ts supreme
task to organ�ze the people's forces and the�r struggle for a f�nal
secur�ng of pol�t�cal freedom and popular government." It �s also
clearly ev�dent that, notw�thstand�ng the fact that the Counc�l �tself



was a work�ng-class organ�zat�on, a man�festat�on of the class
consc�ousness of the workers, the leaders of the Counc�l d�d not
regard the Revolut�on as a proletar�an event, nor doubt the necess�ty
of co-operat�on on the part of all classes. Proletar�an exclus�veness
came later, but on March 13th the appeal of the Counc�l was "to the
ent�re populat�on."

March 14th saw the arrest of many of the lead�ng react�onar�es,
�nclud�ng Protopopov and the tra�tor Sukhoml�nov, and an approach
to order. All that day the representat�ves of the Duma and the
representat�ves of the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Deput�es,
as �t was now called, embryo of the f�rst Sov�et government, tr�ed to
reach an agreement concern�ng the future organ�zat�on of Russ�a.
The representat�ves of the Duma were p�t�fully lack�ng �n
comprehens�on of the s�tuat�on. They wanted the Czar deposed, but
the monarchy �tself reta�ned, subject to const�tut�onal l�m�tat�ons
analogous to those obta�n�ng �n England. They wanted the Romanov
dynasty reta�ned, the�r cho�ce be�ng the Czar's brother, Grand-Duke
M�chael. The representat�ves of the Sov�et, on the other hand, would
not tolerate the suggest�on that the monarchy be cont�nued.
Stand�ng, as yet, only for pol�t�cal democracy, they �ns�sted that the
monarchy must be abol�shed and that the new government be
republ�can �n form. The statesmansh�p and pol�t�cal sk�ll of these
representat�ves of the workers were �mmeasurably super�or to those
possessed by the bourgeo�s representat�ves of the Duma.

V

Thursday, March 15, 1917—new style—was one of the most fateful
and momentous days �n the h�story of mank�nd. It w�ll always be
remembered as the day on wh�ch Czar�sm ceased to ex�st �n Russ�a.
At three o'clock �n the afternoon M�l�ukov, leader of the Const�tut�onal
Democrats, appeared �n front of the Taur�da Palace and announced
to the wa�t�ng throngs that an agreement had been reached between
the Duma and the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Deput�es; that
�t had been dec�ded to depose the Czar, to const�tute �mmed�ately a
Prov�s�onal Government composed of representat�ves of all part�es



and groups, and to proceed w�th arrangements for the hold�ng of a
Const�tuent Assembly at an early date to determ�ne the form of a
permanent democrat�c government for Russ�a.

At the head of the Prov�s�onal Government, as Prem�er, had been
placed Pr�nce George E. Lvov, who as pres�dent of the Un�on of
Zemstvos had proved h�mself to be a democrat of the most l�beral
school as well as an extraord�nar�ly capable organ�zer. The pos�t�on
of M�n�ster of Fore�gn Affa�rs was g�ven to M�l�ukov, whose strong
sympathy w�th the All�es was well known. The pos�t�on of M�n�ster of
Just�ce was g�ven to Alexander Kerensky, one of the most
extraord�nary men �n Russ�a, a leader of the Group of To�l, a party of
peasant Soc�al�sts, v�ce-pres�dent of the Counc�l of Workmen's and
Sold�ers' Deput�es. At the head of the War Department was placed
Alexander Guchkov, a sold�er-pol�t�c�an, leader of the Octobr�st party,
who had turned aga�nst the F�rst Revolut�on �n 1905, when �t became
an econom�c war of the classes, evok�ng thereby the hatred of the
Soc�al�sts, but who as head of the War Industr�es Comm�ttee had
ach�eved truly wonderful results �n the present war �n face of the
oppos�t�on of the government. The press�ng food problem was
placed �n the hands of Andre� Sh�ngarev. As M�n�ster of Agr�culture
Sh�ngarev belonged to the rad�cal left w�ng of the Cadets.

It cannot be sa�d that the compos�t�on of the Prov�s�onal Government
was rece�ved w�th popular sat�sfact�on. It was top-heavy w�th
representat�ves of the bourgeo�s�e. There was only one Soc�al�st,
Kerensky. M�l�ukov's select�on, �nev�table though �t was, and great as
h�s g�fts were, was condemned by the rad�cal work�ng-men because
he was regarded as a dangerous "�mper�al�st" on account of h�s
advocacy of the annexat�on of Constant�nople. Guchkov's �nclus�on
was equally unpopular on account of h�s record at the t�me of the
F�rst Revolut�on. The most popular select�on was undoubtedly
Kerensky, because he represented more nearly than any of the
others the asp�rat�ons of the masses. As a whole, �t was the fact that
the Prov�s�onal Government was too fully representat�ve of the
bourgeo�s part�es and groups wh�ch gave the Bolshev�k� and other
rad�cals a chance to condemn �t.



The absence of the name of Tchche�dze from the l�st was a surpr�se
and a d�sappo�ntment to most of the moderate Soc�al�sts, for he had
come to be regarded as one of the most capable and trustworthy
leaders of the masses. The fact that he was not �ncluded �n the new
government could hardly fa�l to cause uneasy susp�c�on. It was sa�d
later that efforts had been made to �nduce h�m to jo�n the new
government, but that he decl�ned to do so. Tchche�dze's pos�t�on was
a very d�ff�cult one. Thoroughly �n sympathy w�th the plan to form a
coal�t�on Prov�s�onal Government, and support�ng Kerensky �n h�s
pos�t�on, Tchche�dze nevertheless decl�ned to enter the new Cab�net
h�mself. In th�s he was qu�te honest and not at all the tr�cky pol�t�c�an
he has been represented as be�ng.

Tchche�dze knew that the Duma had been elected upon a most
undemocrat�c suffrage and that �t d�d not and could not represent the
masses of the peasants and wage-workers. These classes were
represented �n the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Deput�es,
wh�ch cont�nued to ex�st as a separate body, �ndependent of the
Duma, but co-operat�ng w�th �t as an equal. From a Soc�al�st po�nt of
v�ew �t would have been a m�stake to d�sband the Counc�l,
Tchche�dze bel�eved. He saw Sov�et government as the need of the
cr�t�cal moment, rather than as the permanent, d�st�nct�ve type of
Russ�an Soc�al democracy as the cr�t�cs of Kerensky have alleged.

Wh�le the Prov�s�onal Government was be�ng created, the Czar, at
General Headquarters, was be�ng forced to recogn�ze the b�tter fact
that the Romanov dynasty could no longer l�ve. When he could no
more res�st the pressure brought to bear upon h�m by the
representat�ves of the Duma, he wrote and s�gned a formal
�nstrument of abd�cat�on of the Russ�an throne, nam�ng h�s brother,
Grand-Duke M�chael, as h�s successor. The latter dared not attempt
to assume the �mper�al rôle. He recogn�zed that the end of autocracy
had been reached and decl�ned to accept the throne unless chosen
by a popular referendum vote. On March 16th, the day after the
abd�cat�on of N�cholas II, M�chael �ssued a statement �n wh�ch he
sa�d:



Th�s heavy respons�b�l�ty has come to me at the voluntary request of
my brother, who has transferred the Imper�al throne to me dur�ng a
t�me of warfare wh�ch �s accompan�ed by unprecedented popular
d�sturbances.

Moved by the thought, wh�ch �s �n the m�nds of the ent�re people, that
the good of the country �s paramount, I have adopted the f�rm
resolut�on to accept the supreme power only �f th�s be the w�ll of our
great people, who, by a pleb�sc�te organ�zed by the�r representat�ves
�n a Const�tuent Assembly, shall establ�sh a form of government and
new fundamental laws for the Russ�an state.

Consequently, �nvok�ng the bened�ct�on of our Lord, I urge all c�t�zens
of Russ�a to subm�t to the Prov�s�onal Government, establ�shed upon
the �n�t�at�ve of the Duma and �nvested w�th full plenary powers, unt�l
such t�me wh�ch w�ll follow w�th as l�ttle delay as poss�ble, as the
Const�tuent Assembly, on a bas�s of un�versal, d�rect, equal, and
secret suffrage, shall, by �ts dec�s�on as to the new form of
government, express the w�ll of the people.

The hated Romanov dynasty was ended at last. It �s not l�kely that
Grand-Duke M�chael enterta�ned the fa�ntest hope that he would
ever be called to the throne, e�ther by a Const�tuent Assembly or by
a popular referendum. Not only was the Romanov dynasty ended,
but equally so was monarch�cal Absolut�sm �tself. No other dynasty
would replace that of the Romanovs. Russ�a had thrown off the yoke
of autocracy. The Second Revolut�on was an accompl�shed fact; �ts
f�rst phase was complete. Thoughtful men among the revolut�on�sts
recogn�zed that the next phase would be far more per�lous and
d�ff�cult. "The b�gger task �s st�ll before us," sa�d M�l�ukov, �n h�s
address to the crowd that afternoon. A Const�tuent Assembly was to
be held and that was bound to �ntens�fy the d�fferences wh�ch had
been temporar�ly composed dur�ng the struggle to overthrow the
system of Absolut�sm. And the d�fferences wh�ch ex�sted between
the cap�tal�st class and the work�ng class were not greater than those
wh�ch ex�sted w�th�n the latter.



CHAPTER V

FROM BOURGEOISIE TO BOLSHEVIKI

I

It requ�red no great g�ft of prophecy to foretell the fa�lure of the
Prov�s�onal Government establ�shed by the revolut�onary coal�t�on
headed by Pr�nce Lvov. From the very f�rst day �t was ev�dent that
the Cab�net could never sat�sfy the Russ�an people. It was an
anomaly �n that the Revolut�on had been a popular revolut�on, wh�le
the Prov�s�onal Government was overwhelm�ngly representat�ve of
the landowners, manufacturers, bankers, and merchants—the
desp�sed and d�strusted bourgeo�s�e. The very meager
representat�on g�ven to the work�ng class, through Kerensky, was, �n
the c�rcumstances, remarkable for �ts stup�d effrontery and �ts
d�sregard of the most obv�ous real�t�es. Much has been sa�d and
wr�tten of the doctr�na�re att�tude wh�ch has character�zed the
Bolshev�k� �n the later phases of the struggle, but �f by doctr�na�r�sm
�s meant subserv�ence to preconce�ved theor�es and d�sregard of
real�t�es, �t must be sa�d that the statesmen of the bourgeo�s�e were
as completely �ts v�ct�ms as the Bolshev�k� later proved to be. They
were subserv�ent to dogma and �nd�fferent to fact.

The bourgeo�s leaders of Russ�a—and those Soc�al�sts who co-
operated w�th them—attempted to �gnore the b�ggest and most v�tal
fact �n the whole s�tuat�on, namely, the fact that the Revolut�on was
essent�ally a Soc�al�st Revolut�on �n the sense that the overwhelm�ng
mass of the people were bent upon the real�zat�on of a very
comprehens�ve, though somewhat crudely conce�ved, program of
soc�al�zat�on. It was not a mere pol�t�cal Revolut�on, and pol�t�cal
changes wh�ch left the essent�al soc�al structure unchanged, wh�ch
d�d not tend to br�ng about equal�ty of democrat�c opportun�ty, and



wh�ch left the control of the nat�on �n the hands of landowners and
cap�tal�sts, could never sat�sfy the masses nor fa�l to �nv�te the�r
savage attack. Only the most hopeless and fut�le of doctr�na�res
could have argued themselves �nto bel�ev�ng anyth�ng else. It was
qu�te �dle to argue from the exper�ence of other countr�es that Russ�a
must follow the un�versal rule and establ�sh and ma�nta�n bourgeo�s
rule for a per�od more or less prolonged. True, that had been the
exper�ence of most nat�ons, but �t was fool�sh �n the extreme to
suppose that �t must be the exper�ence of Russ�a, whose cond�t�ons
were so utterly unl�ke those wh�ch had obta�ned �n any nat�on wh�ch
had by revolut�on establ�shed const�tut�onal government upon a
democrat�c bas�s.

To beg�n w�th, �n every other country revolut�on by the bourgeo�s�e
�tself had been the ma�n factor �n the overthrow of autocracy.
Feudal�sm and monarch�cal autocracy fell �n western Europe before
the m�ght of a powerful r�s�ng class. That th�s class �n every case
drew to �ts s�de the masses and benef�ted by the�r co-operat�on must
not be allowed to obscure the fact that �n these other countr�es of all
the classes �n soc�ety the bourgeo�s�e was the most powerful. It was
that fact wh�ch establ�shed �ts r�ght to rule �n place of the deposed
rulers. The Russ�an m�ddle class, however, lacked that h�stor�c r�ght
to rule. In consequence of the backwardness of the nat�on from the
po�nt of v�ew of �ndustr�al development, the bourgeo�s�e was
correspond�ngly backward and weak. Never �n any country had a
class so weak and un�nfluent�al essayed the rôle of the rul�ng class.
To bel�eve that a class wh�ch at the most d�d not exceed s�x per cent.
of the populat�on could assert and ma�nta�n �ts rule over a nat�on of
one hundred and e�ghty m�ll�ons of people, when these had been
st�rred by years of revolut�onary ag�tat�on, was at once pedant�c and
absurd.

The �ndustr�al proletar�at was as backward and as relat�vely weak as
the bourgeo�s�e. Except by armed force and tyranny of the worst
k�nd, th�s class could not rule Russ�a. Its f�tness and r�ght to rule are
not apprec�ably greater than the f�tness and r�ght of the bourgeo�s�e.
It cannot even be sa�d on �ts behalf that �t had waged the
revolut�onary struggle of the work�ng class, for �n truth �ts share �n the



Russ�an revolut�onary movement had been relat�vely small, far less
than that of the peasant organ�zat�ons. W�th more than one hundred
and th�rty-f�ve m�ll�ons of peasants, from whose d�scontent and
struggle the revolut�onary movement had drawn �ts ma�n strength,
ne�ther the bourgeo�s�e nor the class-consc�ous sect�on of the
�ndustr�al proletar�at could set up �ts rule w�thout angry protest and
attacks wh�ch, soon or late, must overturn �t. Every essent�al fact �n
the Russ�an s�tuat�on, wh�ch was so un�que, po�nted to the need for a
genu�ne and s�ncere co-operat�on by the �ntell�gent leaders of all the
oppos�t�on elements unt�l stab�l�ty was atta�ned, together w�th
freedom from the abnormal d�ff�cult�es due to the war. In any event,
the dom�nat�on of the Prov�s�onal Government by a class so weak
and so narrow �n �ts outlook and a�ms was a d�saster. As soon as
t�me for reflect�on had been afforded the masses d�scontent and
d�strust were �nev�table.

II

From the f�rst days there were om�nous murmur�ngs. Yet �t must be
confessed that the Prov�s�onal Government man�fested much greater
enl�ghtenment than m�ght have been expected of �t and hastened to
enact a program—qu�te remarkable for �ts l�beral�ty and v�s�on; a
program wh�ch, had �t come from a government more truly
representat�ve �n �ts personnel of revolut�onary Russ�a, m�ght, w�th
one �mportant add�t�on, have served as the foundat�on of an endur�ng
structure. On March 18th the Prov�s�onal Government �ssued a
statement of �ts program and an appeal to the c�t�zens for support.
Th�s document, wh�ch �s sa�d to have been the jo�nt work of P.I.
Novgorodtzev, N.V. Nekrasov, and P.N. M�l�ukov, read as follows:

C�������: The Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Duma, w�th the a�d and
support of the garr�son of the cap�tal and �ts �nhab�tants, has
succeeded �n tr�umph�ng over the obnox�ous forces of the old rég�me
so that we can proceed to a more stable organ�zat�on of the
execut�ve power, w�th men whose past pol�t�cal act�v�ty assures them
the country's conf�dence.



The new Cab�net w�ll base �ts pol�cy upon the follow�ng pr�nc�ples:
F�rst.—An �mmed�ate and general amnesty for all pol�t�cal and
rel�g�ous offenses, �nclud�ng terror�st acts and m�l�tary and agrar�an
offenses.

Second.—L�berty of speech and of the press; freedom for all�ances,
un�ons, and str�kes, w�th the extens�on of these l�bert�es to m�l�tary
off�c�als, w�th�n the l�m�ts adm�tted by m�l�tary requ�rements.

Th�rd.—Abol�t�on of all soc�al, rel�g�ous, and nat�onal restr�ct�ons.

Fourth.—To proceed forthw�th to the preparat�on and convocat�on of
a Const�tuent Assembly, based on un�versal suffrage. Th�s Assembly
w�ll establ�sh a stable un�versal rég�me.

F�fth.—The subst�tut�on of the pol�ce by a nat�onal m�l�t�a, w�th ch�efs
to be elected and respons�ble to the mun�c�pal�t�es.

S�xth.—Communal elect�ons to be based on un�versal, d�rect, equal,
and secret suffrage.

Seventh.—The troops wh�ch part�c�pated �n the revolut�onary
movement w�ll not be d�sarmed, but w�ll rema�n �n Petrograd.

E�ghth.—Wh�le ma�nta�n�ng str�ct m�l�tary d�sc�pl�ne for troops �n
act�ve serv�ce, �t �s des�rable to abrogate for sold�ers all restr�ct�ons �n
the enjoyment of c�v�l r�ghts accorded other c�t�zens.

The Prov�s�onal Government des�res to add that �t has no �ntent�on of
tak�ng advantage of war cond�t�ons to delay the real�zat�on of the
measures of reform above ment�oned.

Th�s address �s worthy of espec�al attent�on. The generous l�beral�sm
of the program �t outl�nes cannot be den�ed, but �t �s pol�t�cal
l�beral�sm only. It �s not d�rectly and def�n�tely concerned w�th the
great fundamental econom�c �ssues wh�ch so profoundly affect the
l�fe and well-be�ng of the work�ng class, peasants, and factory-
workers al�ke. It �s the program of men who saw �n the Revolut�on
only a great epochal pol�t�cal advance. In th�s �t reflects �ts bourgeo�s
or�g�n. W�th the except�on of the r�ght to organ�ze un�ons and str�kes



—wh�ch �s a pol�t�cal measure—not one of the �mportant econom�c
demands pecul�ar to the work�ng class �s met �n the program. The
land quest�on, wh�ch was the econom�c bas�s of the Revolut�on, and
w�thout wh�ch there could have been no Revolut�on, was not even
ment�oned. And the Man�festo wh�ch the Prov�s�onal Government
addressed to the nat�on on March 20th was equally s�lent w�th regard
to the land quest�on and the soc�al�zat�on of �ndustry.

Ev�dently the Prov�s�onal Government des�red to conf�ne �tself as
closely as poss�ble to pol�t�cal democracy, and to leave fundamental
econom�c reform to be attended to by the Const�tuent Assembly. If
that were �ts purpose, �t would have helped matters to have had the
purpose clearly stated and not merely left to �nference. But whatever
the shortcom�ngs of �ts f�rst off�c�al statements, the actual program of
the Prov�s�onal Government dur�ng the f�rst weeks was far more
sat�sfactory and afforded room for great hope. On March 21st the
const�tut�on of F�nland was restored. On the follow�ng day amnesty
was granted to all pol�t�cal and rel�g�ous offenders. W�th�n a few days
freedom and self-government were granted to Poland, subject to the
rat�f�cat�on of the Const�tuent Assembly. At the same t�me all laws
d�scr�m�nat�ng aga�nst the Jews were repealed by the follow�ng
decree:

All ex�st�ng legal restr�ct�ons upon the r�ghts of Russ�an c�t�zens,
based upon fa�th, rel�g�ous teach�ng, or nat�onal�ty, are revoked. In
accordance w�th th�s, we hereby repeal all laws ex�st�ng �n Russ�a as
a whole, as well as for separate local�t�es, concern�ng:

1. Select�on of place of res�dence and change of res�dence.

2. Acqu�r�ng r�ghts of ownersh�p and other mater�al r�ghts �n all k�nds
of movable property and real estate, and l�kew�se �n the possess�on
of, the use and manag�ng of all property, or rece�v�ng such for
secur�ty.

3. Engag�ng �n all k�nds of trades, commerce, and �ndustry, not
except�ng m�n�ng; also equal part�c�pat�on �n the b�dd�ng for
government contracts, del�ver�es, and �n publ�c auct�ons.



4. Part�c�pat�on �n jo�nt-stock and other commerc�al or �ndustr�al
compan�es and partnersh�ps, and also employment �n these
compan�es and partnersh�ps �n all k�nds of pos�t�ons, e�ther by
elect�ons or by employment.

5. Employment of servants, salesmen, foremen, laborers, and trade
apprent�ces.

6. Enter�ng the government serv�ce, c�v�l as well as m�l�tary, and the
grade or cond�t�on of such serv�ce; part�c�pat�on �n the elect�ons for
the �nst�tut�ons for local self-government, and all k�nds of publ�c
�nst�tut�ons; serv�ng �n all k�nds of pos�t�ons of government and publ�c
establ�shments, as well as the prosecut�on of the dut�es connected
w�th such pos�t�ons.

7. Adm�ss�on to all k�nds of educat�onal �nst�tut�ons, whether pr�vate,
government, or publ�c, and the pursu�ng of the courses of �nstruct�on
of these �nst�tut�ons, and rece�v�ng scholarsh�ps. Also the pursuance
of teach�ng and other educat�onal profess�ons.

8. Perform�ng the dut�es of guard�ans, trustees, or jurors.

9. The use of language and d�alects, other than Russ�an, �n the
proceed�ngs of pr�vate soc�et�es, or �n teach�ng �n all k�nds of pr�vate
educat�onal �nst�tut�ons, and �n commerc�al bookkeep�ng.

Thus all the hum�l�at�ng restr�ct�ons wh�ch had been �mposed upon
the Jew�sh people were swept away. Had the Prov�s�onal
Government done noth�ng else than th�s, �t would have just�f�ed �tself
at the bar of h�story. But �t accompl�shed much more than th�s: before
�t had been �n off�ce a month, �n add�t�on to �ts l�berat�on of F�nns,
Poles, and Jews, the Prov�s�onal Government abol�shed the death
penalty; removed all the prov�nc�al governors and subst�tuted for
them the elected heads of the prov�nc�al county counc�ls; conf�scated
the large land hold�ngs of the Imper�al fam�ly and of the monaster�es;
lev�ed an excess war-prof�ts tax on all war �ndustr�es; and f�xed the
pr�ce of food at rates greatly lower than had preva�led before. The
Prov�s�onal Government had gone farther, and, wh�le declar�ng that
these matters must be left to the Const�tuent Assembly for



settlement, had declared �tself �n favor of woman suffrage and of the
d�str�but�on of all land among the peasants, the terms and cond�t�ons
of expropr�at�on and d�str�but�on to be determ�ned by the Const�tuent
Assembly.

The Prov�s�onal Government also establ�shed a War Cab�net wh�ch
�ntroduced var�ous reforms �nto the army. All the old oppress�ve
regulat�ons were repealed and an attempt made to democrat�ze the
m�l�tary system. Some of these reforms were of the utmost value;
others were rather dangerous exper�ments. Much cr�t�c�sm has been
leveled aga�nst the rules prov�d�ng for the elect�on of off�cers by the
men �n the ranks, for a conc�l�at�on board to act �n d�sputes between
men and off�cers over quest�ons of d�sc�pl�ne, and the abol�t�on of the
regulat�ons requ�r�ng pr�vate sold�ers to address off�cers by the t�tle
"S�r." It must be borne �n m�nd, however, �n d�scuss�ng these th�ngs,
that these rules represented a great, honest effort to restore the
morale of an army that had been demoral�zed, and to �nfuse �t w�th
democrat�c fa�th and zeal �n order that �t m�ght "carry on." It �s not just
to judge the rules w�thout cons�der�ng the cond�t�ons wh�ch called
them forth.

Certa�nly the Prov�s�onal Government—wh�ch the government of the
Un�ted States formally recogn�zed on March 22d, be�ng followed �n
th�s by the other All�ed governments next day—could not be accused
fa�rly of be�ng e�ther slothful or unfa�thful. Its accompl�shments dur�ng
those f�rst weeks were most remarkable. Nevertheless, as the days
went by �t became ev�dent that �t could not hope to sat�sfy the
masses and that, therefore, �t could not last very long.

III

The Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates was pursu�ng �ts
�ndependent ex�stence, under the leadersh�p of Tchche�dze,
Skobelev, Tseretell�, and other moderate Soc�al Democrats. As yet
the Bolshev�k� were a very small and un�nfluent�al fact�on, lack�ng
capable leadersh�p. There can be very l�ttle doubt that the Counc�l
represented the feel�ngs of the great mass of the organ�zed wage-



earners far more sat�sfactor�ly than the Prov�s�onal Government d�d,
or that �t was trusted to a far greater degree, al�ke by the wage-
earners of the c�t�es and the peasants. A great psycholog�cal fact
ex�sted, a fact wh�ch the Prov�s�onal Government and the
governments of the All�ed nat�ons m�ght well have reckoned w�th: the
Russ�an work�ng-people, art�sans and peasants al�ke, were
aggress�vely class consc�ous and could trust fully only the leaders of
the�r own class.

The major�ty of the Soc�al Democrat�c party was, at the beg�nn�ng, so
far from anyth�ng l�ke Bolshev�sm, so thoroughly construct�ve and
opportun�st�c �n �ts pol�c�es, that �ts off�c�al organ, Pravda—not yet
captured by the Bolshev�k�—put forward a program wh�ch m�ght
eas�ly have been made the bas�s for an effect�ve coal�t�on. It was �n
some respects d�sappo�nt�ngly moderate: l�ke the program of the
Prov�s�onal Government, �t left the land quest�on untouched, except
�n so far as the clause demand�ng the conf�scat�on of the property of
the royal fam�ly and the Church bore upon �t. The Soc�al Democrat�c
party, reflect�ng the �nterests of the c�ty proletar�at, had never been
enthus�ast�c about the peasants' cla�m for d�str�but�on of the land,
and there had been much controversy between �ts leaders and the
leaders of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party, the party of the
peasants. The program as pr�nted �n Pravda read:

1. A b�enn�al one-house parl�ament.

2. W�de extens�on of the pr�nc�ple of self-government.

3. Inv�olab�l�ty of person and dwell�ng.

4. Unl�m�ted freedom of the press, of speech, and of assembly.

5. Freedom of movement �n bus�ness.

6. Equal r�ghts for all �rrespect�ve of sex, rel�g�on, and nat�onal�ty.

7. Abol�t�on of class d�st�nct�on.

8. Educat�on �n nat�ve language; nat�ve languages everywhere to
have equal r�ghts w�th off�c�al language.



9. Every nat�onal�ty �n the state to have the r�ght of self-def�n�t�on.

10. The r�ght of all persons to prosecute off�c�als before a jury.

11. Elect�on of mag�strates.

12. A c�t�zen army �nstead of ord�nary troops.

13. Separat�on of Church from state and school from Church.

14. Free compulsory educat�on for both sexes to the age of s�xteen.

15. State feed�ng of poor ch�ldren.

16. Conf�scat�on of Church property, also that of the royal fam�ly.

17. Progress�ve �ncome tax.

18. An e�ght-hour day, w�th s�x hours for all under e�ghteen.

19. Proh�b�t�on of female labor where such �s harmful to women.

20. A clear hol�day once a week to cons�st of forty-two hours on end.

It would be a m�stake to suppose that th�s very moderate program
embraced all that the major�ty of the Soc�al Democrat�c party a�med
at. It was not �ntended to be more than an amel�orat�ve program for
�mmed�ate adopt�on by the Const�tuent Assembly, for the
convocat�on of wh�ch the Soc�al Democrats were most eager, and
wh�ch they conf�dently bel�eved would have a major�ty of Soc�al�sts of
d�fferent fact�ons.

In a br�ll�ant and caust�c cr�t�c�sm of cond�t�ons as they ex�sted �n the
pre-Bolshev�st per�od, Trotzky denounced what he called "the farce
of dual author�ty." In a character�st�cally clever and b�t�ng phrase, he
descr�bed �t as "The epoch of Dual Impotence, the government not
able, and the Sov�et not dar�ng," and pred�cted �ts culm�nat�on �n a
"cr�s�s of unheard-of sever�ty."[5] There was more than a l�ttle truth �n
the scornful phrase. On the one hand, there was the Prov�s�onal
Government, to wh�ch the Sov�et had g�ven �ts consent and �ts
alleg�ance, try�ng to d�scharge the funct�ons of government. On the



other hand, there was the Sov�et �tself, cla�m�ng the r�ght to control
the course of the Prov�s�onal Government and �ndulg�ng �n
systemat�c cr�t�c�sm of the latter's act�ons. It was �nev�table that the
Sov�et should have been dr�ven �rres�st�bly to the po�nt where �t must
e�ther renounce �ts own ex�stence or oppose the Prov�s�onal
Government.

The dom�nat�ng sp�r�t and thought of the Sov�et was that of
�nternat�onal soc�al democracy. Wh�le most of the delegates bel�eved
that �t was necessary to prosecute the war and to defeat the
aggress�ons of the Central Emp�res, they were st�ll Soc�al�sts,
�nternat�onal�sts, fundamental democrats, and ant�-�mper�al�sts. Not
w�thout good and suff�c�ent reason, they m�strusted the bourgeo�s
statesmen and bel�eved that some of the most �nfluent�al among
them were �mper�al�sts, actuated by a des�re for terr�tor�al expans�on,
espec�ally the annexat�on of Constant�nople, and that they were
comm�tted to var�ous secret treat�es entered �nto by the old rég�me
w�th England, France, and Italy. In the meet�ngs of the Sov�et, and �n
other assemblages of workers, the ugly susp�c�on grew that the war
was not s�mply a war for nat�onal defense, for wh�ch there was
democrat�c sanct�on and just�f�cat�on, but a war of �mper�al�sm, and
that the Prov�s�onal Government was pursu�ng the old ways of secret
d�plomacy.

Strength was g�ven to th�s feel�ng when M�l�ukov, the Fore�gn
M�n�ster, �n an �nterv�ew champ�oned the annexat�on of
Constant�nople as a necessary safeguard for the outlet to the
Med�terranean wh�ch Russ�an econom�c development needed.
Immed�ately there was an outcry of protest from the Sov�et, �n wh�ch,
�t should be observed, the Bolshev�k� were already ga�n�ng strength
and conf�dence, thanks to the leadersh�p of Kamenev, Len�ne's
colleague, who had returned from S�ber�an ex�le. It was not only the
Bolshev�k�, however, who protested aga�nst �mper�al�st�c tendenc�es.
Pract�cally the whole body of Soc�al�sts, Menshev�k� and Bolshev�k�
al�ke, agreed �n oppos�ng �mper�al�sm and secret d�plomacy.
Soc�al�sts loyal to the nat�onal defense and Soc�al�sts who repud�ated
that pol�cy and deemed �t treason to the cause of Soc�al�sm were
un�ted �n th�s one th�ng.



The storm of protest wh�ch M�l�ukov's �nterv�ew provoked was st�lled
temporar�ly when the Prem�er, Lvov, announced that the Fore�gn
M�n�ster's v�ews concern�ng the annexat�on of Constant�nople were
purely personal and d�d not represent the pol�cy of the Prov�s�onal
Government. Assurances were g�ven that the Prov�s�onal
Government was �n accord w�th the pol�cy of the Sov�et. On Apr�l
16th a nat�onal congress of the Counc�ls of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates adopted a ser�es of resolut�ons �n wh�ch there was a
d�st�nct menace to the Prov�s�onal Government. An earl�er
proclamat�on by the Petrograd Sov�et had taken the form of a letter
addressed to "Proletar�ans and Work�ng-people of all Countr�es," but
be�ng �n fact an appeal to the German work�ng class to r�se and
refuse to f�ght aga�nst democrat�c and free Russ�a.[6] It declared that
the peoples must take the matter of dec�d�ng quest�ons of war and
peace �nto the�r own hands. The new declarat�on was addressed to
the Russ�an people:

F�rst.—The Prov�s�onal Government, wh�ch const�tuted �tself dur�ng
the Revolut�on, �n agreement w�th the Counc�l of Workmen's and
Sold�ers' Delegates of Petrograd, publ�shed a proclamat�on
announc�ng �ts program. Th�s Congress records that th�s program
conta�ns �n pr�nc�ple pol�t�cal demands for Russ�an democracy, and
recogn�zes that so far the Prov�s�onal Government has fa�thfully
carr�ed out �ts prom�ses.

Second.—Th�s Congress appeals to the whole revolut�onary
democracy of Russ�a to rally to the support of the Counc�l of
Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, wh�ch �s the center of the
organ�zed democrat�c forces that are capable, �n un�son w�th other
progress�ve forces, of counteract�ng any counter revolut�onary
attempt and of consol�dat�ng the conquests of the revolut�on.

Th�rd.—The Congress recogn�zes the necess�ty of permanent
pol�t�cal control, the necess�ty of exerc�s�ng an �nfluence over the
Prov�s�onal Government wh�ch w�ll keep �t up to a more energet�c
struggle aga�nst ant�-revolut�onary forces, and the necess�ty of
exerc�s�ng an �nfluence wh�ch w�ll �nsure �ts democrat�z�ng the whole
Russ�an l�fe and pav�ng the way for a common peace w�thout



annexat�ons or contr�but�ons, but on a bas�s of free nat�onal
development of all peoples.

Fourth.—The Congress appeals to the democracy, wh�le decl�n�ng
respons�b�l�ty for any of �ts acts, to support the Prov�s�onal
Government as long as �t cont�nues to consol�date and develop the
conquest of the Revolut�on, and as long as the bas�s of �ts fore�gn
pol�cy does not rest upon asp�rat�ons for terr�tor�al expans�on.

F�fth.—The Congress calls upon the revolut�onary democracy of
Russ�a, rally�ng around the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates, to be ready to v�gorously suppress any attempt by the
government to elude the control of democracy or to renounce the
carry�ng out of �ts pledges.[7]

On Apr�l 27th, act�ng under pressure from the Sov�et, the Prov�s�onal
Government publ�shed a Man�festo to the Russ�an people �n wh�ch �t
announced a fore�gn pol�cy wh�ch conformed to that wh�ch the
Congress of Counc�ls of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates had
adopted. On May 1st M�l�ukov, the Fore�gn M�n�ster, transm�tted th�s
Man�festo to the All�ed governments as a prel�m�nary to an �nv�tat�on
to those governments to restate the�r war a�ms. Accompany�ng the
Man�festo was a Note of explanat�on, wh�ch was �nterpreted by a
great many of the Soc�al�sts as an �nt�mat�on to the All�es that the
Man�festo was �ntended merely for home consumpt�on, and that the
Prov�s�onal Government would be glad to have the All�es d�sregard �t.
It �s d�ff�cult for any one outs�de of Russ�a, whose sympath�es were
w�th the Entente All�es, to gather such an �mpress�on from the text of
the Note, wh�ch s�mply set forth that enemy attempts to spread the
bel�ef that Russ�a was about to make a separate peace w�th
Germany made �t necessary for the Prov�s�onal Government to state
�ts "ent�re agreement" w�th the a�ms of the All�es as set forth by the�r
statesmen, �nclud�ng Pres�dent W�lson, and to aff�rm that "the
Prov�s�onal Government, �n safeguard�ng the r�ght acqu�red for our
country, w�ll ma�nta�n a str�ct regard for �ts agreement w�th the all�es
of Russ�a."



Although �t was expla�ned that the Note had been sent w�th the
knowledge and approval of the Prov�s�onal Government, the storm of
fury �t produced was d�rected aga�nst M�l�ukov and, �n less degree,
Guchkov. Tremendous demonstrat�ons of protest aga�nst
"�mper�al�sm" were held. In the Sov�et a v�gorous demand for the
overthrow of the Prov�s�onal Government was made by the stead�ly
grow�ng Bolshev�k fact�on and by many ant�-Bolshev�k� Soc�al�sts. To
avert the d�saster of a vote of the Sov�et aga�nst �t, the Prov�s�onal
Government made the follow�ng explanat�on of the so-called M�l�ukov
Note:

The Note was subjected to long and deta�led exam�nat�on by the
Prov�s�onal Government, and was unan�mously approved. Th�s Note,
�n speak�ng of a "dec�s�ve v�ctory," had �n v�ew a solut�on of the
problems ment�oned �n the commun�cat�on of Apr�l 9th, and wh�ch
was thus spec�f�ed:

"The government deems �t to be �ts r�ght and duty to declare now
that free Russ�a does not a�m at the dom�nat�on of other nat�ons, or
at depr�v�ng them of the�r nat�onal patr�mony, or at occupy�ng by
force fore�gn terr�tor�es, but that �ts object �s to establ�sh a durable
peace on the bas�s of the r�ghts of nat�ons to dec�de the�r own
dest�ny.

"The Russ�an nat�on does not lust after the strengthen�ng of �ts
power abroad at the expense of other nat�ons. Its a�m �s not to
subjugate or hum�l�ate any one. In the name of the h�gher pr�nc�ples
of equ�ty, the Russ�an people have broken the cha�ns wh�ch fettered
the Pol�sh nat�on, but �t w�ll not suffer that �ts own country shall
emerge from the great struggle hum�l�ated or weakened �n �ts v�tal
forces.

"In referr�ng to the 'penalt�es and guarantees' essent�al to a durable
peace, the Prov�s�onal Government had �n v�ew the reduct�on of
armaments, the establ�shment of �nternat�onal tr�bunals, etc.

"Th�s explanat�on w�ll be commun�cated by the M�n�ster of Fore�gn
Affa�rs to the Ambassadors of the All�ed Powers."



Th�s assurance sat�sf�ed a major�ty of the delegates to the Sov�et
meet�ng held on the even�ng of May 4th, and a resolut�on of
conf�dence �n the Prov�s�onal Government was carr�ed, after a very
stormy debate. The major�ty, however, was a very small one, th�rty-
f�ve �n a total vote of about twenty-f�ve hundred. It was clearly ev�dent
that the pol�t�cal government and the Sov�et, wh�ch was �ncreas�ngly
�ncl�ned to assume the funct�ons of government, were near�ng a
ser�ous breach. W�th each day the Counc�l of Workmen's and
Sold�ers' Delegates, as the organ�zed express�on of the great mass
of wage-workers �n Petrograd, grew �n power over the Prov�s�onal
Government and �ts �nfluence throughout the whole of Russ�a. On
May 13th Guchkov res�gned, and three days later M�l�ukov followed
h�s example. The party of the Const�tut�onal Democrats had come to
be �dent�f�ed �n the m�nds of the revolut�onary proletar�at w�th
�mper�al�sm and secret d�plomacy, and was utterly d�scred�ted. The
cr�s�s developed an �ntens�f�cat�on of the d�strust of the bourgeo�s�e
by the proletar�at.

IV

The cr�s�s was not due solely to the d�plomacy of the Prov�s�onal
Government. Indeed, that was a m�nor cause. Beh�nd all the
d�scuss�ons and d�sputes over M�l�ukov's conduct of the affa�rs of the
Fore�gn Off�ce there was the far more ser�ous �ssue created by the
ag�tat�on of the Bolshev�k�. Under the leadersh�p of Kamenev,
Len�ne, and others less well known, who sk�llfully explo�ted the
fr�ct�on w�th the Prov�s�onal Government, the �dea of overthrow�ng
that bourgeo�s body and of assert�ng that the Counc�ls of Workmen's
and Sold�ers' Delegates would rule Russ�a �n the �nterests of the
work�ng class made steady �f not rap�d progress.

Late �n Apr�l Len�ne and several other act�ve Bolshev�k leaders
returned to Petrograd from Sw�tzerland, together w�th Martov and
other Menshev�k leaders, who, wh�le d�ffer�ng from the Bolshev�k�
upon pract�cally all other matters, agreed w�th them �n the�r b�tter and
uncomprom�s�ng oppos�t�on to the war and �n demand�ng an
�mmed�ate peace.[8] As �s well known, they were granted spec�al



fac�l�t�es by the German Government �n order that they m�ght reach
Russ�a safely. Certa�n Sw�ss Soc�al�st leaders, regarded as strongly
pro-German, arranged w�th the German Government that the
Russ�an revolut�on�sts should be perm�tted to travel across Germany
by ra�l, �n closed carr�ages. Unusual courtes�es were extended to the
travelers by the German author�t�es, and �t was qu�te natural that
Len�ne and h�s assoc�ates should have been suspected of be�ng
sympath�zers w�th, �f not the pa�d agents and tools of, the German
Government. The manner �n wh�ch the�r act�ons, when they arr�ved �n
Russ�a, served the ends sought by the German m�l�tary author�t�es
naturally strengthened the susp�c�on so that �t became a strong
conv�ct�on.

Susp�c�ous as the c�rcumstances undoubtedly were, there �s a very
s�mple explanat�on of the conduct of Len�ne and h�s compan�ons. It �s
not at all necessary to conclude that they were German agents. Let
us look at the facts w�th full candor: Len�ne had long openly
advocated the v�ew that the defeat of Russ�a, even by Germany,
would be good for the Russ�an revolut�onary movement. But that was
�n the days before the overthrow of the Czar. S�nce that t�me h�s
pos�t�on had naturally sh�fted somewhat; he had opposed the
cont�nuat�on of the war and urged the Russ�an workers to w�thhold
support from �t. He had �nfluenced the Sov�ets to demand a
restatement of war a�ms by the All�es, and to �ncessantly ag�tate for
�mmed�ate negot�at�ons look�ng toward a general and democrat�c
peace. Of course, the preach�ng of such a pol�cy �n Russ�a at that
t�me by a leader so powerful and �nfluent�al as Len�ne, bound as �t
was to d�v�de Russ�a and sow d�ssens�on among the All�es, f�tted
adm�rably �nto the German plans. That Germany would have been
glad to pay for the performance of serv�ce so valuable can hardly be
doubted.

On h�s s�de, Len�ne �s far too astute a th�nker to have fa�led to
understand that the German Government had �ts own self�sh
�nterests �n v�ew when �t arranged for h�s passage across Germany.
But the fact that the All�es would suffer, and that the Central Emp�res
would ga�n some advantage, was of no consequence to h�m. That
was an unavo�dable acc�dent and was purely �nc�dental. H�s own



purpose, to lead the revolut�onary movement �nto a new phase, �n
wh�ch he bel�eved w�th fanat�cal thoroughness, was the only th�ng
that mattered �n the least. If the cond�t�ons had been reversed, and
he could only have reached Russ�a by the co-operat�on of the All�es,
whose cause would be served, however un�ntent�onally, by h�s work,
he would have felt exactly the same. On the other hand, �t was of the
essence of h�s fa�th that h�s pol�cy would lead to the overthrow of all
cap�tal�st-�mper�al�st governments, those of Germany and her all�es
no less than those ranged on the other s�de. Germany m�ght reason
that a revolut�onary upr�s�ng led by Len�ne would r�d her of one of her
enem�es and enable her to hurl larger forces aga�nst the foe on the
western front. At that reason�ng Len�ne would sm�le �n der�s�on,
thoroughly bel�ev�ng that any upr�s�ng he m�ght br�ng about �n Russ�a
would sweep westward and destroy the whole fabr�c of Austro-
German cap�tal�st-�mper�al�sm. Len�ne knew that he was be�ng used
by Germany, but he bel�eved that he, �n turn, was us�ng Germany. He
was supremely conf�dent that he could outplay the German
statesmen and m�l�tary leaders.

It was a dangerous game that Len�ne was play�ng, and he knew �t,
but the stakes were h�gh and worth the great r�sk �nvolved. It was not
necessary for Germany to buy the serv�ce he could render to her;
that serv�ce would be an unavo�dable accompan�ment of h�s m�ss�on.
He argued that h�s work could, at the worst, g�ve only temporary
advantage to Germany. So far as there �s any ev�dence to show,
Len�ne has been personally �ncorrupt�ble. Hold�ng l�ghtly what he
scornfully der�des as "bourgeo�s moral�ty," unmoral rather than
�mmoral, w�ll�ng to use any and all means to ach�eve ends wh�ch he
s�ncerely bel�eves to be the very h�ghest and noblest that ever
�nsp�red mank�nd, he would, doubtless, take German money �f he
saw that �t would help h�m to ach�eve h�s purposes. He would do so,
however, w�thout any thought of self-aggrand�zement. It �s probably
safe and just to bel�eve that �f Len�ne ever took money from the
Germans, e�ther at that t�me or subsequently, he d�d so �n th�s sp�r�t,
bel�ev�ng that the net result of h�s efforts would be equally d�sastrous
to all the cap�tal�st governments concerned �n the war. It must be
remembered, moreover, that the d�st�nct�ons drawn by most



thoughtful men between autocrat�c governments l�ke those wh�ch
ruled Germany and Austr�a and the more democrat�c governments of
France, England, and Amer�ca, have very l�ttle mean�ng or value to
men l�ke Len�ne. They regard the pol�t�cal form as relat�vely
un�mportant; what matters �s the fundamental econom�c class
�nterest represented by the governments. Cap�tal�st governments are
all equally undes�rable.

What Len�ne's program was when he left Sw�tzerland �s eas�ly
learned. A few days before he left Sw�tzerland he del�vered a lecture
on "The Russ�an Revolut�on," �n wh�ch he made a careful statement
of h�s pos�t�on. It g�ves a very good �dea of Len�ne's mental
processes. It shows h�m as a Marx�st of the most dogmat�c type—the
type wh�ch caused Marx h�mself to rejo�ce that he was not a
"Marx�st":



As to the revolut�onary organ�zat�on and �ts task, the conquest of the
power of the state and m�l�tar�sm: From the prax�s of the French
Commune of 1871, Marx shows that "the work�ng class cannot
s�mply take over the governmental mach�nery as bu�lt by the
bourgeo�s�e, and use th�s mach�nery for �ts own purposes." The
proletar�at must break down th�s mach�nery. And th�s has been e�ther
concealed or den�ed by the opportun�sts.[9] But �t �s the most
valuable lesson of the Par�s Commune of 1871 and the Revolut�on �n
Russ�a �n 1905. The d�fference between us and the Anarch�sts �s,
that we adm�t the state �s a necess�ty �n the development of our
Revolut�on. The d�fference w�th the opportun�sts and the Kautsky[10]

d�sc�ples �s that we cla�m that we do not need the bourgeo�s state
mach�nery as completed �n the "democrat�c" bourgeo�s republ�cs, but
the d�rect power of armed and organ�zed workers. Such was the
character of the Commune of 1871 and of the Counc�l of Workmen
and Sold�ers of 1905 and 1917. On th�s bas�s we bu�ld.[11]

Len�ne went on to outl�ne h�s program of act�on, wh�ch was to beg�n
a new phase of the Revolut�on; to carry the revolt aga�nst Czar�sm
onward aga�nst the bourgeo�s�e. Notw�thstand�ng h�s scorn for
democracy, he declared at that t�me that h�s pol�cy �ncluded the
establ�shment of a "democrat�c republ�c," conf�scat�on of the landed
estates of the nob�l�ty �n favor of the peasants, and the open�ng up of
�mmed�ate peace negot�at�ons. But the latter he would take out of the
hands of the government ent�rely. "Peace negot�at�ons should not be
carr�ed on by and w�th bourgeo�s governments, but w�th the
proletar�at �n each of the warr�ng countr�es." In h�s cr�t�c�sm of
Kerensky and Tchche�dze the Bolshev�k leader was espec�ally
scornful and b�tter.

In a letter wh�ch he addressed to the Soc�al�sts of Sw�tzerland
�mmed�ately after h�s departure for Russ�a, Len�ne gave a careful
statement of h�s own pos�t�on and that of h�s fr�ends. It shows an
opportun�st�c att�tude of m�nd wh�ch d�ffers from the opportun�st�c
att�tude of the moderate Soc�al�sts �n d�rect�on only, not �n the qual�ty
of be�ng opportun�st�c:



H�stor�c cond�t�ons have made the Russ�ans, perhaps for a short
per�od, the leaders of the revolut�onary world proletar�at, but
Soc�al�sm cannot now preva�l �n Russ�a. We can expect only an
agrar�an revolut�on, wh�ch w�ll help to create more favorable
cond�t�ons for further development of the proletar�an forces and may
result �n measures for the control of product�on and d�str�but�on.

The ma�n results of the present Revolut�on w�ll have to be the
creat�on of more favorable cond�t�ons for further revolut�onary
development, and to �nfluence the more h�ghly developed European
countr�es �nto act�on.[12]

The Bolshev�k� at th�s per�od had as the�r program the follow�ng:

(1) The Sov�ets of Workers, Sold�ers, and Peasants to const�tute
themselves �nto the actual revolut�onary government and establ�sh
the d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at; (2) �mmed�ate conf�scat�on of
landed estates w�thout compensat�on, the se�zure to be done by the
peasants themselves, w�thout wa�t�ng for legal forms or processes,
the peasants to organ�ze �nto Sov�ets; (3) measures for the control of
product�on and d�str�but�on by the revolut�onary government,
nat�onal�zat�on of monopol�es, repud�at�on of the nat�onal debt; (4)
the workers to take possess�on of factor�es and operate them �n co-
operat�on w�th the techn�cal staffs; (5) refusal by the Sov�ets to
recogn�ze any treat�es made by the governments e�ther of the Czar
or the bourgeo�s�e, and the �mmed�ate publ�cat�on of all such treat�es;
(6) the workers to propose at once and publ�cly an �mmed�ate truce
and negot�at�ons of peace, these to be carr�ed on by the proletar�at
and not by and w�th the bourgeo�s�e; (7) bourgeo�s war debts to be
pa�d exclus�vely by the cap�tal�sts.

Accord�ng to L�tv�nov, who �s certa�nly not an unfr�endly author�ty, as
soon as Len�ne arr�ved �n Russ�a he subm�tted a new program to h�s
party wh�ch was so novel, and so far a departure from accepted
Soc�al�st pr�nc�ples, that "Len�ne's own closest fr�ends shrank from �t
and refused to accept �t."[13]



Th�s program �nvolved the abandonment of the plans made for
hold�ng the Const�tuent Assembly, or, at any rate, such a rad�cal
change as to amount to the abandonment of the accepted plans. He
proposed that un�versal, equal, d�rect, and secret suffrage be frankly
abandoned, and that only the �ndustr�al proletar�at and the poorest
sect�on of the peasantry be perm�tted to vote at all! Aga�nst the
trad�t�onal Soc�al�st v�ew that class d�st�nct�ons must be w�ped out
and the class war ended by the v�ctor�ous proletar�at, Len�ne
proposed to make the class d�v�s�on more r�g�d and endur�ng. He
proposed to g�ve the sole control of Russ�a �nto the hands of not
more than two hundred thousand workers �n a land of one hundred
and e�ghty m�ll�ons of people, more than one hundred and th�rty-f�ve
m�ll�ons of whom were peasants!

Of course, there could be no reconc�l�at�on between such v�ews as
these and the un�versally accepted Soc�al�st pr�nc�ple of democrat�c
government. Len�ne d�d not hes�tate to declare that democracy �tself
was a "bourgeo�s concept�on" wh�ch the revolut�onary proletar�at
must overthrow, a declarat�on hard to reconc�le w�th h�s demand for a
"democrat�c republ�c." Russ�a must not become a democrat�c
republ�c, he argued, for a democrat�c republ�c �s a bourgeo�s
republ�c. Aga�n and aga�n, dur�ng the t�me we are d�scuss�ng and
later, Len�ne assa�led the pr�nc�ple of democrat�c government. "S�nce
March, 1917, the word 'democracy' �s s�mply a shackle fastened
upon the revolut�onary nat�on," he declared �n an art�cle wr�tten after
the Bolshev�k� had overthrown Kerensky.[14]

When democracy �s abol�shed, parl�amentary government goes w�th
�t. From the f�rst days after h�s return to Russ�a Len�ne advocated,
�nstead of a parl�amentary republ�c s�m�lar to that of France or the
Un�ted States, what he called a Sov�et republ�c, wh�ch would be
formed upon these l�nes: local government would be carr�ed on by
local Sov�ets composed of delegates elected by "the work�ng class
and the poorest peasantry," to use a common Bolshev�k phrase
wh�ch bothers a great many people whose m�nds �ns�st upon
class�fy�ng peasants as "work�ng-people" and part of the work�ng
class. What Len�ne means when he uses the phrase, and what



L�tv�nov means[15] �s that the �ndustr�al wage-workers—to whom �s
appl�ed the term "work�ng class"—must be sharply d�st�ngu�shed
from peasants and small farmers, though the very poorest peasants,
not be�ng conservat�ve, as more prosperous peasants are, can be
un�ted w�th the wage-workers.

These local Sov�ets funct�on�ng �n local government would, �n
Len�ne's Sov�et republ�c, elect delegates to a central comm�ttee of all
the Sov�ets �n the country, and that central comm�ttee would be the
state. Except �n deta�ls of organ�zat�on, th�s �s not mater�ally d�fferent
from the fundamental �dea of the I.W.W. w�th wh�ch we are fam�l�ar.
[16] Accord�ng to the latter, the labor-un�ons, organ�zed on �ndustr�al
l�nes and federated through a central counc�l, w�ll take the place of
parl�amentary government elected on terr�tor�al l�nes. Accord�ng to
the Bolshev�k plan, Sov�ets would take the place held by the un�ons
�n the plan of the I.W.W. It �s not to be wondered at that, �n the words
of L�tv�nov, Len�ne's own closest fr�ends shrank from h�s scheme and
Len�ne "was compelled to drop �t for a t�me."

V

Bolshev�sm was greatly strengthened �n �ts leadersh�p by the return
of Leon Trotzky, who arr�ved �n Petrograd on May 17th. Trotzky was
born �n Moscow about forty-f�ve years ago. L�ke Len�ne, he �s of
bourgeo�s or�g�n, h�s father be�ng a wealthy Moscow merchant. He �s
a Jew and h�s real name �s Bronste�n. To l�ve under an assumed
name has always been a common pract�ce among Russ�an
revolut�on�sts, for very good and cogent reasons. Certa�nly all who
knew anyth�ng at all of the personnel of the Russ�an revolut�onary
movement dur�ng the past twenty years knew that Trotzky was
Bronste�n, and that he was a Jew. The �dea, ass�duously
d�ssem�nated by a sect�on of the Amer�can press, that there must be
someth�ng d�scred�table or myster�ous connected w�th h�s adopt�on of
an al�as �s extremely absurd, and can only be expla�ned by
monumental �gnorance of Russ�an revolut�onary h�story.



Trotzky has been a f�ghter �n the ranks of the revolut�onary army of
Russ�a for twenty years. As early as 1900 h�s act�v�t�es as a Soc�al�st
propagand�st among students had landed h�m �n pr�son �n sol�tary
conf�nement. In 1902 he was ex�led to eastern S�ber�a, whence he
managed to escape. Dur�ng the next three years he l�ved abroad,
except for br�ef �ntervals spent �n Russ�a, devot�ng h�mself to
Soc�al�st journal�sm. H�s f�rst pamphlet, publ�shed �n Geneva �n 1903,
was an attempt to reconc�le the two fact�ons �n the Soc�al Democrat�c
party, the Bolshev�k� and the Menshev�k�. He was an orthodox
Marx�st of the most extreme doctr�na�re type, and naturally �ncl�ned to
the Bolshev�k v�ew. Yet he never jo�ned the Bolshev�k�, preferr�ng to
rema�n aloof from both fact�ons and steadfastly and earnestly str�v�ng
to un�te them.

When the Revolut�on of 1905 broke out Trotzky had already atta�ned
cons�derable �nfluence among the Soc�al�sts. He was regarded as
one of the ablest of the younger Marx�ans, and men spoke of h�m as
dest�ned to occupy the place of Plechanov. He became one of the
most �nfluent�al leaders of the St. Petersburg Sov�et, and was elected
�ts pres�dent. In that capac�ty he labored w�th t�tan�c energy and
man�fested great versat�l�ty, as organ�zer, wr�ter, speaker, and arb�ter
of d�sputes among warr�ng �nd�v�duals and groups. When the end
came he was arrested and thrown �nto pr�son, where he rema�ned for
twelve months. After that he was tr�ed and sentenced to l�fe-ex�le �n
northern S�ber�a. From th�s he managed to escape, however, and
from 1907 unt�l the outbreak of the war �n 1914 he l�ved �n V�enna.

The f�rst two years of the war he l�ved �n France, do�ng ed�tor�al work
for a rad�cal Russ�an Soc�al�st da�ly paper, the Nashe Slovo. H�s
wr�t�ng, together w�th h�s act�v�ty �n the Z�mmerwald movement of
ant�-war Soc�al�sts, caused h�s expuls�on from France. The Sw�ss
government hav�ng refused to perm�t h�m to enter Sw�tzerland, he
sought refuge �n Spa�n, where he was once more arrested and
�mpr�soned for a short t�me. Released through the �ntervent�on of
Span�sh Soc�al�sts, he set sa�l w�th h�s fam�ly for New York, where he
arr�ved early �n January, 1917. Soon after the news of the Russ�an
Revolut�on thr�lled the world Trotzky, l�ke many other Russ�an ex�les,
made hasty preparat�ons to return, sa�l�ng on March 27th on a



Norweg�an steamer. At Hal�fax he and h�s fam�ly, together w�th a
number of other Russ�an revolut�on�sts, were taken from the sh�p and
�nterned �n a camp for war pr�soners, Trotzky res�st�ng v�olently and
hav�ng to be carr�ed off the sh�p. The Br�t�sh author�t�es kept them
�nterned for a month, but f�nally released them at the urgent demand
of the Fore�gn M�n�ster of the Russ�an Prov�s�onal Government,
M�l�ukov.

Such, �n br�ef outl�ne, �s the h�story of the man Trotzky. It �s a typ�cal
Russ�an h�story: the story of a pers�stent, courageous, and
exceed�ngly able f�ghter for an �deal bel�eved �n w�th fanat�cal
devot�on. Len�ne, �n one of h�s many d�sputes w�th Trotzky, called
h�m "a man who bl�nds h�mself w�th revolut�onary phrases,"[17] and
the descr�pt�on �s very apt. He possesses all the usual character�st�cs
of the revolut�onary Jew�sh Soc�al�sts of Russ�a. To a h�gh-strung,
pass�onate, nervous temperament and an exceed�ngly act�ve
�mag�nat�on he un�tes a keen �ntellect wh�ch f�nds �ts h�ghest
sat�sfact�on �n theoret�cal abstract�ons and subtlet�es, and wh�ch
accepts, phrases as though they were real�t�es.

Understand�ng of Trotzky's att�tude dur�ng the recent revolut�onary
and counter-revolut�onary struggles �s made eas�er by understand�ng
the development of h�s thought �n the F�rst Revolut�on, 1905-06. He
began as an extremely orthodox Marx�st, and bel�eved that any
attempt to establ�sh a Soc�al�st order �n Russ�a unt�l a more or less
protracted �ntens�ve econom�c development, exhaust�ng the
poss�b�l�t�es of cap�tal�sm, made change �nev�table, must fa�l. He
accepted the v�ew that a powerful cap�tal�st class must be developed
and perform �ts �nd�spensable h�stor�cal rôle, to be challenged and
overthrown �n �ts turn by the proletar�at. That was the essence of h�s
pure and unadulterated fa�th. To �t he clung w�th all the tenac�ty of h�s
nature, der�d�ng as "Utop�ans" and "dreamers" the peasant Soc�al�sts
who refused to accept the Marx�an theory of Soc�al�sm as the
product of h�stor�c necess�ty as appl�cable to Russ�a.

The great upheaval of 1905 changed h�s v�ewpo�nt. The manner �n
wh�ch revolut�onary �deas spread among the masses created �n
Trotzky, as �n many others, almost unbounded conf�dence and



enthus�asm. In an essay wr�tten soon after the outbreak of the
Revolut�on he wrote: "The Revolut�on has come. One move of hers
has l�fted the people over scores of steps, up wh�ch �n t�mes of peace
we would have had to drag ourselves w�th hardsh�ps and fat�gue."
The �dea that the Revolut�on had "l�fted the people over scores of
steps" possessed h�m and changed h�s whole concept�on of the
manner �n wh�ch Soc�al�sm was to come. St�ll call�ng h�mself a
Marx�st, and bel�ev�ng as strongly as ever �n the fundamental
Marx�an doctr�nes, as he understood them, he naturally devoted h�s
keen m�nd w�th �ts pecul�ar apt�tude for Talmud�c ha�r-spl�tt�ng to a
new �nterpretat�on of Marx�sm. He declared h�s bel�ef that �n Russ�a �t
was poss�ble to change from Absolut�sm to Soc�al�sm �mmed�ately,
w�thout the necess�ty of a prolonged per�od of cap�tal�st
development. At the same t�me, he ma�nta�ned a scornful att�tude
toward the "Utop�an�sm" of the peasant Soc�al�sts, who had always
made the same content�on, because he bel�eved they based the�r
hopes and the�r pol�cy upon a wrong concept�on of Soc�al�sm. He
had small pat�ence for the�r agrar�an Soc�al�sm w�th �ts econom�c
bas�s �n peasant-propr�etorsh�p and voluntary co-operat�on.

He argued that the Russ�an bourgeo�s�e was so thoroughly �nfected
w�th the �lls of the bureaucrat�c system that �t was �tself decadent; not
v�r�le and progress�ve as a class a�m�ng to possess the future must
be. S�nce �t was thus corrupted and weakened, and therefore
�ncapable of fulf�ll�ng any revolut�onary h�stor�cal rôle, that became
the �mmed�ate task of the proletar�at. Here was an example of the
manner �n wh�ch l�ft�ng over revolut�onary steps was accompl�shed.
Of course, the peasantry was �n a backward and even pr�m�t�ve state
wh�ch unf�tted �t for the proletar�an rôle. Nevertheless, �t had a class
consc�ousness of �ts own, and an �rres�st�ble hunger for land. W�thout
th�s class support�ng �t, or, at least, acqu�esc�ng �n �ts rule, the
proletar�at could never hope to se�ze and hold the power of
government. It would be poss�ble to solve the d�ff�culty here
presented, Trotzky contended, �f the enactment of the peasant
program were perm�tted dur�ng the Revolut�on and accepted by the
proletar�at as a fa�t accompl�. Th�s would sat�sfy the peasants and
make them content to acqu�esce �n a proletar�an d�ctatorsh�p. Once



f�rmly establ�shed �n power, �t would be poss�ble for the proletar�at to
gradually apply the true Soc�al�st solut�on to the agrar�an problem
and to convert the peasants. "Once �n power, the proletar�at w�ll
appear before the peasantry as �ts l�berator," he wrote.

H�s �mag�nat�on f�red by the manner �n wh�ch the Sov�et of wh�ch he
was pres�dent held the loyalty of the masses dur�ng the revolut�onary
upr�s�ng, and the representat�ve character �t developed, Trotzky
conce�ved the �dea that �t lent �tself adm�rably to the scheme of
proletar�an d�ctatorsh�p. Parl�amentary government cannot be used
to �mpose and ma�nta�n a d�ctatorsh�p, whether of autocracy or
ol�garchy, bourgeo�s�e or proletar�at. In the Sov�et, as a result of s�x
weeks' exper�ence �n abnormal t�mes, dur�ng wh�ch �t was never for a
moment subjected to the test of ma�nta�n�ng the econom�c l�fe of the
nat�on, Trotzky saw the �deal proletar�an government. He once
descr�bed the Sov�et as "a true, unadulterated democracy," but,
unless we are to d�sm�ss the descr�pt�on as �dle and va�n rhetor�c, we
must assume that the word "democracy" was used �n an ent�rely new
sense, utterly �ncompat�ble w�th �ts etymolog�cal and h�stor�cal
mean�ng. Democracy has always meant absence of class rule;
proletar�an d�ctatorsh�p �s class rule.

In the forego�ng analys�s of the theoret�cal and tact�cal v�ews wh�ch
Trotzky held dur�ng and �mmed�ately after the F�rst Revolut�on, �t �s
easy to see the genes�s of the pol�c�es of the Bolshev�k government
wh�ch came twelve years later. The �nterven�ng years served only to
deepen h�s conv�ct�ons. At the center of all h�s th�nk�ng dur�ng that
per�od was h�s bel�ef �n the suff�c�ency of the Sov�et, and �n the need
of proletar�an d�ctatorsh�p. Throw�ng as�de the f�rst caut�ous thought
that these th�ngs arose from the pecul�ar cond�t�ons ex�st�ng �n
Russ�a as a result of her retarded econom�c development, he had
come to regard them as appl�cable to all nat�ons and to all peoples,
except, perhaps, the peoples st�ll l�v�ng �n barbar�sm or savagery.

VI



After the cr�s�s wh�ch resulted �n the res�gnat�on of M�l�ukov and
Guchkov, �t was ev�dent that the Lvov government could not long
endure. The s�tuat�on �n the army, as well as �n the country, was so
bad that the complete reorgan�zat�on of the Prov�s�onal Government,
upon much more rad�cal l�nes, was �mperat�ve. The quest�on arose
among the revolut�onary work�ng-class organ�zat�ons whether they
should consent to co-operat�on w�th the l�beral bourgeo�s�e �n a new
coal�t�on Cab�net or whether they should refuse such co-operat�on
and f�ght exclus�vely on class l�nes. Th�s, of course, opened the
ent�re controversy between Bolshev�k� and Menshev�k�.

In the mean t�me the war-weary nat�on was clamor�ng for peace. The
army was demoral�zed and saturated w�th the defeat�sm preached by
the Porazhents�. To deal w�th th�s grave s�tuat�on two �mportant
convent�ons were arranged for, as follows: the Convent�on of
Sold�ers' Delegates from the Front, wh�ch opened on May 10th and
lasted for about a week, and the F�rst All-Russ�an Congress of
Peasants' Delegates, wh�ch opened on May 17th and lasted for
about twelve days. Between the two gather�ngs there was also an
�mportant meet�ng of the Petrograd Counc�l of Workmen's and
Sold�ers' Deput�es, wh�ch dealt w�th the same grave s�tuat�on. The
dates here are of the greatest s�gn�f�cance: the f�rst convent�on was
opened three days before M�l�ukov's res�gnat�on and was �n sess�on
when that event occurred; the second convent�on was opened four
days after the res�gnat�on of M�l�ukov and one day after that of
Guchkov. It was Guchkov's un�que exper�ence to address the
convent�on of Sold�ers' Delegates from the Front as M�n�ster of War
and Mar�ne, expla�n�ng and defend�ng h�s pol�cy w�th great ab�l�ty,
and then, some days later, to address the same assembly as a
pr�vate c�t�zen.

Guchkov drew a terr�ble p�cture of the ser�ousness of the m�l�tary
s�tuat�on. W�th truly amaz�ng candor he descr�bed cond�t�ons and
expla�ned how they had been brought about. He begged the sold�ers
not to lay down the�r arms, but to f�ght w�th new courage. Kerensky
followed w�th a long speech, noble and full of pathos. In some
respects, �t was the most powerful of all the appeals �t fell to h�s lot to
make to h�s people, who were stagger�ng �n the too strong sunl�ght of



an unfam�l�ar freedom. He d�d not lack courage to speak pla�nly: "My
heart and soul are uneasy. I am greatly worr�ed and I must say so
openly, no matter what ... the consequences w�ll be. The process of
resurrect�ng the country's creat�ve forces for the purpose of
establ�sh�ng the new rég�me rests on the bas�s of l�berty and
personal respons�b�l�ty.... A century of slavery has not only
demoral�zed the government and transformed the old off�c�als �nto a
band of tra�tors, but �t has also destroyed �n the people themselves
the consc�ousness of the�r respons�b�l�ty for the�r fate, the�r country's
dest�ny." It was �n th�s address that he cr�ed out �n h�s angu�sh: "I
regret that I d�d not d�e two months ago. I would have d�ed happy
w�th the dream that the flame of a new l�fe has been k�ndled �n
Russ�a, hopeful of a t�me when we could respect one another's r�ght
w�thout resort�ng to the knout."

To the sold�ers Kerensky brought th�s challenge: "You f�red on the
people when the government demanded. But now, when �t comes to
obey�ng your own revolut�onary government, you can no longer
endure further sacr�f�ce! Does th�s mean that free Russ�a �s a nat�on
of rebell�ous slaves?" He closed w�th an eloquent perorat�on: "I came
here because I bel�eve �n my r�ght to tell the truth as I understand �t.
People who even under the old rég�me went about the�r work openly
and w�thout fear of death, those people, I say, w�ll not be terror�zed.
The fate of our country �s �n our hands and the country �s �n great
danger. We have s�pped of the cup of l�berty and we are somewhat
�ntox�cated; we are �n need of the greatest poss�ble sobr�ety and
d�sc�pl�ne. We must go down �n h�story mer�t�ng the ep�taph on our
tombstones, 'They d�ed, but they were never slaves.'"

From the Petrograd Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Deput�es
came I.G. Tseretell�, who had just returned from ten years' S�ber�an
ex�le. A nat�ve of Georg�a, a pr�nce, nearly half of h�s forty-two years
had been spent e�ther �n Soc�al�st serv�ce or �n ex�le brought about by
such serv�ce. A man of educat�on, w�se �n leadersh�p and a br�ll�ant
orator, h�s leadersh�p of the Soc�al�st Group �n the Second Duma had
marked h�m as one of the truly great men of Russ�a. To the
Convent�on of Sold�ers' Delegates from the Front Tseretell� brought
the dec�s�ons of the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Deput�es, �n



shap�ng wh�ch he had taken an �mportant part w�th Tchche�dze,
Skobelev, and others. The Counc�l had dec�ded "to send an appeal
to the sold�ers at the front, and to expla�n to them that �n order to
br�ng about un�versal peace �t �s necessary to defend the Revolut�on
and Russ�a by defend�ng the front." Th�s act�on had been taken
desp�te the oppos�t�on of the Bolshev�k�, and showed that the
moderate Soc�al�sts were st�ll �n control of the Sov�et. An Appeal to
the Army, drawn up by Tseretell�, was adopted by the vote of every
member except the Bolshev�k�, who refra�ned from vot�ng. Th�s
Appeal to the Army Tseretell� presented to the Sold�ers' Delegates
from the Front:

Comrades, sold�ers at the front, �n the name of the Revolut�onary
Democracy, we make a fervent appeal to you.

A hard task has fallen to your lot. You have pa�d a dear pr�ce, you
have pa�d w�th your blood, a dear pr�ce �ndeed, for the cr�mes of the
Czar who sent you to f�ght and left you w�thout arms, w�thout
ammun�t�on, w�thout bread!

Why, the pr�vat�on you now suffer �s the work of the Czar and h�s
coter�e of self-seek�ng assoc�ates who brought the country to ru�n.
And the Revolut�on w�ll need the efforts of many to overcome the
d�sorgan�zat�on left her as a her�tage by these robbers and
execut�oners.

The work�ng class d�d not need the war. The workers d�d not beg�n �t.
It was started by the Czars and cap�tal�sts of all countr�es. Each day
of war �s for the people only a day of unnecessary suffer�ng and
m�sfortune. Hav�ng dethroned the Czar, the Russ�an people have
selected for the�r f�rst problem the end�ng of the war �n the qu�ckest
poss�ble manner.

The Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Deput�es has appealed to
all nat�ons to end the butchery. We have appealed to the French and
the Engl�sh, to the Germans and the Austr�ans.[18] Russ�a wants an
answer to th�s appeal. Remember, however, comrades and sold�ers,
that our appeal w�ll be of no value �f the reg�ments of W�lhelm
overpower Revolut�onary Russ�a before our brothers, the workers



and peasants of other countr�es, w�ll be able to respond. Our appeal
w�ll become "a scrap of paper" �f the whole strength of the
revolut�onary people does not stand beh�nd �t, �f the tr�umph of
W�lhelm Hohenzollern w�ll be establ�shed on the ru�ns of Russ�an
freedom. The ru�n of free Russ�a w�ll be a tremendous, �rreparable
m�sfortune, not only for us, but for the to�lers of the whole world.

Comrades, sold�ers, defend Revolut�onary Russ�a w�th all your m�ght!

The workers and peasants of Russ�a des�re peace w�th all the�r soul.
But th�s peace must be un�versal, a peace for all nat�ons based on
the agreement of all.

What would happen �f we should agree to a separate peace—a
peace for ourselves alone! What would happen �f the Russ�an
sold�ers were to st�ck the�r bayonets �nto the ground to-day and say
that they do not care to f�ght any longer, that �t makes no d�fference
to them what happens to the whole world!

Here �s what would happen. Hav�ng destroyed our all�es �n the west,
German Imper�al�sm would rush �n upon us w�th all the force of �ts
arms. Germany's �mper�al�sts, her landowners and cap�tal�sts, would
put an �ron heel on our necks, would occupy our c�t�es, our v�llages,
and our land, and would force us to pay tr�bute to her. Was �t to bow
down at the feet of W�lhelm that we overthrew N�cholas?

Comrades—sold�ers! The Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Deput�es leads you to peace by another route. We lead you to peace
by call�ng upon the workers and peasants of Serb�a and Austr�a to
r�se and revolt; we lead you to peace by call�ng an �nternat�onal
conference of Soc�al�sts for a un�versal and determ�ned revolt
aga�nst war. There �s a great necess�ty, comrades—sold�ers, for the
peoples of the world to awaken. T�me �s needed �n order that they
should rebel and w�th an �ron hand force the�r Czars and cap�tal�sts
to peace. T�me �s needed so that the to�lers of all lands should jo�n
w�th us for a merc�less war upon v�olators and robbers.

But remember, comrades—sold�ers, th�s t�me w�ll never come �f you
do not stop the advance of the enemy at the front, �f your ranks are



crushed and under the feet of W�lhelm falls the breathless corpse of
the Russ�an Revolut�on.

Remember, comrades, that at the front, �n the trenches, you are now
stand�ng �n defense of Russ�a's freedom. You defend the Revolut�on,
you defend your brothers, the workers and peasants. Let th�s
defense be worthy of the great cause and the great sacr�f�ces
already made by you. It �s �mposs�ble to defend the front �f, as has
been dec�ded, the sold�ers are not to leave the trenches under any
c�rcumstances.[19] At t�mes only an attack can repulse and prevent
the advance of the enemy. At t�mes awa�t�ng an attack means
pat�ently wa�t�ng for death. Aga�n, only the change to an advance
may save you or your brothers, on other sect�ons of the front, from
destruct�on.

Remember th�s, comrades—sold�ers! Hav�ng sworn to defend
Russ�an freedom, do not refuse to start the offens�ve the m�l�tary
s�tuat�on may requ�re. The freedom and happ�ness of Russ�a are �n
your hands.

In defend�ng th�s freedom be on the lookout for betrayal and tr�ckery.
The fratern�zat�on wh�ch �s develop�ng on the front can eas�ly turn
�nto such a trap.

Revolut�onary arm�es may fratern�ze, but w�th whom? W�th an army
also revolut�onary, wh�ch has dec�ded to d�e for peace and freedom.
At present, however, not only �n the German army, but even �n the
Austro-Hungar�an army, �n sp�te of the number of �nd�v�duals
pol�t�cally consc�ous and honest, there �s no revolut�on. In those
countr�es the arm�es are st�ll bl�ndly follow�ng W�lhelm and Charles,
the landowners and cap�tal�sts, and agree to annexat�on of fore�gn
so�l, to robber�es and v�olence. There the General Staff w�ll make use
not only of your credul�ty, but also of the bl�nd obed�ence of the�r
sold�ers. You go out to fratern�ze w�th open hearts. And to meet you
an off�cer of the General Staff leaves the enem�es' trenches,
d�sgu�sed as a common sold�er. You speak w�th the enemy w�thout
any tr�ckery. At that very t�me he photographs the surround�ng
terr�tory. You stop the shoot�ng to fratern�ze, but beh�nd the enem�es'



trenches art�llery �s be�ng moved, new pos�t�ons bu�lt and troops
transferred.

Comrades—sold�ers, not by fratern�zat�on w�ll you get peace, not by
separate agreements made at the front by s�ngle compan�es,
battal�ons, or reg�ments. Not �n separate peace or �n a separate truce
l�es the salvat�on of the Russ�an Revolut�on, the tr�umph of peace for
the whole world.

The people who assure you that fratern�z�ng �s the road to peace
lead you to destruct�on. Do not bel�eve them. The road to peace �s a
d�fferent one. It has been po�nted out to you already by the Counc�l
of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Deput�es: tread �t. Sweep as�de
everyth�ng that weakens your f�ght�ng power, that br�ngs �nto the
army d�sorgan�zat�on and loss of sp�r�t.

Your f�ght�ng power serves the cause of peace. The Counc�l of
Workmen's and Sold�ers' Deput�es �s able to cont�nue �ts
revolut�onary work w�th all �ts m�ght, to develop �ts struggle for peace,
only by depend�ng on you, know�ng that you w�ll not allow the m�l�tary
destruct�on of Russ�a.

Comrades—sold�ers, the workers and peasants, not only of Russ�a,
but of the whole world, look to you w�th conf�dence and hope.

Sold�ers of the Revolut�on, you w�ll prove worthy of th�s fa�th, for you
know that your m�l�tary tasks serve the cause of peace.

In the name of the happ�ness and freedom of Revolut�onary Russ�a,
�n the name of the com�ng brotherhood of nat�ons, you w�ll fulf�l your
m�l�tary dut�es w�th unconquerable strength.

Aga�n and aga�n Tseretell� was �nterrupted w�th cheers as he read
th�s Appeal to the Army. He was cheered, too, when he expla�ned
that the Sov�et had dec�ded to support the reconstructed Prov�s�onal
Government and called upon the sold�ers to do l�kew�se. There was
a storm of applause when he sa�d: "We well real�ze the necess�ty of
hav�ng a strong power �n Russ�a; however, the strength of th�s power
must rely upon �ts progress�ve and revolut�onary pol�cy. Our
government must adopt the revolut�onary slogans of democracy. It



must grant the demands of the revolut�onary people. It must turn
over all land to the labor�ng peasantry. It must safeguard the
�nterests of the work�ng class, enact�ng �mproved soc�al leg�slat�on
for the protect�on of labor. It must lead Russ�a to a speedy and
last�ng peace worthy of a great people."

When Plechanov was �ntroduced to the convent�on as "the veteran
of the Russ�an Revolut�on" he rece�ved an ovat�on such as few men
have ever been accorded. The great Soc�al�st theor�st plunged �nto a
keen and forceful attack upon the theor�es of the Bolshev�k�. He was
frequently �nterrupted by angry cr�es and by �mpat�ent quest�on�ngs,
wh�ch he answered w�th rap�er-l�ke sentences. He was asked what a
"democrat�c" government should be, and repl�ed:

"I am asked, 'What should a democrat�c government be? My answer
�s: It should be a government enjoy�ng the people's full conf�dence
and suff�c�ently strong to prevent any poss�b�l�ty of anarchy. Under
what cond�t�on, then, can such a strong, democrat�c government be
establ�shed? In my op�n�on �t �s necessary, for th�s purpose, that the
government be composed of representat�ves of all those parts of the
populat�on that are not �nterested �n the restorat�on of the old order.
What �s called a coal�t�on M�n�stry �s necessary. Our comrades, the
Soc�al�sts, acknowledg�ng the necess�ty of enter�ng the government,
can and should set forth def�n�te cond�t�ons, def�n�te demands. But
there should be no demands that would be unacceptable to the
representat�ves of other classes, to the spokesmen of other parts of
the populat�on."

"Would you have us Russ�an proletar�ans f�ght �n th�s war for
England's colon�al �nterests?" was one of the quest�ons hurled at
Plechanov, and greeted by the jub�lant applause of the Bolshev�k�.
Plechanov repl�ed w�th great sp�r�t, h�s reply evok�ng a storm of
cheers: "The answer �s clear to every one who accepts the pr�nc�ple
of self-determ�nat�on of nat�ons," he sa�d. "The colon�es are not
deserts, but populated local�t�es, and the�r populat�ons should also
be g�ven the r�ght to determ�ne freely the�r own dest�n�es. It �s clear
that Russ�a cannot f�ght for the sake of any one's predatory
asp�rat�ons. But I am surpr�sed that the quest�on of annexat�ons �s



ra�sed �n Russ�a, whose s�xteen prov�nces are under the Pruss�an
heel! I do not understand th�s exclus�ve sol�c�tude for Germany's
�nterests."

To those who advocated fratern�zat�on, who were engaged �n
spread�ng the �dea that the German work�ng class would refuse to
f�ght aga�nst the Russ�an revolut�on�sts, the great Soc�al�st teacher,
possess�ng one of the r�pest m�nds �n the whole �nternat�onal
Soc�al�st movement, and an �nt�mate knowledge of the h�story of that
movement, made v�gorous reply and rec�ted a s�gn�f�cant page of
Soc�al�st h�story:

"In the fall of 1906, when W�lhelm was plann�ng to move h�s troops
on the then revolut�onary Russ�a, I asked my comrades, the German
Soc�al Democrats, 'What w�ll you do �n case W�lhelm declares war on
Russ�a?' At the party convent�on �n Mannhe�m, Bebel gave me an
answer to th�s quest�on. Bebel �ntroduced a resolut�on �n favor of the
declarat�on of a general str�ke �n the event of war be�ng declared on
Russ�a. But th�s resolut�on was not adopted; members of the trade-
un�ons voted aga�nst �t. Th�s �s a fact wh�ch you should not forget.
Bebel had to beat a retreat and �ntroduce another resolut�on.
Kautsky and Rosa Luxemburg were d�ssat�sf�ed w�th Bebel's
conduct. I asked Kautsky whether there �s a way to br�ng about a
general str�ke aga�nst the workers' w�ll. As there �s no such way,
there was noth�ng else that Bebel could do. And �f W�lhelm had sent
h�s hordes to Russ�a �n 1906, the German workers would not have
done an earthly th�ng to prevent the butchery. In September, 1914,
the s�tuat�on was st�ll worse."

The oppos�t�on to Plechanov on the part of some of the delegates
was an ev�dence of the extent to wh�ch d�saffect�on, defeat�sm, and
the read�ness to make peace at any pr�ce almost—a general peace
preferably, but, �f not, then a separate peace—had permeated even
the most �ntell�gent part of the Russ�an army. Bolshev�sm and �ts ally,
defeat�sm, were far more �nfluent�al �n the ranks of the sold�ers than
�n those of the workers �n the factor�es. Yet the major�ty was w�th
Kerensky, Tseretell�, and Plechanov, as the follow�ng resolut�ons
adopted by the convent�on prove:



The f�rst convent�on of the Delegates from the Front, hav�ng heard
reports on current problems from the representat�ves of the
Prov�s�onal Government, members of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of
the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, and from
representat�ves of the Soc�al�st part�es, and hav�ng cons�dered the
s�tuat�on, hereby resolves:

(1) That the d�sorgan�zat�on of the food-supply system and the
weaken�ng of the army's f�ght�ng capac�ty, due to a d�strust of a
major�ty of the m�l�tary author�t�es, to lack of �nner organ�zat�on, and
to other temporary causes, have reached such a degree that the
freedom won by the Revolut�on �s ser�ously endangered.

(2) That the sole salvat�on l�es �n establ�sh�ng a government enjoy�ng
the full conf�dence of the to�l�ng masses, �n the awaken�ng of a
creat�ve revolut�onary enthus�asm, and �n concerted self-sacr�f�c�ng
work on the part of all the elements of the populat�on.

The convent�on extends to the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates �ts warmest apprec�at�on of the latter's self-sacr�f�c�ng and
honest work for the strengthen�ng of the new order �n Russ�a, �n the
�nterests of the Russ�an Democracy and at the same t�me w�shes to
see, �n the nearest poss�ble future, the above Counc�l transformed
�nto an All-Russ�an Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates.

The convent�on �s of the op�n�on that the war �s at present conducted
for purposes of conquest and aga�nst the �nterests of the masses,
and �t, therefore, urges the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates to take the most energet�c and effect�ve measures for the
purpose of end�ng th�s butchery, on the bas�s of free self-
determ�nat�on of nat�ons and of renunc�at�on by all bell�gerent
countr�es of annexat�ons and �ndemn�t�es. Not a drop of Russ�an
blood shall be g�ven for a�ms fore�gn to us.

Cons�der�ng that the earl�est poss�ble ach�evement of th�s purpose �s
cont�ngent only upon a strong revolut�onary army, wh�ch would
defend freedom and government, and be fully supported by the
organ�zed Revolut�onary Democracy, that �s, by the Counc�l of
Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, respons�ble for �ts acts to the



whole country, the convent�on welcomes the respons�ble dec�s�on of
the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates to take part �n the
new Prov�s�onal Government.

The convent�on demands that the representat�ves of the Church g�ve
up for the country's benef�t the treasures and funds now �n the
possess�on of churches and monaster�es. The convent�on makes an
urgent appeal to all parts of the populat�on.

1. To the comrade-sold�ers �n the rear: Comrades! Come to f�ll up our
th�nn�ng ranks �n the trenches and r�se shoulder to shoulder w�th us
for the country's defense!

2. Comrade-workers! Work energet�cally and un�te your efforts, and
�n th�s way help us �n our last f�ght for un�versal peace for nat�ons! By
strengthen�ng the front you w�ll strengthen freedom!

3. Fellow-c�t�zens of the cap�tal�st class! Follow the h�stor�c example
of M�n�n! Even as he, open your treasur�es and qu�ckly br�ng your
money to the a�d of Russ�a!

4. To the peasants: Fathers and Brothers! Br�ng your last m�te to help
the weaken�ng front! G�ve us bread, and oats and hay to our horses.
Remember that the future Russ�a w�ll be yours!

5. Comrades-Intellectuals! Come to us and br�ng the l�ght of
knowledge �nto our dark trenches! Share w�th us the d�ff�cult work of
advanc�ng Russ�a's freedom and prepare us for the c�t�zensh�p of
new Russ�a!

6. To the Russ�an women: Support your husbands and sons �n the
perform�ng of the�r c�v�l duty to the country! Replace them where th�s
�s not beyond your strength! Let your scorn dr�ve away all those who
are slackers �n these d�ff�cult t�mes!

No one can read th�s declarat�on w�thout a deep sense of the lofty
and s�ncere c�t�zensh�p of the brave men who adopted �t as the�r
express�on. The fundamental loyalty of these leaders of the common
sold�ers, the�r spokesmen and delegates, �s beyond quest�on.
Pardonably weary of a war �n wh�ch they had been more shamefully



betrayed and neglected than any other army �n modern t�mes, frankly
susp�c�ous of cap�tal�st governments wh�ch had made covenants w�th
the hated Romanov dynasty, they were st�ll far from be�ng ready to
follow the leadersh�p of Bolshev�k�. They had, �nstead, adopted the
sanely construct�ve pol�cy of Tchche�dze, Tseretell�, Skobelev,
Plechanov, and other Soc�al�sts who from the f�rst had seen the great
struggle �n �ts true perspect�ve. That they d�d not succeed �n avert�ng
d�saster �s due �n part to the fact that the Revolut�on �tself had come
too late to make m�l�tary success poss�ble, and �n part to the fa�lure
of the governments all�ed w�th Russ�a to render �ntell�gent a�d.

VII

The Prov�s�onal Government was reorgan�zed. Before we cons�der
the act�ons of the All-Russ�an Congress of Peasants' Delegates, one
of the most �mportant gather�ngs of representat�ves of Russ�an
workers ever held, the reorgan�zat�on of the Prov�s�onal Government
mer�ts attent�on. On the 17th, at a spec�al s�tt�ng of the Duma,
Guchkov and M�l�ukov expla�ned why they had res�gned. Guchkov
made �t a matter of consc�ence. Anarchy had entered �nto the
adm�n�strat�on of the army and navy, he sa�d: "In the way of reforms
the new government has gone very far. Not even �n the most
democrat�c countr�es have the pr�nc�ples of self-government,
freedom, and equal�ty been so extens�vely appl�ed �n m�l�tary l�fe. We
have gone somewhat farther than the danger l�m�t, and the
�mpetuous current dr�ves us farther st�ll.... I could not consent to th�s
dangerous work; I could not s�gn my name to orders and laws wh�ch
�n my op�n�on would lead to a rap�d deter�orat�on of our m�l�tary
forces. A country, and espec�ally an army, cannot be adm�n�stered on
the pr�nc�ples of meet�ngs and conferences."

M�l�ukov told h�s colleagues of the Duma that he had not res�gned of
h�s own free w�ll, but under pressure: "I had to res�gn, y�eld�ng not to
force, but to the w�sh of a cons�derable major�ty of my colleagues.
W�th a clear consc�ence I can say that I d�d not leave on my own
account, but was compelled to leave." Nevertheless, he sa�d, the
fore�gn pol�cy he had pursued was the correct one. "You could see



for yourselves that my act�v�ty �n fore�gn pol�t�cs was �n accord w�th
your �deas," he declared am�d applause wh�ch eloquently test�f�ed to
the approval w�th wh�ch the bourgeo�s�e regarded pol�c�es and
tendenc�es wh�ch the proletar�at condemned. He po�nted out that the
pac�f�st pol�c�es of Z�mmerwald and Ke�nthal had permeated a large
part of the Soc�al�st movement, and that the Sov�et, the Counc�ls of
Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, cla�m�ng to exerc�se control
over the Prov�s�onal Government, were d�v�ded. He feared that the
proposal to establ�sh a Coal�t�on Government would not lead to
success, because of "d�scord �n the Counc�l of Workmen's and
Sold�ers' Delegates �tself." Not all the members of the latter body
were agreed upon enter�ng �nto a Coal�t�on Government, and "�t �s
ev�dent that those who do not enter the government w�ll cont�nue to
cr�t�c�ze those who have entered, and �t �s poss�ble that the Soc�al�sts
who enter the Cab�net w�ll f�nd themselves confronted w�th the same
storm of cr�t�c�sm as the government d�d before." St�ll, because �t
meant the creat�on of a stronger government at once, wh�ch was the
most v�tal need, he, l�ke Guchkov, favored a coal�t�on wh�ch would
ally the Const�tut�onal Democrat�c party w�th the major�ty of the
Soc�al�sts.

The Sov�et had dec�ded at �ts meet�ng on May 14th to part�c�pate �n a
Coal�t�on M�n�stry. The struggle upon that quest�on between
Bolshev�k� and Menshev�k� was long and b�tter. The vote, wh�ch was
forty-one �n favor of part�c�pat�on to n�neteen aga�nst, probably fa�rly
represented the full strength of Bolshev�sm �n �ts stronghold. After
var�ous conferences between Prem�er Lvov and the other M�n�sters,
on the one s�de, and representat�ves of the Sov�et, on the other s�de,
a new Prov�s�onal Government was announced, w�th Pr�nce Lvov
aga�n Pr�me M�n�ster. In the new Cab�net there were seven
Const�tut�onal Democrats, s�x Soc�al�sts, and two Octobr�sts. As
M�n�ster of War and head of the army and navy Alexander Kerensky
took the place of Guchkov, wh�le P.N. Pereverzev, a clever member
of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party, succeeded Kerensky as M�n�ster
of Just�ce. In M�l�ukov's pos�t�on at the head of the M�n�stry of Fore�gn
Affa�rs was placed M.I. Terestchenko, a wealthy sugar-manufacturer,
member of the Const�tut�onal-Democrat�c party, who had held the



post of M�n�ster of F�nance, wh�ch was now g�ven to A.I. Sh�ngar�ev,
a br�ll�ant member of the same party, who had proved h�s worth and
capac�ty as M�n�ster of Agr�culture. To the latter post was appo�nted
V.M. Chernov, the leader of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts, one of the
most capable Soc�al�sts �n Russ�a, or, for that matter, the world.
Other Soc�al�sts of d�st�nct�on �n the new Prov�s�onal Government
were I.G. Tseretell�, as M�n�ster of Posts and Telegraphs, and M.I.
Skobelev, as M�n�ster of Labor. As M�n�ster of Supply an �ndependent
Soc�al�st, A.V. Peshekhonov, was chosen.

It was a remarkable Cab�net. So far as the Soc�al�sts were
concerned, �t would have been d�ff�cult to select worth�er or abler
representat�ves. As �n the format�on of the F�rst Prov�s�onal
Government, attempts had been made to �nduce Tchche�dze to
accept a pos�t�on �n the Cab�net, but w�thout success. He could not
be �nduced to enter a Coal�t�on M�n�stry, though he strongly and even
enthus�ast�cally supported �n the Sov�et the mot�on to part�c�pate �n
such a M�n�stry. Apart from the regret caused by Tchche�dze's
dec�s�on, �t was felt on every hand that the Soc�al�sts had sent �nto
the Second Prov�s�onal Government the�r strongest and most
capable representat�ves; men who possessed the qual�t�es of
statesmen and who would f�ll the�r posts w�th honorable d�st�nct�on
and full loyalty. On the s�de of the Const�tut�onal Democrats and the
Octobr�sts, too, there were men of sterl�ng character, d�st�ngu�shed
ab�l�ty, and very l�beral m�nds. The select�on of Terestchenko as
M�n�ster of Fore�gn Affa�rs was by many Soc�al�sts looked upon w�th
d�strust, but, upon the whole, the Coal�t�on M�n�stry met w�th warm
approbat�on. If any coal�t�on of the sort could succeed, the Cab�net
headed by Pr�nce Lvov m�ght be expected to do so.

On the 18th, the Petrograd Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates adopted a resolut�on, �ntroduced by Tchche�dze, pres�dent
of the Counc�l, warmly approv�ng the entrance of the Soc�al�st
M�n�sters �nto the Cab�net and accept�ng the declarat�on of the new
Prov�s�onal Government as sat�sfactory. Th�s resolut�on was b�tterly
opposed by the Bolshev�k�, who were led �n the f�ght by Trotzky. Th�s
was Trotzky's f�rst speech �n Petrograd s�nce h�s arr�val the prev�ous
day from Amer�ca. H�s speech was a demagog�c appeal aga�nst co-



operat�on w�th any bourgeo�s elements. Part�c�pat�on �n the Coal�t�on
M�n�stry by the Soc�al�sts was a dangerous pol�cy, he argued, s�nce �t
sacr�f�ced the fundamental pr�nc�ple of class struggle. Elaborat�ng h�s
v�ews further, he sa�d: "I never bel�eved that the emanc�pat�on of the
work�ng class w�ll come from above. D�v�s�on of power w�ll not cease
w�th the entrance of the Soc�al�sts �nto the M�n�stry. A strong
revolut�onary power �s necessary. The Russ�an Revolut�on w�ll not
per�sh. But I bel�eve only �n a m�racle from below. There are three
commandments for the proletar�at. They are: F�rst, transm�ss�on of
power to the revolut�onary people; second, control over the�r own
leaders; and th�rd, conf�dence �n the�r own revolut�onary powers."

Th�s was the beg�nn�ng of Trotzky's warfare upon the Coal�t�on
Government, a warfare wh�ch he afterward systemat�cally waged
w�th all h�s m�ght. Tchche�dze and others effect�vely repl�ed to the
Bolshev�k leader's cr�t�c�sms and after long and strenuous debate the
resolut�on of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee presented by Tchche�dze was
carr�ed by a large major�ty, the oppos�t�on only muster�ng seven
votes. The resolut�on read as follows:



Acknowledg�ng that the declarat�on of the Prov�s�onal Government,
wh�ch has been reconstructed and fort�f�ed by the entrance of
representat�ves of the Revolut�onary Democracy, conforms to the
�dea and purpose of strengthen�ng the ach�evements of the
Revolut�on and �ts further development, the Counc�l of Workmen's
and Sold�ers' Delegates has determ�ned:

I. Representat�ves of the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates must enter �nto the Prov�s�onal Government.

II. Those representat�ves of the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates who jo�n the government must, unt�l the creat�on of an All-
Russ�an organ of the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates,
cons�der themselves respons�ble to the Petrograd Counc�l of
Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, and must pledge themselves to
g�ve accounts of all the�r act�v�t�es to that Counc�l.

III. The Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates expresses �ts
full conf�dence �n the new Prov�s�onal Government, and urges all
fr�ends of democracy to g�ve th�s government act�ve ass�stance,
wh�ch w�ll �nsure �t the full measure of power necessary for the safety
of the Revolut�on's ga�ns and for �ts further development.

If there �s any one th�ng wh�ch may be sa�d w�th certa�nty concern�ng
the state of work�ng-class op�n�on �n Russ�a at that t�me, two months
after the overthrow of the old rég�me, �t �s that the overwhelm�ng
major�ty of the work�ng-people, both c�ty workers and peasants,
supported the pol�cy of the Menshev�k� and the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts—the pol�cy of co-operat�ng w�th l�beral bourgeo�s
elements to w�n the war and create a stable government—as aga�nst
the pol�cy of the Bolshev�k�. The two votes of the Petrograd Sov�et
told where the c�ty workers stood. That very sect�on of the proletar�at
upon wh�ch the Bolshev�k� leaders based the�r hopes had repud�ated
them �n the most emphat�c manner. The Delegates of the Sold�ers at
the Front had shown that they would not follow the adv�ce of the
leaders of the Bolshev�k�. And at the f�rst opportun�ty wh�ch
presented �tself the peasants placed themselves �n def�n�te
oppos�t�on to Bolshev�sm.



On the afternoon preced�ng the act�on of the Sov�et �n g�v�ng �ts
�ndorsement to the new Prov�s�onal Government and �nstruct�ng �ts
representat�ves to enter the Coal�t�on Cab�net, there assembled �n
the People's House, Petrograd, more than one thousand peasant
delegates to the f�rst All-Russ�an Congress of Peasants. Never
before had so many peasant delegates been gathered together �n
Russ�a to cons�der the�r spec�al problems. There were present
delegates from every part of Russ�a, even from the extreme border
prov�nces, and many from the front. On the platform were the
members of the Organ�z�ng Comm�ttee, the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of
the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�onary party, the Soc�al Democrat�c party, and a number of
prom�nent Soc�al�st leaders. As m�ght be expected �n a peasants'
Congress, members of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party were �n the
major�ty, number�ng 537. The next largest group was the Soc�al
Democrat�c party, �nclud�ng Bolshev�k� and Menshev�k�, number�ng
103. There were 136 delegates descr�bed as non-part�zan; 4
belonged to the group called the "People's Soc�al�sts" and 6 to the
Labor Group. It was the most representat�ve body of peasant
workers ever brought together.

Among the f�rst speakers to address the Congress was the
venerable "Grandmother" of the Russ�an Revolut�on, Cather�ne
Breshkovskaya, who spoke w�th the freedom accorded to her and to
her alone. "Tell me," she demanded, "�s there advantage to us �n
keep�ng our front on a war foot�ng and �n allow�ng the people to s�t �n
trenches w�th the�r hands folded and to d�e from fever, scurvy, and all
sorts of contag�ous d�seases? If our army had a real des�re to help
the All�es, the war would be f�n�shed �n one or two months, but we
are prolong�ng �t by s�tt�ng w�th our hands folded." V.M. Chernov,
leader of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party, the new M�n�ster of
Agr�culture, made a notable address �n wh�ch he traversed w�th great
sk�ll and courage the arguments of the Bolshev�k�, mak�ng a superb
defense of the pol�cy of part�c�pat�on �n the government.

Kerensky, �dol of the peasants, appear�ng for the f�rst t�me as
M�n�ster of War and head of the army and navy, made a v�gorous
plea for un�ty, for self-d�sc�pl�ne, and for enthus�ast�c support of the



new Prov�s�onal Government. He d�d not m�nce matters: "I �ntend to
establ�sh an �ron d�sc�pl�ne �n the army. I am certa�n that I shall
succeed �n my undertak�ng, because �t w�ll be a d�sc�pl�ne based
upon duty toward the country, the duty of honor.... By all means, we
must see that the country becomes free and strong enough to elect
the Const�tuent Assembly, the Assembly wh�ch, through �ts
sovere�gn, absolute power, w�ll g�ve to the to�l�ng Russ�an peasants
that for wh�ch they have been yearn�ng for centur�es, the land.... We
are afra�d of no demagogues, whether they come from the r�ght or
from the left. We shall attend to our bus�ness, qu�etly and f�rmly."
Kerensky begged the peasants to assert the�r w�ll that there should
be "no repet�t�on of the sad events of 1905-06, when the ent�re
country seemed already �n our hands, but sl�pped out because �t
became �nvolved �n anarchy." The speech created a profound
�mpress�on and �t was voted to have �t pr�nted �n m�ll�ons of cop�es, at
the expense of the Congress, and have them d�str�buted throughout
the army.

A s�m�lar honor was accorded the speech of I.I. Bunakov, one of the
best known and most popular of the leaders of the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�onary party. W�th remorseless log�c he traversed the
arguments of the Bolshev�k� and the Porazhents�. Tak�ng the cry that
there must be "no annexat�ons," for example, he declared that the
peasants of Russ�a could only accept that �n the sense that Poland
be reun�ted and her �ndependence be restored; that the people of
Alsace and Lorra�ne be perm�tted to be reun�ted to France; that
Armen�a be taken from Turkey and made �ndependent. The
peasants could not accept the status quo ante as a bas�s for peace.
He assa�led the treacherous propaganda for a separate peace w�th
terr�f�c scorn: "But such peace �s unacceptable to us peasants. A
separate peace would k�ll not only our Revolut�on, but the cause of
soc�al revolut�on the world over. A separate peace �s d�shonor for
Russ�a and treason toward the All�es.... We must start an offens�ve.
To rema�n �n the trenches w�thout mov�ng �s a separate truce, more
shameful even than a separate peace. A separate truce demoral�zes
the army and ru�ns the people. Th�s spr�ng, accord�ng to our
agreement w�th the All�es, we should have begun a general



offens�ve, but �nstead of that we have concluded a separate truce.
The All�es saved the Russ�an Revolut�on, but they are becom�ng
exhausted.... When our M�n�ster of War, Kerensky, speaks of start�ng
an offens�ve, the Russ�an army must support h�m w�th all �ts strength,
w�th all the means ava�lable.... From here we should send our
delegates to the front and urge our army to wage an offens�ve. Let
the army know that �t must f�ght and d�e for Russ�a's freedom, for the
peace of the whole world, and for the com�ng Soc�al�st
commonwealth."

In the resolut�ons wh�ch were adopted the Congress conf�ned �tself to
outl�n�ng a program for the Const�tuent Assembly, urg�ng the
abol�t�on of pr�vate property �n land, forests, water-power, m�nes, and
m�neral resources. It urged the Prov�s�onal Government to "�ssue an
absolutely clear and unequ�vocal statement wh�ch would show that
on th�s quest�on the Prov�s�onal Government w�ll allow nobody to
oppose the people's w�ll." It also �ssued a spec�al appeal "to the
peasants and the whole wage-earn�ng populat�on of Russ�a" to vote
at the forthcom�ng elect�ons for the Const�tuent Assembly, "only for
those cand�dates who pledge themselves to advocate the
nat�onal�zat�on of the land w�thout re�mbursement on pr�nc�ples of
equal�ty." In the elect�on for an Execut�ve Comm�ttee to carry on the
work of the Congress and ma�nta�n the organ�zat�on the delegates
w�th Bolshev�st tendenc�es were "snowed under." Those who were
elected were, pract�cally w�thout except�on, stalwart supporters of the
pol�cy of part�c�pat�on �n and respons�b�l�ty for the Prov�s�onal
Government, and known to be ardent bel�evers �n the Const�tuent
Assembly. Chernov, w�th 810 votes, led the poll; Breshkovskaya
came next w�th 809; Kerensky came th�rd w�th 804; Avksent�ev had
799; Bunakov 790; Vera F�nger 776, and so on. N�neteenth on the
l�st of th�rty elected came the venerable N�cholas Tchaykovsky, well
known �n Amer�ca. Once more a great representat�ve body of
Russ�an work�ng-people had spoken and rejected the teach�ngs and
the adv�ce of the Bolshev�k�.

VIII



As we have seen, �t was w�th the author�ty and mandate of the
overwhelm�ng major�ty of the organ�zed workers that the Soc�al�sts
entered the Coal�t�on M�n�stry. It was w�th that mandate that
Kerensky undertook the Herculean task of restor�ng the d�sc�pl�ne
and morale of the Russ�an army. In that work he was the agent and
representat�ve of the organ�zed work�ng class. For th�s reason, �f for
no other, Kerensky and h�s assoc�ates were ent�tled to expect and to
rece�ve the loyal support of all who professed loyalty to the work�ng
class. Instead of g�v�ng that support, however, the Bolshev�k� devoted
themselves to the task of defeat�ng every effort of the Prov�s�onal
Government to carry out �ts program, wh�ch, �t must be borne �n
m�nd, had been approved by the great mass of the organ�zed
workers. They ava�led themselves of every means �n the�r power to
hamper Kerensky �n h�s work and to h�nder the organ�zat�on of the
econom�c resources of the nat�on to susta�n the m�l�tary forces.

Kerensky had prom�sed to organ�ze preparat�ons for a v�gorous
offens�ve aga�nst the Austro-German forces. That such offens�ve was
needed was obv�ous and was den�ed by none except the ultra-
pac�f�sts and the Bolshev�k�. The Congress of Sold�ers' Delegates
from the Front and the Petrograd Sov�et had spec�f�cally urged the
need of such an offens�ve, as had most of the well-known peasants'
leaders. It was a work�ng-class pol�cy. But that fact d�d not prevent
the Bolshev�k� from throw�ng obstacles �n the way of �ts fulf�lment.
They carr�ed on an act�ve propaganda among the men �n the army
and the navy, urg�ng �nsubord�nat�on, fratern�zat�on, and refusal to
f�ght. They encouraged sabotage as a means of �nsur�ng the fa�lure
of the efforts of the Prov�s�onal Government. So thoroughly d�d they
play �nto the hands of the German m�l�tary author�t�es, whether
�ntent�onally or otherw�se, that the charge of be�ng �n the pay of
Germany was made aga�nst them—not by prejud�ced bourgeo�s
pol�t�c�ans and journal�sts, but by the most respons�ble Soc�al�sts �n
Russ�a.

The ep�c story of Kerensky's magn�f�cently hero�c f�ght to recreate
the Russ�an army �s too well known to need retell�ng here. Though �t
was va�n and ended �n fa�lure, as �t was foredoomed to do, �t must
forever be remembered w�th grat�tude and adm�rat�on by all fr�ends



of freedom. The audac�ty and the courage w�th wh�ch Kerensky and
a few loyal assoc�ates strove to ma�nta�n Russ�a �n the struggle
made the All�ed nat�ons, and all the c�v�l�zed world, the�r debtors.
Many m�stakes were made, �t �s true, yet �t �s very doubtful �f human
be�ngs could have ach�eved more or succeeded where they fa�led. It
must be confessed, furthermore, that the governments of the nat�ons
w�th wh�ch they were all�ed made many gr�evous m�stakes on the�r
part.

Perhaps the greatest blunder that a d�scr�m�nat�ng poster�ty w�ll
charge to Kerensky's account was the s�gn�ng of the famous
Declarat�on of Sold�ers' R�ghts. Th�s document, wh�ch was s�gned on
May 27th, can only be regarded �n the l�ght of a surrender to
overpower�ng forces. In h�s address to the All-Russ�an Congress of
Peasants' Delegates, on May 18th, speak�ng for the f�rst t�me �n h�s
capac�ty as M�n�ster of War, Kerensky had declared, "I �ntend to
establ�sh an �ron d�sc�pl�ne �n the army," yet the Declarat�on of
Sold�ers' R�ghts wh�ch he s�gned n�ne days later was certa�n to make
any real d�sc�pl�ne �mposs�ble. Was �t because he was �ncons�stent,
vac�llat�ng, and weak that Kerensky attached h�s name to such a
document?

Such a judgment would be gravely unjust to a great man. The fact �s
that Kerensky's respons�b�l�ty was very small �ndeed. He and h�s
Soc�al�st assoc�ates �n the Cab�net held the�r pos�t�ons by author�ty of
the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, and they had
agreed to be subject to �ts gu�dance and �nstruct�on. The Sov�et was
respons�ble for the Declarat�on of Sold�ers' R�ghts. Kerensky was
act�ng under �ts orders. The Sov�et had already struck a fatal blow at
m�l�tary d�sc�pl�ne by �ts famous Order Number One, wh�ch called on
the sold�ers not to execute the orders of the�r off�cers unless the
orders were f�rst approved by the revolut�onary author�t�es—that �s,
by the Sov�et or �ts accred�ted agents. That the order was prompted
by an �ntense love for revolut�onary �deals, or that �t was just�f�ed by
the amount of treachery wh�ch had been d�scovered among the
off�cers of the army, may expla�n and even excuse �t, but the fact
rema�ns that �t was a deadly blow at m�l�tary d�sc�pl�ne. The fact that
Kerensky's predecessor, Guchkov, had to appear at a convent�on of



sold�ers' delegates and expla�n and defend h�s pol�c�es showed that
d�sc�pl�ne was at a low ebb. It brought the army �nto the arena of
pol�t�cs and made quest�ons of m�l�tary strategy subject to pol�t�cal
maneuver�ng.

The Declarat�on of Sold�ers' R�ghts was a further step along a road
wh�ch �nev�tably led to d�saster. That remarkable document prov�ded
that sold�ers and off�cers of all ranks should enjoy full c�v�c and
pol�t�cal r�ghts; that they should be free to speak or wr�te upon any
subject; that the�r correspondence should be uncensored; that wh�le
on duty they should be free to rece�ve any pr�nted matter, books,
papers, and so on, wh�ch they des�red. It prov�ded for the abol�t�on of
the compulsory salute to off�cers; gave the pr�vate sold�er the r�ght to
d�scard h�s un�form when not actually on serv�ce and to leave
barracks freely dur�ng "off-duty" hours. F�nally, �t placed all matters
perta�n�ng to the management �n the hands of elect�ve comm�ttees �n
the compos�t�on of wh�ch the men were to have four-f�fths of the
elect�ve power and the off�cers one-f�fth.

Of course, the Declarat�on of Sold�ers' R�ghts represented a v�olent
react�on. Under the old rég�me the army was a monstrously cruel
mach�ne; the sold�ers were slaves. At the f�rst opportun�ty they had
revolted and, as �nvar�ably happens, the pendulum had swung too
far. On May 28th the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates
�ssued a declarat�on �n wh�ch �t was sa�d: "From now on the sold�er-
c�t�zen �s free from the slavery of salut�ng, and as an equal, free
person w�ll greet whomsoever he chooses.... D�sc�pl�ne �n the
Revolut�onary Army w�ll ex�st, prompted by popular enthus�asm and
the sense of duty toward the free country rather than by a slav�sh
salute." If we are tempted to laugh at th�s naïve �deal�sm, we
Amer�cans w�ll do well to remember that �t was an Amer�can
statesman-�deal�st who bel�eved that we could ra�se an army of a
m�ll�on men overn�ght, and that a shrewd Amer�can cap�tal�st-�deal�st
sent forth a "peace sh�p" w�th a motley crew of dreamers and
d�sputers to end the greatest war �n h�story.

IX



Throughout the f�rst half of June, wh�le arrangements for a b�g
m�l�tary offens�ve were be�ng made, and were caus�ng Kerensky and
the other Soc�al�st M�n�sters to stra�n every nerve, Len�ne, Trotzky,
Kamenev, Z�nov�ev, and other leaders of the Bolshev�k� were as
strenuously engaged �n denounc�ng the offens�ve and try�ng to make
�t �mposs�ble. Whatever g�ft or gen�us these men possessed was
devoted wholly to destruct�on and obstruct�on. The student w�ll
search �n va�n among the mult�tude of records of meet�ngs,
convent�ons, debates, votes, and resolut�ons for a s�ngle �nstance of
part�c�pat�on �n any construct�ve act, one pos�t�ve serv�ce to the
sold�ers at the front or the workers' fam�l�es �n need, by any
Bolshev�k leader. But they never m�ssed an opportun�ty to embarrass
those who were engaged �n such work, and by so do�ng add to the
burden that was already too heavy.

Len�ne denounced the offens�ve aga�nst Germany as "an act of
treason aga�nst the Soc�al�st Internat�onal" and poured out the v�als
of h�s wrath aga�nst Kerensky, who was, as we know, s�mply carry�ng
out the dec�s�ons of the Sov�et and other work�ng-class
organ�zat�ons. Thus we had the aston�sh�ng and trag�c spectacle of
one Soc�al�st leader work�ng w�th t�tan�c energy among the troops
who had been betrayed and demoral�zed by the old rég�me, seek�ng
to st�r them �nto act�on aga�nst the greatest m�l�tar�st system �n the
world, wh�le another Soc�al�st leader worked w�th m�ght and ma�n to
defeat that attempt and to prevent the rehab�l�tat�on of the
demoral�zed army. And all the wh�le the German General Staff
gloated at every success of the Bolshev�k�. There was a regular
system of commun�cat�ons between the �rreconc�lable revolut�on�sts
and the German General Staff. In proof of th�s statement only one
�llustrat�on need be offered, though many such could be c�ted: At the
All-Russ�an Congress of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, on
June 22d, Kerensky read, �n the presence of Len�ne, a long
message, s�gned by the commander-�n-ch�ef of the German eastern
front, sent by w�reless �n response to a declarat�on of certa�n
delegates of the Counc�l of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates.

At th�s sess�on Len�ne b�tterly assa�led the proposed offens�ve. He
sa�d that �t was �mposs�ble for e�ther s�de to w�n a m�l�tary v�ctory,



revamp�ng all the defeat�st arguments that were fam�l�ar �n every
country. He m�n�m�zed the loss wh�ch Russ�a had suffered at
Germany's hands, and the ga�ns Germany had made �n Belg�um and
northern France, po�nt�ng out that she had, on the other hand, lost
her colon�es, wh�ch England would be very unl�kely to g�ve back
unless compelled to do so by other nat�ons. Taunted w�th be�ng �n
favor of a separate peace w�th Germany, Len�ne �nd�gnantly den�ed
the accusat�on. "It �s a l�e," he cr�ed. "Down w�th a separate peace!
We Russ�an revolut�on�sts w�ll never consent to �t." He argued that
there could be only one pol�cy for Soc�al�sts �n any country—namely,
to se�ze the occas�on of war to overthrow the cap�tal�st-class rule �n
that country. No war entered �nto by a cap�tal�st rul�ng class,
regardless what �ts mot�ves, should be supported by Soc�al�sts. He
argued that the adopt�on of h�s pol�cy by the Russ�an work�ng class
would stand ten t�mes the chance of succeed�ng that the m�l�tary
pol�cy would have. The German work�ng class would compel the�r
government and the General Staff to follow the example of Russ�a
and make peace.

Kerensky was called upon to reply to Len�ne. At the t�me when the
restorat�on of the army requ�red all h�s attent�on and all h�s strength,
�t was necessary for Kerensky to attend �nnumerable and well-n�gh
�nterm�nable debates and d�scuss�ons to ma�nta�n stout res�stance to
the Bolshev�k offens�ve always be�ng waged �n the rear. That, of
course, was part of the Bolshev�st plan of campa�gn. So Kerensky,
wear�ed by h�s tremendous efforts to perform the task ass�gned h�m
by the workers, answered Len�ne. H�s reply was a forens�c
masterp�ece. He took the message of the commander-�n-ch�ef of the
German eastern front and hurled �t at Len�ne's head, f�gurat�vely
speak�ng, show�ng how Len�ne's reason�ng was paralleled �n the
German propaganda. W�th merc�less log�c and �nc�s�ve phrase he
showed how the Bolshev�k� were us�ng the formula, "the self-
determ�nat�on of nat�onal�t�es," as the bas�s of a propaganda to br�ng
about the d�smemberment of Russ�a and �ts reduct�on to a chaot�c
medley of small, helpless states. To Len�ne's statements about the
read�ness of the German work�ng class to rebel, Kerensky made



retort that Len�ne should have rema�ned �n Germany wh�le on h�s
way to Russ�a and preached h�s �deas there.

A few days earl�er, at a sess�on of the same Congress, Trotzky and
Kamenev had made v�gorous assault upon the Coal�t�on
Government and upon the Soc�al�st pol�cy w�th reference thereto. In
v�ew of what subsequently transp�red, �t �s �mportant to note that
Trotzky made much of the delay �n call�ng together the Const�tuent
Assembly: "The pol�cy of cont�nual postponement and the deta�led
preparat�ons for call�ng the Const�tuent Assembly �s a false pol�cy. It
may destroy even the very real�zat�on of the Const�tuent Assembly."
Th�s profess�on of concern for the Const�tuent Assembly was
hypocr�t�cal, d�shonest, and �ns�ncere. He d�d not �n the least care
about or bel�eve �n the Const�tuent Assembly, and had not done so at
any t�me s�nce the F�rst Revolut�on of 1905-06. H�s whole thought
rejected such a democrat�c �nstrument. However, he and h�s
assoc�ates knew that the demand for a Const�tuent Assembly was
almost un�versal, and that to res�st that demand was �mposs�ble.
The�r very obv�ous pol�cy �n the c�rcumstances was to try and force
the hold�ng of the Assembly prematurely, w�thout adequate
preparat�on, and w�thout afford�ng an opportun�ty for a nat�on-w�de
electoral campa�gn. A hast�ly gathered, badly organ�zed Const�tuent
Assembly would be a mob-gather�ng wh�ch could be eas�ly
stampeded or controlled by a determ�ned m�nor�ty.

Trotzky assa�led the Coal�t�on Government w�th v�tr�ol�c pass�on. At
the moment when �t was obv�ous to everybody that un�ty of effort
was the only poss�ble cond�t�on for the surv�val of the Revolut�on,
and that any d�v�s�on �n the ranks of the revolut�on�sts, no matter
upon what �t m�ght be based, must �mper�l the whole movement, he
and all h�s Bolshev�k colleagues del�berately st�rred up d�ssens�on.
Even �f the�r oppos�t�on to pol�t�cal un�on w�th non-proletar�an part�es
was r�ght as the bas�s of a sound pol�cy, to �ns�st upon �t at the
moment of d�re per�l was e�ther treachery or madness. When a
house �s already on f�re the only th�ng �n order, the only th�ng that can
have the sanct�on of w�sdom and honor, �s to work to ext�ngu�sh the
f�re. It �s obv�ously not the t�me to debate whether the house was



properly bu�lt or whether m�stakes were made. Russ�a was a house
on f�re; the Bolshev�k� �ns�sted upon endless debat�ng.

Kamenev followed Trotzky's lead �n attack�ng the Coal�t�on
Government. In a subtle speech he supported the �dea of spl�tt�ng
Russ�a up �nto a large number of petty states, �ns�st�ng that the
formula, "self-determ�nat�on of peoples," appl�ed to the separat�st
movement �n the Ukra�ne. He �ns�sted that for the Russ�an work�ng-
people �t was a matter of �nd�fference whether the Central Emp�res or
the Entente nat�ons won �n the war. He argued that the only hope for
the Russ�an Revolut�on must be the support of the revolut�onary
proletar�at �n the other European countr�es, part�cularly those
adjacent to Russ�a: "If the revolut�onary proletar�at of Europe fa�ls to
support the Russ�an Revolut�on the latter w�ll be ru�ned. As that
support �s the only guaranty of the safety of the Revolut�on, we
cannot change our pol�cy by d�scuss�ng the quest�on of how much
fratern�z�ng w�ll st�mulate the awaken�ng of the proletar�at of Europe."
In other words, Kamenev was �n the pos�t�on of a desperate gambler
who stakes h�s l�fe and h�s all upon one throw of the d�ce or one sp�n
of the wheel.

It was �n th�s manner that the Bolshev�st leaders consp�red to
Russ�a's destruct�on. They were absorb�ng the t�me and energ�es of
the men who were really try�ng to do someth�ng, compell�ng them to
engage �n numerous fut�le debates, to the neglect of the�r v�tally
�mportant work, debates, moreover, wh�ch could have no other effect
than to weaken the nat�on. Further, they were act�vely obstruct�ng the
work of the government. Thus Tseretell�, Kerensky, Skobelev, and
many others whose efforts m�ght have saved the Revolut�on, were
thwarted by men wholly w�thout a sense of respons�b�l�ty. Len�ne was
shr�ek�ng for the arrest of cap�tal�sts because they were cap�tal�sts,
when �t was obv�ous that the serv�ces of those same cap�tal�sts were
needed �f the nat�on was to l�ve. Later on, when confronted by the
real�t�es and respons�b�l�t�es of government, he ava�led h�mself of the
spec�al powers and tra�n�ng of the desp�sed cap�tal�sts. At th�s earl�er
per�od he was, as Tseretell� repeatedly rem�nded the workers,
w�thout any sense of respons�b�l�ty for the pract�cal results of h�s
propaganda. And that was equally true of the Bolshev�k� as a whole.



They talked about send�ng "ult�matums" to the All�es, wh�le the whole
system of nat�onal defense was fall�ng to p�eces. Tseretell� made the
only reply �t was poss�ble for a sane man to make:

"It �s proposed that we speak to the All�es w�th ult�matums, but d�d
those who made th�s s�lly proposal th�nk that th�s road m�ght lead to
the break�ng of d�plomat�c relat�ons w�th the All�es, and to that very
separate peace wh�ch �s condemned by all fact�ons among us? D�d
Len�ne th�nk of the actual consequences of h�s proposal to arrest
several dozen cap�tal�sts at th�s t�me? Can the Bolshev�k� guarantee
that the�r road w�ll lead us to the correct solut�on of the cr�s�s? No. If
they guarantee th�s they do not know what they are do�ng and the�r
guaranty �s worthless. The Bolshev�k road can lead us only to one
end, c�v�l war."

Once more the good sense of the work�ng class preva�led. By an
overwhelm�ng major�ty of votes the Congress dec�ded to uphold the
Coal�t�on Government and rejected the Bolshev�k proposals. The
resolut�on adopted declared that "the pass�ng over of all power to the
bourgeo�s�e elements would deal a blow at the revolut�onary cause,"
but that equally the transfer of all power to the Sov�ets would be
d�sastrous to the Revolut�on, and "would greatly weaken her powers
by prematurely dr�v�ng away from her elements wh�ch are st�ll
capable of serv�ng her, and would threaten the ru�n of the
Revolut�on." Therefore, hav�ng heard the explanat�ons of the
Soc�al�st M�n�sters and hav�ng full conf�dence �n them, the Congress
�ns�sted that the Soc�al�st M�n�sters be solely respons�ble to the
"plen�potent�ary and representat�ve organ of the whole organ�zed
Revolut�onary Democracy of Russ�a, wh�ch organ must be
composed of the representat�ves of the All-Russ�an Congress of
Counc�ls of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, as well as of
representat�ves of the All-Russ�an Congress of Peasants'
Delegates."

But �n sp�te of the fact that the workers upon every opportun�ty
repud�ated the�r pol�c�es, the Bolshev�k� cont�nued the�r tact�cs.
Len�ne, Trotzky, Tsh�tsher�n, Z�nov�ev, and others called upon the
workers to stop work�ng and to go out �nto the streets to demonstrate



for peace. The All-Russ�an Congress of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates �ssued an appeal to the workers warn�ng them not to heed
the call of the Bolshev�k�, wh�ch had been made at the "moment of
supreme danger." The appeal sa�d:

Comrades, �n the name of m�ll�ons of workers, peasants, and
sold�ers, we tell you, "Do not do that wh�ch you are called upon to
do." At th�s dangerous moment you are called out �nto the streets to
demand the overthrow of the Prov�s�onal Government, to whom the
All-Russ�an Congress has just found �t necessary to g�ve �ts support.
And those who are call�ng you cannot but know that out of your
peaceful demonstrat�ons bloodshed and chaos may result.... You are
be�ng called to a demonstrat�on �n favor of the Revolut�on, but we
know that counter-revolut�on�sts want to take advantage of your
demonstrat�on ... the counter-revolut�on�sts are eagerly awa�t�ng the
moment when str�fe w�ll develop �n the ranks of the Revolut�onary
Democracy and enable them to crush the Revolut�on.

X

Not only �n th�s way were the Bolshev�k� recklessly attempt�ng to
thwart the efforts of the Soc�al�st M�n�sters to carry out the mandates
of the major�ty of the work�ng class of Russ�a, but they were equally
act�ve �n try�ng to secure the fa�lure of the attempt to restore the
army. All through June the Bolshev�k papers denounced the m�l�tary
offens�ve. In the ranks of the army �tself a pers�stent campa�gn
aga�nst further f�ght�ng was carr�ed on. The Duma had voted, on
June 17th, for an �mmed�ate offens�ve, and �t was approved by the
Petrograd Sov�et. The Prov�s�onal Government on that date
publ�shed a Note to the All�ed governments, request�ng a conference
w�th a v�ew to mak�ng a restatement of the�r war a�ms. These act�ons
were approved by the All-Russ�an Congress of Workmen's and
Sold�ers' Delegates, as was also the expuls�on from Russ�a of the
Sw�ss Soc�al�st, Robert Gr�mm, who was a notor�ous agent of the
German Government. Gr�mm, as �s now well known, was act�ng
under the orders of Hoffman, the Sw�ss M�n�ster of Fore�gn Affa�rs,
and was try�ng to br�ng about a separate peace between Russ�a and



Germany. He was also �nt�mately connected w�th the �nfamous
"Parvus," the trusted Soc�al Democrat who was a spy and tool of the
German Government. As always, the great major�ty of the
representat�ves of the actual work�ng class of Russ�a took the sane
course.

But the Bolshev�k� were meanwh�le hold�ng mass meet�ngs among
the troops, preach�ng defeat�sm and surrender and urg�ng the
sold�ers not to obey the orders of "bourgeo�s" off�cers. The
Prov�s�onal Government was not bl�nd to the per�l of th�s
propaganda, but �t dared not attempt to end �t by force, consc�ous
that any attempt to do so would provoke revolt wh�ch could not be
stayed. The Bolshev�k�, unable to control the Workmen's and
Sold�ers' Counc�l, sought �n every poss�ble manner to weaken �ts
�nfluence and to d�scred�t �t. They consp�red to overthrow the
Prov�s�onal Government. The�r plot was to br�ng about an armed
revolt on the 24th of June, when the All-Russ�an Congress of Sov�ets
would be �n sess�on. They planned to arrest the members of the
Prov�s�onal Government and assume full power. At the same t�me, all
the sold�ers at the front were to be called on to leave the trenches.
On the eve of the date when �t was to be executed th�s plot was
d�vulged. There was treachery w�th�n the�r own ranks. The Bolshev�k
leaders humbly apolog�zed and prom�sed to abandon the�r plans.
Under other cond�t�ons the Prov�s�onal Government m�ght have
refused to be sat�sf�ed w�th apolog�es, m�ght have adopted far
sterner measures, but �t was face to face w�th the b�tter fact that the
nat�on was drunk w�th the strong w�ne of freedom. The t�me had not
yet arr�ved when the masses could be expected to recogn�ze the
d�st�nct�on between l�berty w�th�n the law and the l�cense that leads
always to tyranny. It takes t�me and exper�ence of freedom to teach
the stern lesson that, as Rousseau has �t, freedom comes by way of
self-�mposed compuls�ons to be free.

The offens�ve wh�ch Kerensky had urged and planned began on July
1st and �ts �n�t�al success was encourag�ng. It seemed as though the
m�racle of the restorat�on of the Russ�an army had been ach�eved,
desp�te everyth�ng. Here was an army whose k�lled and dead already
amounted to more than three m�ll�on men,[20] an army wh�ch had



suffered �ncred�ble hardsh�ps, aga�n go�ng �nto battle w�th songs. On
the 1st of July more than th�rty-s�x thousand pr�soners were taken by
the Russ�ans on the southwestern front. Then came the trag�c
harvest of the Bolshev�st propaganda. In northeastern Gal�c�a the
607th Russ�an Reg�ment left the trenches and forced other un�ts to
do the same th�ng, open�ng a clear way for the German advance.
Reg�ment after reg�ment refused to obey orders. Off�cers were
brutally murdered by the�r men. Along a front of more than one
hundred and f�fty m�les the Russ�ans, greatly super�or �n numbers,
retreated w�thout attempt�ng to f�ght, wh�le the enemy stead�ly
advanced. Th�s was made poss�ble by the ag�tat�on of the Bolshev�k�,
espec�ally by the mut�ny wh�ch they provoked among the troops �n
the garr�son at Petrograd. On the 17th of July, at the very t�me when
the separat�st movement �n the Ukra�ne, the res�gnat�on of the
Const�tut�onal Democrats from the government, and the revolt and
treachery among the troops had produced a grave cr�s�s, se�z�ng the
opportun�ty afforded by the general chaos, the Bolshev�k� attempted
to real�ze the�r a�m of establ�sh�ng what they called a "d�ctatorsh�p of
the proletar�at," but wh�ch was �n real�ty the d�ctatorsh�p of a small
part of the proletar�at. There was no pretense that they represented
a major�ty of the proletar�at, even. It was a desperate effort to �mpose
the d�ctatorsh�p of a small m�nor�ty of the proletar�at upon the whole
nat�on. For two days the revolt lasted, more than f�ve hundred men,
women, and ch�ldren be�ng k�lled �n the streets of Petrograd.

On the 20th Pr�nce Lvov res�gned as Prem�er. In the mean t�me the
Bolshev�st upr�s�ng had been put down by Cossack troops and the
leaders were �n h�d�ng. Kerensky stepped �nto Lvov's pos�t�on as
Prem�er and cont�nued to address h�mself to the task of br�ng�ng
order out of the chaos. There could not have been any self�sh
amb�t�on �n th�s; no place-hunter would have attempted to bear the
heavy burden Kerensky then assumed, espec�ally w�th h�s
knowledge of the ser�ousness of the s�tuat�on. He knew that the
undertak�ng was pract�cally hopeless, yet he determ�ned never to
g�ve up the struggle so long as there was a s�ngle th�ng to be done
and h�s comrades des�red h�m to do �t.[21]



There had been created a revolut�onary body represent�ng all the
organ�zed workers, called the Un�ted Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the All-
Russ�an Counc�ls of Workmen's, Sold�ers' and Peasants' Delegates,
a body of more than three hundred elected representat�ves of the
var�ous Sov�ets. They represented the v�ews of many m�ll�ons. Th�s
body v�gorously denounced the Bolshev�k� and rall�ed to the support
of Kerensky and h�s colleagues. In a Man�festo to the people the
Bolshev�k� were charged w�th respons�b�l�ty for the blood of all who
had been sla�n �n the upr�s�ng. On July 21st a second Man�festo was
�ssued by the Comm�ttee call�ng upon the workers to uphold the
government so long as the author�zed representat�ves of the work�ng
class determ�ned that to be the proper course to follow. The charge
that Len�ne, Z�nov�ev, Trotzky, and others were act�ng under German
�nstruct�ons and rece�v�ng German money spread unt�l �t was upon
almost every tongue �n Petrograd. On July 24th Gregory Alex�nsky, a
well-known Soc�al�st, �n h�s paper, Bez L�sn�h Slov, publ�shed a
c�rcumstant�al story of German �ntr�gue �n the Ukra�ne, revealed by
one Yermolenko, an ens�gn �n the 16th S�ber�an Reg�ment, who had
been sent to Russ�a by the German Government. Th�s Yermolenko
charged that Len�ne had been �nstructed by the author�t�es �n Berl�n,
just as he h�mself had been, and that Len�ne had been furn�shed w�th
almost unl�m�ted funds by the German Government, the arrangement
be�ng that �t was to be forwarded through one Svendson, at
Stockholm.[22] By a vote of 300 to 11 the Un�ted Execut�ve
Comm�ttee of the All-Russ�an Counc�ls of Workmen's, Sold�ers' and
Peasants' Delegates adopted the follow�ng resolut�on:

The whole Revolut�onary Democracy des�res that the Bolshev�k�
group accused of hav�ng organ�zed d�sorders, or �nc�t�ng revolt, or of
hav�ng rece�ved money from German sources be tr�ed publ�cly. In
consequence, the Execut�ve Comm�ttee cons�ders �t absolutely
�nadm�ss�ble that Len�ne and Z�nov�ev should escape just�ce, and
demands that the Bolshev�k� fact�on �mmed�ately and categor�cally
express �ts censure of the conduct of �ts leaders.

Later on, under the "terror," there was some pretense of an
"�nvest�gat�on" of the charge that Len�ne and others had rece�ved
German money, but there has never been a genu�ne �nvest�gat�on so



far as �s known. Groups of Russ�an Soc�al�sts belong�ng to var�ous
part�es and groups have asked that a comm�ss�on of well-known
Soc�al�sts from the lead�ng countr�es of Europe and from the Un�ted
States, furn�shed w�th rel�able �nterpreters, be sent to Russ�a to make
a thorough �nvest�gat�on of the charge.

The Un�ted Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the workers' organ�zat�ons
adopted a resolut�on demand�ng that all members and all fact�ons,
and the members of all aff�l�ated bod�es, obey the mandate of the
major�ty, and that all major�ty dec�s�ons be absolutely obeyed. They
took the pos�t�on—too late, alas!—that the w�ll of the major�ty must
be observed, s�nce the only alternat�ve was the rule of the major�ty
by the aggress�ve m�nor�ty. Repress�ve measures aga�nst the
Bolshev�k� were adopted by the Kerensky Cab�net w�th the full
approval of the Comm�ttee. Some of the Bolshev�k papers were
suppressed and the death penalty, wh�ch had been abol�shed at the
very beg�nn�ng of the Revolut�on, was part�ally restored �n that �t was
ordered that �t should be appl�ed to tra�tors and deserters at the front.
Len�ne and Z�nov�ev were �n h�d�ng, but Trotzky, Kamenev,
Alexandra Kollontay, and many other noted Bolshev�k� were
�mpr�soned for a few days.

It was Kerensky's hope that by arrang�ng for an early conference by
the All�es, at wh�ch the war a�ms would be restated �n terms s�m�lar to
those wh�ch Pres�dent W�lson had employed, and by def�n�tely f�x�ng
the date for the Const�tuent Assembly elect�ons, September 30th,
wh�le sternly repress�ng the Bolshev�k�, �t m�ght be poss�ble to save
Russ�a. But �t was too late. Desp�te h�s almost superhuman efforts,
and the loyal support of the great major�ty of the Sov�ets, he was
defeated. Day after day cond�t�ons at the front grew worse. By the
beg�nn�ng of August pract�cally the whole of Gal�c�a was �n the hands
of the Germans. Russ�an sold�ers �n large numbers retreated before
�nfer�or numbers of Germans, refus�ng to str�ke a blow. Germans
furn�shed them w�th �mmense quant�t�es of sp�r�ts, and an orgy of
drunkenness took place. The red flag was borne by debauched and
drunken mobs. What a fate for the symbol of un�versal freedom and
human brotherhood!



It was a t�me of terr�ble stra�n and upheaval. Cr�s�s followed upon
cr�s�s. Chernov res�gned h�s pos�t�on as M�n�ster of Agr�culture.
Kerensky res�gned as Prem�er, but the members of the Prov�s�onal
Government by unan�mous vote decl�ned to accept the res�gnat�on.
They called a jo�nt meet�ng of all the Cab�net, of leaders of all
pol�t�cal part�es, of the Duma, of the Sov�ets of workers, peasants,
and sold�ers. At th�s meet�ng the whole cr�t�cal s�tuat�on was
d�scussed and all present jo�ned �n demand�ng that Kerensky
cont�nue �n off�ce. The pol�t�cal part�es represented were the Soc�al
Democrats, the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts, the Democrat�c Rad�cals,
the Labor Un�on party, the Popular Soc�al�sts, and the Const�tut�onal
Democrats. From these groups came an appeal wh�ch Kerensky
could not deny. He sa�d:

"In v�ew of the ev�dent �mposs�b�l�ty of establ�sh�ng, by means of a
comprom�se between the var�ous pol�t�cal groups, Soc�al�st as well
as non-Soc�al�st, a strong revolut�onary government ... I was obl�ged
to res�gn. Fr�day's conference, ... after a prolonged d�scuss�on,
resulted �n the part�es represented at the conference dec�d�ng to
�ntrust me w�th the task of reconstruct�ng the government.
Cons�der�ng �t �mposs�ble for me �n the present c�rcumstances, when
defeat w�thout and d�s�ntegrat�on w�th�n are threaten�ng the country,
to w�thdraw from the heavy task wh�ch �s now �ntrusted to me, I
regard th�s task as an express order of the country to construct a
strong revolut�onary government �n the shortest poss�ble t�me and �n
sp�te of all the obstacles wh�ch m�ght ar�se."

For the second t�me Kerensky was Prem�er at the head of a Coal�t�on
M�n�stry. No other government was poss�ble for Russ�a except a
strong despot�sm. Theor�sts m�ght debate the adv�sab�l�ty of such
coal�t�on, but the stern real�ty was that noth�ng else was poss�ble.
The leader of the peasants, Chernov, returned to h�s old post as
M�n�ster of Agr�culture and the Const�tut�onal Democrats took the�r
share of the burden. There were s�x part�es and groups �n the new
Cab�net, four of them of var�ous shades of Soc�al�sm and two of them
l�beral bourgeo�s�e. Never before, perhaps, and certa�nly only rarely,
�f ever, have men essayed a heav�er or more d�ff�cult task than that
wh�ch th�s new Prov�s�onal Government undertook.



Hero�cally Kerensky sought to make successful the efforts of
General Korn�lov, as commander-�n-ch�ef, to restore order and
d�sc�pl�ne �n the army, but �t was too late. The d�s�ntegrat�on had
gone too far. The measures wh�ch the Revolut�onary Democracy had
�ntroduced �nto the army, �n the hope of real�z�ng freedom, had
reduced �t to a w�ld mob. Off�cers were butchered by the�r men;
reg�ment after reg�ment deserted �ts post and, �n some �nstances,
attempted to make a separate peace w�th the enemy, even offer�ng
to pay �ndemn�t�es. Moreover, the �ndustr�al organ�zat�on of the
country had been utterly demoral�zed. The manufacture of army
suppl�es had fallen off more than 60 per cent., w�th the result that the
state of affa�rs was worse than �n the most corrupt per�od of the old
rég�me.

XI

It became ev�dent to the Prov�s�onal Government that someth�ng b�g
and dramat�c must be done, w�thout wa�t�ng for the results of the
Const�tuent Assembly elect�ons. Accord�ngly, �t was dec�ded to call
together a great extraord�nary counc�l, represent�ng all classes and
all part�es, to cons�der the s�tuat�on and the best means of meet�ng �t.
The Extraord�nary Nat�onal Conference, as �t was called, was
opened �n Moscow, on August 26th, w�th more than fourteen
hundred members �n attendance. Some of these members—
pr�nc�pally those from the Sov�ets—had been elected as delegates,
but the others had been �nv�ted by the government and could not be
sa�d to speak as author�zed representat�ves. There were about one
hundred and n�nety men who had been members of one or other of
the Dumas; one hundred representat�ves of the peasants' Sov�ets
and other peasant organ�zat�ons; about two hundred and th�rty
representat�ves of the Sov�ets of �ndustr�al workers and of sold�ers;
more than three hundred from co-operat�ves; about one hundred and
e�ghty from the trade-un�ons; about one hundred and f�fty from
mun�c�pal�t�es; one hundred and f�fty representat�ves of banks and
�ndustr�al concerns, and about one hundred and twenty from the
Un�on of Zemstvos and Towns. It was a Conference more thoroughly
representat�ve of Russ�a than any that had ever been held. There



were, �ndeed, no representat�ves of the old rég�me, and there were
few representat�ves of the Bolshev�k�. The former had no place �n the
new Russ�a that was struggl�ng for �ts ex�stence; the repress�ve
measures that had been found necessary accounted for the scant
representat�on of the latter.

It was to th�s Conference that Pres�dent W�lson sent h�s famous
message g�v�ng the assurance of "every mater�al and moral
ass�stance" to the people and government of Russ�a. For three days
the great assembly debated and l�stened to speeches from men
represent�ng every sect�on of the country, every class, and every
party. Kerensky, Tseretell�, Tchche�dze, Boubl�kov, Plechanov,
Kropotk�n, Breshkovskaya, and others, spoke for the workers;
General Korn�lov and General Kaled�ne spoke for the m�l�tary
command; M�l�ukov, Nekrasov, Guchkov, Maklakov, and others
spoke for the bourgeo�s�e. At t�mes feel�ng ran h�gh, as m�ght have
been expected, but throughout the great gather�ng there was
d�splayed a remarkable unan�m�ty of feel�ng and �mmed�ate purpose;
a common resolve to support the Prov�s�onal Government, to re-
establ�sh d�sc�pl�ne �n the army and navy, to rema�n loyal to the
All�es, and reject w�th scorn all offers of a separate peace, and to
work for the success of the Const�tuent Assembly.

But, notw�thstand�ng the un�ty upon these �mmed�ately v�tal po�nts,
the Moscow Conference showed that there was st�ll a great gulf
between the classes, and that no matter how they m�ght co-operate
to meet and overcome the per�l that hung over the nat�on l�ke the
sword of Damocles, there could be no un�ty �n work�ng out the great
econom�c and soc�al program wh�ch must be the bas�s for the Soc�al
Democrat�c commonwealth wh�ch the workers sought to establ�sh,
and wh�ch the bourgeo�s elements feared almost as much as they
feared the tr�umph of Germany. In some respects the Conference
�ntens�f�ed class feel�ng and added to, �nstead of lessen�ng, the c�v�l
str�fe. The Bolshev�k� were not slow to explo�t th�s fact. They po�nted
to the Conference as ev�dence of a des�re on the part of the Soc�al�st
M�n�sters, and of the off�c�als of the Sov�ets, to comprom�se w�th the
bourgeo�s�e. Th�s propaganda had �ts effect and Bolshev�sm grew �n
consequence, espec�ally �n Petrograd.



Then followed the d�sastrous m�l�tary and pol�t�cal events wh�ch
made �t pract�cally �mposs�ble for the Kerensky government to stand.
At the front the sold�ers were st�ll revolt�ng, desert�ng, and retreat�ng.
Korn�lov was qu�te helpless. Germany began a new offens�ve, and
on September 2d German arm�es crossed the Dv�na near R�ga. On
September 3d R�ga was surrendered to the Germans �n the most
shameful manner and pan�c re�gned �n Petrograd. Then on the 9th
came the revolt of Korn�lov aga�nst the Prov�s�onal Government and
the vulgar quarrel between h�m and Kerensky. Korn�lov charged that
the Prov�s�onal Government, under pressure from the Bolshev�k�,
was play�ng �nto the hands of the German General Staff. Kerensky,
backed by the rest of the Cab�net, ordered Korn�lov's removal, wh�le
Korn�lov despatched a d�v�s�on of troops, drawn from the front,
aga�nst Petrograd.

It was a most d�sastrous confl�ct for wh�ch no adequate explanat�on
can be found except �n the stra�ned mental cond�t�on of all the
pr�nc�pal part�es concerned. In less strenuous t�mes, and �n a calmer
atmosphere, the two leaders, equally patr�ot�c, would have found no
d�ff�culty �n remov�ng m�sunderstand�ngs. As th�ngs were, a
m�sch�evous �ntermed�ary, and two men suffer�ng the effects of a
prolonged and �ntense nervous stra�n, prov�ded all the elements of a
d�saster. Korn�lov's revolt was crushed w�thout great trouble and w�th
very l�ttle bloodshed, Korn�lov h�mself be�ng arrested. The Sov�ets
stood by the Prov�s�onal Government, for they saw �n the revolt the
attempt to set up a personal d�ctatorsh�p. Even the Bolshev�k� were
temporar�ly sobered by the sudden appearance of the "man on
horseback." Kerensky, by d�rect�on of h�s colleagues, became
commander-�n-ch�ef of the Russ�an arm�es. Always, �t seemed,
through every calam�ty, all part�es except the Bolshev�k� agreed that
he was the one man strong enough to undertake the heav�est and
hardest tasks.

Toward the end of September what may be termed the Kerensky
rég�me entered upon �ts last phase. For reasons wh�ch have been
already set forth, the Bolshev�k� kept up a b�tter attack upon the
Prov�s�onal Government, and upon the off�c�al leaders of the Sov�ets,
on account of the Moscow Conference. They demanded that the



Un�ted Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�ets convoke a new
Conference. They contended that the Moscow Conference had been
convoked by the government, not by the Sov�ets, and that the Un�ted
Execut�ve Comm�ttee must act for the latter. The Un�ted Execut�ve
Comm�ttee compl�ed and summoned a new Nat�onal Democrat�c
Conference, wh�ch assembled on September 27th. By th�s t�me, as a
result of the exhaust�on of the pat�ence of many workers, many of
the Sov�ets had ceased to ex�st, wh�le others ex�sted on paper only.
Accord�ng to the Izvestya Soveta, there had been more than e�ght
hundred reg�on organ�zat�ons at one t�me, many scores of wh�ch had
d�sappeared. Accord�ng to the same author�ty, the peasants were
draw�ng away from the Workers' and Sold�ers' Sov�ets. The Un�ted
Execut�ve Comm�ttee, wh�ch had been elected �n June, was, of
course, dom�nated by ant�-Bolshev�k�—that �s, by Menshev�k Soc�al
Democrats and by Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts.

The Democrat�c Conference was not conf�ned to the Sov�ets. It
embraced delegates from Sov�ets of peasants, sold�ers, and
�ndustr�al workers; from mun�c�pal�t�es, from zemstvos, co-operat�ves,
and other organ�zat�ons. It d�ffered from the Moscow Conference
pr�nc�pally �n that the delegates were elected and that �t d�d not
�nclude so many representat�ves of the cap�tal�st class. The petty
bourgeo�s�e was represented, but not the great cap�tal�sts. There
were more than a thousand members �n attendance at th�s
Democrat�c Conference, wh�ch was dom�nated by the most
moderate sect�on of the Soc�al Democrats. The Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts were not very numerous.

Th�s Conference created another Coal�t�on Cab�net, the last of the
Kerensky rég�me. Kerensky cont�nued as Prem�er and as
commander-�n-ch�ef of the army. There were �n the Cab�net f�ve
Soc�al Democrats, two Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts, e�ght Const�tut�onal
Democrats, and two non-part�sans. It was therefore as far as �ts
predecessors from meet�ng the standards �ns�sted upon by many
rad�cal Soc�al�sts, who, wh�le not Bolshev�k�, st�ll bel�eved that there
should be at least an absolute Soc�al�st predom�nance �n the
Prov�s�onal Government. Of course, the new Coal�t�on M�n�stry
�nfur�ated the Bolshev�k�. From h�s h�d�ng-place Len�ne �ssued a



ser�es of "Letters to the Comrades," wh�ch were publ�shed �n the
Raboch�y Put, �n wh�ch he urged the necess�ty of an armed upr�s�ng
l�ke that of July, only upon a larger scale. In these letters he scoffed
at the Const�tuent Assembly as a poor th�ng to sat�sfy hungry men.
Meanwh�le, Trotzky, out of pr�son aga�n, and other Bolshev�k leaders
were ag�tat�ng by speeches, proclamat�ons, and newspaper art�cles
for an upr�s�ng. The Prov�s�onal Government dared not try to
suppress them. Its hold upon the people was now too weak.

The Democrat�c Conference �ntroduced one �nnovat�on. It created a
Prel�m�nary Parl�ament, as the new body came to be known, though
�ts f�rst off�c�al t�tle was the Prov�s�onal Counc�l of the Republ�c. Th�s
new body was to funct�on as a parl�ament unt�l the Const�tuent
Assembly convened, when �t would g�ve place to whatever form of
parl�amentary body the Const�tuent Assembly m�ght create. Th�s
Prel�m�nary Parl�ament and �ts funct�ons were thus descr�bed:



Th�s Counc�l, �n wh�ch all classes of the populat�on w�ll be
represented, and �n wh�ch the delegates elected to the Democrat�c
Conference w�ll also part�c�pate, w�ll be g�ven the r�ght of address�ng
quest�ons to the government and of secur�ng repl�es to them �n a
def�n�te per�od of t�me, of work�ng out leg�slat�ve acts and d�scuss�ng
all those quest�ons wh�ch w�ll be presented for cons�derat�on by the
Prov�s�onal Government, as well as those wh�ch w�ll ar�se on �ts own
�n�t�at�ve. Rest�ng on the co-operat�on of such a Counc�l, the
government, preserv�ng, �n accordance w�th �ts pledge, the un�ty of
the governmental power created by the Revolut�on, w�ll regard �t �ts
duty to cons�der the great publ�c s�gn�f�cance of such a Counc�l �n all
�ts acts up to the t�me when the Const�tuent Assembly g�ves full and
complete representat�on to all classes of the populat�on of Russ�a.

Th�s Prel�m�nary Parl�ament was really another Duma—that �s, �t was
a very l�m�ted parl�amentary body. Its l�fe was short and qu�te
uneventful. It assembled for the f�rst t�me on October 8th and was
d�spersed by the Bolshev�k� on November 7th. When �t assembled
there were 555 members—the number f�xed by the decree of the
Prov�s�onal Government. Of these, 53 were Bolshev�k�, but these
w�thdrew almost at the open�ng w�th three others, thus reduc�ng the
actual membersh�p of the body to less than f�ve hundred. Even w�th
the Bolshev�k� w�thdrawn, when Kerensky appeared before the
Prel�m�nary Parl�ament on November 6th and made h�s last appeal, a
resolut�on express�ng conf�dence �n h�s government was carr�ed only
by a small major�ty. Only about three hundred members were �n
attendance on th�s occas�on, and of these 123 voted the express�on
of conf�dence, wh�le 102 voted aga�nst �t, and 26 decl�ned to vote at
all.

The Bolshev�k� had forced the Un�ted Execut�ve Comm�ttee to
convene a new All-Russ�an Congress of Sov�ets, and the date of �ts
meet�ng had been f�xed at November 7th. Wh�le the elect�ons and
arrangements for th�s Congress were proceed�ng, the Bolshev�k�
were act�vely and openly organ�z�ng an upr�s�ng. In the�r papers and
at the�r meet�ngs they announced that on November 7th there would
be an armed upr�s�ng aga�nst the government. The�r �ntent�ons were,



therefore, thoroughly well known, and �t was bel�eved that the
government had taken every necessary step to repress any attempt
to carry those �ntent�ons �nto pract�ce. It was sa�d that of the
delegates to the All-Russ�an Congress of Sov�ets-number�ng 676 as
aga�nst more than one thousand at the former Congress of peasant
Sov�ets alone—a major�ty were Bolshev�k�. It was charged that the
Bolshev�k� had �nt�m�dated many workers �nto vot�ng for the�r
cand�dates; that they had, �n some �nstances, put forward the�r men
as ant�-Bolshev�k� and secured the�r elect�on by false pretenses; that
they had pract�sed fraud �n many �nstances. It was qu�te certa�n that
a great many Sov�ets had refused to send delegates, and that many
thousands of workers, and these all ant�-Bolshev�k�, had s�mply
grown weary and d�sgusted w�th the whole struggle. Whatever the
explanat�on m�ght be, the fact rema�ned that of the 676 delegates
390 were generally rated as Bolshev�k�, wh�le 230 were Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts and Menshev�k�. Not all of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts
could be counted as ant�-Bolshev�k�, moreover. There were f�fty-s�x
delegates whose pos�t�on was not qu�te clearly def�ned, but who
were regarded as be�ng, �f not Bolshev�k�, at least ant�-government.
For the f�rst t�me �n the whole struggle the Bolshev�k� apparently had
a major�ty of delegates �n a work�ng-class convent�on.

On the n�ght of the 6th, a few hours before the open�ng of the
Congress of Sov�ets, the Bolshev�k� struck the blow they had been
so carefully plann�ng. They were not met w�th the res�stance they
had expected—for reasons wh�ch have never been sat�sfactor�ly
expla�ned. Kerensky recogn�zed that �t was useless for h�m to
attempt to carry on the f�ght. The Bolshev�k� had organ�zed the�r Red
Guards, and these, d�rected by m�l�tary leaders, occup�ed the
pr�nc�pal government bu�ld�ngs, such as the central telephone and
telegraph off�ces, the m�l�tary-staff barracks, and so on. Part of the
Petrograd garr�son jo�ned w�th the Bolshev�k�, the other part s�mply
refus�ng to do anyth�ng. On the morn�ng of November 7th the
members of the Prov�s�onal Government were arrested �n the W�nter
Palace, but Kerensky managed to escape. The Bolshev�k coup d'état
was thus accompl�shed pract�cally w�thout bloodshed. A new
government was formed, called the Counc�l of People's



Comm�ssar�es, of wh�ch N�kola� Len�ne was Pres�dent and Leon
Trotzky Comm�ss�oner for Fore�gn Affa�rs. The "d�ctatorsh�p of the
proletar�at" was thus begun. Kerensky's attempt to rally forces
enough to put an end to th�s d�ctatorsh�p was a pathet�c fa�lure, as �t
was bound to be. It was l�ke the last f�tful fl�cker w�th wh�ch a great
flame d�es. The masses wanted peace—for that they would tolerate
even a d�ctatorsh�p.



CHAPTER VI

THE BOLSHEVIK WAR AGAINST DEMOCRACY

I

The defenders and supporters of the Bolshev�k� have made much of
the fact that there was very l�ttle bloodshed connected w�th the
successful Bolshev�k upr�s�ng �n Petrograd. That ought not to be
perm�tted, however, to obscure the fundamental fact that �t was a
m�l�tary coup d'état, the tr�umph of brute force over the w�ll of the vast
major�ty of the people. It was a cr�me aga�nst democracy. That the
people were pass�ve, worn out, and d�stracted, content to wa�t for the
Const�tuent Assembly, only makes the Bolshev�k cr�me appear the
greater. Let us cons�der the facts very br�efly. Less than three weeks
away was the date set for the Const�tuent Assembly elect�ons.
Campa�gns for the elect�on of representat�ves to that great
democrat�c convent�on were already �n progress. It was to be the
most democrat�c const�tut�onal convent�on that ever ex�sted �n any
country, �ts members be�ng elected by the ent�re populat�on, every
man and woman �n Russ�a be�ng ent�tled to vote. The suffrage was
equal, d�rect, un�versal, and secret.

Moreover, there was a great democrat�c reconstruct�on of the nat�on
actually �n progress at the t�me. The bu�ld�ng up of autonomous
democrat�c local govern�ng bod�es, �n the shape of a new type of
zemstvos, was rap�dly progress�ng. The old-t�me zemstvos had been
undemocrat�c and d�d not represent the work�ng-people, but the new
zemstvos were composed of representat�ves nom�nated and elected
by un�versal suffrage, equal, secret, and d�rect. Instead of be�ng very
l�m�ted �n the�r powers as the old zemstvos were, the new zemstvos
were charged w�th all the ord�nary funct�ons of local government. The
elect�ons to these bod�es served as an adm�rable pract�cal educat�on



�n democracy, mak�ng �t more certa�n than would otherw�se have
been the case that the Russ�an people would know how to use the�r
new pol�t�cal �nstrument so as to secure a Const�tuent Assembly fully
represent�ng the�r w�ll and the�r des�re.

At the same t�me act�ve preparat�ons for hold�ng the elect�on of
members to the Const�tuent Assembly were actually under way. The
Soc�al�st part�es were mak�ng spec�al efforts to educate the �ll�terate
voters how to use the�r ballots correctly. The Prov�s�onal
Government, on �ts part, was push�ng the preparat�ons for the
elect�ons as rap�dly as poss�ble. All over the country spec�al courts
were establ�shed, �n central places, to tra�n the necessary workers so
that the elect�ons m�ght be properly conducted. Above all, the great
problem of the soc�al�zat�on of the land wh�ch had been ag�tated for
so many years had now reached the stage at wh�ch �ts solut�on m�ght
almost have been sa�d to be complete. The Nat�onal Sov�et of
Peasants, together w�th the Soc�al�st Revolut�onary party, had
formulated a law on the subject wh�ch represented the asp�rat�on and
the best thought of the leaders of the peasants' movement. That law
had been approved �n the Counc�l of M�n�sters and was ready for
�mmed�ate promulgat�on. Peasant leaders l�ke Chernov, Rak�tn�kov,
V�kh�l�aev, and Maslov had put an �mmense amount of work �nto the
formulat�on of th�s law, wh�ch a�med to avo�d anarchy, to see to �t that
�nstead of an �nd�v�dual�st�c scramble by the peasants for the land, �n
small and unorgan�zed hold�ngs, the problem should be sc�ent�f�cally
dealt w�th, lands be�ng justly d�str�buted among the peasant
communes, and among the peasants who had been despo�led, and
large estates co-operat�vely organ�zed and managed.

All th�s the Bolshev�k� knew, for �t was common knowledge. There �s
no truth whatever �n the cla�m set up by many of the apolog�sts for
the Bolshev�k� that they became enraged and resorted to desperate
tact�cs because noth�ng effect�ve was be�ng done to real�ze the a�ms
of the Revolut�on, to translate �ts �deals �nto fact. Qu�te the contrary �s
true. The Bolshev�k �nsurrect�on was prec�p�tated by �ts leaders
prec�sely because they saw that the Prov�s�onal Government was
loyally and �ntell�gently carry�ng out the program of the Revolut�on, �n



co-operat�on w�th the major�ty of the work�ng-class organ�zat�ons and
the�r leaders.

The Bolshev�k� d�d not want the �deals of the Revolut�on to be
real�zed, for the very s�mple reason that they were opposed to those
�deals. In all the long struggle from Herzen to Kerensky the
revolut�onary movement of Russ�a had stood for pol�t�cal democracy
f�rst of all. Now, at the moment when pol�t�cal democracy was be�ng
real�zed, the Bolshev�k� sought to k�ll �t and to set up someth�ng else
—namely, a d�ctatorsh�p of a small party of less than two hundred
thousand over a nat�on of one hundred and e�ghty m�ll�ons. There
can be no d�spute as to th�s a�m; �t has been stated by Len�ne w�th
great frankness. "Just as one hundred and f�fty thousand lordly
landowners under Czar�sm dom�nated the one hundred and th�rty
m�ll�ons of Russ�an peasants, so two hundred thousand members of
the Bolshev�k party are �mpos�ng the�r proletar�an w�ll on the mass,
but th�s t�me �n the �nterest of the latter."[23]

Len�ne's f�gures probably exaggerate the Bolshev�k numbers, but,
assum�ng them to be accurate, can anybody �n h�s r�ght m�nd,
know�ng anyth�ng of the h�story of the Russ�an revolut�onary
movement, bel�eve that the subst�tut�on of a rul�ng class of one
hundred and f�fty thousand by one of two hundred thousand, to
govern a nat�on of one hundred and e�ghty m�ll�ons, was the end to
wh�ch so many l�ves were sacr�f�ced? Can any sane and s�ncere
person bel�eve that the class dom�nat�on descr�bed by the great
arch-Bolshev�k h�mself comes w�th�n measurable d�stance of be�ng
as much of a real�zat�on of the �deals of the Revolut�on as d�d the
Const�tuent Assembly plan w�th �ts bas�s of pol�t�cal democracy,
un�versal, equal, d�rect, secret, all-determ�n�ng suffrage? We do not
forget Len�ne's statement that th�s new dom�nat�on of the people by a
rul�ng m�nor�ty d�ffers from the old rég�me �n that the Bolshev�k� are
�mpos�ng the�r w�ll upon the mass "�n the �nterest of the latter." What
rul�ng class ever fa�led to make that cla�m? Was �t not the hab�t of the
Czars, all of them, dur�ng the whole revolut�onary epoch, to �ndulge
�n the p�ous cant of procla�m�ng that they were mot�ved only by the�r
sol�c�tude for the �nterests and well-be�ng of the peasants?



It �s a cur�ous �llustrat�on of the superf�c�al character of the Bolshev�st
mental�ty that a man so g�fted �ntellectually as Len�ne undoubtedly �s
should advance �n just�f�cat�on of h�s pol�cy a plea so repugnant to
moral�ty and �ntell�gence, and that �t should be qu�etly accepted by
men and women call�ng themselves rad�cal revolut�on�sts. Some
years ago a well-known Amer�can cap�tal�st announced w�th great
solemn�ty that he and men l�ke h�mself were the agents of
Prov�dence, charged w�th manag�ng �ndustry "for the good of the
people." Naturally, h�s naïve cla�m provoked the scornful laughter of
every rad�cal �n the land. Yet, strange as �t may seem, whenever I
have po�nted out to popular aud�ences that Len�ne asserted the r�ght
of two hundred thousand proletar�ans to �mpose the�r rule upon
Russ�a, always, w�thout a s�ngle except�on, some defender of the
Bolshev�k�—generally a Soc�al�st or a member of the I.W.W.—has
entered the plea, "Yes, but �t �s for the good of the people!"

If the Bolshev�k� had wanted to see the real�zat�on of the �deals of the
Revolut�on, they would have found �n the cond�t�ons ex�st�ng
�mmed�ately pr�or to the�r �nsurrect�on a challenge call�ng them to the
serv�ce of the nat�on, �n support of the Prov�s�onal Government and
the Prel�m�nary Parl�ament. They would have perm�tted noth�ng to
�mper�l the success of the program that was so well advanced. As �t
was, determ�nat�on to defeat that program was the�r �mpell�ng mot�ve.
Not only d�d they fear and oppose pol�t�cal democracy; they were
equally opposed to democracy �n �ndustry, to that democracy �n the
econom�c l�fe of the nat�on wh�ch every Soc�al�st movement �n the
world had at all t�mes acknowledged to be �ts goal. As we shall see,
they un�ted to pol�t�cal d�ctatorsh�p �ndustr�al d�ctatorsh�p. They d�d
not want democracy, but power; they d�d not want peace, even, as
they wanted power.

The most pa�nstak�ng and sympathet�c study of the Russ�an
Revolut�on w�ll not d�sclose any great �deal or pr�nc�ple, moral or
pol�t�cal, underly�ng the d�st�nct�ve Bolshev�k ag�tat�on and program.
Noth�ng could well be farther from the truth than the v�ew taken by
many am�able people who, wh�le d�savow�ng the act�ons of the
Bolshev�k�, seek to m�t�gate the judgment wh�ch mank�nd pronounces
aga�nst them by the plea that, after all, they are extreme �deal�sts,



m�sgu�ded, of course, but, nevertheless, �nsp�red by a noble �deal;
that they are try�ng, as John Brown and many others have tr�ed, to
real�ze a great �deal, but have been made �ncapable of see�ng the�r
�deal �n �ts proper perspect�ve, and, therefore, of mak�ng the
comprom�ses and adjustments wh�ch the transmutat�on of �deals to
real�ty always requ�res.

No sympath�zer w�th Russ�a—certa�nly no Soc�al�st—can fa�l to w�sh
that th�s �ndulgent cr�t�c�sm were true. Its acceptance would l�ghten
the darkest chapter �n Russ�an h�story, and, at the same t�me,
remove from the great �nternat�onal Soc�al�st movement a shameful
reproach. But the facts are �ncompat�ble w�th such a theory. Instead
of be�ng fanat�cal �deal�sts, �ncapable of comprom�ses and
adjustments, the Bolshev�k� have, from the very beg�nn�ng, been
loudly scornful of r�g�d and unbend�ng �deal�sm; have made
numerous comprom�ses, all�ances, and "pol�t�cal deals," and have
repeatedly sh�fted the�r ground �n accordance w�th pol�t�cal
exped�ency. They have been cons�stently loyal to no a�m save one—
the control of power. They have been opportun�sts of the most
extreme type. There �s not a s�ngle Soc�al�st or democrat�c pr�nc�ple
wh�ch they have not abandoned when �t served, the�r pol�t�cal ends;
not a s�ngle �nstrument, pr�nc�ple, or dev�ce of autocrat�c despot�sm
wh�ch they have not used when by so do�ng they could ga�n power.
For the motto of Bolshev�sm we m�ght well paraphrase the well-
known l�ne of Horace, and make �t read, "Get power, honestly, �f you
can, �f not—somehow or other."

Of course, th�s judgment appl�es only to Bolshev�sm as such: to the
spec�al and pecul�ar methods and �deas wh�ch d�st�ngu�sh the
Bolshev�k� from the�r fellow-Soc�al�sts. It �s not to be quest�oned that
as Soc�al�sts and revolut�on�sts they have been �nsp�red by some of
the great �deals common to all Soc�al�sts everywhere. But they
d�ffered from the great mass of Russ�an Soc�al�sts so fundamentally
that they separated themselves from them and became a separate
and d�st�nct party. That wh�ch caused th�s separat�on �s the essence
of Bolshev�sm—not the �deals held �n common. No understand�ng of
Bolshev�sm �s poss�ble unless th�s fundamental fact �s f�rst fully
understood. Power, to be ga�ned at any cost, and ruthlessly appl�ed,



by the proletar�an m�nor�ty, �s the bas�c pr�nc�ple of Bolshev�sm as a
d�st�nct form of revolut�onary movement. Of course, the Bolshev�k
leaders sought th�s power for no sord�d, self-aggrand�z�ng ends; they
are not self-seek�ng adventurers, as many would have us bel�eve.
They are s�ncerely and profoundly conv�nced that the goal of soc�al
and econom�c freedom and just�ce can be more eas�ly atta�ned by
the�r method than by the method of democrat�c Soc�al�sm. St�ll, the
fact rema�ns that what soc�al �deals they hold are no part of
Bolshev�sm. They are Soc�al�st �deals. Bolshev�sm �s a d�st�nct�ve
method and a program, and �ts essence �s the relentless use of
power by the proletar�at aga�nst the rest of soc�ety �n the same
manner that the bourgeo�s and m�l�tary rulers of nat�ons have
commonly used �t aga�nst the proletar�at. Bolshev�sm has s�mply
�nverted the old Czar�st rég�me.

The fa�rness and just�ce of th�s judgment are demonstrated by the
Bolshev�k� themselves. They denounced Kerensky's government for
not hold�ng the elect�ons for the Const�tuent Assembly sooner,
pos�ng as the champ�ons of the Const�tuante. When they had
themselves assumed control of the government they delayed the
meet�ng of the Const�tuent Assembly and then suppressed �t by force
of arms! They denounced Kerensky for hav�ng restored the death
penalty �n the army �n cases of gross treachery, profess�ng an
�ntense horror of cap�tal pun�shment as a form of "bourgeo�s
savagery." When they came �nto power they �nst�tuted cap�tal
pun�shment for c�v�l and pol�t�cal offenses, establ�sh�ng publ�c
hang�ngs and flogg�ngs as a means of �mpress�ng the populat�on![24]

They had b�tterly assa�led Kerensky for h�s "m�l�tar�sm," for try�ng to
bu�ld up the army and for urg�ng men to f�ght. In less cr�t�cal
c�rcumstances they themselves resorted to forced conscr�pt�on. They
condemned Kerensky and h�s colleagues for "�nterfer�ng w�th
freedom of speech and press." When they came �nto power they
suppressed all non-Bolshev�st papers and meet�ngs �n a manner
d�ffer�ng not at all from that of the Czar's rég�me, forc�ng the other
Soc�al�st part�es and groups to resort to the old pre-Revolut�on
"underground" methods.



The ev�dence of all these th�ngs, and th�ngs even worse than these,
�s conclus�ve and un�mpeachable. It �s conta�ned �n the records of the
Bolshev�k government, �n �ts publ�cat�ons, and �n the reports of the
great Soc�al�st part�es of Russ�a, off�c�ally made to the Internat�onal
Soc�al�st Bureau. Surely the ev�dence susta�ns the charge that,
whatever else they may or may not be, the Bolshev�k� are not
unbend�ng and uncomprom�s�ng �deal�sts of the type of John Brown
and W�ll�am Lloyd Garr�son, as they are so often represented as
be�ng by well-mean�ng sent�mental�sts whose �ndulgence of the
Bolshev�k� �s as unl�m�ted as the�r �gnorance concern�ng them.

Some day, perhaps, a competent psycholog�st w�ll attempt the task
of expla�n�ng the psychology of our fellow-c�t�zens who are so ready
to defend the Bolshev�k� for do�ng the very th�ngs they themselves
hate and condemn. In any l�st of men and women �n th�s country
fr�endly to the Bolshev�k� �t w�ll be found that they are pract�cally all
pac�f�sts and ant�-conscr�pt�on�sts, wh�le a great many are non-
res�stants and consc�ent�ous objectors to m�l�tary serv�ce. Pract�cally
all of them are v�gorous defenders of the freedom of the press, of the
r�ght of publ�c assemblage and of free speech. W�th the except�on of
a few Anarch�sts, they are almost un�versally strong advocates of
rad�cal pol�t�cal democracy. How can h�gh-m�nded and �ntell�gent
men and women—as many of them are—hold�ng such bel�efs as
these g�ve countenance to the Bolshev�k�, who b�tterly and resolutely
oppose all of them? How can they denounce Amer�ca's adopt�on of
conscr�pt�on and say that �t means that "Democracy �s dead �n
Amer�ca" wh�le, at the same t�me, ha�l�ng the b�rth of democracy �n
Russ�a, where conscr�pt�on �s enforced by the Bolshev�k�? How,
aga�n, can they at one and the same t�me condemn Amer�can
democracy for �ts �mperfect�ons, as �n the matter of suffrage, wh�le
uphold�ng and defend�ng the very men who, �n Russ�a, del�berately
set out to destroy the un�versal equal suffrage already ach�eved?
How can they demand freedom of the press and of assemblage,
even �n war-t�me, and denounce such restr�ct�ons as we have had to
endure here �n Amer�ca, and at the same t�me uphold the men
respons�ble for suppress�ng the press and publ�c assemblages �n
Russ�a �n a manner worse than was attempted by the Czar? Is there



no log�cal sense �n the average rad�cal's m�nd? Or can �t be that,
after all, the people who make up the Bolshev�st follow�ng, and who
are so much g�ven to engag�ng �n protest demonstrat�ons of var�ous
k�nds, are s�mply restless, unanchored sp�r�ts, for whom the st�mulant
and exc�tat�on of revolt �s a necess�ty? How many are s�mply v�ct�ms
of subtle neuroses occas�oned by sex derangements, by rel�g�ous
chaos, and s�m�lar causes?

II

The Bolshev�k rule began as a re�gn of terror. We must not make the
m�stake of suppos�ng that �t was �mposed upon the rest of Russ�a as
eas�ly as �t was �mposed upon Petrograd, where cond�t�ons were
except�onal. In the latter c�ty, w�th the ass�stance of the Preobrajensk�
and Sem�novsky reg�ments from the garr�son, and of detachments of
sa�lors from the Balt�c fleet, to all of whom most extravagant
prom�ses were made, the coup d'état was eas�ly managed w�th l�ttle
bloodshed. But �n a great many other places the Bolshev�st rule was
effected �n no such peaceful fash�on, but by means of a bloody
terror. Here, for example, �s the account of the manner �n wh�ch the
counter-revolut�on of the Bolshev�k� was accompl�shed at Saratov, as
g�ven by a competent eye-w�tness, a well-known Russ�an Soc�al�st
whose long and honorable serv�ce �n the revolut�onary movement
ent�tles her to the honor of every fr�end of Free Russ�a—Inna
Rak�tn�kov:[25]

Here ... �s how the Bolshev�st coup d'état took place at Saratov. I was
w�tness to these facts myself. Saratov �s a b�g un�vers�ty and
�ntellectual center, possess�ng a great number of schools, l�brar�es,
and d�vers assoc�at�ons des�gned to elevate the �ntellectual standard
of the populat�on. The Zemstvo of Saratov was one of the best �n
Russ�a. The peasant populat�on of th�s prov�nce, among whom the
revolut�onary Soc�al�st propaganda was carr�ed on for several years,
by the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party, �s w�de awake and well
organ�zed. The Mun�c�pal�ty and the Agr�cultural Comm�ttees were
composed of Soc�al�sts. The populat�on was act�vely prepar�ng for
the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly; the people d�scussed the



l�st of cand�dates, stud�ed the cand�dates' b�ograph�es, as well as the
programs of the d�fferent part�es. On the n�ght of October 28th
[November 10th, European calendar], by reason of an order that had
come from Petrograd, the Bolshev�k coup d'état broke out at Saratov.
The follow�ng forces were �ts �nstruments: the garr�son, wh�ch was a
stranger to the mass of the populat�on, a weak party of workers, and,
�n the capac�ty of leaders, some Intellectuals, who, up to that t�me,
had played no rôle �n the publ�c l�fe of the town.

It was �ndeed a m�l�tary coup d'état. The c�ty hall, where sat the
Soc�al�sts, who were elected by equal, d�rect, and secret un�versal
suffrage, was surrounded by sold�ers; mach�ne-guns were placed �n
front and the bombardment began. Th�s lasted a whole n�ght; some
were wounded, some k�lled. The mun�c�pal judges were arrested.
Soon after a Man�festo solemnly announced to the populat�on that
the "enem�es of the people," the "counter-revolut�onar�es," were
overthrown; that the power of Saratov was go�ng to pass �nto the
hands of the Sov�et (Bolshev�st) of the Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates.

As soon as the overthrow of the ex�st�ng author�t�es was effected and
the Bolshev�k�, through the�r Red Guards and other means, were �n a
pos�t�on to exert the�r author�ty, they resorted to every method of
oppress�on and repress�on known to the old autocrat�c rég�me. They
suppressed the papers of the Soc�al�st part�es and groups opposed
to them, and �n some �nstances conf�scated the plants, turned out the
ed�tors, and used the papers themselves. In one of h�s "Letters to the
Comrades," publ�shed �n the Raboch�y Put, a few days before the
�nsurrect�on, Len�ne had confessed that Kerensky had ma�nta�ned
freedom of the press and of assemblage. The passage �s worth
quot�ng, not only for the �nformat�on �t conta�ns concern�ng the
Kerensky rég�me, but also because �t affords a standard by wh�ch to
judge the Bolshev�k�. Len�ne wrote:

The Germans have only one L�ebknecht, no newspapers, no
freedom of assemblage, no counc�ls; they are work�ng aga�nst the
�ntense host�l�ty of all classes of the populat�on, �nclud�ng the wealthy
peasants—w�th the �mper�al�st bourgeo�s�e splend�dly organ�zed—



and yet the Germans are mak�ng some attempt at ag�tat�on; wh�le
we, w�th tens of papers, w�th freedom of assemblage, w�th the
major�ty of the Counc�l w�th us, we, the best s�tuated of all the
proletar�an �nternat�onal�sts, can we refuse to support the German
revolut�on�sts �n organ�z�ng a revolt?

That �t was not the "German revolut�on�sts" who �n November, 1917,
wanted the Russ�ans to revolt aga�nst the Kerensky government, but
the Major�ty Soc�al�sts, upon whom Len�ne had poured h�s contempt,
on the one hand, and the German General Staff, on the other hand,
�s a mere deta�l. The �mportant th�ng �s that Len�ne adm�tted that
under the Kerensky government the Russ�an workers, �nclud�ng the
Bolshev�k�, were "the best s�tuated of all the proletar�an
�nternat�onal�sts," and that they had "tens of papers, w�th freedom of
assemblage." In the face of such statements by Len�ne h�mself,
wr�tten a few days before the Bolshev�k counter-revolut�on, what
becomes of the charge that the suppress�on of popular l�bert�es
under Kerensky was one of the ma�n causes of the revolt of the
Bolshev�k�?

Aga�nst the tolerance of Kerensky, the arb�trary and despot�c
methods of the Bolshev�k� stand out �n strong contrast. Many non-
Bolshev�st Soc�al�st organs were suppressed; papers conta�n�ng
matter d�spleas�ng to the Bolshev�k author�t�es were suspended,
whole �ssues were conf�scated, and ed�tors were �mpr�soned,
prec�sely as �n the days of the Czar. It became necessary for the
Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts to �ssue the�r paper w�th a d�fferent t�tle, and
from a d�fferent place, every day. Here �s the test�mony of Inna
Rak�tn�kov aga�n, conta�ned �n an off�c�al report to the Internat�onal
Soc�al�st Bureau:

All the non-Bolshev�k newspapers were conf�scated or prosecuted
and depr�ved of every means of reach�ng the prov�nces; the�r ed�tors'
off�ces and pr�nt�ng-establ�shments were looted. After the creat�on of
the "Revolut�onary Tr�bunal" the authors of art�cles that were not
pleas�ng to the Bolshev�k�, as well as the d�rectors of newspapers,
were brought to judgment and condemned to make amends or go to
pr�son, etc.



The prem�ses of numerous organ�zat�ons were be�ng constantly
p�llaged. The Red Guard came there to search, destroy�ng d�fferent
documents; frequently objects wh�ch were found on the prem�ses
d�sappeared. Thus were looted the prem�ses of the Central
Comm�ttee of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party (27 Galerna�a Street)
and—several t�mes—the off�ce of the paper D�elo Naroda (22 L�te�n�a
Street) ... the off�ce of the paper Volya Naroda, etc.... But the Central
Comm�ttee ... cont�nued to �ssue a da�ly paper, only chang�ng �ts t�tle,
as �n the t�me of Czar�sm, and thus cont�nued �ts propaganda....

The Yolya Naroda, referred to by Inna Rak�tn�kov, was the off�c�al
organ of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party. It was ra�ded on several
occas�ons. For example, �n January, 1918, the leaders of the party
reported that a detachment of Bolshev�k Red Guards had broken �nto
the off�ce of the paper, comm�tted var�ous depredat�ons, and made
several arrests.[26] Here �s another Soc�al�st w�tness: One of the
ablest of the leaders of the Bohem�an Soc�al�sts �n the Un�ted States
�s Joseph Mart�nek, the br�ll�ant and scholarly ed�tor of the Bohem�an
Soc�al�st weekly, the Deln�cke L�sty. He has always been �dent�f�ed
w�th the rad�cal sect�on of the movement. A student of Russ�an
h�story, speak�ng the language fluently, �t was h�s good fortune to
spend several weeks �n Petrograd �mmed�ately before and after the
Bolshev�k counter-revolut�on. He test�f�es that the "freedom of the
press establ�shed by Kerensky" was "term�nated by the Bolshev�k�."
[27] Th�s �s not the test�mony of "cap�tal�st newspapers," but of
Soc�al�sts of unquest�onable author�ty and stand�ng. The D�elo
Naroda was a Soc�al�st paper, and the volunteer venders of �t, who
were brutally beaten and shot down by Red Guards, were Soc�al�st
work�ng-men.[28] When Oskar Toko�, the well-known revolut�onary
F�nn�sh Soc�al�st leader, former Pr�me M�n�ster of F�nland, declares
that "freedom of assemblage, assoc�at�on, free speech, and free
press �s altogether destroyed,"[29] the Bolshev�k� and the�r
sympath�zers cannot plead that they are the v�ct�ms of "cap�tal�st
m�srepresentat�on." The att�tude of the Bolshev�k leaders toward the
freedom of the press has been frankly stated ed�tor�ally �n Pravda,
the�r off�c�al organ, �n the follow�ng words:



The press �s a most dangerous weapon �n the hands of our enem�es.
We w�ll tear �t from them, we w�ll reduce �t to �mpotence. It �s the
moment for us to prepare battle. We w�ll be �nflex�ble �n our defense
of the r�ghts of the explo�ted. The struggle w�ll be dec�s�ve. We are
go�ng to sm�te the journals w�th f�nes, to shut them up, to arrest the
ed�tors, and hold them as hostages.[30]

Is �t any wonder that Paul Axelrod, who was one of the
representat�ves of Russ�a on the Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau pr�or
to the outbreak of the war, has been forced to declare that the
Bolshev�k� have "�ntroduced �nto Russ�a a system worse than
Czar�sm, suppress�ng the Const�tuent Assembly and the l�berty of
the press"?[31] Or that the beloved veteran of the Russ�an
Revolut�on, N�cholas Tchaykovsky, should lament that "the Bolshev�k
usurpat�on �s the cont�nuat�on of the government by wh�ch Czar�sm
held the country �n an �ron gr�p"?[32]

III

Len�ne, Trotzky, Z�nov�ev, and other Bolshev�k leaders early found
themselves so much at var�ance w�th the accepted Soc�al�st pos�t�on
that they dec�ded to change the�r party name. They had been Soc�al
Democrats, a part of the Soc�al Democrat�c party of Russ�a. Now
ever s�nce Bronterre O'Br�en f�rst used the terms "Soc�al Democrat"
and "Soc�al Democracy," �n 1839, the�r mean�ng has been pretty well
establ�shed. A Soc�al Democrat �s one who a�ms to base government
and �ndustry upon democracy. Certa�nly, th�s cannot be sa�d to be an
accurate descr�pt�on of the pos�t�on of men who bel�eve �n the rule of
a nat�on of one hundred and e�ghty m�ll�ons by a small party of two
hundred thousand or less—or even by an ent�re class represent�ng
not more than s�x per cent. of the populat�on—and Len�ne and h�s
fr�ends, recogn�z�ng the fact, dec�ded to change the name of the�r
group to the Commun�st party, by wh�ch name they are now known
�n Russ�a. Len�ne frankly adm�ts that �t would be a m�stake to speak
of th�s party as a party of democracy. He says:



The word "democracy" cannot be sc�ent�f�cally appl�ed to the
Commun�st party. S�nce March, 1917, the word democracy �s s�mply
a shackle fastened upon the revolut�onary nat�on and prevent�ng �t
from establ�sh�ng boldly, freely, and regardless of all obstacles a new
form of power; the Counc�l of Workmen's, Sold�ers' and Peasants'
Deput�es, harb�nger of the abol�t�on of every form of author�ty.[33]

The phrase "harb�nger of the abol�t�on of every form of author�ty"
would seem to �nd�cate that Len�ne's �deal �s that of the old N�h�l�sts
—or of Anarch�sts of the Bakun�n�st school. That �s very far from the
truth. The phrase �n quest�on �s merely a rhetor�cal flour�sh. No man
has more caust�cally cr�t�c�zed and r�d�culed the Anarch�sts for the�r
dream of organ�zat�on w�thout author�ty than N�kola� Len�ne.
Moreover, h�s concept�on of Sov�et government prov�des for a very
strong central author�ty. It �s a new k�nd of state, but a state,
nevertheless, and, as we shall d�scover, far more powerful than the
pol�t�cal state w�th wh�ch we are fam�l�ar, exerc�s�ng far greater
control over the l�fe of the �nd�v�dual. It �s not to be a democrat�c
state, but a very despot�c one, a d�ctatorsh�p by a small but powerful
rul�ng class. It was not the word "democracy" wh�ch Len�ne felt to be
a "shackle upon the revolut�onary nat�on," but democracy �tself.

The manner �n wh�ch they betrayed the Const�tuent Assembly w�ll
prove the complete host�l�ty of the Bolshev�k� to democrat�c
government. In order to excuse and just�fy the Bolshev�k�'s act�ons �n
th�s regard, the�r supporters �n th�s country have ass�duously
c�rculated two statements. They are, f�rst, that the Prov�s�onal
Government purposely and w�th mal�c�ous �ntent delayed the
convocat�on of the Const�tuent Assembly, hop�ng to stave �t off
altogether; second, that such a long t�me had elapsed between the
elect�ons and the convocat�on that when the latter date was reached
the delegates no longer represented the true feel�ng of the
electorate.

W�th regard to the f�rst of these statements, wh�ch �s a repet�t�on of a
charge made by Trotzky before the Bolshev�k revolt, �t �s to be noted
that �t �s offered �n just�f�cat�on of the Bolshev�k coup d'état. If the
charge made were true, �nstead of false, as �t can eas�ly be shown to



be, �t would only just�fy the counter-revolut�on �f the counter-
revolut�on �tself were made the �nstrument for �nsur�ng the safety of
the Const�tuent Assembly. But the Bolshev�k� suppressed the
Const�tuent Assembly. By what process of reason�ng do we reach
the result that because the Prov�s�onal Government delayed the
convocat�on of the Const�tuent Assembly, wh�ch the people des�red,
a counter-revolut�onary movement to suppress �t altogether, by force
of arms, was r�ght and proper?

W�th regard to the second statement, wh�ch �s a repet�t�on of an
argument advanced �n Russ�a, �t should be suff�c�ent to emphas�ze a
few dates. The Bolshev�k� se�zed the power of government on
November 7th and the elect�ons for the Const�tuent Assembly took
place on November 25th—nearly three weeks later. The date set by
the Kerensky government for the open�ng of the Const�tuent
Assembly was December 12th and on that date some forty-odd
members put �n an appearance. Recogn�z�ng that they could not
beg�n bus�ness unt�l a quorum appeared, these dec�ded to wa�t unt�l
at least a quorum should be present. They d�d not attempt to do any
work. What happened �s told �n the follow�ng passages from a s�gned
statement by 109 members—all Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts.[34]

On the appo�nted day and hour of the open�ng of the sess�on of the
Const�tuent Assembly ... the delegates to the Const�tuent Assembly
who had arr�ved �n Petrograd gathered at the Tavr�chesky Palace.
The elected representat�ves of the people beheld �nnumerable
banners and large crowds surround�ng the palace. Th�s was
Petrograd greet�ng the representat�ves of the people. At the doors of
the palace the p�cture changed. There stood armed guards and at
the orders of the usurpers, the Bolshev�k�, they refused to let the
delegates pass �nto the Tavr�chesky Palace. It appeared that, �n
order to enter the bu�ld�ng, the delegates had f�rst to pay respects to
the Comm�ssa�re, a satell�te of Len�ne and Trotzky, and there rece�ve
spec�al perm�ss�on. The delegates would not subm�t to that; elected
by the people and equ�pped w�th formal author�zat�on, they had the
r�ght to freely enter any publ�c bu�ld�ng ass�gned for the�r meet�ng.
The delegates dec�ded to enter the Tavr�chesky Palace w�thout
ask�ng the new author�t�es, and they succeeded �n do�ng so. On the



f�rst day the guards d�d not dare to l�ft the�r arms aga�nst the people's
elected representat�ves and allowed them to enter the bu�ld�ng
w�thout molestat�on.

There was no struggle, no v�olence, no sacr�f�ces; the delegates
demanded that the guards respect the�r r�ghts; they demanded to be
adm�tted, and the guards y�elded.

In the Tavr�chesky Palace the delegates opened the�r meet�ng; V.M.
Chernov was elected cha�rman. There were, altogether, about forty
delegates present. They real�zed that there were not enough present
to start the work of the Const�tuent Assembly. It was dec�ded that �t
would be adv�sable to awa�t the arr�val of the other delegates and
start the work of the Const�tuent Assembly only when a suff�c�ent
number were present. Those already there dec�ded to meet da�ly at
the Tavr�chesky Palace �n order to count all the delegates as they
arr�ved, and on an appo�nted day to publ�cly announce the day and
hour of the beg�nn�ng of the act�v�t�es of the Const�tuent Assembly.

When the delegates f�n�shed the�r sess�on and adjourned, the old
guards had been d�sm�ssed for the�r subm�ss�ve att�tude toward the
delegates and replaced by armed c�v�l�an followers of Len�ne and
Trotzky. The latter �ssued an order to d�sband the delegates, but
there were none to be d�sbanded.

The follow�ng day the government of the Bolshev�k� d�shonestly and
basely slandered the people's representat�ves �n the�r off�c�al
announcement wh�ch appeared �n Pravda. That ly�ng newspaper
wrote that the representat�ves of the people had forced the�r way �nto
the palace, accompan�ed by Junkers and the Wh�te Guards of the
bourgeo�s�e, that the representat�ves wanted to take advantage of
the�r small numbers and had begun the work of the Const�tuent
Assembly. Every one knows that th�s �s slanderous as regards the
representat�ves of the people. Such l�es and slanders were resorted
to by the old rég�me.

The a�m of the slanders and the l�es �s clear. The usurpers do not
want the people's representat�ves to have the supreme power and
therefore are prepar�ng to d�sband the Const�tuent Assembly. On the



28th of November, �n the even�ng, hav�ng begun to arrest members
of the Const�tut�onal-Democrat�c party, the Bolshev�k� v�olated the
�nv�olab�l�ty of the Const�tuent Assembly. On December 3d a
delegate to the Const�tuent Assembly, the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st,
F�l�ppovsky, who was elected by the army on the southwestern front,
was arrested.

In accordance w�th the�r dec�s�on reached on November 28th, the
delegates gathered at the Tavr�chesky Palace on November 29th
and 30th. As on the f�rst day, armed sold�ers stood guard at the
entrance of the palace and would not let any one pass. The
delegates, however, �ns�sted and were f�nally allowed to enter.

On the th�rd day, scenes of brutal v�olence toward the people's
representat�ves took place at the palace. Peasants were the
unfortunate v�ct�ms of th�s v�olence.

When the delegates had ended the�r sess�on and all that rema�ned
was the aff�x�ng of the s�gnatures to the m�nutes, sa�lors forced the�r
way �nto the hall; these were headed by a Bolshev�k off�cer, a former
commander of the Fortress of St. Peter and St. Paul. The
commander demanded that the delegates d�sband. In reply �t was
stated that the delegates would d�sband after they had f�n�shed the�r
bus�ness. Then at the order of the commander the sa�lors took the
delegate Ilyan, elected by the peasants of the Prov�nce of Tambov,
by the arm and dragged h�m to the ex�t. After Ilyan, the sa�lors
dragged out the peasant delegate from the Prov�nce of Moscow,
B�kov; then the sa�lors approached Maltzev, a peasant delegate from
the Prov�nce of Kostroma. He, however, shouted out that he would
rather be shot than to subm�t to such v�olence. H�s courage appealed
to the sa�lors and they stopped.

Now all the halls �n the Tavr�chesky Palace are locked and �t �s
�mposs�ble to meet there. The delegates who come to the
Tavr�chesky Palace cannot even gather �n the lobby, for as soon as a
group gathers, the armed h�rel�ngs of Len�ne and Trotzky d�sperse
them. Thus, �n former t�mes, behaved the servants of the Czar and
the enem�es of the people, pol�cemen and gendarmes.



Th�s �s not the test�mony of correspondents of bourgeo�s journals; �t
�s from a statement prepared at the t�me and s�gned by more than a
hundred Soc�al�sts, members of the oldest and largest Soc�al�st party
�n Russ�a, many of them men whose long and honorable serv�ce has
endeared them to the�r comrades �n all lands. It �s not test�mony that
can be �mpeached or controverted. It forms part of the report of
these well-known and trusted Soc�al�sts to the�r comrades �n Russ�a
and elsewhere. The cla�m that the elect�ons to the Const�tuent
Assembly were held on the bas�s of an obsolete reg�ster, before the
people had a chance to become acqua�nted w�th the Bolshev�st
program, and that so long a t�me had elapsed s�nce the elect�ons
that the delegates could not be regarded as true representat�ves of
the people, was f�rst put forward by the Bolshev�k� when the
Const�tuent Assembly was f�nally convened, on January 18th. It was
an absurd cla�m for the Bolshev�k� to make, for one of the very
earl�est acts of the Bolshev�k government, after the overthrow of
Kerensky, was to �ssue a decree order�ng that the elect�ons be held
as arranged. By that act they assumed respons�b�l�ty for the
elect�ons, and could not fa�rly and honorably enter the plea, later on,
that the elect�ons were not val�d.

Here �s the story of the struggle for the Const�tuent Assembly, br�efly
summar�zed. The f�rst Prov�s�onal Government �ssued a Man�festo
on March 20, 1917, prom�s�ng to convoke the Const�tuent Assembly
"as soon as poss�ble." Th�s prom�se was repeated by the Prov�s�onal
Government when �t was reorgan�zed after the res�gnat�on of
M�l�ukov and Guchkov �n the m�ddle of May. That the prom�se was
s�ncere there can be no reasonable doubt, for the Prov�s�onal
Government at once set about creat�ng a comm�ss�on to work out the
necessary mach�nery and was for the elect�on by popular vote of
delegates to the Const�tuent Assembly. Russ�a was not l�ke a country
wh�ch had ample electoral mach�nery already ex�st�ng; new
mach�nery had to be dev�sed for the purpose. Th�s comm�ss�on was
opened on June 7, 1917; �ts work was undertaken w�th great
earnestness, and completed �n a remarkably short t�me, w�th the
result that on July 22d the Prov�s�onal Government—Kerensky at �ts
head—announced that the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly



would be held on September 30th, and the convocat�on of the
Assembly �tself on the 12th of December. It was soon found,
however, that �t would be phys�cally �mposs�ble for the local
author�t�es all to be prepared to hold the elect�on on the date set—�t
was necessary, among other th�ngs, to f�rst elect the local author�t�es
wh�ch were to arrange for the elect�on of the delegates to the
Const�tuent Assembly—and so, on August 22d, Kerensky s�gned the
follow�ng decree, mak�ng the one and only postponement of the
Const�tuent Assembly, so far as the Prov�s�onal Government was
concerned:

Des�r�ng to assure the convocat�on of the Const�tuent Assembly as
soon as poss�ble, the Prov�s�onal Government des�gnated the 30th of
September as elect�on-day, �n wh�ch case the whole burden of
mak�ng up the elect�on l�sts must fall on the mun�c�pal�t�es and the
newly elected zemstvos. The enormous labor of hold�ng the
elect�ons for the local �nst�tut�on has taken t�me. At present, �n v�ew of
the date of establ�shment of the local �nst�tut�ons, on the bas�s
decreed by the government—d�rect, general, equal, and secret
suffrage—the Prov�s�onal Government has dec�ded:

To set as�de as the day for the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly
the 25th of November, of the year 1917, and as the date for the
convocat�on of the Const�tuent Assembly the 12th of December, of
the year 1917.

Notw�thstand�ng th�s clear and honorable record, we f�nd Trotzky, at
a Conference of Northern Counc�ls of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates, on October 25th, when he well knew that arrangements
for hold�ng the Const�tuent Assembly elect�ons were �n full sw�ng,
charg�ng that Kerensky was engaged �n prevent�ng the convocat�on
of the Const�tuent Assembly! He demanded at that t�me that all
power should be taken from the Prov�s�onal Government and
transferred to the Sov�ets. These, he sa�d, would convoke the
Assembly on the date that had been ass�gned, December 12th.

The Bolshev�k coup d'état took place, as already noted, less than
three weeks before the date set for the elect�ons, for wh�ch every



preparat�on had been made by the government and the local
author�t�es. It was at the beg�nn�ng of the campa�gn, and the
Bolshev�k� had the�r own cand�dates �n the f�eld �n many places. It
was a foregone conclus�on that the Const�tuent Assembly brought
�nto be�ng by the un�versal suffrage would be dom�nated by
Soc�al�sts. There was never the sl�ghtest fear that �t would be
dom�nated by the bourgeo�s part�es. What followed �s best told �n the
exact language of a protest to the Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau by
Inna Rak�tn�kov, representat�ve of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party,
wh�ch was, be �t remembered, the largest and the oldest of the
Russ�an Soc�al�st part�es:

The coup d'état was followed by var�ous other man�festat�ons of
Bolshev�st act�v�ty—arrests, searches, conf�scat�on of newspapers,
ban on meet�ngs. Bands of sold�ers looted the country houses �n the
suburbs of the c�ty; a school for the ch�ldren of the people and the
bu�ld�ngs of the Ch�ldren's Hol�day Settlement were also p�llaged.
Bands of sold�ers were forthw�th sent �nto the country to cause
trouble there.... The bands of sold�ers who were sent �nto the country
used not only persuas�on, but also v�olence, try�ng to force the
peasants to g�ve the�r votes for the Bolshev�k cand�dates at the t�me
of the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly; they tore up the
bullet�ns of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts, overturned the ballot-boxes,
etc.... The �nhab�tants of the country proved themselves �n all that
concerned the elect�ons w�de awake to the h�ghest degree. There
were hardly any abstent�ons; 90 per cent. of the populat�on took part
�n the vot�ng. The day of the vot�ng was kept as a solemn feast; the
pr�est sa�d mass; the peasants dressed �n the�r best clothes; they
bel�eved that the Const�tuent Assembly would g�ve them order, laws,
the land. In the Government of Saratov, out of fourteen deput�es
elected, there were twelve Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts. There were
others (such as the Government of Pensa, for example) that elected
only Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts. The Bolshev�k� had the major�ty only �n
Petrograd and Moscow and �n certa�n un�ts of the army. To v�olence
and conquest of power by force of arms the populat�on answered by
the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly, the people sent to th�s



Assembly, not the Bolshev�k�, but, by an overwhelm�ng major�ty,
Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts.

Of course, th�s �s the test�mony of one who �s confessedly ant�-
Bolshev�st, one who has suffered deep �njury at the hands of the
Bolshev�k� of whom she wr�tes. For all that, her test�mony cannot be
�gnored or laughed as�de. It has been �ndorsed by E. Roubanov�tch,
a member of the Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau, and a man of the
h�ghest �ntegr�ty, �n the follow�ng words: "I aff�rm that her s�ncere and
matured test�mony cannot be suspected of part�zansh�p or of
dogmat�c part�al�ty aga�nst the Bolshev�k�." What �s more �mportant,
however, �s that the subsequent conduct of the Bolshev�k� �n all
matters relat�ng to the Const�tuent Assembly was such as to conf�rm
bel�ef �n her statements.

No Bolshev�k spokesman has ever yet challenged the accuracy of
the statement that an overwhelm�ng major�ty of the deput�es elected
to the Const�tuent Assembly were representat�ves of the
Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party. As a matter of fact, the Bolshev�k�
elected less than one-th�rd of the deput�es. In the announcement of
the�r w�thdrawal from the Const�tuent Assembly when �t assembled �n
January the Bolshev�k members adm�tted that the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts had "obta�ned a major�ty of the Const�tuent
Assembly."

The att�tude of the Bolshev�k� toward the Const�tuent Assembly
changed as the�r electoral prospects changed. At f�rst, bel�ev�ng that,
as a result of the�r successful coup, they would have the support of
the great mass of the peasants and c�ty workers, they were v�gorous
�n the�r support of the Assembly. In the f�rst of the�r "decrees" after
the overthrow of the Kerensky Cab�net, the Bolshev�k "Comm�ssar�es
of the People" announced that they were to exerc�se complete power
"unt�l the meet�ng of the Const�tuent Assembly," wh�ch was noth�ng
less than a pledge that they would regard the latter body as the
supreme, ult�mate author�ty. Three days after the revolt Len�ne, as
pres�dent of the People's Comm�ssar�es, publ�shed th�s decree:



In the name of the Government of the Republ�c, elected by the All-
Russ�an Congress of Counc�ls of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates, w�th the part�c�pat�on of the Peasants' Delegates, the
Counc�l of the People's Comm�ssar�es decrees:

1. That the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly shall be held on
November 25th, the day set as�de for th�s purpose.

2. All electoral comm�ttees, all local organ�zat�ons, the Counc�ls of
Workmen's, Sold�ers' and Peasants' Delegates and the sold�ers'
organ�zat�ons at the front are to bend every effort toward
safeguard�ng the freedom of the voters and fa�r play at the elect�ons
to the Const�tuent Assembly, wh�ch w�ll be held on the appo�nted
date.

If th�s att�tude had been ma�nta�ned throughout, and had the
Bolshev�k� loyally accepted the verd�ct of the electorate when �t was
g�ven, there could have been no compla�nt. But the ev�dence shows
that the�r early att�tude was not ma�nta�ned. Later on, as reports
rece�ved from the �nter�or of the country showed that the masses
were not flock�ng to the�r banners, they began to assume a cr�t�cal
att�tude toward the Const�tuent Assembly. The leaders of the
Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party were warn�ng the�r followers that the
Bolshev�k� would try to wreck the Const�tuent Assembly, for wh�ch
they were b�tterly denounced �n organs l�ke Pravda and Izvestya.
Very soon, however, these Bolshev�st organs began to d�scuss the
Const�tuent Assembly �n a very cr�t�cal sp�r�t. It was poss�ble, they
po�nted out, that �t would have a bourgeo�s major�ty, treat�ng the
Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts and the Cadets as be�ng on the same level,
equally servants of the bourgeo�s�e. Then appeared ed�tor�als to
show that �t would not be poss�ble to place the dest�n�es of Russ�a �n
the hands of such people, even though they were elected by the
"unth�nk�ng masses." F�nally, when �t was clear that the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�onary party had elected a major�ty of the members, Pravda
and Izvestya took the pos�t�on that the v�ctor�ous people d�d not need
a Const�tuent Assembly; that a new �nstrument had been created



wh�ch made the old democrat�c method obsolete.[35] The "new
�nstrument" was, of course, the Bolshev�st Sov�et.

IV

For the moment we are not concerned w�th the mer�ts or the fa�l�ngs
of the Sov�et cons�dered as an �nstrument of government. We are
concerned only w�th democracy and the relat�on of the Bolshev�st
method to democracy. From th�s po�nt of v�ew, then, let us cons�der
the facts. The Sov�et was not someth�ng new, as so many of our
Amer�can draw�ng-room champ�ons of Bolshev�sm seem to th�nk.
The Sov�et was the type of organ�zat�on common to Russ�a. There
were Sov�ets of peasants, of sold�ers, of teachers, of �ndustr�al
workers, of off�cers, of profess�onal men, and so on. Every class and
every group �n the classes had �ts own Sov�et. The Sov�et �n �ts
s�mplest form �s a delegate body cons�st�ng of representat�ves of a
part�cular group—a peasants' Sov�et, for example. Another type,
more �mportant, roughly corresponds to the Central Labor Un�on �n
an Amer�can c�ty, �n that �t �s composed of representat�ves of workers
of all k�nds. These delegates are, �n the ma�n, chosen by the workers
�n the shops and factor�es and �n the meet�ngs of the un�ons. The
ant�-Bolshev�st Soc�al�sts, such as the Menshev�k� and the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts, were not opposed to Sov�ets as work�ng-class
organ�zat�ons. On the contrary, they approved of them, supported
them, and, generally, belonged to them.

They were opposed only to the theory that these Sov�ets, recru�ted �n
a more or less haphazard manner, as such organ�zat�ons must
necessar�ly be, were better adapted to the govern�ng of a great
country l�ke Russ�a than a legal body wh�ch rece�ved �ts mandate �n
elect�ons based upon un�versal, equal, d�rect, and secret suffrage.
No one ever pretended that the Sov�ets represented all the workers
of Russ�a—�nclud�ng peasants �n that term—or even a major�ty of
them. No one ever pretended that the Sov�et, as such, was a stable
and constant factor. New Sov�ets were always spr�ng�ng up and
others dy�ng out. Many ex�sted only �n name, on paper. There never
has been an accurate l�st of the Sov�ets ex�st�ng �n Russ�a. Many l�sts



have been made, but always by the t�me they could be tabulated and
publ�shed there have been many changes. For these and other
reasons wh�ch w�ll suggest themselves to the m�nd of any thoughtful
reader, many of the leaders of the revolut�onary movement �n Russ�a
have doubted the value of the Sov�et as a un�t of government, wh�le
h�ghly valu�ng �t as a un�t of work�ng-class organ�zat�on and struggle.

Back of all the str�fe between the Bolshev�k� centered around the
Sov�ets and the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts and Menshev�k�, centered
around the Const�tuent Assembly, was a greater fact than any we
have been d�scuss�ng, however. The Bolshev�k� w�th the�r doctr�na�re
Marx�sm had carr�ed the doctr�ne of the class struggle to such
extreme lengths that they v�rtually placed the great mass of the
peasants w�th the bourgeo�s�e. The Revolut�on must be controlled by
the proletar�at, they argued. The control of the government and of
�ndustry by the people, wh�ch was the slogan of the old democracy,
w�ll not do, for the term "the people" �ncludes bourgeo�s elements.
Even �f �t �s narrowed by exclud�ng the great cap�tal�sts and
landowners, st�ll �t embraces the lesser cap�tal�sts, small landowners,
shopkeepers, and the petty bourgeo�s�e �n general. These elements
weaken the m�l�tancy of the proletar�at. What �s needed �s the
d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at. Now, only a very small part of the
peasantry, the very poor peasants, can be safely l�nked to the
proletar�at—and even these must be carefully watched. It was a
phase of the old and fam�l�ar confl�ct between agrar�an and �ndustr�al
groups �n the Soc�al�st movement. It �s not very many years s�nce the
Soc�al�st party of Amer�ca was convulsed by a s�m�lar d�scuss�on.
Could the farmer ever be a genu�ne and s�ncere and trustworthy
Soc�al�st? The quest�on was asked �n the party papers �n all
ser�ousness, and �n one or two state organ�zat�ons measures were
taken to l�m�t the number of farmers enter�ng the party, so that at all
t�mes there m�ght be the certa�nty of a preponderance of proletar�an
over farmer votes.

S�m�lar d�strust, only upon a much b�gger scale, expla�ns the f�ght for
and aga�nst the Const�tuent Assembly. Len�ne and h�s followers
d�strusted the peasants as a class whose �nterests were ak�n to the
class of small property-owners. He would only un�te w�th the poor,



propertyless peasants. The leaders of the peasantry, on the other
hand, supported by the more l�beral Marx�ans, would expand the
mean�ng of the term "work�ng class" and embrace w�th�n �ts mean�ng
all the peasants as well as all c�ty workers, most of the profess�onal
classes, and so on. We can get some �dea of th�s str�fe from a
cr�t�c�sm wh�ch Len�ne d�rects aga�nst the Menshev�k�:

In �ts class compos�t�on th�s party �s not Soc�al�st at all. It does not
represent the to�l�ng masses. It represents fa�rly prosperous
peasants and work�ng-men, petty traders, many small and some
even fa�rly large cap�tal�sts, and a certa�n number of real but gull�ble
proletar�ans who have been caught �n the bourgeo�s net.[36]

It �s clear from th�s cr�t�c�sm that Len�ne does not bel�eve that a
genu�ne Soc�al�st party—and, presumably, therefore, the same must
apply to a Soc�al�st government—can represent "fa�rly prosperous
peasants and work�ng-men." We now know how to appra�se the
Sov�et government. The const�tut�on of Russ�a under the rule of the
Bolshev�k� �s requ�red by law to be posted �n all publ�c places �n
Russ�a. In Art�cle II, Chapter V, paragraph 9, of th�s document �t �s set
forth that "the Const�tut�on of the Russ�an Soc�al�st Federated Sov�et
Republ�c �nvolves, �n v�ew of the present trans�t�on per�od, the
establ�shment of a d�ctatorsh�p of the urban and rural proletar�at and
the poorest peasantry �n the form of a powerful All-Russ�an Sov�et
author�ty." Attent�on �s called to th�s passage here, not for the sake of
po�nt�ng out the obv�ous need for some exact def�n�t�on of the loose
express�on, "the poorest peasantry," nor for the sake of any capt�ous
cr�t�c�sm, but solely to po�nt out the �mportant fact that Len�ne only
adm�ts a part of the peasantry—the poorest—to share �n the
d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at.

Turn�ng to another part of the same �mportant document—Art�cle III,
Chapter VI, Sect�on A, paragraph 25—we f�nd the bas�s of
representat�on �n the All-Russ�an Congress of Sov�ets stated. There
are representat�ves of town Sov�ets and representat�ves of prov�nc�al
congresses of Sov�ets. The former represent the �ndustr�al workers;
the latter represent the peasants almost exclus�vely. It �s �mportant,
therefore, to note that there �s one delegate for every twenty-f�ve



thousand c�ty voters and one for every one hundred and twenty-f�ve
thousand peasant voters! In Sect�on B of the same Art�cle, Chapter
X, paragraph 53, we f�nd the same d�scr�m�nat�on: �t takes f�ve
peasants' votes to equal the vote of one c�ty voter; �t was th�s general
att�tude of the Bolshev�k� toward the peasants, d�v�d�ng them �nto
classes and treat�ng the great major�ty of them as petty, rural
bourgeo�s�e, wh�ch roused the resentment of the peasants' leaders.
They naturally �ns�sted that the peasants const�tuted a d�st�nct class,
co-operat�ng w�th the proletar�at, not to be ruled by �t. Even Mar�e
Sp�r�donova, who at f�rst jo�ned w�th the Bolshev�k�, was compelled,
later on, to assert th�s po�nt of v�ew.

It �s easy to understand the d�strust of the Bolshev�k� by the Soc�al�st
part�es and groups wh�ch represented the peasants. The latter class
const�tuted more than 85 per cent. of the populat�on. Moreover, �t
had furn�shed the great major�ty of the f�ghters �n the revolut�onary
movement. Its leaders and spokesmen resented the �dea that they
were to be d�ctated to and controlled by a m�nor�ty, wh�ch was, as
Len�ne h�mself adm�tted, not mater�ally more numerous than the old
rul�ng class of landowners had been. They wanted a democrat�c
governmental system, free from class rule, wh�le the Bolshev�k�
wanted class rule. General�zat�ons are proverb�ally per�lous, and
should be very caut�ously made and appl�ed to great currents of
thought and of l�fe. But �n a broad sense we may fa�rly say that the
Soc�al�sm of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts and the Menshev�k�, the
Soc�al�sm of Kerensky and the men who were the major�ty of the
Const�tuent Assembly, was the product of Russ�an l�fe and Russ�an
econom�c development, wh�le the Soc�al�sm that the Bolshev�k� tr�ed
by force of arms to �mpose upon Russ�a was as un-Russ�an as �t
could be. The Bolshev�st concept�on of Soc�al�sm had �ts or�g�n �n
Marx�an theory. Both Marx and Engels freely pred�cted the sett�ng up
of "a d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at"—the phrase wh�ch the Bolshev�k�
have made the�r own.

Yet, the Bolshev�k� are not Marx�ans. The�r Soc�al�sm �s as l�ttle
Marx�an as Russ�an. When Marx and Engels forecasted the
establ�shment of proletar�an d�ctatorsh�p �t was part of the�r theorem
that econom�c evolut�on would have reduced pract�cally all the



masses to a proletar�an state; that �ndustr�al and commerc�al
concentrat�on would have reached such a stage of development that
there would be on the one s�de a small class of owners, and, on the
other s�de, the proletar�at. There would be, they bel�eved, no m�ddle
class. The d�sappearance of the m�ddle class was, for them and for
the�r followers, a development absolutely certa�n to take place. They
saw the same process go�ng on w�th the same result �n agr�culture. It
m�ght be less rap�d �n �ts progress, but not one wh�t less certa�n. It
was only as the �nev�table cl�max to th�s evolut�on that they bel�eved
the "d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at" would be ach�eved. In other
words, the proletar�at would be composed of the overwhelm�ng
major�ty of the body pol�t�c and soc�al. That �s very d�fferent from the
Bolshev�st attempt to set up the d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at �n a
land where more than 85 per cent, of the people are peasants;
where �ndustr�al development �s beh�nd the rest of the world, and
where d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at means the dom�nat�on of more
than one hundred and e�ghty m�ll�ons of people by two hundred
thousand "proletar�ans and the poorest peasants," accord�ng to
Len�ne's statement, or by s�x per cent. of the populat�on �f we
assume the ent�re proletar�at to be un�ted �n the d�ctatorsh�p!

V

At the t�me of the d�sturbances wh�ch took place �n Petrograd �n
December, over the delay �n hold�ng the Const�tuent Assembly, the
Bolshev�k government announced that the Const�tuante would be
perm�tted to convene on January 18th, prov�ded that not less than
four hundred delegates were �n attendance. Accord�ngly, the
defenders of the Const�tuent Assembly arranged for a great
demonstrat�on to take place on that day �n honor of the event. It was
also �ntended to be a warn�ng to the Bolshev�k� not to try to further
�nterfere w�th the Const�tuante. An earnest but ent�rely peaceful
mass of people paraded w�th flags and banners and s�gns conta�n�ng
such �nscr�pt�ons as "Proletar�ans of All Countr�es, Un�te!" "Land and
L�berty," "Long L�ve the Const�tuent Assembly," and many others.
They set out from d�fferent parts of the c�ty to un�te at the F�eld of
Mars and march to the Taur�da Palace to protest aga�nst any



�nterference w�th the Const�tuent Assembly. As they neared the
Taur�da Palace they were confronted by Red Guards, who, w�thout
any prel�m�nary warn�ng or any effort at persuas�on, f�red �nto the
crowd. Among the f�rst v�ct�ms was a member of the Execut�ve
Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasants' Delegates, the S�ber�an
peasant Logv�nov, part of whose head was shot away by an
explos�ve bullet. Another v�ct�m was the m�l�tant Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�st Gorbatchevska�a. Several students and a number of
workmen were also k�lled. S�m�lar massacres occurred at the same
t�me �n other parts of the c�ty. Other process�ons wend�ng the�r way
toward the meet�ng-place were f�red �nto. Altogether one hundred
persons were e�ther k�lled or very ser�ously wounded by the Red
Guards, who sa�d that they had rece�ved orders "not to spare the
cartr�dges." S�m�lar demonstrat�ons were held �n Moscow and other
c�t�es and were s�m�larly treated by the Red Guards. In Moscow
espec�ally the loss of l�fe was great. Yet the Bolshev�st organs
passed these trag�c events over �n complete s�lence. They d�d not
ment�on the massacres, nor d�d they ment�on the great
demonstrat�on at the funeral of the v�ct�ms, four days later.

When the Const�tuent Assembly was formally opened, on January
18th, �t was well known on every hand that the Bolshev�k
government would use force to destroy �t �f the deput�es refused to
do exactly as they were told. The corr�dors were f�lled w�th armed
sold�ers and sa�lors, ready for act�on.

The Len�ne-Trotzky M�n�stry had summoned an extraord�nary
Congress of Sov�ets to meet �n Petrograd at the same t�me, and �t
was well understood that they were determ�ned to erect th�s Sov�et
Congress �nto the supreme leg�slat�ve power. If the Const�tuent
Assembly would consent to th�s, so much the better, of course. In
that case there would be a valuable legal sanct�on, the sanct�on of a
democrat�cally elected body expressly charged w�th the task of
determ�n�ng the form and manner of government for Free Russ�a.
Should the Const�tuent Assembly not be w�ll�ng, there was an
opportun�ty for another coup d'état.



In prec�sely the same way as the M�n�stry dur�ng the last years of
Czar�sm would lay before the Duma certa�n documents and demand
that they be approved, so the Central Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the
Sov�ets—the Bolshev�k power—demanded that the Const�tuent
Assembly meekly assent to a document prepared for �t �n advance. It
was at once a test and a challenge; �f the Assembly was w�ll�ng to
accept orders from the Sov�et author�ty and content �tself w�th
rubber-stamp�ng the decrees of the latter, as ordered, �t could be
perm�tted to go on—at least for a t�me. At the head of the Const�tuent
Assembly, as pres�dent, the deput�es elected V�ctor Chernov, who
had been M�n�ster of Agr�culture under Kerensky. At the head of the
Bolshev�k fact�on was Sverdlov, cha�rman of the Execut�ve
Comm�ttee of the Sov�ets. He �t was who opened the f�ght,
demand�ng that the follow�ng declarat�on be adopted by the
Const�tuante as the bas�s of a Const�tut�on for Russ�a:

D���������� O� T�� R����'� O� T�� T������ A�� E��������
P�����

I

1. Russ�a �s to be declared a republ�c of the workers', sold�ers' and
peasants' Sov�ets. All power �n the c�t�es and �n the country belongs
to the Sov�ets.

2. The Russ�an Sov�et Republ�c �s based on the free federat�on of
free peoples, on the federat�on of nat�onal Sov�et republ�cs.

II

Assum�ng as �ts duty the destruct�on of all explo�tat�on of the
workers, the complete abol�t�on of the class system of soc�ety, and
the plac�ng of soc�ety upon a soc�al�st�c bas�s, and the ult�mate
br�ng�ng about of v�ctory for Soc�al�sm �n every country, the
Const�tuent Assembly further dec�des:

1. That the soc�al�zat�on of land be real�zed, pr�vate ownersh�p of
land be abol�shed, all the land be procla�med common property of



the people and turned over to the to�l�ng masses w�thout
compensat�on on the bas�s of equal r�ght to the use of land.

All forests, m�nes, and waters wh�ch are of soc�al �mportance, as well
as all l�v�ng and other forms of property, and all agr�cultural
enterpr�ses, are declared nat�onal property.

2. To conf�rm the decree of the Sov�ets concern�ng the �nspect�on of
work�ng cond�t�ons, the h�ghest department of nat�onal economy,
wh�ch �s the f�rst step �n ach�ev�ng the ownersh�p by the Sov�ets of
the factor�es, m�nes, ra�lroads, and means of product�on and
transportat�on.

3. To conf�rm the decree of the Sov�ets transferr�ng all banks to the
ownersh�p of the Sov�et Republ�c, as one of the steps �n the free�ng
of the to�l�ng masses from the yoke of cap�tal�sm.

4. To enforce general compulsory labor, �n order to destroy the class
of paras�tes, and to reorgan�ze the econom�c l�fe. In order to make
the power of the to�l�ng masses secure and to prevent the restorat�on
of the rule of the explo�ters, the to�l�ng masses w�ll be armed and a
Red Guard composed of workers and peasants formed, and the
explo�t�ng classes shall be d�sarmed.

III

1. Declar�ng �ts f�rm determ�nat�on to make soc�ety free from the
chaos of cap�tal�sm and �mper�al�sm, wh�ch has drenched the country
�n blood �n th�s most cr�m�nal war of all wars, the Const�tuent
Assembly accepts completely the pol�cy of the Sov�ets, whose duty �t
�s to publ�sh all secret treat�es, to organ�ze the most extens�ve
fratern�zat�on between the workers and peasants of warr�ng arm�es,
and by revolut�onary methods to br�ng about a democrat�c peace
among the bell�gerent nat�ons w�thout annexat�ons and �ndemn�t�es,
on the bas�s of the free self-determ�nat�on of nat�ons—at any pr�ce.

2. For th�s purpose the Const�tuent Assembly declares �ts complete
separat�on from the brutal pol�cy of the bourgeo�s�e, wh�ch furthers
the well-be�ng of the explo�ters �n a few selected nat�ons by



enslav�ng hundreds of m�ll�ons of the to�l�ng peoples of the colon�es
and the small nat�ons generally.

The Const�tuent Assembly accepts the pol�cy of the Counc�l of
People's Comm�ssars �n g�v�ng complete �ndependence to F�nland, �n
beg�nn�ng the w�thdrawal of troops from Pers�a, and �n declar�ng for
Armen�a the r�ght of self-determ�nat�on.

A blow at �nternat�onal f�nanc�al cap�tal �s the Sov�et decree wh�ch
annuls fore�gn loans made by the governments of the Czar, the
landowners and the bourgeo�s�e. The Sov�et government �s to
cont�nue f�rmly on th�s road unt�l the f�nal v�ctory from the yoke of
cap�tal�sm �s won through �nternat�onal workers' revolt.

As the Const�tuent Assembly was elected on the bas�s of l�sts of
cand�dates nom�nated before the November Revolut�on, when the
people as a whole could not yet r�se aga�nst the�r explo�ters, and d�d
not know how powerful would be the strength of the explo�ters �n
defend�ng the�r pr�v�leges, and had not yet begun to create a
Soc�al�st soc�ety, the Const�tuent Assembly cons�ders �t, even from a
formal po�nt of v�ew, unjust to oppose the Sov�et power. The
Const�tuent Assembly �s of the op�n�on that at th�s moment, �n the
dec�s�ve hour of the struggle of the people aga�nst the�r explo�ters,
the explo�ters must not have a seat �n any government organ�zat�on
or �nst�tut�on. The power completely and w�thout except�on belongs
to the people and �ts author�zed representat�ves—the workers',
sold�ers' and peasants' Sov�ets.

Support�ng the Sov�et rule and accept�ng the orders of the Counc�l of
People's Comm�ssars, the Const�tuent Assembly acknowledges �ts
duty to outl�ne a form for the reorgan�zat�on of soc�ety.

Str�v�ng at the same t�me to organ�ze a free and voluntary, and
thereby also a complete and strong, un�on among the to�l�ng classes
of all the Russ�an nat�ons, the Const�tuent Assembly l�m�ts �tself to
outl�n�ng the bas�s of the federat�on of Russ�an Sov�et Republ�cs,
leav�ng to the people, to the workers and sold�ers, to dec�de for
themselves, �n the�r own Sov�et meet�ngs, �f they are w�ll�ng, and on
what cond�t�ons they prefer, to jo�n the federated government and



other federat�ons of Sov�et enterpr�se. These general pr�nc�ples are
to be publ�shed w�thout delay, and the off�c�al representat�ves of the
Sov�ets are requ�red to read them at the open�ng of the Const�tuent
Assembly.

The demand for the adopt�on of th�s declarat�on gave r�se to a long
and stormy debate. The leaders of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts and
the Menshev�k� stoutly contended that the adopt�on of the declarat�on
would be v�rtually an abd�cat�on of the task for wh�ch the Const�tuent
Assembly had been elected by the people, and, therefore, a betrayal
of trust. They could not adm�t the �mpudent cla�m that an elect�on
held �n November, based upon un�versal suffrage, on l�sts made up
as recently as September, could �n January be set as�de as be�ng
"obsolete" and "unrepresentat�ve." That a major�ty of the Bolshev�k
cand�dates put forward had been defeated, null�f�ed, they argued, the
cla�m of the Bolshev�k� that the fact that the cand�dates had all been
nom�nated before the November �nsurrect�on should be regarded as
reason for acknowledg�ng the Bolshev�k Sov�et as super�or to the
Const�tuent Assembly. They �ns�sted upon the po�nt, wh�ch the
Bolshev�k spokesmen d�d not attempt to controvert, that the
Const�tuent Assembly represented the votes of many m�ll�ons of men
and women,[37] wh�le the total actual membersh�p represented by
the Sov�et power d�d not at the t�me number one hundred thousand!

As m�ght have been expected, the proposal to adopt the declarat�on
subm�tted to the Const�tuent Assembly �n th�s arrogant fash�on was
rejected by an enormous major�ty. The Bolshev�k members, who had
tr�ed to make the sess�on a farce, thereupon w�thdrew after
subm�tt�ng a statement �n wh�ch they charged the Const�tuent
Assembly w�th be�ng a counter-revolut�onary body, and the
Revolut�onary-Soc�al�st party w�th be�ng a tra�torous party "d�rect�ng
the f�ght of the bourgeo�s�e aga�nst the workers' revolut�on." The
statement sa�d that the Bolshev�k members w�thdrew "�n order to
perm�t the Sov�et power to determ�ne what relat�ons �t would hold
w�th the counter-revolut�onary sect�on of the Const�tuent
Assembly"—a threat wh�ch needed no �nterpretat�on.



After the w�thdrawal of the Bolshev�k members, the major�ty very
qu�ckly adopted a declarat�on wh�ch had been carefully prepared by
the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts dur�ng the weeks wh�ch had elapsed
s�nce the elect�ons �n the prel�m�nary conferences wh�ch had been
held for that purpose. The declarat�on read as follows:

R�����'� F��� O� G���������

In the name of the peoples who compose the Russ�an state, the All-
Russ�an Const�tuent Assembly procla�ms the Russ�an State to be the
Russ�an Democrat�c Federated Republ�c, un�t�ng �nd�ssolubly �nto
one whole the peoples and terr�tor�es wh�ch are sovere�gn w�th�n the
l�m�ts prescr�bed by the Federal Const�tut�on.

L��� R�������� L��� O��������

1. The r�ght to pr�vately own land w�th�n the boundar�es of the
Russ�an Republ�c �s hereby abol�shed forever.

2. All land w�th�n the boundar�es of the Russ�an Republ�c, w�th all
m�nes, forests, and waters, �s hereby declared the property of the
nat�on.

3. The republ�c has the r�ght to control all land, w�th all the m�nes,
forests, and waters thereof, through the central and local
adm�n�strat�on, �n accordance w�th the regulat�on prov�ded by the
present law.

4. The autonomous prov�nces of the Russ�an Republ�c have t�tle to
land on the bas�s of the present law and �n accordance w�th the
Federal Const�tut�on.

5. The tasks of the central and local governments as regards the use
of lands, m�nes, forests, and waters are:

a. The creat�on of cond�t�ons conduc�ve to the best poss�ble
ut�l�zat�on of the country's natural resources and the h�ghest poss�ble
development of �ts product�ve forces.

b. The fa�r d�str�but�on of all natural wealth among the people.



6. The r�ghts of �nd�v�duals and �nst�tut�ons to land, m�nes, forests,
and waters are restr�cted merely to ut�l�zat�on by sa�d �nd�v�duals and
�nst�tut�ons.

7. The use of all m�nes, forests, land, and waters �s free to all c�t�zens
of the Russ�an Republ�c, regardless of nat�onal�ty or creed. Th�s
�ncludes all un�ons of c�t�zens, also governmental and publ�c
�nst�tut�ons.

8. The r�ght to use the land �s to be acqu�red and d�scont�nued on the
bas�s prescr�bed by th�s fundamental law.

9. All t�tles to land at present held by the �nd�v�duals, assoc�at�ons,
and �nst�tut�ons are abol�shed �n so far as they contrad�ct th�s law.

10. All land, m�nes, forests, waters, at present owned by and
otherw�se �n the possess�on of �nd�v�duals, assoc�at�ons, and
�nst�tut�ons, are conf�scated w�thout compensat�on for the loss
�ncurred.

D��������� P����

In the name of the peoples of the Russ�an Republ�c, the All-Russ�an
Const�tuent Assembly expresses the f�rm w�ll of the people to
�mmed�ately d�scont�nue the war and conclude a just and general
peace, appeals to the All�ed countr�es propos�ng to def�ne jo�ntly the
exact terms of the democrat�c peace acceptable to all the bell�gerent
nat�ons, �n order to present these terms, �n behalf of the All�es, to the
governments f�ght�ng aga�nst the Russ�an Republ�c and her all�es.

The Const�tuent Assembly f�rmly bel�eves that the attempts of the
peoples of Russ�a to end the d�sastrous war w�ll meet w�th a
unan�mous response on the part of the peoples and the
governments of the All�ed countr�es, and that by common efforts a
speedy peace w�ll be atta�ned, wh�ch w�ll safeguard the well-be�ng
and d�gn�ty of all the bell�gerent countr�es.

The Const�tuent Assembly resolves to elect from �ts m�dst an
author�zed delegat�on wh�ch w�ll carry on negot�at�ons w�th the



representat�ves of the All�ed countr�es and wh�ch w�ll present the
appeal to jo�ntly formulate terms upon wh�ch a speedy term�nat�on of
the war w�ll be poss�ble, as well as for the purpose of carry�ng out the
dec�s�ons of the Const�tuent Assembly regard�ng the quest�on of
peace negot�at�ons w�th the countr�es f�ght�ng aga�nst us.

Th�s delegat�on, wh�ch �s to be under the gu�dance of the Const�tuent
Assembly, �s to �mmed�ately start fulf�ll�ng the dut�es �mposed upon �t.

Express�ng, �n the name of the peoples of Russ�a, �ts regret that the
negot�at�ons w�th Germany, wh�ch were started w�thout prel�m�nary
agreement w�th the All�ed countr�es, have assumed the character of
negot�at�ons for a separate peace, the Const�tuent Assembly, �n the
name of the peoples of the Federated Republ�c, wh�le cont�nu�ng the
arm�st�ce, accepts the further carry�ng on of the negot�at�ons w�th the
countr�es warr�ng aga�nst us �n order to work toward a general
democrat�c peace wh�ch shall be �n accordance "w�th the people's
w�ll and protect Russ�a's �nterests."

VI

Immed�ately follow�ng the d�ssolut�on of the Const�tuent Assembly a
body of Red Guards shot the two Const�tut�onal Democrats,
Kokoshk�n and Sh�ngar�ev, who were at the t�me conf�ned as
pr�soners who were �ll �n the Naval Hosp�tal. The reason for the
brutal murder of these men was that they were bourgeo�s�e and,
therefore, enem�es of the work�ng class! It �s only just to add that the
foul deed was �mmed�ately condemned by the Bolshev�k government
and by the Sov�et of Petrograd. "The work�ng class w�ll never
approve of any outrages upon our pr�soners, whatever may have
been the�r pol�t�cal offense aga�nst the people and the�r Revolut�on,"
the latter body declared, �n a resolut�on on the subject of the
assass�nat�ons. Two days after the d�ssolut�on of the Const�tuent
Assembly twenty-three Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st members of that body,
assembled at the off�ce of the�r party, were arrested, and the
prem�ses occup�ed by Red Guards, the procedure be�ng exactly as �t
used to be �n the old days under the Czar.



There �s a relentless log�c of l�fe and act�on from wh�ch there can be
no escape. Czar�sm was a product of that �nexorable process. All �ts
oppress�on and brutal�ty proceeded by an �nev�table and �rres�st�ble
sequence from the f�rst determ�nat�on and effort to real�ze the
pr�nc�ple of autocracy. Any d�ctatorsh�p, whether of a s�ngle man, a
group or class, must rest ult�mately upon oppress�ve and coerc�ve
force. Bel�ev�ng that the means would be just�f�ed by the end, Len�ne
and Trotzky and the�r assoc�ates had suppressed the Const�tuent
Assembly, cla�m�ng that parl�amentary government, based upon the
equal and free suffrage of all classes, was, dur�ng the trans�t�on
per�od, dangerous to the proletar�at; that �n �ts stead a new type of
government must be establ�shed—government by assoc�at�ons of
wage-earners, sold�ers, and peasants, called Sov�ets.

But what �f among these there should develop a purpose contrary to
the purpose of the Bolshev�k�? Would men who, start�ng out w�th a
bel�ef �n the Const�tuante, and as �ts champ�ons, used force to
destroy and suppress �t the moment �t became ev�dent that �ts
purpose was not the�r purpose, hes�tate to suppress and destroy any
Sov�et movement wh�ch adopted pol�c�es contrary to the�r own?
What assurance could there be, once the�r po�nt of v�ew, the�r �n�t�al
pr�nc�ple, was granted, that the freedom den�ed to the Const�tuante
would be assured to the Sov�ets? In the very nature of the case there
could be no such assurance. However honest and s�ncere the
Bolshev�k� themselves m�ght be �n the�r bel�ef that there would be
such assurance, there could �n fact be none, for the log�c of l�fe �s
stronger than any human w�ll.

As was �nev�table, the Bolshev�k� soon found themselves �n the
pos�t�on of suppress�ng Sov�ets wh�ch they could not control as freely
and �n the same manner as they had suppressed the Const�tuent
Assembly. When, for example, the sold�ers of the Preobrajensk�
Reg�ment—the very men who helped the Bolshev�k� �nto power—
became d�ssat�sf�ed and organ�zed, publ�sh�ng the�r own organ, The
Sold�er's Cloak, the paper was conf�scated and the organ�zat�on
suppressed.[38] The forc�ble suppress�on of Sov�ets was common.
The Central Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Nat�onal Sov�et of Peasants'
Delegates, together w�th the old Central Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the



Sov�ets of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates (who had never
acknowledged the October elect�ons), convoked an extraord�nary
assembly of Sov�ets on January 8th, the same date as that on wh�ch
the Bolshev�k Congress of Sov�ets was convoked. C�rcumstances
compelled the open�ng to be deferred unt�l two days later, the 10th.
Th�s conference, called the Th�rd All-Russ�an Congress of Peasants'
Sov�ets, was suppressed by force, many of the 359 delegates and all
the members of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee be�ng arrested. The
follow�ng extract from a declarat�on of protest addressed by the
outraged peasants to the Congress of Sov�ets of Workmen, Sold�ers,
and Peasants convoked by the Bolshev�k government tells the story:

As soon as the Congress was opened, sa�lors and Red Guards,
armed w�th guns and hand-grenades, broke �nto the prem�ses (11
K�r�llovska�a Street), surrounded the house, poured �nto the corr�dors
and the sess�on hall, and ordered all persons to leave.

"In whose name do you order us, who are Delegates to the
Peasants' Congress of All-Russ�a, to d�sperse?" asked the peasants.

"In the name of the Balt�c fleet," the sa�lor's repl�ed.

The peasants refused; cr�es of protest were ra�sed. One by one the
peasants ascended the tr�bune to st�gmat�ze the Bolshev�k� �n
speeches full of �nd�gnat�on, and to express the hopes that they
placed �n the Const�tuent Assembly....

Th�s sess�on of the Congress presented a strange spectacle:
d�sturbed by men who confessed that they d�d not know why they
were there, the peasants sang revolut�onary songs; the sa�lors,
armed w�th guns and grenades, jo�ned them. Then the peasants
knelt down to s�ng a funeral hymn to the memory of Logv�nov, whose
coff�n was even yesterday w�th�n the room. The sold�ers, lower�ng
the�r guns, knelt down also.

The Bolshev�k author�t�es became exc�ted; they d�d not expect such
a turn of events. "Enough sa�d," declared the ch�efs; "we have come
not to speak, but to act. If they do not want to go to Smolny, let them
get out of here." And they set themselves to the task.



In groups of f�ve the peasants were conducted down-sta�rs, trampled
upon, and, on the�r refusal to go to Smolny, pushed out of doors
dur�ng the n�ght �n the m�dst of the enormous c�ty of wh�ch they knew
noth�ng.

Members of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee were arrested,[39] the
prem�ses occup�ed by sa�lors and Red Guards, the objects found
there�n stolen.

The peasants found shelter �n the homes of the �nhab�tants of
Petrograd, who, �nd�gnant, offered them hosp�tal�ty. A certa�n number
were lodged �n the barracks of the Preobrajensk� Reg�ment. The
sa�lors, who but a few m�nutes before had sung a funeral hymn to
Logv�nov, and wept when they saw that they had understood
noth�ng, now became the doc�le execut�oners of the orders of the
Bolshev�k�. And when they were asked, "Why do you do th�s?" they
answered, as �n the t�me, st�ll recent, of Czar�sm: "It �s the order. No
need to talk."[40]

We do not need to rely upon the test�mony of w�tnesses belong�ng to
the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party, the Menshev�k�, or other fact�ons
unfr�endly to the Bolshev�k�. However trustworthy such test�mony
may be, and however well corroborated, we cannot expect �t to be
conv�nc�ng to those who p�n the�r fa�th to the Bolshev�k�. Such people
w�ll bel�eve only what the Bolshev�k� themselves say about
Bolshev�sm. It �s well, therefore, that we can supplement the
test�mony already g�ven by equally def�n�te and d�rect test�mony from
off�c�al Bolshev�st sources to the same effect. From the off�c�al
organs of the Bolshev�k� �t can be shown that the Bolshev�k
author�t�es suppressed Sov�et after Sov�et; that when they found that
Sov�ets were controlled by Soc�al�sts who belonged to other fact�ons
they d�ssolved them and ordered new elect�ons, refus�ng to perm�t
the free cho�ce of the members to be expressed �n select�ng the�r
off�cers.

The Bolshev�k� d�d th�s, �t should be remembered, not merely �n
cases where Menshev�k� or Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts were �n the
major�ty, but also �n cases where the major�ty cons�sted of members



of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party of the Left—the fact�on wh�ch
had un�ted w�th the Bolshev�k� �n suppress�ng the Const�tuante. The�r
un�on w�th the Bolshev�k� was from the f�rst a comprom�se, based
upon the pol�t�cal opportun�sm of both s�des. The Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts of the Left d�d not bel�eve �n the Bolshev�k theor�es or
program, but they wanted the pol�t�cal ass�stance of the Bolshev�k�.
The latter d�d not bel�eve �n the theor�es or program of the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts of the Left, but they wanted the�r pol�t�cal support. The
un�on could not long endure; the d�fferences were too deeply rooted.
Before very long the Bolshev�k� were f�ght�ng the�r former all�es and
the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of the Left, l�ke Mar�e Sp�r�donova, for
example, were f�ght�ng the Bolshev�k�. At Kazan, where Len�ne went
to school, the Sov�et was d�ssolved because �t was controlled by
Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of the Left, former all�es, now host�le to the
Bolshev�k�. Here are two paragraphs from Izvestya, one of the
Bolshev�st off�c�al organs:

K����, July 26th. As the �mportant off�ces �n the Sov�et were
occup�ed by Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of the Left, the Extraord�nary
Comm�ss�on has d�ssolved the Prov�s�onal Sov�et. The governmental
power �s now represented by a Revolut�onary Comm�ttee. (Izvestya,
July 28, 1918.)

K����, August 1. The state of m�nd of the workmen �s revolut�onary.
If the Menshev�k� dare to carry on the�r propaganda, death menaces
them. (Idem, August 3.)

And here �s conf�rmat�on from another off�c�al organ of the Bolshev�k�,
Pravda:

K����, August 4th. The Prov�s�onal Congress of the Sov�ets of the
Peasants has been d�ssolved because of the absence from �t of poor
peasants and because �ts state of m�nd �s obv�ously counter-
revolut�onary. (Pravda, August 6, 1918.)

As early as Apr�l, 1918, the Sov�et at Jaroslav was d�ssolved by the
Bolshev�k author�t�es and new elect�ons ordered.[41] In these
elect�ons the Menshev�k� and the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts everywhere



ga�ned an absolute major�ty.[42] The populat�on here wanted the
Const�tuent Assembly and they wanted Russ�a to f�ght on w�th the
All�es. Attempts to suppress th�s major�ty led to �nsurrect�on, wh�ch
the Bolshev�k� crushed �n the most brutal manner, and when the
people, overpowered and helpless, sought to make peace, the
Bolshev�k� only �ncreased the art�llery f�re! Here �s an "Off�c�al
Bullet�n," publ�shed �n Izvestya, July 21, 1918:

At Jaroslav the adversary, gr�pped �n the �ron r�ng of our troops, has
tr�ed to enter �nto negot�at�ons. The reply has been g�ven under the
form of redoubled art�llery f�re.

Izvestya publ�shed, on July 25th, a Bolshev�st m�l�tary proclamat�on
addressed to the �nhab�tants of Jaroslav concern�ng the �nsurrect�on
wh�ch or�g�nally arose from the suppress�on of the Sov�et and other
popular assemblages:

The General Staff not�f�es to the populat�on of Jaroslav that all those
who des�re to l�ve are �nv�ted to abandon the town �n the course of
twenty-four hours and to meet near the Amer�ca Br�dge. Those who
rema�n w�ll be treated as �nsurgents, and no quarter w�ll be g�ven to
any one. Heavy art�llery f�re and gas-bombs w�ll be used aga�nst
them. All those who rema�n w�ll per�sh In the ru�ns of the town w�th
the �nsurrect�on�sts, the tra�tors, and the enem�es of the Workers' and
Peasants' Revolut�on.

Next day, July 26th, Izvestya publ�shed the �nformat�on that "after
m�nute quest�on�ngs and full �nqu�ry" a spec�al comm�ss�on appo�nted
to �nqu�re �nto the events relat�ng to the �nsurrect�on at Jaroslav had
l�sted 350 persons as hav�ng "taken an act�ve part �n the �nsurrect�on
and had relat�ons w�th the Czecho-Slovaks," and that by order of the
comm�ss�oners the whole band of 350 had been shot!

It �s needless to mult�ply the �llustrat�ons of brutal oppress�on—of
men and women arrested and �mpr�soned for no other cr�me than
that of engag�ng �n propaganda �n favor of government by un�versal
suffrage; of newspapers conf�scated and suppressed; of meet�ngs
banned and Sov�ets d�ssolved because the members' "state of m�nd"
d�d not please the Bolshev�k�. Max�m Gorky declared �n h�s Novya



Zh�zn that there had been "ten thousand lynch�ngs." Upon what
author�ty Gorky—who was �ncl�ned to sympath�ze w�th the
Bolshev�k�, and who even accepted off�ce under them—based that
statement �s not known. Probably �t �s an exaggerat�on. One th�ng,
however, �s qu�te certa�n, namely, that a re�gn of terror surpass�ng
the worst days of the old rég�me was �nfl�cted upon unhappy Russ�a
by the Bolshev�k�. At the very beg�nn�ng of the Bolshev�k rég�me
Trotzky laughed to scorn all the protests aga�nst v�olence,
threaten�ng that resort would be had to the gu�llot�ne. Speak�ng to the
opponents of the Bolshev�k pol�cy �n the Petrograd Sov�et, he sa�d:

"You are perturbed by the m�ld terror we are apply�ng aga�nst our
class enem�es, but know that not later than a month hence th�s terror
w�ll take a more terr�ble form on the model of the terror of the great
revolut�onar�es of France. Not a fortress, but the gu�llot�ne w�ll be for
our enem�es."

That threat was not l�terally carr�ed out, but there was a near
approach to �t when publ�c hang�ngs for c�v�l offenses were
establ�shed. For re�ntroduc�ng the death penalty �nto the army as a
means of putt�ng an end to treason and the brutal murder of off�cers
by rebell�ous sold�ers, the Bolshev�k� excor�ated Kerensky. Yet they
themselves �ntroduced hang�ng and flogg�ng �n publ�c for petty c�v�l
cr�mes! The death penalty was never �nfl�cted for c�v�l cr�mes under
the late Czar. It was never �nfl�cted for pol�t�cal offenses. Only rarely
was �t �nfl�cted for murder. It rema�ned for a so-called "Soc�al�st"
government to resort to such savagery as we f�nd descr�bed �n the
follow�ng extract from the recogn�zed off�c�al organ of the Bolshev�k
government:

Two v�llage robbers were condemned to death. All the people of
Semenovska�a and the surround�ng communes were �nv�ted to the
ceremony. On July 6th, at m�dday, a great crowd of �nterested
spectators arr�ved at the v�llage of Loup�a. The organ�zers of the
execut�on gave to each of the bystanders the opportun�ty of flogg�ng
the condemned to obta�n from them supplementary confess�ons. The
number of blows was unl�m�ted. Then a vote of the spectators was
taken as to the method of execut�on. The major�ty was for hang�ng.



In order that the spectacle could be eas�ly seen, the spectators were
ranged �n three ranks—the f�rst row sat down, the second rested on
the knee, and the th�rd stood up.[43]

The Bolshev�k government created an All-Russ�an Extraord�nary
Comm�ss�on, wh�ch �n turn created Prov�nc�al and D�str�ct
Extraord�nary Comm�ss�ons. These bod�es—the local not less than
the nat�onal—were empowered to make arrests and even decree
and carry out cap�tal sentences. There was no appeal from the�r
dec�s�ons; they were s�mply requ�red to report afterward! Only
members of the Bolshev�k party were �mmune from th�s terror.
Alm�nsky, a Bolshev�st wr�ter of note, felt called upon to protest
aga�nst th�s h�deous travesty of democrat�c just�ce, and wrote �n
Pravda:

The absence of the necessary restra�nt makes one feel appalled at
the "�nstruct�on" �ssued by the All-Russ�an Extraord�nary Comm�ss�on
to "All Prov�nc�al Extraord�nary Comm�ss�ons," wh�ch says: "The All-
Russ�an Extraord�nary Comm�ss�on �s perfectly �ndependent �n �ts
work, carry�ng out house searches, arrests, execut�ons, of wh�ch �t
afterward reports to the Counc�l of the People's Comm�ssar�es and to
the Central Execut�ve Counc�l." Further, the Prov�nc�al and D�str�ct
Extraord�nary Comm�ss�ons "are �ndependent �n the�r act�v�t�es, and
when called upon by the local Execut�ve Counc�l present a report of
the�r work." In so far as house searches and arrests are concerned,
a report made afterward may result �n putt�ng r�ght �rregular�t�es
comm�tted ow�ng to lack of restra�nt. The same cannot be sa�d of
execut�ons.... It can also be seen from the "�nstruct�on" that personal
safety �s to a certa�n extent guaranteed only to members of the
government, of the Central Counc�l, and of the local Execut�ve
Comm�ttees. W�th the except�on of these few persons all members of
the local comm�ttees of the [Bolshev�k] Party, of the Control
Comm�ttees, and of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the party may be
shot at any t�me by the dec�s�on of any Extraord�nary Comm�ss�on of
a small d�str�ct town �f they happen to be on �ts terr�tory, and a report
of that made afterward.[44]



VII

Wh�le �n some respects, such as th�s terr�ble savagery, Bolshev�sm
has out-Heroded Herod and surpassed the rég�me of the Romanovs
�n cruel oppress�on, upon the whole �ts methods have been very l�ke
that of the latter. There �s really not much to choose between the
ways of Stolyp�n and Von Plehve and those of the Len�ne-Trotzky
rule. The methods employed have been very s�m�lar and �n not a few
�nstances the same men who acted as the agents of esp�onage and
tyranny for the Czar have served the Bolshev�k� �n the same
capac�ty. Just as under Czar�sm there was all�ance w�th the Black
Hundreds and w�th all sorts of corrupt and v�c�ous cr�m�nal agents, so
we f�nd the same phenomenon recurr�ng under the Bolshev�k�. The
t�me has not yet arr�ved for the comp�lat�on of the full record of
Bolshev�sm �n th�s part�cular, but enough �s known to just�fy the
charge here made. That agents-provocateurs, sp�es, �nformers,
pol�ce agents, and pogrom-makers formerly �n the serv�ce of the
Czar have been g�ven pos�t�ons of trust and honor by Len�ne and
Trotzky unfortunately adm�ts of no doubt whatever.

It was stated at a meet�ng of Russ�ans held �n Par�s �n the summer of
1917 that one of the f�rst Russ�an reg�ments wh�ch refused to obey
orders to advance "conta�ned 120 former pol�t�cal or c�v�l pol�ce
agents out of 181 refractory sold�ers." Dur�ng the Kerensky rég�me,
at the t�me when Len�ne was carry�ng on h�s propaganda through
Pravda,[45] Vlad�m�r Bourtzev exposed three notor�ous agents of the
old pol�ce terror, provocateurs, who were work�ng on the paper. In
August, 1917, the Jew�sh Conjo�nt Comm�ttee �n London publ�shed a
long telegram from the representat�ve of the Jew�sh Comm�ttee �n
Petrograd, call�ng attent�on to the fact that Len�ne's party was
work�ng �n tac�t agreement w�th the Black Hundreds. The telegram �s
here g�ven �n full:



Extreme Russ�an react�onar�es have all�ed themselves closely w�th
extreme revolut�onar�es, and Black Hundreds have entered �nto tac�t
coal�t�on w�th the Len�ne party. In the army the former agents and
detect�ves of the pol�t�cal pol�ce carry on ardent campa�gn for defeat,
and �n the rear the former agents-provocateurs prepare and d�rect
endless troubles.

The mot�ves of th�s pol�cy on the part of the react�onar�es are clear. It
�s the d�rect road to a counter-revolut�on. The troubles, the
�nsurrect�ons, and shock�ng d�sorders wh�ch follow provoke d�sgust
at the Revolut�on, wh�le the m�l�tary defeats prepare the ground for
an �ntervent�on of the old fr�end of the Russ�an Black Hundreds,
W�ll�am II, the counter-revolut�onar�es work systemat�cally for the
defeat of the Russ�an arm�es, somet�mes openly, cyn�cally.

Thus �n the�r press and proclamat�ons they go so far as to throw the
whole respons�b�l�ty for the war and for the obstacles placed �n the
way of a peace w�th Germany on the Jews. It �s these "d�abol�cal
Jews," they say, who prevent the conclus�on of peace and �ns�st on
the cont�nuat�on of the war, because they des�re to ru�n Russ�a.
Proclamat�ons �n th�s sense have been found, together w�th a
volum�nous ant�-Sem�t�c l�terature, �n the off�ces of the party of
Len�ne Bolshev�k� (Max�mal�sts), and part�cularly at the headquarters
of the extreme revolut�onar�es, Château Knhesh�nskaja. Salutat�ons.
B����.

That the leaders of the Bolshev�k�, part�cularly Len�ne and Trotzky,
ever entered �nto any "agreement" w�th the Black Hundreds, or took
any part �n the ant�-Sem�t�c campa�gn referred to, �s h�ghly
�mprobable. Unless and unt�l �t �s supported by ample ev�dence of a
competent nature, we shall be just�f�ed �n refus�ng to bel�eve anyth�ng
of the sort. It �s, however, qu�te probable that provocateurs worm�ng
the�r way �nto Len�ne's and Trotzky's good graces tr�ed to use the
Bolshev�k ag�tat�on as a cover for the�r own nefar�ous work. As we
have seen already, Len�ne had prev�ously been �mposed upon by a
notor�ous secret pol�ce agent, Mal�novsky. But the open assoc�at�on
of the Bolshev�k� w�th men who played a desp�cable rôle under the



old rég�me �s not to be den�ed. The s�mple-m�nded reader of
Bolshev�st l�terature who bel�eves that the Bolshev�k government,
whatever �ts fa�l�ngs, has the mer�t of be�ng a government by real
work�ng-men and work�ng-women, needs to be enl�ghtened. Not only
are Len�ne and Trotzky not of the proletar�at themselves, but they
have assoc�ated w�th themselves men whose l�ves have been spent,
not as workers, not even as s�mple bourgeo�s�e, but as servants of
the terror-system of the Czar. They have assoc�ated w�th
themselves, too, some of the most corrupt cr�m�nals �n Russ�a. Here
are a few of them:

Professor Kobozev, of R�ga, jo�ned the Bolshev�k� and was act�ve as
a delegate to the Mun�c�pal Counc�l of Petrograd. Accord�ng to the
�nformat�on possessed by the Russ�an revolut�onary leaders, th�s
Professor Kobozev used to be a pol�ce spy, h�s spec�al job be�ng to
make reports to the pol�ce concern�ng the pol�t�cal op�n�ons and
act�ons of students and faculty members. One of the very f�rst men
released from pr�son by the Bolshev�k� was one Doctor Doubrov�ne,
who had been a leader of the Black Hundreds, an organ�zer of many
pogroms. He became an act�ve Bolshev�k. Kamenev, the Bolshev�k
leader, fr�end of Len�ne, �s a journal�st. He was formerly a member of
the old Soc�al Democrat�c party. Soon after the war broke out he was
arrested and behaved so badly that he was censured by h�s party.
Early �n the Revolut�on of 1917 he was accused of serv�ng the secret
pol�ce at K�ev. Bonno Brouev�tch, M�l�tary Counc�lor to the Bolshev�k
government, was a well-known ant�-Sem�te who had been d�sm�ssed
from h�s m�l�tary off�ce on two occas�ons, once by the Czar's
government and once by the Prov�s�onal Government. General
Kom�sarov, another of Len�ne's trusted m�l�tary off�c�als and adv�sers,
was formerly a ch�ef off�c�al of the Czar's secret pol�ce, known for h�s
terr�ble persecut�on of the revolut�on�sts. Accused of h�gh treason by
the Prov�s�onal Government, he fled, but returned and jo�ned the
Len�ne-Trotzky forces. Pr�nce Andron�kov, assoc�ate of Rasput�n;
(Len�ne's "My fr�end, the Pr�nce"); Orlov, pol�ce agent and
"denouncer" and secretary of the �nfamous Protopopov; Postn�kov,
conv�cted and �mpr�soned as a German spy �n 1910; Lep�nsky,
formerly �n the Czar's secret pol�ce; and Gualk�ne, fr�end of the



unspeakable Rasput�n, are some of the other men who have been
closely �dent�f�ed w�th the "proletar�an rég�me" of the Bolshev�k�.[46]

The man they released from pr�son and placed �n the �mportant
pos�t�on of M�l�tary Commander of Petrograd was Murav�ev, who had
been ch�ef of the Czar's pol�ce and was regarded by even the
moderate members of the Prov�s�onal Government, both under Lvov
and Kerensky, as a dangerous react�onary.[47] Karl Radek, the
Bohem�an, a notor�ous leader of the Russ�an Bolshev�k�, who
undertook to st�r up the German workers and d�rect the Spartac�de
revolt, was, accord�ng to Just�ce, expelled from the German Soc�al
Democrat�c party before the war as a th�ef and a pol�ce spy.[48] How
shall we just�fy men call�ng themselves Soc�al�sts and proletar�an
revolut�on�sts, who ally themselves w�th such men as these, but
�mpr�son, harry, and abuse such men and women as Bourtzev,
Kropotk�n, Plechanov, Breshkovskaya, Tchaykovsky, Sp�r�donova,
Agounov, Larok�ne, Avksent�ev, and many other Soc�al�sts l�ke them?

In survey�ng the f�ght of the Bolshev�k� to establ�sh the�r rule �t �s
�mposs�ble to fa�l to observe that the�r ch�ef an�mus has been
d�rected aga�nst other Soc�al�sts, rather than aga�nst members of the
react�onary part�es. That th�s has been the fact they do not
themselves deny. For example, the "People's Comm�ssary of
Just�ce," G.I. Oppokov, better known as "Lomov," declared �n an
�nterv�ew �n January, 1918: "Our ch�ef enem�es are not the Cadets.
Our most �rreconc�lable opponents are the Moderate Soc�al�sts. Th�s
expla�ns the arrests of Soc�al�sts and the clos�ng down of Soc�al�st
newspapers. Such measures of repress�on are, however, only
temporary."[49] And �n the Sov�et at Petrograd, July 30, 1918,
accord�ng to Pravda, Lachev�tch, one of the delegates, sa�d: "The
Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of the R�ght and the Menshev�k� are more
dangerous for the government of the Sov�ets than the bourgeo�s�e.
But these enem�es are not yet exterm�nated and can move about
freely. The proletar�at must act. We ought, once for all, to r�d
ourselves of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of the R�ght and of the
Menshev�k�."



In th�s summary of the Bolshev�k� war aga�nst democracy, �t w�ll be
observed, no attempt has been made to gather all the lur�d and
fantast�c stor�es wh�ch have been publ�shed by sensat�onal
journal�sts. The test�mony comes from Soc�al�st sources of the
utmost rel�ab�l�ty, much of �t from off�c�al Bolshev�st sources. The
system of oppress�on �t descr�bes �s tw�n brother to that wh�ch
ex�sted under the Romanovs, to end wh�ch hundreds of thousands of
the noblest and best of our humank�nd gave up the�r l�ves. Under the
banner of Soc�al Democracy a tyranny has been establ�shed as
�nfamous as anyth�ng �n the annals of autocracy.

"O L�berty, what monstrous cr�mes are comm�tted �n thy great name!"



CHAPTER VII

BOLSHEVIST THEORY AND PRACTICE

I

Utop�a-mak�ng �s among the eas�est and most fasc�nat�ng of all
�ntellectual occupat�ons. Few employments wh�ch can be called
�ntellectual are eas�er than that of dev�s�ng panaceas for the �lls of
soc�ety, of demonstrat�ng on paper how the rough places of l�fe may
be made pla�n and �ts crooked ones made stra�ght. And �t �s not a
va�n and fru�tless waste of effort and of t�me, as th�ngs so easy of
ach�evement often are. Many of the noblest m�nds of all lands and all
ages have found pleasure and sat�sfact�on �n the �mag�n�ng of �deal
commonwealths and by so do�ng have rendered great serv�ce to
mank�nd, enr�ch�ng l�terature and, what �s more �mportant, st�mulat�ng
the urge and pass�on for �mprovement and the fa�th of men �n the�r
power to cl�mb to the farthest he�ghts of the�r dreams. But the
mater�al of l�fe �s hard and lacks the plast�c qual�ty of �nsp�red
�mag�nat�on. Though there �s probably no s�ngle ev�l wh�ch ex�sts for
wh�ch a solut�on has not been dev�sed �n the wonderful laboratory of
v�s�on�ng, the pervers�ty of the subtle and myster�ous th�ng called l�fe
�s such that many great and grave ev�ls cont�nue to challenge,
perplex, and harass our humank�nd.

Yet, notw�thstand�ng the pla�n lesson of h�story and exper�ence, the
rem�nder �mpressed on every page of human�ty's record, that
between the glow and the glamour of the v�s�on and �ts actual
real�zat�on stretches a long, long road, there are many s�mple-
m�nded souls to whom the v�s�on gleamed �s as the goal atta�ned.
They do not d�st�ngu�sh between schemes on paper and �deals
crystall�zed �nto l�v�ng real�t�es. Th�s type of m�nd �s far more common
than �s generally recogn�zed; that �s why so many people qu�te



ser�ously bel�eve that the Bolshev�k� have really establ�shed �n
Russ�a a soc�ety wh�ch conforms to the generous �deals of soc�al
democracy. They have read the rhetor�cal "decrees" and
"proclamat�ons" �n wh�ch the sh�bboleths of freedom and democracy
abound, and are sat�sf�ed. Yet �t ought to be pla�nly ev�dent to any
�ntell�gent person that, even �f the decrees and proclamat�ons were
as sound as they are �n fact unsound, and as def�n�te as they are �n
fact vague, they would afford no real bas�s for judg�ng Bolshev�sm as
an actual exper�ment �n soc�al pol�ty. There �s, �n ult�mate analys�s,
only one test to apply to Bolshev�sm—namely, the test of real�ty. We
must ask what the Bolshev�k� d�d, not what they professed; what was
the performance, not what was the prom�se.

Of course, th�s does not mean that we are to judge result wholly
w�thout regard to a�m. Adm�rable �ntent�on �s st�ll adm�rable as
�ntent�on, even when untoward c�rcumstance defeats �t and br�ngs
deplorable results. Bolshev�sm �s not merely a body of bel�ef and
speculat�on. When the Bolshev�k� se�zed the government of Russ�a
and began to attempt to carry out the�r �deas, Bolshev�sm became a
l�v�ng movement �n a world of real�ty and subject to the ac�d test of
pragmat�c cr�ter�a. It must be judged by such a matter-of-fact
standard as the extent to wh�ch �t has enlarged or d�m�n�shed the
happ�ness, health, comfort, freedom, well-be�ng, sat�sfact�on, and
eff�c�ency of the greatest number of �nd�v�duals. Unless the test
shows that �t has �ncreased the sum of good ava�lable for the mass,
Bolshev�sm cannot be regarded as a ga�n. If, on the contrary, the test
shows that �t has resulted �n sens�bly d�m�n�sh�ng the sum of good
ava�lable to the greatest number of people, Bolshev�sm must be
counted as a move �n the wrong d�rect�on, as so much effort lost.
Noth�ng that can be urged on ph�losoph�cal or moral grounds for or
aga�nst the moral or �ntellectual �mpulses that prompted �t can
fundamentally change the verd�ct. Yet, for all that, �t �s well to
exam�ne the theory wh�ch �nsp�res the pract�ce; well to know the
manner and method of th�nk�ng, and the v�ew of l�fe, from wh�ch
Bolshev�sm as a movement of masses of men and women proceeds.

Theoret�cally, Bolshev�sm, as such, has no necessary connect�on
w�th the ph�losophy or the program of Soc�al�sm. Certa�n persons



have establ�shed a work�ng relat�on between Soc�al�sm, a program,
and Bolshev�sm, a method. The connect�on �s not �nherently log�cal,
but, on the contrary, wholly advent�t�ous. As a matter of fact,
Bolshev�sm can only be l�nked to the program of Soc�al�sm by
v�olently and d�sastrously weaken�ng the latter and destroy�ng �ts
fundamental character. We shall do well to remember th�s; to
remember that the method of act�on, and, back of the method, the
ph�losophy on wh�ch �t rests and from wh�ch �t spr�ngs, are separate
and d�st�nct from Soc�al�sm. They are �ncalculably older and they
have been assoc�ated w�th vastly d�fferent programs. All that �s new
�n Bolshev�sm �s that a very old method of act�on, and a very old
ph�losophy of act�on, have been se�zed upon by a new class wh�ch
attempts to un�te them to a new program.

That �s all that �s �mpl�ed �n the "d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at."
D�ctatorsh�p by small m�nor�t�es �s not a new pol�t�cal phenomenon.
All that �s new when the m�nor�ty attempt�ng to establ�sh �ts
d�ctatorsh�p �s composed of poor, propertyless people, �s the fact of
the�r econom�c cond�t�on and status. That �s the only d�fference
between the d�ctatorsh�p of Russ�a by the Romanov dynasty and the
d�ctatorsh�p of Russ�a by a small m�nor�ty of determ�ned, class-
consc�ous work�ng-people. It �s not only the prec�se forms of
oppress�ve power used by them that are �dent�cally character�st�c of
Czar�sm and Bolshev�sm, but the�r underly�ng ph�losophy. Both forms
of d�ctatorsh�p rest upon the ph�losophy of m�ght as the only val�d
r�ght. M�l�tar�sm, espec�ally as �t was developed under Pruss�an
leadersh�p, has exactly the same ph�losophy and a�ms at the same
general result, namely, to establ�sh the dom�nat�on and control of
soc�ety by a m�nor�ty class. The Bolshev�k� have s�mply �nverted
Czar�sm and M�l�tar�sm.

What really shocks the major�ty of people �s not, after all, the
methods or the ph�losophy of Bolshev�sm, but the fact that the
Bolshev�k�, belong�ng to a subject class, have se�zed upon the
methods and ph�losophy of the most powerful rul�ng classes and
turned them to the�r own account. There �s a class moral�ty and a
class psychology the subtle �nfluences of wh�ch few perce�ve as a
matter of hab�t, wh�ch, however, to a great extent shape our



judgments, our sympath�es, and our ant�path�es. Men who never
were shocked when a Czar, speak�ng the language of p�ety and
rel�g�on, �ndulged �n the most �nfamous methods and deeds of terror
and oppress�on, are shocked beyond all power of adequate
express�on when former subjects of that same Czar, speak�ng the
language of the rel�g�on of democracy and freedom, resort to the
same �nfamous methods of terror and oppress�on.

II

The �dea that a revolt�ng proletar�an m�nor�ty m�ght by force �mpose
�ts rule upon soc�ety runs through the h�story of the modern work�ng
class, a note of �mpat�ent, desperate, menac�ng despa�r. The
Bolshev�k� say that they are Marx�an Soc�al�sts; that Marx bel�eved �n
and advocated the sett�ng up, dur�ng the trans�tory per�od of soc�al
revolut�on, of the "d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at." They are not qu�te
honest �n th�s cla�m, however; they are �ndulg�ng �n verbal tr�cks. It �s
true that Marx taught that the proletar�an dom�n�on of soc�ety, as a
prel�m�nary to the abol�t�on of all class rule of every k�nd, must be
regarded as certa�n and �nev�table. But �t �s not honest to cla�m the
sanct�on of h�s teach�ng for the se�zure of pol�t�cal power by a small
class, cons�st�ng of about 6 per cent. of the populat�on, and the
�mpos�t�on by force of �ts rule upon the major�ty of the populat�on that
�s e�ther unw�ll�ng or pass�ve. That �s the negat�on of Marx�an
Soc�al�sm. It �s the essence of Marx's teach�ng that the soc�al
revolut�on must come as a h�stor�cal necess�ty when the proletar�at
�tself compr�ses an overwhelm�ng major�ty of the people.

Let us summar�ze the theory as �t appears �n the Commun�st
Man�festo: Marx beg�ns by sett�ng forth the fact that class confl�ct �s
as old as c�v�l�zat�on �tself, that h�story �s very largely the record of
confl�cts between contend�ng soc�al classes. In our epoch, he
argues, class confl�ct �s greatly s�mpl�f�ed; there �s really only one
d�v�s�on, that wh�ch d�v�des the bourgeo�s�e and the proletar�at:
"Soc�ety as a whole �s more and more spl�tt�ng up �nto great host�le
camps, �nto two great classes d�rectly fac�ng each other, bourgeo�s�e
and proletar�at." ... "W�th the development of �ndustry the proletar�at



not only �ncreases �n numbers; �t becomes concentrated �n great
masses, �ts strength grows, and �t feels that strength more." ... "The
proletar�an movement �s the self-consc�ous, �ndependent movement
of the �mmense major�ty �n the �nterests of the �mmense major�ty." It
�s th�s "�mmense major�ty" that �s to establ�sh �ts dom�n�on. Marx
expressly po�nts out that "all prev�ous h�stor�cal movements were
movements of m�nor�t�es, or �n the �nterest of m�nor�t�es." It �s the
great mer�t of the movement of the proletar�at, as he conce�ves �t,
that �t �s the "movement of the �mmense major�ty, �n the �nterests of
the �mmense major�ty."

Clearly, when Len�ne and h�s followers say that they take the�r
doctr�ne of the "d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at" from Marx, they
pervert the truth; they take from Marx only the phrase, not the�r
fundamental pol�cy. It �s not to be den�ed that there were t�mes when
Marx h�mself momentar�ly lapsed �nto the error of Blanqu� and the
older school of Utop�an, consp�ratory Soc�al�sts who bel�eved that
they could f�nd a short cut to soc�al democracy; that by a surpr�se
stroke, carefully prepared and dar�ngly executed, a small and
desperate m�nor�ty could overthrow the ex�st�ng soc�al order and
br�ng about Soc�al�sm. As Jaurès has po�nted out,[50] the m�nd of
Marx somet�mes harked back to the dramat�c s�de of the French
Revolut�on, and was capt�vated by such ep�sodes as the consp�racy
of Babeuf and h�s fr�ends, who �n the�r day, wh�le the proletar�at was
a small m�nor�ty, even as �t �s �n Russ�a now, sought to establ�sh �ts
dom�n�on. But �t �s well known that after the fa�lure of the Par�s
Commune, �n 1871, Marx once and for all abandoned all bel�ef �n th�s
form of the "d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at," and �n the poss�b�l�ty of
secur�ng Soc�al�sm through the consp�ratory act�on of m�nor�t�es. He
was even rather unw�ll�ng that the Man�festo should be republ�shed
after that, except as a purely h�stor�cal document. It was �n that sp�r�t
of react�on that he and Engels wrote �n 1872 that passage—to wh�ch
Len�ne has g�ven such an unwarranted �nterpretat�on—�n wh�ch they
say that the Commune had shown that "the work�ng classes cannot
s�mply take possess�on of the ready-made state mach�ne and set �t
�n mot�on for the�r own a�ms."



It was no less an �nterpreter of Marx than h�s great collaborator and
fr�end, Freder�ck Engels, who, �n 1895, stated the reasons for
abandon�ng all bel�ef �n the poss�b�l�ty of accompl�sh�ng anyth�ng
through pol�t�cal surpr�ses and through the act�on of small consc�ous
and determ�ned m�nor�t�es at the head of unconsc�ous masses:

H�story proved that we were wrong—we and those who l�ke us, �n
1848, awa�ted the speedy success of the proletar�at. It became
perfectly clear that econom�c cond�t�ons all over the Cont�nent were
by no means as yet suff�c�ently matured for supersed�ng the
cap�tal�st organ�zat�on of product�on. Th�s was proved by the
econom�c revolut�on wh�ch commenced on the cont�nent of Europe
after 1848 and developed �n France, Austr�a-Hungary, Poland, and,
recently, also �n Russ�a, and made Germany �nto an �ndustr�al state
of the f�rst rank—all on a cap�tal�st bas�s, wh�ch shows that �n 1848
the preva�l�ng cond�t�ons were st�ll capable of expans�on. And to-day
we have a huge �nternat�onal army of Soc�al�sts.... If th�s m�ghty
proletar�an army has not yet reached �ts goal, �f �t �s dest�ned to ga�n
�ts ends only �n a long drawn out struggle, mak�ng headway but
slowly, step by step, th�s only proves how �mposs�ble �t was �n 1848
to change soc�al cond�t�ons by forc�ble means ... the t�me for small
m�nor�t�es to place themselves at the head of the �gnorant masses
and resort to force �n order to br�ng about revolut�ons, �s gone. A
complete change �n the organ�zat�on of soc�ety can be brought about
only by the consc�ous co-operat�on of the masses; they must be al�ve
to the a�m �n v�ew; they must know what they want. The h�story of the
last f�fty years has taught us that.[51]

What Engels had �n m�nd when he stressed the fact that h�story
showed that �n 1848 "the preva�l�ng cond�t�ons were st�ll capable of
expans�on" �s the central Marx�an doctr�ne of h�stor�cal �nev�tab�l�ty. It
�s surely less than honest to cla�m the prest�ge and author�ty of
Marx's teach�ngs upon the slender bas�s of a d�storted vers�on of h�s
early thought, wh�le completely �gnor�ng the matured body of h�s
doctr�nes. It may not matter much to the world to-day what Marx
thought, or how far Len�ne follows h�s teach�ngs, but �t �s of
�mportance that the cla�m set up by Len�ne and Trotzky and many of
the�r followers that they are gu�ded by the pr�nc�ples of Marx�an



Soc�al�sm �s �tself demonstrably an ev�dence of moral or �ntellectual
obl�qu�ty, wh�ch makes them very dangerous gu�des to follow. It �s of
�mportance, too, that the cla�m they make allures many Soc�al�sts of
trust�ng and uncr�t�cal m�nds to follow them.

Many t�mes �n h�s long l�fe Marx, together w�th Engels, found h�mself
engaged �n a f�erce war aga�nst the very th�ngs Len�ne and Trotzky
and the�r assoc�ates have been try�ng to do. He thundered aga�nst
We�tl�ng, who wanted to have a "dar�ng m�nor�ty" se�ze the power of
the state and establ�sh �ts d�ctatorsh�p by a coup d'état. He was
denounced as a "react�onary" by W�ll�ch and K�nkel because, �n
1850, he rejected w�th scorn the �dea of a sudden se�zure of pol�t�cal
power through consp�ratory act�on, and had the courage to say that �t
would take f�fty years for the workers "to f�t themselves for pol�t�cal
power." He opposed Lassalle's �dea of an armed �nsurrect�on �n
1862, because he was certa�n that the econom�c development had
not yet reached the stage wh�ch alone could make a soc�al change
poss�ble. He fought w�th all the f�erce �mpetuousness of h�s nature
every attempt of Bakun�n to lead the workers to attempt the se�zure
of pol�t�cal power and forc�bly establ�sh the�r rule wh�le st�ll a m�nor�ty.
[52] He fought all these men because he had become profoundly
conv�nced that "no soc�al order ever d�sappears before all the
product�ve forces for wh�ch there �s room �n �t have been developed;
and new and h�gher relat�ons of product�on never appear before the
mater�al cond�t�ons of the�r ex�stence have matured �n the womb of
the old soc�ety."[53] No "d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at," no act�on by
any m�nor�ty, however well armed or however desperate, can
overcome that great law.

The "d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at" �n the sense �n wh�ch that term �s
used by the Russ�an Bolshev�k leaders, and by those who �n other
countr�es are urg�ng that the�r example be followed, �s not a pol�cy of
Marx�an Soc�al�sm. It �s not a product of modern cond�t�ons. Rather �t
harks back to the earl�er consp�ratory Soc�al�sm of Blanqu�, w�th �ts
trad�t�ons �nher�ted from Robesp�erre and Babeuf. So far as �ts
advocates are concerned, Marx and the whole modern Soc�al�st
movement m�ght as well never have ex�sted at all. They take us back



three-quarters of a century, to the era before Marx, to that past so
remote �n �ntellectual and moral character, though recent �n po�nt of
t�me, when the work�ng class of no country �n Europe possessed the
r�ght to vote—when the workers were �ndeed proletar�ans and not
c�t�zens; not only propertyless, but also "w�thout a fatherland."

In truth, �t �s not d�ff�cult to understand how th�s theory has found
acceptance �n Russ�a. It was not d�ff�cult to understand why Marx's
doctr�ne of econom�c evolut�on was for many years rejected by most
Russ�an Soc�al�sts; why the latter took the v�ew that Soc�al�sm must
be more qu�ckly atta�ned, that cap�tal�sm was not a necessary
precursor of Soc�al�sm �n Russ�a, but that an �ntell�gent leadersh�p of
pass�ve masses would successfully establ�sh Soc�al�sm on the bas�s
of the old Russ�an communal �nst�tut�ons. It was qu�te easy to
understand the change that came w�th Russ�a's �ndustr�al
awaken�ng, how the development of factory product�on gave an
�mpetus to the Marx�an theor�es. And, though �t presents a strange
paradox, �n that �t comes at a t�me when, desp�te everyth�ng, Russ�an
cap�tal�sm cont�nues to develop, �t �s really not d�ff�cult to understand
how and why pre-Marx�an concept�ons reappear �n that great land of
paradoxes. Pol�t�cally and �ntellectually the pos�t�on of the proletar�at
of Russ�a before the recent Revolut�on was that of the proletar�at of
France �n 1848.

But that wh�ch baffles the m�nd of the ser�ous �nvest�gator �s the
read�ness of so many presumably �ntell�gent people l�v�ng �n
countr�es where—as �n Amer�ca—wholly d�fferent cond�t�ons preva�l
to �gnore the d�fferences and be ready to abandon all the democrat�c
advance made by the workers. There �s noth�ng more certa�n �n the
whole range of soc�al and pol�t�cal l�fe than the fact that the doctr�ne
that the power of the state must be se�zed and used by the
proletar�at aga�nst the non-proletar�an classes, even for a relat�vely
br�ef per�od, can only be carr�ed out by destroy�ng all the democracy
thus far ach�eved.

III



The val�d�ty of the forego�ng content�on can scarcely be quest�oned,
except by those to whom phrases are of more consequence than
facts, who place theor�es above real�t�es. The moment the Bolshev�k�
tr�ed to translate the�r rhetor�cal propaganda for the d�ctatorsh�p of
the proletar�at �nto the concrete terms of pol�t�cal real�ty they found
that they were compelled to d�rect the�r ma�n oppos�t�on, not aga�nst
the bourgeo�s�e, or even aga�nst cap�tal�sm, but aga�nst the newly
created democracy. In the movement to create a democrat�c
government rest�ng upon the bas�s of un�versal, d�rect, equal, and
secret suffrage they saw a per�l to the�r scheme far more form�dable
than m�l�tar�sm or cap�tal�sm. It was for th�s reason that they set
themselves to the task of suppress�ng the Const�tuent Assembly.
Only pol�t�cal s�mpletons w�ll ser�ously regard the Bolshev�k attempt
to camouflage the�r mot�ve by pretend�ng that they determ�ned to
crush the Const�tuent Assembly because �ts members were elected
on a reg�ster that was "obsolete" and therefore no longer truly
represented the people.

The German Spartac�des, who were act�ng �n full accord w�th the
Russ�an Bolshev�k�, had not that m�serable excuse. Yet they set out
by force of arms to prevent any elect�on be�ng held. In th�s they were
qu�te cons�stent; they wanted to set up a d�ctatorsh�p, and they knew
that the overwhelm�ng mass of the people wanted someth�ng very
d�fferent. At a d�nner of the Inter-Colleg�ate Soc�al�st Soc�ety �n New
York, �n December, 1918, a spokesman for the German var�ety of
Bolshev�sm blandly expla�ned that "Karl L�ebknecht and h�s
comrades know that they cannot hope to get a major�ty, therefore
they are determ�ned that no elect�ons shall be held. They w�ll prevent
th�s by force. After some t�me, perhaps, when a proletar�an rég�me
has ex�sted long enough, and people have become conv�nced of the
super�or�ty of the Soc�al�st way, or at least grown used to �t, and �t �s
safe to do so, popular elect�ons may be perm�tted." Incred�ble as �t
seems, th�s declarat�on was rece�ved w�th cheers by an aud�ence
wh�ch only a few m�nutes before had cheered w�th equal fervor
denunc�at�ons of "encroachments upon Amer�can democracy."

Cur�ously enough, the prec�se manner �n wh�ch the Bolshev�k� have
acted aga�nst democracy was set forth, as far back as 1850, by a



German, Johann von M�quel, �n a letter to Karl Marx. M�quel was
born �n Hanover, but h�s ancestors were of French or�g�n. He stud�ed
at He�delberg and Gött�ngen, and became assoc�ated w�th the
Soc�al�st movement of the per�od. He settled down to the pract�ce of
law, however, and when Hanover was annexed by Pruss�a he
entered the Pruss�an parl�ament. After the "d�sm�ssal of the p�lot,"
B�smarck, he became Pruss�an M�n�ster of F�nance, hold�ng that
pos�t�on for ten years. L�ebknecht referred to h�m as "my former
comrade �n commun�smo and present Chancellor �n re." Th�s M�quel,
wh�le he was st�ll a Soc�al�st, �n 1850 wrote to Marx as follows:

The workers' party may succeed aga�nst the upper m�ddle class and
what rema�ns of the feudal element, but �t w�ll be attacked on �ts flank
by the democracy. We can perhaps g�ve an ant�-bourgeo�s tone to
the Revolut�on for a l�ttle wh�le, we can destroy the essent�al
cond�t�ons of bourgeo�s product�on; but we cannot poss�bly put down
the small tradesmen and shopkeep�ng class, the petty bourgeo�s�e.
My motto �s to secure all we can get. We should prevent the lower
and m�ddle class from form�ng any organ�zat�ons for as long a t�me
as poss�ble after the f�rst v�ctory, and espec�ally oppose ourselves �n
serr�ed ranks to the plan of call�ng a Const�tut�onal Assembly. Part�al
terror�sm, local anarchy, must replace for us what we lack �n bulk.

What a remarkable ant�c�pat�on of the Bolshev�st methods of 1917-
18 �s thus outl�ned �n th�s letter, wr�tten s�xty-seven years before the
Bolshev�k coup d'état! How l�terally Len�ne, Trotzky and Co. have
followed Herr von M�quel! They have desperately tr�ed to "g�ve an
ant�-bourgeo�s tone to the Revolut�on," denounc�ng as bourgeo�s
react�onar�es the men and women whose labors and sacr�f�ces have
made the Russ�an Soc�al�st movement. They have destroyed "the
essent�al cond�t�ons" of bourgeo�s and of any other than the most
pr�m�t�ve product�on. They have set themselves �n serr�ed ranks �n
oppos�t�on to "the plan of call�ng a Const�tut�onal Assembly." They
have suppressed not only the organ�zat�ons of the "lower and m�ddle
class," but also those of a great part of the work�ng class, thus go�ng
beyond M�quel. F�nally, to replace what they lack �n bulk, they have
resorted to "part�al terror�sm and local anarchy."



And �t �s �n the name of revolut�onary progress, of ultra-rad�cal�sm,
that we are called upon to revert to the tact�cs of desperat�on born of
the d�scourag�ng cond�t�ons of nearly seventy years ago. A new
ph�losophy has taken possess�on of the eas�ly possessed m�nds of
Greenw�ch V�llage ph�losophers and parlor revolut�on�sts—a new
ph�losophy of progress, accord�ng to wh�ch revolut�onary progress
cons�sts �n the unravel�ng by fever�sh f�ngers of the fabr�c woven
through years of sacr�f�ce; �n abandon�ng h�gh levels atta�ned for the
lower levels from wh�ch the struggles of the past ra�sed us; �n hark�ng
back to the thoughts and the tact�cs of men who shouted the�r
despa�r�ng, def�ant cr�es �nto the gloom of the blackest per�od of the
n�neteenth century!

Un�versal, secret, equal, and d�rect suffrage was a fact �n Russ�a, the
f�rst great ach�evement of the Revolut�on. Upon that foundat�on, and
upon no other, �t was poss�ble to bu�ld an endur�ng, comprehens�ve
soc�al democracy. Aga�nst that foundat�on the Bolshev�k� hurled the�r
destruct�ve power, creat�ng a d�scr�m�nat�ng class suffrage,
d�sfranch�s�ng a great part of the Russ�an people—not merely the
bourgeo�s�e, but a cons�derable part of the work�ng class �tself.
Chapter XIII of Art�cle 4 of the Const�tut�on of the "Russ�an Soc�al�st
Federated Sov�et Republ�c" sets forth the qual�f�cat�ons for vot�ng, as
follows:

THE RIGHT TO VOTE

C������ T�������

64. The r�ght to vote and to be elected to the Sov�ets �s enjoyed by
the follow�ng c�t�zens, �rrespect�ve of rel�g�on, nat�onal�ty, dom�c�le,
etc., of the Russ�an Soc�al�st Federated Sov�et Republ�c, of both
sexes, who shall have completed the�r e�ghteenth year by the day of
elect�on:

a. All who have acqu�red the means of l�v�ng through labor that �s
product�ve and useful to soc�ety, and also persons engaged �n
housekeep�ng wh�ch enables the former to do product�ve work—�.e.,



laborers and employees of all classes who are employed �n �ndustry,
trade, agr�culture, etc.; and peasants and Cossack agr�cultural
laborers who employ no help for the purpose of mak�ng prof�ts.

b. Sold�ers of the army and navy of the Sov�ets.

c. C�t�zens of the two preced�ng categor�es who have to any degree
lost the�r capac�ty to work.

Note 1: Local Sov�ets may, upon approval of the central power, lower
the age standard ment�oned here�n.

Note 2: Non-c�t�zens ment�oned �n Paragraph 20 (Art�cle 2, Chapter
F�ve) have the r�ght to vote.

65. The follow�ng persons enjoy ne�ther the r�ght to vote nor the r�ght
to be voted for, even though they belong to one of the categor�es
enumerated above, namely:

a. Persons who employ h�red labor �n order to obta�n from �t an
�ncrease �n prof�ts.

b. Persons who have an �ncome w�thout do�ng any work, such as
�nterest from cap�tal, rece�pts from property, etc.

c. Pr�vate merchants, trade, and commerc�al brokers.

d. Monks and clergy of all denom�nat�ons.

e. Employees and agents of the former pol�ce, the gendarme corps,
and the Okhrana (Czar's secret serv�ce), also members of the former
re�gn�ng dynasty.

f. Persons who have �n legal form been declared demented or
mentally def�c�ent, and also persons under guard�ansh�p.

g. Persons who have been depr�ved by a Sov�et of the�r r�ghts of
c�t�zensh�p because of self�sh or d�shonorable offenses, for the
per�od f�xed by the sentence.

Apparently the Const�tut�on does not prov�de any standard for
determ�n�ng what labor �s "useful and product�ve to soc�ety," and



leaves the way open for a degree of arb�trar�ness on the part of
some author�ty or other that �s wholly �ncompat�ble w�th any generally
accepted �deal of freedom and democracy. It �s apparent from the
text of paragraph 64, subd�v�s�on "a" of the forego�ng chapter that
housekeep�ng as such �s not �ncluded �n the category of "labor that �s
product�ve and useful to soc�ety," for a separate category �s made of
�t. The language used �s that "The r�ght to vote and to be elected to
the Sov�ets �s enjoyed by.... All who have acqu�red the means of
l�v�ng through labor that �s product�ve and useful to soc�ety, and also
persons engaged �n housekeep�ng, wh�ch enables the former to do
product�ve work—�.e., laborers and employees of all classes who are
employed �n �ndustry, trade, agr�culture, etc."

Th�s seems to mean that persons engaged �n housekeep�ng can only
vote �f and when they are so engaged �n order to enable other
persons than themselves to do "product�ve work." It appears that
housekeep�ng for persons not engaged �n such product�ve work—for
ch�ldren, for example—would not confer the r�ght to vote. It �s not
poss�ble to tell w�th certa�nty what �t does mean, however, for there �s
probably not a s�ngle person �n Russ�a or �n the world who can tell
exactly what th�s prec�ous �nstrument actually means. What standard
�s to be establ�shed to determ�ne what labor �s "product�ve" and
"useful"? Is the journal�st, for �nstance, engaged �n useful and
product�ve labor? Is the novel�st? �s the ag�tator? Presumably the
journal�st employed �n defend�ng the Sov�et Republ�c aga�nst attacks
by unfr�endly cr�t�cs would be do�ng useful work and be ent�tled to
vote, but what about the journal�st employed �n mak�ng the
cr�t�c�sms? Would the w�fe of the latter, no matter how much she
m�ght d�sagree w�th her husband's v�ews, be barred from vot�ng,
s�mply because she was "engaged �n housekeep�ng" for one whose
labors were not regarded "product�ve and useful to soc�ety"? If the
language used means anyth�ng at all, apparently she would be so
d�sfranch�sed.

Upon what ground �s �t dec�ded that the "pr�vate merchant" may not
vote? Certa�nly �t �s not because h�s labor �s of necess�ty ne�ther
product�ve nor useful, for paragraph 65 says that even though
belong�ng to one of the categor�es of persons otherw�se qual�f�ed to



vote, the pr�vate merchant may "enjoy ne�ther the r�ght to vote nor to
be voted for." The keeper of a l�ttle grocery store, even though h�s
�ncome �s not greater than that of a mechan�c, and desp�te the fact
that h�s store meets a local need and makes h�s serv�ces, therefore,
"useful" �n the h�ghest degree, cannot enjoy c�v�c r�ghts, s�mply
because he �s a "merchant"! The clergy of all denom�nat�ons are
excluded from the franch�se. It does not matter, accord�ng to th�s
const�tut�on, that a m�n�ster belongs to a church �ndependent of any
connect�on w�th the state, that he �s elected by people who des�re h�s
serv�ces and �s pa�d by them, that he sat�sf�es them and �s therefore
do�ng a "useful serv�ce"—�f ut�l�ty means the sat�sfy�ng of needs—
because he �s so employed he cannot vote.

It �s clearly prov�ded that "peasants and Cossack agr�cultural
laborers who employ no help for the purpose of mak�ng prof�ts" can
vote and be voted for. But no persons "who employ h�red labor �n
order to obta�n from �t an �ncrease �n prof�ts" may vote or be elected
to off�ce, even though the work they do �s product�ve and useful to
soc�ety. A peasant who h�res no ass�stance may vote, but �f he
dec�des that by employ�ng a boy to help h�m he w�ll be able to g�ve
better attent�on to certa�n crops and make more money, even though
he pays the boy every penny that the serv�ce �s worth, judged by any
standard whatever, he loses h�s vote and h�s c�v�c status because,
forsooth, he has ga�ned �n h�s net �ncome as a result of h�s
enterpr�se. And th�s �s ser�ously put forward as the bas�s of
government �n a nat�on need�ng an �ntense and un�versal st�mulat�on
of �ts econom�c product�on.

A m�l�tant suffrag�st fr�end of m�ne, whose pass�on for un�versal
suffrage �n Amer�ca �s so great that �t leads her to jo�n �n all sorts of
demonstrat�ons protest�ng aga�nst the fa�lure of the Un�ted States
Senate to pass the Susan B. Anthony amendment—even lead�ng
her to jo�n �n the publ�c burn�ng of Pres�dent W�lson's speeches, a
queer emulat�on of the anc�ent eccles�ast�cal b�gotry of burn�ng
heret�cal books!—manages to un�te to her pass�on for equal and
unrestr�cted suffrage an equally pass�onate adm�rat�on for the
Bolshev�k�, arch-enem�es of equal and unrestr�cted suffrage. Her
case �s not except�onal: �t �s rather typ�cal of the Bolshev�k follow�ng



�n England and �n Amer�ca. Such m�nds are not governed and
d�rected by rat�onal processes, but by emot�onal �mpulses, generally
of patholog�cal or�g�n.

What the Bolshev�k const�tut�on would mean �f pract�cally appl�ed to
Amer�can l�fe to-day can be br�efly �nd�cated. The follow�ng classes
would certa�nly be ent�tled to vote and to be elected to off�ce:

1. All wage-earners engaged �n the product�on of goods and ut�l�t�es
regarded by some des�gnated author�ty as "product�ve and useful to
soc�ety."

2. Teachers and educators engaged �n the publ�c serv�ce.

3. All farmers own�ng and work�ng the�r own farms w�thout h�red help
of any k�nd.

4. All wage-earners engaged �n the publ�c serv�ce as employees of
the state, subd�v�s�ons of the state, or publ�c serv�ce corporat�ons-
such as postal clerks, street-ra�lway workers, electr�c�ans, and so on.

5. W�ves and others engaged �n keep�ng the homes of the forego�ng,
so as to enable them to work.

6. The "sold�ers of the army and navy"—whether all off�cers are
�ncluded �s not clear from the text.

Now let us see what classes would be as certa�nly excluded from the
r�ght to vote and to be voted for.

1. Every merchant from the keeper of a corner grocery store to the
owner of a great mercant�le establ�shment.

2. Every banker, every comm�ss�on agent, every broker, every
�nsurance agent, every real-estate dealer.

3. Every farmer who h�res help of any k�nd—even a s�ngle "hand."

4. Every petty contractor, garage-keeper, or other person employ�ng
any h�red help whatever, �nclud�ng the profess�onal wr�ter who h�res a



stenographer, the doctor who h�res a chauffeur, and the dent�st who
h�res a mechan�c ass�stant.

5. Every clergyman and m�n�ster of the Gospel.

6. Every person whose �ncome �s der�ved from �nher�ted wealth or
from �nvested earn�ngs, �nclud�ng all who l�ve upon annu�t�es
prov�ded by g�ft or bequest.

7. Every person engaged �n housekeep�ng for persons �ncluded �n
any of the forego�ng s�x categor�es—�nclud�ng the w�ves of such
d�squal�f�ed persons.

There are many occupat�onal groups whose c�v�c status �s not so
eas�ly def�ned. The worker engaged �n mak�ng art�cles of luxury,
enjoyed only by the pr�v�leged few, could hardly have a better cla�m
to a vote than the housekeeper of a man whose �ncome was der�ved
from fore�gn �nvestments, or than the chauffeur of a man whose
�ncome was der�ved from government bonds. All three represent,
presumably, types of that paras�t�c labor wh�ch subjects those
engaged �n �t to d�sfranch�sement. Apparently, though not certa�nly,
then, the follow�ng would also be d�sfranch�sed:

1. All lawyers except those engaged by the publ�c author�t�es for the
publ�c serv�ce.

2. All teachers and educators other than those engaged �n the publ�c
serv�ce.

3. All bankers, managers of �ndustr�es, commerc�al travelers,
experts, and accountants except those employed �n the publ�c
serv�ce, or whose labor �s judged by a competent tr�bunal to be
necessary and useful.

4. All ed�tors, journal�sts, authors of books and plays, except as
spec�al prov�s�on m�ght be prov�ded for �nd�v�duals.

5. All persons engaged �n occupat�ons wh�ch a competent tr�bunal
dec�ded to class�fy as non-essent�al or non-product�ve.



Any ser�ous attempt to �ntroduce such restr�ct�ons and l�m�tat�ons of
the r�ght of suffrage �n Amer�ca would provoke �rres�st�ble revolt. It
would be justly and properly regarded as an attempt to arrest the
forward march of the nat�on and to turn �ts energ�es �n a backward
d�rect�on. It would be just as react�onary �n the pol�t�cal world as �t
would be �n the �ndustr�al world to revert back to hand-tool
product�on; to subst�tute the ox-team for the ra�lway system, the
hand-loom for the power-loom, the fla�l for the thresh�ng-mach�ne,
the s�ckle for the modern harvest�ng-mach�ne, the human cour�er for
the electr�c telegraph.

Yet we f�nd a rad�cal l�ke Mr. Max Eastman g�v�ng h�s bened�ct�on and
approval to prec�sely such a program �n Russ�a as a subst�tute for
un�versal suffrage. We f�nd h�m quot�ng w�th apparent approval an
art�cle sett�ng forth Len�ne's plan, hardly d�sgu�sed, to d�sfranch�se
every farmer who employs even a s�ngle h�red helper.[54]

Len�ne's pos�t�on �s qu�te clear. "Only the proletar�at lead�ng on the
poorest peasants (the sem�-proletar�at as they are called �n our
program) ... may undertake the steps toward Soc�al�sm that have
become absolutely unavo�dable and non-postponable.... The
peasants want to reta�n the�r small hold�ngs and to arr�ve at some
place of equal d�str�but�on.... So be �t. No sens�ble Soc�al�st w�ll
quarrel w�th a pauper peasant on th�s ground. If the lands are
conf�scated, so long as the proletar�ans rule �n the great centers, and
all pol�t�cal power �s handed over to the proletar�at, the rest w�ll take
care of �tself."[55] Yet, �n sp�te of Len�ne's �ns�stence that all pol�t�cal
power be "handed over to the proletar�at," �n sp�te of a score of
s�m�lar utterances wh�ch m�ght be quoted, and, f�nally, �n sp�te of the
Sov�et Const�tut�on wh�ch so obv�ously excludes from the r�ght to
vote a large part of the adult populat�on, an Amer�can Bolshev�st
pamphleteer has the effrontery to �nsult the �ntell�gence of h�s
readers by the stup�dly and palpably false statement that "even at
the present t�me 95 per cent. �n Russ�a can vote, wh�le �n the Un�ted
States only about 65 per cent. can vote."[56]

Of course �t �s only as a temporary measure that th�s d�ctatorsh�p of a
class �s to be ma�nta�ned. It �s des�gned only for the per�od of



trans�t�on and adjustment. In t�me the adjustment w�ll be made, all
forms of soc�al paras�t�sm and econom�c explo�tat�on w�ll d�sappear,
and then �t w�ll be both poss�ble and natural to revert to democrat�c
government. Too s�mple and naïve to be trusted alone �n a world so
full of tr�ckery and tr�cksters as ours are they who f�nd any asurance
�n th�s prom�se. They are surely among the most gull�ble of our
humank�nd!

Of course, the answer to the cla�m �s a very s�mple one: �t �s that no
class ga�n�ng pr�v�lege and power ever surrenders �t unt�l �t �s
compelled to do so. Every one who has read the pre-Marx�an
l�terature deal�ng w�th the d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at knows how
�ns�stent �s the demand that the per�od of d�ctatorsh�p must be
prolonged as much as poss�ble. Even Marx h�mself �ns�sted, on one
occas�on at least, that �t must be ma�nta�ned as long as poss�ble,[57]

and �n the letter of Johann von M�quel, already quoted, we f�nd the
same thought expressed �n the same terms, "as long as poss�ble."
But even �f we put as�de these warn�ngs of human exper�ence and of
recorded h�story, and persuade ourselves that �n Russ�a we have a
wholly new phenomenon, a class possess�ng powers of d�ctatorsh�p
an�mated by a burn�ng pass�on to rel�nqu�sh those powers as qu�ckly
as poss�ble, �s �t not st�ll ev�dent that the soc�al adjustments that must
be made to reach the stage where, accord�ng to the Bolshev�k
standards, pol�t�cal democracy can be �ntroduced, must, under the
most favorable c�rcumstances conce�vable, take many, many years?
Even Len�ne adm�ts that "a sound solut�on of the problem of
�ncreas�ng the product�v�ty of labor" (wh�ch l�es at the very heart of
the problem we are now d�scuss�ng) "requ�res at least (espec�ally
after a most d�stress�ng and destruct�ve war) several years."[58]

From the po�nt of v�ew of soc�al democracy the bas�s of the
Bolshev�k state �s react�onary and unsound. The true Soc�al�st pol�cy
�s that set forth by W�lhelm L�ebknecht �n the follow�ng words: "The
pol�t�cal power wh�ch the Soc�al Democracy a�ms at and wh�ch �t w�ll
w�n, no matter what �ts enem�es may do, has not for �ts object the
establ�shment of the d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at, but the
suppress�on of the d�ctatorsh�p of the bourgeo�s�e."[59]



IV

Democracy �n government and �n �ndustry must character�ze any
system of soc�ety wh�ch can be justly called Soc�al�st. Th�rteen years
ago I wrote, "Soc�al�sm w�thout democracy �s as �mposs�ble as a
shadow w�thout l�ght."[60] That seemed to me then, as �t seems to-
day, ax�omat�c. And so the greatest Soc�al�st th�nkers and leaders
always regarded �t. "We have perce�ved that Soc�al�sm and
democracy are �nseparable," declared W�ll�am L�ebknecht, the well-
beloved, �n 1899.[61] Th�rty years earl�er, �n 1869, he had g�ven luc�d
express�on to the same conv�ct�on �n these words: "Soc�al�sm and
democracy are not the same, but they are only d�fferent express�ons
of the same fundamental �dea. They belong to each other, round out
each other, and can never stand �n contrad�ct�on to each other.
Soc�al�sm w�thout democracy �s pseudo-Soc�al�sm, just as
democracy w�thout Soc�al�sm �s pseudo-democracy."[62] Democracy
�n �ndustry �s, as I have �ns�sted �n my wr�t�ng w�th unfa�l�ng
cons�stency, as �nseparable from Soc�al�sm as democracy �n
government.[63] Unless �ndustry �s brought w�th�n the control of
democracy and made respons�ve to the common w�ll, Soc�al�sm �s
not atta�ned.

Everywhere the organ�zed work�ng class asp�res to atta�n that
�ndustr�al democracy wh�ch �s the counterpart of pol�t�cal democracy.
Synd�cal�sm, w�th all �ts vagar�es, �ts crude reversal to outworn �deas
and methods, �s, nevertheless, fundamentally an express�on of that
yearn�ng. It �s the same pass�on that l�es back of the Shop Stewards'
movement �n England, and that �nsp�res the much more pat�ently and
carefully developed theor�es and plans of the advocates of "Gu�ld
Soc�al�sm." Mot�ved by the same des�re, our Amer�can labor-un�ons
are demand�ng, and stead�ly ga�n�ng, an �ncreas�ng share �n the
actual d�rect�on of �ndustry. Jo�nt control by boards composed of
representat�ves of employers, employees, and the general publ�c �s,
to an ever-�ncreas�ng extent, determ�n�ng the cond�t�ons of
employment, wage standards, work standards, hours of labor, cho�ce
and conduct of foremen, and many other matters of v�tal �mportance
to the wage-earners. That we are st�ll a long way from anyth�ng l�ke



�ndustr�al democracy �s all too pa�nfully true and obv�ous, but �t �s
equally obv�ous that we are struggl�ng toward the goal, and that
there �s a ser�ous purpose and �ntent�on to real�ze the �deal.

Impelled by the �nexorable log�c of �ts own ex�stence as a
d�ctatorsh�p, the Bolshev�k government has had to set �tself aga�nst
any and every man�festat�on of democracy �n �ndustry w�th the same
relentless force as �t opposed democracy �n government. True, ow�ng
to the fact that, follow�ng the l�ne of �ndustr�al evolut�on, the trade-
un�on movement was not strongly enough developed to even
attempt any organ�zat�on for the express�on of �ndustr�al democracy
comparable to the Const�tuent Assembly. It �s equally true, however,
that had such an organ�zat�on ex�sted the necess�ty to suppress �t, as
the pol�t�cal organ�zat�on was suppressed, would have proceeded
�nev�tably and �rres�st�bly from the creat�on of a d�ctatorsh�p. There
cannot be, �n any country, as co-ex�stent forces, pol�t�cal d�ctatorsh�p
and �ndustr�al democracy. It �s also true that such democrat�c
agenc�es as there were ex�st�ng the Bolshev�k� neglected.

That the Bolshev�k� d�d not establ�sh �ndustr�al democracy �n �ts
fullest sense �s not to be charged to the�r d�scred�t. Had Bolshev�sm
never appeared, and had the Const�tuent Assembly been perm�tted
to funct�on unmolested and free, �t would have taken many years to
real�ze anyth�ng l�ke a well-rounded �ndustr�al democracy, for wh�ch a
h�ghly developed �ndustr�al system �s absolutely essent�al. The
leaders of the Bolshev�k movement recogn�zed from the f�rst that the
t�me had not yet arr�ved for even attempt�ng to set up a Soc�al�st
commonwealth based on the soc�al ownersh�p and democrat�c
control of �ndustry. Len�ne frankly declared that "Soc�al�sm cannot
now preva�l �n Russ�a,"[64] and Trotzky sa�d, a month after the coup
d'état: "We are not ready yet to take over all �ndustry.... For the
present, we expect of the earn�ngs of a factory to pay the owner 5 or
6 per cent. yearly on h�s actual �nvestment. What we a�m at now �s
control rather than ownersh�p."[65] He d�d not tell Professor Ross,
who records th�s statement, on what grounds the owner of the
property thus controlled by the Sov�et government, and who thus



becomes a partner of the government, �s to be excluded from the
exerc�se of the franch�se. But let that pass.

When the Bolshev�k� se�zed the power of the state, they found
themselves confronted by a terr�f�c task. Russ�a was utterly
demoral�zed. An undeveloped nat�on �ndustr�ally, war and �nternal
str�fe had wrought havoc w�th the �ndustr�al l�fe she had. Her ra�lways
were neglected and the whole transportat�on system, ent�rely
�nadequate even for peace needs, had, under the stra�n of the war,
fallen �nto chaos. After the March Revolut�on, as a natural
consequence of the �ntox�cat�on of the new freedom, such d�sc�pl�nes
as had ex�sted were broken down. Product�on fell off �n a most
alarm�ng manner. Dur�ng the Kerensky rég�me Skobelev, as M�n�ster
of Labor, repeatedly begged the workers to prove the�r loyalty to the
Revolut�on by �ncreased exert�on and fa�thfulness �n the workshops
and factor�es. The Bolshev�k�, on the�r part, as a means of f�ght�ng
the Prov�s�onal Government, preached the oppos�te doctr�ne, that of
sabotage. In every manner poss�ble they encouraged the workers to
l�m�t product�on, to waste t�me and mater�als, str�ke for tr�v�al
reasons, and, �n short, do all that was poss�ble to defeat the effort to
place �ndustry upon a sound bas�s.

When they found themselves �n possess�on of the powers of
government the Bolshev�k leaders soon had to face the stern
real�t�es of the cond�t�ons essent�al to the l�fe of a great nat�on. They
could not escape the necess�ty of �ntens�fy�ng product�on. They had
not only prom�sed peace, but bread, and bread comes only from
labor. Every ser�ous student of the problem has real�zed that the f�rst
great task of any Soc�al�st soc�ety must be to �ncrease the
product�v�ty of labor. It �s all very well for a popular propaganda
among the masses to prom�se a great reduct�on �n the hours of labor
and, at the same t�me, a great �mprovement �n the standards of
l�v�ng. The translat�on of such prom�ses �nto actual ach�evements
must prove to be an enormous task. To bu�ld the better homes, make
the better and more abundant cloth�ng, shoes, furn�ture, and other
th�ngs requ�red to fulf�l the prom�se, w�ll requ�re a great deal of labor,
and such an organ�zat�on of �ndustry upon a bas�s of eff�c�ency as no
nat�on has yet developed. If the work�ng class of th�s or any other



country should take possess�on of the ex�st�ng organ�zat�on of
product�on, there would not be enough �n the fund now go�ng to the
cap�tal�st class to sat�sfy the requ�rements of the workers, even �f not
a penny of compensat�on were pa�d to the expropr�ated owners.
Kautsky, among others, has courageously faced th�s fact and
�ns�sted that "�t w�ll be one of the �mperat�ve tasks of the Soc�al
Revolut�on not s�mply to cont�nue, but to �ncrease product�on; the
v�ctor�ous proletar�at must extend product�on rap�dly �f �t �s to be able
to sat�sfy the enormous demands that w�ll be made upon the new
rég�me."[66]

From the f�rst
th�s problem had to be faced by the Bolshev�k government. We f�nd
Len�ne �ns�st�ng that the workers must be �nsp�red w�th "�deal�sm,
self-sacr�f�ce, and pers�stence" to turn out as large a product as
poss�ble; that the product�v�ty of labor must be ra�sed and a h�gh
level of �ndustr�al performance as the duty of every worker be
r�gorously �ns�sted upon. It �s not enough to have destroyed
feudal�sm and the monarchy:



In every Soc�al�st revolut�on, however, the ma�n task of the
proletar�at, and of the poorest peasantry led by �t—and, hence, also
�n the Soc�al�st revolut�on �n Russ�a �naugurated by us on November
7, 1917, cons�sts �n the pos�t�ve and construct�ve work of establ�sh�ng
an extremely complex and del�cate net of newly organ�zed
relat�onsh�ps cover�ng the systemat�c product�on and d�str�but�on of
products wh�ch are necessary for the ex�stence of tens of m�ll�ons of
people. The successful real�zat�on of such a revolut�on depends on
the or�g�nal h�stor�cal creat�ve work of the major�ty of the populat�on,
and f�rst of all of the major�ty of the to�lers. The v�ctory of the Soc�al�st
revolut�on w�ll not be assured unless the proletar�at and the poorest
peasantry man�fest suff�c�ent consc�ousness, �deal�sm, self-sacr�f�ce,
and pers�stence. W�th the creat�on of a new—the Sov�et—type of
state, offer�ng to the oppressed to�l�ng masses the opportun�ty to
part�c�pate act�vely �n the free construct�on of a new soc�ety, we have
solved only a small part of the d�ff�cult task. The ma�n d�ff�culty �s �n
the econom�c doma�n; to ra�se the product�v�ty of labor, to establ�sh
str�ct and un�versal account�ng and control of product�on and
d�str�but�on, and actually to soc�al�ze product�on.[67]

Len�ne recogn�zes, as every thoughtful person must, that th�s task of
organ�z�ng product�on and d�str�but�on cannot be undertaken by "the
proletar�at and the poorest peasants." It requ�res a vast amount of
h�ghly developed techn�cal knowledge and sk�ll, the result of long
tra�n�ng and super�or educat�on. Th�s k�nd of serv�ce �s so h�ghly pa�d,
�n compar�son w�th the wages pa�d to the manual workers, that �t l�fts
those who perform the serv�ce and rece�ve the h�gh salar�es �nto the
ranks of the bourgeo�s�e. Certa�nly, even though they are engaged �n
perform�ng work of the h�ghest value and the most v�tal
consequence, the spec�al�sts, experts, and d�rect�ng managers of
�ndustry are not of the "work�ng class," as that term �s commonly
employed. And no matter how we may speculate upon the poss�ble
atta�nment of approx�mate equal�ty of �ncome �n some future near or
remote, the fact �s that the labor of such men can only be secured by
pay�ng much more than �s pa�d to the manual workers.



Qu�te w�sely, the Bolshev�k government dec�ded that �t must have
such serv�ces, no matter that they must be h�ghly pa�d for; that they
could only be rendered by the hated bourgeo�s�e and that, �n
consequence, certa�n comprom�ses and relat�ons w�th the
bourgeo�s�e became necessary the moment the serv�ces were
engaged. The Bolshev�k government recogn�zed the �mperat�ve
necess�ty of the serv�ce wh�ch only h�ghly pa�d spec�al�sts could g�ve
and w�sely dec�ded that no prejud�ce or theory must be perm�tted to
block the necessary steps for Russ�a's reconstruct�on. In a sp�r�t of
�ntell�gent opportun�sm, therefore, they subord�nated sh�bboleths,
prejud�ces, dogmas, and theor�es to Russ�a's necess�ty. The san�ty of
th�s opportun�st�c att�tude �s altogether adm�rable, but �t contrasts
strangely w�th the refusal to co-operate w�th the bourgeo�s�e �n
establ�sh�ng a stable democrat�c government—no less necessary for
Russ�a's reconstruct�on and for Soc�al�sm. As a matter of fact, the
very prompt�tude and san�ty of the�r opportun�sm when faced by
respons�b�l�ty, serves to demonstrate the truth of the content�on
made �n these pages, that �n refus�ng to co-operate w�th others �n
bu�ld�ng up a permanently secure democrat�c government, they were
actuated by no h�gh moral pr�nc�ple, but s�mply by a des�re to ga�n
power. The pos�t�on of Russ�a to-day would have been vastly
d�fferent �f the w�sdom man�fested �n the follow�ng paragraphs had
governed Len�ne and h�s assoc�ates �n the days when Kerensky was
try�ng to save Russ�an democracy:

W�thout the d�rect�on of spec�al�sts of d�fferent branches of
knowledge, techn�que, and exper�ence, the transformat�on toward
Soc�al�sm �s �mposs�ble, for Soc�al�sm demands a consc�ous mass
movement toward a h�gher product�v�ty of labor �n compar�son w�th
cap�tal�sm and on the bas�s wh�ch had been atta�ned by cap�tal�sm.
Soc�al�sm must accompl�sh th�s movement forward �n �ts own way, by
�ts own methods—to make �t more def�n�te, by Sov�et methods. But
the spec�al�sts are �nev�tably bourgeo�s on account of the whole
env�ronment of soc�al l�fe wh�ch made them spec�al�sts.... In v�ew of
the cons�derable delay �n account�ng and control �n general, although
we have succeeded �n defeat�ng sabotage, we have not yet created
an env�ronment wh�ch would put at our d�sposal the bourgeo�s



spec�al�sts. Many sabotagers are com�ng �nto our serv�ce, but the
best organ�zers and the b�ggest spec�al�sts can be used by the state
e�ther �n the old bourgeo�s way (that �s, for a h�gher salary) or �n the
new proletar�an way (that �s, by creat�ng such an env�ronment of
un�versal account�ng and control wh�ch would �nev�tably and naturally
attract and ga�n the subm�ss�on of spec�al�sts). We were forced now
to make use of the old bourgeo�s method and agree to a very h�gh
remunerat�on for the serv�ces of the b�ggest of the bourgeo�s
spec�al�sts. All those who are acqua�nted w�th the facts understand
th�s, but not all g�ve suff�c�ent thought to the s�gn�f�cance of such a
measure on the part of the proletar�an state. It �s clear that the
measure �s a comprom�se, that �t �s a defect�on from the pr�nc�ples of
the Par�s Commune and of any proletar�an rule, wh�ch demand the
reduct�on of salar�es to the standard of remunerat�on of the average
workers—pr�nc�ples wh�ch demand that "career hunt�ng" be fought
by deeds, not words.

Furthermore, �t �s clear that such a measure �s not merely a halt �n a
certa�n part and to a certa�n degree of the offens�ve aga�nst
cap�tal�sm (for cap�tal�sm �s not a quant�ty of money, but a def�n�te
soc�al relat�onsh�p), but also a step backward by our Soc�al�st Sov�et
state, wh�ch has from the very beg�nn�ng procla�med and carr�ed on
a pol�cy of reduc�ng h�gh salar�es to the standard of wages of the
average worker.

... The corrupt�ng �nfluence of h�gh salar�es �s beyond quest�on—both
on the Sov�ets ... and on the mass of the workers. But all th�nk�ng
and honest workers and peasants w�ll agree w�th us and w�ll adm�t
that we are unable to get r�d at once of the ev�l her�tage of
cap�tal�sm.... The sooner we ourselves, workers and peasants, learn
better labor d�sc�pl�ne and a h�gher techn�que of to�l, mak�ng use of
the bourgeo�s spec�al�sts for th�s purpose, the sooner we w�ll get r�d
of the need of pay�ng tr�bute to these spec�al�sts.[68]

We f�nd the same read�ness to comprom�se and to follow the l�ne of
least res�stance �n deal�ng w�th the co-operat�ves. From 1906 onward
there had been an enormous growth of co-operat�ves �n Russ�a.
They were of var�ous k�nds and an�mated by var�ed degrees of soc�al



consc�ousness. They d�d not d�ffer mater�ally from the co-operat�ves
of England, Belg�um, Denmark, Italy, or Germany except �n the one
�mportant part�cular that they rel�ed upon bourgeo�s Intellectuals for
leadersh�p and d�rect�on to a greater extent than do the co-
operat�ves �n the countr�es named. They were adm�rably f�tted to be
the nucle� of a soc�al�zed system of d�str�but�on. Out of off�ce the
Bolshev�k� had sneered at these work�ng-class organ�zat�ons and
denounced them as "bourgeo�s corrupt�ons of the m�l�tant
proletar�at." Necess�ty and respons�b�l�ty soon forced the adopt�on of
a new att�tude toward them. The Bolshev�k government had to
accept the desp�sed co-operat�ves, and even comprom�se Bolshev�st
pr�nc�ples as the pr�ce of secur�ng the�r serv�ces:

A Soc�al�st state can come �nto ex�stence only as a net of product�on
and consumpt�on communes, wh�ch keep consc�ent�ous accounts of
the�r product�on and consumpt�on, econom�ze labor, stead�ly
�ncreas�ng �ts product�v�ty and thus mak�ng �t poss�ble to lower the
workday to seven, s�x, or even less hours. Anyth�ng less than
r�gorous, un�versal, thorough account�ng and control of gra�n and of
the product�on of gra�n, and later also of all other necessary
products, w�ll not do. We have �nher�ted from cap�tal�sm mass
organ�zat�ons wh�ch can fac�l�tate the trans�t�on to mass account�ng
and control of d�str�but�on—the consumers' co-operat�ves. They are
developed �n Russ�a less than �n the more advanced countr�es, but
they compr�se more than 10,000,000 members. The decree on
consumers' assoc�at�ons wh�ch was recently �ssued �s extremely
s�gn�f�cant, show�ng clearly the pecul�ar�ty of the pos�t�on and of the
problem of the Soc�al�st Sov�et Republ�c at the present t�me.

The decree �s an agreement w�th the bourgeo�s co-operat�ves and
w�th the workmen's co-operat�ves adher�ng to the bourgeo�s
standpo�nt. The agreement or comprom�se cons�sts, f�rstly, �n the fact
that the representat�ves of these �nst�tut�ons not only part�c�pated �n
the del�berat�ons on th�s decree, but had pract�cally rece�ved a
determ�n�ng vo�ce, for parts of the decree wh�ch met determ�ned
oppos�t�on from these �nst�tut�ons were rejected. Secondly and
essent�ally, the comprom�se cons�sts �n the reject�on by the Sov�et
author�ty of the pr�nc�ple of free adm�ss�on to the co-operat�ves (the



only cons�stent pr�nc�ple from the proletar�an standpo�nt), and that
the whole populat�on of a g�ven local�ty should be un�ted �n a s�ngle
co-operat�ve. The defect�on from th�s, the only Soc�al�st pr�nc�ple,
wh�ch �s �n accord w�th the problem of do�ng away w�th classes,
allows the ex�stence of work�ng-class co-operat�ves (wh�ch �n th�s
case call themselves work�ng-class co-operat�ves only because they
subm�t to the class �nterests of the bourgeo�s�e). Lastly, the
propos�t�on of the Sov�et government completely to exclude the
bourgeo�s�e from the adm�n�strat�on of the co-operat�ves was also
cons�derably weakened, and only owners of cap�tal�st�c commerc�al
and �ndustr�al enterpr�ses are excluded from the adm�n�strat�on.

If the proletar�at, act�ng through the Sov�ets, should successfully
establ�sh account�ng and control on a nat�onal scale, there would be
no need for such comprom�se. Through the Food Departments of the
Sov�ets, through the�r organs of supply, we would un�te the
populat�on �n one co-operat�ve d�rected by the proletar�at, w�thout the
ass�stance from bourgeo�s co-operat�ves, w�thout concess�ons to the
purely bourgeo�s pr�nc�ple wh�ch compels the labor co-operat�ves to
rema�n s�de by s�de w�th the bourgeo�s co-operat�ves �nstead of
wholly subject�ng these bourgeo�s co-operat�ves, fus�ng both?[69]

V

It �s no mood of capt�ous, unfr�endly cr�t�c�sm that attent�on �s
spec�ally d�rected to these comprom�ses. Only pol�t�cal charlatans,
�neffect�ve quacks, and �rrespons�ble soap-box orators see cr�me
aga�nst the revolut�onary program of the masses �n a w�se and
honest opportun�sm. H�story w�ll not condemn the Bolshev�k� for the
g�ve-and-take, comprom�se-where-necessary pol�cy outl�ned �n the
forego�ng paragraphs. Its condemnat�on w�ll be d�rected rather
aga�nst the�r fa�lure to act �n that sp�r�t from the moment the f�rst
Prov�s�onal Government arose. Had they jo�ned w�th the other
Soc�al�sts and establ�shed a strong Coal�t�on Government,



predom�nantly Soc�al�st, but �nclud�ng representat�ves of the most
l�beral and democrat�c elements of the bourgeo�s�e, �t would have
been poss�ble to br�ng the problems of labor organ�zat�on and labor
d�sc�pl�ne under democrat�c d�rect�on. It would not have been
poss�ble to establ�sh complete �ndustr�al democracy, fully developed
Soc�al�sm, nor w�ll �t be poss�ble to do th�s for many years to come.

But �t would have been easy and natural for the state to secure to the
workers a degree of econom�c assurance and protect�on not
otherw�se poss�ble. It would have been poss�ble, too, for the workers'
organ�zat�ons, recogn�zed by and co-operat�ng w�th the state, to have
undertaken, �n a large degree, the control of the cond�t�ons of the�r
own employment wh�ch labor organ�zat�ons everywhere are
demand�ng and gradually ga�n�ng. The best features of "Gu�ld
Soc�al�sm" could nowhere have been so eas�ly adopted.[70] But
�nstead of effort �n these d�rect�ons, we f�nd the Bolshev�k� resort�ng
to the Taylor System of Sc�ent�f�c Management enforced by an
�nd�v�dual d�ctator whose word �s f�nal and absolute, to d�sobey whom
�s treason! There �s not a nat�on �n the world w�th a work�ng-class
movement of any strength where �t would be poss�ble to �ntroduce
the �ndustr�al serv�tude here descr�bed:

The most consc�ous vanguard of the Russ�an proletar�at has already
turned to the problem of �ncreas�ng labor d�sc�pl�ne. For �nstance, the
central comm�ttee of the Metallurg�cal Un�on and the Central Counc�l
of the Trades Un�ons have begun work on respect�ve measures and
drafts of decrees. Th�s work should be supported and advanced by
all means. We should �mmed�ately �ntroduce p�ece work and try �t out
�n pract�ce. We should try out every sc�ent�f�c and progress�ve
suggest�on of the Taylor System; we should compare the earn�ngs
w�th the general total of product�on, or the explo�tat�on results of
ra�lroad and water transportat�on, and so on.

The Russ�an �s a poor worker �n compar�son w�th the workers of the
advanced nat�ons, and th�s could not be otherw�se under the rég�me
of the Czar and other remnants of feudal�sm. The last word of
cap�tal�sm �n th�s respect, the Taylor System—as well as all
progress�ve measures of cap�tal�sm—comb�ne the ref�ned cruelty of



bourgeo�s explo�tat�on and a number of most valuable sc�ent�f�c
atta�nments �n the analys�s of mechan�cal mot�ons dur�ng work, �n
d�sm�ss�ng superfluous and useless mot�ons, �n determ�n�ng the most
correct methods of the work, the best systems of account�ng and
control, etc. The Sov�et Republ�c must adopt valuable and sc�ent�f�c
and techn�cal advance �n th�s f�eld. The poss�b�l�ty of Soc�al�sm w�ll
be determ�ned by our success �n comb�n�ng the Sov�et rule and the
Sov�et organ�zat�on of management w�th the latest progress�ve
measures of cap�tal�sm. We must �ntroduce �n Russ�a the study and
the teach�ng of the Taylor System and �ts systemat�c tr�al and
adaptat�on. Wh�le work�ng to �ncrease the product�v�ty of labor, we
must at the same t�me take �nto account the pecul�ar�t�es of the
trans�t�on per�od from cap�tal�sm to Soc�al�sm, wh�ch requ�re, on one
hand, that we lay the foundat�on for the Soc�al�st organ�zat�on of
emulat�on, and, on the other hand, requ�re the use of compuls�on so
that the slogan of the d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at should not be
weakened by the pract�ce of a too m�ld proletar�an government.

The resolut�on of the last (Moscow) Congress of the Sov�ets
advocates, as the most �mportant problem at present, the creat�on of
"eff�c�ent organ�zat�on" and h�gher d�sc�pl�ne. Such resolut�ons are
now read�ly supported by everybody. But that the�r real�zat�on
requ�res compuls�on, and compuls�on �n the form of a d�ctatorsh�p, �s
ord�nar�ly not comprehended. And yet, �t would be the greatest
stup�d�ty and the most absurd opportun�sm to suppose that the
trans�t�on from cap�tal�sm to Soc�al�sm �s poss�ble w�thout compuls�on
and d�ctatorsh�p. The Marx�an theory has long ago cr�t�c�zed beyond
m�sunderstand�ng th�s petty bourgeo�s-democrat�c and anarch�st�c
nonsense. And Russ�a of 1917-18 conf�rms �n th�s respect the
Marx�an theory so clearly, palpably, and conv�nc�ngly that only those
who are hopelessly stup�d or who have f�rmly determ�ned to �gnore
the truth can st�ll err �n th�s respect. E�ther a Korn�lov d�ctatorsh�p (�f
Korn�lov be taken as Russ�an type of a bourgeo�s Cava�gnac) or a
d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at—no other alternat�ve �s poss�ble for a
country wh�ch �s pass�ng through an unusually sw�ft development
w�th unusually d�ff�cult trans�t�ons and wh�ch suffers from desperate
d�sorgan�zat�on created by the most horr�ble war.[71]



Th�s d�ctatorsh�p �s to be no l�ght affa�r, no purely nom�nal force, but a
relentless �ron-hand rule. Len�ne �s afra�d that the proletar�at �s too
soft-hearted and len�ent. He says:

But "d�ctatorsh�p" �s a great word. And great words must not be used
�n va�n. A d�ctatorsh�p �s an �ron rule, w�th revolut�onary dar�ng and
sw�ft and merc�less �n the suppress�on of the explo�ters as well as of
the thugs (hool�gans). And our rule �s too m�ld, qu�te frequently
resembl�ng jam rather than �ron.[72]

And so the d�ctatorsh�p of the proletar�at becomes the d�ctatorsh�p of
a s�ngle person, a super-boss and �ndustr�al autocrat: We must learn
to comb�ne the stormy, energet�c break�ng of all restra�nt on the part
of the to�l�ng masses w�th �ron d�sc�pl�ne dur�ng work, w�th absolute
subm�ss�on to the w�ll of one person, the Sov�et d�rector, dur�ng work.
[73]

As I copy these words from Len�ne's book my memory recalls the
days, more than twenty years ago, when as a workman �n England
and as shop steward of my un�on I jo�ned w�th my comrades �n
break�ng down the very th�ngs Len�ne here proposes to set up �n the
name of Soc�al�sm. "Absolute subm�ss�on to the w�ll of one person" �s
not a state toward wh�ch free men w�ll str�ve. Not w�ll�ngly w�ll men
who enjoy the degree of personal freedom ex�st�ng �n democrat�c
nat�ons turn to th�s:

W�th respect to ... the s�gn�f�cance of �nd�v�dual d�ctator�al power from
the standpo�nt of the spec�f�c problems of the present per�od, we
must say that every large mach�ne �ndustry—wh�ch �s the mater�al
product�ve source and bas�s of Soc�al�sm—requ�res an absolute and
str�ct un�ty of the w�ll wh�ch d�rects the jo�nt work of hundreds,
thousands, and tens of thousands of people. Th�s necess�ty �s
obv�ous from the techn�cal, econom�cal, and h�stor�cal standpo�nt,
and has always been recogn�zed by all those who had g�ven any
thought to Soc�al�sm, as �ts prerequ�s�te. But how can we secure a
str�ct un�ty of w�ll? By subject�ng the w�ll of thousands to the w�ll of
one.



Th�s subject�on, �f the part�c�pants �n the common work are �deally
consc�ous and d�sc�pl�ned, may resemble the m�ld lead�ng of an
orchestra conductor; but may take the acute form of a d�ctatorsh�p—
�f there �s no �deal d�sc�pl�ne and consc�ousness. But at any rate,
complete subm�ss�on to a s�ngle w�ll �s absolutely necessary for the
success of the processes of work wh�ch �s organ�zed on the type of
large mach�ne �ndustry. Th�s �s doubly true of the ra�lways. And just
th�s trans�t�on from one pol�t�cal problem to another, wh�ch �n
appearance has no resemblance to the f�rst, const�tutes the
pecul�ar�ty of the present per�od. The Revolut�on has just broken the
oldest, the strongest, and the heav�est cha�ns to wh�ch the masses
were compelled to subm�t. So �t was yesterday. And to-day, the same
Revolut�on (and �ndeed �n the �nterest of Soc�al�sm) demands the
absolute subm�ss�on of the masses to the s�ngle w�ll of those who
d�rect the labor process. It �s self-ev�dent that �t can be real�zed only
after great upheavals, cr�ses, returns to the old; only through the
greatest stra�n of the energy of the proletar�an vanguard wh�ch �s
lead�ng the people to the new order....

To the extent to wh�ch the pr�nc�pal problem of the Sov�et rule
changes from m�l�tary suppress�on to adm�n�strat�on, suppress�on
and compuls�on w�ll, as a rule, be man�fested �n tr�als, and not �n
shoot�ng on the spot. And �n th�s respect the revolut�onary masses
have taken, after November 7, 1918, the r�ght road and have proved
the v�tal�ty of the Revolut�on, when they started to organ�ze the�r own
workmen's and peasants' tr�bunals, before any decrees were �ssued
d�sm�ss�ng the bourgeo�s-democrat�c jud�c�al apparatus. But our
revolut�onary and popular tr�bunals are excess�vely and �ncred�bly
weak. It �s apparent that the popular v�ew of the courts—wh�ch was
�nher�ted from the rég�me of the landowners and the bourgeo�s�e—as
not the�r own, has not yet been completely destroyed. It �s not
suff�c�ently apprec�ated that the courts serve to attract all the poor to
adm�n�strat�on (for jud�c�al act�v�ty �s one of the funct�ons of state
adm�n�strat�on); that the court �s an organ of the rule of the proletar�at
and of the poorest peasantry; that the court �s a means of tra�n�ng �n
d�sc�pl�ne. There �s a lack of apprec�at�on of the s�mple and obv�ous
fact that, �f the ch�ef m�sfortunes of Russ�a are fam�ne and



unemployment, these m�sfortunes cannot be overcome by any
outbursts of enthus�asm, but only by thorough and un�versal
organ�zat�on and d�sc�pl�ne, �n order to �ncrease the product�on of
bread for men and fuel for �ndustry, to transport �t �n t�me, and to
d�str�bute �t �n the r�ght way. That therefore respons�b�l�ty for the
pangs of fam�ne and unemployment falls on every one who v�olates
the labor d�sc�pl�ne �n any enterpr�se and �n any bus�ness. That those
who are respons�ble should be d�scovered, tr�ed, and pun�shed
w�thout mercy. The petty bourgeo�s env�ronment, wh�ch we w�ll have
to combat pers�stently now, shows part�cularly �n the lack of
comprehens�on of the econom�c and pol�t�cal connect�on between
fam�ne and unemployment and the preva�l�ng d�ssoluteness �n
organ�zat�on and d�sc�pl�ne—�n the f�rm hold of the v�ew of the small
propr�etor that "noth�ng matters, �f only I ga�n as much as poss�ble."

A character�st�c struggle occurred on th�s bas�s �n connect�on w�th
the last decree on ra�lway management, the decree wh�ch granted
d�ctator�al (or "unl�m�ted") power to �nd�v�dual d�rectors. The
consc�ous (and mostly, probably, unconsc�ous) representat�ves of
petty bourgeo�s d�ssoluteness contended that the grant�ng of
"unl�m�ted" (�.e., d�ctator�al) power to �nd�v�duals was a defect�on from
the pr�nc�ple of board adm�n�strat�on, from the democrat�c and other
pr�nc�ples of the Sov�et rule. Some of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of
the left w�ng carr�ed on a pla�nly demagog�c ag�tat�on aga�nst the
decree on d�ctatorsh�p, appeal�ng to the ev�l �nst�ncts and to the petty
bourgeo�s des�re for personal ga�n. The quest�on thus presented �s of
really great s�gn�f�cance; f�rstly, the quest�on of pr�nc�ple �s, �n
general, the appo�ntment of �nd�v�duals endowed w�th unl�m�ted
power, the appo�ntment of d�ctators, �n accord w�th the fundamental
pr�nc�ples of the Sov�et rule; secondly, �n what relat�on �s th�s case—
th�s precedent, �f you w�sh—to the spec�al problems of the Sov�et
rule dur�ng the present concrete per�od? Both quest�ons deserve
ser�ous cons�derat�on.[74]

W�th character�st�c �ngenu�ty Len�ne attempts to prov�de th�s
d�ctatorsh�p w�th a theoret�cal bas�s wh�ch w�ll pass muster as
Marx�an Soc�al�sm. He uses the term "Sov�et democracy" as a
synonym for democrat�c Soc�al�sm and says there �s "absolutely no



contrad�ct�on �n pr�nc�ple" between �t and "the use of d�ctator�al power
of �nd�v�duals." By what v�olence to reason and to language �s the
word democracy appl�ed to the system descr�bed by Len�ne? To use
words w�th such scant respect to the�r mean�ngs, establ�shed by
etymology, h�story, and un�versal agreement �n usage, �s to �nv�te and
�ndeed compel the contempt of m�nds d�sc�pl�ned by reason's
pract�ces. As for the cla�m that there �s no contrad�ct�on �n pr�nc�ple
between democrat�c Soc�al�sm and the exerc�se of d�ctator�al power
by �nd�v�duals, before �t can be accepted every Soc�al�st teacher and
leader of any stand�ng anywhere, the programs of all the Soc�al�st
part�es, and the�r pract�ce, must be den�ed and set as�de. Whether
democrat�c Soc�al�sm be w�se or unw�se, a pract�cal poss�b�l�ty or an
unreal�zable �dea, at least �t has noth�ng �n common w�th such
react�onary v�ews as are expressed �n the follow�ng:

That the d�ctatorsh�p of �nd�v�duals has very frequently �n the h�story
of revolut�onary movements served as an express�on and means of
real�zat�on of the d�ctatorsh�p of the revolut�onary classes �s
conf�rmed by the und�sputed exper�ence of h�story. W�th bourgeo�s
democrat�c pr�nc�ples, the d�ctatorsh�p of �nd�v�duals has undoubtedly
been compat�ble. But th�s po�nt �s always treated adro�tly by the
bourgeo�s cr�t�cs of the Sov�et rule and by the�r petty bourgeo�s
a�des. On one hand, they declared the Sov�et rule s�mply someth�ng
absurd and anarch�cally w�ld, carefully avo�d�ng all our h�stor�cal
compar�sons and theoret�cal proofs that the Sov�ets are a h�gher
form of democracy; nay, more, the beg�nn�ng of a Soc�al�st form of
democracy. On the other hand, they demand of us a h�gher
democracy than the bourgeo�s and argue: w�th your Bolshev�st (�.e.,
Soc�al�st, not bourgeo�s) democrat�c pr�nc�ples, w�th the Sov�et
democrat�c pr�nc�ples, �nd�v�dual d�ctatorsh�p �s absolutely
�ncompat�ble.

Extremely poor arguments, these. If we are not Anarch�sts, we must
adm�t the necess�ty of a state—that �s, of compuls�on, for the
trans�t�on from cap�tal�sm to Soc�al�sm. The form of compuls�on �s
determ�ned by the degree of development of the part�cular
revolut�onary class, then by such spec�al c�rcumstances as, for
�nstance, the her�tage of a long and react�onary war, and then by the



forms of res�stance of the bourgeo�s�e and the petty bourgeo�s�e.
There �s therefore absolutely no contrad�ct�on �n pr�nc�ple between
the Sov�et (Soc�al�st) democracy and the use of d�ctator�al power of
�nd�v�duals. The d�st�nct�on between a proletar�an and a bourgeo�s
d�ctatorsh�p cons�sts �n th�s: that the f�rst d�rects �ts attacks aga�nst
the explo�t�ng m�nor�ty �n the �nterests of the explo�ted major�ty; and,
further, �n th�s, that the f�rst �s accompl�shed (also through
�nd�v�duals) not only by the masses of the explo�ted to�lers, but also
by the organ�zat�ons wh�ch are so constructed that they arouse these
masses to h�stor�cal creat�ve work (the Sov�ets belong to th�s k�nd of
organ�zat�on).[75]

Th�s, then, �s Bolshev�sm, not as �t �s seen and descr�bed by
unfr�endly "bourgeo�s" wr�ters, but as �t �s seen and descr�bed by the
acknowledged �ntellectual and pol�t�cal leader of the Bolshev�k�,
N�kola� Len�ne. I have not taken any non-Bolshev�st author�ty; I have
not even restated h�s v�ews �n a summary of my own, lest �nto the
summary m�ght be �njected some reflexes of my own cr�t�cal thought.
Bolshev�sm �s revealed �n all �ts react�onary repuls�veness as
someth�ng between wh�ch and absolute, �nd�v�dual d�ctator�al power
there �s "absolutely no contrad�ct�on �n pr�nc�ple." It w�ll not ava�l for
our Amer�can followers and adm�rers of the Bolshev�k� to plead that
these th�ngs are temporary, comprom�ses w�th the �deal due to the
extraord�nary c�rcumstances preva�l�ng �n Russ�a, and to beg a
m�t�gat�on of the sever�ty of our judgment on that account.

The answer to the plea �s twofold: �n the f�rst place, they who offer �t
must, �f they are s�ncere, abandon the savagely cr�t�cal att�tude they
have seen f�t to adopt toward our own government and nat�on
because w�th "extraord�nary cond�t�ons preva�l�ng" we have had
�ntroduced conscr�pt�on, unusual restr�ct�ons of movement and of
utterance, and so forth. How else, �ndeed, can the�r s�ncer�ty be
demonstrated? If the fact that extraord�nary cond�t�ons just�f�ed
Len�ne and h�s assoc�ates �n �nst�tut�ng a rég�me so tyrann�cal, what
rule of reason or of morals must be �nvoked to refuse to count the
extraord�nary cond�t�ons produced �n our own nat�on by the war as
just�f�cat�on for the spec�al measures of m�l�tary serv�ce and d�sc�pl�ne
here �ntroduced?



But there �s a second answer to the cla�m wh�ch �s more d�rect and
conclus�ve. It �s not open to argument at all. It �s found �n the words
of Len�ne h�mself, �n h�s cla�m that there �s absolutely no
contrad�ct�on between the pr�nc�ple of �nd�v�dual d�ctatorsh�p, rul�ng
w�th �ron hand, and the pr�nc�ple upon wh�ch Sov�et government
rests. There has been no comprom�se here, for �f there �s no
contrad�ct�on �n pr�nc�ple no comprom�se could have been requ�red.
Len�ne �s not afra�d to make or to adm�t mak�ng comprom�ses; he
adm�ts that comprom�ses have been made. It was a comprom�se to
employ h�ghly salar�ed spec�al�sts from the bourgeo�s�e, "a defect�on
from the pr�nc�ples of the Par�s Commune and of any proletar�an
rule," as he says. It was a comprom�se, another "defect�on from the
only Soc�al�st pr�nc�ple," to adm�t the r�ght of the co-operat�ves to
determ�ne the�r own cond�t�ons of membersh�p. Hav�ng made these
declarat�ons qu�te cand�dly, he takes pa�ns to assure us that there
was no such defect�on from pr�nc�ple �n establ�sh�ng the absolute rule
of an �nd�v�dual d�ctator, that there was absolutely no contrad�ct�on �n
pr�nc�ple �n th�s.[76]

Moreover, there �s no reason for regard�ng th�s d�ctatorsh�p as a
temporary th�ng, �f Len�ne h�mself �s to be accepted as an
author�tat�ve spokesman. Obv�ously, �f there �s noth�ng �n the
pr�nc�ple of an absolute �nd�v�dual d�ctatorsh�p wh�ch �s �n
contrad�ct�on to the Bolshev�k �deal, there can be no Bolshev�k
pr�nc�ple wh�ch necessar�ly requ�res for �ts real�zat�on the end�ng of
such d�ctatorsh�p. Why, therefore, may �t not be cont�nued
�ndef�n�tely? Certa�nly, �f the d�ctatorsh�p �s abol�shed �t w�ll not be—�f
Len�ne �s to be ser�ously cons�dered—on account of �ts
�ncompat�b�l�ty w�th Bolshev�k pr�nc�ples.

VI

The Bolshev�k government of Russ�a �s cred�ted by many of �ts
adm�rers �n th�s country w�th hav�ng solved the great land problem
and w�th hav�ng sat�sf�ed the land-hunger of the peasants. It �s
charged, moreover, that the b�tter oppos�t�on to the Bolshev�k� �s
ma�nly due to ag�tat�on by the bourgeo�s�e, led by the expropr�ated



landowners, who want to defeat the Revolut�on and to have the�r
former t�tles to the land restored. Of course, �t �s true that, so far as
they dare to do so, the former landowners act�vely oppose the
Bolshev�k�. No expropr�ated class ever acted otherw�se, and �t would
be fool�sh to expect anyth�ng else. But any person who bel�eves that
the oppos�t�on of the great peasant Soc�al�st organ�zat�ons, and
espec�ally of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts, �s due to the conf�scat�on of
the land, e�ther consc�ously or unconsc�ously, �s capable of bel�ev�ng
anyth�ng and qu�te �mmune from rat�onal�ty.

The facts �n the case are, br�efly, as follows: F�rst, as Professor Ross
has po�nted out,[77] the land pol�cy of the Bolshev�k government was
a comprom�se of the pr�nc�ples long advocated by �ts leaders, a
comprom�se made for pol�t�cal reasons only. Second, as Mar�e
Sp�r�donova abundantly demonstrated at an All-Russ�an Sov�et
Conference �n July, 1918, the Bolshev�k government d�d not
honorably l�ve up to �ts agreement w�th the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of
the Left. Th�rd, so far as the land problem was concerned there was
not the sl�ghtest need or just�f�cat�on for the Bolshev�k coup d'état, for
the reason that the problem had already been solved on the prec�se
l�nes afterward followed �n the Sov�et decree and the leaders of the
peasants were sat�sf�ed. We have the author�ty of no less competent
a w�tness than L�tv�nov, Bolshev�st M�n�ster to England, that "the land
measure had been 'l�fted' bod�ly from the program of the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts."[78] Each of these statements �s amply susta�ned by
ev�dence wh�ch cannot be d�sputed or overcome.

That the "land decree" wh�ch the Bolshev�k government promulgated
was a comprom�se w�th the�r long-cher�shed pr�nc�ples adm�ts of no
doubt whatever. Every one who has kept �nformed concern�ng
Russ�an revolut�onary movements dur�ng the past twenty or twenty-
f�ve years knows that dur�ng all that t�me one of the pr�nc�pal subjects
of controversy among Soc�al�sts was the land quest�on and the
proper method of solv�ng �t. The "Narodn�k�," or peasant Soc�al�sts,
later organ�zed �nto the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party, wanted
d�str�but�on of the land belong�ng to the b�g estates among the
peasant communes, to be co-operat�vely owned and managed. They



d�d not want land nat�onal�zat�on, wh�ch was the program of the
Marx�sts—the Soc�al Democrats. Th�s latter program meant that,
�nstead of the land be�ng d�v�ded among the peasants' communal
organ�zat�ons, �t should be owned, used, and managed by the state,
the pr�nc�ples of large-scale product�on and wage labor be�ng appl�ed
to agr�culture �n the same manner as to �ndustry.

The att�tude of the Soc�al Democrat�c party toward the peasant
Soc�al�sts and the�r program was character�zed by that same
certa�nty that small agr�cultural hold�ngs were to pass away, and by
the same contemptuous att�tude toward the peasant l�fe and peasant
asp�rat�ons that we f�nd �n the wr�t�ngs of Marx, Engels, L�ebknecht,
and many other Marx�sts.[79] Len�ne h�mself had always adopted th�s
att�tude. He never trusted the peasants and was opposed to any
program wh�ch would g�ve the land to them as they des�red. Mr.
Wall�ng, who spent nearly three years �n Russ�a, �nclud�ng the whole
per�od of the Revolut�on of 1905-06, wr�tes of Len�ne's pos�t�on at
that t�me:

L�ke Alex�nsky, Len�ne awa�ts the agrar�an movement ... and hopes
that a ra�lway str�ke w�th the destruct�on of the l�nes of
commun�cat�on and the support of the peasantry may some day put
the government of Russ�a �nto the people's hands. However, I was
shocked to f�nd that th�s �mportant leader also, though he expects a
full co-operat�on w�th the peasants on equal terms, dur�ng the
Revolut�on, feels toward them a very deep d�strust, th�nk�ng them to
a large extent b�goted and bl�ndly patr�ot�c, and fear�ng that they may
some day shoot down the work�ng-men as the French peasants d�d
dur�ng the Par�s Commune.

The ch�ef bas�s for th�s d�strust �s, of course, the prejud�ced feel�ng
that the peasants are not l�kely to become good Soc�al�sts. It �s on
th�s account that Len�ne and all the Soc�al Democrat�c leaders place
the�r hopes on a future development of large agr�cultural estates �n
Russ�a and the �ncrease of the landless agr�cultural work�ng class,
wh�ch alone they bel�eve would prove truly Soc�al�st.[80]



The Russ�an Soc�al Democrat�c Labor party, to wh�ch Len�ne
belonged, and of wh�ch he was an �nfluent�al leader, adopted �n 1906
the follow�ng program w�th regard to land ownersh�p:

1. Conf�scat�on of Church, Monastery, Appanage, Cab�net,[81] and
pr�vate estate lands, except small hold�ngs, and turn�ng them over,
together w�th the state lands, to the great organs of local
adm�n�strat�on, wh�ch have been democrat�cally elected. Land,
however, wh�ch �s necessary as a bas�s for future colon�zat�on,
together w�th the forests and bod�es of water, wh�ch are of nat�onal
�mportance, are to pass �nto the control of the democrat�c state.

2. Wherever cond�t�ons are unfavorable for th�s transformat�on, the
party declares �tself �n favor of a d�v�s�on among the peasants of
such of the pr�vate estates as already have the petty farm�ng
cond�t�ons, or wh�ch may be necessary to round out a reasonable
hold�ng.

Th�s program was at the t�me regarded as a comprom�se. It d�d not
wholly su�t anybody. The peasant leaders feared the amount of state
ownersh�p and management �nvolved. On the other hand, the
extreme left w�ng of the Soc�al Democrats—Len�ne and h�s fr�ends—
wanted the party to procla�m �tself �n favor of the complete
nat�onal�zat�on of all pr�vately owned land, even that of the small
peasant owners, but were w�ll�ng, prov�ded the pr�nc�ple were th�s
stated, to accept, as a temporary exped�ent, d�v�s�on of the land �n
certa�n except�onal �nstances. On the other hand, the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts wanted, not the d�str�but�on of lands among a
mult�tude of pr�vate owners, as �s very generally supposed, but �ts
soc�al�zat�on. The�r program prov�ded for "the soc�al�zat�on of all
pr�vately owned lands—that �s, the tak�ng of them out of the pr�vate
ownersh�p of persons �nto the publ�c ownersh�p and the�r
management by democrat�cally organ�zed leagues of commun�t�es
w�th the purpose of an equ�table ut�l�zat�on." They wanted to avo�d
the creat�on of a great army of what they descr�bed as "wage-slaves
of the state" and, on the other hand, they wanted to bu�ld upon the
bas�s of Russ�an commun�sm and, as far as poss�ble, prevent the



extens�on of cap�tal�st methods—and therefore of the class struggle
—�nto the agrar�an l�fe of Russ�a.

When the Bolshev�k� came �nto power they sought f�rst of all to spl�t
the peasant Soc�al�st movement and ga�n the support of �ts extreme
left w�ng. For th�s reason they agreed to adopt the program of the
Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party. It was Mar�e Sp�r�donova who made
that arrangement poss�ble. It was, �n fact, a pol�t�cal deal. Len�ne and
Trotzky, on behalf of the Bolshev�k government, agreed to accept the
land pol�cy of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts, and �n return Sp�r�donova
and her fr�ends agreed to support the Bolshev�k�. There �s abundant
ev�dence of the truth of the follow�ng account of Professor Ross:

Among the f�rst acts of the Bolshev�k� �n power was to square the�r
debt to the left w�ng of the Soc�al Revolut�on�sts, the�r ally �n the coup
d'état. The latter would accept only one k�nd of currency—the
expropr�at�on of the pr�vate landowners w�thout compensat�on and
the transfer of all land �nto the hands of the peasant communes. The
Bolshev�k� themselves, as good Marx�sts, took no stock �n the
peasants' commune. As such, pend�ng the �ntroduct�on of Soc�al�sm,
they should, perhaps, have nat�onal�zed the land and rented �t to the
h�ghest b�dder, regardless of whether �t was to be t�lled �n small
parcels w�thout h�red labor or �n large blocks on the cap�tal�st�c plan.
The land ed�ct of November does, �ndeed, decree land nat�onal�sm;
however, the v�tal prov�so �s added that "the use of the land must be
equal�zed—that �s, accord�ng to local cond�t�ons and accord�ng to the
ab�l�ty to work and the needs of each �nd�v�dual," and further that "the
h�r�ng of labor �s not perm�tted." The adm�n�strat�ve mach�nery �s thus
descr�bed: "All the conf�scated land becomes the land cap�tal of the
nat�on. Its d�str�but�on among the work�ng-people �s to be �n charge of
the local and central author�t�es, beg�nn�ng w�th the organ�zed rural
and urban commun�t�es and end�ng w�th the prov�nc�al central
organs." Such �s the �rony of fate. Those who had charged the rural
land commune w�th be�ng the most ser�ous brake upon Russ�a's
progress, and who had st�gmat�zed the People-�sts as react�onar�es
and Utop�ans, now came to enact �nto law most of the�r tenets—the
equal�zat�on of the use of land, the proh�b�t�on of the h�r�ng of labor,
and everyth�ng else![82]



The much-pra�sed land pol�cy of the Bolshev�k� �s, �n fact, not a
Bolshev�k pol�cy at all, but one wh�ch they have accepted as a
comprom�se for temporary pol�t�cal advantage. "Cla�m everyth�ng �n
s�ght," sa�d a noted Amer�can pol�t�c�an on one occas�on to h�s
followers. Our followers of the Bolshev�k�, taught by a very clever
propaganda, seem to be act�ng upon that max�m. They cla�m for the
Bolshev�k� everyth�ng wh�ch can �n the sl�ghtest manner w�n favor
w�th the Amer�can publ�c, notw�thstand�ng that �t �nvolves cla�m�ng for
the Bolshev�k� cred�t to wh�ch they are not ent�tled. As early as May
18, 1917, �t was announced by the Prov�s�onal Government that the
"quest�on of the transfer of the land to the to�lers" was to be left to
the Const�tuent Assembly, and there was never a doubt �n the m�nd
of any Russ�an Soc�al�st how that body would settle �t; never a
moment when �t was doubted that the Const�tuent Assembly would
be controlled by the Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party. When Kerensky
became Pr�me M�n�ster one of the f�rst acts of h�s Cab�net was to
create a spec�al comm�ttee for the purpose of prepar�ng the law for
the soc�al�zat�on of the land and the necessary mach�nery for
carry�ng the law �nto effect. The All-Russ�an Peasants' Congress
had, as early as May, f�ve months before the Bolshev�k counter-
revolut�on, adopted the land pol�cy for wh�ch the Bolshev�k� now are
be�ng pra�sed by the�r adm�rers �n th�s country. That pol�cy had been
crystall�zed �nto a carefully prepared law wh�ch had been approved
by the Counc�l of M�n�sters. The Bolshev�k� d�d no more than to �ssue
a crudely conce�ved "decree" wh�ch they have never at any t�me had
the power to enforce �n more than about a fourth of Russ�a—�n place
of a law wh�ch would have embraced all Russ�a and have been
secure and permanent.

On July 16, 1918, Mar�e Sp�r�donova, �n an address del�vered �n
Petrograd, protested vehemently aga�nst the manner �n wh�ch the
Bolshev�k government was depart�ng from the pol�cy �t had agreed to
ma�nta�n w�th regard to the land, and go�ng back to the old Soc�al
Democrat�c �deas. She declared that she had been respons�ble for
the decree of February, wh�ch prov�ded for the soc�al�zat�on of the
land. That measure prov�ded for the abol�t�on of pr�vate property �n
land, and placed all land �n the hands of and under the d�rect�on of



the peasant communes. It was the old Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st
program. But the Bolshev�k government had not carr�ed out the law
of February. Instead, �t had resorted to the Soc�al Democrat�c
method of nat�onal�zat�on. In the western governments, she sa�d,
"great estates were be�ng taken over by government departments
and were be�ng managed by off�c�als, on the ground that state
control would y�eld better results than communal ownersh�p. Under
th�s system the peasants were be�ng reduced to the state of slaves
pa�d wages by the state. Yet the law prov�ded that these estates
should be d�v�ded among the peasant communes to be t�lled by the
peasants on a co-operat�ve system."[83] Sp�r�donova protested
aga�nst the att�tude of the Bolshev�k� toward the peasants, aga�nst
d�v�d�ng them �nto classes and plac�ng the greater part of them w�th
the bourgeo�s�e. She �ns�sted that the peasants be regarded as a
s�ngle class, co-operat�ng w�th the �ndustr�al proletar�at, yet d�st�nct
from �t and from the bourgeo�s�e. For our present purpose, �t does
not matter whether the leaders of the Bolshev�k� were r�ght or wrong
�n the�r dec�s�on that state operat�on was better than operat�on by
v�llage co-operat�ves. Our sole concern here and now �s the fact that
they d�d not keep fa�th w�th the sect�on of the peasants they had won
over to the�r s�de, and the fact that, as th�s �nc�dent shows, we cannot
regard the formal decrees of the Sov�et Republ�c as descr�pt�ons of
real�t�es.

The Bolshev�k� rema�n to-day, as at the beg�nn�ng, a counter-
revolut�onary power �mpos�ng �ts rule upon the great mass of the
Russ�an people by armed force. There can be l�ttle doubt that �f a
free elect�on could be had �mmed�ately upon the same bas�s as that
on wh�ch the Const�tuent Assembly was elected—namely, un�versal,
secret, equal, d�rect suffrage, the Bolshev�k� would be
overwhelm�ngly beaten. There can be l�ttle doubt that the great mass
of the peasantry would support, as before, the cand�dates of the
Soc�al�st-Revolut�onary party. It �s qu�te true that some of the leaders
of that party have consented to work w�th the Bolshev�k government.
Comprom�ses have been effected; the Bolshev�k� have conc�l�ated
the peasants somewhat, and the latter have, �n many cases, sought
to make the best of a bad s�tuat�on. Many have adopted a pass�ve



att�tude. But there can be no greater m�stake than to bel�eve that the
Bolshev�k� have solved the land quest�on to the sat�sfact�on of the
peasants and so won the�r alleg�ance.

VII

Th�s survey of the theor�es and pract�ces of the Bolshev�k� would
�nv�te cr�t�c�sm and d�strust �f the peace program wh�ch culm�nated �n
the shameful surrender to Germany, the "�ndecent peace" as the
Russ�ans call �t, were passed over w�thout ment�on. And yet there �s
no need to tell here a story w�th wh�ch every one �s fam�l�ar. By that
hum�l�at�ng peace Russ�a lost 780,000 square k�lometers of terr�tory,
occup�ed by 56,000,000 �nhab�tants. She lost one-th�rd of her total
m�leage of ra�lways, amount�ng to more than 13,000 m�les. She lost,
also, 73 per cent. of her �ron product�on; 89 per cent. of her coal
product�on, and many thousands of factor�es of var�ous k�nds. These
latter �ncluded 268 sugar-ref�ner�es, 918 text�le-factor�es, 574
brewer�es, 133 tobacco-factor�es, 1,685 d�st�ller�es, 244 chem�cal-
factor�es, 615 paper-m�lls, and 1,073 mach�ne-factor�es.[84]

Moreover, �t was not an endur�ng peace and war aga�nst Germany
had to be resumed.

In judg�ng the manner �n wh�ch the Bolshev�k� concluded peace w�th
Germany, �t �s necessary to be on guard aga�nst prejud�ce
engendered by the war and �ts pass�ons. The trag�-comedy of Brest-
L�tovsk, and the p�t�able rôle of Trotzky, have naturally been l�nked
together w�th the manner �n wh�ch Len�ne and h�s compan�ons
reached Russ�a w�th the a�d of the German Government, the way �n
wh�ch all the well-known leaders of the Bolshev�k� had del�berately
weakened the morale of the troops at the front, and the�r pers�stent
oppos�t�on to all the efforts of Kerensky to restore the f�ght�ng sp�r�t of
the army—all these th�ngs comb�ned have conv�nced many
thoughtful and close observers that the Bolshev�k� were �n league
w�th the Germans aga�nst the All�es. Perhaps the t�me �s not yet r�pe
for pass�ng f�nal judgment upon th�s matter. Certa�nly there were
ugly-look�ng �nc�dents wh�ch appeared to �nd�cate a close co-
operat�on w�th the Germans.



There was, for example, the acknowledged fact that the Bolshev�k�
on se�z�ng the power of government �mmed�ately entered �nto
negot�at�ons w�th the notor�ous "Parvus," whose rôle as an agent of
the German Government �s now thoroughly establ�shed. "Parvus" �s
the pseudonym of one of the most s�n�ster f�gures �n the h�story of
the Soc�al�st movement, Dr. Alexander Helfandt. Born at Odessa, of
German-Jew�sh descent, he stud�ed �n Germany and �n the early
e�ghteen-n�net�es atta�ned prom�nence as a prol�f�c and br�ll�ant
contr�butor to the German Soc�al�st rev�ew, D�e Neue Ze�t. He was
early "ex�led" from Russ�a, but �t was suspected by a great many
Soc�al�sts that �n real�ty h�s "ex�le" was s�mply a dev�ce to cover
employment �n the Russ�an Secret Serv�ce as a spy and �nformer, for
wh�ch the prest�ge he had ga�ned �n Soc�al�st c�rcles was a valuable
a�d. When the Revolut�on of 1905 broke out Helfandt returned to
Russ�a under the terms of the amnesty declared at that t�me. He at
once jo�ned the Len�n�st sect�on of the Soc�al Democrat�c party, the
Bolshev�k�. A scandal occurred some t�me later, when the connect�on
of "Parvus" w�th the Russ�an Government was freely charged aga�nst
h�m. Among those who attacked h�m and accused h�m of be�ng an
agent-provocateur were Tseretell�, the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st, and
M�l�ukov, the leader of the Cadets.

Some years later, at the t�me of the upr�s�ngs �n connect�on w�th the
Young Turk movement, "Parvus" turned up �n Constant�nople, where
he was presumably engaged �n work for the German Government.
Th�s was commonly bel�eved �n European pol�t�cal c�rcles, though
den�ed at the t�me by "Parvus" h�mself. One th�ng �s certa�n, namely,
that although he was notor�ously poor when he went there—h�s
f�nanc�al cond�t�on was well known to h�s Soc�al�st assoc�ates—he
returned at the beg�nn�ng of 1915 a very r�ch man. He expla�ned h�s
r�ches by say�ng that he had, wh�le at Constant�nople, Bucharest,
and Sof�a, successfully speculated �n war wheat. He wrote th�s
explanat�on �n the German Soc�al�st paper, D�e Glocke, and drew
from Hugo Hasse the follow�ng observat�on: "I blame nobody for
be�ng wealthy; I only ask �f �t �s the rôle of a Soc�al Democrat to
become a prof�teer of the war."[85] Very soon we f�nd th�s prec�ous
gentleman settled �n Copenhagen, where he establ�shed a "Soc�ety



for Study�ng the Soc�al Consequences of the War," wh�ch was, of
course, ent�rely pro-German. Th�s soc�ety �s sa�d to have exerc�sed
cons�derable �nfluence among the Russ�ans �n Copenhagen and to
have greatly �nfluenced many Dan�sh Soc�al�sts to take Germany's
s�de. Accord�ng to Pravda, the Bolshev�k organ, the German
Government, through the �ntermed�ary of German Soc�al Democrats,
establ�shed a work�ng relat�on w�th Dan�sh trade-un�ons and the
Dan�sh Soc�al Democrat�c party, whereby the Dan�sh un�ons got the
coal needed �n Copenhagen at a f�gure below the market pr�ce. Then
the Dan�sh party sent �ts leader, Borgdjerg, to Petrograd as an
em�ssary to place before the Petrograd Sov�et the terms of peace of
the German Major�ty Soc�al�sts, wh�ch were, of course, the terms of
the German Government. We f�nd "Parvus" at the same t�me, as he
�s engaged �n th�s sort of �ntr�gue, assoc�ated w�th one Furstenberg �n
sh�pp�ng drugs �nto Russ�a and food from Russ�a �nto Germany.[86]

Accord�ng to Grumbach,[87] he sought to �nduce prom�nent
Norweg�an Soc�al�sts to act as �ntermed�ar�es to �nform certa�n
Norweg�an synd�cates that Germany would grant them a monopoly
of coal cons�gnments �f the Norweg�an Soc�al Democrat�c press
would adopt a more fr�endly att�tude toward Germany and the Soc�al
Democrat�c members �n the Norweg�an parl�ament would urge the
stoppage or the l�m�tat�on of f�sh exports to England.

Dur�ng th�s per�od "Parvus" was b�tterly denounced by Plechanov, by
Alex�nsky and other Russ�an Soc�al�sts as an agent of the Central
Powers. He was denounced also by Len�ne and Trotzky and by
Pravda. Len�ne descr�bed h�m as "the v�lest of band�ts and
betrayers." It was therefore somewhat aston�sh�ng for those fam�l�ar
w�th these facts to read the follow�ng commun�cat�on, wh�ch
appeared �n the German Soc�al�st press on November 30, 1917, and,
later, �n the Br�t�sh Soc�al�st organ, Just�ce:



S��������, November 20.—The Fore�gn Relat�ons Comm�ttee of
the Bolshev�k� makes the follow�ng commun�cat�on: "The German
comrade, 'Parvus,' has brought to the Bolshev�k Comm�ttee at
Stockholm the congratulat�ons of the Parte�vorstand of the Major�ty
Soc�al Democrats, who declare the�r sol�dar�ty w�th the struggles of
the Russ�an proletar�at and w�th �ts request to beg�n pourparlers
�mmed�ately on the bas�s of a democrat�c peace w�thout annexat�ons
and �ndemn�t�es. The Fore�gn Relat�ons Comm�ttee of the Bolshev�k�
has transm�tted these declarat�ons to the Central Comm�ttee at
Petrograd, as well as to the Sov�ets."

When Hugo Hasse quest�oned Ph�l�pp Sche�demann about the
negot�at�ons wh�ch were go�ng on through "Parvus," Sche�demann
repl�ed that �t was the Bolshev�k� themselves who had �nv�ted
"Parvus" to come to Stockholm for the purpose of open�ng up
negot�at�ons. Th�s statement was denounced as a l�e by Karl Radek
�n Pravda. Some day, doubtless, the truth w�ll be known; for the
present �t �s enough to note the fact that as early as November the
Bolshev�k� were negot�at�ng through such a d�scred�ted agent of the
Central Powers as Dr. Alexander Helfandt, otherw�se "Parvus," the
well-known Marx�st! Such facts as th�s, added to those prev�ously
not�ced, tended �nev�tably to strengthen the conv�ct�on that Len�ne
and Trotsky were the pl�ant and consc�ous tools of Germany all the
t�me, and that the protests of Trotzky at Brest-L�tovsk were s�mply
stage-play.

But for all that, unless and unt�l off�c�al, documentary ev�dence �s
forthcom�ng wh�ch proves them to have been �n such relat�ons w�th
the German Government and m�l�tary author�t�es, they ought not to
be condemned upon the cha�n of susp�c�ous c�rcumstances, strong
as that cha�n apparently �s. The fact �s that they had to make peace,
and make �t qu�ckly. Kerensky, had he been perm�tted to hold on,
would equally have had to make a separate peace, and make �t
qu�ckly. Only one th�ng could have delayed that for long—namely,
the arr�val of an adequate force of All�ed troops on the Russ�an front
to st�ffen the morale and to take the burden of f�ght�ng off from the
Russ�ans. Of that there was no s�gn and no prom�se or l�kel�hood.



Kerensky knew that he would have had to make peace, at almost
any cost and on almost any terms, �f he rema�ned �n power. If the
Bolshev�k� appear �n the l�ght of tra�tors to the All�es, �t should be
remembered that pressure of c�rcumstances would have forced even
such a loyal fr�end of the All�es as Kerensky certa�nly proved h�mself
to be to make a separate peace, pract�cally on Germany's terms, �n a
very l�ttle wh�le. It was not a matter of months, but of weeks at most,
probably of days.

Russ�a had to have peace. The nat�on was war-weary and
exhausted. The All�es had not understood the s�tuat�on—�ndeed,
they never have understood Russ�a, even to th�s day—and had
bungled r�ght along. What made �t poss�ble for the Bolshev�k� to
assert the�r rule so eas�ly was the fact that they prom�sed �mmed�ate
peace, and the great mass of the Russ�an workers wanted
�mmed�ate peace above everyth�ng else. They were so eager for
peace that so long as they could get �t they cared at the t�me for
noth�ng. L�terally noth�ng else mattered. As we have seen, the
Bolshev�k leaders had strenuously den�ed want�ng to make a
"separate peace." There �s l�ttle reason for doubt�ng that they were
s�ncere �n th�s �n the sense that what they wanted was a general
peace, �f that could be poss�bly obta�ned. Peace they had to have, as
qu�ckly as poss�ble. If they could not persuade the�r All�es to jo�n w�th
them �n mak�ng such a general peace, they were w�ll�ng to make a
separate peace. That �s qu�te d�fferent from want�ng a separate
peace from the f�rst. There was, �ndeed, �n the demand made at the
beg�nn�ng of December upon the All�es to restate the�r war a�ms
w�th�n a per�od of seven days an arrogant and provocat�ve tone
wh�ch �nv�ted the susp�c�on that the ult�matum—for such �t was—had
not been conce�ved �n good fa�th; that �t was del�berately framed �n
such a manner as to prevent compl�ance by the All�es. And �t may
well be the fact that Len�ne and Trotzky counted upon the �nev�table
refusal to conv�nce the Russ�an people, and espec�ally the Russ�an
army, that the All�ed nat�ons were f�ght�ng for �mper�al�st�c ends, just
as the Bolshev�k� had always charged. The Mach�avell�an cunn�ng of
such a pol�cy �s ent�rely character�st�c of the consp�rator type.



On December 14th the arm�st�ce was s�gned at Brest-L�tovsk, to last
for a per�od of twenty-e�ght days. On December 5th, the Bolshev�k�
had publ�shed the terms upon wh�ch they des�red to effect the
arm�st�ce. These terms, wh�ch the Germans scornfully rejected,
prov�ded that the German forces wh�ch had been occup�ed on the
Russ�an front should not be sent to other fronts to f�ght aga�nst the
All�es, and that the German troops should ret�re from the Russ�an
�slands held by them. In the arm�st�ce as �t was f�nally s�gned at
Brest-L�tovsk there was a clause wh�ch, upon �ts face, seemed to
prove that Trotzky had kept fa�th w�th the All�es. The clause prov�ded
that there should be no transfer of troops by e�ther s�de, for the
purpose of m�l�tary operat�ons, dur�ng the arm�st�ce, from the front
between the Balt�c and the Black Sea. Th�s, however, was, from the
German po�nt of v�ew, merely a pro forma arrangement, a "scrap of
paper." Grumbach wrote to L'Human�té that on December 20th Berl�n
was full of German sold�ers from the Russ�an front en route to the
western front. He sa�d that he had excellent author�ty for say�ng that
th�s had been called to the attent�on of Len�ne and Trotzky by the
Independent Soc�al Democrats, but that, "nevertheless, they
d�plomat�cally shut the�r eyes."[88] It �s more than probable that, �n
the c�rcumstances, ne�ther Len�ne nor Trotzky cared much �f at all for
such a breach of the terms of the arm�st�ce, but, had the�r att�tude
been otherw�se, what could they have done? They were as helpless
as ever men were �n the world, as subsequent events proved.

As one reads the numerous declamatory utterances of Trotzky �n
those cr�t�cal days of early December, 1917, the just�ce of Len�ne's
scornful descr�pt�on of h�s assoc�ate as a "man who bl�nds h�mself
w�th revolut�onary phrases" becomes man�fest. It �s easy to
understand the stra�ned relat�ons that ex�sted between the two men.
H�s "ne�ther war nor peace" gesture—�t was no more!—h�s dramat�c
refusal to s�gn the st�ffened peace terms, h�s des�re to call all Russ�a
to arms aga�n to f�ght the Germans, h�s determ�nat�on to create a
vast "Red Army" to renew the war aga�nst Germany, and h�s
professed w�ll�ngness to "accept the serv�ces of Amer�can off�cers �n
tra�n�ng that army," all �nd�cated a m�nd g�ven to �llus�ons and stone
bl�nd to real�t�es. Len�ne at least knew that the game was up. He



knew that the game �nto wh�ch he had so coolly entered when he left
Sw�tzerland, and wh�ch he had played w�th all h�s sk�ll and cunn�ng,
was at an end and that the Germans had won. The Germans
behaved w�th a perf�dy that �s unmatched �n modern h�story,
d�sregarded the arm�st�ce they had s�gned, and savagely hurled the�r
forces aga�nst the defenseless, part�ally demob�l�zed and trust�ng
Russ�ans. There was noth�ng left for the Bolshev�k� to do. They had
del�vered Russ�a to the Germans. In March the "�ndecent peace" was
s�gned, w�th what result we know. Bolshev�sm had been the ally of
Pruss�an m�l�tar�sm. Consc�ously or unconsc�ously, w�ll�ngly or
unw�ll�ngly, Len�ne, Trotzky, and the other Bolshev�k leaders had
done all that men could do to make the German m�l�tary lords
masters of the world. Had there been a s�m�lar movement �n France,
England, the Un�ted States, or even Italy, to-day the Hohenzollerns
and Habsburgs would be upon the�r thrones, real�z�ng the fulf�lment
of the Pan-German v�s�on.

VIII

In v�ew of the fact that so many of our Amer�can pac�f�sts have
glor�f�ed the Bolshev�k�, �t may be well to rem�nd them, �f they have
forgotten, or to �nform them, �f they do not know �t, that the�r
adm�rat�on �s by no means rec�procated. Both Len�ne and Trotzky
have spoken and wr�tten �n terms of utter d�sda�n of pac�f�st
movements �n general and of the pac�f�sts of England and Amer�ca �n
part�cular. They have �ns�sted that, �n present soc�ety, d�sarmament
�s really a react�onary proposal. The �nclus�on �n the Const�tut�on,
wh�ch they have forced upon Russ�a by armed m�ght, of permanent
un�versal compulsory m�l�tary serv�ce �s not by acc�dent. They bel�eve
that only when all nat�ons have become Soc�al�st nat�ons w�ll �t be a
proper pol�cy for Soc�al�sts to favor d�sarmament. It would be
�nterest�ng to know how our Amer�can adm�rers and defenders of
Bolshev�sm, who are all ant�-conscr�pt�on�sts and ultra-pac�f�sts, so
far as can be d�scovered, reconc�le the�r pos�t�on w�th that of the
Bolshev�k� who base the�r state, not as a temporary exped�ent, but as
a matter of pr�nc�ple, upon un�versal, compulsory m�l�tary serv�ce!



What, one wonders, do these Amer�can Bolshev�k� worsh�pers th�nk
of the teach�ng of these paragraphs from an art�cle by Len�ne?[89]

D�sarmament �s a Soc�al�st�c �deal. In Soc�al�st soc�ety there w�ll be
no more wars, wh�ch means that d�sarmament w�ll have been
real�zed. But he �s not a Soc�al�st who expects the real�zat�on of
Soc�al�sm w�thout the soc�al revolut�on and the d�ctatorsh�p of the
proletar�at. D�ctatorsh�p �s a government power, depend�ng d�rectly
upon force, and, �n the twent�eth century, force means, not f�sts and
clubs, but arm�es. To �nsert "d�sarmament" �nto our program �s
equ�valent to say�ng, we are opposed to the use of arms. But such a
statement would conta�n not a gra�n of Marx�sm, any more than
would the equ�valent statement, we are opposed to the use of force.

A suppressed class wh�ch has no des�re to learn the use of arms,
and to bear arms, deserves noth�ng else than to be treated as
slaves. We cannot, unless we w�sh to transform ourselves �nto mere
bourgeo�s pac�f�sts, forget that we are l�v�ng �n a soc�ety based on
classes, and that there �s no escape from such a soc�ety, except by
the class struggle and the overthrow of the power of the rul�ng class.

In every class soc�ety, whether �t be based on slavery, serfdom, or,
as at the present moment, on wage-labor, the class of the
oppressors �s an armed class. Not only the stand�ng army of the
present day, but also the present-day popular m�l�t�a—even �n the
most democrat�c bourgeo�s republ�cs, as �n Sw�tzerland—means an
armament of the bourgeo�s�e aga�nst the proletar�at....

How can you, �n the face of th�s fact, ask the revolut�onary Soc�al
Democracy to set up the "demand" of "d�sarmament"? To ask th�s �s
to renounce completely the standpo�nt of the class struggle, to g�ve
up the very thought of revolut�on. Our watchword must be: to arm the
proletar�at so that �t may defeat, expropr�ate, and d�sarm the
bourgeo�s�e. Th�s �s the only poss�ble pol�cy of the revolut�onary
class, a pol�cy ar�s�ng d�rectly from the actual evolut�on of cap�tal�st�c



m�l�tar�sm, �n fact, d�ctated by the evolut�on. Only after hav�ng
d�sarmed the bourgeo�s�e can the proletar�at, w�thout betray�ng �ts
h�stor�c m�ss�on, cast all weapons to the scrap-heap; and there �s no
doubt that the proletar�at w�ll do th�s, but only then, and not by any
poss�b�l�ty before then.

How �s �t poss�ble for our extreme pac�f�sts, w�th the�r relentless
oppos�t�on to m�l�tary force �n all �ts forms to conscr�pt�on, to un�versal
m�l�tary serv�ce, to armaments of all k�nds, even for defens�ve
purposes, and to voluntar�ly enl�sted arm�es even, to embrace
Bolshev�sm w�th enthus�asm, rest�ng as �t does upon the bas�s of the
ph�losophy so frankly stated by Len�ne, �s a quest�on for wh�ch no
answer seems wholly adequate. Of course, what Len�ne advocates
�s class armament w�th�n the nat�on, for c�v�l war—the war of the
classes. But he �s not opposed to nat�onal armaments, as such, nor
w�ll�ng to support d�sarmament as a nat�onal pol�cy unt�l the t�me
comes when an ent�rely soc�al�zed human�ty f�nds �tself freed from
the necess�ty of arm�ng aga�nst anybody. There �s probably not a
m�l�tar�st �n Amer�ca to-day who, however b�tterly opposed to
d�sarmament as a present pol�cy, would not agree that �f, �n some
future t�me, mank�nd reaches the happy cond�t�on of un�versal
Soc�al�sm, d�sarmament w�ll then become pract�cable and log�cal. It
would not be d�ff�cult for General Wood to subscr�be to that doctr�ne,
I th�nk. It would not have been d�ff�cult for Mr. Roosevelt to subscr�be
to �t.

Not only �s Len�ne w�ll�ng to support nat�onal armaments, and even to
f�ght for the defense of nat�onal r�ghts, whenever an attack on these
�s also an attack on proletar�an r�ghts—wh�ch he bel�eves to be the
case �n the cont�nued war aga�nst Germany, he goes much farther
than th�s and prov�des a theoret�cal just�f�cat�on for a Soc�al�st pol�cy
of pass�ve acceptance of ever-�ncreas�ng m�l�tar�sm. He draws a
strangely forced parallel between the Soc�al�st att�tude toward the
trusts and the att�tude wh�ch ought to be taken toward armaments.
We know, he argues, that trusts br�ng great ev�ls. Aga�nst the ev�ls
we struggle, but how? Not by try�ng to do away w�th the trusts, for we
regard the trusts as steps �n progress. We must go onward, through
the trust system to Soc�al�sm. In a s�m�lar way we should not deplore



"the m�l�tar�zat�on of the populat�ons." If the bourgeo�s�e m�l�tar�zes all
the men, and all the boys, nay, even all the women, why—so much
the better! "Never w�ll the women of an oppressed class that �s really
revolut�onary be content" to demand d�sarmament. On the contrary,
they w�ll encourage the�r sons to bear the arms and "learn well the
bus�ness of war." Of course, th�s knowledge they w�ll use, "not �n
order that they may shoot at the�r brothers, the workers of other
countr�es, as they are do�ng �n the present war ... but �n order that
they may struggle aga�nst the bourgeo�s�e �n the�r own country, �n
order that they may put an end to explo�tat�on, poverty, and war, not
by the path of good-natured w�shes, but by the path of v�ctory over
the bourgeo�s�e and of d�sarmament of the bourgeo�s�e."[90]

Un�versally the work�ng class has taken a pos�t�on the
very oppos�te of th�s. Un�versally we f�nd the organ�zed work�ng class
favor�ng d�sarmament, peace agreements, and covenants �n general
oppos�ng extens�ons of what Len�ne descr�bes as "the m�l�tar�zat�on
of populat�ons." For th�s un�versal�ty of att�tude and act�on there can
only be one adequate explanat�on—namely, the �nst�nct�ve class
consc�ousness of the workers. But, accord�ng to Len�ne, th�s
�nst�nct�ve class consc�ousness �s all wrong; somehow or other �t
expresses �tself �n a "bourgeo�s" pol�cy. The workers ought to
welcome the efforts of the rul�ng class to m�l�tar�ze and tra�n �n the
arts of war not only the men of the nat�ons, but the boys and even
the women as well. Some day, �f th�s course be followed, there w�ll
be two great armed classes �n every nat�on and between these w�ll
occur the dec�s�ve war wh�ch shall establ�sh the supremacy of the
most numerous and powerful class. Soc�al�sm �s thus to be won, not
by the conquests of reason and of consc�ence, but by brute force.

Obv�ously, there �s no po�nt of sympathy between th�s brutal and
arrogant gospel of force and the str�v�ng of modern democracy for
the peaceful organ�zat�on of the world, for d�sarmament, a league of
nat�ons, and, �n general, the supplant�ng of force of arms by the force
of reason and moral�ty. There �s a Pruss�an qual�ty �n Len�ne's
ph�losophy. He �s the Tre�tschke of soc�al revolt, brutal, relentless,
and unscrupulous, glory�ng �n m�ght, wh�ch �s, for h�m, the only r�ght.
And that �s what character�zes the whole Bolshev�k movement: �t �s



the �nfus�on �nto the class str�fe and struggles of the world the same
brutal�ty and the same fa�th that m�ght �s r�ght wh�ch made Pruss�an
m�l�tar�sm the menace �t was to c�v�l�zat�on.

And just as the world of c�v�l�zed mank�nd recogn�zed Pruss�an
m�l�tar�sm as �ts deadly enemy, to be overcome at all costs, so, too,
Bolshev�sm must be overcome. And that can best be done, not by
attempt�ng to drown �t �n blood, but by courageously and cons�stently
sett�ng ourselves to the task of remov�ng the soc�al oppress�on, the
poverty, and the serv�tude wh�ch produce the desperat�on of soul that
dr�ves men to Bolshev�sm. The remedy for Bolshev�sm �s a sane and
far-reach�ng program of construct�ve soc�al democracy.



POSTSCRIPTUM: A PERSONAL
STATEMENT

Th�s book �s the fulf�lment of a prom�se to a fr�end. Soon after my
return from Europe, �n November, I spent part of a day �n New York
d�scuss�ng Bolshev�sm w�th two fr�ends. One of these �s a Russ�an
Soc�al�st, who has l�ved many years �n Amer�ca, a c�t�zen of the
Un�ted States, and a man whose erud�t�on and f�del�ty to the work�ng-
class movement dur�ng many years have long commanded my
adm�rat�on and reverence. The other fr�end �s a nat�ve Amer�can,
also a Soc�al�st. A s�ncere Chr�st�an, he has �dent�f�ed h�s fa�th �n the
rel�g�on of Jesus and h�s fa�th �n democrat�c Soc�al�sm. The two are
not confl�ct�ng forces, or even separate ones, but merely d�fferent
and complementary aspects of the same fa�th. He �s a man who �s
un�versally loved and honored for h�s nob�l�ty of character and h�s
generous �deal�sm. Wh�le �n Europe I had spent much t�me
consult�ng w�th Russ�an fr�ends �n Par�s, Rome, and other c�t�es, and
had collected a cons�derable amount of authent�c mater�al relat�ng to
Bolshev�sm and the Bolshev�k�. I had not the sl�ghtest �ntent�on of
us�ng th�s mater�al to make a book; �n fact, my plans contemplated a
very d�fferent employment of my t�me. But, �n the course of the
d�scuss�on, my Amer�can Soc�al�st fr�end asked me to "jot down" for
h�m some of the th�ngs I had sa�d, and, espec�ally, to wr�te, �n a letter,
what I bel�eved to be the psychology of Bolshev�sm. Th�s, �n an
unguarded moment, I undertook to do.

When I set out, a few days later, to redeem my prom�se, I found that,
�n order to make th�ngs �ntell�g�ble, �t was absolutely necessary to
expla�n the h�stor�cal backgrounds of the Russ�an revolut�onary
movement, to descr�be the po�nt of v�ew of var�ous persons and
groups w�th some deta�l, and to quote qu�te extens�vely from the
documentary mater�al I had gathered. Naturally, the l�m�ts of a letter
were qu�ckly outgrown and I found that my response to my fr�end's



�nnocent request approached the length of a small volume. Even so,
�t was qu�te unsat�sfactory. It left many th�ngs unexpla�ned and much
of my own thought obscure. I dec�ded then to rewr�te the whole th�ng
and make a book of �t, thus mak�ng ava�lable for what I hope w�ll be a
large number of readers what I had at f�rst �ntended only for a dear
fr�end.

I am very consc�ous of the �mperfect�ons of the book as �t stands. It
has been wr�tten under cond�t�ons far from favorable, crowded �nto a
very busy l�fe. My keenest cr�t�cs w�ll, I am sure, be less consc�ous of
�ts defects than I am. It �s, however, an earnest contr�but�on to a very
�mportant d�scuss�on, and, I venture to hope, w�th all �ts demer�ts, a
useful one. If �t a�ds a s�ngle person to a clearer comprehens�on of
the �nherent wrongfulness of the Bolshev�st ph�losophy and method, I
shall be rewarded.

So here, my dear W�ll, �s the fulf�lment of my prom�se.
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APPENDIX I

AN APPEAL TO THE PROLETARIAT BY THE
PETROGRAD WORKMEN'S AND SOLDIERS'

COUNCIL

C�������:

Proletar�ans and Work�ng-people of all Countr�es:

We, Russ�an workers and sold�ers, un�ted �n the Petrograd
Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegate Counc�l, send you our warmest
greet�ngs and the news of great events. The democracy of Russ�a
has overthrown the century-old despot�sm of the Czars and enters
your ranks as a r�ghtful member and as a powerful force �n the battle
for our common l�berat�on. Our v�ctory �s a great v�ctory for the
freedom and democracy of the world. The pr�nc�pal supporter of
react�on �n the world, the "gendarme of Europe," no longer ex�sts.
May the earth over h�s grave become a heavy stone! Long l�ve
l�berty, long l�ve the �nternat�onal sol�dar�ty of the proletar�at and �ts
battle for the f�nal v�ctory!

Our cause �s not yet ent�rely won. Not all the shadows of the old
rég�me have been scattered and not a few enem�es are gather�ng
the�r forces together aga�nst the Russ�an Revolut�on. Nevertheless,
our conquests are great. The peoples of Russ�a w�ll express the�r w�ll
�n the Const�tut�onal convent�on wh�ch �s to be called w�th�n a short
t�me upon the bas�s of un�versal, equal, d�rect, and secret suffrage.
And now �t may already be sa�d w�th certa�nty �n advance that the
democrat�c republ�c w�ll tr�umph �n Russ�a. The Russ�an people �s �n
possess�on of complete pol�t�cal l�berty. Now �t can say an
author�tat�ve word about the �nternal self-government of the country
and about �ts fore�gn pol�cy. And �n address�ng ourselves to all the
peoples who are be�ng destroyed and ru�ned �n th�s terr�ble war, we



declare that the t�me has come �n wh�ch the dec�s�ve struggle aga�nst
the attempts at conquest by the governments of all the nat�ons must
be begun. The t�me has come �n wh�ch the peoples must take the
matter of dec�d�ng the quest�ons of war and peace �nto the�r own
hands.

Consc�ous of �ts own revolut�onary strength, the democracy of
Russ�a declares that �t w�ll f�ght w�th all means aga�nst the pol�cy of
conquest of �ts rul�ng classes, and �t summons the peoples of Europe
to un�ted, dec�s�ve act�on for peace. We appeal to our brothers, to
the German-Austr�an coal�t�on, and above all to the German
proletar�at. The f�rst day of the war you were made to bel�eve that �n
ra�s�ng your weapons aga�nst absolut�st Russ�a you were defend�ng
European c�v�l�zat�on aga�nst As�at�c despot�sm. In th�s many of you
found the just�f�cat�on of the support that was accorded to the war.
Now also th�s just�f�cat�on has van�shed. Democrat�c Russ�a cannot
menace freedom and c�v�l�zat�on.

We shall f�rmly defend our own l�berty aga�nst all react�onary threats,
whether they come from w�thout or w�th�n. The Russ�an Revolut�on
w�ll not retreat before the bayonets of conquerors, and �t w�ll not
allow �tself to be trampled to p�eces by outs�de m�l�tary force. We call
upon you to throw off the yoke of your absolut�st rég�me, as the
Russ�an people has shaken off the autocracy of the Czars. Refuse to
serve as the tools of conquest and power �n the hands of the k�ngs,
Junkers, and bankers, and we shall, w�th common efforts, put an end
to the fearful butchery that d�shonors human�ty and darkens the
great days of the b�rth of Russ�an l�berty.

Work�ng-men of all countr�es! In fraternally stretch�ng out our hands
to you across the mounta�ns of our brothers' bod�es, across the sea
of �nnocent blood and tears, across the smok�ng ru�ns of c�t�es and
v�llages, across the destroyed g�fts of c�v�l�zat�on, we summon you to
the work of renew�ng and sol�d�fy�ng �nternat�onal un�ty. In that l�es
the guaranty of our future tr�umph and of the complete l�berat�on of
human�ty.

Work�ng-men of all countr�es, un�te!



T���������, the Pres�dent.
P��������, Apr�l, 1917.



APPENDIX II

HOW THE RUSSIAN PEASANTS FOUGHT FOR A
CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY[91]

A report to the Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau by Inna Rak�tn�kov,
V�ce-Pres�dent of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of
Delegates, plac�ng themselves upon the grounds of the defense of
the Const�tuent Assembly.

W�th a letter-preface by the c�t�zen, E. Roubanov�tch, member of the
Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau.

To the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau:

D��� C�������,—The c�t�zen Inna Rak�tn�kov has lately come from
Petrograd to Par�s for personal reasons that are pecul�arly trag�c. At
the t�me of her departure the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Second
Sov�et of Peasant Delegates of All-Russ�a, of wh�ch she �s one of the
v�ce-pres�dents, requested her to make to the Internat�onal Soc�al�st
Bureau a deta�led report of the f�ghts that th�s organ�zat�on had to
make aga�nst the Bolshev�k� �n order to real�ze the convocat�on of the
Const�tuent Assembly.

Th�s �s the report under the t�tle of a document that I present here,
w�thout commentary, ask�ng you to commun�cate �t w�thout delay to
all the sect�ons of the Internat�onal. Two words of explanat�on, only:
F�rst, I w�sh to draw your attent�on to the fact that th�s �s the second
t�me that the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of the Peasants of
All-Russ�a addresses �tself publ�cly to the Internat�onal.

At the t�me of my journey to Stockholm �n the month of September,
1917, I made, at a sess�on of the Holland, Scand�nav�an comm�ttee,
pres�ded over by Brant�ng, a commun�cat�on �n the name of the
Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasants. I handed over on



th�s occas�on to our secretary, Cam�lle Huysmans, an appeal to the
democrats of the ent�re world, �n wh�ch the Execut�ve Comm�ttee
�nd�cated clearly �ts pos�t�on �n the quest�ons of the world war and of
agrar�an reform, and v�nd�cated �ts place �n the Workers' and
Soc�al�st Internat�onal fam�ly.

I must also present to you the author of th�s report. The c�t�zen
Rak�tn�kov, a member of the Russ�an Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party,
has worked for a long t�me �n the ranks of th�s party as a publ�c�st
and organ�zer and propagand�st, espec�ally among the peasants.
She has known long years of pr�son, of S�ber�a, of ex�le. Before and
dur�ng the war unt�l the beg�nn�ng of the Revolut�on she l�ved as a
pol�t�cal fug�t�ve �n Par�s. Wh�le be�ng a part�zan conv�nced of the
necess�ty of nat�onal defense of �nvaded countr�es aga�nst the
�mper�al�st�c aggress�on of German m�l�tar�sm—�n wh�ch she �s �n
perfect accord w�th the members of our party such as Stepan Sletof,
Iakovlef, and many other voluntary Russ�an republ�cans, all dead
fac�ng the enemy �n the ranks of the French army—the c�t�zen
Rak�tn�kov belonged to the �nternat�onal group. I aff�rm that her
s�ncere and matured test�mony cannot be suspected of part�zansh�p
or of dogmat�c part�al�ty aga�nst the Bolshev�k�, who, as you know,
tr�ed to cover the�r foll�es and the�r abom�nable cr�mes aga�nst the
plan of the Russ�an people, and aga�nst all the other Soc�al�st
part�es, under the ly�ng pretext of �nternat�onal�st �deas, �deas wh�ch
they have, �n real�ty, trampled under foot and betrayed.

Yours fraternally,
E. R�����������,
June 28, 1918.
Member of the B.S.I.

"The Bolshev�k� who prom�sed l�berty, equal�ty, peace, etc., have not
been ashamed to follow �n the footsteps of Czar�sm. It �s not l�berty; �t
�s tyranny." (Extract from a letter of a young Russ�an Soc�al�st, an
enthus�ast of l�berty who d�ed all too soon.)

I



Organ�zat�on of the Peasants after the Revolut�on �n Sov�ets of
Peasant Delegates

A short t�me after the Revolut�on of February the Russ�an peasants
grouped themselves �n a Nat�onal Sov�et of Peasant Delegates at the
F�rst Congress of the Peasants of All-Russ�a, wh�ch took place at
Petrograd. The Execut�ve Comm�ttee of th�s Sov�et was elected. It
was composed of well-known leaders of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st
party and of peasant delegates sent from the country. W�thout
adher�ng off�c�ally to the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party, the Sov�et of
Peasant Delegates adopted the l�ne of conduct of th�s party. Wh�le
co-ord�nat�ng �ts tact�cs w�th the party's, �t nevertheless rema�ned an
organ�zat�on completely �ndependent. The Bolshev�k�, who at th�s
Congress attempted to subject the peasants to the�r �nfluence, had
not at the t�me any success. The speeches of Len�ne and the other
members of th�s party d�d not meet w�th any sympathy, but on the
contrary provoked l�vely protest. The Execut�ve Comm�ttee had as �ts
organ the paper Izvestya of the Nat�onal Sov�et of Peasant
Delegates. Thousands of cop�es of th�s were scattered throughout
the country. Bes�des the central nat�onal Sov�et there ex�sted local
organ�zat�ons, the Sov�ets, the government d�str�cts who were �n
constant commun�cat�on w�th the Execut�ve Comm�ttee stay�ng at
Petrograd.

From �ts foundat�on the Execut�ve Comm�ttee exerc�sed great energy
�n the work of the un�on and the organ�zat�on of the peasant masses,
and �n the development of the Soc�al�st consc�ence �n the�r breasts.
Its members spread thousands and hundreds of thousands of cop�es
of pamphlets of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party, expos�ng �n s�mple
form the essence of Soc�al�sm and the h�story of the Internat�onal
expla�n�ng the sense and the �mportance of the Revolut�on �n Russ�a,
the h�story of the f�ght that preceded �t, show�ng the s�gn�f�cance of
the l�bert�es acqu�red. They �ns�sted, above all, on the �mportance of
the soc�al�zat�on of the so�l and the convocat�on of the Const�tuent
Assembly. A close and l�v�ng t�e was created between the members
of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee stay�ng at Petrograd and the members



�n the prov�nces. The Execut�ve Comm�ttee was truly the express�on
of the w�ll of the mass of the Russ�an peasants.

The M�n�ster of Agr�culture and the pr�nc�pal agrar�an comm�ttee
were at th�s t�me occup�ed �n prepar�ng the groundwork of the
real�zat�on of soc�al�zat�on of the so�l; the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st
party d�d not cease to press the government to act �n th�s sense.
Agrar�an comm�ttees were formed at once to f�ght aga�nst the
d�sorgan�zed recovery of lands by the peasants, and to take under
the�r control large propert�es where explo�tat�on based on the co-
operat�ve pr�nc�ple was �n progress of organ�zat�on; agr�cultural
�mprovements h�ghly perfected would thus be preserved aga�nst
destruct�on and p�llage. At the same t�me agrar�an comm�ttees
attended to a just d�str�but�on among the peasants of the lands of
wh�ch they had been despo�led.

The peasants, taken �n a body, and �n sp�te of the agrar�an troubles
wh�ch occurred here and there, awa�ted the reform w�th pat�ence,
understand�ng all the d�ff�cult�es wh�ch �ts real�zat�on requ�red and all
the �mposs�b�l�t�es of perfect�ng the th�ng hast�ly. The Execut�ve
Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasants' Delegates played �n th�s
respect an �mportant rôle. It d�d all �t could to expla�n to the peasants
the complex�ty of the problem �n order to prevent them from
attempt�ng anyth�ng anarch�st�c, or to attempt a d�sorgan�zed
recovery of lands wh�ch could end only w�th the further enr�chment of
peasants who were already r�ch.

Such was, �n �ts general aspect, the act�on of the Nat�onal Sov�et of
Peasants' Delegates, wh�ch, �n the month of August, 1917,
addressed, through the �ntermed�ary of the Internat�onal Soc�al�st
Bureau, an appeal to the democrac�es of the world. In order to better
understand the events wh�ch followed, we must cons�der for a
moment the general cond�t�ons wh�ch at that t�me ex�sted �n Russ�a,
and �n the m�dst of wh�ch the act�on of th�s organ�zat�on was tak�ng
place.

II



The D�ff�cult�es of the Beg�nn�ng of the Revolut�on

The honeymoon of the Revolut�on had passed rap�dly. Joy gave
place to cares and alarms. Autocracy had bequeathed to the country
an unw�eldy her�tage: the army and the whole mechan�sm of the
state were d�sorgan�zed. Tak�ng advantage of the l�stlessness of the
army, the Bolshev�st propaganda developed and at the same t�me
�ncreased the des�re of the sold�ers to f�ght no more. The
d�sorgan�zat�on was felt more and more at the front; at the same t�me
anarchy �ncreased �n the �nter�or of the country; product�on
d�m�n�shed; the product�veness of labor was lowered, and an e�ght-
hour day became �n fact a f�ve or s�x-hour day. The stra�ned relat�ons
between the workers and the adm�n�strat�on were such that certa�n
factor�es preferred to close. The central power suffered frequent
cr�ses; the Cadets, fear�ng the respons�b�l�t�es, preferred to rema�n
out of power.

All th�s created a state of unrest and hastened the preparat�ons for
the elect�on of the Const�tuent Assembly, toward wh�ch the eyes of
the whole country were turned. Nevertheless, the country was far
from chaos and from the anarchy �nto wh�ch further events plunged
�t. Young Russ�a, not accustomed to l�berty, w�thout exper�ence �n
pol�t�cal l�fe and autonomous act�on, was far from that hopeless state
to wh�ch the Bolshev�k� reduced �t some months later. The people
had conf�dence �n the Soc�al�sts, �n the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party,
wh�ch then held sway everywhere, �n the mun�c�pal�t�es, the
zemstvos, and �n the Sov�ets; they had conf�dence �n the Const�tuent
Assembly wh�ch would restore order and work out the laws. All that
was necessary was to combat certa�n character�st�cs and certa�n
pecul�ar�t�es of the ex�stence of the Russ�an people, wh�ch �mpelled
them toward anarchy, �nstead of encourag�ng them, as d�d the
Bolshev�k�, who, �n th�s respect, followed the l�ne of least res�stance.

The Bolshev�st propaganda d�d all w�th�n �ts power to weaken the
Prov�s�onal Government, to d�scred�t �t �n the eyes of the people, to
�ncrease the l�cent�ousness at the front and d�sorgan�zat�on �n the
�nter�or of the country. They procla�med that the "Imper�al�sts" sent
the sold�ers to be massacred, but what they d�d not say �s that under



actual cond�t�ons �t was necessary for a revolut�onary people to have
a revolut�onary army to defend �ts l�berty. They spoke loudly for a
counter-revolut�on and for counter-revolut�onar�es who awa�t but the
prop�t�ous moment to take hold of the government, wh�le �n real�ty the
complete fa�lure of the �nsurrect�on of Korn�lov showed that the
counter-revolut�on could rest on noth�ng, that there was no place for
�t then �n the l�fe of Russ�a.

In f�ne, the s�tuat�on of the country was d�ff�cult, but not cr�t�cal. The
un�ted efforts of the people and all the thousands of forces of the
country would have perm�tted �t to come to the end of �ts d�ff�cult�es
and to f�nd a solut�on of the s�tuat�on.

III

The Insurrect�on of Korn�lov

But now the �nsurrect�on of Korn�lov broke out. It was ent�rely
unexpected by all the Soc�al�st part�es, by the�r central comm�ttees,
and, of course, by the Soc�al�st M�n�sters. Petrograd was �n no way
prepared for an attack of th�s k�nd. In the course of the even�ng of the
fatal day when Korn�lov approached Petrograd, the central
comm�ttee of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party rece�ved by
telephone, from the Palace of H�ver, the news of the approach of
Korn�lov�en troops. Th�s news revolut�on�zed everybody. A meet�ng of
all the organ�zat�ons took place at Smolny; the members of the party
alarmed by the news, and other persons w�sh�ng to know the truth
about the events, or to rece�ve �nd�cat�ons as to what should be
done, came there to a reun�on. It was a strange p�cture that Smolny
presented that n�ght. The human torrent rushed along �ts corr�dors,
comm�ttees and comm�ss�ons sat �n �ts s�de apartments. They asked
one another what was happen�ng, what was to be done. News
succeeded news. One th�ng was certa�n. Petrograd was not
prepared for the f�ght. It was not protected by anyth�ng, and the
Cossacks who followed Korn�lov could eas�ly take �t.



The Nat�onal Sov�et of Peasants' Delegates �n the sess�on that �t
held that same n�ght at No. 6 Fontaka Street adopted a resolut�on
call�ng all the peasants to armed res�stance aga�nst Korn�lov. The
Central Execut�ve Comm�ttee w�th the Sov�et of Workmen's and
Sold�ers' Delegates establ�shed a spec�al organ�zat�on wh�ch was to
defend Petrograd and to f�ght aga�nst the �nsurrect�on. Detachments
of volunteers and of sold�ers were d�rected toward the local�ty where
Korn�lov was, to get �nformat�on and to organ�ze a propaganda
among the troops that followed the General, and �n case of fa�lure to
f�ght hand to hand. As they qu�t �n the morn�ng they d�d not know
how th�ngs would turn; they were rather pess�m�st�c w�th regard to
the �ssue of the �nsurrect�on for the Soc�al�sts.

The end of th�s consp�racy �s known. The troops that followed
Korn�lov left h�m as soon as they found out the truth. In th�s respect,
everyth�ng ended well, but th�s event had profound and regrettable
c�rcumstances.

The acute deplorable cr�s�s of the central power became chron�c.
The Cadets, comprom�sed by the�r part�c�pat�on �n the Korn�lov
consp�racy, preferred to rema�n apart. The Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts
d�d not see clearly what there was at the bottom of the whole affa�r. It
was as much as any one knew at the moment. Kerensky, �n
presence of the menace of the counter-revolut�on on the r�ght and of
the grow�ng anarchy on the extreme left, would have called to
Petrograd a part of the troops from the front to stem the t�de. Such
was the rôle of d�fferent persons �n th�s story. It �s only later, when all
the documents w�ll be shown, that the story can be ver�f�ed, but at all
events �t �s beyond doubt that the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party was
�n no w�se m�xed �n th�s consp�racy. The consp�racy of Korn�lov
completely freed the hands of the Bolshev�k�. In the Pravda, and �n
other Bolshev�st newspapers, compla�nts were read of the danger of
a new counter-revolut�on wh�ch was develop�ng w�th the compl�c�ty of
Kerensky act�ng �n accord or �n agreement w�th the tra�tor Cadets.
The publ�c was exc�ted aga�nst the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts, who
were accused of hav�ng secretly helped th�s counter-revolut�on. The
Bolshev�k� alone, sa�d �ts organs, had saved the Revolut�on; to them
alone was due the fa�lure of the Korn�lov �nsurrect�on.



The Bolshev�k� ag�tat�on assumed large proport�ons. Cop�es of the
Pravda, spread lav�shly here and there, were po�soned w�th calumny,
campa�gns aga�nst the other part�es, boast�ng gross flatter�es
addressed to the sold�ers and appeals to trouble. Bolshev�k�
meet�ngs permeated w�th the same sp�r�t were organ�zed at
Petrograd, Moscow, and other c�t�es. Bolshev�st ag�tators set out for
the front at the same t�me w�th cop�es of the Pravda and other
papers, and the Bolshev�k� enjoyed, dur�ng th�s t�me—as Len�ne
h�mself adm�ts—complete l�berty. The�r ch�efs, comprom�sed �n the
�nsurrect�on of June 3d, had been g�ven the�r freedom.

The�r pr�nc�pal watchword was "Down w�th the war!" "Kerensky and
the other conc�l�ators," they cr�ed, "want war and do not want peace.
Kerensky w�ll g�ve you ne�ther peace, nor land, nor bread, nor
Const�tuent Assembly. Down w�th the tra�tor and the counter-
revolut�on�sts! They want to smother the Revolut�on. We demand
peace. We w�ll g�ve you peace, land to the peasants, factor�es and
work to the workmen!" Under th�s s�mple form the ag�tat�on was
followed up among the masses and found a prop�t�ous ground, f�rst
among the sold�ers who were t�red of war and ath�rst for peace. In
the Sov�et of the Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates of Petrograd
the Bolshev�st party soon found �tself strengthened and fort�f�ed. Its
�nfluence was also cons�derable among the sa�lors of the Balt�c fleet.
Cronstadt was ent�rely �n the�r hands. New elect�ons of the Central
Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates soon became necessary; they gave a b�g major�ty to the
Bolshev�k�. The old bureau, Tchche�dze at �ts head, had to leave; the
Bolshev�k� tr�umphed clamorously.

To f�ght aga�nst the Bolshev�k� the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the
Nat�onal Sov�et of Peasants' Delegates dec�ded at the beg�nn�ng of
December to call a Second General Peasants' Congress. Th�s was
to dec�de �f the peasants would defend the Const�tuent Assembly or
�f they would follow the Bolshev�k�. Th�s Congress had, �n effect, a
dec�s�ve �mportance. It showed what was the port�on of the peasant
class that upheld the Bolshev�k�. It was pr�nc�pally the peasants �n
sold�ers' dress, the "déclassé sold�ers," men taken from the country
l�fe by the war, from the�r natural surround�ngs, and des�r�ng but one



th�ng, the end of the war. The peasants who had come from the
country had, on the contrary, rece�ved the mandate to uphold the
Const�tuent Assembly. They f�rmly ma�nta�ned the�r po�nt of v�ew and
res�sted all the attempts of the Bolshev�k� and the "Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts of the Left" (who followed them bl�ndly) to make the�r
�nfluence preva�l. The speech of Len�ne was rece�ved w�th host�l�ty;
as for Trotzky, who, some t�me before, had publ�cly threatened w�th
the gu�llot�ne all the "enem�es of the Revolut�on," they prevented h�m
from speak�ng, cry�ng out: "Down w�th the tyrant! Gu�llot�neur!
Assass�n!" To g�ve h�s speech Trotzky, accompan�ed by h�s fa�thful
"capotes," was obl�ged to repa�r to another hall.

The Second Peasants' Congress was thus d�st�nctly spl�t �nto two
part�es. The Bolshev�k� tr�ed by every means to elude a stra�ght
answer to the quest�on, "Does the Congress w�sh to uphold the
Const�tuent Assembly?" They prolonged the d�scuss�on, dr�v�ng the
peasants to extrem�t�es by every k�nd of paltry d�scuss�on on fool�sh
quest�ons, hop�ng to t�re them out and thus cause a certa�n number
of them to return home. The t�resome d�scuss�ons carr�ed on for ten
days, w�th the effect that a part of the peasants, see�ng noth�ng come
from �t, returned home. But the peasants had, �n sp�te of all, the
upper hand; by a roll-call vote 359 aga�nst 314 pronounced
themselves for the defense w�thout reserve of the Const�tuent
Assembly.

Any work �n common for the future was �mposs�ble. The fract�on of
the peasants that pronounced �tself for the Const�tuent Assembly
cont�nued to s�t apart, named �ts Execut�ve Comm�ttee, and dec�ded
to cont�nue the f�ght resolutely. The Bolshev�k�, on the�r part, took
the�r part�zans to the Smolny, declared to be usurpers of the Sov�et
of Peasants' Delegates who pronounced themselves for the defense
of the Const�tuante, and, w�th the a�d of sold�ers, ejected the former
Execut�ve Comm�ttee from the�r prem�ses and took possess�on of
the�r goods, the l�brary, etc.

The new Execut�ve Comm�ttee, wh�ch d�d not have at �ts d�spos�t�on
Red Guards, was obl�ged to look for another place, to collect the
money necessary for th�s purpose, etc. Its members were able, w�th



much d�ff�culty, to place everyth�ng upon �ts feet and to assure the
publ�cat�on of an organ (the Izvestya of the Nat�onal Sov�et of
Peasants' Delegates determ�ned to defend the Const�tuent
Assembly), to send delegates �nto d�fferent reg�ons, and to establ�sh
relat�ons w�th the prov�nces, etc.

Together w�th the peasants, workmen and Soc�al�st part�es and
numerous democrat�c organ�zat�ons prepared themselves for the
defense of the Const�tuent Assembly: The Un�on of Postal
Employees, a part of the Un�on of Ra�lway Workers, the Bank
Employees, the C�ty Employees, the food d�str�butors' organ�zat�ons,
the teachers' assoc�at�ons, the zemstvos, the co-operat�ves. These
organ�zat�ons bel�eved that the coup d'état of October 25th was
ne�ther legal nor just; they demanded a convocat�on w�th br�ef delay
of the Const�tuent Assembly and the restorat�on of the l�bert�es that
were trampled under foot by the Bolshev�k�.

These treated them as saboteurs, "enem�es of the people," depr�ved
them of the�r salar�es, and expelled them from the�r lodg�ngs. They
ordered those who opposed them to be depr�ved of the�r food-cards.
They publ�shed l�sts of str�kers, thus runn�ng the r�sk of hav�ng them
lynched by the crowds. At Saratov, for example, the str�ke of postal
workers and telegraphers lasted a month and a half. The �nst�tut�ons
whose str�ke would have enta�led for the populat�on not only
d�sorgan�zat�on, but an arrest of all l�fe (such as the ra�lroads, the
organ�zat�ons of food d�str�buters), absta�ned from str�k�ng, only
ask�ng the Bolshev�k� not to meddle w�th the�r work. Somet�mes,
however, the gross �nterference of the Bolshev�k� �n work of wh�ch
they understood noth�ng obl�ged those opposed to them, �n sp�te of
everyth�ng, to str�ke. It �s to be noted also that the professors of
secondary schools were obl�ged to jo�n the str�ke movements (the
super�or schools had already ceased to funct�on at th�s t�me) as well
as the theatr�cal art�stes: a talented art�st, S�lott�, was arrested; he
declared that even �n the t�me of Czar�sm nobody was ever uneasy
on account of h�s pol�t�cal op�n�ons.

IV



The Bolshev�k� and the Const�tuent Assembly

At the t�me of the accompl�shment of the�r coup d'état, the Bolshev�k�
cr�ed aloud that the m�n�stry of Kerensky put off a long t�me the
convocat�on of the Const�tuante (wh�ch was a patent l�e), that they
would never call the Assembly, and that they alone, the Bolshev�k�,
would do �t. But accord�ng as the results of the elect�ons became
known the�r op�n�ons changed.

In the beg�nn�ng they boasted of the�r electoral v�ctor�es at Petrograd
and Moscow. Then they kept s�lent, as �f the elect�ons had no
ex�stence whatever. But the Pravda and the Izvestya of the Sov�et of
Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates cont�nued to treat as
calum�nators those who exposed the danger that was threaten�ng
the Const�tuent Assembly at the hands of the Bolshev�k�. They d�d
not yet dare to assert themselves openly. They had to ga�n t�me to
strengthen the�r power. They hast�ly followed up peace pourparlers,
to place Russ�a and the Const�tuent Assembly, �f th�s met, before an
accompl�shed fact.

They hastened to attract the peasants to themselves. That was the
reason wh�ch mot�ved the "decree" of Len�ne on the soc�al�zat�on of
the so�l, wh�ch decree appeared �mmed�ately after the coup d'état.
Th�s decree was s�mply a reproduct�on of a Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts'
resolut�on adopted at a Peasants' Congress. What could the
soc�al�zat�on of the so�l be to Len�ne and all the Bolshev�k� �n
general? They had been, but a short t�me before, profoundly
�nd�fferent w�th regard to th�s Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st "Utop�a." It had
been for them an object of ra�llery. But they knew that w�thout th�s
"Utop�a" they would have no peasants. And they threw them th�s
mouthful, th�s "decree," wh�ch aston�shed the peasants. "Is �t a law?
Is �t not a law? Nobody knows," they sa�d.

It �s the same des�re to have, cost what �t may, the sympathy of the
peasants that expla�ns the un�on of the Bolshev�k� w�th those who are
called the "Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of the Left" (for the name
Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st spoke to the heart of the peasant), who



played the stup�d and shameful rôle of followers of the Bolshev�k�,
w�th a bl�nd weapon between the�r hands.

A part of the "peasants �n un�form" followed the Bolshev�k� to Smolny.
The Germans honored the Bolshev�k� by cont�nu�ng w�th them the
pourparlers for peace. The Bolshev�st government had at �ts d�sposal
the Red Guards, well pa�d, created suddenly �n the presence of the
crumbl�ng of the army for fear of rema�n�ng w�thout the help of
bayonets. These Red Guards, who later fled �n shameful fash�on
before the German patrols, advanced �nto the �nter�or of the country
and ga�ned v�ctor�es over the unarmed populace. The Bolshev�k� felt
the ground f�rm under the�r feet and threw off the mask. A campa�gn
aga�nst the Const�tuent Assembly commenced. At f�rst �n Pravda and
�n Izvestya were only quest�ons. What w�ll th�s Const�tuent Assembly
be? Of whom w�ll �t be composed? It �s poss�ble that �t w�ll have a
major�ty of servants of the bourgeo�s�e—Cadets Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts. Can we conf�de to such a Const�tuent Assembly the
dest�n�es of the Russ�an Revolut�on? W�ll �t recogn�ze the power of
the Sov�ets? Then came certa�n hypocr�t�cal "�fs." "If," yes, "�f" the
personnel of the Const�tuent Assembly �s favorable to us; "�f" �t w�ll
recogn�ze the power of the Sov�ets, �t can count on the�r support. If
not—�t condemns �tself to death.

The Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of the Left �n the�r organ, The Flag of
Labor, repeated �n the wake of the Bolshev�k�, "We w�ll uphold the
Const�tuent Assembly �n the measure we—"

Afterward we see no longer quest�ons or prudent "�fs," but d�st�nct
answers. "The major�ty of the Const�tuent Assembly �s formed," sa�d
the Bolshev�k�, "of Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts and Cadets—that �s to
say, enem�es of the people. Th�s compos�t�on assures �t of a counter-
revolut�onary sp�r�t. Its dest�ny �s therefore clear. H�stor�c examples
come to �ts a�d. The v�ctor�ous people has no need of a Const�tuent
Assembly. It �s above the Const�tuante. It has gone beyond �t." The
Russ�an people, half �ll�terate, were made to bel�eve that �n a few
weeks they had outgrown the end for wh�ch m�ll�ons of Russ�ans had
fought for almost a century; that they no longer had need of the most
perfect form of popular representat�on, such as d�d not ex�st even �n



the most cult�vated countr�es of western Europe. To the Const�tuent
Assembly, leg�slat�ve organ due to equal, d�rect, and secret un�versal
suffrage, they opposed the Sov�ets, w�th the�r recru�t�ng done by
hazard and the�r elect�ons to two or three degrees,[92] the Sov�ets
wh�ch were the revolut�onary organs and not the leg�slat�ve organs,
and whose rôle bes�des none of those who fought for the Const�tuent
Assembly sought to d�m�n�sh.

V

The F�ght Concentrates Around the Const�tuent Assembly

Th�s was a maneuver whose object appeared clearly. The defenders
of the Const�tuent Assembly had ev�dence of what was be�ng
prepared. The peasants who wa�ted w�th �mpat�ence the open�ng of
the Const�tuent Assembly sent delegates to Petrograd to f�nd out the
cause of the delay of the convocat�on. These delegates betook
themselves to the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasants'
Delegates (11 K�r�llovska�a Street), and to the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st
fract�on of the members of the Const�tuante (2 Bolotna� Street). Th�s
last fract�on worked act�vely at �ts proper organ�zat�on. A bureau of
organ�zat�on was elected, comm�ss�ons charged to elaborate
projects of law for the Const�tuante. The fract�on �ssued bullet�ns
expla�n�ng to the populat�on the program wh�ch the Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts were go�ng to defend at the Const�tuante. Act�ve
relat�ons were undertaken w�th the prov�nces. At the same t�me the
members of the fract�on, among whom were many peasants and
workmen, followed up an act�ve ag�tat�on �n the workshops and
factor�es of Petrograd, and among the sold�ers of the Preobrajensk�
Reg�ment and some others. The members of the Execut�ve
Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasants' Delegates worked �n concert
w�th them. It was prec�sely the op�n�on of the peasants and of the
workmen wh�ch had most �mportance �n the f�ght aga�nst the
Bolshev�k�. They, the true representat�ves of the people, were
l�stened to everywhere; people were obl�ged to reckon w�th them.



It was under these cond�t�ons that the Democrat�c Conference met.
Called by the Prov�s�onal Government, �t compr�sed representat�ves
of the Sov�ets, of part�es, of organ�zat�ons of the army, peasant
organ�zat�ons, co-operat�ves, zemstvos, agr�cultural comm�ttees, etc.
Its object was to solve the quest�on of power unt�l the meet�ng of the
Const�tuent Assembly.

At th�s conference the Bolshev�k� formed only a small m�nor�ty; but
they acted as masters of the s�tuat�on, call�ng, �n a provocat�ve
manner, all those who were not �n accord w�th them, "Korn�lov�st,
counter-revolut�onar�es, tra�tors!" Because of th�s att�tude the
conference, wh�ch ought to have had the character of an assembly
dec�d�ng affa�rs of state, took on the character of a bo�sterous
meet�ng, wh�ch lasted several days of unend�ng twaddle. What the
Bolshev�k� wanted was a verbal v�ctory—to have shouted more
loudly than the�r opponents. The same speeches were repeated
every day. Some upheld a power exclus�vely Soc�al�st, others—the
major�ty composed of delegates from d�fferent corners of the country
—sanct�oned an agreement w�th all the democrat�c elements.

The prov�nc�al delegates, hav�ng come w�th a v�ew to ser�ous work,
returned to the�r homes, carry�ng w�th them a pa�nful �mpress�on of
lost opportun�t�es, of useless debates.

There rema�ned but a few weeks before the convocat�on of the
Const�tuent Assembly. Those who voted aga�nst a government
exclus�vely Soc�al�st d�d not th�nk that, under the troublesome
cond�t�ons of the t�me, they could expose the country to the r�sk of a
d�spers�on of strength; they feared the poss�ble �solat�on of the
government �n face of certa�n elements whose help could not be
rel�ed on. But they d�d not take �nto account a fact wh�ch had resulted
from the Korn�lov�st �nsurrect�on: the natural d�strust of the work�ng
masses �n presence of all the non-Soc�al�sts, of those who—not
be�ng �n �mmed�ate contact w�th them—placed themselves, were �t
ever so l�ttle, more on the r�ght.

The Democrat�c conference resulted �n the format�on of a Pre-
Parl�ament. There the relat�ons, between the forces �n presence of



each other, were about the same. Bes�des the Bolshev�k� soon
abandoned the Pre-Parl�ament, for they were already prepar�ng the�r
�nsurrect�on wh�ch curta�led the d�ssolut�on of that �nst�tut�on.

"We are on the eve of a Bolshev�k �nsurrect�on"—such was, at th�s
t�me, the op�n�on of all those who took part �n pol�t�cal l�fe. "We are
rush�ng to �t w�th d�zzy rap�d�ty. The catastrophe �s �nev�table." But
what �s very character�st�c �s th�s, that, wh�le prepar�ng the�r
�nsurrect�on, the Bolshev�k�, �n the�r press, d�d not hes�tate to treat as
l�ars and calumn�ators all those who spoke of the danger of th�s
�nsurrect�on, and that on the eve of a conquest of power (w�th arms
ready) premed�tated and well prepared �n advance.

Dur�ng the whole per�od that preceded the Bolshev�k �nsurrect�on a
great creat�ve work was be�ng carr�ed on �n the country �n sp�te of the
undes�rable phenomena of wh�ch we have spoken above.

1. W�th great d�ff�culty there were establ�shed organs of a local,
autonomous adm�n�strat�on, volost and d�str�ct zemstvos, wh�ch were
to furn�sh a bas�s of organ�zat�on to the government zemstvos. The
zemstvo of former t�mes was made up of only class representat�ves;
the elect�ons to the new zemstvos were effected by un�versal
suffrage, equal, d�rect, and secret. These elect�ons were a k�nd of
school�ng for the populat�on, show�ng �t the pract�cal s�gn�f�cance of
un�versal suffrage, and prepar�ng �t for the elect�ons to the
Const�tuent Assembly. At the same t�me they la�d the foundat�on of a
local autonomous adm�n�strat�on.

2. Preparat�ons for the elect�on to the Const�tuent Assembly were
made; an ag�tat�on, an �ntense propaganda followed; preparat�ons of
a techn�cal order were made. Th�s was a d�ff�cult task because of the
great number of electors, the d�spers�on of the populat�on, the great
number of �ll�terate, etc. Everywhere spec�al courts had been
establ�shed, �n v�ew of the elect�ons, to tra�n ag�tators and �nstructors,
who afterward were sent �n great numbers �nto the country.



3. At the same t�me the ground was hurr�edly prepared for the law
concern�ng the soc�al�zat�on of the so�l. The abandonment of h�s post
by Tchernov, M�n�ster of Agr�culture, d�d not stop th�s work. The
pr�nc�pal agr�cultural comm�ttee and the M�n�ster of Agr�culture,
d�rected by Rak�tn�kov and V�kh�l�aev, hastened to f�n�sh th�s work
before the convocat�on of the Const�tuent Assembly. The
Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party dec�ded to keep for �tself the post of
M�n�ster of Agr�culture; for the pos�t�on they named S. Maslov, who
had to exact from the government an �mmed�ate vote on the law
concern�ng the soc�al�zat�on of the so�l. The study of th�s law �n the
Counc�l of M�n�sters was f�n�shed. Noth�ng more rema�ned to be done
but to adopt and promulgate �t. Because of the exc�tement of the
people �n the country, �t was dec�ded to do th�s at once, w�thout
wa�t�ng for the Const�tuent Assembly. F�nally, to better real�ze the
cond�t�ons of the t�me, �t must be added that the whole country
awa�ted anx�ously the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly. All
bel�eved that th�s was go�ng to settle the l�fe of Russ�a.

VI

The Bolshev�st Insurrect�on

It was under these cond�t�ons that the Bolshev�st coup d'état
happened. In the cap�tals as well as �n the prov�nces, �t was
accompl�shed by armed force; at Petrograd, w�th the help of the
sa�lors of the Balt�c fleet, of the sold�ers of the Preobrajensk�,
Semenovsk�, and other reg�ments, �n other towns w�th the a�d of the
local garr�sons. Here, for example, �s how the Bolshev�st coup d'état
took place at Saratov. I was a w�tness to these facts myself. Saratov
�s a b�g un�vers�ty and �ntellectual center, possess�ng a great number
of schools, l�brar�es, and d�vers assoc�at�ons des�gned to elevate the
�ntellectual standard of the populat�on. The zemstvo of Saratov was
one of the best �n Russ�a. The peasant populat�on of th�s prov�nce,
among whom the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st propaganda was carr�ed on
for several years by the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st Party, �s w�de awake
and well organ�zed. The mun�c�pal�ty and the agr�cultural comm�ttees
were composed of Soc�al�sts. The populat�on was act�vely prepar�ng



for the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly; the people d�scussed
the l�st of cand�dates, stud�ed the cand�dates' b�ograph�es, as well as
the programs of the d�fferent part�es.

On the n�ght of October 28th, by reason of an order that had come
from Petrograd, the Bolshev�k coup d'état broke out at Saratov. The
follow�ng forces were �ts �nstruments: the garr�son wh�ch was a
stranger to the masses of the populat�on, a weak party of workers,
and, �n the capac�ty of leaders, some Intellectuals who, up to that
t�me, had played no rôle �n the publ�c l�fe of the town.

It was �ndeed a m�l�tary coup d'état. The c�ty hall, where sat the
Soc�al�sts, who were elected by equal, d�rect, and secret un�versal
suffrage, was surrounded by the sold�ers; mach�ne-guns were placed
�n front and the bombardment began. Th�s lasted a whole n�ght;
some were wounded, some k�lled. The mun�c�pal judges were
arrested. Soon after a Man�festo solemnly announced to the
populat�on that the "enem�es of the people," the "counter-
revolut�onar�es," were overthrown; that the power at Saratov was
go�ng to pass �nto the hands of the Sov�et (Bolshev�st) of the
Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates.

The populat�on was perplexed; the people thought that they had sent
to the Town Hall Soc�al�sts, men of the�r cho�ce. Now these men
were declared "enem�es of the people," were shot down or arrested
by other Soc�al�sts. What d�d all th�s mean? And the �nhab�tant of
Saratov felt a fear steal�ng �nto h�s soul at the s�ght of th�s v�olence;
he began to doubt the value of the Soc�al�st �dea �n general. The fa�th
of former t�mes gave place to doubt, d�sappo�ntment, and
d�scouragement. The coup d'état was followed by d�vers other
man�festat�ons of Bolshev�st act�v�ty—arrests, searches, conf�scat�on
of newspapers, ban on meet�ngs. Bands of sold�ers looted the
country houses �n the suburbs of the c�ty; a school for the ch�ldren of
the people and the bu�ld�ngs of the ch�ldren's hol�day settlement
were also p�llaged. Bands of sold�ers were forthw�th sent �nto the
country to cause trouble there.



The sens�ble part of the populat�on of Saratov severely condemned
these acts �n a ser�es of Man�festos s�gned by the Pr�nters' Un�on,
the m�ll workers, the C�ty Employees' Un�on, Postal and Telegraph
Employees, students' organ�zat�ons, and many other democrat�c
assoc�at�ons and organ�zat�ons.

The peasants rece�ved the coup d'état w�th d�st�nct host�l�ty. Meet�ngs
and reun�ons were soon organ�zed �n the v�llages. Resolut�ons were
voted censur�ng the coup d'état of v�olence, dec�d�ng to organ�ze to
res�st the Bolshev�k�, and demand�ng the removal of the Bolshev�st
sold�er members from the rural communes. The bands of sold�ers,
who were sent �nto the country, used not only persuas�on, but also
v�olence, try�ng to force the peasants to g�ve the�r votes for the
Bolshev�k cand�dates at the t�me of the elect�ons to the Const�tuent
Assembly; they tore up the bullet�ns of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts,
overturned the ballot-boxes, etc.

But the Bolshev�k sold�ers were not able to d�sturb the conf�dence of
the peasants �n the Const�tuent Assembly, and �n the Revolut�onary
Soc�al�st party, whose program they had long s�nce adopted, and
whose leaders and ways of act�ng they knew, the �nhab�tants of the
country proved themselves �n all that concerned the elect�ons w�de
awake to the h�ghest degree. There were hardly any abstent�ons, 90
per cent. of the populat�on took part �n the vot�ng. The day of the
vot�ng was kept as a solemn feast; the pr�est sa�d mass; the
peasants dressed �n the�r Sunday clothes; they bel�eved that the
Const�tuent Assembly would g�ve them order, laws, the land. In the
government of Saratov, out of fourteen deput�es elected, there were
twelve Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts; there were others (such as the
government of Pensa, for example) that elected only Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�sts. The Bolshev�k� had the major�ty only �n Petrograd and
Moscow and �n certa�n un�ts of the army. The elect�ons to the
Const�tuent Assembly were a dec�s�ve v�ctory for the Revolut�onary
Soc�al�st party.

Such was the response of Russ�a to the Bolshev�k coup d'état. To
v�olence and conquest of power by force of arms, the populat�on
answered by the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly; the people



sent to th�s assembly, not the Bolshev�k�, but, by an overwhelm�ng
major�ty, Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts.

VII

The F�ght Aga�nst the Bolshev�k�

But the f�nal result of the elect�ons was not establ�shed forthw�th. In
many places the elect�ons had to be postponed. The Bolshev�k coup
d'état had d�sorgan�zed l�fe, had upset postal and telegraph�c
commun�cat�ons, and had even destroyed, �n certa�n local�t�es, the
electoral mechan�sm �tself by the arrest of the act�ve workers. The
elect�ons wh�ch began �n the m�ddle of November were not
concluded t�ll toward the month of January.

In the mean t�me, �n the country a f�erce battle was rag�ng aga�nst
the Bolshev�k�. It was not, on the part of the�r adversar�es, a f�ght for
power. If the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts had w�shed they could have
se�zed the power; to do that they had only to follow the example of
those who were called "the Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts of the Left." Not
only d�d they not follow the�r example, but they also excluded them
from the�r m�dst. A short t�me after the Bolshev�k �nsurrect�on, when
the part taken �n th�s �nsurrect�on by certa�n Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts
of the Left was found out, the Central Comm�ttee of the
Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party voted to exclude them from the party
for hav�ng v�olated the party d�sc�pl�ne and hav�ng adopted tact�cs
contrary to �ts pr�nc�ples. Th�s exclus�on was conf�rmed afterward by
the Fourth Congress of the party, wh�ch took place �n December,
1917.

Soon after the coup d'état of October the quest�on was among all
part�es and all organ�zat�ons: "What �s to be done? How w�ll the
s�tuat�on be remed�ed?" The remedy �ncluded three po�nts. F�rst,
creat�on of a power composed of the representat�ves of all Soc�al�st
organ�zat�ons, w�th the "Popul�st-Soc�al�sts" on the extreme r�ght, and
w�th the express cond�t�on that the pr�nc�pal actors �n the Bolshev�k
coup d'état would not have part �n the M�n�stry. Second, �mmed�ate



establ�shment of the democrat�c l�bert�es, wh�ch were trampled under
foot by the Bolshev�k�, w�thout wh�ch any form of Soc�al�sm �s
�nconce�vable. Th�rd, convocat�on w�thout delay of the Const�tuent
Assembly.

Such were the cond�t�ons proposed to the Bolshev�k� �n the name of
several Soc�al�st part�es (the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party, the
Menshev�k�, the Popul�st-Soc�al�sts, etc.), and of several democrat�c
organ�zat�ons (Ra�lroad Workers' Un�on, Postal and Telegraph�c
Employees' Un�on, etc.). The Bolshev�k�, at th�s t�me, were not sure
of be�ng able to hold the�r pos�t�on; certa�n Comm�ssar�es of the
People, soon after they were �nstalled �n power, handed �n the�r
res�gnat�on, be�ng terr�f�ed by the torrents of blood that were shed at
Moscow and by the cruelt�es wh�ch accompan�ed the coup d'état.
The Bolshev�k� pretended to accept the pourparlers, but kept them
dragg�ng along so as to ga�n t�me. In the mean t�me they tr�ed to
strengthen themselves �n the prov�nces, where they ga�ned v�ctor�es
such as that of Saratov; they act�vely rushed the pourparlers for
peace; they had to do �t at all cost, even �f, �n do�ng �t, they had to
accept the ass�stance of the tra�tor and spy, by name Schneur, for
they had prom�sed peace to the sold�ers.

For th�s �t suff�ced them to have ga�ned some v�ctor�es �n the
prov�nces, and that the Germans accepted the propos�t�on of
pourparlers of peace ("the German generals came to meet us �n gala
att�re, wear�ng the�r r�bbons and decorat�ons," w�th tr�umph
announced �n the�r appeal to the Russ�an people the representat�ves
of th�s "Soc�al�st" government Schneur & Co.), for th�s the Bolshev�k�
henceforth refused every comprom�se and all conference w�th the
other part�es. For the other part�es—those who d�d not recogn�ze the
Bolshev�k coup d'état and d�d not approve of the v�olence that was
perpetrated—there was only one alternat�ve, the f�ght.

It was the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party and the Nat�onal Sov�et of
Peasants' Delegates that had to bear the brunt of th�s f�ght, wh�ch
was carr�ed on under extremely d�ff�cult cond�t�ons. All the non-
Bolshev�k newspapers were conf�scated or prosecuted and depr�ved
of every means of reach�ng the prov�nces; the�r ed�tors' off�ces and



pr�nt�ng establ�shments were looted. After the creat�on of the
"Revolut�onary Tr�bunal," the authors of art�cles that were not
pleas�ng to the Bolshev�k�, as well as the d�rectors of the
newspapers, were brought to judgment and condemned to make
amends or go to pr�son, etc.

The prem�ses of numerous organ�zat�ons were be�ng constantly
p�llaged; the Red Guard came there to search, destroy�ng d�fferent
documents; frequently objects wh�ch were found on the prem�ses
d�sappeared. Thus were looted the prem�ses of the Central
Comm�ttee of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party (27 Galerna�a Street),
and, several t�mes, the off�ces of the paper D�elo Narvda (22
L�tc�na�a Street), as well as the off�ce of the "League for the Defense
of the Const�tuent Assembly," the prem�ses of the comm�ttees of
d�vers sect�ons of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party, the off�ce of the
paper Vol�a Naroda, etc.

Leaders of the d�fferent part�es were arrested. The arrest of the
whole Central Comm�ttee of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party was to
be carr�ed out as well as the arrest of all the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts,
and of all the Menshev�k� �n s�ght. The Bolshev�st press became
�nfur�ated, excla�m�ng aga�nst the "counter-revolut�on," aga�nst the�r
"compl�c�ty" w�th Korn�lov and Kalod�ne.

All those who d�d not adhere to the Bolshev�k� were �nd�gnant at the
s�ght of the cr�mes comm�tted, and w�shed to defend the Const�tuent
Assembly. Know�ngly, and �n a premed�tated manner, the Bolshev�st
press exc�ted the sold�ers and the workmen aga�nst all other part�es.
And then when the unth�nk�ng masses, drunk w�th flattery and
hatred, comm�tted acts of lynch�ng, the Bolshev�st leaders expressed
sham regrets! Thus �t was after the death of Doukhon�ne, who was
cut to p�eces by the sa�lors; and thus �t was after the dastardly
assass�nat�on of the Cadets, Sh�ngar�ev and Kokochk�ne, after the
shoot�ngs en masse and the drown�ng of the off�cers.

It was under these cond�t�ons that the f�ght was carr�ed on; and the
brunt of �t, as I have already stated, was susta�ned by the
Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party and the Nat�onal Sov�et of Peasants'



Delegates, and �t was aga�nst these two that the Bolshev�k� were
part�cularly �nfur�ated. "Now �t �s not the Cadets who are dangerous
to us," sa�d they, "but the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts—these tra�tors,
these enem�es of the people." The most sacred names of the
Revolut�on were publ�cly trampled under foot by them. The�r cyn�c�sm
went so far as to accuse Breshkovskaya, "the Grandmother of the
Russ�an Revolut�on," of hav�ng sold out to the Amer�cans. Personally
I had the opportun�ty to hear a Bolshev�st orator, a member of the
Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Workmen's and Sold�ers'
Delegates, express th�s �nfamous calumny at a meet�ng organ�zed by
the Preobrajensk� Reg�ment. The Bolshev�k� tr�ed, by every means,
to crush the party, to reduce �t to a clandest�ne ex�stence. But the
Central Comm�ttee declared that �t would cont�nue to f�ght aga�nst
v�olence—and that �n an open manner; �t cont�nued to �ssue a da�ly
paper, only chang�ng �ts t�tle, as �n the t�me of Czar�sm, and thus
cont�nued �ts propaganda �n the factor�es, and helped to form publ�c
op�n�on, etc.

At the Fourth Congress of the party, wh�ch took place �n December,
the delegates from the prov�nces, where the despot�sm of the
Bolshev�k� was part�cularly v�olent, ra�sed the quest�on of �ntroduc�ng
terror�st methods �n the f�ght aga�nst the Bolshev�k�. "From the t�me
that the party �s placed �n a f�ght under cond�t�ons wh�ch d�ffer
noth�ng from those of Czar�sm, anc�ent methods are to be resumed;
v�olence must be opposed to v�olence," they sa�d. But the Congress
spurned th�s means; the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party d�d not adopt
the methods of terror�sm; �t could not do �t, because the Bolshev�k�
were, after all, followed by the masses—unth�nk�ng, �t �s true, but the
masses, nevertheless. It �s by educat�ng them, and not by the use of
v�olence, that they are to be fought aga�nst. Terror�st acts could br�ng
noth�ng but a bloody suppress�on.

VIII

The Second Peasant Congress



In the space of a month a great amount of work was accompl�shed.
A breach was made �n the general m�sunderstand�ng. Moral help
was assured to the Const�tuent Assembly on the part of the workmen
and part of the sold�ers of Petrograd. There was no longer any
conf�dence placed �n the Bolshev�k�. Bes�des, the ag�tat�on was not
the only cause of th�s change. The workers soon came to
understand that the Bolshev�k tact�cs could only �rr�tate and d�sgust
the great mass of the populat�on, that the Bolshev�k� were not the
representat�ves of the workers, that the�r prom�ses of land, of peace,
and other earthly goods were only a snare. The �ndustr�al product�on
d�m�n�shed more and more; numerous factor�es and shops closed
the�r doors and thousands of workmen found themselves on the
streets. The populat�on of Petrograd, wh�ch, at f�rst, rece�ved a
quarter of a pound of bread per day (a black bread made w�th straw),
had now but one-e�ghth of a pound, wh�le �n the t�me of Kerensky the
rat�on was half a pound. The other products (oatmeal, butter, eggs,
m�lk) were ent�rely lack�ng or cost extremely h�gh pr�ces. One ruble
f�fty copecks for a pound of potatoes, s�x rubles a pound of meat, etc.
The transportat�on of products to Petrograd had almost ceased. The
c�ty was on the eve of fam�ne.

The workers were �rr�tated by the v�olence and the arb�trary manner
of the Bolshev�k�, and by the explo�ts of the Red Guard, well pa�d,
enjoy�ng all the pr�v�leges, well nour�shed, well clothed, and well
shod �n the m�dst of a Petrograd starv�ng and �n rags.

D�scontent man�fested �tself also among the sold�ers of the
Preobrajensk� and L�tovsky reg�ments, and others. In th�s manner �n
the day of the meet�ng of the Const�tuent Assembly they were no
longer very numerous. What loud cr�es, nevertheless, they had sent
forth lately when Kerensky w�shed to send the Preobrajensk� and
Sem�novsk� reg�ments from Petrograd! "What? Send the
revolut�onary reg�ments from Petrograd? To make eas�er the
surrender of the cap�tal to the counter-revolut�on?" The sold�ers of
the Preobrajensk� Reg�ment organ�zed �n the�r barracks frequent
meet�ngs, where the acts of the Bolshev�k� were sharply cr�t�c�zed;
they started a paper, The Sold�ers' Cloak, wh�ch was conf�scated.



On the other hand, here �s one of the resolut�ons voted by the
workers of the Put�lov factory:



The Const�tuent Assembly �s the only organ express�ng the w�ll of the
ent�re people. It alone �s able to reconst�tute the un�ty of the country.

The major�ty of the deput�es to the Const�tuent Assembly who had
for some t�me been elected had arr�ved �n Petrograd, and the
Bolshev�k� always retarded the open�ng. The Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st
fract�on started conferences w�th the other fract�ons on the necess�ty
for f�x�ng a day for the open�ng of the Const�tuante, w�thout wa�t�ng
the good pleasure of the Comm�ssar�es of the People. They chose
the date, December 27th, but the open�ng could not take place on
that day, the Ukra�n�an fract�on hav�ng suddenly abandoned the
major�ty to jo�n themselves to the Bolshev�k� and the Revolut�onary
Soc�al�sts of the Left. F�nally, the government f�xed the open�ng of the
Const�tuent Assembly for the 5th (18th) of January.

Here �s a document wh�ch relates th�s f�ght for the date of the
open�ng of the Const�tuante:

Bullet�n of Members of the Const�tuent Assembly Belong�ng to
the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st Fract�on. No. 5, Dec. 31, 1917.

To All the C�t�zens:

The Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st fract�on of the Const�tuent Assembly
addresses the whole people the present exposé of the reasons for
wh�ch the Const�tuent Assembly has not been opened unt�l th�s day:
�t warns them, at the same t�me, of the danger wh�ch threatens the
sovere�gn r�ghts of the people.

Let �t be thus placed �n clear dayl�ght, the true character of those
who, under pretext of follow�ng the well-be�ng of the workers, forge
new cha�ns for l�berated Russ�a, those who attempt to assass�nate
the Const�tuent Assembly, wh�ch alone �s able to save Russ�a from
the fore�gn yoke and from the despot�sm wh�ch has been born w�th�n.

Let all the c�t�zens know that the hour �s near when they must be
ready to r�se l�ke one man for the defense of the�r l�berty and the�r
Const�tuent Assembly.



For, c�t�zens, your salvat�on �s solely �n your own hands.

C�t�zens! you know that on the day ass�gned for the open�ng of the
Const�tuent Assembly, November 28th, all the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st
deput�es who were elected had come to Petrograd. You know that
ne�ther v�olence of a usurp�ng power nor arrests of our comrades, by
force of arms wh�ch were opposed to us at the Taur�da Palace, could
prevent us from assembl�ng and fulf�ll�ng our duty.

But the c�v�l war wh�ch has spread throughout the country retarded
the elect�on to the Const�tuent Assembly and the number of deput�es
elected was �nsuff�c�ent.

It was necessary to postpone the open�ng of the Const�tuent
Assembly.

Our fract�on ut�l�zed th�s forced delay by an �ntens�ve preparatory
work. We elaborated, �n several comm�ss�ons, projects of law
concern�ng all the fundamental quest�ons that the Const�tuante
would have to solve. We adopted the project of our fundamental law
on the quest�on of the land; we elaborated the measures wh�ch the
Const�tuante would have to take from the very f�rst day �n order to
arr�ve at a truly democrat�c peace, so necessary to our country; we
d�scussed the pr�nc�ples wh�ch should d�rect the fr�endly dwell�ng
together of all the nat�onal�t�es wh�ch people Russ�a and assure each
people a nat�onal po�nt of v�ew, the free d�spos�t�on of �tself, thus
putt�ng an end to the fratr�c�dal war.

Our fract�on would have been all ready for the day of the open�ng of
the Const�tuante, �n order to commence, from the f�rst, a creat�ve
work and g�ve to the �mpover�shed country peace, bread, land, and
l�berty.

At the same t�me, we d�d our utmost to accelerate the arr�val of the
deput�es and the open�ng of the Assembly.

Dur�ng th�s t�me events became more and more menac�ng every day,
the Bolshev�k power was more rap�dly lead�ng our country to �ts fall.
From before the t�me when the Germans had presented the�r
cond�t�ons of peace the Bolshev�k� had destroyed the army,



suppressed �ts prov�s�on�ng, and str�pped the front, wh�le at the same
t�me by c�v�l war and the loot�ng of the sav�ngs of the people they
ach�eved the econom�c ru�n of the country. Actually, they recogn�zed
themselves that the German cond�t�ons were unacceptable and
�nv�ted the reconstruct�on of the army. In sp�te of th�s, these cr�m�nals
do not ret�re; they w�ll ach�eve the�r cr�m�nal work.

Russ�a suffers �n the m�dst of fam�ne, of c�v�l war, and enemy
�nvas�on wh�ch threatens to reach even the heart of the country.

No delay �s perm�ss�ble.

Our fract�on f�xed on the 27th of December the last delay for the
open�ng of the Const�tuante; on th�s day more than half of the
deput�es could have arr�ved �n Petrograd. We entered �nto
conference w�th the other fract�ons. The Ukra�n�ans, some other
nat�onal fract�ons, and the Menshev�k Soc�al Democrats adhered to
our resolut�on. The Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts of the Left hypocr�t�cally
declared themselves part�zans of an early open�ng of the
Const�tuante. But behold, the Counc�l of the so-called
"Comm�ssar�es of the People" f�xed the open�ng for the 5th of
January. At the same t�me they called for the 8th of January a
Congress of the Sov�ets of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, thus
hop�ng to be able to tr�ck and to cover w�th the name of th�s
Congress the�r cr�m�nal acts. The object of th�s postponement �s
clear; they d�d not even h�de �t and threatened to d�ssolve the
Const�tuent Assembly �n case that �t d�d not subm�t to the Bolshev�k
Congress of Sov�ets. The same threat was repeated by those who
are called Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts of the Left.

The delegat�on of the Ukra�n�an Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts abandoned
us also and subm�tted to the order for the convocat�on on January
5th, cons�der�ng that the f�ght of the Bolshev�k power aga�nst the
Const�tuent Assembly �s an �nternal quest�on, wh�ch �nterests only
Greater Russ�a.

C�t�zens! We shall be there, too, on January 5th, so that the least
part�cle of respons�b�l�ty for the sabotage of the Const�tuent
Assembly may not fall upon us.



But we do not th�nk that we can suspend our act�v�ty w�th regard to
the speed�est poss�ble open�ng of the Const�tuent Assembly.

We address an energet�c appeal to all the deput�es; �n the name of
the fatherland, �n the name of the Revolut�on, �n the name of the duty
wh�ch devolves upon you by reason of your elect�on, come, all, to
Petrograd! On the 1st of January all the deput�es present w�ll dec�de
on the day for the open�ng of the Const�tuent Assembly.

We appeal to you, c�t�zens! Rem�nd your elected representat�ves of
the�r duty.

And remember that your salvat�on �s solely �n your own hands, a
mortal danger threatens the Const�tuent Assembly; be all ready to
r�se �n �ts defense!

T�� R������������ S�������� F������� �� ��� C����������
A�������.

On the 3d of January the League for the Defense of the Const�tuent
Assembly held a meet�ng at wh�ch were present 210 delegates,
represent�ng the Soc�al�st part�es as well as var�ous democrat�c
organ�zat�ons and many factor�es—that of Put�lov, that of Oboukhov,
and st�ll others from the outsk�rts of Narva, from the d�str�cts of
V�borg, Spassky, and Petrogradsky, from the Isle Vass�ly. It was
dec�ded to organ�ze for January 5th a peaceful d�splay �n honor of
the open�ng of the Const�tuent Assembly.

The Bolshev�k� answered th�s by fur�ous art�cles �n the Pravda, urg�ng
the people not to spare the counter-revolut�onar�es, these
bourgeo�s�e who �ntend, by means of the�r Const�tuante, to combat
the revolut�onary people. They adv�sed the people of Petrograd not
to go out on the streets that day. "We shall act w�thout reserve," they
added.

Sa�lors were called from Cronstadt; cru�sers and torpedo-boats
came. An order was �ssued to the sa�lors and to the Red Guards who
patrolled all the works of the Taur�da, to make use of the�r arms �f any
one attempted to enter the palace. For that day unl�m�ted powers
were accorded to the m�l�tary author�t�es. At the same t�me an



assembly of the representat�ves of the garr�son at Petrograd, f�xed
for that day, was proscr�bed, and the newspaper, The Sold�ers'
Cloak, was suppressed.

A Congress of Sov�ets was called for the 8th of January. They
prepared the d�ssolut�on of the Const�tuent Assembly and they
wanted to place the Congress before the accompl�shed fact. The
Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasants' Delegates, and the
Central Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�ets of Workmen's and
Sold�ers' Delegates chosen at the f�rst elect�ons answered by the two
follow�ng appeals:

Peasant Comrades!

The Bolshev�k� have f�xed the 5th of January for the open�ng of the
Const�tuent Assembly; for the 8th of January they call the III
Congress of the Sov�ets of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, and
for the 13th the Peasant Congress.

The peasants are, by des�gn, relegated to the background.

An outrage aga�nst the Const�tuent Assembly �s be�ng prepared.

In th�s h�stor�c moment the peasants cannot rema�n aloof.

The Prov�s�onal Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Nat�onal Sov�et of
Peasants' Delegates, wh�ch goes on duty as a guard to the
Const�tuent Assembly, has dec�ded to call, on the 8th of January,
also, the Th�rd Nat�onal Congress of the Sov�ets of Peasants'
Delegates. The representat�on rema�ns the same as before. Send
your delegates at once to Petrograd, Grand Bolotna�, 2A.

The fate of the Const�tuent Assembly �s the fate of Russ�a, the fate of
the Revolut�on.

All up for the defense of the Const�tuent Assembly, for the defense of
the Revolut�on—not by word alone, but by acts!

[S�gned] The Prov�s�onal Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Nat�onal Sov�et
of Peasants' Delegates, uphold�ng the pr�nc�ple of the defense of the
Const�tuent Assembly.



A����� �� ��� C������ E�������� C�������� �� ��� S������ ��
W������'� ��� S�������' D��������, C����� �� ��� F����
E��������

To all the Sov�ets of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates, to all the
Comm�ttees of the Army and of the Navy, to all the organ�zat�ons
assoc�ated w�th the Sov�ets and Comm�ttees, to all the members of
the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�st and Menshev�st Soc�al Democrat�c
fract�ons who left the Second Congress of Sov�ets:

Comrades, workmen, and sold�ers! Our cry of alarm �s addressed to
all those to whom the work of the Sov�ets �s dear. Know that a
tra�torous blow threatens the revolut�onary fatherland, the
Const�tuent Assembly, and even the work of the Sov�ets. Your duty �s
to prepare yourselves for the�r defense.

The Central Execut�ve Comm�ttee, nom�nated at the October
Congress, calls together for the 8th of January a Congress of
Sov�ets, dest�ned to bungle the Const�tuent Assembly.

Comrades! The Second Congress of Sov�ets assembled at the end
of October, under cond�t�ons part�cularly unfavorable, at the t�me that
the Bolshev�k party, won over by �ts leaders to a pol�cy of adventure,
a plot unbecom�ng a class organ�zat�on, executed at Petrograd a
coup d'état wh�ch gave �t power; at a t�me when certa�n groups w�th
the same v�ewpo�nt d�sorgan�zed even the method of convocat�on of
the Second Congress, thus openly asp�r�ng to fals�fy the results; at
th�s same Congress the regular representat�ves of the army were
lack�ng (only two arm�es be�ng represented), and the Sov�ets of the
prov�nces were very �nsuff�c�ently represented (only about 120 out of
900). Under these cond�t�ons �t �s but natural that the Central
Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�ets chosen at the f�rst elect�on
would not recogn�ze the r�ght of th�s Congress to dec�de the pol�t�cs
of the Sov�ets.

However, �n sp�te of the protestat�ons, and even of the departure of a
great number of delegates (those of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st
fract�on, Menshev�k�, and Popul�st-Soc�al�sts), a new Execut�ve
Comm�ttee of the Sov�ets was elected. To cons�der th�s last as the



central d�rector of all the Sov�ets of the country was absolutely
�mposs�ble. The delegates who rema�ned �n the Congress formed
only an assembly of a group w�th a l�ttle fract�on of the Revolut�onary
Soc�al�sts of the Left, who had g�ven the�r adhes�on to them. Thus
the Central Comm�ttee named by the�r Conference could not be
cons�dered except as representat�ves of these two groups only.

Br�ng�ng to the organ�zat�on of Sov�ets an unheard-of d�sorder,
establ�sh�ng by the�r shameful methods of f�ght�ng �ts dom�nat�on
over the Sov�ets, some of wh�ch were taken by surpr�se, the others
terror�zed and broken �n the�r personnel, dece�v�ng the work�ng class
and the army by �ts short-s�ghted pol�cy of adventure, the new
Execut�ve Comm�ttee dur�ng the two months that have s�nce passed
has attempted to subject all the Sov�ets of Russ�a to �ts �nfluence. It
succeeded �n part �n th�s, �n the measure �n wh�ch the conf�dence of
the groups wh�ch const�tuted �t �n the pol�cy was not yet exhausted.
But a cons�derable port�on of the Sov�ets, as well as fract�ons of
other Sov�ets, fract�ons composed of the most devoted and
exper�enced f�ghters, cont�nued to follow the only true revolut�onary
road; to develop the class organ�zat�on of the work�ng masses, to
d�rect the�r �ntellectual and pol�t�cal l�fe, to develop the pol�t�cal and
soc�al aspects of the Revolut�on, to exert, by all the power of the
work�ng class organ�zed �nto Sov�ets, the necessary pressure to
atta�n the end that �t proposed. The quest�ons of peace and of war,
that of the organ�zat�on of product�on and of food-supply, and that of
the f�ght for the Const�tuent Assembly are �n the f�rst place. The
pol�cy of adventure of the groups wh�ch se�zed the power �s on the
eve of fa�lure. Peace could not be real�zed by a rupture w�th the
All�es and an entente w�th the �mper�al�st�c orb of the Central Powers.
By reason of th�s fa�lure of the pol�cy of the Comm�ssa�res of the
People, of the d�sorgan�zat�on of product�on (wh�ch, among other
th�ngs, has had as a result the creat�on of hundreds of thousands of
unemployed), by reason of the c�v�l war k�ndled �n the country and
the absence of a power recogn�zed by the whole people, the Central
Powers tend to take hold �n the most cyn�cal fash�on of a whole
ser�es of western prov�nces (Poland, L�thuan�a, Courland), and to



subject the whole country to the�r complete econom�c, �f not pol�t�cal,
dom�nat�on.

The quest�on of prov�s�on�ng has taken on an unheard-of acuteness;
the gross �nterference �n the funct�on�ng of organs already created
for th�s object, and the c�v�l war k�ndled everywhere throughout the
country, have completely demoral�zed the prov�s�on�ng of wheat �n
reg�ons where they had none, the north and the army are found on
the eve of fam�ne.

Industry �s dy�ng. Hundreds of factor�es and workshops are stopped.
The short-s�ghted pol�cy of the Comm�ssar�es has caused hundreds
of workmen to be thrown on the streets and become unemployed.
The w�ll of the ent�re people �s threatened w�th be�ng v�olated. The
usurpers who �n October got hold of the power by launch�ng the word
of order for a sw�ft convocat�on of the Const�tuent Assembly str�ve
hard, now that the elect�ons are over, to reta�n the power �n the�r
hands by arrest�ng the deput�es and d�ssolv�ng the Const�tuante
�tself.

All that wh�ch the country holds of l�fe, and �n the f�rst place all the
work�ng class and all the army, ought to r�se w�th arms �n the�r hands
to defend the popular power represented by the Const�tuante, wh�ch
must br�ng peace to the people and consol�date by leg�slat�ve means
the revolut�onary conquests of the work�ng class.

In br�ng�ng th�s to your knowledge, the Central Comm�ttee chosen at
the f�rst elect�ons �nv�tes you, Comrades, to place yourself
�mmed�ately �n agreement w�th �t.

Cons�der�ng the Congress of October as �ncompetent, the Central
Comm�ttee chosen at the f�rst elect�ons has dec�ded to beg�n a
preparatory work �n v�ew of the convocat�on of a new Congress of
the Sov�ets of Workmen's and Sold�ers' Delegates.

In the near future, wh�le the Comm�ssa�res of the People, �n the
persons of Len�ne and Trotzky, are go�ng to f�ght aga�nst the
sovere�gn power of the Const�tuent Assembly, we shall have to
�ntervene w�th all our energy �n the confl�ct art�f�c�ally enc�ted by the



adventurers, between that Assembly and the Sov�ets. It w�ll be our
task to a�d the Sov�ets �n tak�ng consc�ousness of the�r rôle, �n
def�n�ng the�r pol�t�cal l�nes, and �n determ�n�ng the�r funct�ons and
those of the Const�tuante.

Comrades! The convocat�on of the Congress for the 8th of January
�s d�ctated by the des�re to provoke a confl�ct between the Sov�ets
and the Const�tuante, and thus botch th�s last. Anx�ous for the fate of
the country, the Execut�ve Comm�ttee chosen at the f�rst elect�ons
dec�des to convoke at Petrograd for the 8th of January an
extraord�nary assembly of all the Sov�ets, all the Comm�ttees of the
Army and the Navy, all the fract�ons of the Sov�ets and m�l�tary
comm�ttees, all the organ�zat�ons that cluster around the Sov�ets and
the Comm�ttees that are stand�ng upon the ground of the defense of
the Const�tuante. The follow�ng are the Orders of the Day:

1. The power of the Const�tuent Assembly.
2. The f�ght for the general democrat�c peace and the re-

establ�shment
of the Internat�onal.
3. The �mmed�ate problems of the pol�cy of the Sov�ets.

Comrades! Assure for th�s extraord�nary assembly of Sov�ets the
most complete representat�on of all the organ�zat�ons of workmen
and sold�ers. Establ�sh at once elect�on centers. We have a f�ght to
uphold.

In the name of the Revolut�on, all the reason and all the energy
ought to be thrown �nto the balance.

T�� C������ E�������� C�������� �� S������ �� W������'�
��� S�������' D�������� ������ �� ��� ����� ���������.

25 December, 1917.

IX

The Man�festat�on of January 5th at Petrograd



From eleven o'clock �n the morn�ng cortèges, composed pr�nc�pally
of work�ng-men bear�ng red flags and placards w�th �nscr�pt�ons such
as "Proletar�ans of All Countr�es, Un�te!" "Land and L�berty!" "Long
L�ve the Const�tuent Assembly!" etc., set out from d�fferent parts of
the c�ty. The members of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of
Peasants' Delegates had agreed to meet at the F�eld, of Mars where
a process�on com�ng from the Petrogradsky quarter was due to
arr�ve. It was soon learned that a part of the part�c�pants, com�ng
from the V�borg quarter, had been assa�led at the L�te�ny br�dge by
gunf�re from the Red Guards and were obl�ged to turn back. But that
d�d not check the other parades. The peasant part�c�pants, un�ted
w�th the workers from Petrogradsky quarter, came to the F�eld of
Mars; after hav�ng lowered the�r flags before the tombs of the
Revolut�on of February and sung a funeral hymn to the�r memory,
they �nstalled themselves on L�te�na�a Street. New man�festants
came to jo�n them and the street was crowded w�th people. At the
corner of Fourstatska�a Street (one of the Streets lead�ng to the
Taur�da Palace) they found themselves all at once assa�led by shots
from the Red Guards.

The Red Guard f�red w�thout warn�ng, someth�ng that never before
happened, even �n the t�me of Czar�sm. The pol�ce always began by
�nv�t�ng the part�c�pators to d�sperse. Among the f�rst v�ct�ms was a
member of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasants'
Delegates, the S�ber�an peasant, Logv�nov. An explos�ve bullet shot
away half of h�s head (a photograph of h�s body was taken; �t was
added to the documents wh�ch were transferred to the Comm�ss�on
of Inqu�ry). Several workmen and students and one m�l�tant of the
Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party, Gorbatchevska�a, were k�lled at the
same t�me. Other process�ons of part�c�pants on the�r way to the
Taur�da Palace were f�red �nto at the same t�me. On all the streets
lead�ng to the palace, groups of Red Guards had been establ�shed;
they rece�ved the order "Not to spare the cartr�dges." On that day at
Petrograd there were one hundred k�lled and wounded.

It must be noted that when, at a sess�on of the Const�tuent
Assembly, �n the Taur�da Palace, they learned of th�s shoot�ng, M.
Ste�nberg, Comm�ss�oner of Just�ce, declared �n the corr�dor that �t



was a l�e, that he h�mself had v�s�ted the streets of Petrograd and
had found everywhere that "all was qu�et." Exactly as the M�n�sters of
N�cholas Romanov after the suppress�ons sa�d "L�e. L�e," so cr�ed
the Bolshev�k� and the Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts of the Left, �n
response to the quest�on formally put on the subject of the shoot�ng
by a member of the Const�tuent Assembly.

The follow�ng day the Bolshev�k organs and those of the
Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts of the Left passed over these facts �n
s�lence. Th�s s�lence they kept also on the 9th of January, the day on
wh�ch l�terally all Petrograd assembled at the funeral of the v�ct�ms.
Publ�c �nd�gnat�on, however, obl�ged them �n the end to adm�t that
there had been some small groups of part�c�pants and to name a
Comm�ss�on of Inqu�ry concern�ng the street d�sorders wh�ch had
taken place on January 5th. Th�s Comm�ss�on was very d�latory �n
the performance of �ts duty and �t �s very doubtful �f they ever came
to any dec�s�on.

Analogous man�festat�ons took place at Moscow, at Saratov and
other c�t�es; everywhere they were accompan�ed by shoot�ngs. The
number of v�ct�ms was part�cularly cons�derable at Moscow.

X

At the Taur�da Palace on the Day of the Open�ng of the
Const�tuent Assembly

The Taur�da Palace on that day presented a strange aspect. At every
door, �n the corr�dors, �n the halls, everywhere sold�ers and sa�lors
and Red Guards armed w�th guns and hand-grenades, who at every
turn demanded your pass. It was no easy matter to get �nto the
palace. Nearly all the places reserved for the publ�c were occup�ed
by the Bolshev�k� and the�r fr�ends. The appearance of the Taur�da
Palace was not that of a place where the free representat�ves of a
free people were go�ng to assemble.

The Bolshev�k� delayed as much as poss�ble the open�ng of the
sess�on. It was only at four o'clock �nstead of at m�dday that they



de�gned to make up the�r m�nds. They and the Revolut�onary
Soc�al�sts of the Left occup�ed seats of the extreme left; then came
the Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts, the Menshev�k�, and the other Soc�al�st
fract�ons. The seats on the r�ght rema�ned vacant. The few Cadets
that had been chosen preferred not to come. In th�s manner the
Const�tuent Assembly was composed at th�s f�rst and last sess�on
solely of Soc�al�sts. Th�s, however, d�d not prevent the presence �n
the corr�dors and the sess�on ha�l of a crowd of sa�lors and Red
Guards armed, as �f �t were a quest�on of an assembly of
consp�rators, enem�es of the Revolut�on.

From the beg�nn�ng a f�ght was started by the elect�on of pres�dent.
The major�ty nom�nated for the off�ce of pres�dent Chernov; the
Bolshev�k� and the Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts of the Left voted aga�nst
h�m. The Bolshev�k� d�d not propose any cand�date of the�r own, and
placed before the members the cand�dacy of a Revolut�onary
Soc�al�st of the Left, Mar�e Sp�r�donova, who was totally �ncapable of
fulf�ll�ng th�s rôle. Afterward several declarat�ons were read—that of
the Bolshev�k�, that of the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts (read by Chernov),
that of the Menshev�k� (read by Tseretell�). The part�zans of each
fract�on greeted the read�ng of the�r own declarat�on w�th deafen�ng
applause (for the aud�ence was one of "comrades" and d�d not
hes�tate to take part �n the debates); cat-calls and shouts greeted the
orators of the oppos�ng fract�ons. Each word of the declarat�ons of
the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts and of the Menshev�k� (declarat�ons
wh�ch every Soc�al�st could s�gn) was rece�ved w�th a round of
h�sses, shouts, deafen�ng cr�es, exclamat�ons of contempt for the
Bolshev�k�, the sa�lors, and the sold�ers. The speech of Chernov—
pres�dent and member of a detested party—had above all the honor
of such a greet�ng. As for Tseretell�, he was at f�rst greeted by an
�nconce�vable d�n, but was able afterward—h�s speech was so full of
profound sense—to capture the attent�on of the Bolshev�k�
themselves.

A general �mpress�on that was extremely d�stress�ng came from th�s
h�stor�c sess�on. The att�tude of the Bolshev�k� was grossly
unbecom�ng and provocat�ve of d�sda�n. It �nd�cated clearly that the
d�ssolut�on of the Const�tuante was, for them, already dec�ded.



Len�ne, who cont�nually kept contemptuous s�lence, wound up by
stretch�ng h�mself upon h�s bench and pretend�ng to sleep.
Lunotcharsky from h�s m�n�ster�al bench po�nted contemptuously w�th
h�s f�nger toward the wh�te ha�r of a veteran of the Revolut�onary
Soc�al�st party. The sa�lors leveled the muzzles of the�r revolvers at
the Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts. The aud�ence laughed, wh�stled, and
shouted.

The Bolshev�k� f�nally left the Assembly, followed, as m�ght be
understood, by the�r servants, the Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts of the
Left. The fract�ons wh�ch rema�ned voted the law proposed by the
Soc�al�st-Revolut�on�sts on the transfer of the lands to common
ownersh�p (soc�al�zat�on of the so�l). The sa�lors and Red Guards
attempted several t�mes to �nterrupt the sess�on. At f�ve o'clock �n the
morn�ng they f�nally demanded w�th a loud vo�ce that everybody
leave.

"We were obl�ged to go," sa�d, later, the members of the Const�tuent
Assembly at a meet�ng of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of
Peasants' Delegates �n recount�ng these trag�c moments, "not that
we were afra�d of be�ng shot; we were prepared for that, and each
one of us expected �t, but fear of someth�ng else wh�ch �s far worse:
for fear of �nsults and gross v�olence. We were only a handful; what
was that bes�de those great b�g fellows full of mal�ce toward the
Const�tuante and of def�ance for the 'enem�es of the people,' the
'servants of the bourgeo�s�e,' wh�ch we were �n the�r eyes, thanks to
the l�es and the calumn�es of the Bolshev�k�? Careful of our d�gn�ty,
and out of respect for the place where we were, we could not perm�t
ourselves to be cuffed, nor that they throw us out of the Taur�da
Palace by force—and that �s what would have �nev�tably happened."

It was thus that the Const�tuent Assembly ended. The Soc�al�st-
Revolut�on�st fract�on ma�nta�ned an att�tude of surpr�s�ng calm and
respectful bear�ng, not allow�ng �tself to be d�sturbed by any
provocat�on. The correspondents of fore�gn newspapers
congratulated the members and sa�d to them that �n th�s sess�on to
wh�ch the Bolshev�k� had w�shed to g�ve the character of "any-old-



k�nd-of-a-meet�ng" all the fract�ons ma�nta�ned a truly parl�amentary
att�tude.

The Bolshev�k terror became r�fe. All the newspapers that tr�ed to
open the eyes of the people as to what was happen�ng were
conf�scated. Every attempt to c�rculate the D�elo Naroda or other
newspapers of the oppos�t�on was severely pun�shed. The volunteer
venders of these papers were arrested, cruelly struck down by r�fle
butts, and somet�mes even shot. The populat�on, �nd�gnant, gathered
�n groups on the streets, but the Red Guards d�spersed all
assemblages.

XI

The D�ssolut�on of the Th�rd All-Russ�an Peasants' Congress

Th�s �s the course of the events wh�ch followed the d�ssolut�on of the
Const�tuante. On the 8th of January the members of the
Const�tuante assembled at Bolotna�a; two were arrested; the
prem�ses of the fract�on were occup�ed by the Red Guards. On the
9th of January took place the funeral of the v�ct�ms, �n wh�ch all
Petrograd took part. The Bolshev�k� th�s t�me d�d not dare to shoot
�nto the magn�f�cent process�on preceded by a long l�ne of coff�ns.
The 10th of January they d�spersed the Th�rd All-Russ�an Congress
of Peasants wh�ch had placed �tself on the s�de of the Const�tuent
Assembly. The Congress had been at f�rst arranged for the 8th of
January (the same day as the Bolshev�k Congress of the Sov�ets),
but, because of the events, �t was postponed to the 10th. The
peasants who had come to th�s Congress knew perfectly well that
they would have a f�ght to uphold, perhaps even to g�ve the�r l�ves.
The�r ne�ghbors, the�r co-v�llagers, wept when they saw them set out,
as �f �t were a quest�on of men condemned to death. That alone
suff�ces to show to what degree were consc�ous these peasants who
had come from all corners of the country to prepare themselves for
the defense of the Const�tuent Assembly.



As soon as the Congress was opened sa�lors and Red Guards,
armed w�th guns and hand-grenades, broke �nto the prem�ses (11
K�r�llovska�a Street), surrounded the house, poured �nto the corr�dors
and the sess�on hall, and ordered all persons to leave.

"In whose name do you order us, who are Delegates to the
Peasants' Congress of All-Russ�a, to d�sperse?" asked the peasants.

"In the name of the Balt�c fleet," the sold�ers repl�ed.

The peasants refused; cr�es of protest were ra�sed. One by one the
peasant delegates ascended the tr�bune to st�gmat�ze the Bolshev�k�
�n speeches full of �nd�gnat�on, and to express the hopes that they
placed �n the Const�tuent Assembly.

The sa�lors l�stened. They had come to d�sperse a counter-
revolut�onary Congress, and these speeches troubled them. One
sa�lor, not able to stand �t any longer, burst �nto tears.

"Let me speak!" he shouted to the pres�dent. "I hear your speeches,
peasant comrades, and I no longer understand anyth�ng.... What �s
go�ng on? We are peasants, and you, too, are peasants. But we are
of th�s s�de, and you are of the other.... Why? Who has separated
us? For we are brothers.... But �t �s as �f a barr�er had been placed
between us." He wept and, se�z�ng h�s revolver, he excla�med, "No, I
would rather k�ll myself!"

Th�s sess�on of the Congress presented a strange spectacle,
d�sturbed by men who confessed that they d�d not know why they
were there; the peasants sang revolut�onary songs; the sa�lors,
armed w�th guns and grenades, jo�ned them. Then the peasants
knelt down to s�ng a funeral hymn to the memory of Logv�nov, whose
coff�n was even yesterday w�th�n the room. The sold�ers, lower�ng
the�r guns, knelt down also.

The Bolshev�k author�t�es became exc�ted; they d�d not expect such
a turn to events. "Enough sa�d," declared the ch�ef; "we have come
not to speak, but to act. If they do not want to go to Smolny, let them
get out of here." And they set themselves to the task.



In groups of f�ve the peasants were conducted down-sta�rs, trampled
on, and, on the�r refusal to go to Smolny, pushed out of doors dur�ng
the n�ght �n the m�dst of the enormous c�ty of wh�ch they knew
noth�ng.

Members of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee were arrested, the prem�ses
occup�ed by sa�lors and Red Guards, the objects found there�n
stolen.

The peasants found shelter �n the homes of the �nhab�tants of
Petrograd, who, �nd�gnant, offered them hosp�tal�ty; a certa�n number
were lodged �n the barracks of the Preobrajensk� Reg�ment. The
sa�lors, who but a few m�nutes before had sung a funeral hymn to
Logv�nov, and wept when they saw that they understood noth�ng,
now became the doc�le executors of the orders of the Bolshev�k�.
And when they were asked, "Why do you do th�s?" they answered as
�n the t�me, st�ll recent, of Czar�sm: "It �s the order. No need to talk."

It was thus there was man�fested the hab�t of serv�le obed�ence, of
arb�trary power and v�olence, wh�ch had been tak�ng root for several
centur�es; under a th�n veneer of revolut�on one f�nds the serv�le and
v�olent man of yesterday.

In the m�dst of these except�onal c�rcumstances the peasants gave
proof of that obst�nacy and energy �n the pursu�t of the�r r�ghts for
wh�ch they are noted. Thrown out �n the m�ddle of the n�ght, robbed,
�nsulted, they dec�ded, nevertheless, to cont�nue the�r Congress.
"How, otherw�se, can we go home?" sa�d they. "We must come to an
understand�ng as to what �s to be done."

The members of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee who were st�ll free
succeeded �n f�nd�ng new prem�ses (let �t be noted that among others
the workmen of the b�g Oboukhovsky factory offered them
hosp�tal�ty), and dur�ng three days the peasants could assemble
secretly by h�d�ng themselves from the eyes of the Red Guard, and
the sp�es �n var�ous quarters of Petrograd, unt�l such t�me as the
dec�s�ons were g�ven on all great quest�ons. A procès-verbal was
prepared concern�ng all that had taken place on K�r�llovska�a Street.
A declarat�on was made protest�ng aga�nst the acts of the Bolshev�k



government. Th�s declarat�on was to be read at the Taur�da Palace
when the Sov�ets were �n congress by delegates des�gnated for that
purpose. The Bolshev�k�, however, would not perm�t the delegates to
enter the Taur�da Palace.

Here are the texts of the declarat�on and of the procès-verbal:

At the Th�rd Nat�onal Congress of Sov�ets of Peasants' Delegates
grouped around the pr�nc�ple of the defense of the Const�tuent
Assembly, th�s declarat�on was sent to the Congress of Workmen's,
Sold�ers' and Peasants' Delegates called together by the Bolshev�st
government at the Taur�da Palace:

At the Second Nat�onal Peasants' Congress the 359 delegates who
had come together for the defense of the Const�tuent Assembly
cont�nued the work of the Congress and elected a prov�s�onal
Execut�ve Comm�ttee, �ndependently of the 354 delegates who had
opposed the power of the Const�tuent Assembly and adhered to the
Bolshev�k�.

We, peasant delegates, hav�ng come to Petrograd, more than 300 �n
number, to part�c�pate �n a Congress called by the Prov�s�onal
Execut�ve Comm�ttee, wh�ch �s that of those of the Sov�ets wh�ch
acknowledge the pr�nc�ple of the defense of the Const�tuent
Assembly, declare to our electors, to the m�ll�ons of the peasant
populat�on, and to the whole country, that the actual government
wh�ch �s called "The Government of the Peasants and Workmen"
has establ�shed �n the�r �ntegr�ty the v�olence, the arb�trar�ness, and
all the horrors of the autocrat�c rég�me wh�ch was overthrown by the
great Revolut�on of February. All the l�bert�es atta�ned by that
Revolut�on and won by �nnumerable sacr�f�ces dur�ng several
generat�ons are scouted and trodden under foot. L�berty of op�n�on
does not ex�st; men who under the government of the Czar had pa�d
by years of pr�son and ex�le for the�r devotedness to the
revolut�onary cause are now aga�n thrown �nto the dungeons of
fortresses w�thout any accusat�on whatever, of anyth�ng of wh�ch
they m�ght be gu�lty, be�ng made to them. Aga�n sp�es and �nformers
are �n act�on. Aga�n cap�tal pun�shment �s re-establ�shed �n �ts most



horr�ble forms; shoot�ng on the streets and assass�nat�ons w�thout
judgment or exam�nat�on. Peaceful process�ons, on the�r way to
salute the Const�tuent Assembly, are greeted by a fus�llade of shots
upon the orders of the autocrats of Smolny. The l�berty of the press
does not ex�st; the papers wh�ch d�splease the Bolshev�k� are
suppressed, the�r pr�nt�ng plants and off�ces looted, the�r ed�tors
arrested.

The organ�zat�ons wh�ch, dur�ng the preced�ng months, were
establ�shed w�th great d�ff�culty—zemstvos, mun�c�pal�t�es,
agr�cultural and food comm�ttees—are fool�shly destroyed �n an
excess of savage fanat�c�sm.

The Bolshev�k� even try to k�ll the supreme representat�on, the only
one leg�t�mately establ�shed, of the popular w�ll—the Const�tuent
Assembly.

To just�fy th�s v�olence and th�s tyranny they try to allege the well-
be�ng of the people, but we, peasant workers, we see well that the�r
pol�cy w�ll only t�ghten the cord around the workers' necks, wh�le the
poss�b�l�ty of a democrat�c peace becomes more remote every day;
matters have come to the po�nt where the Bolshev�k� procla�m a
further mob�l�zat�on—of salar�ed volunteers, �t �s true—to renew the
host�l�t�es. They str�ve to represent the war w�th Ukra�ne and w�th the
Cossacks under the aspect of a war of classes; �t �s not, however,
the bourgeo�s�e, but the representat�ves of the work�ng classes who
are k�lled on one s�de and on the other. They prom�sed the Soc�al�st
rég�me, and they have only destroyed the product�on of the factor�es
so as to leave the populat�on w�thout product and throw the workers
�nto an army of unemployed; the horr�ble specter of fam�ne occup�es
the vo�d left by the broken organ�zat�ons of food-supply; m�ll�ons of
the money of the people are squandered �n ma�nta�n�ng a Red Guard
—or sent to Germany to keep up the ag�tat�on there, wh�le the w�ves
and the w�dows of our sold�ers no longer rece�ve an allowance, there
be�ng no money �n the Treasury, and are obl�ged to l�ve on char�ty.

The Russ�an country �s threatened w�th ru�n. Death knocks at the
doors of the hovels of the workmen.



By what forces have the Bolshev�k� thus k�lled our country? Twelve
days before the organ�zat�on of the autonomous adm�n�strat�on was
ach�eved and the elect�ons to the Const�tuent Assembly begun, at
the t�me when there had been organ�zed all the autonomous
adm�n�strat�ons of volosts, d�str�cts, governments, and c�t�es, chosen
by equal, d�rect, and secret un�versal suffrage, thus assur�ng the
real�zat�on of the w�ll of the people and just�fy�ng the conf�dence of
the populat�on—even then they se�zed the power and establ�shed a
rég�me wh�ch subjects all the �nst�tut�ons of the country to the
unl�censed power of the Comm�ssar�es of the People. And these
Comm�ssar�es rely upon the Sov�ets, wh�ch were chosen at elect�ons
that were carr�ed out accord�ng to rank, w�th open ballot�ng and
�nequal�ty of vote, for there�n the peasants count only as many
representat�ves as the workmen of the c�t�es, although �n Russ�a the�r
number �s s�xty t�mes greater.

Absence of control perm�ts every abuse of power; absence of secret
vot�ng perm�ts that �nto these Sov�ets at these susp�c�ous elect�ons
some enter who are attracted by the pol�t�cal rôle of these
�nst�tut�ons; the defeat of �nequal�ty �n the suffrage restra�ns the
express�on of the w�ll of the peasants, and, accord�ngly, these cannot
have conf�dence �n th�s system of government. The tyranny that
pres�ded at these elect�ons was such that the Bolshev�k� themselves
pay no attent�on to the results, and declare that the Sov�ets that are
opposed to themselves are bourgeo�s�e and cap�tal�sts. We,
represent�ng the peasant workers, must declare �n the name of our
const�tuents: �f anyth�ng can save Russ�a, �t can only be the re-
establ�shment of the organs of local autonomous adm�n�strat�on,
chosen by equal, d�rect, and secret un�versal suffrage and the
resumpt�on, w�thout delay, of the work of the Const�tuent Assembly.

The Const�tuent Assembly alone can express the exact w�ll of the
work�ng-people, for the system of elect�on wh�ch governs �t �ncludes
every measure of precaut�on aga�nst v�olence, corrupt�on, and other
abuses, and assures the elect�on of deput�es chosen by the major�ty;
now, �n the country, the major�ty �s composed of the work�ng class.



M�ll�ons of peasants delegated us to defend the Const�tuante, but
th�s was d�ssolved as soon as �t began to work for the good of the
people. The work of the Const�tuante was �nterrupted at the t�me that
�t was d�scuss�ng the law concern�ng land, when a new agr�cultural
rég�me was be�ng elaborated for the country. For th�s reason, and for
th�s alone, the Const�tuante adopted only the f�rst art�cles of th�s law,
art�cles wh�ch establ�shed the def�n�te transfer of all the land to the
hands of the workers, w�thout any ransom. The other art�cles of th�s
law, wh�ch concerned the order of the apport�onment of lots, �ts
forms, �ts methods of possess�on, etc., could not be adopted,
although they were completely elaborated �n the comm�ss�on and
noth�ng rema�ned but to sanct�on them.

We, peasants assembled �n Congress, we, too, have been the object
of v�olence and outrages, unheard of even under the Czar�st rég�me.
Red Guards and sa�lors, armed, �nvaded our prem�ses. We were
searched �n the rudest manner. Our goods and the prov�s�ons wh�ch
we had brought from home were stolen. Several of our comrade-
delegates and all the members of the Comm�ttee were arrested and
taken to Peter and Paul Fortress. We ourselves were, late at n�ght,
put out of doors �n a c�ty wh�ch we d�d not know, depr�ved of shelter
under wh�ch to sleep. All that, to obl�ge us e�ther to go to Smolny,
where the Bolshev�st government called another Congress, or to
return to our homes w�thout hav�ng atta�ned any result. But v�olence
could not stop us; secretly, as �n the t�me of Czar�st autocracy, we
found a place to assemble and to cont�nue our work.

In mak�ng known these facts to the country and the numerous
m�ll�ons of the peasant populat�on, we call upon them to st�gmat�ze
the revolt�ng pol�cy pract�sed by the Bolshev�k government w�th
regard to all those who are not �n accord w�th �t. Returned to our
v�llages, d�spersed �n every corner of �mmense Russ�a, we shall use
all our powers to make known to the mass of peasants and to the
ent�re country the truth concern�ng th�s government of v�olence; to
make known �n every corner of the fatherland that the actual
government, wh�ch has the hard�hood to call �tself "Government of
the Workmen and Peasants," �n real�ty shoots down workmen and
peasants and shamelessly scoffs at the country. We shall use all our



strength to �nduce the populat�on of peasant workers to demand an
account from th�s government of v�olence, as well as from the�r
prod�gal ch�ldren, the�r sons and brothers, who �n the army and navy
g�ve a�d to these autocrats �n the comm�ss�on of v�olence.

In the name of m�ll�ons of peasants, by whom we were delegated, we
demand that they no longer obstruct the work of the Const�tuent
Assembly. We were not allowed to f�n�sh the work for wh�ch we had
come; at home we shall cont�nue th�s work. We shall employ all our
strength to effect, as soon as poss�ble, the convocat�on of a new
Nat�onal Congress of Peasants' Delegates un�ted on the pr�nc�ple of
the defense of the Const�tuante, and that �n a place where we need
not fear a new d�ssolut�on. Lately we fought aga�nst autocracy and
Czar�st v�olence; we shall f�ght w�th no less energy aga�nst the new
autocrats who pract�se v�olence, whoever they may be, and
whatever may be the sh�bboleths by wh�ch they cover the�r cr�m�nal
acts. We shall f�ght for the Const�tuent Assembly, because �t �s �n that
alone that we see the salvat�on of our country, that of the Revolut�on,
and that of Land and L�berty.

Charged by our const�tuents to defend the Const�tuent Assembly, we
cannot part�c�pate �n a Congress called by those who have d�ssolved
�t; who have profaned the �dea wh�ch to the people �s someth�ng
sacred; who have shot down the defenders of true democracy; who
have shed the sacred blood of our Logv�nov, member of the
Execut�ve Comm�ttee of peasant deput�es, who on the 5th of January
was k�lled by an explos�ve bullet dur�ng a peaceful man�festat�on,
bear�ng the flag "Land and L�berty." Comrade-peasants who have
come by chance to th�s Congress declare to these v�olators that the
only Execut�ve Comm�ttee that upholds the �dea of the defense of the
Const�tuante forms a center around wh�ch are grouped all the
peasant workers. We call the ent�re mass of peasants to the work
that �s common to all—the f�ght for "Land and L�berty," for the true
government of the people. "We all come from the people, ch�ldren of
the same fam�ly of workers," and we all have to follow a route that
leads to happ�ness and l�berty. Now th�s road, wh�ch leads to "Land
and L�berty," goes through the Const�tuent Assembly alone. The



Const�tuent Assembly was d�ssolved, but �t was chosen by the ent�re
people, and �t ought to l�ve.

Long l�ve the Const�tuent Assembly!
Down w�th v�olence and tyranny!
All power to the people, through the agency of the
Const�tuent Assembly!

[S�gned] The Th�rd Nat�onal Congress of Sov�ets of Peasant
Delegates, Un�ted on the Pr�nc�ple of the Defense of the Const�tuent
Assembly.
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The Prov�s�onal Execut�ve Comm�ttee of Sov�ets of Peasants'
Delegates nom�nated by the fract�on of the Second Nat�onal
Congress of these Sov�ets, wh�ch, to the number of 359 delegates,
was organ�zed on the bas�s of the pr�nc�ple of the defense of the
Const�tuent Assembly, had addressed to all the Sov�ets an appeal
�nv�t�ng those who bel�eve �n the defense of the Const�tuante to send
representat�ves to the Th�rd Congress, f�xed by the Comm�ttee for
the 8th of January, and dest�ned to offset the Congress called for the
12th of January by the Comm�ttee of that fract�on of the Congress
wh�ch, to the number of 314 votes, took s�des aga�nst the power of
the Const�tuent Assembly and jo�ned the Bolshev�k�.

The Peasants' Congress, meet�ng by d�str�cts and by governments,
as well as the local execut�ve comm�ttees of Sov�ets wh�ch have
chosen us, knew well to wh�ch Congress they delegated us and had
g�ven us prec�se mandates, express�ng the�r conf�dence �n the
Const�tuent Assembly and the�r blame of the Sov�ets and the
Bolshev�k organs that �mpede the work of the Const�tuante and call
the peasants to the Congress of January 12th. These congresses
and these comm�ttees have charged us to use all our efforts to
defend the Const�tuent Assembly, b�nd�ng themselves, on the�r part,
�n case our efforts were �nsuff�c�ent, to r�se �n a body for �ts defense.



By reason of the d�sorgan�zat�on of postal and telegraph�c
commun�cat�ons, and because �n d�fferent local�t�es the calls of the
Comm�ttee were held up by the Bolshev�st organ�zat�ons, the
�nstruct�ons concern�ng the Congress f�xed for the 8th of January
were not rece�ved �n many prov�nces unt�l after cons�derable delay.

Some m�nutes before the open�ng of the Conference, wh�ch was to
take place on the prem�ses of the Comm�ttee (11 K�r�llovska�a
Street), where the delegates on hand had lodged, there arr�ved a
detachment of sa�lors and Red Guards armed w�th guns and bombs,
who surrounded the house, guard�ng all the entrances, and occup�ed
all the apartments. The Execut�ve Comm�ttee, perform�ng �ts duty
toward the peasant workers, wh�ch duty was to hold the�r flag w�th a
f�rm hand, not fear�ng any v�olence, and not allow�ng themselves to
be �nt�m�dated by the bayonets and the bombs of the enem�es of the
peasant workers, opened the sess�on at the hour �nd�cated.

The Bolshev�st pretor�ans, however, v�olat�ng the freedom of
assembly, broke �nto the hall and surrounded the off�ce and
members of the Conference w�th bayonets drawn. The�r leader,
Korn�lov, staff-commandant of the Red Guards of the Rojdestvensky
quarter, made a speech to the delegates, �n wh�ch he sa�d that they
were to go to the Smolny Inst�tute, to the Bolshev�st Congress,
assur�ng them that they had come to th�s Congress by m�stake; at
the end he read a document order�ng h�m to make a search of the
prem�ses, to conf�scate all papers, and to arrest all who would offer
res�stance. In reply to th�s speech the delegates and the members of
the Execut�ve Comm�ttee spoke �n turn; they st�gmat�zed vehemently
the cr�m�nal pol�cy of the Bolshev�st government, wh�ch d�ssolved the
Const�tuent Assembly, the true representat�on of the popular w�ll,
w�thout hav�ng g�ven �t the t�me to reg�ster a vote on the agr�cultural
law; wh�ch shot down workers part�c�pat�ng �n peaceful negot�at�ons;
wh�ch depr�ved the people of the r�ght of assembly to d�scuss the�r
needs; wh�ch destroyed freedom of speech and assembly and
trampled �n the dust the whole Russ�an Revolut�on. The delegates,
one after another, tr�ed to expla�n to the Red Guards that �t was not
the delegates that were dece�ved �n com�ng to th�s conference, but
those who were go�ng to Smolny to the Bolshev�st Congress, those



who, by order of the Bolshev�k�, k�ll the peasants' representat�ves
and d�ssolve the�r Congress.

In the m�dst of these speeches Korn�lov declared the Congress
d�ssolved; to th�s Comrade Ovtch�nn�kov, pres�dent of the
Conference, repl�ed that the Congress would not be d�ssolved except
by force, and, bes�des, that the document read by Korn�lov d�d not
author�ze h�m to pronounce �ts d�ssolut�on. Members of the Congress
hav�ng entered �nto arguments w�th the sa�lors and the Red Guards,
concern�ng the v�olence �nfl�cted on the peasant delegates, the
sound of the rattl�ng of guns was heard and the leader of the
pretor�ans declared that �f the Congress would not subm�t to h�s
orders he would stop at noth�ng. All the members of the Congress
were forthw�th searched and thrown out of doors �n groups of f�ve,
w�th the �dea that, hav�ng come from the prov�nces, and not know�ng
Petrograd, they would f�nd themselves d�spersed �n such a way as
not to be able to assemble aga�n anywhere, and would be obl�ged
e�ther to betake themselves to the ra�lway and return home or to
d�rect the�r steps toward Smolny, the address of wh�ch was g�ven to
each one at the ex�t. At the same t�me, w�thout reason, the follow�ng
were arrested: M�nor, a deputy to the Const�tuent Assembly;
Rak�tn�kov, Ovtch�nn�kov, Rouss�ne, Sorok�ne, and Tchernoba�ev,
members of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasant
Delegates; and Chmelev, a sold�er. The prem�ses of the Comm�ttee,
on wh�ch were var�ous documents and papers wh�ch were to be sent
�nto the country, were occup�ed by Red Guards, and mach�ne-guns
were placed at the entrance. The search ended about n�ne o'clock �n
the even�ng. Some late delegates alone were author�zed to spend
the n�ght on the prem�ses under the superv�s�on of Red Guards.

An �nqu�ry held among the comrades, who had come for th�s Th�rd
Nat�onal Peasants' Congress, establ�shed that, at the t�me when the
prem�ses of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee were se�zed, January 10,
1918, there were, among the sa�lors and Red Guards of the
detachment that d�d the work, German and Austr�an pr�soners
dressed �n Russ�an un�forms; �t also establ�shed the fact that many
objects had d�sappeared �n the course of the search. The Congress
dec�ded: f�rst, to cons�der as a law the soc�al�zat�on of the so�l voted



by the Const�tuent Assembly and to apply the same �n the country;
second, to cons�der that the Const�tuent Assembly, d�spersed by
brutal force, was nevertheless elected by the whole people and
ought to ex�st and to assemble aga�n as soon as that would be
poss�ble; th�rd, to f�ght everywhere �n the prov�nces �n the defense of
the organs of autonomous adm�n�strat�on, wh�ch the Bolshev�k�
d�spersed by armed force. Dur�ng these few days when the peasants
were obl�ged to assemble �n secret and to stat�on patrols to protect
the�r meet�ngs, they followed those methods of consp�racy that the
Russ�an Soc�al�sts had been obl�ged to employ when they fought
aga�nst the tyranny of autocracy. Return�ng to the�r v�llages, the
peasants bore w�th them the greatest hate for the Bolshev�k�, whom
they cons�dered the person�f�cat�on of tyranny and v�olence. And they
took w�th them also a f�rm resolut�on to f�ght aga�nst th�s v�olence.

The Execut�ve Comm�ttee, whose powers were conf�rmed by the
Th�rd Congress, found �tself thus, for the second t�me, depr�ved of all
�ts goods, �ts prem�ses, and �ts pecun�ary resources; �t found �tself
obl�ged to lead a half-clandest�ne ex�stence, to organ�ze secret
assembl�es, etc. M�ss Sp�r�donova, who, �n th�s f�ght aga�nst the
peasants that rose to the defense of the Const�tuent Assembly, gave
proof of �ntolerance and pecul�ar fanat�c�sm, found herself at the
head of the "peasants �n un�form," s�tt�ng at Smolny, adopt�ng a
decree whereby all the moneys that came by post to the Execut�ve
Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasant Delegates defend�ng the
Const�tuent Assembly were to be conf�scated.

The act�on of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee was thus rendered very
d�ff�cult. But �t cont�nued to f�ght, to publ�sh an organ, to comm�ss�on
delegates, to enterta�n cont�nued relat�ons w�th the prov�nces and the
country.

XII

Conclus�on



Morally, Bolshev�sm was k�lled �n the eyes of the workers �n the
course of these days when a peaceful demonstrat�on was f�red upon,
the Const�tuent Assembly d�ssolved, the Peasant Congress (and,
very soon, the Congress of the Agr�cultural Comm�ttees) d�spersed.
The Central Comm�ttee of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party �ssued
an order for new elect�ons to the Sov�ets, th�nk�ng thus to el�m�nate
automat�cally the Bolshev�k�. And, �n truth, when at Petrograd and �n
the prov�nces, these elect�ons began, the Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts
and the Menshev�k� rece�ved the major�ty and the Bolshev�k� were
snowed under. But these new elect�ons were thwarted by many
c�rcumstances: f�rst, because of the lessen�ng of product�on the
workmen were d�scharged �n a body and qu�t the factor�es; second,
the Bolshev�k� put obstacles �n the way of the elect�ons and
somet�mes openly proh�b�ted them. Nevertheless, wherever they
could be held, the results were unfavorable to the Bolshev�k�.

F�nally, when the work�ng classes clearly saw the shameful rôle
played by the Bolshev�k� �n the matter of peace, when they saw the
Bolshev�k� humbly beg for peace at any pr�ce from the Germans,
they understood that �t was �mposs�ble to cont�nue to tolerate such a
government. The Central Comm�ttee of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st
party publ�shed a Man�festo appeal�ng to an armed f�ght aga�nst the
Bolshev�k government and the German gangs that were overrunn�ng
the country.

The fr�ghtful results of th�s "peace," so extolled by the Bolshev�k�,
rendered even the name of the Bolshev�st government od�ous �n the
eyes of every consc�ent�ous and honest man.

But Bolshev�sm st�ll endures, for �t �s based on the armed force of the
Red Guard, on the sup�neness of the masses depr�ved of a pol�t�cal
educat�on, and not accustomed to f�ght or to act, and from anc�ent
hab�t of subm�tt�ng to force.



The causes wh�ch produced Bolshev�sm are: f�rst, the accumulat�on
of all the cond�t�ons of the h�stor�c past of the Russ�an people;
second, the�r psych�c character and the�r hab�ts; th�rd, the cond�t�ons
of the present t�me; and fourth, the general s�tuat�on of the world—
that �s to say, the war.

We also note the vague and hes�tat�ng pol�cy of the Prov�s�onal
Government; the lack of pol�t�cal educat�on among the people, ready
to follow h�m who prom�ses the most; small development of c�v�c
sent�ment; the want of any attachment whatever to the state—that of
the Romanov hav�ng never g�ven anyth�ng to the people and hav�ng
taken all from them. Czar�sm took from the m�serable peasant h�s
last penny under form of taxes; �t took h�s ch�ldren from h�m for war;
for the least act of d�sobed�ence to author�ty he was wh�pped. He
wallowed �n m�sery and �n �gnorance, depr�ved of every r�ght, human
or legal. How could he, th�s wretched and oppressed peasant
develop c�v�c sent�ments, a consc�ousness of h�s personal d�gn�ty?
On the other hand, we must take �nto account the �mmense
wear�ness caused by the war and by the d�sorgan�zat�on wh�ch �t
brought �nto the whole cycle of ex�stence (to an �ncomparably greater
degree than �n western Europe). Such were the causes wh�ch had
establ�shed a favorable scope for Bolshev�k propaganda; to
�ntroduce the�r dom�nat�on they knew how to make use of the
shortcom�ngs of the people and the defects of Russ�an l�fe.

In f�ne, what �s Bolshev�sm �n �ts essence? It �s an exper�ment, that �s
e�ther cr�m�nal or that proceeds from a terr�ble thoughtlessness, tr�ed,
w�thout the�r consent, on the l�v�ng body of the Russ�an people. Thus
some attempt to apply the�r theor�es, others w�sh to measure the
he�ght of the�r personal �nfluence, wh�le st�ll others (and they are
found �n every movement) seek to prof�t by the c�rcumstances.

Bolshev�sm �s a phenomenon brought about by force; �t �s not a
natural consequence of the progress of the Russ�an Revolut�on.
Taken all �n all, Bolshev�sm �s not Soc�al�sm. The Bolshev�st coup
d'état was accompl�shed contrary to the w�sh of the major�ty of the
people, who were prepar�ng for the Const�tuent Assembly.



It was accompl�shed w�th the help of armed force, and �t �s because
of th�s that the Bolshev�st rég�me holds out.

It has aga�nst �t the whole consc�ous port�on of the peasant and
work�ng populat�on and all the Intellectuals.

It has crushed and trampled under foot the l�berty that was won by
the Russ�an people.

The Bolshev�k� pretend to act �n the name of the people. Why, then,
have they d�ssolved the Const�tuent Assembly elected by the
people?

They pretend to have the major�ty of the people w�th them. Why,
then, th�s governmental terror that �s be�ng used �n a manner more
cruel even than �n the t�me of Czar�sm?

They say that, to f�ght aga�nst the bourgeo�s�e, the use of v�olence �s
necessary. But the�r pr�nc�pal thrusts are d�rected not aga�nst the
bourgeo�s�e, but aga�nst the Soc�al�st part�es that do not agree w�th
them. And they dare g�ve th�s car�cature the name of D�ctatorsh�p of
the Proletar�at!

Soc�al�sm must necessar�ly be founded on democrat�c pr�nc�ples. If
not, "�t cuts off the branch of the tree on wh�ch �t rests," accord�ng to
the express�on of Kautsky.

Soc�al�sm needs construct�ve elements. It does not l�m�t �tself to the
destruct�on of anc�ent forms of ex�stence; �t creates new ones. But
Bolshev�sm has only destruct�ve elements. It does noth�ng but
destroy, always destroy, w�th a bl�nd hatred, a savage fanat�c�sm.

What has �t establ�shed? Its "decrees" are only verbal solut�ons
w�thout sense, skeletons of �deas, or s�mply a revolut�onary
phraseology conta�n�ng noth�ng real (as for example the famous
sh�bboleth, "ne�ther peace nor war").

Dur�ng the few months of �ts re�gn Bolshev�sm has succeeded �n
destroy�ng many th�ngs; nearly everyth�ng that the effort of the
Russ�an people had establ�shed. L�fe, d�sorgan�zed almost to �ts



foundat�ons, has become almost �mposs�ble �n Russ�a. The ra�lroads
do not funct�on, or funct�on only w�th great d�ff�culty; the postal and
telegraph�c commun�cat�ons are �nterrupted �n several places. The
zemstvos—bases of the l�fe of the country—are suppressed (they
are "bourgeo�s" �nst�tut�ons); the schools and hosp�tals, whose
ex�stence �s �mposs�ble w�thout the zemstvos, are closed. The most
complete chaos ex�sts �n the food-supply. The Intellectuals, who, �n
Russ�a, had suffered so much from the Czar�st tyranny and
oppress�on, are declared "enem�es of the people" and compelled to
lead a clandest�ne ex�stence; they are dy�ng of hunger. It �s the
Intellectuals and not the bourgeo�s (who are h�d�ng) that suffer most
from the Bolshev�st rég�me.

The Sov�ets alone rema�n. But the Sov�ets are not only revolut�onary
organs, they are "guard�ans of the Revolut�on," but �n no way
leg�slat�ve and adm�n�strat�ve organs.

Bolshev�sm �s an exper�ment tr�ed on the Russ�an people. The
people are go�ng to pay dearly for �t. At least let not th�s exper�ment
be lost, on them, as well as on other peoples! Let the Soc�al�sts of
western Europe be not unduly elated by words or by far-fetched
judgments. Let them look the cruel real�ty �n the face and exam�ne
facts to f�nd out the truth.

A tyranny wh�ch �s supported by bayonets �s always repugnant,
wherever �t comes from, and under whatever name �t may strut. It
can have noth�ng �n common w�th Soc�al�sm, wh�ch �s not only a
doctr�ne of econom�c necess�ty, but also a doctr�ne of super�or just�ce
and truth.

"All the soc�et�es or �nd�v�duals adher�ng to the Internat�onale w�ll
know what must be the bas�s of the�r conduct toward all men: Truth,
Just�ce, Moral�ty, w�thout D�st�nct�on of Color, Creed, or Nat�onal�ty,"
sa�d the statutes that were drawn up by the pr�me founders of our
Internat�onale.

The Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Nat�onal Sov�et of Peasant
Delegates Plac�ng themselves on the Grounds of the Defense of the
Const�tuent Assembly, hav�ng had to exam�ne, �n �ts sess�on of



February 8, 1918, the v�olence comm�tted by the Bolshev�k�, and to
pass �n rev�ew the persecut�ons that th�s organ�zat�on had to suffer
from that party and from the government of the Comm�ssar�es of the
People, dec�ded to br�ng the v�olence comm�tted by the Bolshev�k� �n
the name of Soc�al�sm to the knowledge of the Soc�al�sts of western
Europe and of the Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau through the c�t�zen,
E. Roubanov�tch, representat�ve of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party
at the Internat�onal Soc�al�st Bureau and �ntrusted w�th Internat�onal
relat�ons by the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the F�rst Sov�et of Peasants.

The Execut�ve Comm�ttee demands the expuls�on, from the Soc�al�st
fam�ly, of the Bolshev�st leaders, as well as of those of the
Revolut�onary Soc�al�sts of the Left, who se�zed the power by force,
held �t by v�olence and comprom�sed Soc�al�sm �n the eyes of the
popular masses.

Let our brothers of western Europe be judges between the Soc�al�st
peasants who rose �n the defense of the Const�tuent Assembly and
the Bolshev�k�, who d�spersed them by armed force, thus trampl�ng
under foot the w�ll of the Russ�an people.

I��� R���������,

V�ce-Pres�dent of the Execut�ve Comm�ttee of the Sov�et of Peasant
Delegates, who stand �n Defense of the Const�tuent Assembly.

May 30, 1918.



APPENDIX III

FORMER SOCIALIST PREMIER OF FINLAND ON
BOLSHEVISM

The follow�ng letter was addressed to Mr. Santer� Nuorteva, who, �t
w�ll be remembered, was appo�nted M�n�ster to Amer�ca by the
Revolut�onary Government of F�nland. The author of the letter, Oskar
Toko�, was the f�rst Soc�al�st Pr�me M�n�ster �n the world. He �s a
Soc�al�st of long stand�ng, who has always been �dent�f�ed w�th the
rad�cal sect�on of the movement. Mr. Nuorteva, �t should be added, �s
h�mself a strong supporter of the Bolshev�k�, and �s the�r accred�ted
Amer�can representat�ve.



A��������, September 10, 1918.

S������ N�������,

F�tchburg, Mass.:

D��� C������,—I deem �t my duty to appeal to you and to other
comrades �n Amer�ca �n order to be able to make clear to you the
trend of events here.

The s�tuat�on here has become part�cularly cr�t�cal. We, the F�nn�sh
refugees, who, after the unfortunate revolut�on, had to flee from
F�nland to Russ�a, f�nd ourselves to-day �n a very trag�c s�tuat�on. A
part of the former Red Guard�sts who fled here have jo�ned the Red
Army formed by the Russ�an Sov�et Government; another part has
formed �tself as a spec�al F�nn�sh leg�on, all�ed w�th the army of the
All�ed countr�es; and a th�rd part, wh�ch has gone as far as to S�ber�a,
�s prowl�ng about there, d�ffused over many sect�ons of the country,
and there have been reports that a part of those F�nns have jo�ned
the ranks of the Czecho-Slovaks. The F�nn�sh masses, thus d�v�ded,
may therefore at any t�me get �nto f�ght�ng each other, wh�ch �ndeed
would be the greatest of all m�sfortunes. It �s therefore necessary to
take a clear pos�t�on, and to �nduce all the F�nns to support �t, and we
hope that you as well, over �n Amer�ca, w�ll support �t as much as �s
�n your power.

Dur�ng these my wander�ngs I have happened to traverse Russ�a
from one end to another, and I have become deeply conv�nced that
Russ�a �s not able to r�se from th�s state of chaos and confus�on by
her own strength and of her own accord. The magn�f�cent econom�c
revolut�on, wh�ch the Bolshev�k� �n Russ�a are try�ng now to br�ng
about, �s doomed �n Russ�a to complete fa�lure. The econom�c
cond�t�ons �n Russ�a have not even approx�mately reached a stage to
make an econom�c revolut�on poss�ble, and the low grade of
educat�on, as well as the unsteady character of the Russ�an people,
makes �t st�ll more �mposs�ble.

It �s true that magn�f�cent theor�es and plans have been la�d here, but
the�r putt�ng �nto pract�ce �s altogether �mposs�ble, pr�nc�pally



because of the follow�ng reasons: The whole propert�ed class—
wh�ch here �n Russ�a, where small property ownersh�p ma�nly
preva�ls, �s very numerous—�s oppos�ng and obstruct�ng; techn�cally
tra�ned people and spec�al�sts necessary �n the �ndustr�es are
obstruct�ng; local comm�ttees and sub-organs make all systemat�c
act�on �mposs�ble, as they �n the�r respect�ve f�elds determ�ne th�ngs
qu�te autocrat�cally and make everyth�ng unsuccessful wh�ch should
be based on a strong, coherent, and �n every respect m�nutely
conce�ved system as a soc�al product�on should be based. But even
�f all these, �n themselves unsurmountable obstacles, could be made
away w�th, there rema�ns st�ll the worst one—and that �s the workers
themselves.

It �s already clear that �n the face of such econom�c cond�t�ons the
whole soc�al order has been upset. Naturally only a small part of the
people w�ll rema�n back�ng such an order. The whole propert�ed
class belongs to the opponents of the government, �nclud�ng the
petty bourgeo�s�e, the craftsmen, the small merchants, the prof�teers.
The whole Intellectual class and a great part of the workers are also
oppos�ng the government. In compar�son w�th the ent�re populat�on
only a small m�nor�ty supports the government, and, what �s worse to
the supporters of the government, are rally�ng all the hool�gans,
robbers, and others to whom th�s per�od of confus�on prom�ses a
good chance of �nd�v�dual act�on. It �s also clear that such a rég�me
cannot stay but w�th the help of a stern terror. But, on the other hand,
the longer the terror cont�nues the more d�sagreeable and hated �t
becomes. Even a great part of those who from the beg�nn�ng could
stay w�th the government and who st�ll are s�ncere Soc�al Democrats,
hav�ng seen all th�s chaos, beg�n to step as�de, or to ally themselves
w�th those openly oppos�ng the government. Naturally, as t�me goes
by, there rema�ns only the worst and the most demoral�zed element.
Terror, arb�trary rule, and open br�gandage become more and more
usual, and the government �s not able at all to prevent �t. And the
outcome �s clearly to be foreseen—the unavo�dable fa�lure of all th�s
magn�f�cently planned system.

And what w�ll be the outcome of that? My conv�ct�on �s that as soon
as poss�ble we should turn toward the other road—the road of un�ted



act�on. I have seen, and I am conv�nced that the major�ty of the
Russ�an people �s fundamentally democrat�c and whole-heartedly
detests a re�nst�tut�on of autocracy, and that therefore all such
elements must, w�thout delay, be made to un�te. But �t �s also clear
that at f�rst they, even un�ted, w�ll not be able to br�ng about order �n
th�s country on the�r own accord. I do not bel�eve that at th�s t�me
there �s �n Russ�a any soc�al force wh�ch would be able to organ�ze
the cond�t�ons �n the country. For that reason, to my m�nd, we should,
to beg�n w�th, frankly and honestly rely on the help of the All�ed
Powers. Help from Germany cannot be cons�dered, as Germany,
because of her own �nterests, �s compelled to support the Bolshev�k
rule as long as poss�ble, as Germany from the Bolshev�k rule �s
press�ng more and more pol�t�cal and econom�c advantages, to such
an extent even that all of Russ�a �s becom�ng pract�cally a colony of
Germany. Russ�a thus would serve to compensate Germany for the
colon�es lost �n South Afr�ca.

A quest�on presents �tself at once whether the All�ed Powers are
better. And �t must be answered �nstantly that ne�ther would they
establ�sh �n Russ�a any Soc�al�st soc�ety. Yet the democrat�c
trad�t�ons of these countr�es are some surety that the soc�al order
establ�shed by them w�ll be a democrat�c one. It �s clear as day that
the pol�cy of the All�ed Powers �s also �mper�al�st�c, but the
geograph�cal and econom�c pos�t�on of these countr�es �s such that
even the�r own �nterests demand that Russ�a should be able to
develop somewhat freely. The problem has f�nally evolved �nto such
a state of affa�rs where Russ�a must rely on the help e�ther of the
All�es or Germany; we must choose, as the say�ng goes, "between
two ev�ls," and, th�ngs be�ng as badly m�xed as they are, the lesser
ev�l must be chosen frankly and openly. It does not seem poss�ble to
get anywhere by dodg�ng the �ssue. Russ�a perhaps would have
saved herself some t�me ago from th�s unfortunate s�tuat�on �f she
had understood �mmed�ately after the February Revolut�on the
necess�ty of a un�on between the more democrat�c elements.
Bolshev�sm undoubtedly has brought Russ�a a b�g step toward her
m�sfortune, from wh�ch she cannot extr�cate herself on her own
accord.



Thus there ex�sts no more any purely Soc�al�st army, and all the
f�ght�ng forces and all those who have taken to arms are f�ght�ng for
the �nterests of the one or the other group of the Great Powers. The
quest�on therefore f�nally �s only th�s—�n the �nterests of wh�ch group
one wants to f�ght. The revolut�onary struggles �n Russ�a and �n
F�nland, to my m�nd, have clearly establ�shed that a Soc�al�st soc�ety
cannot be brought about by the force of arms and cannot be
supported by the force of arms, but that a Soc�al�st order must be
founded on a consc�ous and l�v�ng w�ll by an overwhelm�ng major�ty
of the nat�ons, wh�ch �s able to real�ze �ts w�ll w�thout the help of
arms.

But now that the nat�ons of the world have actually been thrown �nto
an armed confl�ct, and the war, wh�ch �n �tself �s the greatest cr�me of
the world, st�ll �s rag�ng, we must stand �t. We must, however, destroy
the or�g�nator and the cause of the war, the m�l�tar�sm, by �ts own
arms, and on �ts ru�ns we must bu�ld, �n harmony and �n peace—not
by force, as the Russ�an Bolshev�k� want—a new and a better soc�al
order under the guard�ansh�p of wh�ch the people may develop
peacefully and securely.

I have been expla�n�ng to you my �deas, expect�ng that you w�ll
publ�sh them. You over �n Amer�ca are not able to �mag�ne how
horr�ble the l�fe �n Russ�a at the present t�me �s. The per�od after the
French Revolut�on surely must have been as a l�fe �n a parad�se
compared w�th th�s. Hunger, br�gandage, arrests, and murders are
such every-day events that nobody pays any attent�on to them.
Freedom of assemblage, assoc�at�on, free speech, and free press �s
a far-away �deal wh�ch �s altogether destroyed at the present t�me.
Arb�trary rule and terror are rag�ng everywhere, and, what �s worst of
all, not only the terror procla�med by the government, but �nd�v�dual
terror as well.

My greet�ngs to all fr�ends and comrades.

O���� T����.

THE END



FOOTNOTES:

[1] Plechanov never formally jo�ned the Menshev�k fact�on, I
bel�eve, but h�s wr�t�ngs showed that he favored that fact�on and
the Menshev�k� acknowledged h�s �ntellectual leadersh�p.

[2] They had ga�ned one member s�nce the elect�on.

[3] Quoted by L�tv�nov, The Bolshev�k Revolut�on: Its R�se and
Mean�ng, p. 22. L�tv�nov, �t must be remembered, was the
Bolshev�k M�n�ster to Great Br�ta�n. H�s author�ty to speak for the
Bolshev�k� �s not to be quest�oned.

[4] The date �s Russ�an style—March 12th, our style.

[5] The State �n Russ�a—Old and New, by Leon Trotzky; The
Class Struggle, Vol. II, No. 2, pp. 213-221.

[6] Th�s document �s pr�nted �n full at the end of the volume as
Append�x. I

[7] The author of the present study �s respons�ble for the use of
�tal�cs �n th�s document.

[8] L�tv�nov, The Bolshev�k Revolut�on: Its R�se and Mean�ng, p.
30.

[9] Len�ne �s not qu�te accurate �n h�s statement of Marx's v�ews
nor qu�te fa�r �n stat�ng the pos�t�on of the "opportun�sts." The
argument of Marx �n The C�v�l War �n France �s not that the
proletar�at must "break down" the governmental mach�nery, but
that �t must mod�fy �t and adapt �t to the class needs. Th�s �s
someth�ng qu�te d�fferent, of course. Moreover, �t �s the bas�s of
the pol�cy of the "opportun�sts." The Menshev�k� and other
moderate Soc�al�sts �n Russ�a were try�ng to mod�fy and adapt the
pol�t�cal state.

[10] The reference �s to Karl Kautsky, the great German exponent
of Marx�an theory.

[11] The New Internat�onal (Amer�can Bolshev�k organ), June 30,
1917.

[12] The New Internat�onal, July 23, 1917.

[13] L�tv�nov, op. c�t., p. 31.



[14] The New Internat�onal, Apr�l, 1918.

[15] See, e.g., the art�cle by Len�ne, New Internat�onal, Apr�l,
1918, and L�tv�nov, op. c�t.

[16] See my Synd�cal�sm, Industr�al Un�on�sm, and Soc�al�sm for
the I.W.W. ph�losophy.

[17] Bryant, S�x Months �n Red Russ�a, p. 141.

[18] Th�s appeal �s publ�shed as Append�x I at the end of th�s
volume.

[19] Certa�n Sov�ets of Sold�ers at the Front had dec�ded that they
would stay �n the�r trenches for defens�ve purposes, but would
obey no commands to go forward, no matter what the m�l�tary
s�tuat�on.

[20] F�gures suppl�ed by the Russ�an Informat�on Bureau.

[21] "It was w�th a deep and awful sense of the terr�ble fa�lure
before us that I consented to become Prem�er at that t�me,"
Kerensky told the present wr�ter.

[22] The story was reproduced �n New Europe (London),
September, 1917.

[23] The New Internat�onal, Apr�l, 1918.

[24] See p. 254.

[25] See the letter of E. Roubanov�tch, Append�x II, p. 331.

[26] Just�ce, London, January 31, 1918.

[27] Just�ce, London, May 16, 1918.

[28] V�de Spec�al Memorandum to the Internat�onal Soc�al�st
Bureau on behalf of the Revolut�onary Soc�al�st party of Russ�a.

[29] See Append�x III.

[30] Pravda, July 5, 1918.

[31] February, 1918, Protest Aga�nst Recogn�t�on of Bolshev�k
Representat�ve by Br�t�sh Labor Party Conference.

[32] Proclamat�on to People of the Northern Prov�nce, etc.,
December, 1918



[33] The New Internat�onal, Apr�l, 1918.

[34] The dates g�ven are accord�ng to the Russ�an calendar.

[35] See the Rak�tn�kov Memorandum—Append�x.

[36] The New Internat�onal, Apr�l, 1918.

[37] The number of votes was over 36,000,000.
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