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b PLE('HANOV, although he rejected the illu-

sions of the Narodniki with regard to the m-
pendent revolutionary role of the peasantry,

was unable to concentrate the attention of the Rus-
sian working class upon the question of the allianece
with the peasantry, of the alliance with that class
- witheut whose aid the proletariat will not be able fo
conquer power, and against whose will it will not be
able to realize Socialism. But ‘L?jlin proved cap-
able of doing this, and it was here that Lenin, the
great independent thinker of the “proletariat, be-
came transformed imto the politieal leader of this
class. To lead a class struggle means to gain a clear
ides of the conditions essential to victory, and never
to forget these conditions, either in moments of stu-
pendous vietory or in moments of crushing defeat.
The attitude taken by Lenin towards the peasant
question forms a new faetor in the history of the

-~ sfpoletarian world movement.
5

Frete part everywihig
2 ‘;grieultnnl workers will not play such an important
role as in Russia, but the question of winning over
the strata which produce the bread will everywhere
be decisive for the proletarian revolution. And
Lenin held the attention of the international prole-
tariat to this copquest of bread above everything

else, in his theory and his practice alike.

But Lenin’s attitude towards the agrarian ques
tion has still another aspect, one possessing great
value for the coming struggle of the international
proletariat. The representafives of revolutionary

. Marxism in Western Europe have thrown away the
~ baby with the bath water. Even though they re
Jected Lassalle’s views on the ‘‘one reactionary
mass,” in actual practice, they have been afraid of
an allianee of the proletariat with non-proletarian
elements. Lenin, who in the most decisive manner
combated the Menshivik policy of an alliance with
the liberal city bourgeoisie holding this to be a class

. not suited to accompany the proletariat to the ex-
tent of the overthrow of absolutism, insisted, with
indomitable energy on the alliance with the peasant-
- ry, with that petty bourgeois elass whose interests
would be served by the overthrow of Czarism. In
__the same manner he taught the proletariat of other
oun not to judge the question of relations to

; ﬁé)alu eoncerned, from the standpoint of the ques-
tiom: along what portion of the historical path can

us against the enemy? In a pamphlet on
ile Sicknesses of Communism’’ Lenin re-
precisely the winning over of the mass allies
per irresolute these may otherwise be—as
“msin pre-requisites of the struggle of the
it for power and of the struggle for the

e of power.
main teaching, in his ecapacity of polit-
wing for the seizure of power by the pro-
His tenet of the importance of & proletar-
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: The agrarian mestion will not play such a con-ic.
a8 it has done in the Russian.
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if properly understood,
one of the main levers of ’s_policy. Lenin

taught the proletariat the art @ manoeuvring. This
was the task which he set the’ pro

first moment of his historieal Betivit

time he taught the proletariat $

& manoeuvre struggle until it &

itself as a manoeuvring lub)é

the relations to the peasantry ay

geoisic represents a lesson on the manoeuvres of a
proletarian party, then his oramntory views form
a lesson on how the proletl.r‘ni is to guard against
being itself converted into the "invohmtary objeet of
the manoeuvres of its enemies..

The question raised by Lenin during the disagree-
ments on the first point of the statutes of the social
democratic party, is no less important than those
questions which invariably played a part in all other
political conflicts with Menshivism. On the con-
- trary, it 'may safely be asserted that the solution of
this question on the first point of the statutes has
been the pre-requisite for the execution of Lenin’s

hodespolitical ling~ The wotkifg class Hf Russia
lived under the yoke of Czarism, which did not per-
mit it to create a mighty mass organization. The
working class rose in an elementary struggle against
despotism, using the weapon of economic and politi-
cal strikes. The Menshiviki dreamed of the ereation
of a broad proletarian mass party, but such a party
could not have lived under Czarism. In these cir-
cumstances, all negotiations for a broad demoecratic
organizatson signified an empty dabbing with plans,
and would in reality have opened the door of the
labor party to anyone expressing sympathy with the
labor movement, or materially supporting it. This
would have meant abandoning the still scattered and
feeble workers’ party by petty bourgeois influences.
Under the conditions created by Czarism, conditions
against which broad strata of the petty bourgeois in-
telligentzia rose in protest, every lawyer, in conse-
quence of the rottenness of European liberalism,
claimed to be socialist. The admittance of these
people to the workers’ party because they recog-
nized its programme and afforded it material sup-
port meant the abandonment of the scattered labor
movement to the petty bourgeoisie. Lenin, who de-
manded that no one should be counted a member
of the party unless he were working in an illegal
proletarian organization, fought for the diminution
of the danger of the subordination of the labor move-
ment to the leadership of petty bourgeois intelli-
gence. Anyone who has broken with bourgeois so-
ciety, and has risked becoming a professional revolu-
tionist by his participation in an illegal proletarian
organization, does not perhaps give absolute secur-
ity of his allegiance to the cause of the proletariat
by this action, but still it is a security to a certain'
extent.

Lenin, in indicating the path to be pursued by
the proletariat, basing this on Marxian analysis and
on the illegal organizations of the profession-
al revolutionists, created the necessary premises for
a centralized revolutionary leadership of the prole-
tarian struggle. Even the best brains of European
socialism, even Rosa Luxemburg, whe followed the
struggle of the Russian proletariat with the closest
attention, found Lenin’s organizatery principles the
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expression of tacties of conspiracy, and feared.the
separation of the Bolshivik organization from the
mass struggle of the.proletariat. These fears turned
out to be unfounded. During the up-grade period,
the Menshiviki ereated a broad organization; but thisd
organization was led by the vacillating and oppor-
tunist intelligentzid. Lenin created an orgamization

capable of leading the proletarian struggle duringy

its most difficult moments, capabls of defending re!
volutionary prineiples even in the years of revolu-
lionary stagnation, and of creating a mass organiz-
ation in the period of those historical movements
which drive the proletariat forward into elass war-
fare.

Lenin never insisted upon doctrinal forms of or4
ganization: out of the illegal organization of 1905,
embracing only a few thousand comrades, he first
transformed the Communist Party into a mass organ-
ization, counting tens of thousands of members durs
ing the first and second revolutions; and _then hd
transformed it into an organization contaiming huni
dreds of thoui;ands, wielding an inflnence over mil4
lious after the October revolutjon: ~Forms have
ehanged, but through all these changing forms
Lenin pursued one idea: that the proletariat needs &
revolutionary organization to assure its victory)
This organization must be united and concentraliz:
ed, fo# the enemy is ten times more powerful.

After founding a mass part& capable of manoe-
uvring-in the face of the enemy, Lenin’s first steps
were directed towards the preparation of an armed.
rising for the seizure of power. Even at moments
when we were weakest, or when we had been forced
back by defeats, he contrived.to induce the Party!
to fight for every inch of gr&.nd, for every small-
est position, and to devote its- energies to even the
smallest daily tasks for the gathering together of
proletafian forces. But he never forgot for one mo-
ment that all this work was being done with one
objeet in view; the preparation for the seizure of
power by the proletariat.

There is nothing more insttietive for a ecommun-
ist, than to compare the works written by Lenin
during the period of the victory of counter-revolu-
tion, with those written at the time of the highest;
flood-tide of the labor movement. When the firsy
revolutign was suppressed, Lenin fought energetic-
ally ngznst those who refused*to recognize the vict
tory of counter-revolution, and who wanted to re-
nounce ®ll the difficult petty. work of collecting
forees, Boping that the revolutionary powers would
speedily: arise again: and he embatted with equah
cnergy those who lost sight of revolutionary goals
and tried to convert the re oluti struggle of)
the preletariat into a struggléffor peace. During
this pefiod of reaction, Lenin’stodied éarefully the

lessonsgearnt in 1905, for thie-purpese of being able
to utilige these properly for® rement when the

next uplift came.

A mbst valuable contri tign to shis subject in
the artisle published by him inthe yea® 1908, in the

new-pa.a'p- issued by the Poh&m Qmocntz, m

which Mg already raised the quésti e mechan/
ical preparation for future armed ins: iops, imy
the light of the experience gained dutihg the Mos/
cow rising. 3 ;
: (Continued on page 3) °
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