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This is indicated at the end of each of the
works concerned.

From Marx to Mao

© Digital Reprints
2006



RuUssIAN EDITION
PUBLISHED BY DECISION
OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY
OF THE SOVIET UNION
(BOLSHEVIKS)



11 ponema puu écex cm paH, coedunsaimecs!
HNHCTUTYT MAPKCA—-9HI'EJbCA—-JEHNHA upu IIK BKII(G)

.B.CTAJNH

COYMNHEHNA

ornma

TOCYIJAPCTBEHHOE U3ITATEJIBCTBO IIOJINTUYECKOM JINTEPATYPEL
Mocrxea « 1946



J.V.STALIN

WORKS

VOLUME

1

1901~1907

FOREIGN LANGUAGES PUBLISHING HOUSE
Moscow « 1954






H.



55;?"%@}*’“% “*‘*%”“‘“‘*" — w“‘“""" e
:‘:‘-'ﬂ&w.;}"’? a;w.;f_.__*- 2 ﬁw_;.@" ﬁw.;ﬁ-“"f: S ‘*‘""\’""*
tF = -‘_"\-

‘“ﬂﬁéﬁ' ‘“ﬂ#@ﬁ g;#f:'-ﬁ:-‘ g;#é*f'-'

o 1§$¢E?ﬁ‘$¢ﬁ? ;}3_;,&;? -;ﬁ,_;.ﬁ? ;ﬂhﬁfﬁﬁ

e i R -r-a-m,_w_ 'l"'i-"u ﬂﬂ
?%%E' %:;E” — ﬁ“ﬁ = == e e
"F ‘3.;.:_—_? =3~:‘r.-_:* ;3:-:'3:.-_:* et et

-n-'.-\n,_.._h_‘_ --.'F-.H_,._h_‘_ ﬂ?ﬁ‘-ﬂ_‘-—r ﬂiﬁﬂﬁh
e Ei,..._ “‘*’:'.ﬂ,..._ e e




CONTENTS

Page

Preface to this Edition . . . . . . . . . . . . . XI

Preface to Volume One . . . . . . . . . . . . XV

Author’s Preface to Volume One . . . . . . . . . XVII

1901-07

FROM THE EDITORS . . . . . 1
THE RUSSIAN SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC PARTY AND ITS

IMMEDIATE TASKS . . . . . 9
THE SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC VIEW OF THE NATIONAL

QUESTION . . . . . . 31

A LETTER FROM KUTAIS . . . . . .o 55

A LETTER FROM KUTAIS (From the Same Comrade) . 59

THE PROLETARIAN CLASS AND THE PROLETARIAN
PARTY (Concerning Paragraph One of the Party Rules) 63

WORKERS OF THE CAUCASUS, IT IS TIME TO TAKE
REVENGE! . . . 75

LONG LIVE INTERNATIONAL FRATERNITY! . . . 82
TO CITIZENS. LONG LIVE THE RED FLAG! . . . . 85



VIII CONTENTS

BRIEFLY ABOUT THE DISAGREEMENTS IN THE
PARTY.

ARMED INSURRECTION AND OUR TACTICS

THE PROVISIONAL REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT
AND SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY .

A REPLY TO SOCIAL-DEMOCRAT
REACTION IS GROWING .

THE BOURGEOISIE IS LAYING A TRAP
CITIZENS!

TO ALL THE WORKERS.

TIFLIS, NOVEMBER 20, 1905 .

TWO CLASHES (Concerning January 9).

THE STATE DUMA AND THE TACTICS OF SOCIAL-
DEMOCRACY .

THE AGRARIAN QUESTION .
CONCERNING THE AGRARIAN QUESTION

CONCERNING THE REVISION OF THE AGRARIAN
PROGRAMME (Speech Delivered at the Seventh Sitting
of the Fourth Congress of the R.S.D.L.P, Aprzl 13
(26), 1906) . . . . .

ON THE PRESENT SITUATION (Speech Delivered at the
Fificenth Sitting of the Fourth Congress of the RS.D.L.P,
April 17 (30), 1906) . .

MARX AND ENGELS ON INSURRECTION .
INTERNATIONAL COUNTER-REVOLUTION .

THE PRESENT SITUATION AND THE UNITY CONGRESS
OF THE WORKERS’ PARTY

THE CLASS STRUGGLE .

90
133

140
162
175
181
187
191
195
198

207
216
232

238

241
243
249

252
280



CONTENTS IX

“FACTORY LEGISLATION” AND THE PROLETARIAN
STRUGGLE (Concerning the Two Laws of November 15) 289

ANARCHISM OR SOCIALISM?. . . . . . . . . 297
I The Dialectical Method. . . . . . . . . 300

II The Materialist Theory . . . . . . . . . 313

IIT Proletarian Socialism. . . . . . . . . . 331
Appendix . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 373

Anarchism or Socialism? . . . . . . . . . —

Dialectical Materialism . . . . . . . . . . . —

Notes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39
Biographical Chronicle (1879-1906) . . . . . . . . 415






PREFACE

The present collection of the works of J. V. Stalin
is published by decision of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks).

Hitherto only part of Comrade Stalin’s works has been
published in separate collections. His articles and speeches
of the period immediately before October 1917 were collect-
ed in the book On the Road to October, which appeared
in two editions in 1925. In 1932 the collection The Octo-
ber Revolution was published, containing articles and
speeches on the Great October Socialist Revolution.
Works on the national question went into the collection
Marxism and the National and Colonial Question, which
has appeared in several editions. The articles and
speeches of 1921-1927, dealing mainly with internal Party
questions and the rout of the opposition groups that
were hostile to the Party, constituted a separate col-
lection entitled On the Opposition, which was published
in 1928. In addition, there are other collections in which
are compiled J. V. Stalin’s articles and speeches on
definite subjects, such as, for example, the collections:
On Lenin, Articles and Speeches on the Ukraine, The
Peasant Question, The Young Communist League, and
others.
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At different times several collections were published
containing works by both V. I. Lenin and J. V. Stalin,
such as, 1917—Selected Writings and Speeches, The
Defence of the Socialist Motherland, A Collection of Works
for the Study of the History of the C.P.S.U.(B.). in three
volumes, Lenin-Stalin—selected works in one volume,
On Party Affairs, On Socialist Emulation, On Labour,
and others.

The most widely distributed collection of the works
of Comrade Stalin up to this point has been the book
Problems of Leninism, which has gone through eleven
editions. With every new edition the contents of this
book underwent considerable change: nearly every edi-
tion included new works and, at the same time, in order
to keep the book to its previous size, the author deleted
certain works from it. Comrade Stalin’s speeches, re-
ports and Orders of the Day delivered during the Patriotic
War the Soviet people waged against the German fascist
invaders are collected in the book On the Great Patriotic
War of the Soviet Union, which has gone through five
editions.

However, a large number of J. V. Stalin’s works, writ-
ten before and after the October Revolution, were not
reprinted and, hitherto, not collected after their pub-
lication in newspapers and magazines. Moreover, there
are articles and letters by Comrade Stalin which have
not been published before.

This is a first attempt to collect and publish in one
edition nearly all the works of J. V. Stalin.

Volume 1 contains the works of J. V. Stalin written
from 1901 to April 1907.

Volume 2 includes works written from 1907 to 1913.
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Volume 3 consists of works of the period of prepara-
tion for the Great October Socialist Revolution (March-
October 1917). These are mainly articles that were pub-
lished in Pravda.

Volume 4 (November 1917-1920) includes works writ-
ten in the first months of the existence of the Soviet
government and in the period of foreign military inter-
vention and civil war.

The next three Volumes—5, 6 and 7—contain works
of the period of the Soviet state’s transition to the
peaceful work of rehabilitating the national economy
(1921-1925). Volume 5 contains works written from 1921
up to the death of V. I. Lenin (January 1924). Volume 6
includes works of 1924. Volume 7 contains works written
in 1925.

J. V. Stalin’s works of the period of the struggle
for the socialist industrialisation of the country
(1926-1929) constitute Volumes 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12.
Volumes 8 and 9 contain articles, speeches, reports,
etc., made during 1926; Volumes 10 and 11, those
of 1927; and Volume 12, those of the period of
1928-1929.

Volume 13 contains works of the period 1930-1933,
dealing mainly with questions concerning the collec-
tivisation of agriculture and the further development of
socialist industrialisation.

Volume 14 contains works covering the period 1934-
1940, dealing with the struggle to complete the building of
socialism in the U.S.S.R., with the creation of the new
Constitution of the Soviet Union, and with the struggle
for peace in the situation prevailing at the opening of
the Second World War.
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Volume 15 consists of J. V. Stalin’s work, History
of the C.P.S.U.(B.), Short Course, which appeared in
a separate edition in 1938.

Volume 16 contains works of the period of the Soviet
Union’s Great Patriotic War, including J. V. Stalin’s
reports, speeches, and Orders of the Day on the anniver-
saries of the Great October Socialist Revolution, addresses
to the people in connection with the rout and surrender
of Germany and Japan, and other documents.

All the works in the respective volumes are arranged
in chronological order according to the time at which they
were written or published. Each volume is furnished with
a preface, brief explanatory notes, and a biographical
chronicle. Dates until the adoption of the New Style
calendar (up to February 14, 1918) are given in Old
Style; those after that are given in New Style.

The texts of Comrade Stalin’s works are given in
their original form except in a few instances where the
author has introduced slight changes of a purely
stylistic character.

Marx-Engels-Lenin Institute
of the C.P,, C.P.S.U.(B.)



PREFACE TO VOLUME ONE

Volume 1 includes the works of J. V. Stalin written
from 1901 to April 1907, the period when he conducted
his revolutionary activities mainly in Tiflis.

In this period the Bolsheviks, under the leadership
of V. I. Lenin, were laying the foundations of the Marxist-
Leninist Party, of its ideology and principles of organ-
isation.

In this period Comrade Stalin, combating various
anti-Marxist and opportunist trends, created Leninist-
Iskra Bolshevik organisations in Transcaucasia and
directed their activities. In his works he substantiated
and vindicated the fundamental principles of the Marxist-
Leninist doctrine.

Only a small part of J. V. Stalin’s works included
in Volume 1 were published in Russian. Most of them
were published in Georgian newspapers and pamphlets.
The majority of these appear in Russian for the first
time.

The archives of the Caucasian Union Committee of
the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party, and some of
the publications issued by the Transcaucasian Bolshevik
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organisations, in which works of J. V. Stalin were pub-
lished, have not been found to this day. In particular,
the Programme of Studies for Marxist Workers’ Circles
(1898) and Credo (1904) are still missing.

Volume 1 of the present edition does not con-
tain all the works of J. V. Stalin written from 1901 to
April 1907.

Marx-Engels-Lenin Institute
of the C.C., C.P.S.U.(B.)



AUTHOR’S PREFACE TO VOLUME ONE

The works comprising Volume 1 were written in the
early period of the author’s activities (1901-1907), when
the elaboration of the ideology and policy of Leninism
was not yet completed. This partly applies also to Vol-
ume 2 of the Works.

To understand and properly appraise these works,
they must be regarded as the works of a young Marxist
not yet moulded into a finished Marxist-Leninist. It
is natural therefore that these works should bear traces
of some of the propositions of the old Marxists which
afterwards became obsolete and were subsequently dis-
carded by our Party. I have in mind two questions:
the question of the agrarian programme, and the question
of the conditions for the victory of the socialist revo-
lution.

As is evident from Volume 1 (see articles “The
Agrarian Question™), at that time the author main-
tained that the landlords’ lands should be distributed
among the peasants as the peasants’ private property.
At the Party’s Unity Congress, at which the agrarian
question was discussed, the majority of the Bolshevik
delegates engaged in practical Party work supported
the distribution point of view, the majority of the
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Mensheviks stood for municipalisation, Lenin and the rest
of the Bolshevik delegates stood for the nationalisation
of the land. In the course of the controversy around these
three drafts, when it became evident that the prospect
of the congress accepting the draft on nationalisation
was hopeless, Lenin and the other nationalisers at the
congress voted with the distributors.

The distributors advanced three arguments against
nationalisation: a) that the peasants would not accept
the nationalisation of the landlords’ lands, because they
wanted to obtain those lands as their private property;
b) that the peasants would resist nationalisation, be-
cause they would regard it as a measure to abolish the
private ownership of the land which they already pri-
vately owned; c) that even if the peasants’ objection to
nationalisation could be overcome, we Marxists should
not advocate nationalisation, because, after the victory
of the bourgeois-democratic revolution, the state in
Russia would not be a socialist, but a bourgeois state,
and the possession by the bourgeois state of a large fund
of nationalised land would inordinately strengthen the
bourgeoisie to the detriment of the interests of the pro-
letariat.

In this the distributors proceeded from the premise
that was accepted among Russian Marxists, including
the Bolsheviks, that after the victory of the bourgeois-
democratic revolution there would be a more or less
long interruption in the revolution, that between the
victorious bourgeois revolution and the future socialist
revolution there would be an interval, during which
capitalism would have the opportunity to develop more
freely and powerfully and embrace agriculture too; that
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the class struggle would become more intense and more
widespread, the proletariat’s class would grow in numbers,
the proletariat’s class consciousness and organisa-
tion would rise to the proper level, and that only after
all this could the period of the socialist revolution
set in.

It must be observed that the premise that a long
interval would set in between the two revolutions was
not opposed by anybody at the congress; both the advo-
cates of nationalisation and distribution on the one
hand, and the advocates of municipalisation on the other,
were of the opinion that the agrarian programme of Rus-
sian Social-Democracy should facilitate the further and
more powerful development of capitalism in Russia.

Did we Bolshevik practical workers know that Lenin
at that time held the view that the bourgeois revolution
in Russia would grow into the socialist revolution, that
he held the view of uninterrupted revolution? Yes, we
did. We knew it from his pamphlet entitled Two Tactics
(1905), and also from his celebrated article “The Attitude
of Social-Democracy Towards the Peasant Movement”
of 1905, in which he stated that “we stand for uninter-
rupted revolution” and that “we shall not stop halfway.”
But because of our inadequate theoretical training,
and because of our neglect, characteristic of practical
workers, of theoretical questions, we had not studied
the question thoroughly enough and had failed to under-
stand its great significance. As we know, for some
reason Lenin did not at that time develop the arguments
following from the theory of the growing over of the
bourgeois revolution into the socialist revolution, nor did
he use them at the congress in support of nationalisation.
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Was it not because he believed that the question
was not yet ripe, and because he did not expect the
majority of the Bolshevik practical workers at the con-
gress to be sufficiently equipped to understand and accept
the theory that the bourgeois revolution must grow into
the socialist revolution that he refrained from advancing
these arguments?

It was only some time later, when Lenin’s theory
that the bourgeois revolution in Russia must grow into
the socialist revolution became the guiding line of the
Bolshevik Party, that disagreements on the agrarian
question vanished in the Party; for it became evident
that in a country like Russia—where the specific condi-
tions of development had prepared the ground for the
growth of the bourgeois revolution into the socialist
revolution—the Marxist party could have no other
agrarian programme than that of land nationalisation.

The second question concerns the problem of the
victory of the socialist revolution. As is evident from
Volume 1 (see articles Anarchism or Socialism?), at
that time the author adhered to the thesis, current among
Marxists, that one of the major conditions for the victory
of the socialist revolution is that the proletariat must
become the majority of the population, that, conse-
quently, in those countries where the proletariat does
not yet constitute the majority of the population owing
to the inadequate development of capitalism, the victory
of socialism is impossible.

This thesis was taken as generally accepted among
Russian Marxists, including the Bolsheviks, as well as
among the Social-Democratic parties of other countries.
The subsequent development of capitalism in Europe
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and America, however, the transition from pre-impe-
rialist capitalism to imperialist capitalism and, finally,
Lenin’s discovery of the law of the uneven economic
and political development of different countries, showed
that this thesis no longer corresponded to the new con-
ditions of development, that the victory of socialism
was quite possible in individual countries where capi-
talism had not yet reached the highest point of develop-
ment and the proletariat did not yet constitute the major-
ity of the population, but where the capitalist front
was sufficiently weak to be breached by the proletariat.
Lenin’s theory of the socialist revolution thus arose in
1915-1916. As is well known, Lenin’s theory of the social-
ist revolution proceeds from the thesis that the socialist
revolution will be victorious not necessarily in those
countries where capitalism is most developed, but pri-
marily in those countries where the capitalist front is
weak, where it is easier for the proletariat to breach
that front, where capitalism has reached, say, only the
medium stage of development.

This is all the comment the author wishes to make
on the works collected in Volume 1.

J. Stalin
January 1946
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FROM THE EDITORS*

Convinced that for intelligent Georgian readers the
publication of a free periodical is an urgent question;
convinced that this question must be settled today and
that further delay can only damage the common cause;
convinced that every intelligent reader will welcome such
a publication and will render it every assistance, we, a
group of Georgian revolutionary Social-Democrats, are
meeting this want in the endeavour to satisfy the readers’
wishes as far as it lies in our power. We are issuing the
first number of the first Georgian free newspaper Brdzola.'

To enable the reader to form a definite opinion about
our publication and, in particular, about ourselves, we
shall say a few words.

The Social-Democratic movement has not left un-
touched a single corner of the country. It has not avoided
that corner of Russia which we call the Caucasus, and
with the Caucasus, it has not avoided our Georgia. The
Social-Democratic movement in Georgia is a recent
phenomenon, it is only a few years old; to be more pre-
cise, the foundations of that movement were laid only

* Leading article in the illegal Social-Democratic newspaper
Brdzola (The Struggle).
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in 1896. Here, as everywhere else, our activities at first
did not extend beyond the bounds of secrecy. Agitation
and wide propaganda in the form that we have been
witnessing lately were impossible and, willy-nilly, all
efforts were concentrated in a few circles. This period
has now passed. Social-Democratic ideas have spread
among the masses of the workers, and activities have
also overflowed the narrow bounds of secrecy and have
spread to a large section of the workers. The open struggle
has started. This struggle has confronted the pioneer
Party workers with many questions of a kind that have
been in the background hitherto and have not urgently
called for explanation. The first question that has arisen
in all its magnitude is: what means have we at our com-
mand to enlarge the area of the struggle? In words, the
answer to this question is very simple and easy; in prac-
tice it is quite different.

It goes without saying that for the organised
Social-Democratic movement the principal means is the
extensive propaganda of and agitation for revolutionary
ideas. But the conditions under which the revolution-
ary is obliged to operate are so contradictory, so diffi-
cult, and call for such heavy sacrifices, that often both
propaganda and agitation become impossible in the
form that the initial stage of the movement requires.
Studying in circles with the a id of books and pamphlets
becomes impossible, first, because of police persecution,
and secondly, because of the very way this work is
organised. Agitation wanes with the very first arrests. It
becomes impossible to maintain contact with the workers
and to visit them often; and yet the workers are expecting
explanations of numerous questions of the day. A fierce
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struggle is raging around them; all the forces of the
government are mustered against them; but they have
no means of critically analysing the present situation,
they have no information about the actual state of
affairs, and often a slight setback at some neighbour-
ing factory is enough to cause revolutionary-minded
workers to cool off, to lose confidence in the future, and
the leader is obliged to start drawing them into the work
anew.

In most cases, agitation with the aid of pamphlets
which provide answers only to certain definite questions
has little effect. It becomes necessary to create a litera-
ture that provides answers to questions of the day. We
shall not stop to prove this commonly-known truth. In
the Georgian labour movement the time has already
arrived when a periodical becomes one of the principal
means of revolutionary activity.

For the information of some of our uninitiated readers
we deem it necessary to say a few words about the le-
gally printed newspapers. We would deem it a great
mistake if any worker regarded such a newspaper, irre-
spective of the conditions under which it was published
or of the trend it pursued, as the mouthpiece of his, the
worker’s, interests. The government, which “takes care”
of the workers, is in a splendid position as far as such
newspapers are concerned. A whole horde of officials,
called censors, are attached to them, and it is their
special function to watch them and to resort to red ink
and scissors if even a single ray of truth breaks through.
Circular after circular comes flying to the committee
of censors ordering: “Don’t pass anything concerning
the workers; don’t publish anything about this or that
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event; don’t permit the discussion of such and such a
subject,” and so on and so forth. Under these conditions,
it is, of course, impossible for a newspaper to be run
properly; and in vain will the worker seek in its columns,
even between the lines, for information on and a correct
appraisal of matters that concern him. If anybody were
to believe that a worker can gain any benefit from the
rare lines that appear in this or that legally printed
newspaper casually mentioning matters concerning him,
and let through by the butchering censors only by mis-
take, we would have to say that he who placed his hopes
on such fragments and attempted to build up a system
of propaganda on such snippets would display lack of
understanding.

We repeat that we are saying this only for the in-
formation of a few uninitiated readers.

And so, a Georgian free periodical is something the
Social-Democratic movement needs very urgently. The
only question now is how to run such a publication;
by what should it be guided, and what should it give the
Georgian Social-Democrats.

From the point of view of the onlooker, the question
of the existence of a Georgian newspaper in general, and
the question of its content and trend in particular,
may seem to settle themselves naturally and simply:
the Georgian Social-Democratic movement is not a sepa-
rate, exclusively Georgian, working-class movement with
its own separate programme; it goes hand in hand
with the entire Russian movement and, consequently,
accepts the authority of the Russian Social-Democratic
Party—hence it is clear that a Georgian Social-Democratic
newspaper should be only a local organ that deals mainly
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with local questions and reflects the local movement.
But behind this reply lurks a difficulty which we
cannot ignore and which we shall inevitably encounter.
We refer to the language difficulty. While the Cen-
tral Committee of the Russian Social-Democratic Party
is able to explain all general questions with the aid
of the all-Party newspaper and leave it to the regional
committees to deal only with local questions, the Geor-
gian newspaper finds itself in a difficulty as regards
content. The Georgian newspaper must simultaneously
play the part of an all-Party and of a regional, or local
organ. As the majority of Georgian working-class readers
cannot freely read the Russian newspaper, the editors
of the Georgian newspaper have no right to pass over
those questions which the all-Party Russian newspaper
is discussing, and should discuss. Thus, the Georgian
newspaper must inform its readers about all questions
of principle concerning theory and tactics. At the same
time it must lead the local movement and throw proper
light on every event, without leaving a single fact unex-
plained, and providing answers to all questions that
excite the local workers. The Georgian newspaper must
link up and unite the Georgian and Russian militant
workers The newspaper must inform its readers about
everything that interests them at home, in Russia and
abroad.

Such, in general, is our view of what the Georgian
newspaper should be.

A few words about the content and trend of the
newspaper.

We must demand that as a Social-Democratic news-
paper it should devote attention mainly to the militants
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workers. We think it superfluous to say that in Russia,
and everywhere, the revolutionary proletariat alone is
destined by history to liberate mankind and bring the
world happiness. Clearly, only the working-class move-
ment stands on solid ground, and it alone is free from
all sorts of utopian fairy tales. Consequently, the news-
paper, as the organ of the Social-Democrats, should lead
the working-class movement, point the road for it,
and safeguard it from error. In short, the primary duty
of the newspaper is to be as close to the masses of the
workers as possible, to be able constantly to influence
them and serve as their conscious and guiding centre.

As, however, in the conditions prevailing in Russia
today, it is possible that other elements of society besides
the workers may come out as the champions of “freedom,”
and as this freedom is the immediate goal of the militant
workers of Russia, it is the duty of the newspaper to
afford space for every revolutionary movement, even one
outside the labour movement. We say “afford space”
not only for casual information, or simply news. No!
The newspaper must devote special attention to the
revolutionary movement that goes on, or will arise,
among other elements of society. It must explain every
social phenomenon and thereby influence every one who
is fighting for freedom. Hence, the newspaper must
devote special attention to the political situation in
Russia, weigh up all the consequences of this situation,
and on the widest possible basis raise the question of the
necessity of waging a political struggle.

We are convinced that nobody will quote our words
as proof that we advocate establishing connection and
compromising with the bourgeoisie. The proper appraisal,
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the exposure of the weaknesses and errors of the movement
against the existing system, even if it proceeds among
the bourgeoisie, cannot cast the stain of opportunism
on the Social-Democrats. The only thing here is not to
forget Social-Democratic principles and revolutionary
methods of fighting. If we measure every movement
with this yardstick, we shall keep free of all Bernsteinian
delusions.

Thus, the Georgian Social-Democratic newspaper must
provide plain answers to all questions connected with the
working-class movement, explain questions of principle,
explain theoretically the role the working class plays
in the struggle, and throw the light of scientific social-
ism upon every phenomenon the workers encounter.

At the same time, the newspaper must serve as the
representative of the Russian Social-Democratic Party
and give its readers timely information about all the
views on tactics held by Russian revolutionary Social-
Democracy. It must inform its readers about how the
workers in other countries live, what they are doing to
improve their conditions, and how they are doing it,
and issue a timely call to the Georgian workers to enter
the battle-field. At the same time, the newspaper must
not leave out of account, and without Social-Democratic
criticism, a single social movement.

Such is our view of what a Georgian newspaper
should be.

We cannot deceive either ourselves or our readers
by promising to carry out these tasks in their entirety
with the forces at present at our command. To run the
newspaper as it really ought to be run we need the aid of
our readers and sympathisers. The reader will note that
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the first number of Brdzola suffers from numerous defects,
but defects which can be rectified, if only our readers
give us their assistance. In particular, we emphasise
the paucity of home news. Being at a distance from home
we are unable to watch the revolutionary movement in
Georgia and provide timely information and explanation
concerning questions of that movement. Hence we must
receive assistance from Georgia. Whoever wishes to assist
us also with literary contributions will undoubtedly
find means of establishing direct or indirect contact
with the editors of Brdzola.

We call upon all Georgian militant Social-Democrats
to take a keen interest in the fate of Brdzola, to render
every assistance in publishing and distributing it, and
thereby convert the first free Georgian newspaper Brdzola
into a weapon of the revolutionary struggle.

Brdzola (The Struggle), No. 1,
September 1901

Unsigned

Translated from the Georgian



THE RUSSIAN SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC PARTY
AND ITS IMMEDIATE TASKS

I

Human thought was obliged to undergo considerable
trial, suffering and change before it reached scientifically
elaborated and substantiated socialism. West-European
Socialists were obliged for a long time to wander blind-
ly in the wilderness of utopian (impossible, impracti-
cable) socialism before they hewed a path for themselves,
investigated and established the laws of social life, and
hence, mankind’s need for socialism. Since the beginning
of the last century Europe has produced numerous brave,
self-sacrificing and honest scientific workers who tried
to explain and decide the question as to what can rid
mankind of the ills which are becoming increasingly
intense and acute with the development of trade and in-
dustry. Many storms, many torrents of blood swept over
Western Europe in the struggle to end the oppression
of the majority by the minority, but sorrow remained
undispelled, wounds remained unhealed, and pain became
more and more unendurable with every passing day. We
must regard as one of the principal reasons for this the
fact that utopian socialism did not investigate the laws
of social life; it soared higher and higher above life,
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whereas what was needed was firm contact with reality.
The utopians set out to achieve socialism as an immediate
object at a time when the ground for it was totally un-
prepared in real life—and what was more deplorable
because of its results—the utopians expected that so-
cialism would be brought into being by the powerful
of this world who, they believed, could easily be con-
vinced of the correctness of the socialist ideal (Robert
Owen, Louis Blanc, Fourier and others). This outlook
completely obscured from view the real labour move-
ment and the masses of the workers, the only natural
vehicle of the socialist ideal. The utopians could not
understand this. They wanted to establish happiness
on earth by legislation, by declarations, without the
assistance of the people (the workers). They paid no
particular attention to the labour movement and often
even denied its importance. As a consequence, their
theories remained mere theories which failed to affect
the masses of the workers, among whom, quite inde-
pendently of these theories, matured the great idea pro-
claimed in the middle of the last century by that genius,
Karl Marx: “The emancipation of the working class must
be the act of the working class itself. . . . Workingmen
of all countries, unite!”

These words brought out the truth, now evident even
to the “blind,” that what was needed to bring about the
socialist ideal was the independent action of the workers
and their amalgamation into an organised force, irrespec-
tive of nationality and country. It was necessary to es-
tablish this truth—and this was magnificently performed
by Marx and his friend Engels—in order to lay firm
foundations for the mighty Social-Democratic Party,
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which today towers like inexorable fate over the European
bourgeois system, threatening its destruction and the
erection on its ruins of a socialist system.

In Russia the evolution of the idea of socialism fol-
lowed almost the same path as that in Western Europe.
In Russia, too, Socialists were obliged for a long time to
wander blindly before they reached Social-Democratic
consciousness—scientific socialism. Here, too, there
were Socialists and there was a labour movement, but
they marched independently of each other, going sepa-
rate ways: the Socialists towards utopian dreams (Zemlya
i Volya, Narodnaya Volya*), and the labour movement
towards spontaneous revolts. Both operated in the same
period -(seventies-eighties) ignorant of each other. The
Socialists had no roots among the working population
and, consequently, their activities were abstract, futile.
The workers, on the other hand, lacked leaders, organisers,
and, consequently, their movement took the form of dis-
orderly revolts. This was the main reason why the heroic
struggle that the Socialists waged for socialism remained
fruitless, and why their legendary courage was shat-
tered against the solid wall of autocracy. The Russian So-
cialists established contact with the masses of the workers
only at the beginning of the nineties. They realised
that salvation lay only in the working class, and that
this class alone would bring about the socialist ideal.
Russian Social-Democracy now concentrated all its ef-
forts and attention upon the movement that was going
on among the Russian workers at that time. Still

* Zemlya i Volya—Land and Freedom; Narodnaya Volya—
People’s Will.—Tr.
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inadequately class conscious, and ill-equipped for the
struggle, the Russian workers tried gradually to extri-
cate themselves from their hopeless position and to
improve their lot somehow. There was no systematic
organisational work in that movement at the time, of
course; the movement was a spontaneous one.

And so, Social-Democracy set to work upon this
unconscious, spontaneous and unorganised movement.
It tried to develop the class consciousness of the workers,
tried to unite the isolated and sporadic struggles of indi-
vidual groups of workers against individual masters,
to combine them in a common class struggle, in order
that it might become the struggle of the Russian work-
ing class against the oppressing class of Russia; and it
tried to give this struggle an organised character.

In the initial stages, Social-Democracy was unable
to spread its activities among the masses of the workers
and it, therefore, confined its activities to propaganda
and agitation circles. The only form of activity it
engaged in at that time was to conduct study circles.
The object of these circles was to create among the
workers themselves a group that would subsequently
be able to lead the movement. Therefore, these circles
were made up of advanced workers—only chosen workers
could attend them.

But soon the study-circle period passed away.
Social-Democracy soon felt the necessity of leaving the
narrow confines of the circles and of spreading its in-
fluence among the broad masses of the workers. This
was facilitated by external conditions. At that time the
spontaneous movement among the workers rose to an
exceptional height. Who of you does not remember the
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year when nearly the whole of Tiflis was involved in
this spontaneous movement? Unorganised strikes at the
tobacco factories and in the railway workshops followed
one after another. Here, it happened in 1897-98; in Russia
it happened somewhat earlier. Timely assistance was
needed, and Social-Democracy hastened to render that
assistance. A struggle started for a shorter working day,
for the abolition of fines, for higher wages, and so forth.
Social-Democracy well knew that the development of
the labour movement could not be restricted to these
petty demands, that these demands were not the goal
of the movement, but only a means of achieving the goal.
Even if these demands were petty, even if the workers
themselves in individual towns and districts were now
fighting separately, that fight itself would teach the
workers that complete victory would be achieved only
when the entire working class launched an assault against
its enemy as a united, strong and organised force. This
fight would also show the workers that in addition to
their immediate enemy, the capitalist, they have another,
still more vigilant foe—the organised force of the entire
bourgeois class, the present capitalist state, with its
armed forces, its courts, police, prisons and gendarme-
rie. If even in Western Europe the slightest attempt
of the workers to improve their condition comes into
collision with the bourgeois power, if in Western Europe,
where human rights have already been won, the workers
are obliged to wage a direct struggle against the author-
ities, how much more so must the workers in Russia,
in their movement, inevitably come into collision with
the autocratic power, which is the vigilant foe of every
labour movement, not only because this power protects
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the capitalists, but also because, as an autocratic power,
it cannot resign itself to the independent action of social
classes, particularly to the independent action of a class
like the working class, which is more oppressed and
downtrodden than other classes. That is how Russia
Social-Democracy perceived the course of the movement,
and it exerted all its efforts to spread these ideas among
the workers. Herein lay its strength, and this explains its
great and triumphant development from the very outset,
as was proved by the great strike of the workers in the
St. Petersburg weaving mills in 1896.

But the first victories misled and turned the heads
of certain weaklings. Just as the Utopian Socialists
in their time had concentrated their attention exclu-
sively on the ultimate goal and, dazzled by it, totally
failed to see, or denied, the real labour movement that
was developing under their very eyes, so certain Russian
Social-Democrats, on the contrary, devoted all their
attention exclusively to the spontaneous labour move-
ment, to its everyday needs. At that time (five years
ago), the class consciousness of the Russian workers
was extremely low. The Russian workers were only just
awakening from their age-long sleep, and their eyes,
accustomed to darkness, failed, of course, to register
all that was happening in a world that had become
revealed to them for the first time. Their needs were not
great, and so their demands were not great. The Russian
workers still went no further than to demand slight
increases in wages or a reduction of the working day.
That it was necessary to change the existing system,
that it was necessary to abolish private property, that
it was necessary to organise a socialist system—of all
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this the masses of the Russian workers had no inkling.
They scarcely dared to think about abolishing the slav-
ery in which the entire Russian people were submerged
under the autocratic regime, to think about freedom for
the people, to think about the people taking part in the
government of the country. And so, while one section
of Russian Social-Democracy deemed it its duty to carry
its socialist ideas into the labour movement, the other
part, absorbed in the economic struggle—the struggle
for partial improvements in the conditions of the workers
(as for example, reduction of the working day and higher
wages)—was prone to forget entirely its great duty and
its great ideals.

Echoing their like-minded friends in Western Europe
(called Bernsteinians), they said: “For us the movement
is everything—the final aim is nothing.” They were not
in the least interested in what the working class was
fighting for so long as it fought. The so-called farthing
policy developed. Things reached such a pass that, one
fine day, the St. Petersburg newspaper Rabochaya Mysl?
announced. “Our political programme is a ten-hour day
and the restitution of the holidays that were abolished
by the law of June 273(!!!).*

Instead of leading the spontaneous movement, in-
stead of imbuing the masses with Social-Democratic
ideals and guiding them towards the achievement of our
final aim, this section of the Russian Social-Democrats

* It must be stated that lately the St. Petersburg League
of Struggle, and the editorial board of its newspaper, renounced
their previous, exclusively economic, trend, and are now trying
to introduce the idea of the political struggle into their activities.
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became a blind instrument of the movement; it
blindly followed in the wake of the inadequately educated
section of the workers and limited itself to formulating
those needs and requirements of which the masses of the
workers were conscious at the time. In short, it stood and
knocked at an open door, not daring to enter the house.
It proved incapable of explaining to the masses of the
workers either the final aim—socialism, or even the
immediate aim—the overthrow of the autocracy; and
what was still more deplorable, it regarded all this as
useless and even harmful. It looked upon the Russian
workers as children and was afraid of frightening them
with such daring ideas. Nor is this all: in the opinion of
a certain section of Social-Democracy, it was not necessary
to wage a revolutionary struggle to bring about social-
ism; all that was needed, in their opinion, was the eco-
nomic struggle—strikes and trade unions, consumers’
and producers’ co-operative societies, and there you have
socialism. It regarded as mistaken the doctrine of the
old international Social-Democracy that a change in the
existing system and the complete emancipation of the
worke