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® The contribution made to political theo-
ry and practice by Lenin, who entered the
historical scene at the turn of the 19th and
20th centuries, ushered in a new stage
in the development of Marxism and a
new phase in the international working-class
movement. The significance of Lenin’s con-
tribution to the teachings of Marx and
Engels, whether it lies in the field of philo-
sophy, political economy, or scientific com-
munism, is truly great and cannot be over-
estimated. In carrying forward the cause of
Marx and Engels and applying their ideas
to the new historical epoch, Lenin formulat-
ed the answers to the most vital problems
of social development, problems which con-
tinue to agitate the minds of people every-
where and upon whose solution the future
of the revolutionary movement and of all
mankind depends. Lenin’s teaching, Lenin-
ism, is the Marxism of our epoch. Associat-
ed with his name and his teaching are the
prominent revolutionary changes of the 20th
century which have altered the face of the
world and which mark the turn of mankind
towards socialism and communism. Lenin
was history’s first Marxist and working-class
leader to head the popular movement for
the translation into life of the theories of
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scientific communism. He was the first to
direct a victorious proletarian revolution,
and the first leader of a socialist state.

Half a century has passed since Lenin
died. But today we have every right to say
in the words of the famous Soviet poet Vla-
dimir Mayakovsky that

“Lenin
is now
the most live of all living.
Our weapon,
our knowledge,
our power.”

The name of the great leader evokes the
deepest of respect and sincere affection of
millions all over the globe. Lenin’s ideas
guide the socialist nations in their effort to
build a new life. And they are winning over
ever larger segments of the working people
in imperialism’s citadels and in the develop-
ing countries. Interest in Lenin’s writings is
steadily growing among the broadest of
progressive circles. Lenin’s works have been
translated into 125 languages of the world;
according to UNESCO figures, they lead the
world for translated literature. This convin-
cingly shows the triumph of Lenin’s ideas
throughout the world.

Celebrations of the Lenin birth centenary
which were held in more than 120 countries
most strikingly demonstrated the victory of
Leninism. Huge editions of books by and
about Lenin were published; special news-
paper and magazine issues as well as radio
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and TV programmes and films were dedicat-
ed to him; and seminars and conferences
were held to mark the centenary. In a mes-
sage to the UNESCO-sponsored international
symposium on “Lenin and Development of
Science, Culture and Education,” held in
Tampere, Finland, the then UN Secretary-Ge-
neral U Thant noted that the UN Cominis-
sion on Human Rights, in recognition of Le-
nin’s great practical and theoretical contri-
bution to man’s progress, welcomed the
UNESCO General Conference decision to
mark the Lenin Centenary, and called atten-
tion to the historic impact of Lenin’s huma-
nitarian ideas and work on the advancement
and realisation of economic, social and cul-
tural rights.

The highlight of the centenary celebrations
was the commemorative meeting held at the
Moscow Kremlin Palace of Congresses, which
was attended by delegations from many
countries. At the meeting, in a report entitled
“Lenin’s Cause Lives On and Triumphs”, Leo-
nid Brezhnev, General Secretary of the CPSU
Central Committee, spoke of the epoch-mak-
ing significance of Lenin’s role in mankind’s
destinies.

The increasing influence of Leninism on
working people all over the world is bitterly
resented by the ruling quarters in the capi-
talist countries, by capitalism’s apologists
and the propagandists of anti-communism
and anti-Sovietism. Imperialism’s ideologues,
social-reformists and revisionists of Marxism-
Leninism misrepresent Lenin’s ideas and ac-
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tivities, either openly or in the guise of a
pseudo-scientific “impartiality,” and some-
times stooping to the basest of slander. But
all in vain! The truth about Lenin is becom-
ing better and better known everywhere.

The purpose of this biography of Lenin is
to provide a concise account of the great lead-
er's work and teaching, and to stimulate
deeper interest in his writings.

ROAD TO REVOLUTION

® Lenin is the pseudonym which the then
young Russian Marxist revolutionary Vladi-
mir Ulyanov first used for reasons of secrecy
to sign an article written in 1901. And
though he used many other names, it was as
Lenin that his party comrades and the work-
ing masses had known him. And it was
under this name that he became world-fa-
mous as founder of the Soviet state and its
Communist Party, and as the leader of the
world proletariat.

Vladimir Ilyich Ulyanov-Lenin was born
on April 22, 1870 in the Volga town of Sim-
birsk, now Ulyanovsk, where he spent his
childhood and youth, those formative years
that were to transform him into a great re-
volutionary and thinker. The American jour-
nalist John Reed, author of the famous book
about the October Revolution in Russia, “Ten
Days that Shook the World,” wrote after vi-
siting Simbirsk that as he looked at the
Volga’s rolling expanses, he thought that Le-
nin had to be born on the banks of such a
mighty river.
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Still intact is the wooden house in which
Lenin was born, as well as the house to
which his family moved later. Today this is
a museum, where great care has been taken
to reproduce the atmosphere of those years.
Hundreds of thousands of people from all
parts of the world have visited Ulyanovsk to
see Lenin’s birthplace.

Lenin’s parents came of a progressive, de-
mocratic, intellectual milieu. His paternal
grandfather, Nikolai Ulyanov, had been a
serf of an estate in Nizhni Novgorod Guber-
nia; in search of a livelihood he had gone to
Astrakhan where he worked as a tailor and
died in poverty. Lenin’s father, Ilya Nikolaye-
vich, a man of many gifts and great indust-
ry, worked his way through secondary school
and Kazan University, following which he
taught mathematics and physics at various
schools in the cities of Penza and Nizhni
Novgorod. In 1869 he was appointed inspec-
tor and subsequently director of state schools
in Simbirsk Gubernia.

A man of the people, Lenin’s father was
a dedicated educator, and worked indefati-
gably in the field of public education. As Le-
nin’s younger brother Dmitri recalled later:
“Father infected us with a feeling of affec-
tion for the common people, to whose well-
being he devoted all his energies and know-
ledge. For us he was the authority, and an
example of a man with a high standard of
culture and education, an industrious and
noble man, a man of integrity”.

Lenin’s mother, Maria Alexandrovna Ulya-
nova (nee Blank), was the daughter of a



physician. Prior to her marriage she had lived
in the country and was educated at
home. But, as a person of many parts and
abilities, she passed the necessary examina-
tions to be certified as an elementary school-
teacher. She knew several languages, was
fond of music and played the piano, was
good at needlework and, generally, displayed
great industry. She devoted every moment
of her life to her children. As friends of the
family observed, “she was a real friend to
her ‘restless’ brood. Outwardly quiet and se-
rene, she was brimming with some great
inner power; she never complained, never
lost heart, but always silently and proud-
ly assumed one more burden. She was
a person of enormous will power and of a
warm and brave heart.”

The Ulyanovs had six children, all of
whom, with the exception of Olga who died
early, embraced the cause of revolution.
These were, besides Lenin himself, his two
brothers Alexander and Dmitri, and his sis-
ters Anna and Maria.

At the age of nine Lenin entered the Sim-
birsk gymnasium. Highly gifted and diligent,
and well prepared at home, he made excel-
lent progress, and showed a keen interest in
literature, history and languages, including
Latin and Greek. He could freely translate
the ancient classics and spoke and read in
several modern European languages. All this
helped to develop in him an encyclopedic
turn of mind.

The social conditions of the time, the at-
mosphere at home and the example afforded
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by his parents were decisive in moulding his
character and outlook.

Even in his early youth Lenin was able to
discern the reactionary character of the po-
litical and social system in tsarist Russia.
His own observations, complemented by the
stories his father related after visiting one
or another village, and the shocking scenes
of misery, and the suffering of the down-
trodden, ignorant peasants and workingmen,
who were so harshly exploited by the capi-
talist and landowning class and tsarist offi-
cialdom, moved him together with his
brothers and sisters to protest against social
and national inequality and to vow to dedi-
cate their lives to the emancipation of the
working people.

A fondness for reading was a tradition
with the Ulyanovs and to the end of his
days books remained among Lenin’s faithful
friends and companions. In prison, exile or
emigration, his first care was to surround
himself with books. He had done research
in some of the world’s best-known public
libraries, including those in St. Petersburg,
Moscow, London, Paris, Berlin, and Geneva.

Progressive writings, and above all the
works of the great Russian revolutionary
democrats Belinsky, Herzen and Cherny-
shevsky helped develop the revolutionary
outlook of the Ulyanov children. Lenin par-
ticularly admired Chernyshevsky for his in-
tellectual power, who as inspirer and leader
of the Russian revolutionaries of the 1860s,
was close in thought to Marx.

Lenin revealed his revolutionary sentiments
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already in his school compositions. One day,
his teacher, who had always held him up as
an example for his classmates, irascibly ob-
served when returning a composition: “What
are these oppressed classes you've written
about here? Where do they come in?”

In 1887, Vladimir Ulyanov completed his
course at the gymnasium and was the only
pupil in his class to receive a gold medal for
outstanding ability. His headmaster wrote the
lollowing in his student record: “Highly ca-
pable, hard-working and painstaking, Ulyanov
was a top scholar in all forms, and upon com-
pleting the course has been awarded a gold
medal as the most deserving pupil in regard
to progress, development and conduct.”

At the very moment Lenin was taking his
school-leaving examinations the sad news
came of the arrest and subsequent execution
of his elder brother Alexander, a St. Peters-
burg University student, for involvement in a
plot to assassinate Tsar Alexander III. Lenin
loved and greatly respected his brother, with
whom he often discussed social and political
subjects, though, for reasons of secrecy, the
latter had never spoken of his revolutionary
activity to anyone in the family.

Alexander Ulyanov was a member of the
revolutionary wing of the movement known
as Narodism. Though they sought to uphold
popular interests, the Narodniks, ignorant of
the laws of social development, were unable
to find the right road in the struggle against
tsarism and social oppression. Despite Rus-
sia’s rising capitalism, they were convinced
that her life followed its own peculiar pattern
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and that the traditions of rural community
could serve as the starting point for a direct
transition to socialism. They were incapable
of understanding the role of the working class
as the decisive factor in the socialist remaking
of society, adhering as they did to the falla-
cious idealistic theory of “active” heroes and
a passive “mob” that blindly followed in the
wake of the history-making “great persona-
lities.” Part of the revolutionary Narodniks
were of the view that they could rouse the
peasant masses and lead them on to the road
of socialist revolution, while another part,
sceptical of this course, hoped that a small
band of conspirators would be able to seize
power and believed that the main means to
this end were individual acts of terror against
the tsar and his ministers. Though Lenin’s
brother was somewhere halfway between Na-
rodism and Marxism—Lenin had seen “Capi-
tal” in his possession—he was for the most
part a Narodnik.

Subsequently, Lenin was to make a brilliant
Marxist critique of Narodism. While paying
tribute to the heroism of the revolutionary
Narodniks, he at the same time exposed the
untenability of their ideology and tactics.
Then a seventeen-year-old schoolboy, though
stunned by his brother’s execution, and hon-
ouring him for his courage, young Ulyanov
arrived at an important conclusion that was
to shape all his future activity. As his young-
er sister Maria noted later in her recollec-
tions, he had firmly said: “No, we shall not
take that road, that is not the road to follow.”
And as she wrote further, “He began to gird
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himself for that road which he believed would
lead, and indeed, did lead, to victory.”

To continue his education, Lenin decided
to enroll at Kazan University’s Department
of Law, as he was convinced that “it is the
time now to study law and political econo-
my.” It is noteworthy that he took the same
decision as Marx once did: Marx had chosen
a university law course and subsequently de-
voted all of his life to the study of political
economy.

Following Lenin’s enrollment at the univer-
sity, the Ulyanovs moved to Kazan, modestly
subsisting on the pension granted them after
the death of the head of the family, Ilya Ni-
kolayevich Ulyanov, in 1886. However, Le-
nin’s university career was cut short when he
was sent down, arrested and jailed for taking
part in a revolutionary student demonstra-
tion. When the policeman escorting him to
the prison observed: “What’s the use of re-
belling, young man? Don’t you see there's a
wall before you?” Lenin replied: “Yes, but the
wall is rotten. Give it a good push and it will
topple over!” This was an answer of a de-
dicated revolutionary, and not of a casually
involved student. Later, while in prison the
arrested students, who were his cell-mates,
began asking one another what they were
going to do further. When his turn came Le-
nin said with a smile, after a short pause,
during which he seemed to be gathering his
thoughts: “There’s nothing particularly much
for me to think about. My elder brother has
shown me the way.”

Lenin had made his choice, once and for
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all. However, the road he took was a diffe-
rent one than that conceived by his elder
brother and the preceding generations of re-
volutionaries.

The authorities banished Lenin to the vil-
lage of Kokushkino, now Lenino, 40 km from
Kazan. The police department at once in-
structed the Chief of the Kazan Gubernia Gen-
darmerie to “see to it that a strict and secret
watch be kept on the banished Vladimir Ulya-
nov.” After that he was under continuous po-
lice surveillance. While in Kokushkino Lenin
led a secluded life, reading avidly from morn-
ing to night.

In the autumn of 1888, he was allowed to
return to Kazan, but failed to gain re-admis-
sion to the University. On his application the
university administration had written: “Isn’t
this the brother of that Ulyanov? He’s from
the Simbirsk gymnasium too, isn’t he? Not to
be admitted under any circumstances.” He
was also denied a passport for travelling
abroad.

At this time Lenin plunged wheoleheartedly
into a study of Marxist literature, and it was
to become a lifelong rule with him “to take
counsel with Marx.” He had a high opinion
of the writings of G. V. Plekhanov, a Marx-
ist theoretician and propagandist, who in
1883 had organised the first Russian Marx-
ist group—“Emancipation of Labour”—in
Geneva. In his works Plekhanov explained
what Marxism was, criticised Narodism and
applied Marxist principles to the vital ques-
tions of Russian society. In Kazan Lenin
joined a Marxist group, organised by N. I. Fe-
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doseyev, one of Russia’s first Marxists. He
was enthusiastic, and as his sister Anna re-
collected: “He would explain to me with great
fervour and enthusiasm the fundamentals of
Marx’s theory and talk of the new horizons
it opened.”

Of great importance in the formation of
Lenin’s Marxist outlook were the four years
he spent in the mty of Samara, where the
Ulyanovs moved in September 1889. In sum-
mer the family lived at a farmstead near the
village of Alakayevka. In the spring of 1890
Lenin was permitted to take examinations for
a degree in law at the St. Petersburg Univer-
sity. He completed the entire course in the
space of eighteen months of intensive study
at home and passed with honours.

Though he subsequently practised law for
a while as a barrister, he concentrated on the
further study of Marxism. In Samara, he
organised its first Marxist study group, to
whose members he read a number of papers.
It was in Samara, in 1893, that he wrote the
earliest of his works that has come down to
us—*“New Economic Developments in Pea-
sant Life.” This is the first essay of Volume
One of his “Complete Works.” In Samara Le-
nin also made a translation, which unfortu-
nately has not survived, of Marx and Engels’s
“Communist Manifesto.” Among Samara’s
Marxists he quickly gained the reputation of
being a capable theoretician and organiser.
I. K. Lalayants, one of the members of Le-
nin’s group, recollected later: “Simplicity,
tactfulness, a zest for life were remarkably
combined in this twenty-three-year-old man
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with dignity, profound knowledge, ruthless
logical consistency, clear judgement and pre-
cision in definitions.”

In August 1893 Lenin moved to St. Peters-
burg, today Leningrad.

FOUNDER OF COMMUNIST PARTY

@®Lenin’s arrival in St. Petersburg, capital of
the Russian empire and a centre of social and
political activity, initiated a new chapter in
his life, one of direct effort to organise a
Marxist party in Russia.

The turn of the 19th and 20th centuries in
Russia was a time of a marked upsurge in
the working-class movement, the centre of
which was St. Petersburg with its big Puti-
lov, Obukhov, Semyannikov factories and
other mills and plants located in the suburbs
and employing thousands of workers. The
main task Lenin set himself at this time was
to bring to the proletariat the ideas of scien-
tific socialism, to equip the workers with the
all-powerful philosophy of Marxism, and
build up an organisation of revolutionaries
capable of rallying the masses and leading
them in an attack on tsarism and, subsequent-
ly, capitalism. Being in close contact with the
more class-conscious proletarians in St. Pe-
tersburg Lenin matured as leader of the
working class.

At that time there were several Marxist
study groups active in the Russian capital.
They consisted of class-conscious factory
workers and college students, who had only
recently come to Marxism and were still
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unable to apply it to the practical tasks of
revolutionary struggle. An outstanding theo-
retician and practical organiser was needed
who would be able to weld them into a real
fighting force. Lenin achieved this.

After his arrival in St. Petersburg Lenin
established contacts with the group of Marx-
ist students at the Technological Institute. To
this group belonged Pyoir Zaporozhets, Gleb
Krzhizhanovsky, who was to become Chair-
man of the State Planning Commission after
the revolution, the Nevzorov sisters, and Mikh-
ail Silvin. It was at one of the gatherings of
Marxists in the city that Lenin met Nadezh-
da Konstantinovna Krupskaya, who was then
a teacher at a Sunday school for factory
workers, an acquaintance which blossomed in
lifelong love.

Lenin quickly earned the respect of the
group and was looked up to as an outstand-
ing Marxist theoretician. This “arrival from
the Volga” was much talked about among
the “capital’'s Marxists” and though he was
only 23 at the time, he soon came to be
known as ‘“The Old Man” for his encyclope-
dic learning. “And here, in our northern
plains,” Krzhizhanovsky wrote later, “there
appeared an unusual man, who more than
any other understood the power of the wea-
pon forged by the genius of Marx. For him
a Marxist was above all a revolutionary.”
What Russia’s Social-Democratic movement
lacked most then was the ability to unite
theory and practice of revolutionary struggle,
to creatively apply Marxism to Russian rea-
lity. “Social-Democracy,” Lenin wrote, “exist-
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ed without a working-class movement, and as
a political party it was at the embryonic
stage of development.”

Besides studying and propagating Marxism
amidst small underground groups of Social-
Democratic intellectuals, Lenin also gave lec-
tures in Marxist circles of factory workers in
working-class neighbourhoods. With iliustra-
tions drawn directly from the life of his lis-
teners he explained the basic points of
Marx’s “Capital,” presenting the subject in a
way that was understandable to the workers.
Ivan Babushkin, one of Lenin’s listeners,
wrote later: “The lecturer explained the sub-
ject to us in his own words, without reading
from notes; he would try to get us to dis-
agree with him or start a dispute, and then he
would egg us on, making one of us argue his
point of view with another. Our lectures, there-
fore, were very lively and interesting, and
tended to develop a habit for public speak-
ing; this method of study was the best way
of mastering the subject.”

The hard core of progressive, revolutiona-
ry workers that soon emerged consisted.
among others, of I. V. Babushkin, the Bod-
rov brothers, V. A. Knyazev, N. Y. Merkulov.
and V. A. Shelgunov. A wide network of
Marxist circles sprang up in the factory dis-
tricts. The task of leading the working-clas;
mmovement on to the road of open political
struggle was being tackled in earnest and
successfully.

One obstacle that had to be removed was
liberal Narodism into which the revolutiona-
ry Narodism of the 1870s had degenerated.

Ot
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Unless the influence of Narodism among the
masses was overcome, there could be no
thought of further success. The liberal Narod-
niks, who had abandoned all revolutionary
struggle against tsarism in favour of a pro-
gramme of minor reforms, launched violent
attacks against Marxism.

Lenin, who had first criticised liberal Na-
rodism when still in Samara, started a full-
fledged campaign against it in St. Petersburg,
pointing out the untenability of its views and
ripping off its mask of “friends of the peo-
ple.” He dealt with the question in his book,
published in a hectographed form in 1894,
and entitled “What the ‘Friends of the Peo-
ple’ Are and How They Fight the Social-De-
mocrats.” It consisted of three sections, one
providing a comprehensive critique of the
philosophical views of the Narodniks and
mainly of their leading ideologist, N. K. Mi-
khailovsky, the second (the original text of
which has still to be found)—a critique of
their economic views as most clearly expres-
sed in the reactionary Utopian writings of
S. N. Yuzhakov, and the third—a critique of
their political programme and tactics as de-
veloped by S. N. Krivenko.

This is Lenin’s first major work and a
masterly Marxist analysis of Russian reality.
In it Lenin gives a vigorous defence of Marx-
ism and shows a creative approach to ques-
tions of the theory and practice of the work-
ing-class movement. Developing a series of
basic tenets of Marxist sociology and scien-
tific communism, Lenin formulated the im-
mediate objective of the Russian liberation
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movement as the overthrow of tsarist autoc-
racy and abolition of the survivals of feudal
serfdom, which would be followed by a full-
scale struggle against capitalism and for the
remaking of society along socialist lines. He
propounded the idea of an alliance between
the working class and the peasantry and
other non-proletarian strata of the working
masses, pointing out that this was necessary
for achieving victory in the fight for democ-
racy and socialism. Finally, Lenin argued the
need—and he was Russia’s first Marxist to
do so—to organise a revolutionary proleta-
rian party. This, he said, was the most ur-
gent task of Russian Social Democracy.

Defining the prospects ahead of the revolu-
tionary movement, Lenin wrote: *. . .the Rus-
sian WORKER, rising at the head of all the
democratic elements, will overthrow absolut-
ism and lead the RUSSIAN PROLETARIAT
(side by side with the proletariat of ALL
COUNTRIES) along the straight
road of open political strug-
gle to THE VICTORIOUS COMMUNIST
REVOLUTION.”

Lenin’s “What the ‘Friends of the People’
Are and How They Fight the Social-Demo-
crats” furnished a powerful weapon in the
effort to organise a Marxist party; it served
as the ideological platform upon which the
revolutionary Social-Democrats united into
one party. “When this book appeared,” re-
called S. I. Mickiewicz, a member of a Mos-
cow group of Social-Democrats, “Lenin be-
came a still more popular and recognised
authority among the Marxists. The young
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Russian Marxist movement realised that it
had found in him a political leader and an
outstanding theoretician.”

At the same time Lenin had to battle with
the so-called legal Marxists, bourgeois intel-
lectuals who, using ‘“Marxist” phraseology, in
reality concealed capitalism’s contradictions
and sought to make the working-class move-
ment serve bourgeois interests. They discard-
ed Marxism’s basic tenet, namely the teach-
ing on the proletarian revolution and seizure
of power by the working class.

Later, in speaking of the continual struggle
he had to carry on against various ideo-
logical adversaries and against deviations
from Marxism’s revolutionary principles, Le-
nin wrote in one of his private letters: “So
that’s my lot, one fight after another, against
political stupidities, philistinism, opportun-
ism, etc. And it has been so ever since 1893.
And for this I am hated by the philistines.
Still I wouldn’t change this lot for a state of
‘peace’ with them.”

Owing to the work carried out by revolu-
tionary Social-Democracy, Marxism spread in
Russia and became linked with the working-
class movement. Many Russian cities, apart
from the capital, now had their revolutiona-
ry Marxist organisations. Meanwhile in St.
Petersburg, a leading Marxist group, with Le-
nin at its head, emerged which began to di-
rect the activity of the hitherto disunited
groups.

In 1895 Lenin succeeded in getting a pass-
port and went abroad in order to estab-
lish contact with the Marxist “Emancipa-
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tion of Labour” group there. Plekhanov was
greatly impressed by Lenin about whom he
wrote: “A young comrade has been here, who
is very intelligent, well-educated and a gifted
speaker. What luck to have such young peo-
ple in our revolutionary movement!”

While away from Russia Lenin learned
about the working-class movement in West-
ern Europe and met two prominent Socialists
of the time, Paul Lafargue and Wilhelm Lieb-
knecht.

Back home, Lenin imparted fresh drive to
the revolutionary movement among the St.
Petersburg proletariat, and intensified his ef-
fort to establish a Marxist party. He found-
ed “The League of Struggle for the Emanci-
pation of the Working Class” which by the
autumn of 1895 became the leading Social-
Democratic organisation in the Russian capi-
tal. For the first time in Russia an organisa-
tion was founded that wed scientific social-
ism and the working-class movement. Shortly
afterwards, similar ‘“Leagues” were set up
elsewhere in the country.

The police had kept an eye on Lenin’s Lea-
gue and in an early morning raid on Decem-
ber 9, 1895 arrested Lenin along with other
leading members of the League (Vaneyev,
Krzhizhanovsky and Starkov). Lenin was
kept for fourteen months in solitary confine-
ment. But, despite the grim prison conditions,
he continued to direct the Marxist organisa-
tions outside, employing various secret means
and relying on the help of comrades who
were still at liberty, and above all Nadezhda
Krupskaya. While in prison he also wrote a
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number of papers, including the “Draft and
Explanation of a Programme for the Social-
Democratic Party” and gathered material for
a fundamental study of the development of
capitalism in Russia.

In February 1897 the authorities announc-
ed their verdict: Lenin and the other arrested
“League” members were sentenced to exile
for three years in Eastern Siberia. Before
going they were allowed to spend three days
with their families in St. Petersburg. They
used the time in attending clandestine ga-
therings arranged to discuss the “League’s™
further programme of action. It took Lenin
over a fortnight to get to Krasnoyarsk in Si-
beria, where he waited another two months
until he was finally told his destination, the
backwoods village of Shushenskoye in the
Minusinsk district, at the foot of the Sayan
mountain range. While in Krasnoyarsk Le-
nin met other banished revolutionaries, made
contacts, and worked in the private library
of the well-known local merchant-bibliophile
Yudin. In a letter to his relatives he wrote:
“Yesterday I managed to find the famous lo-
cal library belonging to Yudin. I have not
seen all his library by far, but in any case
it is an excellent collection of books. There
are, for example, complete sets of journals
(the most important) from the end of the
18th century up to date. I hope 1 shall be
able to make use of them as necessary refe-
rence material for the information I need so
much for my work.”

On May 8, 1897, Lenin began the life of an
exile, under the never-relaxing surveillance of
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the police. A year later Nadezhda Krupskaya,
who had also been banished for the in-
volvement in the “League,” arrived in Shu-
shenskoye with her mother. Here she and Le-
nin were married, and throughout their life
together she remained his loyal companion
and helper, equally dedicated to the cause of
the revolution.

While in exile Lenin read and wrote much,
working into the early hours of the morning
by the light of a kerosene lamp in the log ca-
bin where he lived with his wife. This fact
was noted in a report by the policeman as-
signed to keep the exile under surveillance:
“Keeps on writing all the time. Must be a
writer. I have already informed the district
police chief that I'm afraid no good will
come of his writing.”

In his three years in Siberia Lenin wrote
more than thirty works, all of which are of
great theoretical and political significance.
Among them is his fundamental ‘“The Deve-
lopment of Capitalism in Russia,” which com-
plements Marx’s analysis of the rise and the
essence of capitalism. “It is inferesting to
note,” Lenin wrote, “how far the main fea-
tures of this general process in Western Eu-
rope and in Russia are identical, notwithstand-
ing the tremendous peculiarities of the latte'r,
in both the economic and non-economic
spheres.” Lenin’s profound analysis of Rus-
sia’s socio-economic relationships provided a
{irm theoretical basis upon which to develop
the programme, strategy and tactics of a
Marxist party. Another work by Lenin which
also gained wide currency among the advanc-
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ed segment of the Russian working class was
the pamphlet “The Tasks of the Russian So-
cial-Democrats,” which dealt with the ques-
tion of the relationship between the democ-
ratic and socialist objectives of the proleta-
riat, and of the Russian working-class move-
ment.

In 1898 the representatives of several Rus-
sian Social-Democratic organisations held
their First Congress at which they announc-
ed the foundation of the Russian Social-De-
mocratic Labour Party (RSDLP). In actual
fact, however, no party was formed, since
the congress adopted neither programme nor
rules, and furthermore, the Social-Democratic
organisations represented lacked ideological
and organisational unity.

There emerged at this time within the
ranks of Social-Democracy the opportunist
trend of “Economism,” the Russian version
of revisionism in the international socialist
movement. The “Economists,” followers of
the ideologist of revisionism, the German So-
cial-Democrat, E. Bernstein, maintained that
the main task of the working-class movement
was to wage an economic struggle (for high-
er pay, a shorter working day, etc.). They
were against a political struggle for proleta-
rian democracy and power and denicd the
need for an independent proletarian political
party. Like Bernstein, they held that “the
movement is everything, the final aim no-
thing.” They said that a socialist revolution
was unnecessary and demanded only that the
ruling exploiting class carry out reforms and
improve the conditions of workers. In other
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words, they called for measures that would
not impinge upon capitalism’s foundations.
Lenin pointed out that it was vital resolutely
to repulse revisionism and the “Economists.”
To this end he wrote the “Protest by Rus-
sian Social-Democrats” which 17 Marxist
exiles in the Minusinsk district discussed and
signed.

In conditions of ideological confusion and
organisational disunity, Lenin evolved the
only correct solution for Russian Social-De-
mocracy; he drafted a plan for the establish-
ment of a Marxist party and pointed out that
it was necessary for this purpose to start a
national clandestine political newspaper and
through it rally the country’s revolutionary
Social-Democrats on the basis of the prin-
ciples of Marxism.

As the end of his term of exile approached,
Lenin pondered all the more intensively over
the entire range of problems related to the
organisation of a party. “I shall never forget
one of my walks with Lenin on the banks of
the broad Yenisei,” Krzhizhanovsky recollect-
ed. “It was a frosty moonlit night, and the
Siberian snows spread before us in an end-
less glittering waste. Lenin spoke with en-
thusiasm of his plans when he would return
to Russia. He concentrated on problems of
organising a central party paper, of publish-
ing it abroad and of building up a party by
means of this paper, which would represent
the scaffolding, as it were, for the erection
of the entire edifice of the revolutionary or-
ganisation of the proletariat.”

On January 29, 1900, the term of exile came
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to an end. And on that véry day, despite the
bitter cold, Lenin and his wife and mother-
in-law set off from Shushenskoye across
snow-swept Siberia for the railway station of
Achinsk, where they were to take the train to
Ufa. Here Krupskaya was to spend the re-
maining year of her term of exile. Meanwhile
Lenin himself, who was not permitted to live
in the capital and many other cities, chose
Pskov as his place of ‘“free” residence.

Within a short time, Lenin had visited
Moscow, St. Petersburg, Nizhni Novgorod,
Ufa, Samara, Riga, Smolensk and Syzran,
where he met with Social-Democrats and dis-
cussed with them his plans for starting a
revolutionary Marxist paper. The police con-
tinued to keep close watch on him; a Colonel
Zubatov of the gendarmerie noted that “there
is nobody bigger than Ulyanov in the revolu-
tion today.”

In the early years of the 20th century large-
scale class battles broke out in Russia,
which at once placed its proletariat in the
van of the international working-class move-
ment and made the country itself the focal
point of the world revolutionary process.
There arose the pressing need for a working-
class party that could lead the masses in the
fight against tsarism and capitalism.

Lenin sought to set up a party of a new
type, a party that would be different from
the West-European Social-Democratic parties
in which opportunism was tolerated and
which, because of that, were growing increas-
ingly reformist. In its principle, form and me-
thod, he maintained, the party of a new type
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should meet the requirements of the new
historical epoch of socialist revolution. And
he devoted all his unquenchable energy and
theoretical and organisational genius to the
accomplishment of this epoch-making objec-
tive.

In the summer of 1900 Lenin went to Swil-
zerland. This was his first forced emigration.
In Geneva he discussed with Plekhanov and
other members of the “Emancipation of La-
bour” group plans to start an all-Russia
working-class paper, which, as a collective
propagandist, agitator and organiser, would
pave the way for the founding of a party.
These talks were extremely heated for Ple-
khanov was arrogant and dictatorial. But an
understanding was reached, though with
great difficulty, on the joint publication of a
newspaper to be called “Iskra” (Spark). The
entire episode was described by Lenin in an
article called “How the ‘Spark’ Was Nearly
Extinguished.”

The symbolic name of the paper is ex-
plained by its motto: “The spark will kindle
a flame,” a quotation taken from the reply
by exiled Decembrists (participants in the
unsuccessful mutiny against the tsar in De-
cember 1825) to the great Russian poet Ale-
xander Pushkin. “Iskra’ was published in Lei-
pzig and Munich and later in London and
Geneva.

“Iskra’” was conceived by Lenin; he was its
heart and soul, its actual editor. In the more
than fifty articles he published in it, he set
out a programme for forming a party and
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discussed questions of revolutionary theory
and practice. The first issue, which came oult
in December 1900, carried his programme
article “The Urgent Tasks of Our Move-
ment,” in which he wrote: “Before us, in all
its strength, towers the enemy fortress which
is raining shot and shell upon us, mowing
down our best fighters. We must capture this
fortress, and we will capture it, if we\unite
all the forces of the awakening proletariat
with all the forces of the Russian revolution-
aries into one party which will attract all
that is vital and honest in Russia. Only then
will the great prophecy of the Russian work-
cr-revolutionary, Pyotr Alexeyev, be ful-
filled: ‘The muscular arm of the working mil-
lions will be lifted and the yoke of despo-
tism, guarded by the soldiers’ bayonets, will
be smashed to atoms!’” (These were the
words with which Pyotr Alexeyev concluded
his statement in court when on trial in March
1877.)

The difficulties that stood in the way of
publication and circulation of “Iskra” seemed
well-nigh insuperable. However, they were
overcome owing to the courage and hard
work of Lenin and his comrades. The paper
was smuggled into Russia and illicitly distri-
buted there. It quickly became popular with
the workers. “The finest elements in the class-
conscious proletariat sided with ‘Iskra,”” Le-
nin noted with gratification. The workers
themselves attested to this fact. One letter to
the editor said: “I have shown ‘Iskra’ to
many comrades. It's almost in shreds and
yet it is precious ... It tells about our cause,
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all about our Russian cause, which you
can’t price in kopecks or count in hours.
When you read it, you understand why the
gendarmes and the police are afraid of us
workers and of the intellectuals whose lead
we follow.” .

“Iskra” successfully discharged its mission.
It exposed opportunism, and rallied revolq-
tionaries around Lenin. An important contri-
bution to the effort to found a proletarian
parly of a new type and develop Marxism
and the teaching on the party was made by
Lenin in his book “What Is to Be Doqe?
Burning Questions of Qur Movement,” \\_fluch
was published in Stuttgart in 1902. In it, as
in “Iskra,” Lenin attacked revisionism, social-
reformism and the “Economists,’ and dis-
cussed crucial questions of party structure,
strategy and policy. He contended that on}y
a party equipped with advanced Marxist
theory could fulfil its role of the foremost
fighter, of leader of the working class. He
advanced the thesis that it was essential to
propagate socialist ideas among the proleta-
rian masses and outlined the concrete tasks
facing the working class as the vanguard and
leader in the movement to emancipate the
toiling masses. Under Lenin’s direction the
“Iskra” editorial board drafted a party pro-
gramme. Lenin himself drew up the party ru-
les and formulated its organisational prin-
ciples. _

A particularly urgent question at that time,
especially in view of the attitude adopteq
by the Bund—the General Jewish Workers
Union of Lithuania, Poland and Russia—was
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the question of the internationalist character
of parly structure and activity. The Bund-
ists arrogated to themselves the role of sole
spokesman for Jewish workers, and, clinging
to separatism, demanded the establishment
of autonomous national Social-Democratic
parties that would be independent of the
RSDLP and only federated with each other.
Lenin condemned both anti-Semitism and
Zionism pointing out that the Jewish ques-
lion could be solved only together with the
basic issues of the struggle for democracy
and socialism. The Bund, he observed, was
speculating with “the idea that the Jews
form a separate nation,” an idea which was
Zionist, scientifically untenable and political-
ly reactionary.

In his article “Does the Jewish Proletariat
Need an ‘Independent Political Party’?” Le-
nin criticised the Bundist approach. He
wrote: “...in matters pertaining to the strug-
gle against the autocracy, the struggle against
the bourgeoisie of Russia as a whole, we
must act as a single and centralised militant
organisation, have behind us the whole of
the proletariat, without distinction of Ilan-
guage or nationality, a proletariat whose unity
is cemented by the continual joint solution of
problems of theory and practice, of tactics
and organisation; and we must not sel up
organisations that would march separately,
cach along its own track; we must not weak-
en the force of our offensive by breaking
up into numerous independent political par-
ties; we must not introduce estrangement and
isolation and then have to heal an artificially
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implanted disease with the aid of these no-
torious ‘federation’ plasters.”

The RSDLP held its Second Congress in
July-August 1903, first in Brussels, and then,
because of police intervention, in London. In
attendance were 43 delegates from 26 orga-
nisations. Owing to the heterogeneous compo-
sition—besides staunch Iskraites, there were
outright opportunists and waverers—a bitter
struggle developed at the congress, which
focused on the party programme and rules.
Delegates greatly admired Lenin’s unflagging
zeal; he chaired many of the meetings, pre-
sented reports, drafted resolutions, and dis-
cussed matters with the delegates. M. N. Lya-
dov, a veteran Party member and a delegate
from Saratov, summed up his observations as
follows: “One felt one was dealing with a
real party leader.”

In fierce grapples with the “Economists,”
Bundists and other opportunists, Lenin and
the Iskraites managed to put through their
programme, which set as the immediate aim
the overthrow of tsarism by means of a de-
mocratic revolution and as the ultimate aim
the waging of a socialist revolution, the estab-
lishment of a proletarian dictatorship and
the building of socialism.

Heated arguments flared up over Lenin’s
report on the party rules. Lenin firmly up-
held the principles of democratic centralism
in party structure and activity, which would
ensure party unity and discipline. “Eve-
ry Party member is responsible for the
Party, and the Party is respon-
sible for ever yoneof its mem-
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bers,” he emphasised. The opportunists
led by Martov assailed Lenin’s principles of
party organisation, and proposed that party
membership be open to all who wished to
join, without demanding from them obser-
vance of the norms of party life and party
discipline or active involvement in the work
of party organisations.

The Second Congress of the RSDLP united
the revolutionary Marxist organisations and
set up a working-class party on the basis of
the ideological, political and organisational
principles worked out by Lenin.

However, at this congress two trends
within the Party were revealed. One of them,
a revolutionary trend, was represented by
Lenin and his supporters who received a ma-
jority of votes at the elections to the leading
Party bodies, and came to be called Bolshe-
viks. The other trend was opportunist (Men-
sheviks) and was headed by Martov, Plekha-
nov, Dan, Potresov and others.

The Bolsheviks had the qualities that a
proletarian party of a new type should have.
Addressing the meeting held in Moscow on
July 13, 1973, marking the 70th anniversary
of the Second RSDLP Congress, Leonid Brezh-
nev, General Secretary of the Central Com-
mittee of the CPSU, said: “The outstanding
role of this event in the history of the great
struggle for the victory of the revolution and
socialism is determined, if you put it in a
nutshell, by the fact that at this Congress
the Party of Bolsheviks was founded—or glo-
rious Leninist Party.

“Looking back today at this past, remote
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but nonetheless close to us, we cannot but
admire the deeds of Lenin and his comrades-
in-arms who created our Parly, the first
parly of a new lype, and who led it, in de-
fiance of hostile whirlwinds, through the bar-
ricades of 1905, to the revolution of February
1917, and from February 1917 to the victory
of the Great October Revolution . ..

“Qur Party has proved to be equai to the
task. It succeeded in paving hitherto un-
known ways from capitalism to socialism. Il
succeeded, having won the boundless confi-
dence of the working class, and all the work-
ing people, in creating a developed socialist
society, a state of the whole people, bring-
ing the world’s largest country onto the high
road of communist construction.”

For Soviet Communists, Lenin and those
who fought and won victories together with
him have always been-and will remain an
inspiring ideal. After Lenin’s death, it has be-
come a tradition, when Party membership
cards are exchanged, to put Lenin’s name on
card No. 1. This is not merely a symbolic act
but an expression of the Soviet Communist
Party’s loyalty to the ideas of Leninism and
its readiness to devote all its strength to the
cause of carrying out Lenin’s behests.

The Second RSDLP Congress marked a
lurning point in the Russian and the inter-
national working-class movement. In his re-
port “The Second Congress of the RSDLP
and its Historic Significance” at the meeting
commemorating the 70th anniversary of
the Congress, M. A. Suslov, Secretary of lhe
CPSU Central Committee, said that “the
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emergence of the Bolshevik Party was an
event of epoch-making significance ushering
in a new stage in the development  of the
Russian and the world working-class move-
ment and marking a decisive turn from the
old Social-Democratic parties to a proletarian
party of a new type on an international
scale.” For the first time in history the work-
ing class had an organisation which was able,
in the new historical conditions, in an epoch
of great social upheavals and revolutions, to
direct its struggle for social emancipation, for
the triumph of communist ideals.

The proletarian party of a new type is
Lenin’s greal legacy to the world revolu-
tionary movement and the builders of social-
ism and communism.

Shortly after the congress the Mensheviks
engineered what Martov called “an uprising
against Leninism.” They engaged in direct di-
visive tactics and obstructed the carrying out
of the congress decisions. Lenin exposed the
schismatic, anti-party doings of the Menshe-
viks, including Trotsky, who opposed Lenin’s
ideas on party organisation and sided with
the Mensheviks. In his “One Step Forward,
Two Steps Back,” which was published in
Geneva in 1904, Lenin analysed the work of
the Second Congress, criticised Menshevik
opportunism with regard to Parly slructure
and developed his teaching on the proleta-
rian party of a new type.

According to Lenin the proletarian party
is the supreme form of working class orga-
nisalion, the vanguard and leader of the
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working class, which, as a union of' persons
having the same conviclions, comprises class-
conscious workers dedicated to the commun-
ist cause and the best representatives of othpr
segments of the working masses. II} all ‘ its
work it is guided by Marxism, Wthh. gives
a scientific explanation of the laws of social
development, and which shows t.he surest
road to emancipation of the working people
from social and national oppression and .tQ
socialism and communism. Firmly adhering
lo the Marxist method and teaching, it deve-
lops revolutionary theory and creatively ap-
plies it in its work.

As the organised detachment of the work-
ing class, the party draws its stren_gth from
its ideological and organisational unity, from
the joint resolve and action of all_ party or-
ganisations and members. It is bqllt on Fhe
principles of democratic centrahsm,.wh{ch
imply inner-party democracy, the gth\'e in-
volvement of members in parly affairs and
collective leadership, on the one hand, gnd
on the other, centralised structure, direction
of party activity from one single centre, cou-
scious and strict discipline that is binding on
all members, and the subordination of the
minority to the majority and of the lower or-
ganisalions to the higher. -

The proletarian party of a new type is pro-
foundly internalionalist in ideology and acti-
vity. Lenin’s party emerged and'develop_ed as
a party of genuine proletarian international-
ists, integrating within its ran_ks advancgd
proletarians of every nationality. From its
inception, the Bolshevik Party has been a
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part of the inlernational working-class move-
ment.

Lenin pointed out that a salient featurc of
this new prolelarian party, an indispensable
condition for its further development and
successful carrying out of the tasks before
it, is the maintenance of close ties with the
entire working class and with the toiling mas-
ses generally. He emphasised that the Com-
munist Party must be truly communist in
action as well as in name. And this, he said,
depends both on the party’s composition and
on ‘“the men that lead it, and the content of
its actions and its political tactics. Only this
latter determines whether we really have be-
fore us a political party of the proletariat.”

In developing his theory about a proleta-
rian party of a new type and in founding
such a party, Lenin rendered an invaluable
service to the world working class. The Par-
ty he founded, the Bolshevik Communist
Party, has become a model for Marxists in
all lands. The history of the Communist and
Workers’ Parties of different countries con-
vincingly demonstrates that they derive their
strength from their adherence to Lenin’s
ideological and organisational principles and
the Leninist norms of party life.

STRATEGIST OF CLASS BATTLES

@® The popular revoluiion whose inevitable
approach Lenin had many times noted in his
writings, broke out on January 9, 1905, in St.
Petersburg. On that day—which has come to
be known as the Bloody Sunday—a peaceful
demonstration of factory workers was fired
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on by tsarist troops. The incident deeply
shocked the nation, and marked the begin-
ning of revolutionary unrest in the country
that lasted for more than two years.

As soon as Lenin, then in political emigra-
tion in Geneva, learned what had happened
in the Russian capital, he wrote a series of
articles beginning with “Revolution in Rus-
sia.” In them he discussed the substance and
motive forces of this revolution, which prov-
ed to be the first popular bourgeois-democra-
tic revolution in the epoch of imperialism.
Besides defining Bolshevik strategy and tac-
tics, he attacked Menshevist opportunism, ex-
posed the conciliatory attitude of bourgeois
liberalism which was seeking to make a deal
with tsarism, and demonstrated the incon-
sistency of the ideological platform and the
adventurism of the activities of the petty-
bourgeois party of “Socialist Revolutionaries”
(the SR’s). Lenin’s ideas and programme con-
cerning Bolshevik action in the conditions of
revolution were reflected in the decisions of
the RSDLP’s Third Congress held in London
in the spring of 1905. As some delegates not-
ed, Lenin was the “heart and brain of the
congress.” Pursuing their divisive tactics, the
Mensheviks declined to attend and held a
parallel conference in Geneva.

Shortly after the congress, Lenin wrole his
“Two Tactics of Social-Democracy in the De-
mocratic Revolution,” in which he analysed
the main difference between the decisions of
the Bolshevik congress and of the Menshevik
conference, and summing up the experience
of struggle showed the correctness of the Bol-



shevik line. For Bolsheviks this book provid-
ed a guide to action; the Bolshevik V. V.
Adoratsky, commenting on its significance,
said: “We all felt that the interests of the
development of the revolution could not have
been upheld more correctly, more consistent-
ly and with greater talent than was done by
Vladimir Ilyich.”

In this book and in other writings Lenin
developed the Marxist theory of revolution,
drawing the imporlant conclusion that in the
context of social development the working
class possessed a power far greater than its
numerical strength would suggest. He elabo-
rated the idea of proletarian hegemony in
revolution and defined the relationship be-
tween democratic and socialist revolutions.
Under imperialism, which is characterised by
acute antagonisms between labour and capi-
tal, with the bourgeoisie joining the reactio-
naries, Lenin pointed out, it is the working
class that stands forth as the most consistent
fighter for democracy. Proletarian hegemony
ensures the full victory of democratic revo-
lution, while holding out the prospect of its
development into a socialist one. The chief
ally of the working class in a democratic re-
volution is the peasantry that seeks to abol-
ish landlordism and all survivals of feudal
serfdom. Not the bourgeoisie’s advent to po-
wer, but the institulion of a revolutionary
democratic authority—the dictatorship of the
proletariat and the peasantry—creates condi-
tions for the full victory of a democratic re-
volution and paves the way for the immedi-
ate transition to the struggle for socialism. In
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this connection Lenin praised the Soviets of
Workers’ Depulics, the Soviets of Soldiers’
Deputies and the Peasant Revolulionary Com-
mittees which the people set up in the course
of the first Russian revolution. He described
the Soviels as the cmbryo of genuine peo-
ple’s power.

Already in those early days, Lenin advanc-
ed what was in effect the idea of a united
democratic front, a “Left-bloc policy” in the
movement against isarism - and all reactio-
nary forces. He said that it was necessary
to achieve ‘““the unification of all the genuine-
ly revolutionary forces, of all the forces that
are already operating in a revolutionary fash-
ion.” In a letter entitled “Our Tasks and
the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies,” Lenin
pointed out that not only workers but sea-
men, soldiers, peasants, revolutionary bour-
geois intellectuals, office employees, in short,
“every group of the population” prepared to
strive for a democratic programme, for the
betterment of the life of all the working mas-
ses, should be represented in the Soviets.

“We,” Lenin wrote, “are not afraid of so
broad and mixed a composition—indeed, we
want it, for unless the proletariat and the
peasantry unite and unless the Social-Demo-
crals and revolutionary democrats form a
fighting alliance, the great Russian revolution
cannot be fully successful. It will be a tem-
porary alliance that is to fulfil clearly de-
fined immediate practical tasks, while the
more important interests of the socialist pro-
letariat, its fundamental interests and ulti-
mate goals, will be steadfastly upheld by the
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independent and consistently principled Rus-
sian Social-Democratic Labour Party... The
essential thing is that the main, purely prole-
tarian body of the provisional revolutionary
government should be strong.”

Lenin considered the “Left-bloc policy” an
important question of principle. Whether in
a revolution or in parliamentary struggle it
means class demarcation of the proletariat
from all bourgeois and petty-bourgeois par-

ties in order to achieve socialist aims; joint &

action by the working class and non-prole-
tarian segments of the working masses and
the petty bourgeoisie; the right and the duty
of the Marxist proletarian party to guide the
petty-bourgeois democratic parties; and pro-
letarian hegemony in the struggle waged by
the entire revolutionary democracy against
autocracy and the vacillating counter-revolu-
tionary bourgeoisie. In the democratic move-
ment, Lenin emphasised, it is necessary for
the proletarian party to adopt this policy.

Lenin attached great significance to the
work carried on by the proletariat and its
party among the younger generation, and
to their effort to draw the youth into the re-
volutionary movement led by the working
class. In his articles “The Tasks of the Re-
volutionary Youth,” and “The Student Move-
ment and the Present Political Situation” he
urged revolutionary Social-Democrats and
Communists to take an active part in the
youth and student movement, to propagate
within it the ideas of scienlific socialism, to
combat the influence of Right-wing and “Left-
ist” adventurists, to rally it around the
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working class, and to secure joint action by
the working-class and student youth. Contact
with the proletariat, he observed, helps to de-
velop healthy revolutionary spirit among
the student youth. Only under the guidance
of the working class will the student move-
ment acquire determination and consistency.

Meanwhile in the specific conditions ob-
taining during the 1905 revolution Lenin
maintained that only a popular nationwide
armed uprising could depose the tsar and
crush the resistance of tsarism’s bureaucra-
tic police machine. He analysed and argued
the need for such forms of struggle as mass
political strike and political demonstration
and examined the relationship between strike
and armed uprising.

The Mensheviks believed that in Russia
loo, as during earlier bourgeois revolutions
in Western Europe, revolution should be di-
rected by the bourgeoisie and should lead to
the victory of the bourgeoisie. They spurned
the idea of proletarian hegemony and denied
the peasaniry its revolutionary role. They
were opposed to an armed uprising, which,
they said, would alienate the bourgeoisie
from revolution.

Equally fallacious was the approach taken
by Trotsky, who, as Lenin said, “abandoned
Menshevism in 1904, returned to the Menshe-
viks in 1905 and merely flaunted ultra-revo-
lutionary phrases.”

With borrowings from the German Social-
Democrat Parvus, Trotsky put together his
so-called “theory of permanent revolution.”
The term ‘“permanent revolution” was used
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by Marx and Engels when they atlacked the

idea of subordinating the working-class move-
ment to the bourgeoisie in a bourgeois-de-
mocratic revolution and emphasised that the
proletariat should advance beyond a bour-
geois or petty-bourgeois democracy. Trotsky’s
“theory,” however, had nothing at all in com-
mon with this, and, as he himself had ad-
mitted, it fundamentally differed from Le-
nin’s thesis on developing the bourgeois-de-
mocratic revolution into a socialist one.

In Trotsky’s writings, “permanency” does
not mean the phased development of revolu-
tion, it means the simultaneous tackling of
all the political tasks confronting the proleta-
riat. He maintained that the proletariat must
at once depose tsarist autocracy, establish its
own dictatorship, effect democratic reforms,
remake society along socialist lines, ensure
the victory of the revolution on a national
scale, and promote it on an international
plane. And, like the Mensheviks, he denied the
peasantry’s revolutionary role and the need
for a worker-peasant alliance and rejected
proletarian hegemony.

In place of painstaking ecffort to win the
masses over to revolution, Trotsky was in ef-
fect calling for haphazard, unorganised and
unprepared riols.

Confusing lhe aims of the (wo—democra-
lic and socialist—phases of revolution, Trols-
ky advanced the formally “Leftist” but ac-
tually opportunistic, adventuristic slogan of
“No tsar, but a workers’ government.”
As Lenin said, “Trotsky’s major mistake is
that he ignores the bourgeois character of
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the revolution and has no clear conceplion of
the transition from this revolution to the so-
cialist revolution,” and *. .. he has never been
able to form any definite views on the role
of the proletariat in the Russian bourgeois re-
volution.” Later, speaking ironically of Trots-
ky’s “original” theory, Lenin remarked that

“life has been bypassing this
ry.’7

splendid theo-

With every month, in 1905, the revolution
in Russia gained momentum. By autumn, the
class struggle had reached an acute stage.
The nationwide political strike in October
forced the tsar to issue a manifesto hypocri-
tically proclaiming certain political liberties
and announcing the formation of a parlia-
mentary body with legislative functions——the
State Duma.

Only now could Lenin safely return home
from “hateful emigralion.” On November 8,
1905 he arrived in St. Petersburg. With cha-
racteristic vigour he directed the activities
of both the Central and St. Petersburg Bol-
shevik Committees, preparations for an arm-
ed uprising, and the work of the editors of
the newspapers “Vperyod,” “Novaya Zhizn”
and “Proletary.” He gathered around “No-
vaya Zhizn” (New Life), the first legal Bol-
shevik paper which had close ties with party
organisations and revolutionary workers, the
party’s best writers including M. S. Olminsky,
V. V. Vorovsky, A.V. Lunacharsky and
V. D. Bonch-Bruyevich; Maxim Gorky, father
of proletarian literature, also wrote for the
paper.

The culmination of the revolution was the
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December armed uprising in Moscow. How-
ever, the odds were too great. The Moscow
uprising was not supported by similar revo-
lutionary actions in other cities, and it was
quashed. A period of decline of the revolu-
tionary movement set in, though there was
fierce rearguard fighting.

The Fourth (Unity) Congress of (he
RSDLP, which both Bolsheviks and Menshe-
viks attended, was held in Stockholm in Ap-
ril 1906. Against fierce attacks by the Men-
sheviks, Lenin upheld the Bolshevik tactics
in the revolution and elaborated upon its
prospects. In his report on the agrarian ques-
tion he argued that it was imperative to
confiscate the landed estates and nationalise
the land. This, he pointed out, accorded with
the peasantry’s aspirations and the interests
of the development of the revolution.

In the late summer of 1906 intensified po-
lice persecution forced Lenin once again to
go abroad, this time to Finland.

In the spring of 1907 the RSDLP held in
London its Fifth Congress to discuss ques-
tions concerning the Party’s attitude to bour-
geois parties, tactics in the State Duma and
relations between the proletarian party and
the trade unions. Gorky, who was present at
this congress, has left the following vivid port-
rait of Lenin as orator and as the tribunc
of the revolution. “Lenin,” wrote Gorky,
“did not try to invent fine phrases. He set
things forth word by word, revealing each in
its precise meaning, and with amazing ease.
It is very difficult to convey the unusual im-
pression he made.
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“His arm outstrelched and slightly raised,
he seemed to weigh every word in his open
palm, winnowing away his opponents’ fine
talk and replacing it with weighty arguments,
demonstrating the right and the duty of the
working class to take its own way rather than
follow, or even accompany the liberal bour-
geoisie. All this was unaccustomed, and il
was said not as though coming from him,
Lenin, but as the dictate of history. There
was a monolithic completeness, directness
and force in his speech, and his entire figure
as he stood on the rostrum produced the im-
pression of a classical statue with everything
that was needed and not one unnecessary de-
tail, not one embellishment. Indeed, if there
were any, they could not be seen, being as
natural as the two eyes in one’s face or
the five fingers on one’s hand... His speech
always produced the physical sensation of in-
contestable truth.”

For a number of reasons, both objective
and subjective, the first Russian revolution
failed. However, it was of colossal significance
in that it had schooled the proletariat and
the masses generally in the class struggle.
Later Lenin called it the dress rehearsal for
the Great October Socialist Revolution of
1917.

Having held out in the face of the revolu-
lionary onslaught, tsarism now sought re-
venge. What Lenin called the hellishly difficult
yvears of reaction began. Revolutionaries, and
above all, Bolsheviks, were subjected to cruel
reprisals. Hundreds were executed and thous-
ands more were imprisoned or exiled or sen-
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tenced to penal servitude. Lenin had to flee
Russia; in December 1907, dodging police
sleuths, he walked, at great risk, across the
as yet thin ice of the Gulf of Finland towards
a place where a steamer was to pick him up
and take him to Stockholm. Nadezhda Krup-
skaya soon joined him, and together they left
for Geneva 1o begin a second period in emi-
gration that was to last for almost ten years.
After a year in Switzerland, in late 1908 they
moved to Paris. “It was difficult for us, after
the revolution, to get used to life in emigra-
tion again,” Krupskaya recollected later.

Here is an account of their stay in Geneva
provided by a Swiss Social-Democratic lead-
er: “The year is 1908. Lenin and his wife
have just returned to Geneva and are living
at 61, rue des Maraichers. The furniture of
this tiny two-room f{lat consisted of two iron
bedsteads, a rickety table covered with piles
of magazines and brochures, a few kilchen
utensils, three stools, and that was the lot.

“One day I arrived at the rue des Ma-
raichers... to find Comrade Lenin helping
his wife with the house-work. . .

“When his wife was not at home Comrade
Lenin would go and have a meal for 80
centimes in a small restaurant on the rue de
Carouge, run by a Russian emigre.

“...The political refugee Ulyanov, a man
of remarkable intelligence, could speak and
write German, English and French fluently.

“...He was a frequent visitor to the Univer-
sity library and the Lecture Society.”

Inleresting too is the recollection of Pal
Petrovski, a young Hungarian worker em-
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ployed at a garments faclory in Paris, who
altended gatherings of Russian emigre So-
cial-Democrats. IHe wrote:

“I visited them for the first time in 1908.
There were about thirty people, most of them
workers, gathered in the premises of a club
for Russian emigres. They were sitting round
a table listening carefully to a simply-dres-
sed man with a gingery beard.

“*“That’s Vladimir Ilyich, they explained lo
me.

“I had never seen Ilyich before. At the
first glance there was nothing particularly
striking about him. His clothes and small
pointed beard were just the same as those
worn by many French workers at that time.
lle would have not attracted anyone’s atten-
lion in a factory or on the street. But here
among the Russian emigres it was obvious at
once that Vladimir Ilyich was a leader. He
was the person to whom everyone put their
(uestions, from whom everyone expected an
answer 1o difficult problems, who explained
everything. He was always the cenire of at-
tention and was an acknowledged leader.
You could see this immedialely because all
{the members of the circle treated him with
great affection and respect.”

From Russia, meanwhile, camc news aboul
the brulalities of reaclion and of pessimism
and confusion, especially among the intellec-
{uals. The Mensheviks were panic-stricken
and cried: “They should not have taken up
arms.” They now tried to adapt to tsarism
by liquidating the revolutionary proletarian
party and replacing it by a legal, in effect,
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non-parly organisation—for which they
came to be known as the Liquidators.

Lenin described the Bolshevik approach as
follows: “We knew how to work during the
long years preceding the revolution. Not for
nothing do they say we are as hard as rock.
The Social-Democrats have built a proleta-
rian party which will not be disheartened by

the failure of the first armed onslaught, will |

not lose its head, nor be carried away by
adventures. That parly is marching to social-
ism, without tying itself or its future to the
outcome of any particular period of bour-
geois revolutions. That is precisely why it is
also free of the weaker aspects of bourgeois
revolutions. And this proletarian parly is
marching to victory.” Belief in the ultimate
vicfory of the revolution, coupled wilh an un-
flagging effort to win this victory, and po-
litical realism and optimism were ever cha-
racteristic of Lenin.

At this juncture Lenin believed that the
main task was to preserve and consolidate
the illegal proletarian parly in Russia, to
uphold the principles of Marxism and the
party’s programme and strategy, and to sum
up the experience of the 1905-07 revolution.
Lenin directed party conferences, Cent-
ral Committee plenary meetings and a meelt-
ing of the enlarged editorial board of the
newspaper “Proletary” held to chart the par-
ty line. He was the moving spirit behind the
RSDLP’s central organ ‘“Sotsial-Demokrat”
which began to be published underground
from February 1908. To teach theory to par-
ty workers, in 1911 Lenin organised at Long-

50

jumeau, oulside Paris, a party school, where
he gave more than fifty lectures.

He battled not only against the Menshe-
vik Liquidators but also against the “Left-
wing’’ opportunists, the “Otzovists,” so called
because they demanded that the Social De-
mocrais recall—“otozvat” in Russian—their
deputies from the State Duma. The “Otzo-
vists” held that the party should renounce
all legal forms of activity; this, if carried out,
would mean renouncing ties with the masses.
And finally Lenin exposed the double-cross
stand of Trotsky, who while declaring that he
was with neither the Bolsheviks nor the Men-
sheviks, actually helped the Liquidators.
“Trotsky,” wrote Lenin, “follows in the wake
of the Mensheviks, taking cover behind parti-
cularly sonorous phrases.” And further: “Trot-
sky’s particular task is to conceal liquidation-
ism by throwing dust in the eyes of the
workers.” Of Trotsky’s anti-party doings, Le-
nin wrote: “Trotsky behaves like a despic-
able careerist and factionalist. . . He pays lip-
service to the Party and behaves worse than
any other of the factionalists.” And: “Trots-
ky groups all the enemies of Marxism. ..
Trotsky unites all to whom ideological decay
is dear.”

Lenin’s ‘“Materialism and Empirio-Critic-
ism,” which appeared in 1909, played an
cxceplionally important role in rouling the
“Liquidators” and “Otzovists” ideologically,
and in further developing Marxist philosophi-
cal thought. It provided a critical analysis of
bourgeois idealist philosophy and revisionist
concepts. On the basis of the latest achieve-
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menls and discoveries in the natural scien-
ces, Lenin examined the main questions of
dialectical materialism, showed that matter is
an objective reality, which is inexhaustible,
multiple in form and motion, and analysed
various aspects of the theory of reflection
and of the theory of cognition. Of particular
importance is what Lenin said about the re-
lationship between social being and social
consciousness and the class and gnosiological
roots of various philosophies.

In the years that followed Lenin continued
to devote great aitention to philosophical
problems. For a book on materialist dialec-
tics which he had planned to write, he amas-
sed a wealth of material which was later pub-
lished under the title “Philosophical Note-
books” (and which made up one whole vo-
lume in his “Collected Works”). Though he
did not finish writing the book, the various
notes and remarks are of tremendous signifi-
cance and demonstrate the fundamental con-
iribution Lenin had made to the further de-
velopment of Marxist dialectics and to the
deepening of our understanding of the laws
and categories of Marxist philosophy. It
should be noted here that Lenin’s contribu-
tion to Marxist philosophy is found not only
in these two works, but in many other writ-
ings in which he elaborated upon the key
precepts of dialectical and historical materia-
lism and sociology and displayed an abi-
lity to apply dialectics to social analysis, par-
ty policy and the working-class struggle.

The agrarian question was always one of
Lenin’s major concerns. Many of his works
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deal with agrarian problems under capitalism,
and the role of the peasanls in the working
people’s movement against social oppression.

e showed that capitalism mecant ruin for a
majority of the rural population and that only
a socialist transformation of society could
bring genuine freedom, well-being and cullu-
ral advance to the peasaniry.He pointed oul
that the vital interests of the working class and
working peasaniry were identical, and proved
that their firm unity was essential in the strug-
gle for democracy. Lenin also explained that
such a struggle could be successful only pro-
vided that the working class led the peasan-
iry, a class which was disunited and vacillat-
ing because it consisted of working people
who were also private owners, and whose so-
cial position was that between the proletarial
and the bourgeoisie.

In 1908 Lenin wrote his “Agrarian Prog-
ramme of Social-Democracy in the First Rus-
sian Revolution, 1905-07.” On the basis of
the experience of that revolution, Lenin prov-
ed the necessity of confiscating big private
landed estates and nationalising all land, and
the importance of these measures for involv-
ing the peasants in the struggle against tsar-
ist autocracy and feudal survivals and for
turning the bourgeois democratic revolution
into a socialist revolution.

Lenin believed that nationalisation of land
would make it possible to create an agrarian
system that would be very flexible from the
standpoint of the transition to socialism and
provide the best opportunities for the prole-
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tarian state to effect the transition to social-
ism in agriculture. He pointed out, however,
that in countries where the survivals of feu-
dalism were not very pronounced and the
traditional attachment of the peasants to
private property was relatively strong, agra-
rian transformations could be carried oul
withoul nationalisation of all land.

Lenin never lost faith in the early advent
of revolution, even in the darkest days of
tsarist reaction. His optimism was fully con-
firmed when a new upsurge of the revolu-
tionary movement took place in late 1910.
The Sixth All-Russia Conference of the
RSDLP was held in Prague in January 1912
under Lenin’s direction. It was attended also
by a group known as the pro-party Menshe-
viks, who believed it necessary to preserve a
Marxist party in Russia. The conference ex-
pelled the Liquidators from the party, de-
fined the party’s tasks in the new situation
of revolutionary upswing, and elected a new
Central Committee. The conference greatly
contributed to the consolidation of the pro-
letarian party as the leading force in Rus-
sia’s working-class movement.

The legal Bolshevik paper “Pravda,” which
was started at Lenin’s initiative and whose
first issue came out in St. Petersburg on May
5, 1912, provided the Party with a powerful
ideological weapon. In this paper, which ser-
ved as the Party’s tribune, as a militant Bol-
shevik organ that schooled a legion of work-
ing-class revolutionaries, Lenin discussed ma-
Jor social problems in and outside Russia, ex-
plained the Party’s policies and propagated
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Marxism. As he said: “ ‘Pravda’ was more
than a workers’ paper in name;
thal is something any paper could call itself.
It was a workers’ paper in fact in its ap-
proach and in its working-class readership
and in its contents in general, and more par-
ticularly in its numerous workers’ dispatchgs
(more than 17,000 were published—Ed.) and,
finally, in the support given it by the
workers.” .

In the effort to win over the masses, Lenin
attached great importance to the work done
by the Bolsheviks who were members of the
Duma. He took particular care to instruct tpe
Bolshevik deputies in how to use the parlia-
mentary rostrum in the interests of .the revo-
lutionary movement. He emphgismed that
they must constantly keep in mind the de-
cisions and directives of the Central quq-
mittee, obey it and subordinate their activi-
lies in the Duma to the overall tasks of the
party and combine them with other, more
decisive non-parliamentary forms of revolu-
tionary struggle. )

To be closer to Russia and more efficient-
ly to direct the activities of the Central Com-
mittee Bureau in Russia, “Pravda,”’ gmd the
Bolshevik group in the State Duma, in June
1912 Lenin moved to the Polish city of Cra-
cow, which was then within the A_ustro-
IMungarian empire. Here he staye.d till the
outbreak of the First World War in August
1914. Soon after he and his wife again mov-
ed to neutral Switzerland. During the war
they were almost penniless though the.y.had
always lived in the most modest conditions.
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Lenin never complained, but once he wrote

in a letter: “As for myself, I need to earn
something. Otherwise we'll starve fo death!
Everything’s so hellishly dear, and there’s
nothing to live on.”

Lenin had long warned of the impending
battle between the imperialist predators for
a redivision of the world. “There’s going to
be a war. That’s for certain,” he wrote. “The
capilalist world has reached a stage of putrid
decomp0§ition; already people are beginning
to be poisoned with the venom of chauvin-
ism and nationalism.” At its congresses the
Second International had discussed the ques-
tl(_)l} of struggle against imperialist war and
mlhtgrism and passed many fine-sounding re-
solutions pointing out the need to avert a
world war or to seize the opportunity provid-
ed by the political crisis that would inevitab-
ly erupt should war break out, to struggle
f(?r a socialist revolution. However, when war
did break out, the Second International’s
opportunist leaders, including the Menshe-
viks, reneged on the decisions of the socialist
congresses, and, siding with their respective
imperialist governments, adopted a social-
chguvinist position. Some did this openly
while others including Kautsky and Trotsk);
and. their supporters declared allegiance, as
Lenin put it, to “Marxism in word” and show-
e(.l “subordination to opportunism in deed,”
disguising their social-chauvinism behind
beautiful phrases. This, Lenin said, meant
that *““the Second International is dead, over-
come by opportunism.”

Only the Bolsheviks led by Lenin and a
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few groups of socialist internationalists, such
as Karl Liebknecht, Rosa Luxemburg and
Klara Zetkin in Germany, D. Blagoev and
K. Kabakchiev in Bulgaria, and Fritz Plallen
in Switzerland, adhered to revolutionary po-
sitions. Lenin held aloft the banner of prole-
larian internationalism, declared war on war,
proclaimed the slogan of turning the impe-
rialist war into a civil war against the impe-
rialist governments, and exposed the social-
chauvinism of the leaders of the Second In-
ternational.

In that same month of August 1914, Lenin
presented his theses on the tasks of revolu-
tionary Social-Democracy in the war in Eu-
rope, which were adopted as a resolution by
the Berne group of Bolshevik emigrants.
Smuggled into Russia, this document gained
wide currency and was discussed and approv-
ed by the Central Committee’s Russian Bu-
reau, the Bolshevik group in the State Duma
and party organisations. Despite war-time
difficulties, Lenin started the systematic pub-
lication of the paper ‘“Sotsial-Demokrat,” con-
tacted party organisations inside Russia and
directed their work. On November 1, 1914,
in “Sotsial-Demokrat” No. 33, the first war-
time issue, appeared as the leading article
an RSDLP Central Committee appeal, which
Lenin had drawn up and which was entitled
“The War and Russian Social-Democracy.”
In subsequent articles and pamphlets includ-
ing “On the National Pride of the Great Rus-
sians,” “The Collapse of the Second Inter-
national,” and “Socialism and War,” Lenin
defined the war-time strategy and tactics of
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the Bolsheviks and international revolutiona-
ry Social-Democracy, and also discussed cru-
cial theoretical issues.

A major contribution to Marxism was Le-
nin’s teaching on imperialism. At the begin-
ning of the century Lenin had noted new
phenomena in capitalism’s development. Dur-
in_g the war he made a comprehensive study
of imperialism’s economy and policy. His
“Notebooks on Imperialism,” a work of great
scholarship, contains quotations from 148
books and 232 articles in Russian, German,
French, English and other languages, and
along with outlines, synopses and notes add
up to a volume of more than 1,000 pages. In
1916 he wrote “Imperialism, the Highest
Stage of Capitalism.” Of programmatic im-
portance were his articles “On the Slogan for
a United States of Europe” and “A Carica-
ture of Marxism and Imperialist Econom-
ism,” in which, as in a number of his other
yvritings, he revealed the essence of imperial-
Ism as monopoly and state-monopoly capital-
ism, described its main features, and showed
how the law of the uneven development of
capitalism operated in the imperialist epoch.
Ile demonstrated that imperialism exacer-
bates to the extreme the contradictions cha-
racteristic of capitalism, creates the material
requisites for the victory of socialism, and
paves the way for proletarian revolution.

Bourgeois scholars, social reformists and
revisionists of Marxism have long tried to
prove that in the imperialist stage capitalism
becomes “organised” and that the greater
role played by the imperialist slate as eco-
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nomic regulator, along with elements of plan-
ning and the integrative processes occurring
in the imperialist world would transform ca-
pitalism into socialism. Such concepts were
demolished by Lenin when he wrote: ¢. . .the
erroneous bourgeois reformist assertion that
monopoly capitalism or state-monopoly capi-
lalism is no longer capitalism, but can
now be called ‘state socialism’ and so on, is
very common. The trusts, of course, never
provided, do not now provide, and cannot
provide complete planning. But however much
they do plan, however much the capitalist
magnates calculate in advance the volume of
production on a national and even on an in-
ternational scale, and however much they
systematically regulate it, we still remain un-
der capitalism—at its new stage, it
is true, but still capitalism, without a doubt.
The ‘proximity’ of such capitalism to so-
cialism should serve genuine representatives
of the proletariat as an argument proving the
proximity, facility, feasibility and urgency of
the socialist revolution, and not at all as an
argument for tolerating the repudiation of
such a revolution and the efforts to make ca-
pitalism look more attractive, something
which all reformists are trying to do.”

With his analysis of imperialism Lenin en-
riched the theory of socialist revolution. He
developed the idea of the world revolution as
an integral process, noting at the same time
the inevitable ripening of revolution at diffe-
rent times in different countries by virtue of
the law of capitalism’s uneven economic and
political development in the imperialist stage.
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Lenin drew the conclusion, which is of
tremendous theoretical and political impor-
lance, that socialism could win initially in
a few or even in one single capitalist coun-
try. The world socialist revolution, he said,
constituted a whole epoch, combining the
struggle for socialism waged by the proleta-
rial and its allies with a series of democra-
tic, including national-liberation movements.
In pointing out that imperialism meant all-
out reaction, Lenin showed the increasing
importance of the fight for democracy: he
emphasised that the task before the working
class and its party was to know how to com-
bine the siruggle for democracy with the
struggle for a socialist revolution, with the
former being subordinated to the latter.
Lenin paid much attention to developing a
theory and a programme and policy of the
Communist Party on the national question.
Before the war he wrote “Critical Remarks
on the National Question” and “The Right of
Nations to Self-Determination,” and during
the war “The Socialist Revolution and the
Right of Nations to Self-Determination” and
“The Discussion on Self-Determination Sum-
med Up.” He explained the importance of
the national question, and at the same time
showed that this question was subordinate
o socialism’s supreme interests. He argued
the need for the full equality of nations, un-
derscored the right of the oppressed colonial
and dependent peoples to self-determination
(including secession and independent state-
hood}, and simultaneously called attention
to the internationalist principles of the work-

ing-class movement and proletarian organisa-
tions. He pointed out that it was es‘sgntnal
for the working masses of all nationalities to
unite in their fight against tsarism and‘ca-
pitalism in order to achieve social and nation-
al emancipation and establish a close volun-
tary alliance of peoples. Finally he proposed
the setting up of a world-wide front' of the
proletariat and oppressed nations against the
common foe—imperialism—and stressed the
importance of giving the most resolute sup-
port to progressive national movements. Le-
nin was firmly opposed to racialism and ch.a1u<
vinism. He attacked bourgeois nationalism
and the attempts to place one nation a.loqve
others and secure privileges to it, to divide
working people of different nationalitieg fyom
one another, to conceal class contradictions
and sacrifice the interests of the world-wide
movement for emancipation to the interests
wrongly understood, of one or anot‘her na-
lion. He wrote: “Bourgeois nationalism and
proletarian internationalism—these are the
two irreconcilably hostile trends that corres-
pond to the two great class camps throughout
(he capitalist world, and express the. two
policies (nay, the two world outlooks) in the
national question.”

The First World War, which brought the
peoples untold suffering, exacerbated impe-
rialism’s contradictions to the extreme. A
revolutionary situation developed in many
countries. .As Lenin had foreseen, Russia prov-
ed to be the weakest link in the chain (?f
world imperialism. The bourgeois-(_ien_locratlc
revolution that broke out in Russia in Feb-
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ruary 1917 overthrew the tsar and became
the prologue to the Great October Socialist
Revolution. Lenin’s foresight was truly
astounding; indeed world history knows of
no other case where revolutionary practice
would have so brilliantly and unerringly con-
{irmed theoretical prevision.

LEADER OF A REVOLUTION THAT USHERED IN
A NEW ERA

® Those who were fortunate enough to wit-
ness what Lenin did in those times of social
upheavals, agreed that he was a born revolu-
ltionary. And indeed Lenin dedicated all
his life to the attainment of the great hu-
manitarian aim of freeing the working
masses from social and national oppression.
The road lay through a social revolution
which he described as a profound, difficult
and complex science, of which he himself
was a great master. He directed the revolu-
lionary battles with extraordinary skill. Ve-
leran Bolshevik V. A. Karpinsky wrote the
following about Lenin as a revolutionary
leader: “Unerringly determining the align-
ment of the class forces and the aims that
each class sought, he foresaw develop-
ments, correctly charted party policy and
tactics, boldly advanced new slogans, and
even named the latest possible day on which
the Party must mount the decisive action.”
The entire course of the Great October So-
cialist Revolution demonstrates that.

As soon as he learned of the February
bourgeois-democratic revolution in Russia,
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Lenin set about analysing it and charling the
tasks of the working class and its party. In
his “Letters from Afar” he formulated the
basic principles of the party’s new policy and
advanced the task of striving for a trium-
phant socialist revolution.

The February revolution brought about
the extraordinary situation of dual power.
In St. Petersburg, renamed Petrograd, and
other cities, the masses, profiting by the ex-
perience of the first Russian revolution of
1905, established the Soviets as the organ of
the revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of
the proletariat in alliance with the peasantry.
At the same time the bourgeois and landlord
parties set up their provisional government
as the organ of the dictatorship of the bour-
geoisie. The revolution had roused to political
activity tens of millions of people, mostly
from petty-bourgeoisie and the working class.
As a result, many of the Soviets, including
the Petrograd Soviet, were dominated by the
petty-bourgeois parties of the Mensheviks
and the Socialist Revolutionaries, who did
no! believe that socialism could triumph in
Russia, indeed did not want the revolution
lo go any further. They in effect made the
Soviets hand over power to the bourgeois
Provisional Government, which was later
joined by representatives of the Mensheviks
and Socialist Revolutionaries. The Socialist-
Revolutionary Kerensky even became prime
minister. But this did not alter the bourgeois
character of this government which conti-
nued to pursue an anti-popular, imperialist
policy.
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What was the proletarian party to doin
such a situation? Lenin furnished a brilliant,
scientifically-founded answer, working out a
concrete plan of action to accomplish a vic-
torious socialist revolution.

Lenin returned from emigration to Russia
on April 16, 1917. He was given a rousing
welcome in Petrograd by thousands of work-
ers and soldiers. At the railway station he
made a brief speech which he concluded with
these words: “Long live the socialist revolu-
tion!” thereby determining the further deve-
lopment of the revolution. On the evening of
that same day he addressed party workers
and explained his views on the obtaining si-
tuation. “One experienced an extraordinary
feeling, which is hard to convey in words,
on seeing Lenin, the founder of our party,
s0 near at hand,” recalled A. A. Andreyev,
who was present at the meeting. “How many
times had we Bolsheviks in the underground
movement dreamed of seeing and hearing
Lenin in person, and now, at last, this had
come true.” Everything that Lenin said was
memorable, because it was ‘‘novel, unusual,
fresh, interesting and inspiring... Wings
seemed to sprout from our shoulders.”

The next morning, at a meeting of Bolshe-
vik delegates to the All-Russia Conference of
the Soviets of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Depu-
lies, Lenin presented a report entitled “The
Tasks of the Proletariat in the Present Re-
volution,” which he later also delivered at
a joint assembly of Bolsheviks and Menshe-
viks at the Tauride Palace. A summary of
his report was published in “Pravda” and it
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has since become known as the “April The-
ses.” This document scts out a clear-cut pro-
gramme of action for the party and the
working class and its allies in the effort to
transform the bourgeois-democratic revolu-
tion into a socialist one. “The specific fea-
ture of the present situation in Russia,” the
theses said, “is that the countryis passing
from the first stage of the revolution—which,
owing to the insufficient class-consciousness
and organisation of the proletariat, placed
power in the hands of the bourgeoisie—to its
second stage, which must place power in
the hands of the proletariat and the poorest
sections of the peasants.”

The stupendous prospects that had opened
up and the emergence of many new theore-
tical and tactical problems led to a debate
within the Party. L. B. Kamenev, A. I. Rykov,
G. L. Pyatakov and their handful of follow-
ers opposed the “April Theses” on the ground
that Russia was slill not ripe for a socialist
revolution. But the majority of the Party
members supported Lenin’s line and rallied
to his platform. In his “Letters on Tactics,”
“On Dual Power,” and “The Tasks of the
Proletariat in Our Revolution” (Draft Plat-
form for the Proletarian Party) and in his re-
porls and speeches at the Secventh (April)
All-Russia Conference of the RSDLP (Bol-
sheviks), he oullined the strategy and tactics
in the struggle for a triumphant socialist re-
volution.

In Lenin’s view the bourgecois revolution
in Russia could be considered completed,
insofar as power, the crucial issue of revolu-
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tion, had passed into the hands of the bour-
geoisie. Such basic issues of the bourgeois-
democratic revolution as confiscation of the
landed estates and the abolition of national
oppression still awaited solution, but the
bourgeois Provisional Government showed no
intention of tackling them. Only a socialist
revolution that would establish a proletarian
dictatorship could do that, and only a social-
ist revolution could give the people peace
which was the most urgent question at that
time.

In mapping out the course for a socialist
revolution, Lenin took into consideration the
fact that Russia had the material and socio-
political requisites for it to succeed. Though
economically it was far behind the leading
capitalist states, Russia was an imperialist
power with a highly concentrated industry,
developing capitalist monopolies, and, owing
to the war, an emerging state-monopoly ca-
pitalism. It had a strong proletariat, steeled
in class struggles and led by the Communist
Party. Moreover, Russia’s proletariat had a
powerful ally in the millions upon millions
of loniling peasants.

Lenin was the first to recognise the Soviets
created by the revolutionary endeavour of
the working class as the form of govern-
ment of proletarian dictatorship. This conclu-
sion was of immense importance for accom-
plishing a socialist revolution and represent-
ed the further development of the Marxist
teaching on the proletarian state and on the
forms of society’s political organisation in the
period of transition from capitalism to com-
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munism. Lenin put forward the slogan “All
Power to the Soviets!”

This, Lenin wrote, “means radically
reshaping the entire old state apparatus, that
bureaucratic apparatus which hampers every-
thing democratic. It means removing this ap-
paratus and substituting for it a new, po-
pular one, i.e., a truly democratic apparatus
of Soviets, i.e., the organised and armed ma-
jority of the people—the workers, soldiers
and peasants. It means allowing the majority
of the people initiative and independence not
only in the election of deputies, but also in
state adminislration, in effecting reforms and
various other changes.”

Lenin evolved a programme for radical so-
cial changes, a programme of action for a
future Soviet government. The programme
called for the following: immediate proposal
to all the belligerents that they conclude peace
on just and democratic terms; confisca-
tion of landed estates and nationalisation of
all the land; nationalisation of the banks and
major industries; introduction of statewide
workers’ conirol over the manufacture and
distribution of produce; abolition of national
oppression and the granting to all nations of
the right to self-determination, and resolute
and consistent siruggle against landlord and
capitalist counter-revolution. All these de-
mands expressed the vital interests of the
broad masses and rallied them for the fight
to establish Soviet power and effect the tran-
sition to socialism.

The motive forces of the socialist revolu-
{ion were the proletariat and the poorest pea-
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saniry—classes that had the most interest in
consummating lhe revolulion. This was the
view held by the Bolsheviks whose strategy
envisaged an alliance between these two for-
ces, with the working class playing the role
of leader. At the same time Lenin maintained
that the socialist reveolution should involve
the broadest segments of the people, and that
the party must rally around itself all revo-
lutionary democratic forces, cspecially since
the socialist revolution in Russia had also to
tackle problems which the bourgeocis democ-
ratic revolution had left unsolved. Lenin put
forward the task, which the Bolshevik Par-
ty successfully carried out, of directing to a
single aim—that of overthrowing imperial-
ism-—all the currents of the revolutionary
movement: the struggle of the working class
for socialism; the nationwide popular strug-
gle for peace; the peasantry’s movement for
land, and the fight waged by Russia’s oppres-
sed peoples for liberation.

In the conditions of dual power then ob-
taining in Russia, the call of “All Power to
the Soviets!” was not a call for an immedi-
ate armed uprising to depose the Provisional
Government. For, Lenin explained, to over-
throw this government by force would mean
to come out against the Soviets which, led
by the Mensheviks and the Socialist Revolu-
tionaries, had made a deal with the Provi-
sional Government and were supporting it.
But there existed real possibilities of effect-
ing a peaceful transfer of all power to the
Soviets, which relying on the resolve and
strength of an armed nation, represented the
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majority of the population. Indeed, if the So-
viels announced that they intended to as-
sume full power, the capitalists and landed
gentry could do nothing to prevent it. “What
really mattered was that arms were
in the hands of the people,” Lenin wrote,
“and that there was no coercion of the peo-
ple from without. That is what opened up
and ensured a peaceful path for the progress
of the revolution.” This path, he said, envi-
saged, following the transfer of all power to
the Soviels, “a peaceful struggle of parties
inside the Soviets. .. Power could pass peace-
fully from one party to another...” The
Bolsheviks believed that educational work
and especially experience would lead the mas-
ses lo transfer their allegiance from the Men-
sheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries to the
Communists who expressed their vital inte-
rests and whom they would entrust with stale
power.

While guiding the work of the party in
accordance with the idea of peaceful develop-
ment of the revolution, Lenin at the same
time emphasised that it was always possible
(hal the political situation in the country
might change abruptly, in which case an
armed uprising would be necessary. And even
in the case of peaceful transition the revo-
lutionary forces must have sufficient strength
to ensure this transition and to provide
the Soviets with armed safeguards. Thus,
the Bolsheviks worked to mobilise the armed
forces for revolution; they formed and train-
¢d the volunteer Red Guard detachments of
revolutionary workers and strove to win the
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army over Lo the side of the revolution.

Lenin’s idea of peaceful developmenlt of
the revolulion and the party’s consistent im-
plementation of this line represented a con-
tribution both to Marxist theory and to the
revolulionary practice of the international
working-class movement. This, incidentally,
shows what malicious slander bourgeois ideo-
logists are capable of uttering when they as-
sert that Lenin and the Bolsheviks had thirst-
ed for blood and violence, for civil war, as
the only way to power. Long before the Oc-
tober revolution, Lenin wrole: “The working
class would, of course, prefer to take power
peacefully.” And when, in 1917, the
peaceful transfer of power appeared to be a
rcal possibility, Lenin called the opportunity
“extremely valuable” and ‘“‘extremely rare in
history” and urged the Communists to use it
and even sirike a compromise with the other
parties for the sake of ensuring the victory
of socialism. Thus, the Bolsheviks sought to
evade a civil war. Indeed, as Lenin said, “an
immediate transfer of all power to the So-
viets would make civil war in Russia impos-
sible.”

Led by Lenin the Bolshevik Party carried
out large-scale political and organisational
work among the masses. Lenin directed the
aclivities of the Party Central Committee and
edited “I’ravda,” now the party’s central or-
gan. In the four months between April and the
July events he wrote more than 170 articles,
pamphlets, draft resolutions for Bolshevik
conferences and Central Committee meetings,
and appeals. He spoke at rallies of factory
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workers and soldiers, and he addressed the
Iirst All-Russia Congress of Peasant De-
puties and the First All-Russia Congress.of
Soviets of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies.
As one man who attended a meeting at the
Pultilov works recollected: “It was as if every-
thing thal the workers had pent up ins.lde
them was being voiced by Lenin. Everything
that each one of us had thought and felt but
could not find the words for or the oppor-
{unity to express clearly and fully to a cem-
rade, everything suddenly took shape and
came out.” The truth of history as interpret-
¢d by Lenin and his own ideas and theories
which he forcefully presented in his speeches
and writings came home with irrepressible
force to the party rank and file and through
{hem lo the masses, rousing them to assault
Russia’s outdated capitalism.

Each day brought new proof of the cor-
rectness of the policy on revolution which Le-
nin had charted and which the Bolshevik
Party was carrying out, This was part_icularly
clear during the political crises of Ap}‘ll, June
and July 1917, when popular dlscon.tent
found expression in peaceful demonstrations
against the government. Lenin called them
“something considerably more than a demon-
stration, but less than a revolution.” The mas-
ses were impelled towards revolut.ion through
participation in revolutionary actions.

Developmentis in July marked a turning
point in the revolution. On July 3, in Petro-
grad, mass political demonstrations of worl.(—
ers and soldiers were held—for that time this
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was nothing out of the ordinary. The de-
monstrators putforth an urgent demand:
“All Power to the Soviels!” The demand was
voiced again the next day during a mammoth
demonstration more than half a million
strong. The Provisional Government, which
by that time had been able to move reactio-
hary regiments into the capital, met the
marchers with armed force, thus starting a
fierce onslaught against the revolution. There
were mass reprisals against the workers, sol-
diers and peasants. Punitive squads were sent
out and the premises of the Central and Pet-
rograd Committees of the Bolshevik Party
and also of the “Pravda” editorial offices
were ransacked. With the aid of provoca-
teurs Lenin was falsely accused of high trea-
son, and the Provisional Government ordered
his arrest and arraignment for trial. As police
spies searched for him, the Central Committee
decided that he should go into hiding. On
July 6 Lenin went underground for the last
lime for a period lasting more than three
months.

Lenin had to leave Petrograd. At first he
lived in a hayloft on the shore of a large lake
near the Razliv station not far from the ca-
pital, where the worker-revolutionary N. A.
Yemelyanov owned a small cottage. In this
hayloft, which could be reached by means
of a very steep ladder, Lenin had, besides a
bed, a small table and two chairs. However,
even this was thought too risky and it was
decided that Lenin should move to a hut—
now world-famous—on the other side of the
lake, where Finnish peasants came to make
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hay. The hut itself was constructed of bran-
ches and thatched wilh straw. Scythes and
rakes lay nearby and a soot-covered pot
hung over a camp fire from a couple of
supporting stakes. Lenin, who had shaved off
his beard and moustache, was provided with
an identily card made out in the name of
Konstantin Petrovich Ivanov, a worker at the
Sestrorelsk arsenal.

This was a remole, desolale place. To reach
it one first travelled by boat for about four
kilometres across the lake and then went on
foot along a narrow, winding path leading to-
wards the hut. A small clearing, a kind of
green arbour was made in the thick bushes
and here two tree stumps served as table and
chair. Lenin called this his “green sludy” and
il was here thalt he lived and worked all
through the summer of 1917 and discussed
questions of party activity in that complex pe-
riod of revolutionary development with other
party leaders whom Yemelyanov or some
member of his family would guide to the
spot. With autumn it grew colder and riskier
and Lenin secretly went to Finland. There
he continued to maintain close contact with
the party Central Committee and receive
through diverse channels information on par-
Ly activity, the plans of the reactionaries and
the development of the revolutionary pro-
cess.

“After the July days,” Lenin recalled la-
ter, “thanks o the extremely solicitous atten-
tion with which the Kerensky government
honoured me, I was obliged to go under-
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ground. Of course, it was the workers who
sheltered people like us. ..

“My thoughts had been revolving around |}
the political significance of those events, |
weighing the role they played in the general |
course of events, analysing the situation that |
caused this zigzag in history and the situa- !

tion it would create, and how we ought to
change our slogans and alter our party ap-

paratus to adapt it to the changed situation.” |

In conditions of revolutionary ferment, al
a time when the further trend of political
developments was barely discernible, Lenin
was able with astounding accuracy to grasp
the substance of the moment and chart the
party’s tasks and tactics in the new situation.
In his theses “The Political Situation,” writ-

ten immediately after the July events, he J

drew the following important conclusions:
dual power had come to an end; the counter-
revolutionary bourgeoisie had virtually seiz-
ed all power; the Mensheviks and the Social-
ist-Revolutionaries had definitely defected to
the camp of counter-revolution, and the call
of “All Power to the Soviets!”, which was a
call for the peaceful transfer of power, had
become obsolete and must for the time being
be laid aside. Without abandoning the effort
lo set up a Republic of Soviets, the party
now had to prepare the masses for an armed
uprising, utilising to that end every possible
form of legal and illegal activity and every
possible opportunity to organise the masses.
In other essays and articles that followed,
such as “On Slogans,” “An Answer,” “Consti-
tutional Illusions,” “The Beginning of Bo-
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napartism,” and “Lessons of the Revolution,”
Lenin elaborated upon the foregoing points.

This is one more example showing how
Lenin was able to go straight to the heart of
the matter in analysing complex social phe-
nomena, to foresee the future course of
cvents, and lo work out a realistic party poli-
¢y at a crucial moment of the revolution. Le-
nin formulated his basic conclusion as fol-
lows: “This is the objective situation: either
complete victory for the military dictator-
ship, or victory for the workers’ armed up-
rising; the latler victory is only possible when
the insurrection coincides with a deep, mass
upheaval against the government and the
bourgeoisie caused by economic disruption
and Lhe prolongation of the war... The aim
of the insurrection can only be {o transfer
power lo the proletariat, supported by the
poor peasants, with a view to putting our
Party programme into effect.”

Lenin outlined a programme for the party
in this new stage of the revolution. Guided by
Lenin’s ideas, the RSDLP(B) mapped out at
ils Sixth Congress in late July 1917 the course
of preparing for an armed uprising.

While in hiding Lenin completed his book
“The State and Revolution” and wrote two
pamphlets entitled “The Impending Cata-
strophe and How to Combat It” and “Can the
Bolsheviks Retain State Power?” They are
of great theoretical and practical importance,
and represent a major contribution to scien-
tific communism. In them Lenin outlined
the basic principles of the party’s po-
licy in the struggle to effect a victorious so-
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cialist revolution and establish the stale of
the dictalorship of the proletariat. He also
gave a delailed analysis of imperialism, cla-
borated several basic concepts concerning
state-monopoly capitalism, developed the idea
aboul the blending of the democratic and so-
cialist goals of the proletariat and its allies
under imperialism, presented a programme
of struggle against monopoly capitalism, and
outlined plans for the cstablishment of a

worker-led revolutionary democratic regime 1

as the first step towards the remaking of so-
ciely along socialist lines. He pointed out the
need lo introduce a system for democratic
control of the slate’s economic affairs in the
interests of the masses and with the partici-
pation of the masses, and to nationalise the
biggest monopolies, the banks and the key in-
dustries, emphasizing thal these measures
were not simply democratic reforms but
changes of a revolutionary-democratic nature
and that to carry them out it was necessary
to establish a “revolutionary dictatorship of
the democracy” led by the revolutionary pro-
letariat. In Lenin’s opinion such revolutiona-
ry-democratic changes were in themselves a
step towards socialism. “We,” he said, “can-
not be revolutionary democrats in the twen-
tieth century and in a capitalist country if
we fear to advance towards socialism.”
The objective development of history is such
that “itis impossible” to advance from state-
monopoly capitalism ‘“without advancing
to socialism.” To attain genuine revolutiona-
ry democracy, true democrats must “march
in very close alliance with the proletariat,
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supporting il in ils struggle as the only
thoroughly revolutionary class.”

At the same time, however, Lenin empha-
sized that the most serious democratic re-
forms, if undertaken within the framework
of capitalism, would still not mean a transi-
tion to socialism.

Combatting social-reformist and anarchis-
tic views, Lenin upheld and further develop-
ed the thesis of Marx and Engels about the
need to carry out a socialist revolution and
establish a proletarian dictatorship, the need
lo break up the old bourgeois state machin-
ery.

}Iln a number of his works Lenin defined
the tasks that would face the working class
when it came to power. Using the Marxist ap-
proach Lenin discussed the problems of the
transition period from capitalism to social-
ism, examined the role of the state of the
dictatorship of the proletariat, and further
developed the Marxist thesis on socialism and
communism as the initial and the highest
phase respectively of the communist socio-
economic formation.

Lenin summed up the experience of the re-
volution in Russia and analysed the forms
and methods of struggle. In such articles as
“On Compromises,” “One of the Fundamen-
tal Issues of the Revolution,” “The Russian
Revolution and Civil War,” and “The Tasks
of the Revolution™ he discussed the possibili-
ty of revolution and the conditions needed
for it to develop.

By mid-September 1917 Lenin once again
set forth the task of making preparations for
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an armed uprising. Fully aware of his res- |
ponsibility to the parly and the people and |
to history for the decisions taken, Lenin in §§
his famous letters to the Central, Petrograd |

and Moscow Committees of the party known
as “The Bolsheviks Must Assume Power’’ and

“Marxism and Insurrection” and also in his ¥

essay “The Crisis Has Matured” gave a com-
prehensive analysis of the alignment of class
forces in Russia and throughout the world
and stated his conclusion that a nationwide
crisis had erupted. Led by the heroic Rus-
sian proletariat, the millions of poor peasants
had risen up against capitalist rule, they had
the majority of the soldiers on their side. In
the struggle against the bourgeoisie and land-
lords the broadest sections of working peo-
ple of all nationalities inhabiting Russia had
rallied around the proletariat. Conditions de-
veloped in the country under which a success-
ful armed uprising to overthrow the bour-
geois government and place the working class,
the Soviets, in power could lake place.

“To be successful,” Lenin wrote, “insur-
rection must rely not upon conspiracy and
nol upon a party, but upon the advanced
class. That is the first point. Insurrection
must rely upon a revolutionary up-
surge of the people. That is the
second point. Insurrection must rely upon
that turning-point in the history of
the growing revolution when the activity of
the advanced ranks of the people is al its
height, and when the vacillations in
the ranks of the enemy and in the
ranks of the weak, half-heart-
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friends of

ed and irresolute
the revolution are
is the third point.”

After a careful analysis of the situation in-
side the country Lenin concluded that all
the objective conditions needed for a success-
ful armed insurrection were present:

“We have the following of the majority of
a class, the vanguard of the revolution,
the vanguard of the people, which is capable
of carrying the masses with it.

“We have the following of the ma jori-
ity of the people.

“We are in the advantageous position of
a party that knows for certain which way to
go at a timewhen imperialism as a
whole and the Menshevik and Socialist-
Revolutionary bloc as a whole are vacillating
in an incredible fashion.

“Our vietory is assured.”

Lenin regarded what he called the “Bol-
shevisation” of the Soviets, that is, the win-
ning by the Bolsheviks of an elected majori-
ty in the Soviets, as essential for victory, as
this would enable the Party to once again is-
sue the call of “All Power to the Soviets!”
which in September-October 1917 became a
call for an armed uprising to establish the
dictatorship of the proletariat which would
be allied with the non-proletarian segments
of the working people.

“The Bolsheviks,” Lenin emphasized, “can
and must take stale power into their own
hands.” Whereas, prior to the July cvents
Lenin had condemned the Left-opporiunist
and adventuristic cries for an armed insur-

strongest. That
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reclion, now he crilicised those who underes-
timaled the imporlance of armed insurrec-
lion and of its military-technical preparation,

who failed to understand the urgent need for |

such an insurrection.

Early in October 1917 Lenin secretly re-
turned to Petrograd from Vyborg to perso-
nally direct preparations for the uprising. He
took up lodgings in a flat in a working-class
neighbourhood, which had been provided
for him by the party activist M. V. Fofano-
va. There he wrote a document of paramounl
importance, which for reasons of secrecy he
called “Advice of an Onlooker.” In it he sct
out the concrete tasks of organising and con-
ducting armed insurrection, which “is a s p e-
cial form of political struggle, one subject
to special laws.” He referred to the Marxist
principles that characterised an uprising as
an art:

“l) Never play with insurrection, but
when beginning it realise firmly that you
must go all the way.

“2) Concentrate a great superiori-
ty of forces at the decisive point and
at the decisive moment, otherwise the enemy,
who has the advantage of better preparation
and organisation, will destroy the insurgents.

“3) Once the insurrection has begun, you
must act with the greatest determin a-
tion, and by all means, without fail, take
the offensive. “The defensive is the death
of every armed rising.’

“4) You must try to take the enemy by
surprise and seize the moment when his for-
ces are scattered.
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“5) You must strive for daily suc-
cesses, however small (one might say hourly,
if it is the case of one town), and at all costs

]

retain ‘moral superiority.

Lenin’s plan for insurrection, though tak-
ing into account the countrywide alignment
of class forces, concentrated on scoringa de-
cisive victory in Petrograd. It called for com-
bined operations by armed workers, seamen
and soldiers, the formation of shock detach-
ments and the capture of such key points as
lhe telegraph and telephone offices, the rail-
way stations, the bridges over the Neva, go-
vernment buildings, the officer cadet schools
and the army headquarters.

On Oclober 23 Lenin addressed a secret
gathering of the Bolshevik Central Committee
with a report analysing the obtaining situa-
lion in the country. On his suggestion a reso-
lution to launch an armed uprising was
adopted, and the Central Committee formed a
Political Bureau, with Lenin at its head, to
direct the insurrection. On October 29 the
Central Committee held an enlarged meeting
together with Party activists, at which Le-
nin spoke forcefully on the need for thorough
preparation for the armed uprising.

Kamenev and Zinoviev were opposed to
the uprising. Failing to win support for their
position in the Central Committee, they pub-
lished in a non-Bolshevik paper a statement,
in which, contrary to the Central Committee
line, they defended their point of view and
thus made known the Committee’s secret re-
solution on the uprising. As soon as he learn-
ed of this, Lenin, in a “Letter to Bolshevik
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Party Members,” vehemently denounced the
betrayal and capitulation and asked that both
Kamenev and Zinoviev be expelled from the
party.

Meanwhile Trotsky adopted a totally erro-
neous stand. It is all the more necessary to
slress this, as bourgeois historians have ftried
lo portray him as almost the leader of the
October uprising and revolution. Actually, it
was only in July 1917 that Trotsky was ad-
mitted to membership in the Bolshevik Par-
ty. And even then he had not sided complete-
ly with Lenin and the Bolsheviks. He himself
had said: “I cannot call myself a Bolshe-
vik... We cannot be demanded to accept
Bolshevism.” Earlier Trotsky had opposed
Lenin’s theory of imperialism, and had ques-
tioned Lenin’s conclusion that a socialist re-
volution could win, initially, in one separate
country. After the February Revolution Trot-
sky continued to adhere to his anti-Marxist
and anti-Leninist “theory of permanent re-
volution.” Like the Mensheviks, he asserted
that Russia was not ripe for revolulion. As
for the planned armed insurrection, he in-
sisled that it be postponed till after the Se-
cond Congress of Soviets. Rejecting such a
position, Lenin said: “If we ‘wait’ for the
Congress of Soviels and let the present mo-
ment pass, we shall ruin the revolution.”
Trotsky was not appointed either to the Po-
litical Bureau, which the Central Committee
of the Bolshevik Party had set up to direct
the insurrection, or to the Revolutionary
Military Centre, whose members included
A. S. Bubnov, F. E. Dzerzhinsky, J. V. Stalin,
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Y. M. Sverdlov, and M. S. Uritsky. False too
is the assertion that Trotsky was chairman
of the Military Revolutionary Committee of
the Petrograd Soviet, the legal headquarters
of the uprising; actually its chairman was
N. I. Podvoisky. Documents show that Trot-
sky did not play any particular role at all in
the armed uprising.

The activities of the Military Revolutiona-
ry Centre, the Military Revolutionary Com-
millce and the Central Committee’s Military
Organisation were directed by Lenin, who,
Krupskaya recalled later, “that last month
thoughl of nothing else, lived for nothing else
but the insurrection. His mood and his
deep conviclion communicaied themselves to
his comrades.”

The day of the insurrection was approach-
ing. The Bolsheviks had gonc out every-
where—to Lhe factories, and the farms, and lo
the army barracks and the warships, employ-
ing every available means to mobilise the
masses for the fight for Soviet power. When,
on the morning of November 6, the Provisio-
nal Government tried to crush the revolulion,
it was repulsed. As Lenin had foreseen, de-
velopments proceeded at lightning speed.

While still in hiding, on November 6 (Oc-
lober 24 according to the old calendar), Le-
nin wrote to the members of the Central
Committee: “I am writing these lines on the
evening of the 24th. The situation is critical
in the extreme. In fact it is now absolutely
clear that to delay the uprising would be fa-
tal.” In calling for decisive and resolute ac-
tion, he had proceeded from the experience of
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all previous revolutions and from a careful as-
sessment of the alignment of class forces and
of the class struggle, which had now reached
a climax. “With all my might,” he continued,
“I urge comrades to realise that everything
now hangs by a thread; that we are confront-
cd by problems which are not to be solved
by conferences or congresses (even congres-
ses of Soviets), but exclusively by peoples,
by the masses, by the struggle of the armed
people. .. We must at all costs, this very
evening, this very night, arrest the govern-
ment, having first disarmed the officer ca-
dets (defealing them, if they resist), and so
on.

“We must nol wait! We may lose every-
thing!”

And further: “The government is totlering.
Il must be given the death-blow at
all costs.

“To delay action is fatal.”

On the day of November 6, powerlul re-
volutionary forces, made up of armed work-
ers, the soldiers of the garrison, and the sea-
men of the Baltic Fleet, were sent into ac-
tion. Within the space of a few hours they
were in {full control in the factory districts
and had seized eight of the len bridges
across the Neva. Towards nightfall they had
occupied the premises of the Central Tele-
graph Office and ol the Petrograd wire ser-
vice. Lenin's plan for insurrection was being
successfully carried out. Closer to midnight,
Lenin accompanied by Eino Rahja, a liaison
agenl for the Central Committee, arrived at
Smolny Institute, then the headquarters of
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the revolulion, and personally assumed direc-
lion of the great uprising. As G. K. Ordzho-
nikidze, a leading Bolshevik who took an ac-
tive partin the uprising, later recalled, “Le-
nin took the organisation of the October up-
rising into his own iron hands and pursued
it to its victorious conclusion.”

With every hour the uprising gathered mo-
mentum. In the course of the night the revo-
lutionary forces took over the railway sta-
tions, the telephone exchange, the power sta-
tion, the State Bank and other objects of
strategic importance. Kerensky fled to join
the armies on the Northern Front. The other
members of the government remained in the
Winter Palace under the guard of officer ca-
dets and Cossacks.

At 10 a.m. on November 7, the Revolutio-
nary Military Committee published Lenin’s
appeal “To the Citizens of Russia!” It read:

“The Provisional Government has been de-
posed. State power has passed into the hands
of the organ of the Petrograd Soviet of
Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies—the Revo-
lutionary Military Committee, which heads
the Petrograd proletariat and garrison.

“The cause for which the people have
fought, namely, the immediate offer of a de-
mocratic peace, the abolition of landed pro-
prietorship, workers’ control over production,
and the establishment of Soviet power—this
cause has been secured.

“Long live the revolution of workers, sol-
diers and peasants!”

At 9:40 p.m. the cruiser “Aurora” fired a
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blank shot as the signal for the final assault
on the Winter Palace. Towards midnight re-
volutionary forces had burst into the build-
ing but fighting continued inside, the officer
cadets offering furious resistance from al-
most each of the palace’s more than one
thousand rooms. However, by 2 am. the pal-
ace was taken, and the ministers of the Pro-
visional Government arrested.

The Second All-Russia Congress of Soviels
of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies opened
at 10:40 p.m. In attendance were 649 dele-
gales from Soviets from all over the country.
Of this number 390 were Bolsheviks. They
carried mandates demanding that all power
be transferred to the Soviets. Such was the
voice of the people, of the nations of revo-
lutionary Russia. The congress announced
that the Soviets were assuming full power,
thus legalising the victory of the armed up-
rising. “Backed by the will of the vast ma-
Jority of the workers, soldiers and peasants,
backed by the victorious uprising of the
workers and the garrison which has taken
place in Petrograd, the Congress takes power
inlo its own hands,” proclaimed the appeal
issued by the congress. “The Provisional Gov-
ernment has been overthrown.”

On the following day, November 8, the
congress heard Lenin’s report on peace, and
adoplted the Decree on Peace drafted by Le-
nin which called on all the belligerent na-
tions and their governments to end the war
and conclude a just and democratic peace.
Thus, with its first legislative act Soviet pow-
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er raised on high Lenin’s banner of the fight
for peace.

Lenin’s Decree on Peace exemplified a new
type of international relations, unprecedent-
ed in history. It laid the groundwork for all
peaceful policies that the Bolshevik Party
and the Soviet Government have conducted.
The Peace Programme put forward by the
24th CPSU Congress and being successfully
implemented now, develops the ideas con-
tained in the Decree on Peace.

Lenin next proposed the Decree on Land
whereby all landed estates, as well as crown,
monaslery, and church lands, with their
buildings, livestock, etc., were to be turned
over tothe volost Land Committees and
the uyezd Soviets of Peasants’ Dgputies.
The peasants would thus receive gratis from
Soviet power more than 150 million hectarqs
of land. They would also be absolved of their
debts and arrears to the state and the landed
genliry. )

The Congress of Soviets discharged its
historic mission. It enacted Lenin’s Decrees
on Peace and on Land, formed the Soviet
governmeni—the Council of People’s Com-
missars—with Lenin at its head, and ap-
pointed the All-Russia Central Executive
Committee. '

After the Petrograd uprising the entlire
working people of Russia rose under Bolshe-
vik leadership to carry the revolution for-
ward, and Soviet power set out on its trium-
phal march throughout the country.

The victory of the Great October Revolu-
tion ushered in a new era in world history,
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the. era of the transition from capitalism to
socialism and communism. It was the world's
first .triur.nphant socialist revolution, and it
was inspired and led by Lenin. The victory
of the Great October Revolution is a victory
of Leninism.

GREAT BUILDER OF SOCIALISM

® From November 7, 1917, Smolny, which
hac.l served as the headquarters of the revo-
lution, became the residence of the Soviet
Government and of the Central Committee of
the now ruling Bolshevik Party. This was
where Lenin lived and worked in the early
months of Soviet power.

At Smolny activity continued round the
clock. Nadezhda Krupskaya, Lenin’s wife and
comrade, later recalled: “Ilyich was the cen-
tre of all that activity, he organised it. That
work was more than sirenuous, it was work
at high pressure that absorbed all of one’s
energies and strained one’s nerves to break-
ing point... No wonder that, coming into his
room behind the partition of our Smolny
apartment late in the night, Ilyich could not
fall asleep; he would get up again to ring
someone up on the telephone and issue some
urgent orders, and when he did fall asleep at
last he would talk business in his sleep. Work
at Smolny went on day and night. In the
early days it was the centre of all activities—
Party meetings and sittings of the Council of
People’s Commissars were held there, the dif-
ferent Commissariats carried on their work

88

there, telegrams and orders were issued from
there, and people flocked there from all
over... They were swamped with work, and
Ilyich was often obliged to do ordinary office
jobs. .. The old machinery of state had to be
broken up link by link.”

The chief aim now of the working class
and its party, of the Soviet people, was to
scrap all that was old and moribund and
build a new socialist society. This involved
coping with tasks which had never before
been tackled, throughout mankind’s history.
All that had been said in Marxist teachings
about the transition to socialism, all that had
been put forward in the Communist Party’s
programme as theoretical issues, as the goal
and ideal, now had to be translated into prac-
tice in the turmoil of the revolution, day af-
ter day. It cannot be too strongly emphasized
that this gigantic effort to build a new world
began during a world war, in the midst of
chaos and devastation and in the face of the
furious resistance offered by the exploiting
classes, to whose assistance world imperial-
ism at once rushed with all its might.

Lenin was a statesman of the new, proleta-
rian type. He put government policies on a
scientific foundation. He knew what were the
people’s most cherished thoughts and aspira-
tions, and had boundless faith in the creative
energies of the masses and relied on their
support. He was tied by a thousand threads
with the workers and peasanis who in turn
had infinite confidence in him. As leader of
the ruling party and head of the Soviet Go-
vernment he carried on a stupendous amount
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of work. He directed affairs of state, the
country’s economic and cultural development,
military matters and foreign policy, actively
participated in various conferences and meet-
ings, and took time to address factory work-
ers and rural dwellers. But as before, he
continued to combine his immense practical
activity with intensive theoretical study;
what he wrote after the October Revolution
represented a new slage in the development
of Marxist thought.

But the most strenuous period of his life
was at Smolny in Petrograd, immediately af-
ter the Revolution. In an interview given to
a correspondent of the Swedish paper “Fol-
kets Dagblad Politiken,” in February 1918,
Lenin said that he felt fine despite the enor-
mous load of work which hardly left him
any time for sleep. I have but one dream,”
he added, “and thatis to get a little rest, if
only for half an hour.”

“At meetings of the Council of People’s
Commissars,” recalled the veleran Commun-
ist G. I. Petrovsky, then People’s Commissar
for the Interior, “we discussed the most im-
portant questions—the very first steps in so-
cialist construction and the organisation of
Soviet power both on a state and local level.
Queslions of abolishing all bourgeois institu-
lions were decided on. The first measures
were taken in socialist production and trade.
Lenin taught us how to work as a team. ..
This was the world’s first and at that time
the only universily where the People’s Com-
missars learned how to build worker and
peasant power.”
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Under Lenin’s leadership the Communist
Party and the Soviet Government organised
a new state apparatus, confiscated the landed
estates, nationalised all the land, banks, the
bigger indusiries and transport, promulgated
a state monopoly on foreign trade, abolished
national oppression, formed a worker-and-
peasant militia in place of the old police
force, and set up the Red Army. All the work
relating to the building up of the Soviet state
and to socio-economic reforms was carried
out with the aclive participation of the mas-
ses.

IFrom all over Russia factory workers, sol-
diers, and peasant delegates flocked to Smol-
ny to see Lenin. They wanted him to tell
them what the Soviets should do now that
they had become the sole bodies of power,
how to run the factories and mills, and how
to apportion among peasants the landed es-
tates which the Decrce on Land had made
over to them. They wanted to know when
the war would end and when peace would
be concluded as the Congress of Soviets had
announced. They wanted 1o know the an-
swers to a thousand other equally vital and
pressing questions. Summing up his conversa-
tions with the envoys of the people, Lenin
once said: “And I said to them: you are the
power, do all you want to do, take all you
want, we shall support you, but take care of
production, see that production is useful.”
And all who came to Smolny left feeling con-
fident that the cause of the Great October
Revolution would triumph.

The people worked hard and energetically
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in order to use to full advantage the vast

creative opportunities, opportunities for |

achieving humanist aims, opened up by the
revolution. However, they had at the same
time to wage a bitter struggle against the ex-
ploiting classes and their parties, which the
revolution had overthrown. The first attempt
against Soviet power was made by Kerensky,
Prime Minister of the deposed Provisional
Government. However, he failed to rally any
appreciable support from the army and the
revolt was put down in a few days. Other
counter-revolutionary acts followed in rapid
succession. On January 1, 1918, an attempt
was made on Lenin’s life, but he escaped un-
hurt. The enemies resorted to every means
at their disposal—sabotage, conspiracy, sub-
version and terror, in an attempt to topple
Soviet power. However, all the anti-Soviet sal-
lies undertaken by domestic or foreign coun-
fer-revolution came to nothing., The revolu-
tion continued on its triumphant march
through the country. “We achieved victory
with extraordinary ease precisely because the
fruit had ripened...”, Lenin observed. “Our
slogan ‘All Power to the Soviets’ which the
masses had tested in practice by long histo-
rical experience, had become part of their
flesh and blood.”

After the Mensheviks and Socialist Revolu-
tionaries had failed to set up a “homoge-
neous socialist government,” in which the op-
ponenis of the proletarian revolution and
proletarian dictatorship would have consti-
tuted a decisive majority, they pinned their
hopes on the Constituent Assembly, elections
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to which were held in November, but on the
basis of lists of candidates that the deposed
Provisional Government had compiled still
before the revolution. As a result its compo-
sition did not at all reflect the new balance of
class forces that had emerged after the re-
volution, and did not express the will of the
masses. Nevertheless Lenin believed that the
Assembly should be convened in order to
make it face the demands of the victorious
revolutionary masses. The Assembly’s coun-
ler-revolutionary majority refused to recog-
nise the decisions of the Second Congress of
Soviets and the decrees of Soviet power. At
lhis point the All-Russia Central Executive
Committee, as lhe supreme body of power
formed by the Congress of Soviets, resolved
to disband the Constituent Assembly.

The new state apparatus was organised on
the basis of the decisions taken at the Third
All-Russia Congress of Soviets in January
1918. After hearing Lenin’s report on the ac-
livities of the Council of People’s Cominis-
sars, the report of Y. M. Sverdlov, Chairman
of the All-Russia Central Executive Commit-
ice, and the report presented by J. V. Stalin,
the People’s Commissar for the Aflairs of Na-
tionalities, on the federal structure of the So-
viel republic and its nationality policy, the
Congress adopted “The Declaration of Rights
of the Working and Exploited People” draft-
ed by Lenin. As the groundwork for the So-
viet Constitution, il summed up the experience
accumulated in the process of organising
the Soviet state and proclaimed and guaran-
teed to the people their rights, liberties and

93



gains. Russia was declared a socialist repub- }
lic of the Soviets of Workers’, Soldiers’ and
Pcasants’ Depulies established on the basis of |
a free union of nations as a federation of |
national Soviet republics. All power, both on |

a state and local level, was invested in the
Soviets. The historic tasks of Soviet power
were defined as follows: abolition of all ex-
ploitation, ruthless suppression of the exploit-
ers, and the building of a socialist society.
Pointing out the importance of the Third
Congress of Soviels, Lenin said that it had
“projected the lines of fulure socialist con-
struction for the whole world, for the work-
ing people of all countries.”

In its defence of the gains of the revolu-
tion from the hostile actions of its nume-
rous encmies, the Soviet Government launch-
cd a resolute campaign for peace. Its first le-
gislative act was Lenin’s Decree on DPeace,
which incorporated the humanist essence of
the socialist revolution.

However, many difficulties had to be over-
come before peace could be attained. The im-
perialist rulers met the Soviet Government’s
peace bids with an anti-Soviet conspiracy and
preparalion for outright intervention. “It was
the Anglo-French and the American bour-
geoisie,” Lenin wrote in his “Letter to Ame-
rican Workers,” “who refused to accept our
proposal; it was lhey who even refused to
talk to us about a general peace! It was they
who betrayed the interests of all nations; it
was they who prolonged the imperialist
slaughter!

“It was they who, banking on the possibi-
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lity of dragging Russia back into the impe-
rialist war, refused to take part in the peace
negotiations and thereby gave a free hand to
the no less predatory German capitalists who
imposed the annexationist and harsh Brest
Peace upon Russia!”

The Soviet Government, wishing to extri-
cate Russia from the war and to obtain
breathing space in which to strengthen the
Soviet Republic, decided to initiate talks with
the German-Austrian bloc.

The struggle that flared up within the Par-
ty’s Central Committec and the Soviet Go-
vernment over the question of concluding
peace, was most bitter. Lenin’s policy which
called for the signing of a peace treaty was
opposed by Trotsky and by “Left Commun-
ists” led by Bukharin. Trotsky put forward
the advenluristic slogan of “neither peace
nor war”; he asserted that the Germans
would not advance into Russia and proposed
that the war be declared over and the army
be demobilised, but that no trealy be signed.
This would have spelled disaster for the So-
viet Republic, as it would have opened the
way into the country for German troops and
would have meant the continuation of war
al a time when Soviel Russia had still not
formed ils own, new army. Meanwhile the
“Left Communists” demanded that Soviel
Russia declare a “revolutionary war” on the
imperialists, arguing that this would spur re-
volution in Germany and elsewhere. On that
occasion Lenin observed that it would be a
mistake for the Russian socialist government
to try to determine whether a revolution

95



would occur throughout Europe and especial-
ly in Germany, “within the next half a year,”
as that could not be done, and would simply
amount{ 1o reckless gambling.

In the final analysis, the position of both
the “Left Communists™ and Trotsky was root-
ed in a rejection of the idea that socialism
could win in one country, namely Russia, if
the tempo of the world revolution was to
slacken. They failed to understand or were
unwilling (o acknowledge that Soviet Russia
was now the bulwark and stronghold of the
world revolutionary process. The “Left Com-
munists” went so far as to say that Soviet
power had become purely formal and could
therefore be sacrificed in the interests of
world revolution. Trotsky said that the land
of the victorious proletariat should ‘“carry
the revolution on its bayonels™ lo other coun-
tries. This meant that Soviet Russia must
either declare a “revolutionary war” on capi-
talism or admit that “Soviet power is Loo
heavy a burden for us, that we have arrived
prematurely and should go underground.”

Lenin called “sirange and monstrous™ the
asserlion thal Soviet power could be sacrific-
¢d in the interests of world revolution. On
the contrary, he slressed that preciscly by
preserving and strengthening the Soviet Re-
public would the cause of the worldwide
emancipation of the working people best be
served. As for the calls 1o declare war, he
said in connection with one such resolution:
“Perhaps ihe authors believe that the inte-
rests of the world revolution require that it
should be given a push, and that such
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a push can be given only by war, never by
peace, which might give the people the im-
pression that imperialism was being ‘legiti-
mised’? Such a ‘theory’ would be completely
at variance with Marxism, for Marxism has
always been opposed to ‘pushing’ revolutions,
which develop with the growing acuteness of
the class antagonisms that engender revolu-
tions.”

I.enin mainlained that in opposing peace,
the “Left Communists” and Trotsky were in
fact urging the Party to gamble with the lot
of the Soviet socialist republic which was
the bulwark of the worldwide struggle of the
working people for liberation.

Both at Central Committee meetings and
through the medium of the press, Lenin, exer-
cising great restraint, proved to the ‘“Left”
phrase-mongers that their attitude was total-
ly wrong and harmful to the cause of the
revolution. “We must fight against the revo-
lutionary phrase,” he said, “we have to fight
it, we absolutely must fight it, so that at some
future time people will not say of us the
bitter truth that ‘a revolutionary phrase
about revolutionary war ruined the revolu-
tion.”” Lenin overcame his opponents owing
to his fidelity to principle, his prestige and
his ability to drive his point home. In the
Central Committee, the majority voted for
Lenin’s proposals and a peace treaty with
Germany was signed on March 3, 1918. At
its Seventh Emergency Congress, the Russian
Communist Party of Bolsheviks or RCP(B)
(it was thus renamed at this Congress) for-
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mally approved Lenin’s line. The Brest Peace
was ratified by the Fourth Extraordinary All-
Russia Congress of Soviets.

To secure peace and sirengthen the inter-
national position of the Soviet republic, Le-
nin formulated the basic principles of the so-
cialist state’s foreign policy. He emphasised
that such a policy should always promole
the further development of the working peo-
ple’s movement for liberation, a decisive fac-
tor in which was successful socialist construc-
tion in countries where a proletarian revolu-
tion had been accomplished.

A basic principle of Soviet socialist fo-
reign policy is the preservation of peace, the
peaceful coexistence of states with different
social systems, or what Lenin termed in an
interview to foreign correspondents “peaceful
cohabitation” with other nations. A stable
peace creates favourable conditions on the
international scene for the building of a new
society in the socialist countries and for the
development of the entire revolutionary pro-
cess. The struggle against unjust wars, the
effort to avert new world wars which would
bring people fearful sacrifice and destruction,
accords with the vital interests of the majori-
ty of mankind. Lenin regarded peaceful,
businesslike and equal relations between sta-
tes with different social systems, between So-
viet Russia and the capitalist world, “as the
only correct way out of the difficulties, chaos
and danger of wars,” solong as the two op-
posing systems—socialism and capitalism—
remained.
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Lenin’s line of peaceful coexistence of sta-
les with different social systems does not pre-
clude, but, on the contrary, presupposes com-
petition belween socialism and capitalism,
the carrying on of the class struggle in all
forms in the capitalist countries, the furthe-
rance of the national-liberation movement
waged by the oppressed peoples against im-
perialism, and support from the socialist state
for the world revolutionary process. L.enin
said thal ‘“the interests of the world revo-
lution demand that Soviet power, having
overthrown the bourgeoisie in our country,
should help that revolution, but that it
should choose a form of help which is
commensurate with its own strength.”

The Soviet Government, with Lenin at its
head, made a consistent effort to secure peace
and avert another world war, and strove
to establish economic and diplomatic rela-
tions with other countries. “The Russian So-
cialist Federative Soviet Republic wishes to
live in peace with all peoples and devote all
ils efforts to internal development,” declared
a resolution drafted by Lenin and adopted
by one of the congresses of Soviets. In an
interview given to a foreign newsman, Lenin
said: “I know of no reason why a socialistic
commonwealth like ours cannot do business
indcfinitely with capitalistic countries.” At
the same time the Soviet people gave all the
help they could at that time to revolutionary
movements and oppressed peoples fighting
against imperialism. Lenin attached great
significance to the establishment and further
promotion of Soviet links with Eastern na-
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tions newly embarked upon the road of in-
dependent development.

On March 11, 1918 the Soviet Governmentl
and the Central Committee moved to Mos-
cow, henceforth capital of the Soviet Repub-
lic. Lenin, his wife and his sister Maria lived
in a small four-room flat in one of the Krem-
lin buildings housing the Council of People’s
Commissars. All three bedrooms and the din-
ing room were simply furnished. Lenin’s bed-
room, which also served as his study, had
only a desk by the window and an iron bed-
stead covered by a chequered travelling rug,
which he greatly cherished as a gift which
his mother had given him in 1910. His office
in the same building was as modestly fur-
nished. Now both the flat and the office are

a museum, where everything is preserved as

it was in Lenin’s lifetime. Below are a few
comments taken from the museum visitors’
book.

“Everything here speaks of his simplicity,
his great modesty and unremitting work for
the people, which will always remain as an
example to each of us,” wrote the workers
of Moscow’s Krasny Proletary Tool Works.

“The group of Danish trade-unionists who
came here are most grateful for this very in-
teresting visit. We were tremendously im-
pressed by the modesty that was characteris-
tic of the entire life of this great statesman.”

A group of visitors from Nepal wrote: “We
are tremendously impressed by this historical
museum dedicated to a great man who by
the great things he did and by his profound
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philosophy made come true the motto of a
simple life but great ideas. We render homage
to this great man who founded this great
land of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics.”

Summing up the achievements of Soviet
power in the first few months after the Oc-
tober Revolution, Lenin wrote: “We establish-
ed and consolidated a Soviet Republic, a
new type of state, which is infinitely supe-
rior to, and more democratic than, the best
of the bourgeois-parliamentary republics. We
established the dictatorship of the proletariat
supported by the poor peasantry, and began
a broadly conceived system of socialist re-
forms. We awakened the faith of the mil-
lions upon millions of workers of all coun-
tries in their own strength and kindled the
fires of enthusiasm in them.”

Following the conclusion of the Brest Trea-
ty, Lenin evolved a concrete programme for
Russia’s socialist reconstruction. “We, the
Bolshevik Party,” he wrote, “have convin-
ced Russia. We have won Russia from
the rich for the poor, from the exploiters for
the working people. Now we must govern
Russia.”

The chief tasks facing the Bolshevik Party
and the Soviet people then were to administer
and build up the country. Lenin set aboul
examining the entire range of questions in-
volved in this undertaking. In late March and
early April 1918 he wrote “The Immediate
Tasks of the Soviet Government,” in which
he summed up the initial experience of so-
cialist reforms and indicated what lay ahead
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in the effort to build a new world. The im-
mediate tasks as outlined by Lenin were:
the further socialisation of the means of
production, the laying of the economic
groundwork for a socialist society, the intro-
duction of planning, stock-taking and control,
the stimulalion of socialist emulation, the
strengthening of labour discipline, the pro-
motion of initiative and a creative attitude in
work, and a steady effort to increase labour
productivity. “Keep regular and honest ac-
counts of money, manage economically, do
not be lazy, do not steal, observe the stric-
test labour discipline—it is these slogans, jus-
tly scorned by the revolutionary proletariat
when the bourgeoisie used them to conceal
its rule as an exploiting class, that are now,
since the overthrow of the bourgeoisie, be-
coming the immediate and the principal slo-
gans of the moment.”

The successes of the socialist revolution
and its penetration into the countryside cal-
led forth savage resistance from the village
bourgeoisie, the kulaks, or rich farmers, who
declared an open war against Soviet power.
As Lenin pointed out, the fight for bread, for
food for the people, became the fight for so-
cialism.

Wilh every passing day Soviet Russia’s po-
sition, both home and internalional, grew
more and more complex. All the forces of the
old world had clubbed together in a “crusade”
against the Soviet Republic. As Winston
Churchill, then Britain’s Secretary for War,
put it, the “Bolshevik infant must be stran-
gled in its cradle.” From now on, the task of

102

defending the gains of the Great October Re-
volution by force of arms assumed top prio-
rity. A powerful coalition of anti-Soviet for-
ces was formed, uniting Whiteguard counter-
revolution at home and foreign intervention-
ists including Britain, Germany, Italy, the
USA, France and Japan. They seized vast
areas in Northern Russia, the Far East, Si-
beria, Central Asia and Transcaucasia, and
overran the Baltic states, the Ukraine and
Byelorussia. Meanwhile, in the interior re-
gions counter-revolutionary elements staged
numerous insurrections. The young Soviet
Republic stood in mortal danger.

The number of “prophets” who have pre-
dicted the inevitable and early downfall of
Soviet power has been legion. But the young
Soviet Republic mustered strength, and des-
pite the tremendous odds vanquished its
countless enemies. In their truly titanic strug-
gle against the interventionists and White-
guard hordes the Soviet people were led by
the Communist Party headed by Lenin.

The counter-revolutionary elements en-
gineered a dastardly attempt on Lenin’s life.
On August 30, 1918, when he came out
of the gates of a factory after addressing a
meeting there and was about to get into his
car, the Socialist-Revolutionary terrorist Kap-
lan shot at and seriously wounded him. Deep-
ly shocked, Communists, factory workers,
peasants, Red Army men, all honest men and
women, followed with profound anxiety the
medical bulletins on Lenin’s condition and
in countless telegrams and letters wished him
a speedy recovery. Happily, owing to his
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slurdy constitulion his wounds quickly heal-
ed and a mere fortnight later Lenin was back
in his office.

The Kremlin, where he lived and worked,
was the guiding centre that mobilised the en-
lire nation for the fight against the enemy
and planned military strategy. The Council
of Workers’ and Peasants’ Defence, set up
in November 1918 and headed by Lenin,
coordinated and directed the activities of all
military and civilian agencies, both on a state
and local level, uniting the front and the
rear. Although Lenin was not a trained mi-
litary strategist, he was well familiar with mi-
lilary history and had studied numerous trea-
lises on the art of warfare. Experts in the
ficld were often amazed by his ability to
grasp quickly the fine points of military
(uestions. He outlined the principles under-
lying the organisational set-up of the armed
forces of the socialist state, directed the coun-
try’s defence, and masterminded the defeats
inflicted upon the interventionists’ troops
and Whiteguard forces.

Meanwhile the Red Army grew stronger
and became a regular and well-trained fight-
ing force. It brought to the fore many brave
and talenied commanders including V. A, An-
tonov-Ovseyenko, V. K. Blukher, K. Y. Voro-
shilov, M. V. Frunze, M. N. Tukhachevsky,
I. E. Yakir, S. M. Budenny, G. I. Kotovsky,
V. I. Chapayev and N. A. Shchors, who in-
flicted one crushing defeat after another on
the interventionists’ armies and the troops
led by former tsarist generals. In this they
were assisted by the political workers whom
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the Party had sent, the commissars who
won the respect of the rank and file by their
dedication and bravery. Lenin considered the
Party’s guidance as the source of the Red
Army’s strength.

The Red Army won its first impressive vic-
lories in the field in the second half of 1918.
When Lenin’s birthplace, Simbirsk, was freed
from the enemy in September, the Red Army
men sent Lenin, who was then recuperating
from the wounds he had received in the as-
sassination attempt, the following affection-
ately worded cable: “Dear Vladimir Ilyich, the
caplure of your natlive town is our reply for
one of your wounds, the capture of Samara
will be for the other!” Lenin’s reply ran: “The
capture of Simbirsk, my home town, is a
wonderful tonic, the best treatment for my
wounds. I feel a new lease of life and ener-
gy. Congratulations to the Red Army men on
their victory, and, on behalf of all working
people, thanks for all their sacrifices.” This
was followed by news of more viclories scor-
ed by the Red Army elsewhere along the Vol-
ga, and also in the Ukraine, Byelorussia and
in the Baltic states. On hearing the news Le-
nin said: ‘“We have won enormous victo-
ries.”

The year 1919 was marked by still more
fierce batlles fought to defend lhe gains ol
the socialist revolution. The overall situa-
lion of the counliry remained extremely grave.
Responding to Lenin’s calls to defeat the
enemy, the men of the Red Army displayed
peerless heroism and won more resounding
victories—over Kolchak in Siberia, Yudenich
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at Petrograd, and Denikin in the South. Of
the Red Army’s victories won in 1919, Lenin
said that the year “will be called that of the
onslaught of Anglo-American imperialism and
of victory over that onslaught.” By the close
of 1920, with the exception of a few nests of
counter-revolutionary resistance that were
wiped out later, the White Guards had been
completely routed and all foreign forces dri-
ven out of the country.

Of particular importance in ensuring these
epoch-making victories of the Soviet people
were the decisions taken by the Communist
Party at its Eighth Congress in March 1919
on consolidating the worker-peasant alliance
and the organisation of the Red Army. Also
adopted at this congress was a new party
programme for the building of socialism,
which had been drafted by a special com-
mission headed by Lenin.

Even in those days of bitter struggle against
the united forces of domestic counter-
revolution and world imperialism, Lenin con-
tinued to devote attention to questions of
theory. In the autumn of 1918 he wrote “The
Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade
Kautsky,” in 1919 the articles “A Great Be-
ginning” and “Economics and Politics in the
Era of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat,”
and in June 1920 his famous book * ‘Left-
Wing’ Communism—An Infantile Disorder”
in which he summed up the Bolshevik ex-
perience and underscored its importance for
the world communist movement. In these
writings Lenin analysed the specific features
and forms of the class struggle in the tran-
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sition period from capitalism to socialism and
further developed the theory of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. He discussed such im-
portant questions as the initial and the high-
cst phases of communist society, the dialectics
of socialism’s development into communism,
lhe material and technical foundations of the
new society and how to build them up, the
significance of socialism’s victory over capi-
talism in the field of economics, and the for-
mation of socialist and communist social re-
lationships.

Bourgeois ideologists, propagandists of
anti-communism and anti-Sovietism, and re-
visionists of Marxist theory strive to distort
Lenin’s views on the dictalorship of the pro-
letariat. In an attempt to frighten the masses
with the “horrors” of socialist revolution and
to set the non-proletarian segments of the
working people against the working class,
they identify proletarian dictatorship with
violence and bloodshed and assert that this
dictatorship is “anti-democratic” and so on.
These are monstrous falsehoods.

The dictatorship of the proletariat means
political power of the working class. Why did
Lenin call it precisely “the dictatorship of the
proletariat,’ insist upon the demand for a
dictalorship of the proletariat and sel the
goal of eslablishing such a dictalorship as the
prerequisite for the transition from capital-
ism to socialism? He believed this vital in
contrast to the social-reformists and revision-
ists who, while paying lip-service to the idea
of the power of the working class, refuse to
recognise the revolutionary character of this
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power and the need to expropriale the capila-
lists and quell the resistance offered by the
deposed exploiting classes. Today in several
capitalist countries Socialist-Democratic lea-
ders are in power; they call themselves re-
presentatives of the working class, but in rea-
lity they have not the slightest intention of
infringing upon the foundations of the capi-
talist system.

In any sociely with antagonistic classes,
said Lenin, the state is a dictatorship of the
ruling class; that is, the state represents the
power of this ruling class which is bolstered
up by armed force. Il is a dictatorship of the
class that uses polilical power to safeguard
the economic foundations of its rule and to
suppress its class adversaries. The point is
that whereas the dictatorship of the bour-
geoisie has always been, and to this day re-
mains, an instrument for the suppression of
the overwhelming majority of the population,
the working people, proletarian dictatorship
is spearheaded against the exploiters, who
make up a minority of the population.

Under a proletarian dictatorship, it is the
working class that is the leading and direct-
ing force in society, the most revolutionary
and best organised force, united by the very
conditions of large-scale industrial produc-
tion. Illowever, this does not at all imply thal
the working class stands in opposition to the
non-proletarian segments of the working
masses. On the contrary, Lenin defined the
dictatorship of the proletariat as a “specific
form of class alliance between the proleta-
riat, the vanguard of the working people, and
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the numerous non-proletarian strata of the
working people (petty bourgeoisie, small pro-
prictors, the peasantry, the intelligentsia,
ele.), or the majority of these strala, an al-
liance against capital, an alliance whose aim
is the complete overthrow of capital, complete
suppression of the resistance offered by the
bourgeoisic as well as of allempts af restora-
lion on its part, an alliance for the final estab-
lishment and consolidation of socialism.”
Ile called the alliance of the working class
and the peasantry and other non-proletarian
segments of the working masses the supreme
principle of the dictatorship of the proleta-
riat. '

Just as there is no, nor can there be dicta-
torship in general, so there is no, nor can
there be “pure democracy,” nor democracy
in general, Lenin explained. There is bour-
geois democracy, which under capitalism is
a narrow and hypocritical democracy for the
rich and exploiting classes, and can be noth-
ing else. Then, there is proletarian, socialist
democracy. When the proletariat takes po-
wer into its own hands, it is compelled to
restrict to a greater or lesser degree—depend-
ing on the extent of the resistance offered
by the deposed exploiting classes—the free-
dom of the former exploiting classes; it can-
not grant freedom to counter-revolutionary,
anli-socialist elements, who acting hand in
glove with world imperialism, seek to exer-
cise democratic rights solely for the purpose
of restoring capitalism. The dictatorship of
the proletariat makes possible the develop-
ment on an unprecedented scale and the
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broadening of democracy for the overwhelm-
ing majority of the population, for the work-
ing people. In contrast to bourgeois democra-
¢y, which in effecl does nol go beyond mere
formal declaration of political rights and li-
berties, socialist democracy ensures the work-
ing people, now freed from exploitation and
spiritual oppression, the full exercise of so-
cial and political rights. As Lenin said: “Pro-
letarian democracy is a million times
more democratic than any bourgeois demo-
cracy; Soviet power is a million times more
democratic than the most democratic bour-
geois republic.”

In power, the working class must resolute-
ly crush the resistance offered by the ex-
ploiting classes, the capitalists, landlords and
lheir confederates. “Whoever does not under-
stand this,” Lenin stressed, “is not a revo-
lutionary, and must be removed from the
post of leader or adviser of the proletariat.”
As said earlier, the extent to which revolu-
tionary force is used by the working class
against the exploiting classes depends on the
extent of the resistance offered by the de-
posed exploiters. After the October Revolution,
Lenin observed, even bourgeois newspapers
were not shut down, and there was no
thought at all of terror. Soviet power released
not only many of the ministers in the pre-
vious Provisional Government but even Ge-
neral Krasnov, the leader of a revolt, who
gave his “word of honour” that he would ne-
ver again take up arms against Soviet power
(though soon he broke his promise and be-
came head of a White Cossack army active
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in the river Don valley). It was bourgeois sa-
botage and terror that forced Soviet power
to take stern retaliatory measures. But, Le-
nin emphasized, as soon as the resistance of
the exploiting classes was crushed, Soviet po-
wer would “renounce all extraordinary meas-
ures.” He noted that in countries where the
bourgeoisic did not offer such frenzied resist-
ance the proletariat would have a much eas-
ier task and would be able to dispense with
the violence that imperialism and domestic
counter-revolution had compelled Soviet po-
wer to employ.

The chief point, however, is that this func-
tion is not the basic or main function of
proletarian dictatorship. “The essence of
proletarian dictatorship,” Lenin said, *is not
in force alone, or even mainly in force. Its
chief feature is the organisation and discip-
line of the advanced contingent of the work-
ing people, of their vanguard, of their sole
leader, the proletariat, whose object is to
build socialism, abolish the division of socie-
ly into classes, make all members of society
working people, and remove the basis for all
exploitation of man by man.” This construc-
tive role of the working-class dictatorship
and the proletarian state as organiser and
administrator of the country’s economy gnd
cultural development assumes ever-increasing
importance when the task of quelling the re-
sistance of the exploiters is accomplished and
when socialist construction is under way.

Lenin made an important contribution to
Marxist theory by developing and substan-
tiating the thesis of the Communist Party’s
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role as leader under the system of the pro-
letarian dictatorship and in the building of
socialism and communism. “By educating the
workers’ party,” Lenin wrote, “Marxism edu-
cates the vanguard of the proletariat, capa-
ble of assuming power and leading the
whole people lo socialism, of direct-
ing and organising lthe new system, of being
the teacher, the guide, the leader of all the
working and exploited people in organising
their social life without lthe bourgeoisie and
against the bourgeoisie.” Only the Commun-
ist Party is capable of uniting, educating, and
organising the working class and the entire
working people, of checking and correcting
the effect of inevitable relapses into profes-
sional narrow-mindedness and prejudice
which are traditionally observed among the
working people, as well as the parochialism
of various institutions and organisations. Il
is the Communist Party that formulates the
policy for the running of society’s af-
fairs, that unites, coordinates and directs the
activities of all administrative bodies, of all
public organisations. “The dictatorship of the
proletariat,” Lenin said, “would not work ex-
cept through the Communist Party.” He
sharply criticised those working-class leaders,
who after the victory of the socialist revolu-
tion either complelely denied the need for a
proletarian dictatorship, or while acknowledg-
ing the need in words, in reality failed to un-
derstand or did not wish to understand the
importance of establishing the dictatorship of
the proletariat.

Lenin, it should be noted, did not say that
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proletarian dictatorship necessarily meant a
one-party system. In November 1917, shortly
after the Second Congress of Soviets, which
set up a Bolshevik government, Lenin said
that the Bolsheviks “agreed and still
agree to share power with the minority in
the Soviets, provided that minority loyally
and honestly undertake to submit to the ma-
jority and carry out the programme a p-
proved by the whole Second All-
Russia Congress of Soviets, for gradual, but
firm and undeviating steps towards social-
ism.” The fact that the bloc including both
Communists and “Left-wing” Socialist Revo-
lutionaries was short-lived and that after-
wards there remained only one political par-
ty, namely, the Communist Party, is explain-
ed by the petty-bourgeois Menshevik and So-
cialist-Revolutionary parties going over to the
side of the counter-revolutionary forces, there-
by sustaining a political fiasco. Lenin main-
ltained that even in the case of a mulii-party
system within the framework of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat the Communist Par-
ty should play the leading role since it knew
best the tasks of the working class and most
fully expressed the interests of the entire
working people, since it most correctly un-
derstood how to effect the transition to so-
cialism, and was capable of most consistently
implementing the chief aims of the prolela-
riat and its allies and of making the greatest
sacrifices in this effort.

One should note that capitalism’s apologists
well realise that the state power of the
working class derives its strength from its
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Communist leadership. For this reason, as the
history of lhe socialist couniries has shown,
the enemies of socialism do not always at
once mount an open attack against the new
system, but invariably strive first of all to
undermine the Communist Party’s role as
leader, and by relying on opportunists, to
make counter-revolution in one way or an-
other, as Lenin observed, to put power in the
hands of a political group or organisation
which outwardly comes closest to acknow-
ledging working-class power, in the hope of
eventually restoring capitalism. Lenin said
that such attempls must be mosl resolutely
rcbufTed.

The experience of the socialist countries
has confirmed Lenin’s thesis on the working-
class party’s role in socialist consltruction,
and has disclosed the true essence of the va-
rious revisionist concepts that reject Com-
munist leadership.

Lenin expounded the lhesis Lhat prolela-
rian dictatorship could take different poli-
lical forms. It was inevitable, he said, that
all nations should arrive at socialism. How-
cver, each one would do so in its own way,
coniributing something of ils own to one or
another form of democracy, to one or an-
other form of proleiarian dictatorship and to
the rates of transformation in the different
aspeels of social life. The transition from ca-
pitalism to socialism could, of course, take
diverse political forms, but, as Lenin empha-
sized, their essence will be one and the same
—ithe dictatorship of the proletariat. It is
important to note in this connection that Le-
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nin warned against exaggeraling the signi-
icance of the specific features of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat in Russia; on the
contrary, he underlined the decisive impor-
tance of the common general laws govern-
ing the transition from capitalism to social-
ism, which the proletarian dictatorship in
Russia embodied. In 1919 Lenin noted seve-
ral features that were peculiar to the dicta-
torship of the proletariat in Russia, but, said
Lenin, they did not contradict what was ba-
sic and essential i0 a proletarian dictator-
ship.

While fighting was still going on at the
front during the Civil War, Lenin began
working on a plan for the recovery of the
national economy which had been disrupted
by the First World War and foreign inter-
venlion. This was the famous GOELRO plan
for the electrification of Russia, a plan for
the creation of the first socialist society in
the history of man. This task of unparal-
Ieled complexily was carried out in a titanic
effort by the party and people, in the midst
of hunger and economic dislocation, and dur-
ing the capitalist encirclement. At its Tenth
Congress in March 1921, the Communist
Party mapped out Lhe sirategy for the build-
ing of socialism, that of (ransition from what
was known as War Communism to the New
Economic Policy.

War Communism was an emergency poli-
cy that was adopted because of the tremen-
dous difficulties resulting from the Civil War,
from imperialist intervention and blockade.
Its object was to mobilise all of Soviet Rus-
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sia’s industrial, food and raw material re-
sources for achicving victory. A keystone of
this policy was what was known as the food-
surplus requisitioning system, under which
the peasants were to hand over to the state
all food surplus in order to supply the army
and the factory workers with food. This po-
licy was no longer called for when the war
ended. Promulgated in place of it was the
New Economic Policy, a start upon which
had already been made in 1918 during the
brief respite following the conclusion of the
Brest Peace treaty.

On the basis of Lenin’s report, the Com-
munist Party resolved at its Tenth Congress
to replace the surplus-requisitioning system
by a tax in kind. This encouraged the peasant
to expand production, since after delivering
to the state the required amount he could sell
the surplus on the market. The peasantry
welcomed this new policy. In his reports at
the Tenth and Eleventh Party Congresses,
and in the brochure “The Tax in Kind” and

a series of articles, Lenin explained that the

New Economic Policy was a policy of the
transition period from capitalism to social-
ism, whose prime objective was to strength-
en the alliance of the working class and
the toiling peasantry, build up the industrial
base of socialism, abolish the multi-scctoral
paltern of the country’s economy and ensurc
the domination of the socialist sector.

The New Economic Policy, Lenin said, pro-
vided the political and economic conditions
for building the foundations of socialism. The
conclusions that he drew about the need for
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preserving and making use in the proletarian
state of the system of commodity-money re-
lations, aboul the management of enterprises
on a profit-and-loss basis and the combined
application of material and moral incentives
in work for everyone—worker, peasant, or in-
tellectual—represented a great contribution
lo the theory of how to build the new socie-
ly. The experience of socialist construction
has confirmed the importance of combining
centralised economic planning and guidance
by the socialist state with the participation
of the masses in economic management, and
with guarantees of the rights and free initia-
tive of local agencies and enterprises.

At this time of a sharp change from war
to peace in the country, Trotsky, Bukharin
and others of the opposition resumed their
attacks on Lenin’s course of building social-
ism, The ostensible point at issue was the role
of the trade unions in Soviet society. The real
issue, however, concerned the methods used
by the party in its guidance of the masses
in socialist construction. Trotsky put forward
the anti-democratic plan of making the trade
unions part of the machinery of state and
of introducing army discipline in purely vo-
luntary workers’ associations. If that were
done the proletariat would inecvitably become
dissatisfied with the party’s policy; in other
words, Trotsky’s plan would have subverted
the working-class dictatorship. Thus, Lenin
regarded the plan as theoretically erroneous
and politically tactless and harmful. Though
Bukharin assumed a “middle-of-the-road”
position, he in reality supported Trotsky.
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Meanwhile (he so-called Workers’” Opposi-
tion led by A. G. Shlyapunikov, A. M. Kollon-
tai and others, which represenled an anar-
cho-syndicalisl {rend wilthin the party, de-
manded that economic administralion be
made the function of a Congress of Produc-
ers. This was again tantamount to calling
for the abolilion of lhe stale of the diclalor-
ship of the proletariat. These and olher anli-
parly groups, undermining the unily of par-
ly ranks, led to a crisis within the party. At
its Tenth Congress, the party summed up the
results of the discussion and adopted a spe-
cial resolution “On Party Unity,” which Le-
nin had drawn up and which, by barring all
factionalism, was of exceptional importance
for strenglhening party unity.

During this period Lenin concentrated on
problems of economic recovery and advance-
ment. On his initiative, in February 1921
the State Planning Commission was set up as
the main body responsible for overall plan-
ning. Lenin both defined the new Commis-
sion’s tasks and directed its activities. The
Statute that the Government adopted with
regard to the Commission said that its prin-
cipal task was “lo draft one overall state eco-
nomic plan, along with the ways and means
and procedurc for its implementation.” Le-
nin attached particular importance to indus-
trial recovery and progress and showed a
keen interest in the development of every
branch of industry and of its key enterpri-
ses and held tlalks with numerous economic
administrators and rank-and-file factory
workers. He also paid close altention to prob-
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lems of agricullure, such as how to increase
crop areas and raise yields. Another priori-
ly task in his view was the expansion of the
lrade network, and the building up of a sta-
ble financial system. He was particularly con-
cerned about scientific and technological de-
velopment, looked into thie needs of research
and other scienlific institutions, and support-
ed and encouraged all scientists who dedical-
ed lhemselves to serving the Soviet people.
He pointed out lime and again that socialist
economy must rely on scientific achievements
and advanced technology.

Lenin was the first Marxist comprehensive-
ly to examine the question of what attitude
the triumphant proletariat should take to
the old bourgeois intelligentsia. He pointed
out that it was essential to enlist ils coope-
ration in the eflTort to build socialism. At the
same time he emphasized the need to educate
a new, truly people’s intelligentsia from
among the working masses.

During society’s lransition from capitalism
to socialism there takes place notable cultu-
ral progress. Lenin called this process a “cul-
tural revolution.” “The entire people,” he
said, “must go through a period of cuitural
development.” This means the attainment of
complete literacy, scientific progress, and
progress in literature and the arts. It also
means a serious and deep-going change in
the working people’s mentality and outlook,
their re-education in the socialist spirit and
the acquisition by the broadest masses of
increasing political knowledge and esthetic
awareness, Lenin was against a nihilistic at-
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titude to the world’s cultural heritage; he
pointed out that socialist culture should logi-
cally rise from the intellectual wealth thal
man had accumulated from the dawn of ci-
vilisation. Is there any need to note how
alien to all this are the Maoist slogans of
‘“the great proletarian cultural revolution,”
under cover of which the classical literary
and artistic heritage is renounced, a military-
bureaucratic dictatorship, an “army-barracks
socialism”™ is imposed, and true Marxists-Le-
ninists and internationalists are repressed?

Lenin paid great attention to the develop-
ment of the social sciences, to the ideologi-
cal work of the party, to the system of edu-
cating the working people in the spirit of
communism, and to the struggle against bour-
geois ideology. “We,” he said, “must over-
come resistance from the capitalists in all its
forms, not only in the military and the po-
litical spheres, but also ideological resistance,
which is the most deep-seated and the
strongest.”

Led by the Communist Party, the Soviet
people successfully accomplished the task of
economic recovery. With every year the re-
cord of achievement grew. Within the space
of a few years Soviet Russia reached pre-war
figures in the key fields of industrial produc-
tion. Its international standing became strong-
er, and gradually it established trade links
with capitalist countries, which one after
another extended diplomatic recognition to
the Soviet Republic. The Soviet people cele-
brated the fifth anniversary of the October
Revolution in an atmosphere of confidence.
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The enormous load of work, extreme fa-
ligue and the consequences of the grave
wounds all combined seriously to undermine
Lenin’s health. In May 1922 he fell seriously
ill, the diagnosis being sclerosis of the blood
vessels of the brain. In early October he re-
turned to his duties, working as intensively
as before. A secretarial note on what he did
between October 2 and December 16, 1922,
reads as follows: “Wrote 224 business letters
and notes, received 171 persons (125 audien-
ces), chaired 32 meetings and conferences of
the Council of People’s Commissars, the Coun-
cil of Labour and Defence, the Politbureau
and various commissions.”

The crucial question at the time was that
of the formation of the Union of Soviet So-
cialist Republics. Lenin had always paid spe-
cial attention to problems of national state-
hood and socialist reform in the national
areas as the destinies of socialism itself large-
ly depended on the solution found for these
problems in the multi-national Soviet state.
He drafted the Communist Party’s national
policy within the framework of the proleta-
rian dictatorship and directed its implemen-
tation.

Lenin showed great concern for the well-
being of all the nations and nationalities of
the Soviet republics without exception, and
took a personal interest in cultural and eco-
nomic development and the administration of
government affairs in the Ukraine, Byelorus-
sia, Georgia, Azerbaijan, Armenia, Turkme-
nia, Kazakhstan, Daghestan, Bashkiria, Tata-
ria, Karelia, Yakutia and other national re-

121



publics and regions. The recollections of re-
presentatives of many nationalities who saw
and talked wilh Lenin as well as the minules
of his conversations with them and olher do-
cuments show what serious attention he gave
to their needs and requirements, how well he
undersiood lheir national psychology, and
what (remendous help he rendered them in
their effort to build a new life.

In his letter, “To the Comrades Commun-
ists of Azerbaijan, Georgia, Armenia, Daghe-
stan and the Mountaineer Republic,” he called
to the attention of the party organisations in
the national regions their paramount task of
consolidating Soviet power with the object
of effecting the transition to socialism. To ac-
complish this task he considered it necessary
for the Communists in the Caucasus to rea-
lise the difference between their republics
and the Russian Federation and instead of
blindly copying the tactics adopted by par-
ty organisations in the economically and cul-
turally more advanced regions of Central
Russia, to adapt them to the local conditions.
The national regions, he observed, were still
more rustic than Russia, and thus a still more
cautious approach had to be used in the
effort to introduce socialism there, in short,
a still more tolerant and lenient attitude to
the petty bourgeoisie, the intelligentsia, and,
cspecially the peasantry there.

Lenin set the objective of making the pre-
viously oppressed and backward nations and
nationalities genuinely equal with the more
advanced nations. Particularly important for
achieving this was the fraternal, disinterest-

122

ed assistance extended to the working masses
of the previously oppressed nations by the
working class and people of Soviet Russia.
Much money was invested in the development
of the national outskirts, to which Central
Russia sent its skilled workers and scientists
besides substantial material supplies.

Lenin defined the principles that should
govern the relations between the different
Soviel republics. Of exceptional theorelical
and practical significance in this respect are
the conclusions he drew in his “Letter to the
Workers and Peasants of the Ukraine Apro-
pos of the Victories over Denikin.”

Soviet Russia, he emphasized, does not
question the right to self-determination of
peoples embarked on socialist development.
The working masses themselves, through the
Congresses of Soviets, should decide matters
of national statehood, and forms of alliance
between the different Soviet republics. From
the standpoint of the interests of the work-
ing class and the peasantry and of the effort
to build socialism, the correct handling of
these matters is as follows.

First, the Communists of the different na-
lions should agree on such basic issues as the
need for a proletarian dictatorship, for work-
ing-class hegemony with respect to the pea-
santry and other non-proletarian strata of the
working people, for a firm alliance between
them in the fight against domestic counter-
revolution and international imperialism, and
for the consistent, undeviating implementa-
tion of these points.

Secondly, whatever the solution evolved
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for national statehood, the workers and pea-
sants of all the nations embarked upon the
building of socialism should maintain what
Lenin termed “a close mililary and economic
alliance,” for otherwise the imperialists
would “crush and strangle us separately,”
and, further, realise that anyone violating
this unity and alliance would be assisting ca-
pilalism and international imperialism.

And, thirdly, as Lenin siressed: “We wanl
a voluntary union of nations-——a union
which precludes any coercion of one nation by
another—a union founded on complete con-
fidence, on a clear recognition of brotherly
unity, on absolutely voluntary consent. Such
a union cannot be effected at one stroke; we
have to work towards it with the greatest
patience and circumspection, so as not to
spoil matters and not to arouse distrust, and
so that the distrust inherited from centuries
of landowner and capitalist oppression, cen-
luries of private property and the enmity
caused by its divisions and redivisions may
have a chance to wear off.”

Everything that the party did under Le-
nin’s guidance shows how it slowly but steadi-
ly, and acting “with the greatest patience and
circumspection,” built up and strengthen-
ed that voluntary union of nations which
finally became the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics.

There has come true Lenin’s prophecy that
owing to the implementation of the principle
of self-determination of nations and to the
help extended by the proletariat of the
more developed countries, the working
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people of the smaller, previously oppres-
sed and backward nations and nationalities
would strive to ally themselves with the great-
er, advanced socialist nations. All the Soviet
republics established in the process of the re-
volution by the peoples of the former tsz‘mst
empire naturally gravitated towards the 1qea
of forming a federation. Their road to union
was pointed out by Lenin. v

Lenin comprehensively developed the idea
of federation as one of the most expedient
forms of union during the transition period
from capitalism to communism in countries
inhabited by several or many nations and
nationalities. Summing up the experience of
building up national statehood, Lenin, when
drafting the Second Party Programme and
his theses on the national and colonial ques-
tions for the Second Comintern Congress,
pointed out that federation represented the
stepping stone towards the full and cqmplete
unity of working people of different
nationalities, one that would bring them clo-
ser together. He emphasized that the various
Soviet republics should strive towards an
ever closer political, military and economic
federal union, as this was necessary for their
existence, for restoring and further develop-
ing their productive forces, for ensuring the
well-being of their working people, and final-
ly, for eslablishing a single planned econo-
my.

}Iln both his writings and speeches Lenin
explained the principles underlying the fede-
ration of socialist republics, and the funda-
mental difference between such a federation
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and multi-national state formations under ca-
pitalism. The basis and essence of the Soviet
federation consisted in Soviet power—the
power of the working class and the entire
working people, socialist democracy, public
ownership of the means of production, the
abelition of all exploiting classes, a socialist
ideology, the ideas of internationalism, and the
leading role of the Communist Party under
proletarian dictatorship in the effort to build
a new socialist society.

Ties between the different Soviet republics
found expression both in bilateral treaties
and in the unification of several Soviet re-
publics such as the Russian Federation, the
Transcaucasian Federation and the military
and political alliance of the Soviet republics
during the years of the Civil War and
foreign intervention. The objective march
of historical development, the tasks of
socialist construction, the consolidation of
defences, common inferests, and the striving
for fraternal cooperation of the working mas-
ses of diverse nationalities all demanded the
integration of the Soviet republics into one
federalised state that would be capable of
safeguarding against outside encroachment,
and ensuring economic prosperity and the
unfettered development of all the different
peoples inhabiting the country.

Voicing the senliments of the masses, in
the spring and summer of 1922 the central
party organisations of the Ukrainian, Bye-
lorussian, Azerbaijan, Georgian and Arme-
nian Soviet republics raised the question of
adjusting the relations between themselves
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and the Russian Federation with the object
of strengthening their federal links.

In his letter to the Politbureau members
of the Russian Communist Party’s Central
Committee dated September 26, 1922, Lenin
presented a plan for the establishment of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as a fe-
deration of equal and sovereign Soviet repub-
lics. He proposed that the first paragraph of
the corresponding resolution should state
that the independent national Soviet repub-
lics were not enlering the Russian Federation
but were uniting with it to form a new state.
“We,” he explained, having the Russian
Federalion in mind, “regard ourselves as
cqual with the Ukrainian SSR and the others,
and on an equal footing with them enter a
new union, a new federation...” He suggest-
ed that an All-Union Central Executive Com-
mittce of Soviets and a number of All-Union
People’s Commissariats be set up. Lenin thus
greatly enriched Marxist theory on the na-
lional question by introducing the concept
of a new lype of federalised proletarian state—
a united multi-national socialist state which
is a voluntary union of equal and sovereigp
republics based on the principles of proletari-
an internationalism.

At a plenary meeling on October 6, 192_2
the Central Commitlce of the party unani-
mously supported Lenin’s proposal, adoplqd
a resolution drawn up on the basis of th}S
proposal, and instructed a Central Commit-
lee commission under Stalin to draft a bill
on the formation of the USSR for its endorse-
ment by the All-Union Congress of Soviets.
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Lenin’s plan for the creation of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics was grected
with enthusiasm by the working class, the
peasaniry and progressive intelligentsia, and
soon a country-wide movement for unifica-
fion was under way. The question was exten-
sively discussed at mass meetings and rallies
and at congresses of Soviets at various admi-
nistrative levels. The working masses of all
the nationalities expressed their resolve to
pool their efforts and resources to accom-
plish the common goal of building socialism.
At congresses of Soviets in all the republics
the decision was adopted to form a federal
state.

The Tirst All-Union Congress of Soviets
opened on December 30, 1922. Lenin could
not attend in person; in mid-December he
had another relapse and his doctors ordered
complete rest. But the entire work of the
congress, which elected Lenin its honorary
chairman, was an embodiment of his ideas.
It adopted the Declaration and Treaty on the
formation of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, which was signed by the Russian
Federation, the Ukrainian and Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republics and the Transcau-
casian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic
incorporating Azerbaijan, Armenia and Geor-
gia. The voluntary integration of the Soviet
republics into one federal state attested to
their socialist sovereignty and at the same
time provided reliable guarantees for it.

In his report on the “Fiftieth Anniversary
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics”
Leonid Brezhnev said: “This event was a
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fitting outcome of the first five years of So-
viet government, the workers’ and peasants’
power. The power born of the Revolution not
only withstood all the storms, calamities and
dangers but also united the working people
of our multinational country into the mighty
and solid Soviet Union!”

Lenin regarded the further consolidation
of the USSR as onc of the paramount tasks
of the party and the multi-national Soviet
people. “Of this there can be no doubt,” he
said in a letter on the national question which
he dictated on December 30-31, 1922. “This
measure is necessary for us and it is neces-
sary for the world communist proletariat in
its struggle against the world bourgeoisie and
its defence against bourgeois intrigues.”

In terms of political, economic and social
significance, the formation of the USSR is
an outstanding event in Soviet history. It is
a decisive factor in the building of socialism
and communism in the country, in the econo-
mic and cultural advancement of all its con-
stituent republics and the consolidation of the
multi-national socialist state’s defence poten-
tial and international prestige. It is also a
landmark in mankind’s social progress that
exerts a profound impact on the entire world
revolutionary process.

Though, following his serious setback in
December 1922 his doctors had forbidden him
to tend to current affairs, Lenin could not
stay idle. In late 1922 and early 1923 he
dictated “Pages Irom a Diary,” “On Coope-
ration,” “Our Revolution,” “How We Should
Reorganise the Workers’ and Peasants’ In-
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spection,” and “Better Fewer, But Better,”
which have been rightly called Lenin’s poli-
tical testament; in them he outlined a pro-
gramme for turning Russia into a socialist
land and discussed the prospects for the
world revolutionary process.

Bourgeois “biographers” of Lenin assert
that these final writings reveal a feeling of
disillusionment and pessimism. Actually, how-
ever, they testify to a profound faith in the
strength and power of the working class, of
the entire working people under the Com-
munist Party’s leadership, and in the triumph
of socialism. In contrast to the Mensheviks
and Western social-reformists, to the Right-
wing opportunists and capitulators inside the
Party, and to Trotsky whoin 1922 contend-
ed that it was impossible to build socialism
in one country, in one national state, Lenin
emphasized that the USSR had “all that is
necessary to build a complete socialist socie-
ty.” Lenin never considered Trotsky a Bol-
shevik, and in his “Letter to the Congress”
noted Trotsky’s “non-Bolshevism™ and de-
nounced his cocksureness and Bonapartism.

Lenin regarded as the main tasks in social-
ist construction industrialisation, the estab-
lishment of cooperative farming which would
enable the peasantry to turn to large-scale
social production, and finally, a cultural re-
volution. He stressed the need for strengthen-
ing the worker-peasant alliance and the fri-
endship of the Soviet peoples, for improving
the state apparatus and for ensuring the Par-
ty’s leading role and unity within its ranks.
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Lenin’s plan for the building of socialism
in the USSR provides a model of a scientific,
comprehensive and realistic approach to the
task of shaping a new society. This plan was
adopted by the CPSU and the entire Soviet
people as their general line in their effort to
remake the country and turn it into a social-
ist power, an effort which is of worldwide
significance.

On March 10, 1923, Lenin had another se-
rious relapse, and he was moved to a country
house in Gorki near Moscow. There he gra-
dually began to recover. But in January 1924
his condition took a sudden turn for the
worse and at 6:50 pm. on January 21 he
died. That night the Central Committee of
the Party called an emergency meeting and
adopted an appeal “To the Party, to Al
Working People,” which was broadcast the
next morning.

“Never since Marx,” the appeal said, “has
the history of the great liberation movement
of the proletariat produced such a titanic
figure as our departed leader, teacher and
friend. All that is truly great and heroic in
the proletariat—a fearless mind, a will of
iron, unbending, persistent and able to sur-
mount all obstacles, a burning, undying ha-
tred of slavery and oppression, a revolutiona-
ry passion that moves mountains, boundless
faith in the creative energies of the masses,
vast organisational genius—all this found
splendid embodiment in Lenin, whose name
has become the symbol of the new world
from East to West, from North to South...

“The death of our teacher, a heavy blow,
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will unite our ranks even more closely. We
are marching against capital in a solid mili-
tant body and no force on earth will be able
to prevent our ullimale victory.

“This victory will be the finest monument
to Comrade Lenin, to the man whom as
their best friend, the masses called their
‘Ilyich.”

More than 900,000 people filed past the
bier with Lenin’s remains, in Moscow’s Trade
Unions House, to pay their last respects to
the leader and founder of the Communist
Party and the Soviet State. Meanwhile mil-
lions throughout the country gathered at fu-
nerary meetings to pledge to the Party and
the government that they would dedicate all
their energies to carrying out Lenin’s behests.
Working people all over the world voiced
deep sorrow on the occasion.

On the morning of January 27 the casket
with Lenin’s remains was brought to the Red
Square and placed on a specially erected po-
dium. Again Moscow’s working people, along
with numerous delegations from all the So-
viet republics, passed by to render their last
homage. Then, at 4 p.m. the coffin was pla-
ced in the Mausoleum by the Kremlin wall
to the solemn strains of funeral music, the
strident, shrill blasts of thousands of factory
whistles and the salvoes of artillery salute.
Ever since, people from all over the world
have visited Lenin’s tomb to pay tribute to
the revolutionary leader and vow their fide-
lity to his teaching and cause.

Carrying out Lenin’s behests, the Com-
munist Party and the Soviet people have co-
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vered a glorious, though difficult, path. The
Party upheld Lenin’s plan for the building of
socialism in bitter struggle against the scep-
tics and capitulators, against the Trotskyites,
the Right-wing opportunists, the national de-
vialionists and other hostile factions that
sought to impose either capitulatory or ad-
venturistic policies on the Soviet Government
and lead the nation away from the road that
Lenin had charted. But Lenin’s ideas triumph-
ed. The cause of socialist construction
aroused tremendous revolutionary fervour
that swept away every obstacle in the way
towards socialism and inspired the people to
self-denying labour.

In the shortest of historical periods and
without any outside help, the USSR built up
a large-scale, modern industry. By the end
of the first three five-year plan periods, i.e.,
from 1929 to the time of the outbreak of the
war in 1941, the country had been transfor-
med into a mighty socialist power that was
economically independent of the capitalist
world. The age-old problem of the peasantry
had at last found a solution based on Lenin’s
programme for cooperation in farming. The
peasants went on the road of socialism, with
the millions of small landholders volunta-
rily uniting to form collective farms. Col-
leclivisation forever rid them of kulak op-
pression, class stratification, ruin and begga-
ry. A wide network of state farms was set
up. Meanwhile the cultural revolution that
was carried out led the working masses out
of the slough of ignorance and spiritual sla-
very, and opened up before them the wealth
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of cultural treasures that mankind had amas-
sed. This country, in which only 50 years ago
the majority of the population could neither
read nor write, has scaled the summits of
science and culture in one gigantic leap.

As a result of the titanic, selfless effort
made by the Soviet people under the Com-
munist Party’s leadership, a socialist society
was built for the first time in world history.
By the 1930s socialism had been firmly estab-
lished in every aspect of Soviet life. And
socialism, whose inevitable triumph Marx
and Engels had scientifically proved and a
plan for whose implementation Lenin had
evolved, became a reality in the USSR.

The Soviet social and state system was put
lo a gruelling test in the Great Patriotic War
of 1941-45 against fascism, the most brutal the
world has ever known. The victory which the
Soviet people won in that war showed that
nothing could halt socialism’s triumphant ad-
vance.

Further Soviet economic and cultural
achievements, socialism’s consolidation, the
strengthening of the USSR’s economic and de-
fence potential and the emergence of the world
socialist system tilted the world balance of
forces in favour of socialism and barred any
possibilities of the restoration of capitalism.
In the country socialism has triumphed once
and for all: a developed socialist society has
been built and the way has been paved for
successful communist construction.

Socialism has forever abolished private
ownership of the means of production, which
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is the cause of society’s division into antago-
nistic classes. Socialist ownership of the
means of production has now become the
firm economic foundation in the USSR,
Boundless vistas have opened up for the de-
velopment of the productive forces. The vast
Soviet economic petential rests on a diversi-
fied industry, large-scale socialist farming, ad-
vanced science and an immense pool of skil-
led workers, specialists and managerial per-
sonnel. The total daily product amounts to
nearly two thousand million roubles, or ten
times more than was produced in the country
in the late 1930s. Meanwhile, thanks to scien-
tific and technological progress and the ful-
ler use of all reserves, the efficiency of so-
cial production is steadily rising.

Socialism solved one of the biggest social
problems when it did away with the exploit-
ing classes and the causes of man’s exploita-
tion of man. In the USSR there are two
friendly classes, the workers and the farmers,
and they are now entirely different from
what they were before. The common nature
of the two forms of socialist property—that
owned by the state, that is, by the entire peo-
ple, and that owned cooperatively by the col-
lective-farming peasantry—has brought these
two classes much closer together, strengthen-
ing their alliance and making their friendship
truly indissoluble. The new intelligentsia that
has emerged sprang from the midst of the
people and is devoted to socialism. The con-
trasts which existed before between town
and country and between manual and men-
tal labour have been eliminated and the es-
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sential distinctions between them are gra-
dually being erased. The common vital inte-
rests of the workers, peasantry and intelli-
gentsia are the basis on which rests the in-
destructible social, political and ideological
unity of the Soviet people.

In the USSR the socialist principle of
“From each according to his abilities, to each
according to his work” has become a reality.
This principle serves to make all members of
society interested in the results of their work
and at the same time to unite personal and
public interests, and makes it possible to in-
crease labour productivity and to raise the
living standard of the people. The awareness
that they are working for their own benefit,
for their own society, and not to enrich the
exploiters, makes people work with enthu-
siasm and creatively, and this leads to a truly
mass socialist emulation movement.In a so-
cialist society it is logical and natural for the
masses to work with ever greater vigour in
the effort to build a new life.

The object of socialism is to ever more ful-
ly satisfy the growing material and cultural
requirements of the people by consistently
increasing and improving social production.
The Communist Party and Soviet Govern-
ment are steadily pursuing the Leninist line
of raising the nation’s malerial and cultural
standards. Unemploymenl has been abolish-
ed. A seven-hour, and in some cases a six-
hour day and even shorter, and a six-day
working week or a five-day working week
with two days off but with the same number
of working hours, have been introduced.
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Everything has been done to make working
conditions healthier.

Housing is greatly improved and now the
USSR builds more flats than any other coun-
try in the world. Education is universal and
is state maintained. The state pays for a con-
siderable share of the expenses involved in
bringing up the rising generation. A uniform
pension scheme with pensions granted a.nd
paid either by the state or by the collect.lve
farms has been introduced, and the retire-
ment age is lower than in most countries.
The health services and mother-and-child
care are free. In the past fifty years the ave-
rage expectation of life has more than doub-
led and now exceeds seventy years—one of
the highest in the world.

Life in socialist society rests on a br‘oad
democratic foundation. Through the Sov1§3ts,
the trade unions and other public organisa-
tions, the masses actively participate in the
administration of state affairs and in the so-
lution of economic and cultural problems.
More than 25 million people, almost a quar-
ter of the able-bodied population, are either
clected deputies to Soviets at various levels
or actively help the Soviets in their work.
Socialist democracy incorporates both politi-
cal liberties and social rights. In conlrast Lo
bourgeois democracy it nol only proclaims
these rights and freedoms but also guaran-
tees their exercise.

Socialism has created the most favoqrable
conditions for the development of science.
The achievements of Soviet science strikingly
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demonstrate the advantages and superiority
of the socialist system; they are indicative of
the infinite opportunities that socialism pro-
vides for science to develop and assume an
ever-mounting significance. That the land of
victorious socialism pioneered the use of alo-
mic energy for peaceful purposes and blazed
the trail into outer space is only natural.

Only under socialism does scientific and
technological progress serve to stimulate the
advance of all society, to raise the material
and cultural standards of the entire people,
and to promote the all-round development of
the individual.

One of socialism’s greatest gains is the so-
lution it has provided for the national ques-
tion. It has not only ensured the political
equality of all nations and nationalities and
made it possible to establish the Soviet multi-
national state, but has also led to the aboli-
tion of the economic and cultural inequality
of nations and nationalities bequeathed by
the bourgeois-landowner regime. The pre-
viously backward national areas of the old
tsarist empire have become prosperous social-
ist republics with a modern industry and ag-
riculture and a culture that is national in
form and socialist in content. This achieve-
ment is all the more remarkable since peo-
ples that had been at different levels of de-
velopment advanced to socialism more or less
simultaneously, with many of them moving
straight out of a pre-capitalist formation.

In the years of socialist and communist
construction there has emerged in the USSR

138

a new historical community of people—the
Soviet nation. It has developed on the basis
of public ownership of the means of produc-
tion, a common economic, social, political ar_ld
cultural way of life, the Marxist-Lenin}st
ideology, and the interests and communist
ideals of the working class. The new Soviet
man is devoted to the communist cause, I.las
a deep sense of socialist patriotism anq in-
ternationalism, is hard-working and socw}lly
and politically active, intolerant of e:;plmta-
tion, oppression, and national and. racial pre-
judices, and has a profound feeling of soli-
darity with working people all over the world.
Generations of ftrue internationalists .and
champions of communism have come into
being in the USSR.

The Leninist policy pursued by the pom-
munist Party of the Soviet Union is designed
to promote the growth of each and every So-
viet nation and nationality and at the same
time bring them ever closer together. The
achievements of the Soviet republics are (}ue
to their being members of a voluntary union
which is the USSR, the {riendship and mu-
tual assistance between all the different na-
tions and nationalities inhabiting the _USSR.
As a form of statehood enabling a union qf
free peoples to strive conjointly‘for .thel'r
communist ideals, the USSR has fully justi-
fied itself in the eyes of history.

As Lenin pointed out, the successful solg—
tion of the rll)ational question in the USSR is
of world-historic significance, for it shows
that only the road of socialism and commun-
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ism can ensure all nations and nationalities
genuine cqualily and prosperity and make it
possible for them to become friends and
brothers. The entire world has recognised the
Soviet experience in creating a multi-national
socialist state, in rallying all the Soviet peo-
ples for the building of a developed socialist
society, and in providing a solution for the
complex national question. This experience
is of inestimable importance to all who are
fighting for social and national liberation.

The year 1972 marked the fiftieth anniver-
sary of the formation of the USSR. The na-
tion celebrated the great event at the peak
of its might, having accomplished a tremend-
ous advance in the construction of commun-
ism, and remembering Lenin, the inspirer of
the creation of the USSR, with gratitude.

As Leonid Brezhnev aptly said in his
speech on the occasion, “For half a century
now the victorious Red Banner of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics has been flying
proudly, symbolising the greatness of the
communist ideals—the ideals of social justice,
peace, friendship, and the fraternal co-opera-
tion of nations. This banner has inspired us
in labour and in batlle, in days of greal jubi-
lation and in he hour of grave ordeal. Our
present jubilec is, in a manner of speaking, a
solemn vow given by the whole Soviel peo-
ple, a vow of loyally to our great Union, a
vow of loyally to the sacred ideal of com-
munism!”

By building a socialist sociely the Soviet
people have erected a fitting monument to
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Vladimir Ilyich Lenin, their leader and
teacher, who blazed for all mankind the
road to socialism.

As a living leaching, Leninism provides the
guidelines for the Soviet people and their
Communist Party in their effort to build a
new society. Remaining loyal to Lenin’s ideo-
logical heritage, the Party regards as ils
prime task that of solving all problems of
communist construction on the basis of
Lenin’s ideas and methods.

The decisions adopted by the CPSU atits
24th Congress are an embodiment of Lenin-
ist principles. The congress was one more
milestone in the effort of the Soviet people
and their party to build communism, and
was thus also a stride forward in the develop-
ment of the world revolutionary process. The
Central Committee report to the congress,
delivered by Leonid Brezhnev, General Se-
cretary of the CPSU Central Committee, gives
a profound Marxist-Leninist analysis of the
country’s international standing and of the
situation at home, and examines the most
pressing problems of communist construc-
tion, inner-party affairs and the world com-
munist, working-class and national-liberation
movements. These are problems whose so-
lulion is of immense significance for both
the Soviet Union and the entire world. The
24th Congress summed up the results of the
political and organisational work carried out
by the CPSU and adopted a concrele pro-
gramme of action both for the immediate fu-
fure and for many years ahead. The parly
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is confidently leading the entire Soviet peo-
ple onward to communism along the road
charted by Lenin.

INTERNATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE OF LENINISM

@ Lenin was a staunch internationalist who
regarded all questions relating to the revo-
lution and socialist construction in Russia
from the standpoint of the interests of the
worldwide working-class movement for eman-
cipation. The fact that he so skilfully ap-
plied Marxist methods in solving the pro-
blems facing the Russian proletariat, does
not at all warrant the conciusion that Le-
ninism is merely the Russian variant of
Marxism, whose significance is limited to
Russia; on the contrary, it demonsirates the
internationalistic character of Leninism,
Owing to a number of historical reasons,
Russia at the beginning of the 20th century
was the country where all of imperialism’s
basic antagonisms were Trtevealed at their
sharpest, and the Great October Socialist Re-
volution thus came to be a point of departure
and the cornerstone for the entire contem-
porary international revolutionary movement.
The main laws governing the world revolu-
tionary process were confirmed in Russia’s
three revolutions, which succeeded one ano-
ther, each larger in scope than the preceding
one, and which historically are the most im-
portant events in the early 20th century. All
three, and especially the October 1917 Revo-
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lution, were of epoch-making significance and
had a tremendous impact on the revolutiona-
ry movement in every couniry. The problems
posed by the Russian working-class move-
ment and these three revolutions were prob-
lems that confronted the entire world revo-
lutionary movement. Thus, Lenin’s approach
fo questions of Russia’s social and political
development is of international significance.

In Russia were found all the most diverse
socio-economic patterns; what Lenin called
“the most modern capitalistic imperialism”
existed side by side with survivals of feudal
serfdom, and regions where capitalism was
more or less developed bordered on parts
where pre-capitalist, semi-feudal, patriarchal-
feudal and even patriarchal-clan relations do-
minated. Here, taking place simultaneously
were a nationwide struggle against tsarist au-
tocracy and the survivals of feudal serfdom,
and for socialism by the working class in al-
liance with the poor peasantry and other non-
proletarian segments of the working masses,
a working-class movement, a peasant move-
ment, a national-liberation movement, and
finally a popular campaign for peace. Here,
in Russia, on one-sixth of the world’s land
surface, the working people for the first time
in history overthrew capitalism and set about
building socialism in the highly diversified
conditions obtaining over the vast expanses
of the Soviet republic. Thus, Lenin pointed
out that in Russia, as in no other country,
there was a great variety of forms, nuances
and methods of struggle which were used by
all the classes of contemporary society, and
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that Bolshevism had gained a wealth of his-
torical experience which was without prece-
dent. He noted that the laws of social deve-
lopment manifested in the Russian revolu-
tion were applicable to all countries.

“Experience has proved,” Lenin wrote in
1920, in speaking of both the Russian revo-
lution and the post-October development of
lhe world revolutionary process, “that, on
cerlain very important queslions of the pro-
letarian revolution, all countries will ine-
vitably have to do what Russia has done.”
In his book * ‘Left-wing’ Communism—an In-
fantile Disorder” Lenin examined the Russian
experience from the standpoint of the pres-
sing problems relating to international Com-
munist tactics, and of applying to the work
and the policies of the Communist Parties of
other countries “whatever is universally prac-
ticable, significant and relevant in the history
and the present-day tactics of Bolshevism.”

Thus, the internationalist character of Le-
ninism is also explained by its incorporation
of the vast experience of the Bolshevik Par-
ty, which had been called upon to carry out
tasks that faced both the leading industrial
capitalist countries and the relatively under-
developed countries, including those where
pre-capitalist formations dominated.

At the same time—and this is to be em-
phasized—Leninism emerged and developed
as a summalion of the experience of the
worldwide, and not only Russian, working-
class and national-liberation and anti-colonial-
ist movements. In Lenin’s writings one finds
the most profound analyses of the economic,
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social and political development and the re-
volutionary movement in such countries as
the United States, Britain, France, Germany,
Italy and Japan. Many of his articles deal
with the naliomal-liberation and revolutiona-
ry movements im China, India, Indonesia, and
the Middle East. Lenin also showed a keen
interest in Latita-American and African coun-
tries.

A number of his works deal with the gene-
ral laws of historical development and of the
working people’s struggle for emancipation
in the epoch of imperialism and socialist re-
volutions, and of the transition from capital-
ism to socialistn. Problems of the world re-
volutionary process are also discussed at
length in works devoted mainly to Russia
and its revolutionary movement and to so-
cialist construction in the USSR. Lenin had
also drawn up a number of important, often
programmatic, documents for the internatio-
nal working-class and communist movement.

All this shows that Leninism is an interna-
tional teaching, a guide to action for working
people everyWwhere. It is not surprising, there-
fore, that millions upon millions of working-
men throughout the world regard Lenin as
their teacher and leader. Lenin, as founder
of a proletarian party of a new type, emerg-
ed as a leader of the international working-
class movement at the beginning of the 20th
century. From October 1905 to 1912 he re-
presented ttre RSDLP in the International So-
cialist Bure’au of the Second International,
and activelyY participated in discussions of
major ques:tions of the world revolutionary
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movemenl and of the tasks of the working-
class parties of different countries. He head-
ed the Bolshevik delegations at the 1907
Stuttgart and 1910 Copenhagen International
Socialist Congresses, to which he devoted the
articles “The International Socialist Congress
in Stuttgart” and “The Question of Coopera-
tive Societies at the International Socialist
Congress in Copenhagen.”

Already then, Lenin resolutely fought the
opporlunists on an internalional scale, and
tried to rally together all “Left-wing” revo-
lutionaries. The meetings which he organised
during the Stuttgart Congress with K. Zetkin,
R. Luxemburg, L.Tyszka, G.Ledebour and
other Left-wingers were one of the first steps
ever taken to bring revolutionary Marxists
logether in the internalional socialist move-
ment in the imperialist epoch. As a member
of the congress’s “Militarism and Internatio-
nal Conflicts” Committee, he introduced im-
portant amendments, which were seconded by
Polish Social-Democrats, to A. Bebel’s draft
resolution so that the final version reflected
the spirit of revolutionary Marxism. At the
Copenhagen Congress he again conferred
with the Left-wingers in the Second Inter-
national and also drafted the resolution on
cooperatives which the RSDLP delegation
put before the congress’s Cooperatives Com-
mitlee.

Georg Ledebour, a leading German Social-
Democrat, whom, incidentally, Lenin criticis-
ed for his middle-of-the-road position during
and after the First World War, wrote of Le-
nin in 1924: “I had occasion to work with
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Lenin at inlernational congresses in the pre-
war days. Even at that early time Lenin’s
clear, logical thinking and his capacity for
decisive action had convinced all of us that
he was destined to achieve great things when
the time came.”

When the Second International disintegrat-
¢d during the First World War, Lenin put
forth the task of setting up a new and truly
revolutionary Third International. He work-
ed hard to convene the two international so-
cialist conferences that took place in 1915
and 1916 in Zimmerwald and Kienthal in
Switzerland. At these gatherings he upheld
revolutionary Marxist principles and fought
against social-chauvinism and Kautskyism.
He emerged as a leading figure around whom
all true internationalists in the world work-
ing-class movement rallied.

Willi Miinzenberg, who in 1914-17 was a
lcader of the Swiss Social-Democratic Youth
organisation, wrote later that long before the
war, after it had begun, and during the war
they had always taken a strong stand against
it. The betrayal by the Social-Democratic lead-
ership at the beginning of the war aroused
their contempt. They were young revolutio-
naries and the only thing they knew then was
that they wanted to bring about a revolution
and change the world. However, in this ardent
desire to accomplish a revolution they some-
limes seized on the wrong things and went
astray. But when they came to know Lenin
personally in the spring and summer of 1915
they realised that they had before them a
genuinely great leader who could lead them
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onto the road of fruitful revolutionary acti-
vity and this attracted them to him.

The Great October Socialist Revolution
opened up a new erain the working people’s
worldwide struggle for emancipation. Soviet
Russia became the base and stronghold and
a catalyst of the world revolutionary process.
“Our socialist Republic of Soviets,” Lenin
said with fervour in one of his speeches,
“will stand secure, as a torch of internatio-
nal socialism and as an example to all the
working people. Over there—conflict, war,
bloodshed, the sacrifice of millions of people,
capitalist exploitation; here—a genuine poli-
cy of peace and a socialist Republic of So-
viets.”

During the Civil War, Lenin addressed a
number of letters to the workingmen of Eu-
rope and America, in which he explained the
meaning of the October Revolution, pointing
out that the Soviet people were waging a
struggle to liberate themselves, and urged the
workers of Europe and the United States to
protest against the imperialist anti-Soviet in-
tervention. In August 1918 he wrote the fa-
mous “Letter to American Workers” in which
he condemned imperialism, especially US
imperialism, explained Bolshevik tactics, and
described the large-scale revolutionary re-
forms underiaken by Soviet power,

Rebuffing the slanderous attacks on Soviet
power and the Bolshevik Party by the bour-
geois and Right-wing socialist press, Lenin
wrote:

“Let the corrupt bourgeois press shout to
the whole world about every mistake our re-
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volution makes. We are not daunted by
our mistakes. People have not become saints
because the revolution has begun. ..

“For cvery hundred mistakes we commit,
and which the bourgeoisie and their lack-
eys. . . shout about to the whole world, 10,000
great and heroic deeds are performed...

“But even if the contrary were true—al-
though I know such an assumption is wrong—
even if we committed 10,000 mistakes for eve-
ry 100 correct actions we performed, even in
that case our revolution would be great and
invincible, and so it will be in the
eyes of world history, because,
for the first time... the real people,
the vast majority of the working people, are
themselves building a new life, are by
their own experience solving the
most difficult problems of socialist organisa-
tion.”

One would do well to recall these words
of Lenin’s today when the propagandists of
anti-communism and anti-Sovietism are doing
their best to falsify Soviet history, “forget-
ting” the colossal difficulties that the Soviet
people had to overcome and slurring over
their stupendous achievements and the fact
that they have built socialism and in the last
war saved mankind from the menace of fas-
cist enslavement, and concentrating instead
on the setbacks, shortcomings and mistakes
and gloating over the tragic pages in the an-
nals of Soviet history.

Notwithstanding the spate of lies and vile
slander that the bourgeois press slung at the
Bolsheviks, the truth about the Soviet repub-
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lic and the October Revolution continued to
reach working people all over the world. In
many countries the masses launched big cam-
paigns in supporl of Soviet Russia. Soldiers
of the interventionisl armies that had over-
run Russia refused to fight Soviet people.
Meanwhile workers went on strike, refusing
to load arms shipments for the White Guards,
and set up Councils of Action under the mot-
1o of “Hands off Russia!” Lenin regarded as
a most striking manifestation of proletlarian
internationalism the formation of internatio-
nal detachments in which the best of the
working class of different countries fought
shoulder to shoulder with the Red Army
against the troops of the interventionists and
the White Guards.

“There is one, and only one, kind of real
internationalism,” Lenin said, “and that is—
working wholeheartedly for the development
of the revolutionary movement and the re-
volutionary struggle in one’s own coun-
try, and supporting (by propaganda, sym-
pathy and material aid) this struggle,
this, and only this, line, in every
country without exception.” The Soviet repu-
blic’s Leninist Party has always pursued
this internationalist policy.

Lenin closely followed revolutionary deve-
lopments in the West. In connection with the
growing revolutionary movement in Germa-
ny, he wrote: “...for the German worker
masses, the German working people in their
millions... we are beginning to pre-
pare a fraternal alliance, bre a d, military
aid.”
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In his message of greetings to the revolu-
tionary government set up in Bavaria after a
Soviet republic was proclaimed there, Lenin
pointed out the priority tasks before the pro-
letarian party that had assumed power. He
noted that it was necessary to organise bo-
dies of revolutionary authority in town and
counlry, arm the proletariat and disarm the
bourgeoisie, and at once take steps to improve
the conditions of the factory workers, farm
labourers, and small landholders.

The people of Soviet Russia greeted with
enthusiasm the proclamation in March 1919
of the Hungarian Soviet Republic. In a mes-
sage to the Hungarian Communist leader Bé-
la Kun Lenin noted that it was necessary
creatively to apply Marxism and the Russian
experience and that the Hungarian Govern-
ment must establish a working-class dictator-
ship. Of great theoretical and practical signi-
ficance is his ‘“Greetings to the Hungarian
Workers” in which he explained the tasks of
the proletarian dictatorship. When the impe-
rialists intervened in Soviet Hungary, Soviet
Russia, loyal to its internationalist duty, did
all in its power to help; unfortunately, how-
ever, the Red Army, owing to the situation
then obtaining on the Civil War fronts, was
unable to come to Hungary’s assistance. Aid-
ed by the betrayal by the Right-wing Social-
ists in Hungary, the imperialists were able to
destroy the Hungarian Soviet Republic.

Lenin was the inspirer and leader of the
world communist movement. On his initiative,
in 1919, the Communist Parties establish-
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ed the Third, Communist International, which
played an important role in promoting the li-
beration movement of the working masses,
in facilitating the forming and strengthening
of Communist Parties, in evolving Working;
class tactics and strategy, and in bringing to
the fore and training outstanding leaders of
the communist movement.

The Third, Communist TInternational, or
Comintern, held its congresses under Lenin’s
direction. He delivered the main report at the
First Congress, which was on bourgeois de-
mocracy and the proletarian dictatorship. He
drafted the key resolutions adopted at the
Second Congress in 1920—the theses on the
congress’s main tasks, and the theses on the
agrarian questions and on the national and
colonial questions. At this congress he pre-
sented a report on the international situation
and the Comintern’s basic tasks, took part in
the work of several of the commissions, deli-
vering the report of the commission on the
national question, and spoke about the role
of the Communist Party and other matters.
At the Third Congress in 1921 he spoke of
the tactics of the Russian Communist Par-
ty and brillianty defended the Comintern’s
tactics; he also took part in drafting the
“Theses on the Organisational Structure of
Communist Parties and the Methods and
Content of Their Work.” At the Fourth Con-
gress (1922), the last attended by Lenin, he
delivered a report entitled “Five Years of the
Russian Revolution and the Prospects of the
World Revolution,” and, as head of the Rus-
sian Communist Party delegation, directed
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all its activities and took part in drafting
congress resolutions and decisions.

Of tremendous importance both for indivi-
dual Communist Partics and for the entire
international communist movement are the
letters which Lenin addressed to Commun-
ists and working-class leaders of different
countries.

Before, during and after the Comintern
congresses, Lenin would meet with individual
delegates and also whole delegations to learn
about the situation and the working-class
movement in their countries and to discuss
questions of Communist Party organisation
and activity. All who talked with him were
astounded by his grasp of the problems fac-
ing various countries. His speeches, writings
and letters and also talking or working to-
gether with him left an indelible impression
upon foreign Communists and greatly helped
them attain political maturity. Many of them
later became leaders of national Communist
parties and of the international communist
and working-class movement.

Paul Vaillant-Couturier, the poet and pub-
licist who was one of the founders of the
French Communist Party, said of Lenin:

“Vladimir Ilyich was and still is the perso-
nification of ceaseless activity, and at the same
time a Marxist from head to foot. Contact
with him had the effect of a gust of wind
sweeping into a stuffy room; it refresh-
c¢d the mind burdened by prejudice and for-
mal doctrines. . .

“Lenin, the intellectual, could think like a
worker, Lenin, the orator, spoke without rhe-
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toric or bombast. The man who had shaken
the whole world, whose mind was constantly
absorbing all that constiluted the living
breath of that world, this man, to the end
of his life, preserved a remarkable ability to
feel and think like a Chinese coolie or a Neg-
ro porter. The oppressed Annamite or Hindu
were as much of an open book to him as the
Leningrad metal-worker, the Paris lextile-
worker, the miner from New Virginia. Le-
nin was the perfect type of the new man; he
was for us the prototype of the future.”

“Lenin’s thoughts,” wrote the well-known
Danish writer Martin Andersen-Nexo, when
recollecting the report which Lenin deliver-
ed at the Comintern’s Fourth Congress, “flow-
ed limpid and clear, even when he touched
upon great human problems and showed with
a clarity comprehensible to onc and all that
the future is inevitably and assuredly deve-
loping out of the present. He seemed to be
living all these human lives himself. ..

“ “This is a real man, a Norwegian worker
beside me whispered. ‘He looks like any of
us, yet he sees a thousand times farther!’ ”

Sen Katayama, founder of the Japanese
Communist Party, in describing Lenin’s con-
versations with delegates to the First Con-
gress of Revolutionary Organisations of the
Far East (from China, Japan, Indonesia and
Mongolia) recalled that Lenin chatted with
each delegation in turn, but so that all could
hear the questions put and his answers and
that he discussed with each delegation both
the problems arising in its own country and
the issues facing the entire Far East. “He,”
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Sen Katayama wrote, “was very attentive to
cveryone who spoke to him. He was also a
very good listener. His answers satisfied and
encouraged cveryone. We all felt perfectly at
ease with him. He was a fine conversational-
ist and all of us were interested in everything
he had to say. Comrade Lenin gave many
useful suggestions and advice to each delega-
lion in this brief but extremely important
lalk with the Congress delegates.”

At one of the sessions of the Second Com-
intern Congress the delegates decided to
write  down what they thought of Lenin.
Their notes were later put together as an
album. Below are some of the notes.

Giacinto Menotti Serrati, a prominent figu-
re in Italy’s working-class movement and a
leader of the Italian Socialist Party who la-
ter joined the Communists, wrote: “We are
no lovers of fetishes and in our communist
view of things isolated individuals act as
landmarks in historical events and not as the
driving force behind them. But when, as
Engels remarked in connection with the death
of Karl Marx, these individuals embody the
mind of the age and the hopes of a class, they
become sacred for mankind and history. To-
day Lenin personifies the age of the proleta-
rian revolution and the struggle between op-
pressors and oppressed. His name is synony-
mous with protest, struggle and liberation.”

Edward Martin, a member of the US Com-
munist Party, wrote: “Lenin stands with Marx,
as the greatest of socialist students, whose
name will live for ages.”

John Reed, the American Communist wri-
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ter, said: “Lenin, simple, most human,
and yet most far-seeing and immovable.”

Delegates from the colonies and the depen-
dent countries wrote that Lenin had awaken-
ed fresh hopes in the hearts of the Eastern
peoples and had pointed out to them the way
to happiness. “Mankind’s noblest son,” an
Indian delegate noted.

Luis Emilio Recabarren Serrano, founder
of the Chilean Communist Party, who attend-
ed the Fourth Comintern Congress, described
Lenin as “the greatest man of his time, a
man whom all the world’s scholars and re-
verend people esteem, whom the world pro-
letariat sacredly reveres.”

Finally here is what other two prominent
figures said of Lenin. They had never met
Lenin though they were his contemporaries
and were greatly influenced in their outlook
by his ideas and personality.

Ho Chi Minh, leader of the Vietnamese
people and an outstanding figure in the
world Communist movement, said: “In his life-
time he was our father, teacher, comrade
and counsellor. Today he is our lodestar,
leading us to social revolution.”

William Du Bois, the Negro leader and
scholar, wrote that Lenin’s books translated
into the local languages would provide the
embattled African peoples with clear-shining,
guiding beacons on the way to a bright and
historic future. They would erect one more
impressive and effective monument to that
great genius of mankind in a continent which
today has a particular need of wise counsel,
that of Vladimir Ilyich Lenin.
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In his writings, and above all in his * ‘Left-
Wing’ Communism—an Infantile Disorder,”
in the theses and decisions he drafted for
Comintern Congresses and in the letters he
addressed to Communist parties and working-
class leaders, Lenin defined the basic princi-
ples for the programmes, sirategy and tac-
tics of the worldwide communist movement.

Lenin described the substance of the pre-
sent epoch which was ushered in by the Oc-
tober Revolution in Russia as one of man-
kind’s transition from capitalism to socialism,
as “the abolition of capitalism and its vest-
iges, and the establishment of the fundamen-
tals of the communist order.” He pointed
out that the main contradiction of this epoch
was that between socialism and capitalism,
and- that the struggle beiween these two sys-
tems determined “world political develop-
ments.” He described the principal revolu-
tionary forces of modern times and the pros-
pecls before the working people’s worldwide
movement for emancipation following the
world’s division into two systems.

Lenin regarded the socialist system, re-
presented then by the Soviet Republic, as the
leading force in the struggle against imperial-
ism. He pointed out that the Land of So-
viets was inevitably grouping around itself,
on the one hand, the socialist “movements of
the advanced workers in all countries,”’ and,
on the other, “all the national-liberation move-
ments in the colonies and among the op-
pressed nationalities.”” He foresaw the deve-
lopment of the proletarian dictatorship from
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national (existing in one country) into inter-
national (existing in a number of countries).
In other words, he anticipated the emergence
of a world socialist system that would be
“capable of exercising a decisive influence
upon world politics as a whole.” He defined
the principles underlying the relations be-
lween countries where a socialist revolution
had been accomplished, pointing out that it
would be essential for them to unite, coope-
rate and extend mutual assistance; he em-
phasized that the Communists and all work-
ing people must render “unselfish support”
to each socialist republic “in its struggle
against counter-revolutionary forces.”

Lenin attached paramount importance to
the working-class struggle in the capitalist
countries, and, above all, in imperialism’s ci-
tadels. He sharply criticised those who under-
estimated the opportunities for revolutionary
action by the proletariat of the leading capi-
talist countries. It would be stupid, he said,
to exclude from the revolutionary forces the
proletariat of Europe and the United States.
Summing up the newly accumulated expe-
rience of the working-class movement, he fur-
ther developed the thesis about the proleta-
riat’s allies, stressing the importance of work
among the peasantry and the need to win
the progressive intelligentsia over to com-
munism and rally the broadest masses around
the working class. Noting that unity in the
working-class movement was one of the most
decisive factors enabling the working class to
discharge its historic mission, he proposed a
united working-class front and defined the
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tactics for achieving joint working-class ac-
tion.

Lenin regarded the national-liberation
movement as a powerful revolutionary force
in the modern world. He discussed at length
the question of the driving forces of this move-
ment, noting how the relationship between
them would change as the movement develop-
ed, and pointed out that “the movement of
the majority of the population of the globe,
initially directed towards national liberation,
will turn against capitalism and imperialism.”
In connection with the victory of the Great
October Socialist Revolution and the prospect
of the emergence of the world system of so-
cialism, he considered the possibility of back-
ward countries embarking upon socialism and
skipping the capitalist stage of development.
A prerequisite for this, said Lenin, would be
the establishment in these countries of a go-
vernment that truly represented the interests
of the people, a revolutionary democracy,
and cooperation between these countries and
Lhe socialist states. He urged both oppressed
nations and nations that had thrown off the
chains of imperialist bondage to closely co-
operate with the socialist system, with the
Soviet republic. He said that it was inevitable
that revolutions in the Eastern and Afro-
Asian countries should have their own spe-
cific features, but at the same time empha-
sized that, despite these specific features, so-
cial evolution and the class struggle in these
Countries would be governed by the general
laws of historical development which Marx-
1sm had disclosed.
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Lenin said that the decisive factors in the
worldwide triumph of socialism were: unity
between the forces of revolution, the hege-
mony of the working class and the Commun-
ist Parties, their correct strategy and tactics,
a most determined drive against social-refor-
mism, revisionism, dogmatism, seclarianism
and nationalism, and cohesion of the inter-
national communist movement.

He regarded Right-wing revisionism, op-
portunism, and social reformism as the chief
enemies of Marxism and the world commun-
ist, working-class, and national-liberation
movements. “Opportunism,” he pointed out,
“is our principal enemy. Opportunism in the
upper ranks of the working-class movement
is bourgeois socialism, not proletarian social-
ism. It has been shown in practice that work-
ing-class activists who follow the opportunisl
trend are better defenders of the bourgeoisie
than the bourgeois themselves. Without their
leadership of the workers, the bourgeoisie
could not remain in power.” In the capital-
ist countries the opportunists and revisionists
are opposed to a socialist revolution. They
call for reforms that do not impinge upon
the mainstays of the capilalist order. They
arc against working-class solidarity and, in
effect, deny proletarian hegemony in the
slruggle against imperialism. In their attempt
to derogate the time-tested experience of so-
cialist construction the social-reformists and
revisionists preach a “liberalised” socialism
which rejects the leading role of the Marxist-
Leninist parties, replaces socialist democracy
by a liberalism of a bourgeois type, under-
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mines centralised planning and economic ma-
nagement, and encourages market anarchy
and competition.

At the same time Lenin warned of the im-
mense danger emanating from “Left” oppor-
tunism, dogmatism and sectarianism. He
pointed out that unless the most resolute
struggle was carried out against them, they
could inflict serious harm not only on in-
dividual Communist or Workers’ parties, bul
on the entire international communist move-
ment. He described “Left” opportunism as a
“petty-bourgeois revolutionariness” akin to
anarchism, as adventurism. Characteristic of
“Left” opportunists and sundry extremists,
he said, were a subjective approach to the
evaluation of developments and the desire
to skip stages in the movement. A salient
feature of “Left” opportunism, which makes
it particularly dangerous, is its attempts to
cover up its utterly wrong theories and poli-
cies with ‘“revolutionary” phrase-mongering
and with allegations that Marxists-Leninists
are “reformists,” “revisionists” and the like.
In reality the adventurist policies of “Left”
opportunism tend to isolate the Communist
Parties from the masses and to underminc
the revolutionary movement and the unity of
all democratic forces under working-class
igadership in the struggle against imperia-
ism.

Lenin had noted on several occasions that
on many fundamental points the positions of
Right-wing and “Left” opportunism coincided
and interwove. Thus, for example, they at-
tack from different standpoints the ideas of
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working-class hegemony, proletarian dictator-
ship and the Marxist-Leninist teaching on the
role and organisational principles of the pro-
letarian party of a new type. An example of
this is Trotskyism, which is a hodgepodge of
adventurism and capitulatory views.

There are a number of essential features
which are common to both Trotskyism and
Maoism. Although Maoism is not a variant of
Trotskyism, it is likewise an eclectical med-
ley of views incorporating sundry Trotskyite
tenets along with elements of Confucianism,
anarchism, and petty-bourgeois chauvinism.
There is much that the Maoists have in com-
mon with the Trotskyites. This includes their
similar anti-Leninist attitude to the world re-
volutionary process, their striving to “export
revolution,” their extolling of war as the one
and only way of promoting world revolu-
tion, their capitulatory assessment of the pro-
spects for socialist construction, their setting
the revolutionary forces in opposition to one
another, their anti-Sovietism, their slande-
rous charges of “degeneration” levied against
the Communist parties of many countries, and
so on.

Lenin vigorously rebuffed nationalistic ten-
dencies in the world working-class and com-
munist movement, noting the link between
them and both Right-wing and “Left” op-
portunism. He wrote: “The ideological and
political affinity, connection and even identi-
ty between opportunism and social-national-
ism are beyond doubt.” He called on the
Communist parties and the world communist
movement to combat opportunistic distortion
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of the concept and policy of internationalism
and the practice of paying lip-service to in-
ternationalism in order to camouflage nation-
alism. He was for the unswerving imple-
mentation of proletarian internationalism, em-
phasizing that it was essential correctly to
combine the national and international tasks
of the Communist parties and that “the in-
terests of the proletarian struggle in any one
country should be subordinated to the inte-
rests of that struggle on a worldwide scale.”

Time and again Lenin pointed out that in
formulating their policies the Communist
parties must take into account the national
and other specific features of their respective
countries. At the same time he emphasized
the importance of the common laws of de-
velopment governing the socialist revolution
and the transition from capitalism to com-
munism, which applied to all countries. He
said that the question was one of correctly
modifying the basic principles of communism
in accordance with the particular features
of one or another country, of correctly adapt-
ing and applying them with account being
taken of national distinctions. At total varian-
ce with Leninism are social-reformist ratio-
cinations about “different models of social-
ism,” about a ‘“special” road to socialism for
one or another country, notions that reflect
opportunistic deviations from the principles
of Marxism-Leninism.

All of Lenin’s writings are permeated with
a profound feeling of confidence in the ine-
‘wtable, ultimate triumph of communist ideals.
‘Communism is bound to win. It will win,”
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he wrote. In his last article “Better Fewer,
But Better,” which he completed on March 2,
1923, he once again noted that the complete
worldwide victory of socialism was inevitable,
“fully and absolutely assured.”

Our epoch is one of the triumph of Lenin-
ism.

Under the banner of Leninism the Soviet
people have built a developed socialist socie-
ty and are now building communism. There
has come true Lenin’s prophecy that more
states would break away from the capitalist
system as a result of the socialist revolution,
and that from a national force the proleta-
rian dictatorship would develop into an in-
ternational force. The universality and cor-
rectness of Lenin’s teaching on socialist
construction have been fully confirmed by the
experience of many countries on three con-
tinents. The world system of socialism is
growing and gaining in strength. The system
of international cooperation that has been
established within the framework of the
world socialist community demonstrates the
viability of Lenin’s principles concerning a
new type of relations between nations.

The entire world revolutionary movement
has gone forward and attained new and high-
er levels under the banner of Leninism.

Practice has demolished the outdated the-
sis of bourgeois-reformist and petty-bourgeois
anarchistic theorists on the alleged “waning”

164

of the revolutionary spirit among the work-
ing people in the West. In class battles foughl
over recent years the working class has dis-
played a gift for organisation, militancy, and
a readiness to take decisive action in the na-
me of democratic and socialist ideals. It has
demonstrated its abilily to lead the masses in
the new conditions of deep-going changes in
ecconomy, social relations and the social out-
look of the working people. In most capitalist
countries it is the peasants who remain the
proletariat’s main ally. The progressive in-
telligentsia is playing an increasingly impor-
tant role as an ally of the proletariat. More
groups of young people are joining the revo-
lutionary movement.

Lenin’s theses on the national-liberation
movement and the strategy of forging a firm
alliance between the world socialist system
and the international proletariat, on the one
hand, and the oppressed peoples, on the
other, have shown the road to victory in the
siruggle against colonialism and for national
independence, freedom and social progress.
Imperialism’s colonial empire has collapsed
under the blows of the national-liberation
movement, and hundreds of millions of peo-
ple have thrown off the chains of imperialist
bondage. Tens of former colonial and semi-
colonial nations have begun to pursue an in-
dependent course of social and political de-
velopment. As Lenin had foreseen, in many
countries the national-liberation movement
has developed into a fight against every kind
of exploitation, feudal and capitalist. Many
countries that have cast off the imperialist
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yoke have taken a non- capltallst road of de-
velopment with the ultimale aim of build-
ing a socialist society.

A salient feature of our time is the popu-
lar movement to prescrve and strengthen
peace and prevent another world war. In the
van of the peace movement are the socialist
countries and the world’'s Communists. The
peace movement confirms Lenin’s view that
the maintenance of peace, the prevention of
world wars, provides the most favourable
conditions for socialist and communist con-
struction and the entire revolutionary process
and accords with the vital interests of the
overwhelming majority of mankind.

Loyal to Lenin’s behests, the CPSU and the
Soviet Government consistently strengthen
the unity and fraternal friendship of the so-
cialist countries, pursue a policy of interna-
tional solidarity with the working-class move-
ment in the capitalist countries, support the
national-liberation movement and cooperate
with the developing countries, uphold the
principle of the peaceful coexistence of states
with differing social systems, resolutely
repulse the aggressive forces of imperialism,
and do all in their power to safeguard huma-
nity from another world war. And now thal
major progress in carrying out the Leninist
principle of peaceful coexistence of states
with different social systems has been made,
and that the peace movement in all parts of
the world has been growing in scope, the
following words said by Lenin many years
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ago acquire particular importance: “.. .our
peace policy is approved by the vast maJou-
ty of people all over the world.”

The unceasing striving of peoples for peace
on earth has been most vividly demons-
trated at the World Congress of Peace For-
ces which was held in Moscow in October
1973 and attended by more than 3,000 dele-
gates from 144 countries. The address by
Leonid Brezhnev, General Secretary of the
CPSU Central Committee, at the Congress
has met with warm approval. In his speech
he noted: “The principles of the peaceful
coexistence of states with different social sys-
tems are winning ever broader recognition.
They are assuming more and more practical
content, gradually becoming a generally ac-
cepted standard of international relations.”
Addressing the world army of peace cham-
pions he said: “You can depend on the So-
viet people, who have always—in the early
years after their great revolution, in the years
of building socialism, in the battle against
fascism, in the post-war decades, and at the
present time—stood and will continue to
stand in the front line of the struggle for
the interests of humanity.”

The USSR stands forth before the world
today as the land which is building commun-
ism, as the citadel of international friendship,
as the bulwark of the world revolutionary
movement for liberation. ‘

The world communist movement has be-
come the most influential political factor in
the world today. Its unity is being consistent-
ly strengthened. The 1969 Meeting of Com-
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munist and Workers’ Parties greatly contri-
buted to international communist solidarity
and to the consolidation of all anti-imperial-
ist forces and to the development of a num-
ber of points of Marxist-Leninist theory. In
league with the other fraternal parties the
CPSU steadily seeks firmer political cohesion
and Marxist-Leninist unity in the communist
movement, which must play a still more in-
strumental role in the struggle against impe-
rialism.

“This path of ours,” Lenin said, “is the
right one, for it is the path which, sooner or
later, all other countries must inevitably take.”
The entire course of social development
has confirmed this, thus proving the interna-
tional significance and historical truth of Le-
ninism.

Lenin’s ideological heritage is of iruly in-
estimable importance; it is an inexhaustible
source of revolutionary thought and inspira-
tion. Leninism has always been the victorious
banner of the fighters against imperialism
and for peace, national independence, social
progress, democracy and socialism, for the
triumph of communist ideals.
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The Ulyanov family in 1879. Lenin is seen
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171



172

9.

10.

11,

12

13.

14.

15

16.

17

18,

19.
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ber Socialist Revolution.
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demonstrating in Petrograd.
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a worker, Konstantin Ivanov, which Lenin
‘used to escape the police spies of the bour-
geois Provisional Government in 1917,

“Going to Petrograd,” a painting by A. Lo-
pukhov.

November 7, 1917. Petrograd’s insurgent mas-
ses stormed the Winter Palace, last strong-
hold of the counter-revolutionary Provisional
Government.

Painting by V. Serov showing Lenin addres-
sing the Second All-Russia Congress of So-
viets.

Russia’s working people enthusiastically ac-
claimed the Decreces on Peace and Land, the
first decrees that Lenin drafted and that were
enacted by Soviet power.

Lenin addressing a Vsevobuch (Universal Mi-
litary Training) meeting in Red Square in
Moscow on May 25, 1919.

Lenin talking with H. G. Wells in Moscow on
October 6, 1920,

Lenin in Red Square on May 25, 1919,

20. Lenin and Sverdlov by the Kremlin wall in
Red Square watching the November 7 de-
monstration in 1918.

21. Lenin and N. Krupskaya with Kashino pea-

sants at the opening of the Kashino power
station on November 14, 1920,

22. Lenin speaking at the funeral of Y. M. Sverd-

lov in Moscow on March 18, 1919,

23. Lenin participating in the All-Russia Subbot-

nik in the Kremlin on May Day, 1920.

24, Lenin laying the foundation stone of a mo-

nument to Karl Marx in Moscow on May Day,
1920.

2b. Lenin in his Kremlin office on October 16,

1918.

26. Lenin and N. Krupskaya leaving the Trade

Unions ouse in  Moscow on May 6, 1919,
after a session of the All-Russia Congress on
Extra-Mural Education.

27. Copies of Lenin’s works “The Immediate

Tasks of the Soviet Government” (1918), and
“‘Left-Wing’ Communism-—an Infantile Dis-
order” (1920).

28. Lenin at a session of the Third Comintern

Congress in Moscow, which was held in
June-July 1921.

29, Lenin at the First All-Russia Congress on

“ducation in Moscow on August 28, 1918.
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30. Lenin with the staff of the secretariat of the
Council of People’s Commissars at the Krem-
lin in October 1918, following his recovery
from the wounds he received during an at-
tempt on his life.

31, Lenin in Moscow on May Day, 1920.

32. Lenin watching try-outs of the first Soviet-
made electric plough at the experimental
farm of the Moscow Zootechnical College on
Qctober 22, 1921.

33-34. Lenin with delegates to the Tenth All-Russia
Party Conference on May 26-28, 1921.

86. Lenin as Chairman of the Council of People’s
Commissars in Moscow on October 16, 1918.

36. Lenin in Moscow in 1920.

37. Lenin with his wife N. Krupskaya, his sister
Anna Ulyanova-Yelizarova, his nephew Vic-
tor, and Vera, a worker’s daughter, in Gorki in
Auvgust 1922.

38. Lenin and N. Krupskaya at their flat in the
Kremlin in February 1920.

39. Lenin taking a walk in Gorki in 1922.

40. Grieving populace render their last respects to
Lenin, their leader, friend and teacher on Ja-
nuary 27, 1924.

41. Lenin’s desk in his Kremlin study.

42. The first volume of the “Completc Works” of
Lenin, a 55-volume set containing about
9,000 items.
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43. Lenin’s works in foreign languages.

44. At the 24th Party Congress which took place
at the Kremlin Palace of Congresses in Moscow
in March-April, 1971,

45-47. L. 1. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the
CPSU Central Committee, signing the party
card for Vladimir I. Lenin. Party cards have
been recently re-issued and the leader of
the October Revolution has symbolically been
given card No. 1.

48. Demonstration in Red Square in Moscow, ca-
pital of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics.
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