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L INTRODUCTION

Lemin's bonok  The Proletarian Reoolotion and
e Henegade Kawbsky o owas st publizhed by
Rommunist Publishers in Moscow ar the end al
1918, Its theses became part and parcel of the
Marxist-Leninist  thearv. of socialist revaluton,
In this work Lenin generalised the experience
af the Great October Socialist Bevalution and
the Diest vear of Sovier power, subjected  the
attitude of Karl Kautsky, the ideological leader
al the Second Tiwerpational, tw the voung Soviet
slate o all-round  criticiam,  and  showed W
Kautsky's disregard ol the vital inicresis of the
working class,

The  Profeterian  Reeollion  and e Heneguede
Fanivky SOV Marxists-Leninists as a
theoreticall  weapon  in the present  struggle
of ideas, gives a key 1w understanding  the
essenee of the curremt attacks on o revoluticn-
ary. theory, amd  substantvates  the  oeed o
wage a revelutionary struggle For socialism,

E

Lenin began writing The Praletarvien Res
[=] | ;

Wl for

apd  the  Renegade  Rowtsky at the  Dbeginning
of October 1918, immediaely  after reading
Kautsky's pamphlet  The Dictatordiip  of  the
Protetavial, n which that prominent member of




the West ]':II'.'-:I|:-IZ“:|I| and especially German Social
Democratic movement of those davs assessed
the |_u:.|i| 1| r|4_-'.'|_'|r'||_|||||_-j'||_~.. i
Ruasia

Such g |;I|I1ir:. reaction to Kawsky's pamphles
wiaz not accidental, The leader af the world's
fivst state of workers and  peasants  closely
fellowed  rthe epurcussions  the aletarian
revedution i Russia had in other countries
and immediately  assessed  each one of them.,
]{:I.I.EIE-L'.:-' wias regarded m the Second International
a5 an  advocate  of  the  revolurionary wav
to socialism and, consequently, Lenin’ could
not be mdifferent 1w his opinion.

[n the avtumpe of 1918 Soviet Kussia was
wrobably going through one of the most dif-
Jenl |.'ll'.']'il:"i|..‘\. i its hstorv. The civil war
was on amnd foreign interventonists had coie
te  the aid of internal  counter-revolution.
By August 1918 (he external and  internal
encmies  of  Soviet  Russip were  in contral
of threc-quarters of s territory. The Soviet
republic was encircled by [romis and cut off
Irem its main food and raw material areas,
This compelled  the proletarian state io
resort oA series of emereency measares which
came o e known as the |-.|-.|'i|_-, al War Coi-
munism. Urgent steps were aken 1w salegnard
ithe gaing ol  the  revolution—escablishment
of the Red Aviny, appoiniment of workers and
peasints (o command  posts, provision of the
Fighting Forces with Food and arms.

Lhe position of the Soviet republic continued
oy deterinrate,  however.  Further  difficultics
piled up on famine and dislocation. The victory
al the Enientwe powers became a fact by the
autumn of 1918 and this enabled them to extenid

revaiutionanry

the scale of  militey  operations  against
Soviet Russia and increase military aid o
the borces of internal counter-revolution,

Lenin vightdy thowght that the revolutionary
wave which had reached Central Europe from
Soviet Russia and swept Germany and  Austria-
Hungary could .~|'|:-:||'|i.;'|-:. haimper e TEETOUITE
of the external  counter-revolutionary  Torces,
The mass discontent of the population, whe
had experienced the horrors of the Firse
World War, led to an upsurge of the revolution-
ary working-class movement unknown in the
history of Luropean countries, A revolutionary
government—the Council of People's Rep-
resentatives—was formed in Finland in January
1818, Councils, patterned on  the  Soviets
in - Russia, were being organised in Poland.
In Movember 1918 came  the revedutionary
overthrow of the monarchies in Germany and
Austria-Hungary, 5Seizure of  factories by
workers and landowners'  esiates Iy peazants
became a common occurrence  in laly.  The
movement ol solidarity with Sovier Russia was
gaining  ground among the workers of France,
Biritain and the United Staces.

In the conditions of the revolutionary UPsLTEE.
the future of proletarian  revolutions, in
Lenin's view, depended much on the readiness
of the I.:I'I'l:lli.'l...ll'lulll partigs o aanme the role
pf political leader of the revolutionary masses,
For rthat o was necessary for  the  leaders
ol the working-class movemesinr w be ahble
preatively o assimilate all that was  valuall
and useful in the experience of the |'_|:'1'||;_'|.'||'|_;|||
revolution in Bussia,

Studying  Kautsky's  The  Dhictatorship - of  the
Profetariat, Lenin  arvived at the conclusion




that, instead of critcally  analyvsing the
experience of the staletavian  revalution  in
Russia and elicidatng  the laws  governing
it and its peculiarities, the author “produces
A i||l.|'-.'-:|i|;|{ theotretical mueldle, which con-
verts Marxism o iowe liberalism™.' In his analviis
ot the proletarian revolution in Russia, Kautsky,
pruF-:::c:-mll; devotion o Marxism, deparis from
its  revolutionary  content.  The  complexities
of the politiml = sitwation  revolutionary
Russia met with at home and abroad played a
part in making Kautsky urm o opporienism,
to  capitulate  politically  before  the  dil-
ficulties of revolutionary struggle.

The proletarian  revolution in Russia, in
Kautsky's ~ eves, was an  uncontrollable,
spontaneous mutiny - of the masses, He saw
nothing in the revolution but s machine bor
the suppression and restriction of the democ-
fatic  rightz of o part ol the members 1o
noetice the main thing—the historical iniative
of the masses which, within an unprecedentedly
lerieed serioil,  gove  Tise 1o a4 new, highes
type of democracy: proletarian democracy. On
g scale never seen before, millions of working
peaple ol different  pationalities joined in-
dependently  in political  activities,  and
their energy was dlirecied wowards the practical
abolition of  all forms. of  social i justice
amd  the building of an  absolutely  new  so-
Ciely,

Like a pnumber ol other leaders of the
Sccond  Internavional, Rauisky did not under-
stamed  the lesson: of the  proletacan revolu-

L'
Moo, |

pion - in Bussia, He oriented the working class
on the struggle for socialism  solely  within
the framework of bourgeois democracy and
that was tantamount 1o leading the working
class astray and could end in a tragedy for it

Lenin decmed it his duty o warn of chat.
Before  finishing  the book  The  Proletarian
Bevolubion: and  the Henegade Kawlsky, Lenin
had written an article under the same title
which was published in Frovda on October 11,
1918, A few weeks later it was read by workers
in Berlin and Vienna

Lenin finished working on the last sections
of the book on Movember 9, 1918 O its pages
oie found a detailed and  all-round  analysis
of the political developments in revelutionary
Bussia, It eliucidgred  che  internmational  signil-
icance  of the experience of the proletarian
revalution anc |'.'-.:||-|~il:-:|. the danger ]:II'I.'*I:.'IIH'I.t
te the revoludonary movement by Kauisky's
theoretical delusions. History lost no time prov-
ing correct Lenin's assessment of Kautskvism,
The defeat of the German preletarial in the
Movember 1918 revolution was o noe small degree
due to the stand ol s Secial Democratic leaders,
inspired by the ideas Kawtsky expatiated on in
his. pamphlet  The Dictatorskip of the  Prole-
fariaf,

Events of  worldwide  histori
have taken place ono o
publication of Lenin's < The
frtioie  wingd  the  Renegode  Kaufsky, A world
community  of socialiat countries  has  come
into  being, The colonial system  of jmperial

LN
planet  since  the
Prafetorign Reva-




ism has disintegrated. The might and prestige
of the working-class movement in the capital-
ist countries have grown. The political Face
of the world has radically changed and
new conditions have appeared for the struggle
for  soctalism.  But The  Proletarign Revolition
and e Renegade  Kowtshy has  lost none  of
s Ill'|1i-::||]1:-' tor  those  whoo refuse 1o re-
concile  themselves with any  forms  of  social
oppressicn and  injustice, “for  those  who
have dedicated themselves 1w the strugple
lor peace, democracy and socialism. The hook
has  stood  mumercas  edidons  in dorens  of
lanpuages, The reason for the  wnflaggi
jl'lrl.l'-l'l"ﬁj-h in 1this book 15 obvious: s Itﬁ.?:_'rﬁ
are - in keeping with the  times, The reader
looks for and finds in it the key 1w many
actual  problems of our |_'|:||'-:||_ the epoch of
mankind's  transiion  fromcapitalism o
socialism,

Lenin's book  containe: a Marxist-Leninisi
I_'.ll':-iI!I: of view on  the questicns ol strugele
or peace and the international solidarity
of the peace [orces, theoretically  substan-
tiabes  the  fundamental  difference  berween
bourgeots amd  socialist democracies,  and
proves invalid the philosophy  of social [as-
sivity and  the wait-and.see  policy.  Lenin
devored  much  atention  in the book w the
working preople’s revalulionary struggle,
which confirms the aoperation of general laws
in the epoch of mankinds transition from
capitalism 1o socialism. At the same time.
it iz known that each new revolution meets
with  conditons  that differ from  those  of
the  previous  vevolutions, Fyvery  revolution
s entiched by the experience of the preceding

e

ones, but takes place in the changed conditions
of  rthelr creation, The Prodelarian Revodii-
tion and  the Renepade  Kouwtsky  shows  the
methads to be employed in order creatively
td learn  the lessons of past revolutions
gl thos enrvich revolutionary struggle,




2, REVOLUTION AND POWER

ln our rev I'I||.||.il..l]'l-C|.|"'| dAfE EVET-TCW E.rhl'_'l'll."l'ul.[i':l'l'l!\-
andd steata of working people are joining in the
movement ol social protest against the capital-
15E "'!-'5-“.'|'|| I'H L e i ll:'l.'l I:l'l- hl"'.ll'ﬁ':'l:.l]"" slanes t:'.l.ll.'l'l':l'
and  ofbice workers, peasants, melleciuals  and
sticlents  show  Increasing  interest in Marsism,
which differs from all other socialist theories
By an organi combination of scieptfic oljective
ity in the analysis of socety's social evolution
and  recogpnmition of  the histovical  sigoificance
ol revoluticnary - energy:  the  initiative  and
CIEAariyiny ol 1:'.'I|:' ITHaRSEE,

At the same time. though displaving interest
in  Marsism, o some ancil o civcles e ool
recognise  its  highly important  theses  about
the  copstructive  role plaved o world  hiseory
by the revolutionary masses. This is nodably
characteristic of  many  liberal  intelleciuals.
Admiring Marx's works and the wealth of his
reflections  on the  historical  destindes,  owi-
look and preordainment of mankind, they never-
theless do ot ranscend  the  fromework ol
their  conception  of  the wavi of achieving

the ideals of wuniversal social  justice
Liberal  mmellectuals long cultivared  the
vicw  that  Marxism was. an “alien body” 1

the history of Western thought. Many publica-
tions  now  portray Marx as oan outstanding

liberal thinker. Moreover, the social and
tlass essence of his doctrine of state and
democracy 35 hushed up and Marxism in general
s depicted as a  description of the eternal
forms aof human relations that are accessible
fer ll.

Lenin anticipated 1he possibility of such a
way of "populariging” Marxism hack in 1915
when the tendency oo warn Mars intoa - liberal
and  ploss  over  the  revolutionary essence
of his views wa: just coming into boing. Illc
regarded it as vially necessary o show the
masses,  using the  ideclogical  degradacon
of Kautskys views as an example, where the
thearetically  wrong  liberalisation of Marxism
and  its theories  about the state antl II'\-:I!II-
tion were leading. Lenin wrote The Froletarian
Bevolition and the Renegode Kaulbshy 1o -'|!"~I [z
the practical significance ol the revolutionary
essence - of  Marxism  for the struggle  for
socialism.

The State and the Revolution

-

In his book The Proletarian Revolution and
ke .I._',-I.||-'!-__;-,-|.-|'r- i'{,-“.-r-..l_'_-_ Lenin |_'|:-|||1'I'|:|'_'.|Il'.'r| By
the problems ol revalution's atiude 1o [|'._l:'
stute  and democracy. The hourgeois state s
i l|r|||i|i.|::|.| supersiruciure  on  the  system ol
heasic (economic)  relauions  of  bourgeois
eociety.  relations of  capitaliss  ownership
and  exploitation, and is destined  to protect
them: To do away with these basic relations
and  build  a society where  there s o
exploitation of man by man, the working
class must take possession of the levers ol

.I ."'\:




power,  inttude  inte  the  political  super-
struciure anl racically alter the  state
machine. The demaolition of the bourgeois
stale machine ad s replacement by a SEaLe
of :h!l.'_ s o lizd iype . arc i||r|.5|\|_|:_-r':|1._||1|:: if
a socialist sociery 15 to be huilt. Upholding
i3 imterests, the rding  olass  reliss above
all on  instruments  of political — power,  an
the political and  ideclogical apparatus  of
manipulating  the consciousness  of  large
strata al the ]m]}ui:atiun. It iz im]nw,ilic
to  build socialism  without  abolishing  the
political repressive  machine, the svstem  of
poldirical adminastraticen of soctety Al
:'{-%ulntinn of peaple's frame of mind.

he form of abolition of the bourgeois sare
andl the takeover of power by the warking class
|_|.r_'|:||,'11{| on the concrete historical conditions in
which the revelution comes about and develops,
In Russia, where the revolution met  with
fureous  resistance  from  internal and  external
counnter-revoluiion, the rlass struggle  was
exceptionally  bitter, and  so  (the  Formation
of the socialist state there ook a0 extremely
gtim Form, which did not recur in the subsequent
socialist revolutions,

|'I'l.‘l|.'-'-"l.'l2:|illan.i lrom this  Eact,  liberpl-minded
intellectuals  advance -:'|'-r'.|:'|"|||'ir|::|-= io the effect
that  because of  the  umigue socio-polivcs)
conditions  in pre-revalutionary  Russia  and
the weak democratic paditions  there,  the
Bolsheviks were forced to discard the parlia-
mentary - way of struggle for socialism,  That
Marx's teaching notwithstanding, they resorted
e the "less  democratic”,  violent wav: o
the demolition of the state machine and the
dizssalution ol its  political matiniions,

Disquisitions  of this  kind are ideologically
rocted  in Kautsky's  work  The  Dictatorshif
of the Prolelarint, which & a  sort o
manifesto of reformism, renunoation of the
need radically 1o smash the bourgeois state
machine.

Kautsky constantly turned to the concept of
the so-called pure democracy based on his
|1.-r:]'5|r||.'|] notions of Marxism which 1o a certain
extent ook shape under the infloence of the
icleas of the liberal thinkers at the end of
the 19th century and the beginning of the
HNith whenever he sct out o substantiate  his
aititecle  wo the  bourgeois  stale,  According
o Kauwisky's potions, the  proletarian revolu-
tion must he less dramatic than the bowrgesis
revolutions, proceed  without  conflicis and
he devoid of violence against the class encmy.
Each new step forward must be preceded by
cureful  political  preparations,  the  working
glass  must not impinge the existing  socio-
wolitical  institutions,  [reedoms, o, Kautsky
1eld that the bourgeois state was noo obsti
tion on the way of the gradwal "democratisa-
tion’  of  bourpecis  sociery, {'-l.:ll]hr_'-'.l|lll.'!1l|'t' il
was  his opinien that the working class could
assiume  control  of  the  political  apparatos
of power step by step, uzing transition  from
one coalition  government with the bourgeaisie
ta anodther for this purpose,

There 1= no denving the Face that the “!Jmn':r-.'ni.*i-
democratic svstern as a form of political domi-
nation by monopoly capital ok ghape under
the influence r||] the struggle of the working
class. Under capitalism, democracy is in the
Final count the result of the masses” struggle.
One cannat, however, expect thiat the bourgeois-




clemacratic svatem  will hecome  an  instrnment
of  socialist wansformations. The  essence
of the bourgems state remains unchanged no
matter what democratic forms it may assume,
Even in the bourgeois revolution, when the
bourgeoisie had oo well adjusted state machine,
il siereecled in TeSLICLing the pelitical
activitics  of  the masses.  The FOVErnments
in coalibon with the  bourgeowssie  cannot
allow  the proletariat o seize  political  tule
o even  pewralise  the bourgeoisie. . The
bourgeois state machinery is more authoritative
thian the POwers anid COInpelence iaf EVErY ZOVEIrT-
ment in any capisilise country,

Exposing Kautsky's erroncous views on the
profetariat’s tasks in the revolution, Lenin wrote
thar  he "répeats the [iry-tale abour ‘pure
democracy’, which  has been told a  thousand
times by liberal professors”.! And further: "The
Kautskys and Vanderveldes sav nothing abour the
fact that the transitional stage between  the
state as an organ of the rule of the proletaria
is - revolution, which means  overthrowing  the
bourgeoisie  and  breaking  wp,  smashing,  their
state machine, ™

Refuring Kauwssky's claim  that Marx never
combined proletarian revolution with violence,
with  the destruction  of - the bourgesis stale
nachine, Lenin bared the essence of his errors,
In Kautsky's view, Marx opposed “dictatorial”
methods in politics and' regarded  proletarian
revolution a: o hisworically  creative  process
only in the light of improvement of the
democratic forms of  statchood,  In Marsism,

VoL Lo, Coligsed Warks Yl BH, I |

= Ihid., p. 324

Lenin pointed  our, the truly creative [pLarpase
af the |:1'1.-|-:=L.||'i-.m revolution coincides in both
content and form. But the prodetacian revolucion,
destined to put an end to all violence and create
a new, higher type of democracy cannot but be
violent ‘in form. “The proletarian revolurion,”
Lenin wrote, “is impossible without the forcible
destruction  of the bourgeois state  machine
and the substitution Ffor it of a new one which,
in the words of Engels, is ‘no longer a siate
in the proper sense of the word”. ™

The whaole purport of revolutionary  vielence
15 to Iree society from  the |1ie|;u'r||--,'_-1i|:. of
capial, from  ar tme: s iovisilde burreal
power over  society, and o o establish s teue
democracy,  Kautsky olid 1o '\.'i|||'|:||1.' _1i{||;--;r|_'J':.
this fundamental conclusion of Marsism in his
Famphlrl The Ihetwlorshil  of the  Proletarial.
sontradicting the facts, he spught o prove
that  Marwiam  «id not eise the |_||_||_-51i.-.||_ of
revolutionary  violence, And  Lenin, therefore,
was: fully justified in  questioning Kautsky's
scientific competence and his right 1o interpret
Marx so categorically

Forr Mars, the form of government, the state sys-
temm ancd the state as the bourgesisie's l.rr_';||,:|;_|:|'|
of class domination were  directly, indissoluhly
linked, Hovwever demacritic the form of ]:n:_n]i_l:i.:'ul
overnment and state syscem may  seem.  thev
wth derive from the stae as such, from the
invizible but real power af capital.  Withoui
smashing the state as & weapon of capitalis
elass  domination, it i impossible W impart
i qgualitatively new content to the form  of
political government and state system

" Jbid ., p. 357,
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Kautsky's liberal reflections on “democracy”
i gunr'r.:ul and his “very crude falsification ot
Marx™t in what concerned the bourgeols state
were connected with  the desire, albeit un-
successful, o extend the social base of the
followers of Marxism. The attempt to persuade
the masses that large-scale secial relorms are
possible  without  revolutionary violence 15 @
|c|11pl_i|‘.r thing, I|LL_l il 15 ::W.'nlm.'l}' _:.u|l1_-
'_-1i‘!1|:-'.'|c'.ﬁ aned  utopian.  Indeed, why is 1t
impossible to give effect to the political will
af the masses and theit wishes to carry ol
socialist  transformations with  the _.'|.i4_:|. of the
democratic institutions and forms existing under
capitalism?  From the viewpoint o the L'|.||.hh:
cantent, thess demacrane ImshLEions and lTorms
are adapted to safeguard the interests of the
ruling class and v 15 only thus, anid not (o
the detriment of these interests, that they can
da the will of the masses. _ _

Amplitving on  this thesis of Marxism in
The Profetarian  Revolulion  and  the Renegade
Kautsky, Lenin o ook 1_hr_' vail  ofl __Lhr Co-
CepLicns that there exists a “pure”, newtral
democracy under capitalism. He cites examples
of  the conciliatory policy followed by the
leaders of the Second International on the eve
and in the vears of the First World W and
the Mensheviks' activities in the government
formed in coalition with the bourgeoisie—the
povernment which insisted on Russias continued
participation in the war. As 4 result,  Lemn
proved, the parliamentary  factions rules
ol the pame” make it impossible to e alise
the will of the masses and put an end 1o the

I fbia.

power of capital. A proletarian  revolution
canmat e carvied our owith the aid of one or
several parliamentary actions. The deep changes
it must bring about rtequire active yolitical
efforts by the masses. In his hopes that the
proletariat can gradually assume power, Lenin
ointed out. Kautsky forgot that as the motive
E_:-:r':: of the  revolution the parliament was
extremely weak. Being a link of the functioning
bourgeois  state  machine, which s solidly
chained w Big Buginess, the ]I'l.'ll'|:i.|ll1|'.']'|l 15 1IN
wactice  far removed  from  the  political in-
luence of the masses. Its actvity, inclhading
the struggle of the parliamentary  factions
and  coalitions, as a rule |:-:'1-c't'r.'-=]:-' in  the
direction  suiting  the  big  bourgeoisie, and
thiz rules ot the possibiliy of the parbament
heing turned inte an  cfficient champion - of
the political aspirations of the masses

This naturally does not rule out the need
for the political parties of the working class
o take part in the strogele o a parliamentary
level, 'J'Lq' participation of the working-class
political  parties in  the functions of parlia-
ments by no means testifics o the latrer being
above-class.  This  participation is  essential
[or the extension of class struggle, for the
combination of working-class  offensives  from
"helow' and “above”, mside the state sysiem,
and not for co-operation with the bourgeoisie.
The extension of the political bases. of the
working class in the state sphere is a mighty
weapon for weakening the political influence
of Big Business in the sections of the state
structure where it is especially substantial.

At the same time, the parliamentary struggle
waged by the working class and s political

it i




organisations merely creates preconditions for
the proletarian revolution but does nof replace
it. Only the demolition of the state machine amn«l
the establishment of the political power ol the
-.-.'-:n";.'.i.n_q class can oo ANVl with the rule of the
bourgenisie and aler the class nature of power,
Such is the essence of Lenin's view, oppadite 1o
that of Kautsky, of the character of the prole-
tartan revolution.

The erronecus ahsolutisation of the role
played by parliament in the practical transiorma-
tion of the tealities pur Kautsky as a Marxist
in a difficult  position.  Being a  prominent
theoretician  of the Second International, he
could not bypass in silence Marx's well-known
staternent about the dictatorship of the prole
wariat in the pericd of transition from capital-
ism to socialism without  evoking  legitimate
1:-|IE|L'|_'I_i-:II'I\. i |"L'.'|1||:'=|‘::|.“ Lenin whotc, aitiisd
know that both Marx and Engels, in their letiers
as well as in their published works, repeatedly
spoke abour the dictatorship of the p1'r:-|rvl;|ri<|l.
efore and especially after the Pars Commune.
Kautsky must know that the formula “dictator-

ship of the proletariat’ s merely a more
historically  concreie  and  scientifically - exact
formulation  of the prolewriat’s  task  of

smashing’ the bourgeois state machine, about
which both Marx and Engels, in summing up the
cxperience  of - the Revolution of 1848, and,
5.'I_i more 50, |:-|. H‘:::. '-||.-I||.'|' frer _II-'II'.!". EAYE
hetween 1832 and 1801,

Dwelling  in detail on Eawsky's |||I-:-|'|||'r.'|:|I:iI!-|I-
of the Marxist analysis of the biggesl revolu-
fons of the 19ch century, Lenin above. all

LA

BT

4:5l;||:-|!=.||r_'c| thuat Karsky cualified the
“classical reasoning of Marx's, which sums up
the whole of his  revolutionary  teaching”
as an insignificant argument, as a “ship "ot
the tongue” of no signiticance for the revalu-
fonary strugple,. The reference i3 to the
mll:it.imll:ng conclhision of Marx's revolutionary
l_IJ{'urt which Lenin fully cited in The Pralatar-
ti Revolulion  and  fhe Renegade  Kaulshy:
‘Between  capitalist  and  communist  society
]fll:.'* tf'._l:! ]:u'_:l'Jl::ld of  the revoludonary  trans-
!.'ill'l?'l-:ll]l':l:] af the one into the other, {4:|-'1-|_-:;|1-n|u1-
mg. to this is also a  political  transition
peeriod in '.x_'hifh the state can be nothing bt
the revolutionary  dictatorship  of the  prole-
: The gualification of  this  cardinal
Marxist  conclusion  about  the need of (the
revolutionary  dictatorship  of the proletariae
o create  political  prerequisites  for the
transition o i new AOCIEY  Hs oA :i]]l| ol
the ongue is, n o Lenin’s  view, “an  msuli
o and complere renunciation of Markiam™ 3
:"-|I:I_I'l_'l..l'u'.:l. Lemin  established  that in [rrond
of his own point of view Kauwsky tried to
present o number of Marx's statementd about
ihe -!|i||:iI:|:-I':~||iE| of  the |:||'|'|||_-|:._|z'|_|| a5 clevold
of  literal  sen=e. Kawotsky  suhstantiated ~_E;i_~:
thesis by the allegation that Marx had failed
{=} Bf'_n:n'-_-.' i greater detail how he conceived
this dictmorship. The dictatorship  of  the
|_J_I'-:'||f‘|.|l'i:|1 as elelined by Marx, Kausky said
dicl not ar all mean  vevolutionary 1.'i:;|]|:'|'.|,|-,.

“tlictaorialism™, bt was  merely a0 state of
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political power under which most of the members
of socety  would gradually side with the
revoluticn. i

Analysing the given proposition, Lenin stressed
that “Kautsky the ‘Marxist' made this monstrous-
Iy absurd and untrue  statement because he
‘forgot’  the class struggle”.! in  which the
bourgeoisie relies on the existing state machine,
Without  revolutionary  vielence -;_}npl:a’_:u.c' ol
smashing this state machine and depriving the
bourgeoisie of its mightiest weapon of prescrving
political  rule, the question of the gragdual
attraction of the majority of rhe population
to the side of the revalution  would, Lenin
held, remain nothing but a leu-':sliml. :

The political ruh_' of the proletariat cannot
be confined to  bourgeois  polibcal  forms,
even the most democratic, because they always
rernain a means of exercising the :l;t'l;|1nr-lu1]1
and  policy of capital. The revelution needs
must transcend their framework and radically
alter the content and nature of social relations

in the socio-political  sphere, mmparting  to
these  relations  the  forms that would help
effectively  solve the task of enhsting the

working masses’  participation in - the seecialist
1-._-.--.1-|3_,||;'|1_~i.1|'in:1 -:||_ sOCHELy,

From this angle Lenin analysed yet another of
Kautsky's arguments about the need  of a
sdemocratic’’  way o socialism Literally,
Kautsky declared, Marx did not interpret the
dictatorzhip of the proletarviac as a dictator-
ship, but merely as a state of class domimation
consequently, democracy, for a class

exercise dictatorship. Such an  inter-
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pretation of  the dictatorship of the prole-
B tarviat,  Lemin  saud, was® absolutely  abstirac
#in character and did not bring any clarity into
the question of the nature of the political
power of the proletariat, With  Kauwsky i
was rather a matter af achieving a state of
formally democratic bur not real political rule
ol the proletariat, Consonant above all wich
the real rule of the working class is the new
type of statehood and ullr?:" then the form
ol political government

A revolution cannot be carvied out either in
citcumyvention of the bourgeois stace machine o
through its parliamentary “millstone”, as Kautsky
dreamed. To fulfil s political asks, the
proletarian revolution must smash the bourgenis
Catare machine, Tu gives rise o a new rule, Le.,
a new politcal supersiructure, and creates s
own political means: s revolutionary  legality
and its democracy. The new democracy differs
from the bourgeois democracy not only by s
social class essence, but alsa by the fact thar
it is created by the broad masses,

Summing up all of Marx's important ideas
aboul the pobtical tasks of the proletarian vev-
olution that Kaursky had "‘r'|1'|;'|'|fr1|'|k4_-|E"_ Lenin
thus expressed the essence of the Marxist view
of this question: “The  revolutonary  diciaror-
ship of the proletarviar is rule won and maintained
by the use of violence by the proletariar agains
the bourgeoisie.”! In a socety with class
antagonisms, Lenin said, there always operated
i logic of struggle which could not fiv int a
single system of rules for the opposing sides.
" The institutions through which the bourgeoisie

o




is accustomed o wage political siruggle do not
accord  with  the  interests of the proletanat’s
class struggle. The political l:hhlu-;{m on  the
road o new society are destroved in the process
of the proletarian revolution and organs of the
mazses’  polittcal  imoative  and  amdependent
activity take shape. He is a Marxist, Lenin said,
who extends recognition of the struggle of the
classes o recognition of the dictatorship of
the proletarat. In ensuring the ransition from
capitalism to socialism in @ Jq:'-:n'.uur_n'.m'}' way,
the dictatorship of the proletariat with its vio-
lence towards counter-revolution openly zors in
the capacity of a force that remakes society.

The replacement of the bourgeois political
supersiructure by a  statehood ol socialise
type does not mean at all that revelutionary
violence  opposes  democratic gains. On  the
contrary, it creawss ao new,  higher  ype o
democracy, Marxism teaches that in the period
of wransition  from  capitalism 1o socialism
violence 15 pecessary  not oonly in ovder o
defend  demecratic rights and  frecdoms,  bue
alsp ta hreak the resistance of the exploiters
which rests on the system of bourgeois
political ~ rule,  including  the  institutions
of bourgeois democracy.

The proletarat’s revolutionary  violence 18
thus not an end in isell, but a means of pre-
paring the political ground for and achieving
genuine democracy, Commenting an this highly
important  thesia  of  BMarxism, Lenin  wrote;
“There can he no real, actual equality untl
all !:-uesil:-ililv of  the exploitiion ol one
class by another has heen otally destroyed.™

1 Ihid,, p. 253,

]":xl:uhi[;g a whole number ol obwious l:|i--:'l'l:"|:-.|.:|'|-
bties in Kausky's concept of the Marxist inter-
pretation of the creative role ul'l violence
m  the proletavian revolution,  Lemin noied:
BBy a0 ‘interpreting’ the concept ‘revolutionary
dictatorship of the proletariat® as o expunge
the revolutionary vielence of  the l‘.-[i]‘ﬂ'ww:1
glasa  against s oppressors,  Kautsky  has
beatenn the world record in the liberal disior-
tiom aof Marx.™

Apropos of the Creative Attitude
Toawards Marxism

In  The Pralelarian  Revolilion  and  fhe
'Hﬂu'gn.u'.g- Kautsky Lenin drew amention to the
Ereative way  Marxism  should be applied in
the revolutionary practice of the proletaria,
And that was not accidental, In his E:I.'IIII.]:II'II.I."'I.
iThe  Dictatorshife  of the  Prolelarial  Kautsky
treated a0 conceptions that clearly  did pon
accord  with  the Marsist  (heory as applied 1o
the new historical conditons when he soughi
10 describe the latest developments in  the
proletarat’s  revolutionary  siruggle  at o the
i of this century. Lenin came out strongly
against  Kaursky's  conception.  Contraposing
ithe  “democratic” - way o w0 socialism o the

Mlictatorship  of the  proletariar,  Kautsky
flso o alle !:lni that m the late 18708 Marx
Consiclere i politically prossible 1l

in Britain ancd America che wansiion mmght
take place peacefully”



Lenin dwelt in detail on this Ermlitic'nl ASSUMIP-
vion of Mars's and showee thar Kautzky had sim-
Mified . The latter falled o see thar AMarx
rd by no means contraposed peaceful transition
to revolutionary violence, but proceeded from
the multiplicity of political forms of struggle
for power and the establishment of the dictalor-
ship of the proletariat. The proletarvian revalu-
ity 15 an act of violence, whether 1t be carried
aut by armed force or peacefully, And common o
both ways is the demaolition of the hourgeois state
machine  and its substtution by a stare of
a4 new rype. ;

The experience of the higgest political
battles  fought by the proletaviat  ar :Ilu- el
of the 1%h century :L::cll the beginning of ithe
20th, and particularly that of the Greae
Oeteber Sooalist Reveludon,  led  Lenin 1o
conclude  that  this Marxizst  thesis  was sl
valid, The success of revelutionary  transforma-
tioms  in o oany concrete historical  conditions
decizively  depended on the resolute  actions
against  the reactionary  forces, In the  period
of the revolution, at the height of the cliss
ritl'll;..:__'!,;'le'. the  guarantees  offered T ]|r_'||_:||'g|_'|::|:;k
democracy are on the whole of 3 formal nature
and do oot by themselves ensure the success
of  the revoliution,  Disregarding everything,

the reactionary forces violate all - constitu-
tiomal  provisions  amd  wse every  means o of
visible and invisible bur real power to create
comcitions for the  restoration of il

maribund svstem,

Consequently, the conguest of power bioth b
peaceful means and by armed force entails
revolutionary  wviolence against the veactionary
forces and their counter-revolutionary  actions,
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e they in the form of armed resistance to
the revolution or “passive” sabotage of it
In the course of the Ill'_'ll'l-[:IL'-:H'tfl.iT palitical
[ransition  this  violence with the wview o
m:u:r;.h_ﬂng connter-revalution assumes  the
form of armed force, In the conditions of
the peaceful  transition  to  socialism the
methods  that  prevail are chiefly those of
revolutionary  legal  coercion,  political  ways
and means of defence capable of reducng to
nought i such a *:il'-l<ll'll.".'_1_t|1t actions  of
the inveterate apponents of social changes,

The difference between  the  peacetul  and
non-peaceful’ waya ol proletarian. revolution
does not lie ar all in the negation of the
need o smash  the bourgeois state  machine.
The difference is that the peaceful establish-
ment of  socialist-type  statehood  usually
accards  with certam concrere historical - con-

ditions of the class struggle. The peaceful
wav s opossible if the  working  classoois
capable u} overcaming the resistance of the
class enemy  relatively. casily and of  simul
taneously  quickly  expanding  the fml'ﬂiu_:ll
bases of revolutionary  power,  All this,
however, is feasible only if the politicl
forces  of the revelution  enjoy a clear
superiority.  over the  bourgeoisie and  its

leverapes,

Lenin also  pointed to the fact that atter
identifying  the revolution with  this  form
of politcal  siruggle  for l:u«.nf-.-r. Kautsky
equated it 1o the formula of the parliamentary
foad to socialism. He declared, moreover, that
the higher the level of democratisation
of  sociery’s  institutions,  the  more  the
i]1'|.-||.'l:.|.:i.ll. coubd hope [or success in the




accomplishment of  the political  revoluridn,
This allegedly was both a sign and a  pre-
requisite. of the stare's and the proletadat's
rippeness for socialism.

Disproving  Kautsky's  allegation,  Lenin
explained that  because of its class nature
ourgenis demaocracy cannot be an indicator
of the political maturity of the working class
and its readiness  cardinally  to transform
the political supersiructure, Even in  the
conditons  of the most “representative!
bourgeois democracy the working class may be
solidly mtegrated in the bourgesis palitical
systém and possess a  rather low  Jevel of
political awareness, Besides. the red wpe
inherent  in  bourgeois democracy and to a
certain. extent  the  archaism  of i3 secil
structures  prevent the working masses  from
taking- an active part in - politics,  This,
in its turn, enables the bourgeois ruling
clement 1o take upon themselves the realisas
tion ~of some urgent aspects of society's
development with the minimum  participation
ot the working class and 1o slow down the
latter's  political  development,  Such  “rev-
olutions” from above uwsually do nor influence
the: nature of the political  superstructure,
being essentially an expression of COMpromise
«'IH‘-EI‘.-:I'I% the different  political  groups af
the ruling class.

Moreover,  In any #'Illiilil:iﬂ situatiom  that
15 critical for the ruling class the success-
ful development of the revolution has never
been  determined by the degree of society's
demeocratisation and  the intensity of  inner-
parliamentary  siruggle.  Practice  shows  that
events may shape our differently in a revolu-
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tionary  situation, and  parliament  cannot
influence them even in the most favourable
conditions  for it. If the proletariat  wages
a revolutionary struggle solelv to gain control
of parliament, this leads to the curtailment
of the masses’ historical initative  and  theit
constructive political  activity.  As & result,
the reactionary forces find more  possibilities
o ogel ool of oo ght siwation,  impose
their  political  will upon. the entire ruling
class; and create a united -front of . the
counters-revolutionary forces,

Building a  new society, the proletarian
revolution needs the masses'  independent
political — activity that  iranscends  the  parrow
parliamentary framework. Citing the experience
of the October Revolution in proof of  this
Matxist thesis, Lenin  wrower ", revelution
5 one  contiouous and morecver  desperate
struggle, and the proleariat is the vanguard
class  of afl the oppressed, the focus and
canire. ol all che aspivatons of. allb the
oppressed  for  their -:111:11:-_'?:.||ir.-n! Naturally.
therefore,  the Soviets, as the organ of the
attuggle  of  the oppressed o people,  reflecied
and expressed the moods and changes of opinions
of these |.1|.'c:]:||r.' ever s0 much more  quickly.
Fully,  and Faithfullv tham: any others o insti-
tuiioen. !

Lenin also: noted another aspect of Kautsky's
errors,  According o Marx,  revolutions’ are
always cdistinguished by the  intensity - of  the
class” struggle. "This intensity is linked  with
the dynamme. development ol crisis  situations,
ancd  ahat makes  possible exceprionally  Tast
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poliical  changes.  Proletarian revolutions
are no exception. The rapid sequence of events,
[TANITN :Ilmm one  stage  of  revolutionary
struggle to another, and  regrouping of the
opposing forces all predetermine the nature and
methacls of the proletarat's stroggle  and
the quick change in the ways of reveolutionarn
action—peaceful and non-peaceful methods of
polincal  soruggle,  Parliamentary  leverages  are
clearly not enough 1w control the th:'.'lz'g:-]:nh:tn
of political events in the direction required
by the revolutdon. Only a broad democracy of
the revolutionary  masses, unaffected by
lengthy  ideological  disputes and  official
]1'<Lr|-||1"<||||l::1la11'v procedures, can  react  quickly
e political processes, This democracy is dist-
inguished by political  realism  and  revalu-
tonary  creativity, by the broad political
perspectives  apening  up  before  the working
class.  The revolutonary  democracy  of  the
proletariat is an cffective means of pursiing
a mohile revolutionary palicy,

Stressing the need of a consiructive attitude
to Marxism in the new historical conditions,
Lenin  showed in  The Proltarian  Revolution
and the Renegade Kautsky what ervors Kautsky's
deviation from  this thesis had led him 1o
Rautsky turned inta a0 general formula of che
proletarian. revolution Marx’s  palitical  as-
sumpticn  that it was possible for the pro
letariat o win  power  peacefully in  some
countries in- the latter “half of the 19th
century. He refused to see the peculiarities
of that historical  perisd  and  regarded them
az o peneral  conditons of the  class struggle
ol the Iprnh:leu':izlt. “Was there in the seven-
ties anything which made England and America

el

f."’.L"L‘E:ll.i.Ull i oregard ot what  we  are  now

disvissing?™ Lenin wrote, "It will be obvious
to anyone at all familiar with the reguirements
of science in regard o the problems of history
that thiz question must be put. To fail to put
it is rantamount to falsfying science, 1o
engaging in mphix!rg.'. ane, the question having
been put, there ¢an be no doubt as to the
reply:  the revolutionary  dictatorship of the
proletariat  is  vielence  against  the  bour-
reoisie; and  the necessity  of such  violence
15 porticularly called for. as Marx and Engels
hive repeatedly explained in detail (especially
in The Civil War in France and in the preface
(o itl, by the existence of  mdilarise and
a  bureaucracy.  But it s precisely these
institutions  thar  were  non-existent in Britain
and America in the seventies, when Mars made
his observations (they <o exist in  Britain
and in America now)."! The peaceful transition
of power o the proletariat in Britain  and
the  United @ States  was possible,  Marx  said,
not  because  the  demaocrelic mstitutions  in
those countries were  developed, but  because
they had no powerful militarv-paolice apparatus
anel political bureaucracy.

Consequently, Marx  deemed  the peaceful
transition o socialism possable when the state
machine of repression was weak or weakened
or paralysed by a  considerable  military
superiority of the forces on the side ol the
reyolution,

In  his ideclogical dispute  with  Kautsky,
Lenin  proceeded  directly  from  these  criteria
of determining the ability of the ruling class

U M., p. 258,
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o resist  the revolution and dictate its
political will. These criteria found conlirma-
tion in the revolutionary process in Russia
from February to Qctober 1917, Thus, there
was a real possibility for a peaceful transition
of power o the working people immediately
after the overthrow of tsarism in February
1917, when the bourgeois-democratic revolution
disrupted the work of the 1'r.]]1|'r..~=:~'i'.'n bodies.
This and other factors (the siding of revolu-
tonary-minded  soldiers and  zailors with  the
revolution, forming of armed units of the
working  class, cwe)  offered a  political
wospect for the peaceful development of the
sourgeols-democratic revalution in a
sacialist revalution. “This course  would  have
been the least paintul, and it was therefore
necessary  to fight for it most energetically,”
Lenin wrote at that time.,!

Mevertheless, at the beginning of the summer
af 1917 the Bolsheviks were compelled tempo-
rarily to give up the idea of politically
orienting upon the peacetul development ot the
proletarian - revolution.  Because of the con-
cliatory  policy  vis-a-vis  the = bourgeodsie
followed by the Mensheviks (Kausky's  ideo-
logical  fellow-travellers)  and  with: their
divect  connivance,  the  reactionary  lovces
succeedled  in using the partly restored  siate
machine of coercion in  their  interest. A
counter-revolutionary.  uprising  was  staged
by the monarchists in August 1917, Afrer its
rout by the forces of the revolution the
situation ook such a shape that Lenin sud

1%, 1. Lenin, Calleeesd Warks, Vol 25, Mascow,
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“the Bolsheviks will do  sventhing o secure
this peacefiel development of the revolution' )

In the subsequent period directly preceding
the October Revolution the Bolsheviks' justitier
conceriy  for  the destinies ol 1he revolution
led them to alter their tactics in [aveur of
an  armed uprising. The aim was toally o
destroy the apparatus of repression. “lf there
s an  absolutely undisputed lesson of the
revolution, one fully proved by faces,” Lenin
wrote in  this  connection, "I is that = only
an  allisce  of  the  Bolsheviks  with  the
socialist-BEevolutionaries  and  Mensheviks, anly
an immediate  transter of all power o the
;"'i-n'.'i.l.':l.*'- wiolld  make - ool war in Hussia
impaossible.”*  However, the Mensheviks' con-
ciliatory policy became a permanent obstruction
ta the peaceful transition of power o the
Soviels.

Creatively defending the Marxist thesis about
the diversity of political forms of the pro-
letariat's siruggle * far  power, Lenin  at  the
samne time showed that enchantment with parlia-
mentarism had turned Kaosky the theoretician
into  a  dogmatist, “Kautsky  the  ‘historian’
W shamelessly  falsifies  history,” he wrote,
"that he ‘forgets’ the [undamental fact thae
pre-maonaopaoly capitalism—which actually
reached  #s o zenith in the  seventics —was
virte  of it fundamental  sconomic  iraits,
which found most typical expression in Britsin
and in America, distinguished by a, relatively
speaking, maximum  fondpess o peace and
freedom. Imperdalism, on the other hand, ie.,

V. L Lenin, Calferred Warks, Vil 28, Moascow [ e I 1
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menopoly  capitalism,  which  finally  matured
only in  the twentieth cenwary, is, by wvirtue
of itz fundamental  econemic  traits,  <istins
guished by a minimum fondness for peace and
freedom, and by a maximuwm and universal
development of militarism.™’

It Ellowed therefrom, Lenin explained, that
one inherent trait of the imperialist stage
of the development of capitalism was the ten-
dency to political reaction which immeasurably
resticied  the  possibility of a  peaceful
transiion  from  capitalism 1o socalism  and
practically removed temporarily from the agenila
the question of the extent to which & peace-
ful way of winning power "is typical or prob-
able".? Thiz  conchesion, moreover,  followecd
from the law of uneven econciic and political
development of different countries at the stage
of imperalism  which Lenin had  discovered.
'I:'ILI:-ugL the objective  conditions for  socialist
regrganisation may  be ripe, the concrete pos-
sibilities  for  efleciwating  a  revolution  may
differ entively from country 1o country. The
reater  the social  tension  engendered by a
ﬁ;r_‘al complex of socil contrac ictions  and  the
impact  prodoced. on it by inter-imperialise
rivalry, the more realistic these possibilities.

This conziderption should be borne in mind,
Lenin held, when choosing the political form
of the revolution. “If the exploilers. are
defeated  in one  country. only, and  this, of
course, s typical, since  a  simultancous
revodution in @ number of counteies 15 4 rare
exception—they sitl remain stronger than the

w1 Leman, Oathrotsd Warks, Vol 28, P FHE,
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exploited, for the international connections
of the exploiters are enormous.™' At the
very first breach of the mt'nimliil SYSTEm
only an incredible concurrence of circumstances
could create  conditions for the peaceful
development of the revoluton, That is why
Lenin  then qualified the peaceful form  of
development of the proletarian revolution  as
a  highly rare historical  possibility - and
%nw preference 1o the armed form of siruggle
or power. In that historical situation  this
form better enabled the révolution w defend
itsell  fram the «designa of the internal and
external  reacuonary %m'ccs than if the trans-
tion to socialist  transformations  were  el-
fected peacefudly.

The events occourting i Russia on o the eve
and after the Great October Socialist Revolu-
tion confivmed the  correciness. of  Lenin's
wediction  about  the  practicable  forms. of
fnr:u'hin_’ the capitalist system and  defending
ihie '.l.'n:||!-||||'.~. fivst worker and  peasant  siate.
On the one hand, Russia turned out to be not
only the focal point of extremely acuote con-
tiaulictions ol - imperialism, bug alioo s
weakest link. On the other hand, the Bolsheviks
chose the right course in  the proletarian
revalulion in ﬁl_lhﬁ‘l'ﬁl. It rested an the combin-
tion of different forms of political  struggle
for power and primarily on the use of the
non-peaceful way, This course prevented the
local  reactionary forces from adapting to the
political  situation  and  reversing  the course
of evepts,  An  effecrive obstacle was raised
ta  the international  reactionary  forces
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pobtical  and  military  adventures  against
oviet Russia.

The practice of radical social transformations
confirms even now that Lenin was right in
criticising Kautsky's views of the way of ef-
fecting a proletarian revoluton. There is na
easy wav e power, History shows that o their
struggle  for  the  sociglise  renovation of
society the revolutionary forces mect with rhe
same  general problems as those which mani-
tested themselves in the process of the prole-
tarian revolution in Russia and were analysed
by Lenin in The Proletarion Revolution and the
Henegade  Kauwlshy, These problems soooer or
later arise on the road tw power, whatever
the conditions in which a revolution takes
place, making the peaceful form of struggle
tor  socialism  incredibly  complicated  and
tense.  As  the practoce of pohdcal  struggle
shows, the appearance  anc expansion  of
ohjective ]]Llii-ill'l-i]]IliL"H for a peaceful revolu-
tion in the present conditions cannot be auto-
matically conceived a5 factars having the same
impact on the balance of political forces in
all the regions of the world, The sharpness of
the problems  arvising on  the  peacefil 1_|::|_|_]|
of struggle for socalism depends on o the
balance of forces between socialism and capital-
ism on the international  political  scene,
Incidentally, it s simultancously dependent
on socio-cconomic and  political factors which
exisl in one or another regicn of the world,
one or another country, and which cannot he
underestimated, -

Contemporary  political  lessons smash  into
smithercens  the  Kauskyite myth  culivated
by many liberals and social-reformists thae

a6

there are no conflics and no crises on the
I::alrl!;nntr:uir-.:r:.' way e sovialism. Imperialism
s hol lost or alered it aggressive nature,
On  the contrary, secking 1o retain  “vitally
important”  spheres ol influence, it continues
to stake on the build-up of the military ane
bureancratic might of the reactionary Torces
and opposes even the most modest bourgeois-
democratic  reforms.  This  confirms  Marx's
prevision that  the  revolution  will  advance,
avetcoming  the united  counter-revolutionary
forces. Lenin's theses about the  creative
development of Marxism allow to make a timely
choice’ of the forms of revolutionary 511'qu!f!
for power, Lenin taught skilfully w combine
them, relying ot the revolutionary initimive
and - political  creative  activity of  the  broad
Masses.

The Role of the Masses in the
Proletarian Bevalution

Lenin dwelt in detail on Kausky's interpreta-
fion of the question concerning the n-J]r. i
the masses in the proletarian revolution, In
formulating  his  atitude o this  key  Marxise
fuestion, ]%ilulb‘]-‘.}' referred to Marx's assessment
of the l?:~:||11‘r ience of the Paris Commune, Acenrd-
impg to this appraisal, Kautsky held, the Paris
Commune was the result of the “democratic”
struggle of the proletarian masses, Moreover,
a3 Lenin ri_ﬁll[]} ne el F..;u_ll;sk:.' 1_':__.]]:||:||r_-|_:_-|!,' Ve
looked  (the concrete  historical  conditions  in
which the Pariz Commune came into existence
and, specifically, the division of Paris into two
belligerent camps—the Cammune and Versailles.
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Proceeding from just one Fact that the Com-
mune was elected by universal suffrage, Kautsky
proclaimed  that “ihe dictatorship  of  the
sroletaciat - was for Marx' {or: according 1o
Marx) ‘a2 condition  which necessarily  Follows
from pure democracy, if the proletariat forms
the majoricy’.”"  Amplifying — on this idea,
Kauwsky went so far as to say thal the prole-
tarian revolution would commit a suicide il
it impinged wpon universal suffrage  which
allegedly was a deep source of s powerful
morl suthority.

Analysing this thesis of Kautsky's, Lenin
clearly  noted that it evoked a great deal ol
ohjection. Kautsky who had Marxism "off pat”,
Lenin recalled, 'unpardonably easily by prassed
= slence, for example, the appraisal of the
Paris Commune by Engels, He completely Eul'%m
the comclusion drawn by Engels that “a revolu-
ton is certamly the most authori@rian
thing there is.. Would the Pariz Comantne
have lasted more than a day if it had not used
the authority of the armed peaple against the
bourgenisie? - Cannot we, on e contrary. blame
i for having made too litte use al  that
authority?"™®

An  aventve and detailed  examination of
the arguments adduced by Kautsky o confirm
that it i% allegedly possible  to reorgianise
a  capitlist  sockety inte a socalist one by
a simple vole, thanks to the electoral superior-
iy of  the  proletarian majority over  the
exploitive minority, proves theme 1o be invalid,
Leniny said, “Marx “and Engels analysed  the
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Paris Commune in a most detailed manner and
showed that its merit lay in its anempt fe
smash, 1o break  wp the ‘ready-made state
machinery’. Marx and Engels considered  this
conclusion to be so important that this was
the only amendment they intraduced in 1872
inte the ‘chsolete’ (in paris) programine of
the Communis! Manifesto,  Marx and  Engels
shawed that the Paris Commune had :I:L'll::llihﬁt'f.l
the army and the bureavcracy. had  abolished
partiamentarisn, had  destroyed  ‘that para-
sitic excrescence, the state’, etc,™

Citng the expericnce of the Odoher Revolu-
tion, Lenin showed what role the masses
played in the revolution awd, im his  urn,
revealed the npature of its  réverse Impact
o the political development of the  masses
This analysis played  an important role in
completing  the ideological rour of  Kawsky's
attemipt at a  liberal  revision  of - Marxis
theory. ‘The' result was the dissipation of
his ideological myth of, the incompatibality
of Marsism and the political course of olshey-
ism in the proletarian revolution.

According 1o this myth, the Bolsheviks could
not  he  called  Marxisis because, not being
backed by the majority of the population,
t]11:i.' hiael :l.ilri.g:-:llj.' (‘i.‘iTl_'j..{':'lTl:i{'il Mars's precept
and nfringed upon democracy by dispersing
the Constituent Assembly and Mseizing” power
in Russia, Actually, as Lenin [u'n'-'m% in  The
Prodelarian Revolution  and e Rendgode
K:It-ll.'fl'l_',‘, the COTHest ol prower i Russia r'\ll-'f:l..l\:
a logical consequence of the complex regrouping
of social and class forces in o the “country,
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which ended in the overwhelming majority of
the working people siding with the revolution,
Such a process is characteristic of every
real revolution,

Unfortunately, Lenin  said,  Kauwisky had
falled to see this aciwal process. Hypnotised
by the ideals of formal bourgeois equality, he
completely  forgor  thar  “universal  suffrage
snmetimes produces petty-bourgenis, sometimes
regetionary  and  counter-revolutionary  parlia-
ments'.!  Kautsky thus  reduced the masses
v the status of ordinary  supernumeraries
on  the  politcal  stage. “He does potooeven
raise  the question of a  class  analysis  of
the Sawiets on the one hand, and of the Conso-
tweng Assembly on the other,” Lenin wrote,
“It ' therefore Empssible too argue, e debate
with Kautskv, All we can do is demonstrate 1o
the reader why Kausky oot be called any-
thing else but a renegade.”

Explaining  this, &l;.c'nin said that the leading
role in g revolution i3 ayved pot by g
[otmal majority, but by the actual majoriry
which reallv backs the revolution at ome or
another stage of i development, The dif-
ference for  the destimies of the revalution
between these forms ol mass political conduct
[I.I!.l}' manitested  nscll  in Oerabes 1517,
The formula of formal parliamentary majority
I ]l::lt]]!.;l'.'l' worked a3 a "barometer” of the
masses' frame of mind, The masses linked their
vital a|~|l;i:<'tl:iu11i and urge for social changes
not withh the convoration of the Consttaent
Assembly, but with  the Soviets and, Lenin
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wrote, expressed themy ar the Second anel T hird
Congresses of Soviets in October 1817 and
January 1918, Both of these congresses, he
saiel,  "had  dewonstvaled  as clenr a5 clear
cotild fe that the people had swung to the left,
had  become J'I:rcﬁul'mrlisl:-:l. hael  turned  away
from  the Mensheviks and the  Sacialist-
Revolutonaries, and had passed over to the
sicle ol the Bolsheviks;  thai s, had  wurned
away fram petty-hourgeois  leadership,  from
the illusion that it was possible to reach
A compromise  with the bourgeoisie, and had
joined the revolutionary struggle™.!

Conscquently, the will of the revolutionary
majority  had Found its own  political expres-
sion by the time the Constituent Assembly was
convenecd., Without having  recourse o formal,
Bourgeois demacracy, the vast majority of the
country's  population voiced their  sympathy
with  the hnehr_ﬂ;iks" pohtical course  through
the Soviews, their own organs ol power, Unlike
the  Mensheviks'  conciliatory  policy,  this
course combined  the  socialist tasks  of  the
pl'nlﬂ.n'i‘n with the countrywide urge  for
immediate peace and the peasants’ demand for
radical . apgratian  reforms without any delay.
Characterising  the  period  of the revolution
when the  general dlcum-.'r.li:it tasks  had been
fullilled  and  the problem of real  majooty
ook on g different form, Lenin wrote that
“if the Bolshevik proletariat had  tried  at
e, i Octaber-Rovember 1917, withoul
waiting  lor  the class  dilferentiotion i the
rural districts, without being able w  prepare
mooanel bong o abouwt, e Cdecree’ a0 civil
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war or the ‘introduction of socialism’ in the
rural districts, had tried to do without a
temporary bloc with the peasanis in general.
without making a number of concessionsg 1o the
middle peasams et that would have been
a Blanguist distortion of Marxism, an nuf:m[]n
by the minetity to impose its will upon the
majority; it woukd have heen a theoretical
absurdity, revealing a  failure (o understand
that a general peasant revolution s sl a
bourgeois revelution, and  that willew! @ sévies
of brausitions, ' 'of fransifionel  slagei, 1t
cmnat be transformed into @ socialist revolu-
riom in o hackward country,™!

There is a profound meaning in these swaris
ol Lenin's: a revoluiion cannot expect guaran-
tees From the mood in parliament, The main
thing is ta determine the leading tendency in
the pasition and in the politcal conduct of
the masses in the pgiven historical  situation.
[t is precisely on this basis, and nol simply
I|'|.'|-:r||;.{ﬁ the  formiation of coalition  cabinets
with the bourgeoisie, that a policy ol ef-
Fective class alliances is worked out and the
question  of the rteal maotive forces of the
revolution  and  its  active '|]-1I“1i.1.'.'|.| L arity
s solved. The resuli is the growth of the
ability of the revolutionary forces to take
joint’ action, o make use of political com-
promises and o avoid the "traps” set Fromm
time to time by formal, bourgeois democracy
o divert  the revolutionary elan  of  the
masses into the safest channels

(M wrear value in The Proletarian  Revolution
and the Renegade Kausky ave Lenin's ideas

! j'!-i.l'.. e d0,

about the formation of the political majority
in the course of the proletavian  revelution,
‘As the revolution deepens, the  established
political  structurves of  society  Tweak  up, s
social components become  more mobile, and
additional resources for the masses’ palitical
activity are revealed. This was the case in
Fussia in the summer and auumn of 1918, when
bourgeois-dlemocratic  ransformations  in - the
countryside  developed into a  socialist revolu-
tion. Kautsky took a superficial glance at this
process and interpreted i as the  sccession
of the Left Socialist-Revolutionaries  Erom
the revolution, as a “narrowing” of the circle
of those who politically supported  the  Bol-
sheviks,  Actually, as  Lenin  pointed  oul,
Beoores and scores of millions of the village
poor were freeing themselves from the tutelage
and influence of the kukiks and village  boars
geoisic  and  were  awakening  to  indefendent
political  life”.! This process revealed in
practice the difference hetween the determina-
tion of the formal majorty of the hackers
of the revolution by means of a simple vote and
the real majority forming as a result of the
awakening n-% new socio-cconomic and political
requirements in the masses by the revalution.

{h  Lenin's analysis, the revolution 15
depicted as both an avalanche and @ muolistage
development.  The accumulation  of  palitical
experience by the masses to capture the nex
line is combimed with the solution of the
immediate  tasks  of  socialist  construction.
Fach stage matks, as it were, an influx of
new social Forces into the revolution, enrich-
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ing it and opening up new perspectives  fon
the historical creativiey of the masses,

Time shows that Lenin was absalutelv rigit
in  exposing Kautsky's  speculations  “that  in
a revolulion which i3 al all profound and
serious  the issue is decided simply by the
relation herween the majority and the minoriny ™!
And  Lenin concluded: "This historical  truch
is that in every profound revolution, the
prolonged,  stubborn and  desperate  resistance
of the exploiters, who for a number of years
retain - important - practical  advantages  oves
the cxploited, s the rle.™® This: means
that the political foundation for the further
expansion of the mass basis of the revolution
15 laidd not by the simple formation of the
parliamentary  policdcal majority  of the sup-
poreers ol the revolution, but by the direc
participation of the mass polideal  forces
im it. Only profound changes in the political
conduct ol the  masses and  their direct in-
volvement in  political  life, and not  only
in voting, can deprive the ruling class of
the levers of power it still holds,

The polical majority  determined by an
election  does not reflect all the complexity
of social and class ties and the hetcrogeneiy
of the social components of  the  political
structure, of the forces taking part in the
revolution. Orientation  upon iU may de prive
revolution of dynamism, manoeuveability = and
the ability to win over new political and
class  allies  in poael time,  Incidentally,
there uxists a p()ﬁﬁit]li.[f.' of turning a formal,
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political majority inte a  real majority of
active  supporters ol the  revolution.  This
possibility  depends  decisively on  the activi-
ties of the most progressive lorces of the
revolution  and  their  ability 1o stimulate
the creative revolurionary  potential of the
political majoricy.

The moral  authority ol the  revolution,
Lenin  held, was in its  effeciual  ability 1o
mobilise  and  organise the masses o build
a new socicty and not in observance of the
norins of formal democracy. The problem of
formal democracy in the proletarian  revolu-
tion in Russia was solved in specific histarical
conditions, Universal sulfrage was  partially
restvictedl  there—the exploitive  minonty  was
deprived of the rght o vote, In other coun-
tries, Lenin said  vepestedly, the  reveluton's
attituele 1o formal tlirl:lm::r.:wg.' could  be dif-
ferent.

Saying that the destinies ol the revolution did
net depend on chance, Lenin, following Marx's
example, contraposed the democracy of the
revolutionary  proletariat 1o formal  bourgeois
demacracy. He proved in The Proletarian Revolu-
tion and the Renegade Kautsky that the problem
of winning over the political majority  for
the revolution «did not consist in acquiring
the passive support of the masses, but in aciual-
Iy drawing them inta the process af the socialist
reotganisation of society. When political power
passes quickly and fully to the working class,
the problem of 1'||Ii-.[iu? the participation
ol the masses in independent political  activity
is  solved relatively simply. The palitical
power of the working class creates the necessary
socio-palitical  conditions  for  the  expansion
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of the mass base of the revolution. In these
conditicns, influenced by the advantages of
the proletarian  revolutionary democracy, the
mass allies of the proletariat are ready to
identify  their  vital interests and  aims  not
with those of bourgeois democracy, but with the
tasks of socialist construction, By their socio-
ecomomic and  political  status in society,  the
prodetariat’s  mass  allies are not  capable of
actively  joining  the struggle for socialism
immediately. And in the conditions of the pro-
lerariat’s  political  rule  they quickly acquire
political experience which leads them o ac-
cepl the socialist alternative, war

[he  intention o initlate  socialist  (rans-
formations  on a  strictly  electoral  platform
is frdu?tn with the danger of losing the formal
political support of the masses and may lead
te the split of the nascent politeal majority.
This is probably one of the most complhicated
problems of the peaceful proletarian revolution
when the old political structures are demolished
not all at once but gradually, leaving the
exploiter class the possibility of regrouping
ite forces and activating  the political struggle
in different fields, including the sphere of
public opinion. The electoral system i not
enough n order successfully o newtralise the
attempts of the exploiter class 1o restore 118
solicical  rule, For that 1t is - pecessary o
ive a stable and flexible paolitical mechanism,
reliably  supported by 1he mass  forces, o
defend the peaceful vevolution, The political
majority won in an election cannot by ieself
replace  this  political — mechanism, it itself
requires protection from the anti-constitutional
intrigues of reaction. This protection may  be

i

ensured only by the revolutionary bodies of
the masses which are capable of suppressing
any violence by the reactionary forces

The Proletarian Revolution and Internationalism

The community of the vital interests of the
working class in the struggle for the revaolu-
tionary renovation of the world finds practical
expression  in proletarian internationalism,
The latter comes into existence and develops
together  with  the international working-class
movement.

One of the sections of The Proletarion Revolu-
tro and  the  Renegade  Kaulsky s specially
devoted . to the tasks of proletarian solidarity
in the epoch of the crisis of the capitalise
system, proletarian revolutions and the upswing
of the national hberation movement wshered in
by the Great Ociober Revolution, Lenin showedd
the cssence of his dilferences with  Kautsky
over the questions of proletarian international
i, He first pointed out that, on the political
plane,  Kautsky approached  the guestions  of
proletarian  solidarity. from a purely sectarian
anple,  Wilale  advocating the need o united
political  action by the  imernational working
class, Kautsky in reality approved the relarmist
strategy  and  tactics the Russian Mensheviks
had chosen 1o direct the struggle of  the
working class. :

Kautsky's sympathy with the political course
of the enemies of the revolution in Russia, Lenin
proved, completely exposed his apostasy. His
approval of reformizm in the condmions of the
revalutionary siration in Russia meant nothing
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but negation of the principle of proletarian
internationalism, non-participation in - révalu-
tionary action and support of the slogans of
pettv-hourgeois mniu:-l'.nllism. This position of
j[-{;m'ukj.'ﬁ manifested  itself especially  clearly
in his appraisals of the differences in  the
Bolshevik and Menshevik actics in relation o
the imperialist war of 1914-18. Lenin aptly
-:_|1I:=,H|fi.|."l:|1 Kautsky's attitude towards inter-
nationalism: “When Kausky was seill a Marxise,
for cxample, in 1909, when he wrote his Road
fe Power, it was the idea that war woull
inevitably lead to revoluiion that he advocared,

and he spoke of the approach of an era of

revadietions. The Basle Mamfesto of 1912 plainly
and delinitely speaks of a  oleterian revolu-
tion in connection with that very imperialist
war hetween the German and the British groups
which actually broke out in 1914, Bur in 19185,
when revolutions did begin in connection with
the war, Kauwsky, instead of explaining that
they were inevitable, instead of pondering over
.-m{i thinking out the reolutionary  tactics and
the ways and means of preparing for revolution,
began  to  describe  the reformist  (acics  of
the Mensheviks a3 internationalism.  Isn't
this apostasy !

Citing concrete examples of class struggle,
Lenin showed that Kaursky's essentially  secta-
rian consolidation with the Mensheviks was g
lagical link in the chain of his deviation [rom
Marxism, Kauisky, for instance, approved the
Mensheviks' insistence on the need to establish
a republican army under the command of the of-
ficers of the old army. A1 the same time they
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accusecl  the  Bolsheviks of “sabotaging”  this
demand, a thing which allegedly led o the
disintegration, “disorganisation” of the Russian
army.  Prejudicially  appraising the Bolshevik
actions, Lenin said, Kausky apparently forgot
Marxism which affirmed that “not a single great
revolution has ever taken place, or ever can
take E:lii‘ll.l.'l.l without the ":[]ism'q';mif.n[;'u;:.[]”_ ac-
tve "neuatralisation™ of the old army. “The first
comitandment, as Marx and Fngels repeatedly
emphasised, was to smaih the ald army, dis-
solve it and replace it by a new one,” Lenin
conunued.? The old army was the most ossified
means of upholding & regime that had autlived
itsell, solid bulwark of i3 order. Only by
forming its own military-political  organisations
and army can a revolution safeguard is pains,
Lenin said, citing the experience of the [irst
year of Sovier power, This experience proved
that the modification of the army without anv
serious - reorganisation of ik structere  and
command personnel jeopardised the gains of the
revolution and  preserved the ground for the
restoration: of  the  former  political  order,
‘The nudeus of the counter-revelution in Russia,
alongside the forces of intervention, was the
old army officer corps which unleashed a civil
war in the country.

Characterising  Kaustky's  attitude 1o inter-
nationalism, Lenin showed that it was to a lage
extent imbued with the spirit of provincialism
and inability to analyse the epoch that was set-
ung m. Absorbed by schemes, by planning
proletarian  revolutions in the distant future,
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Kautsky became divorced from the realities. He
began to interprer proletarian internationalism
i pasi-tense  categories, adapting it oto the
|~|_|m1ilmn-< of the pre-monopoly stage of capital-
ism, when capitalist countries were developing
economically  and  politically in & relanvely
same  way, In those conditions a proletarian
revolution in any one country coubd, with the
support of the working class of other countries,
arow into a world revolution,

‘The character of the international tasks of
the warking class alters at  the imperialist
stage of capitalism. The uneven socie-cconomic
'.mtlf pu]i:ic;h development of capitalist counTies
and the existence of regions at gualitatively
different  levels of development place.  the
national contingents of the proletariat in dil-
ferent conditions. In- different countrics  pro-
letartan  revelution cannot win simultaneously.
This makes the process of the revolutionary
renovation of the workd one of many phases and
long, and ushers in a whole multistage epoch
of mankind's transition  from capitalismo o
encialism, Such conditions © complicate’ the
historical role of proletarian internationalisim.
On the one hand, one of s tasks is inter-
national support by the working people of the
gains and ;ac'lhi:-wmmr._t. of victorious proletarian
revalutions. | On the: othet, the coUNLrics
building socialism are solidary with the struggle
waged by the working people in the apitalist
part of the world and with national liberation
MOVEImEenis.

Differing with Lenin about the nature ol
imperialism and the tasks of proletarian inter-
nationalism, Kautsky held tha the time was 1o
vet ripe for proletarian  revolutions. In his
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opinion, il was necessary o prepare long for
the  so-called  ulira-imperialist  stage  of
capitalism, at which conditions would ;ﬁle-u:]lv
again appear for simultaneous victory u%ﬂ the
profetarian revolution in many countries within
arelatively brief period. '

Lhough he preserved the semblance of continuity
of Marx's supposition that a simultaneous victory
al the preletanan  revolution in the capitalist
couniries  was  possible in the  lawer hall of
the 1tth century, Kawsky was not clear abow
the socio-political essence  of  the  imperialist
stage of capitalism. He drew an ErTonEs
theoretical  conclusion  about  the  renunciation
of the revolutionary struggle, with the ensuing
mistaken theses concerning the role of proletarian
imternationalism,  He  reduced  the  latter o
solidanty  of the prolewrian masses  waiting
for. “favourable” prerequisites  for a  wor Irfr
|:rt:|in:'|:a:|'!:m revodution, In other words, he turnel
prafetarian.  mternationalism into an empty
abatraciion, e
~To wait for the mythical stage of ulira-
imperialism.. when the proletariat of the most
developed  capitalist countries says s decisive
word in the struggle for sodalism, is to commit
apross theoretcal misiake, "IF the war,” Lenin
wrote .:'III.““I the First World War, “is a repctionary
imperialist war, that is, if it is being u-..r_rrfl
by two world groups of the imperialist, “'F‘-.“:*'
ous, predatory, reactionary  bourgeoisie,.., my
duty as a representative of the revolutionay
]II.II'I:||4_.'l-:lr]'.I1. 5t prepare  foro the  world jiro-
etarign  revolulion  as the ondy  escape  from
the horrors of a world slaughter,™
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The touchstone of genuine internationalism
is thus prevention of the horrors of world wars.
But it 5 not enough to proclaim this aim. Is
achigvement presupposes the renovation of the
world and, conscquently, the use of all the pos-
sibilities far the vevoludon, ™ There is ne olier
way of gelling ol of an  impervialist  war,  as
alse el of an imperialis  predatory  peace,
Lenin wrote.! These words are highly meaning-
ful —revolution and peaceful future are in-
divisible. Lemin  wrote that “Bolshevism  bhas
indicated the right road of escape from the
horrors of war and imperialism® * s

Lenin disclosed the international significance
of the experience of the proletarian revolution
in Russin. He refuted Kautsky's allegation tha
this experience deserved no attention and that
the Russian revolution did pot merit international
support  because, in Kaussky's opinion, it was
not  purely proletavian by nature. According
to Kautsky, the Bolsheviks set hopes on the
West in the matter of victory of the proletrian
revoluton in Russia, a country with a pre-
daminantly peasant population. The absence of
mass revolutionary actions by the  proletaria
in Europe at the time he wrote his pamphlet
The fﬁrfr.:fu?’.’ihf}.' of the Proletariat  gave
Kautsky grounds to speak of the “deformation”
af the proletarian revolution in Russia into
1 SPONEANenUs Peasant movement, :

J]I: should be said that the possibility ol 2
revolutionary situation in Europe was no simple
invention of the Bolsheviks, Lot had  already
been the subject of Marxist theory. What is
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more, the revolutionary  situation came,  The
hunger and ruin created everywhere by the wai
led to a sharp Leftward swing of the masses.
“The revolution it growing i a simber of Euro-
pean countries, and growing under evervhady's
eyes and very rapidly at that.”! That is why even
before the end of the First World War, Lenin
wrote, the Bolsheviks actics, which led 1o the
victory of the revolution, were correct; they
were “the only internationalist tactics, because
they did the wmost possible in one countey for
the development, support and awakening of the
revolution in all countries .2 Consequendy,
the  revolutionary  tactics  of  the I."rt‘-?:-h{-rifw
facilitate the transition w socialism in other
countries as no other tactics emploved so far
in the class siruggle,

First, these tactics "“have been  justitied by
their enormous success, for Bolshevism (not by
any means because of the meritg of the Russian
Balsheviks, but because of the most profound
sympathy of the people everywhere for tactics
that arc revoluticnary in practice} has become
world Bolshevism, has produced an idea, a
theory, a programme and tactics which differ
concrerely and in practice from those of socials
chauvinism and social-pacitism™ . y

Secondly, bearing in mind the experience of
the epoch of revolutions that has ser in, Bol-
shevism has shown “by the example of Soviet
governmen! that the workers and poor peasants,
dveit ol a backward country, even with the
least experience, education and habits of organi-
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sation. have beem able for a whole year, amidst
pigantc  difficulie:  and  amidst  a strugele
against the exploiters (who were supparted by
t&t bourgeoisie of the whole world)., to maintain
the power of the working people, to create a
democtacy that is immexsurably bigher  and
broader than all previous demaocracies in the
world, and to sart the creative work of tens of
millions  of  warkers and  peasanis  for  the
practical construction of socialism™.!

Bevealing that broad class albances of the
proleaviar ar a nacional  level were  Froiiful,
Lenin emphasised the major significance of joint
action by the working cdass and the non-
proletavian - revolutionary forces on an inters
national scale. He underscored the international
inportance of the then nazcent pational liberation
struggle. The leaders of the Secand International,
including  Kausky, did not show much interes
in this ssue and in no way linked it with the
hl!’ll'%gl!' For socialism.

Lite has shown that Lenin was absolutely right.
Kautsky's  prédiction abouwt the time when a
proletarian revolution  in industrial - capitalise
countries  would  bring  general  well-being 1o
the colonies did not come 1rue,

Seeking o prevent i positions in the workd
from growing weaker, imperialism 15 looking
with the aid of the instinsions ol bourgenis
power for new wavs, means and  possibilities of
dictating  its  conditions  to  the newlv-free
couniries.  This im i urn,  just ad Lenii
foresaw, presupposes  the activaton  of the
international {Hn: ts of all the present-day
revolutionary  forces, Distorting the  substance
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::'|| Lenin's theses, CONPEMporary |m1|rg¢'.;'_|j;a ilea-
logists affirm that he was disappointed in the
Evuropean working class because of the absence
of proletarian  revolutions  and  accused part
of it of "aristocratism”. Hence their automatic
conclusion that the Bolshevik experience was
acceptable only o countries with undeveloped
capitalist relations.

The  Proletarien  Revolution and  the Renegade
Kawtsky  refutes  such  allegations,  Lenin's
analysis of the class strogple in 1918 shows
that the working class of the industrial coun-
tries  was giving  inlernationalist, - essentially
revolutionary support o the struggle for the
soctal renovation of the world, It is agains
the maim forces of reaction in |_‘:-|:-\3|_-55j|;1]1 of
wivwer ful |||i|i.|:.||'} el ideodogical means and thus
acilitues  the advance of the revolutionary
forces on the weakest sectors of  (he I.'il.'|:IiI:’|T-
B syslem, At the same time the working dlass
amasses experience in the revolutionary sirug-
gle for its emancipation in the ciadels of
capialism too.

Lenin revealed that the constant expansion
and consolidation of ties between existing and
maturing  proletarian revolutions  and  national
liberation movemnents were a historical  lawe-
governed  development.  Prerequisites  for  the
revolutionary  renovation of the world operae
equally in the most developed zones of capital-
ismm” and in other regions of the world,  Pase
experience shows that the siruggle for socialism
will not he successful if it is not based every-
where on the conscious revolutionary  initiative
and creativeness of the broad masses and does
not lead to the complete establishment of a new
type of democracy—sacialist democracy, This




now promps one e wurn again te the invaluahle
theses in Lenin’s  The  Profetarian  Revolulion
awd Hie  Renegode  Kouisky, 1w Lenin's  dis-
quisitions upen the state and democracy,

3. SOCTALIST DEMOCRACY AND
BOURGEOQIS DEMOCRACY

The word “democracy” s one of the kev terms
in the contemporary politeal lexicon. Taday ane
can hardly get aleng without it in analysing any
}_l-;_ﬂi'liq_aﬂ phencinens, of whatever significance,
or the problems linked with democracy are
invariably . in  the focus of the struggle of
classes and parties and serve as o "bawlefield”
in the canflict of i-:|.|.'l..l|.|:-gi-:'h.

Demaocratic ideas in the present-day world are
extremely popidar, Only the extremely reaction:
ary political  forces—tascists and - ulira-Left
radicals—today  openly  dissociate  themselves
From  thousand=year-old values  of  democracy,
Democracy 15 also defended by word of mouth
even by representatives  of  the  ant-popular
dictaorial regimes in Latin America who brocal-
Iy deal with all manifestations of opposition
“in the name of democracy,” as owell as by the
Sonuth Alfrvican racista who, alsa “in the name
of democracy”, pursue the inhuman apartheid
policy and wage an undeclared war on mdepen-
dent Alvican nations,

The question, therefore, is not who is “for”
democracy and who is “agaimst” it but one which
interpretation is correct and which is o subile
ideclogical  falsification,  what  society s best
able to ensure the realisation of democratic
ideals and what society uses these ideals as




political cover for its anti-democratic natere.

Bourgeols propaganda  insistently links  the
destinics of democracy with the destinies of
capitalism, Offering ‘the young developing
countriez "the values of Weatern democracy as
an example o be followed, they spare ne colour
to blacken the political systems of the socialist
countries ane the Asian and Alrican states thal
have rejected the path ol capitalist development.
The aim of the specialists in “psvchaological
warfare” is witerly clear: to hamper the growth
of influence socialism exerts on people's minds
and to sow distrust in and  hostility towards
it by all possible means, First o be attacked
are the gains of socialist democracy in the
Soviet Union. Suffice it to recall the "[lare-up”
af the propaganda campaign in defence of
Western democracy, timed by its organisers o
coincide with the moment of the discussion and
acloption in 1977 of the new USSR Constitution
which reflects the profound democratism of a
state of the whole people in the period of
developed socizilism, the broad socio-cconomic,
olitical and personal rights and  freedoms ol
Saviet cilizens,

In their idealogical sabotage against the Soviet
Union and  the other socialist countries and
states of  smialisn  orientation,  reAclionary
bourgesis propagandists have recourse ever more
[reguently to the pseudo-scientific theoretical
schemes of all sorts of specialists i “non-
Western societies” and apologists of “Western
democracy” from among historians, politologists
and jurists, Their  objective i3 1o persuade
their  readers  and :\Ilt{'ll."ﬂl{"- that democracy
can exist only in the conditions of “Western”,
L.c., capitaliat, sociery.

s

To oppose the onslaught of “spiritual imperial-
ism' on the issues ol democracy, iU not
enough to contrapose  true  facis o false,
realiies 1o fabrications, The  best '.'mi' [
expose ideological expansion is to laumch an
ideclogical  counter-offensive  against  the
“theories” of the apologists of capitalism. An
example of such a counter-offensive is o be
found in Lenin's book The Proletarian Revolution
and the Benegode Kautsky, DIis arguments still
afford 2 reliable methodological basis for a
comparative,  scientifically  objective  analysis
of two types of democracy:  bourgeois and
sacialist,

Is “Pure Democracy’ Possible?

Among Kausky's “discoveries™ which have ¢n-
larged the arsenal of the enemies of socialism
one  must  definitely st his  thesis that a
political  regime  characterised by universal
equality  belore  the law, absolute individual
freedom, ete., in a word, “pure democracy™, 18
sossible under capitalism. With the democratic
instititions primarily legal standards guarantee-
g 1||1i.x-._-1-5;=.l] suffrage and legal opposition—the
bourgeois state, Kautsky argucd, ceases (o be
a weapon of “class egoism' of the hourgeoisic
and  becomes the advocate of the interests of
the majotity of the electorale, Consee uemtly, the
working class must not smash the cﬂ& hourgeois
date machine, In Kautsky's opinkoen, “socialism
may be decreed” through democratic institutions
in accordance with the simple rule, e, the
minority—the exploiters—submit 1o the major-
ity —the exploited.

58




This attitude is today maintained by Kaursky's
spiritual heirs—the r_'[}mmpim:s of “democratic
socialism™, the Right-wing Social Democrats.
After the Social Democrats have been in power
i a number of West European countries for many
vears it has Become clear that insofar as they
are concerned “socialiim® means merely limited
reforms in the sphere of distribution, ones
that do not  essendally  affect the capitalist
mode of production, They see the main insiro-
ment for the realisation of these reforms in
the bourgeois state which is capable of playin
the role of “supra-class arbiter”  concernes
with the well-being of everv citizen. They hold
that for this it is only necessary constantly to
improve the institutions of bourgeois democracy,
o make  them  absolure, e, “purc”, like
Eaursky wrote,

Proceeding from the Marxist theory of democ-
racy and creatively developing and iuiup:ing it to
the mew epoch, the epach of socialist revolutions
and national liberation movements, the epoch
of the transition from capitalism (o communism,
Lenin showed that the “pure democracy” concep
was completely invalid theoretically.  Kausky

lltlslifiml the passivity of the Right-opportunist
leaders of West European Social Democracy who
in fact fettered the revolutionary  indtiative
ol the masses when a revolutionary situation
arose nor only in Russia, but in g nuwmber of
other countries, and conditions had hecome ripe
For the transition of power into the hands of
the working class, intn the workers” hands.
Whitewashing the bourgeois state, Kautsky sur-
rounded it with an aura of special legitimacy
as onc embodying  abstract democratic ideals.
It was not an academic dispute, but a polemic

i

between  irreconcilable  ideclogical  pelitical
views, Lenin, who was bearing the heavy burden
a5 the leader of the young Soviet republic sur-
rounded by enemies, thought of the destinies
of the working pecople of other countries and
of their deliverance from capitalist slavery,
whale Kautsky occupied  himeelf with demolsilis-
ing the masses, side-tracked their attention with
phrases about pure democracy from the struggle
against the exploiters, and glossed over the
class nature of the bourgeois state.

In his polemic with Kausky, Lenin turned o
the works of Mars and Engels, He demonstrated
his [|'|.|‘:-t'-:’_|1|ﬁ'|1 knowledge of the Marxist theory
and  graphically  depicied  Kautsky's  departure
from Marxism whose orthodox champon he
claimed 1w be, Lenin's main argiment  was o
complex analysis of the problems of democracy
in the course of which he creatively applied
Marxism i solving  the gquestions of correlas
tion of forms and essence of the siate, of
the general and particular under democratic
and other political regimes,

The *pure democracy” eoncept rests on the for-
mal definition of democracy as a definite method
of forming organs of power and procedure of
adopting  political  decisions. {»T:'“”'”“H Arvistotle,
its advocates: to this day call democratic the
state in which  public  affairs are  secded as
willed by the majority of the citizens (with
the compulsory subordination of the minority o
the majoritvy, Moveover, the rulers are elecied,
the citizens are equal before the law and enjoy
certain rights and freedoms, and the oppositon
can take any political action within the bounds
at legality. Being captives of the liberal legal
doctrines of the past. the latter-day followers
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of Kausky have no desire to take a look behind
the legal facade of any form of government. o
see how democratic mstitutions really  operate
in  different  socig-economic,  culoural - and
historical conditions, political  traditions  and
ideological climate.

I:h'iun:iain% the "pure democracy” concept, Lenin
first proved invalid the formally legal approach
oo the definition of democracy, Y Infatuated with
the 'purity’ of democracy,” Lenin wrote ironi-
cally, “Kautsky inadvertently commits the same
tte erroc that all bowrgeois democrats alwavs
commit, namely, he takes tormal equality (which
15 nothing but a fraud and hypocrisy under
capitalism) for  actual  eguality.” This does
not mean that the formally legal approach has
no right to exist. In Lenin's works we meet
with the definiton of democracy from the legal
angle oo—for instance, a5 a state recognising the
subordination of the minority to the majoricy. But
the revelation of the legal aspects of t{unu:-rrnr}'
alone does not disclose 115 socio-class essence,
the role it plays in the life of society.

Lenin reminded Kautsky that democracy was a
Form: of state and the state was a machine for
the suppression of one class by another. 5o long
as society is divided into  antagonistic . classes
there can - be noo talk of Ypure democracy” or
“absolute democracy™ or "democracy in general”,
but only one of class democracy as an instrument
of class domination, “If we argue inoa Marxist
way, Lemin wrore, "we must savy the exploiers
inevitably transtorm. the state (and we are
speaking of democracy, Le, one of the forms

of the state) inwo an instrument of the rule
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of their class, the exploilers, over the ex-
ploited. Henee, as long as there are exploiters
who rule the majorty, the exploited, the
democratic state must inevitably be a democracy
tor the exploiters,””t And Kautsky reasons like
a liberal: insteadd of social relation:  begtween
the exploiters and the exploited, he analyses
juridical  relations  between the majority and
the minority. Lenin said that democracy  was
always 2 relative thing in the conditions of
class society and Kausky sought to substantiate
the possibility of absoluie hl'ﬂ““']'il.L:n' in the
conditions of capitalism.

Science  ends  where  fanh in the absolue
begins, Kautsky's one-sided juridical formalism
predetermined  the  pseudo-scientific nature ol
the “pure democracy” concept which is closely
|:|-u1_|_|::|r.r up with all manner of constittional il-
lusions disseminated by the l:lﬁllJl-l'i'iHi-"ﬁl-‘i af hour-
eois  democracy.  Consequently, its debunking
v Lenin was of vast political, and not only
theoretical, significance,  Lenins  polemic  with
Kautsky over the nature of democracy contri-
buted, thanks to his arguments, o the spivitual
emancipation of the revolutionary masses, to
their hberation from the fewers of bourgeois
political - mystification  which  rests on abstract
conceptions of democracy and the state. _

Asking in  his  analysis  the guestion. ol
“democracy [or which classr™, Lenin . charac-
teriseel it as a thing belonging exclusively to
a class society, The peculiarities of democracy
are determined by the socip-economic conditions
on which one or another Lype of state depends.
Andent democracy could be developed as in
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Athens in the days of Pericles or it could
degrade as it did in Rome in the days of
Augustus, but it was always a form of the slave-
owners”  political domination. In the Middle
Ages democratic regimes existed in republican
city-states,  there  were  democratic instiuticns
also in parliamentary monarchies, bur with far
more limited powers. Nevertheless, under all
circumstances, democracy remained a class one
and did not exiend o the lower sirata—the
peasants and the city poor. Under capitalism,
democracy, irrespecoive of the level of s
development, funetions in such a way that
evervwhere and always only the bourgeoisic can
really enjoy its fruits.

Deémocracy as a form of state thus exists as
lomg as there is a class society. The history
of %tnmrrnc:‘,‘. Lenin pointed  out, offers many
examples of the infinite number of its forms
which inevitably changed in the course of mil-
lenmia, starting with s cmbrve o aotigquiny,
as one ruling class succeeded another. Each
histovical type of democracy was  transient:
one never to return are the ancient and feudal
democracies and the same fate awaits bourgeois
democracy.

The Lenimist thesis  about  the  histarically
cransient oature of bovrgeois democracy appears
to be especially topical today. Offering emergent
Asian, African and Latin American countries
yrescriptions of development that su the West,
]murgmiﬂ propagandists often refer to the con-
ception of American economist Milton Friedman
who tightly hinds the destinics of capitalism
and democracy. The socialist society, he affirms,
cannot be democratic, I canpol guaranieg e
dividual Freedom. The latter is ensured only

i

by a type ol organisation that directly secures
economic freedom, ie., by capitalism based on
free competition.

As is known, liberal capitalism with its free
competition  has  long  passed  away  hoth- in
Western Europe and the United States, giving
way 1o monopoly and state-monopaly capitalism.
Modern capitalism is  distinguished by the
state's vigorous imtervention n: the economic
spheve, and if Friedman followed the logic of
his own arguments, he would have o drop from
the “club of democracies” the capialist coun-
trics  which  bourgenis  science  traditionally
regards a5 models of democracy. But Friedman's
conception serves o conceal and not establish
the truth, scence in it is  subordinated o
politics. It is no chance accident that it is
willingly adopted as well-nigh official idealogy
by some dictatorial regimes in Latin America,
for instance the Chilean junta which does not
even think of restoring democracy finits cons
Iy,

The political history of Western Furope and
the United States, which the apologists of capi-
talisin like to quote, reveals that democracy was
by no means a “natural” political consequence
of [ree competition. The modern bourgeeis state
became  democratised lang after capitalist rela-
tlonships had taken root in the economy, At-
tempts to portray the hourgeoisie as a cham pion of
democracy “for all” are beneath criticism. It
was only after the masses had emerged on to the
political  scene  and  began to  protest against
socio-cconomic and political  discrimination that
the ruling class was compelled 10 agree o
universal suffrage. The masses’ accession
politics: was by tar not always peaceful: there
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was no dearth of revolutionary actions in the
19th cemtury and one of the main demands was
for universal suffrage. The bourgeoisie never
“presented”  democratic rights to the masses,
these rights were won in  bitter  political
struggle.

The thesis about the “indissoluble link between
capitalism and democracy” is also refuted by the
fact that bourgeois democracy is not the only
form of the political rule of the bourgeoisic.
As any exploiter state of the past, the modern
bourgeois state is capable o performing it
funciions in both democratic and anti-demaocratic
forms, as well as in an intermediate form. The
bourgenis attitude o democracy is instrumental:
democracy 15 defended as long as its existence
does not jeopardise the foundations of the
capitalist. mode of production. ‘lo preserve
these foundations, the most reactionary part
of the bourgeoisic agrees to the establishment
of different anti-democratic  regimes, all the

way 1o fascist-type terrorist dictatorshi P

The instrumental nature of the bourgeoisie's
attitude 10 democracy is alsa testified 1o by
the practical activities of the bourgeoisic in
the countries held to be “classical examples”
of democratism. The bourgeocisic reconciles it-
sell completely to the violation of democratic
freedoms in the countries whase ruling cliques
have shown they are allies the West can depend
an, Mareover, the support of odious dictatorial
vegimes goes hand m hand  with  hypocrtical
complaints that “there is no clemocracy™ in the
coupitries that have broken with capitalism,

And so bourgesis democracy is a class, relative,
limited democracy today too. When we speak of
democracy under capitalism we do not speak of

fil

democracy in  general, but of a historically
transient type of democracy that will pass away
together with capitalism., ;
The revolutionary-democratic force of Lenin's
criticism ol the “pure democracy” concept lies
it the fact that it fully proves that the col-
lapse of capitalism cannot be identified with the
end of democracy, “History knows of bourgeais
democracy which takes the place of feudalism,
and of proletarian  democracy  which  takes
the place of bourgecis democracy,” Lenin
wrote,! :
. Following the lead of reactionary bourgeois
jurisprudence, Kautsky failed to see institutions
of new socialist democracy—a democracy of the |
highest type—coming inte existence in the
flames of the Russian vevolution, Only from
the position of a revolutionary, from the
positicn  of a champion of the interests of
t!‘ti_: exploited majority, could one really seien-
tiically -analyse the worldwide and historic
signilicance of the wansition frem  democracy
for the exploiters 10 democracy for the people,
Regarding  the  actupl  participation  of the
masies in the administration of public affairs
as anc of the most important criteria of democrat-
ism, Lenin wrote: “Proletatian  democracy, of
which Soviet government is one of the forms,
has brought a development and expansion of
democracy unprecedented in the \'.'D]']I-I_'L for the
vast majarity of the population, for the exploied
and  working people... The Sovier govern-
ment is the %z'r.:r in the waorld (or strictly speak-
mg, the second, because the Paris Commune
began to do the same thing) to enlist the people,
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specifically  the exjloited  people, in the work
of administration. '

The increasingly big role played by the masses
in the work of administration 5 an objective
requirement of socialist and communist constrie-
tion. Democracy as a form of state under social-
st constantly  develops  and  improves, The
democratism  of the sate of prr;]h,:mrinn dice
tatorshi rows into the demaocratism of the
state n? the entire people as all the classes
and  strata of  socialist  society  achieve  ideo-
logical and political unity.

ut does that mean that socialism leads to the
establishment of “pure, absolute” democracyy
Lenin replied to this guestion in the negarive.
[ndeed, under socialism democracy still remains
a form ol the state in which elements of coercion
have to be preserved —for instance, against those
who wviolate  socialist  legality, Under  commu-
nism, however, the state and socialist democracy
will be replaced by communist self-adminiscra-
tion. Therefore, “pure democracy™ s not only
am unscientilic werm thar veveals lack ol unders
standing of both the struggle of the classes and
the essence of the state, but is an empty phrase
hecause  in a3 communisn Csoeciely  democracy
will die away as it regenerates and turns into
a habit;, but will never become “pure democ-
racy',

How *the Government of the Majority for
the Majority" Turns into Iis Opposite

Proceeding  from the thesis about the class
pature of democracy, Lenin choroughly analysed

L [hid., p. B47.
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the mechanism of bourgeois democracy. He de-
bunked the myths of bourgeois democracy
Kautsky clung . "Bourgeois democracy,” he
said. “although a great gE:u:isr.m'in:'.i! advance in
comparisen with  medievalizm, alwavs  remains,
and under capitalism is bound to  remain,
restricted, truncated, false and hvpocritical, a
raradise for the rich and a snare and deception
or the exploited, for the poor.!! The time that
hias ]JJEI."-!--L'L? since these lines were written has
mevely enviched and increased the set of facts
proving this thesis to be true.

Lenin convincngly disclosed the formal nature
of many of the rights and freedoms proclaime
by bourgeois constitutions and  creating  the
semblance of “equal opportunities” in the sphere
of  politics and  state administration for  the
exploiters ‘and the exploited, for the rich and
the poor, for the elite and for the people
“*Even in the mast demacratic hourgenis state,”
he wrote, “the oppressed people at every step
encounter the 1|}'i||[.1| contracdiction between the
formal equality proclaimed by the ‘democracy’
of the capitalists and the thousands of real
limitations  and  subterfuges  which  wirn  the
proletarians into wage-slaves. % The possibility
of really taking part in the administration of
stabe  allaivs s separated  from o the  workin
masses by thousands ol economic, social  and
peditical barriers,

How effective these bavviers are s evideneed
by the social composition of the representative
bodies and the state machine in the leading

"Western: democracies™. Inthe Federal Republic
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of Germany, for instance, workers make up only
7 per cent of the Bundestag deputies, and that
in a country where the working class accounts
for mote than half the population! Nor does
the sorial composition L:F the U5, Congress
testify o “equal political  opportunities™:
of the 535 Congressmen, 140 are entrepre-
nmeurs and bankers, 243 are lawyers, 47 are
i:ul:ulis.h:rx and  journalists, and 25 are
armers,

No less  elidst in  character s the social
composition of the upper echelons of state
bureaucracy. Only 6 per cemt of the high-
ranking officials  in ];T'am':r. a country of
“classical”  bourgeois bureaucracy, come  [rom
the people. In the specially important services,
for instance, the departments subordinated
tee  the Premicr, their number declines 1o
2.9.5 per cent of the total! Does this not
testify to the correciness of  Lenin's  claim
that the way ta high posts in a bourgeois country
is paved by the privileges of wealth, of
bourgeois  education and  of  social  connec-
Liomss

Unable to hush up that the number of working
people’s  representatives in the state ad minis-
trative bodies is  disproportionately small,  the
apologists of bourgeols democracy have adopted
the theory of “elitist democracy” (o depict
this factual ineguality in a light favourable
for capitalism. Politics and state  adminis-
tration are a job for professionals, for the
“elite"; they argue. Democracy does not mean
that the people take a direct part in the
adminisiration  of society, it means that they

1 L Memde, July 7, 1981, p. b
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can elect at their discretion the representatives
of the elite who are capable of governing in
the interest of the people,

This is yet another variety of the apologetics
of hourgeois democracy based on the formal
depiction of the elections as a means of the
peaple’s free expression of their will. Kautsky
approached this guestion in  the same way.
Lenin's criticism  of his  Velectoral - illusions”
is thus as topical a3 ever.

Lenin proceeds from the fact that "under bour-
geois democracy the capitalists, by thousands
af tricks—which arc the move artful and cifective
the more 'pure’ democracy is developed — drive
the people away from administrative work, [rom
freedom of the press, freedom of assembly,
ere,'! As a result, “universal suffrage sometimes
produces petty-bourgeois, sometimes reactionary
and counter-revolutonary  parliaments . the
form  of elections, the form of democracy, is
onc thing, and the class content of the given
institution is another".®

Can elections under capitalism really hecome
a means of expression of the people’s will and
thus lose their class meaning and stop helping
to perpetuate the political rule of the bour-
eosie? Impartial data on the electoral systems
m the "Western democratic countries”  reveal
that the ruling cliss there has a whole arsenal
of means at its disposal to achieve the election
resulls it needs.

In our day these means are highly sophisti-
cated. As a result of the working people's
struggle the ruling class has been Forced o
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eliminate a whole number of patently political
and legal procedure thar formally restricted the
working people’s participation in the elections.
Monopoly bourgemsie has been compelled to re-
concile asell also . with the  partial loss  of
ideological monopoly. The development of the
mass - democratic press has  undoubtedly  les-
sened the possibilities. of the ruling LopCrst
to manipulate with the electorate’s senonment.
Lastly, l]lu.* ruling class has been made woallow
the existence al” the wm-kinlg E1Eu|}|t'ﬁ [relitical
parties  and  mass  organisations  that  are
capable: of offering a reall alternative to' bour-
geois and - pro-bourgecis parties in the elec-
tiums,

In these conditions the party system is the
main means of adapring universal suffrage o
the requitements of the ruling cass. ‘This svs-
rem  enables the bourgeoiz and  pro-bourgeots
parties to make use of the vast advaniages of
which ¢ven  the  biggest - political parties  up-
holding the interesis of the working |;{-|_:-p|h:
are deprived.

This is especially obvious under the two-party
syspem—it 15 not dormditeds s that the endency
towards it is now discerned inall the *Western
democratic countiies", while i the United States
it has prevailed. Lor more than LMY yvears, The
multi-party system, which formerly fully suited
the ruling class when the bourgenis parties held
undivided sw ay on the political scene and, all
the more so, when it concealed the true class
pature of power behind a signboard of political
pluralism, became an insufficiently reliable prop
of the existing svstem when the ant-monopaly
opposition had gained in strength, The fractiona-
lisation of the vote among different parties may
Ta

in an election bring wo the fore the "undesirable™
political forces capable of Il.‘-:inh; the rule of
the majority to the detriment of the mierests
af the dominant class, It is e avoid chis that
the transition te the two-party system is bein
brought about, and the leading bourgeois and
pro-bourgecis  partics, using the deliberately
cultivated  “imperfections” of  the electoral
sysrems, keep “outsiders” from the helm,

Such a practice manifests isell most openly
in the relative.majority electoral system, when
the voites given to candidates defeated in their
constituencies are nol taken into gocount during
the distribution of seats in parliament, There
have been instances in the |I1i.=»lt::|':.' al  British
elections when the victorious party polled fewer
voles  nationwide than  the {L'f::nt-:.':l party: If
one of the “poles” of the two-party system: can
suffer from  the obvious partiality of the
electoral mechanism, what can one zay of the
small parties  whose voles  are  invariably
ot F

More popular is the proportional system of
vating, but it also is subjected 1o modifications
in order oo accommaodate the interests of  the
leading  bourgenis  and  pro-bourgenis  parties.
In West Germany, for instance, there exists
the celebrated 6 per cent barrier—the party
ohtaining a smaller percentage al the vole is de-
barred from the Bundestag. The “‘price” of these
per cent constantly grows: by the beginning of
the  1980s it reached ywo million voes. A
political  system can hardly be called  “repre-
senuitive” if it can deprive such a large number
of people of the right to have their representa-
tives an parbament, Bue this obvious  viclation
of I:n-mall democratism especially accords with
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the interests of the ruling class which [eels
safer when there are no Communists in parlia-
ment, no representatives of other progressive
parties which may }En}mrili&f it privileges,
Flections in the *Western demaocratic countries”
arc so arranged that they not only ignore, but
completely {%isturt the electorate’s will.  This
is done by numerous manipulations in registering
VOLETS, nominating L'antli{Ei.t's, and establishing
constituencies, The ruling elite seeks o pre-
determine the outcome long before the actual
election, to turn this only possibiiy  for the
majority  of the citizens to intluence  state
affairs mto a mere formality. No small part here
is also played by the manner in which election
caur?fpuigns are conducted.
odern mass election campaigns are highly
expensive things in which, a: in a'nE' other
"husiness”’, one can invest in the hope of receiv-

ing dividends. Big Business willingly partic-
gat:.'s in Hnancing  election campaigns of big
0o

urgeois and pro-bourgeois parties, expecting
not without grounds that “political capital
will bring its representatives influence in
parliament and other government bodies, But to
get the possibility to “please” the electorate,
a pulili-:“::t party must win the favour of the
country’s true masters who will pay for the
expensive  election ::ann[;:ai%ﬂ. No ane in the
business community will of course finance any
party that challenges the capitalist system.

It would be simplifyving things 1o say thar the
probability of success  in the elections s
directly proportional to the sum of the “palitical
capital investment”, But without the minimum
expenditure, which grows from vear to year,
a party simply cannot electioneer on a nationwide
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scale, its voice will not be heard by the voters.
In the past few years the cost of sucﬁ a campaign
m the El!'.l:itl:'lﬂ States, for instance, has increased
twa to three rimes over. The same thing may be
observed in West Enropean countries, where even
mass parties with big receipts from membership
fees are compelled more and more to depend on
donations.

Inm recent vears bourgeois lawyers have put
no lictle effort into devising a mechanism  of
financing election campaigns that would rule
out—if only Eurnmlﬁ,‘-—-the possibilitv. of the
“purchase” of candidates and parties by Big
Business and make less obvious the advantages
the parties get for upholding the interests of
the ruling class. Laws on the state financin
of elections have been promulgated o this L"Ilﬁ
in a number of countries. On the face of it they
may scem just and impartal, for the amount
of state 511é\5idil_'s depends on the number ol
voles polled and not on the “colour” of the
party programme.

Actually, however, the new laws serve 1o
strengthen  the hourgeois and  pro-bourgeois
partics'’ monopoly positions in political  life,
b preserve  the electorate backing  them, For
only the big parties long polling large numbers
of vowes are given the possibility of covering
the outlays on election campaigns out of the
state budget, ie., out of the pockets of tax-
payers, by far not everyone of whom agrees with
their political  platform.  Besides the financial
pressure brought to bear upon politicians by
different factions of the monopoely bourgeoisie
there is now a system of organised stace-
monopoly financing of the political structures
which accord with the class interests of the
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monopoly bourgeoisie in general. This confirms
once again Lenin's L'ﬂl1l.'ﬁl5i.l3n that there can
be no equality between the exploiter and the
exploited in the political sphere.

A numerons survevs of the electorate’s cane
duct at the polls show, the Western voter fecls
he is becoming increasingly alienated from the
political - systemn  in '-".']Ii'!.'ﬁ he is assigned the
role of supernumerary. He is also 1||.'-u%r..' ta feel
that by the special siyle of electoral rhetotic
with its exalted mutual anacks by the candi-
dates of the rivalling parties, advancement of
programmes and promises that are known m be
unfeasible, and massive pressure brought to bear
u{mn the emations and not the intellect of peo-
ple who are forced 1o put up not with serious
clashes  between  political  platforms  but  with
boring competition in eloquence and the personal
charm of the leaders of the major bourgeois and
pro-bourgenis parties.

This results in the voter beginning o avoid
the elections, which i3 the most characteristic
-:.iPn of political apathy. Only 2.3 per cent
ob the electorate volted in the U.S. Presidential
election o 1930 —in octher words, 76 million
American  citizens  decided  thar their  participa-
tion in  the election would not substantially
affect the administration of state affairs.  [f
this is not evidence of the people's profound
disappointment in bourgeois democracy!

Some bourgeois authors see nothing abnormal
i the fact that a considerable number of citizens
stay away Irom politics,. But many  bourgeois
ideologists regard people’s heightened  political
activity a3 a must for the survival of "Western
democracy” and the enhancement of the role
played by representative institutions  in  the
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solitical system. They forget, however, that the
mnstitutions i!E‘SiEHEE{ e revive  the  voters'
activity have long ceased to play the pan
assigne<  them in the bourgeois constitutions,
This being the c¢ase, Lenin's criticism  of
the  restricted  and  conventional  natire  of
bourgenis  parliamentarism 15 as  topical  as
ever.

Parliaments are influenced most by the dema-
cratic forces in the conditions of universal suf-
frage. At the same time, because of the notorious
division of powers, they play the least role
im the actwal administration of the state which is
done by exccutive badies controlling a gigantic
burtaucratic apparatus. This being the " case,
the parliaments, to quote Lenin, * never decide
important  questions  under  bourgeois  democ-
racy”.! Mow decisions are taken by the execu-
tive boddies of the bourgeois state and the burean-
cratic  apparatus, Even the  results of mm]!f
in parliament are predetermined hoth in the hea
quarters of the leading  political parties  and
behind the parliamentary scenes, The irrelevance
of parliamentary illusions, which Lenin  noted
in his day, has thus become still more  obwvious
in our day.

The bourgeois  parliaments are losing  their
authovity. Even in France, a country with old
parliamentary traditions, actually 50 per cent
of the voters stay away from the elections (o
the National Assembly, This is a direct con-
sequence, firstly, of parliament's lack of power
to decide many important issues and, secondly,
of the isalaticn of the deputies of the ruling
bourgenis and pro-bourgenis parties  from  the
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M asses, Crlt:icislng] the apologists of bourgeois
Purliumemzlrism ike  EKautzky, Lenin wrone:

"The working people are barred from ﬂanir:i]m-
tion in bourgenis parliaments ... by thousands
of obstacles, and the workers know and feel,
see and realise perfectly well that che bour-
%cr:-is. parliaments are  institutions alier  to
them,  instruments ﬂ’cn' the oppiression  of  the
workers by the  bourgeoisie,  institutions  of
a hostile  class, of the exploiting minor-
'Il IIIII
}qu;:ed with the obvious erosion of one of the
most  important  constitutional  institutions  of
bourgeois democracy— parliament—many hiberal
theoreticians advocate a “return to the original
principles  of the  consttwtion™.  Swicter
abservance of the democratic princples of
bourgeais constitutions iz naturally of progres-
sive significance, but it should not be forgotien
that there are quite a few reactionary provisions
in thode same  constitutions,  Therelore, the
slogan  that the constitution should be strictly
observed  remains, as in the days of Lenin's
polemic with Kawtsky, an apologetic slogan that
ignores. the anti-democratic moments of  the
basic laws of the *Western democracies”.

Lenin proceeded [rom the facts of the political
life of L:is day when he said that Kantsky's
juristic  constitutionabism  "shamelessly  embel-
ishes” hourgeois democracy. "There is not a
single state, %nu‘t‘vcr demaocratic, which has no
loopheles  or  reservations  in its constitution
guaranteeing the  bourgeoisiec  the  possibility
of dispatching troops against the workers.
of proclaiming  martial law, and so forth, in

I Thixl., 18 247

i

case. of @ ‘violation of public order’, and
actually in case the exploited class ‘violates'
its position of slavery and tries to  behave
in a popsslavish manper,”t Lenin wrote,  He
denounced with murderous irony Kautsky's claim
that under capitalism democracy means “protect-
ing the minority” and went on to say: “The
learned bMr. Kautsky has :fnrgmt&n'—al-:.ti-rlent‘allj.'
forgotten, probably—a  ‘trifle’,  namely, that
the ruling party in a bourgeois demoecracy extends
the protection of the minority only o another
baurgeois  party, while the proletariat, on all
sevips,  profound  and  fundamental  issues,  pgets
martial law ar pogToms, instead ol the 'protcc-
tion of the minovity’. The marve highly developed
a democracy 45, Mhe more imminend are jogrops
er civil war ino connection  with  any ,f-lﬂ'r?uurirf

litical  divergence  which s dongerous fo  the
oHrrenisie, "

To bolster these conclusions, Lenin recalled
the repression ta which striking workers were
subjected in the United States and Switzerland,
the suppression of the internationalist minorities
in all the “democracies” of the world, and the
baiting of the Bolsheviks in the “democratic
republic of Russia” in April 1917, -‘."-l:!'minﬁl}'
foresceing “wartime restrictions” veferred to by
the apologists of bourgecis democracy, Lenin
citecdd examples also from capitalism’s develop-
MEnt on peacetine, _ >

Has there been any change in this sense in
the nature of bourgeois legislation and  the
basic laws of bourgeois democracies in the past
decades? The answer 1o this question will be
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negative even if one smply compares the facts
cited by Lenin and the political events of our
day. Lenin wrote about the reprizals agaimst
striking workers and in 1981, infuriated by
the perseverance of American air controllers,
the ?Qr::g:m Administration  resorted to a mass
lock-our, Lenin wrote of the lynching of Black
Americats and  today  civil  rights ﬁghtcrs in
the United Staces are tried or killed by hived
assassins, as was the case with Martin Luther
King in 1967, Lenin wrote of repression in
Northern Ireland and the occupation regime
there today rests on brute orce oo,

Political  repression, ie. persecution  of
people or organisations striving for a change
of the existing system Dbecause of their convie-
tions, has become a common occurrence in the
political life of the countries alleged to be mod-
els of democracy, Reprisals may now  become
more intensive and now less so, this depending
on the political  situation; but  they never
disappear from the domestic political scene,
and precisely because of the “loopholes and re-
servations” provided tor by the bourgeois consi-
tutions of which Lenin wrote. Thus, accord-
ing ta American lawyer Robert Goldseein, there
has not been a single period in the United Stares
this century without lE{'rﬂ being one or another
law restricting the  constitutional rights  and
[veedoms of ctizens with Left convictions. Back
in the years of the First World War the U.S
Congress passed laws on espionage and  anti-
government propaganda, whose u_prhwtu;l: refo
resented a combination of downright terror and
systematic persecution  of  dissenters—watking-
class militants, Communists, civil rights fighrers
and pacifists. The immigration laws of 1917,
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1918, 1920, 1950 and 1952 paved the way for
the authorities 1o act  arbitearily in issuing
visas for entry into the United States. It was
on the grounds of these laws that people
suspected of ties with “world communism”™ were
debarred or deported from the United States.
In the era of McCarthyism tens of thousands
of prople were subjected by the notorious Un-
American. Activities Committee o humibating
loyalty check-ups and defamed, doing all this
on the pretext of "defending democracy”. It was
then, too, that the Amercan ruling element
began to make wide use of different methods of
unofficially  persecuting  progressive  politicians
and organisations.  Spying, ]Ilﬁgin% telephone
conversations, baiting with the help of mass
media—these nttﬂmc?rs and murder by hired kil-
lers became part of the arsenal of secret polit-
ical reprisals,

Political persecution in: the United States was
largely responsible for the fact that progressive
masa organisations could not become sufficiently
influential there. It wrned, morcover, into @
means  of intimidation  of  paolitically  active
peu?le and gave rise o the Americans’ so-called
“self-restriction’” in rights and freedoms.

Bourgeois politologists, compelled o admi
crving  violations of a number of “principles
of liberalism" in the United States, sometimes
allege that in this respect the “American model”
is an exception to the rule”. Robert Dahl,
for instance, is convinced that the legal and
soctal  messures  apainst  dissenters. in West
European countries are Vless tough” than in the
Uniteel States. Well, one can agree with that (o
same extent—the powerful democratic movement
in the Wes European countries does not allow
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the ruling circles to “catch up™ with the ruling
circles in the  United States, where there is
no strong democratic opposition. But one can
clearly {ﬁFI.'L"iII in  Western Europe too  the
endency 1o legalise  various  testrictions ol
people’s political  rights and TTlu_T:’Imn:- an  the
pretext of “defending democracy ™.

One of the most vivid examples is the Federal
Republic of Germany, whose ruling crcles have
adopred the conception of “elficient democracy
Officially, it casence 05 fm'mulult_!-tl in the
following  substantioted and  attractive  slogan:
“No freedom 1o enemies of freedom.” Indeed,
such a slogan cannot but sound topical in a
country where the most anti-demaocratic, reacton-
ary farces legally came o power 50 years ;aﬁn.
The question is who is veally persecuted in the
FiR.G. as "enemies of freedom™? !

Practice shows that listed among the "cnemics
al freedom”, enemies af the comanitution are
not only and not so:rmuch followers: of nagism
as people and organisations of Lelt orientation —
Communists,  Left’ Social Democriats, lj:lt'u-:i:
::h;uul:»irms. ete. As West Lerman lawyer Ernst
Dunninger has pointed out. restrichion of their
tights and freedoms on the pretext of defending
the principles of the democratic system  docs
not at all mean that these |::||.:'-:'|]|'|-|-:_? and organisa-
tiens engage in subversion, Their views simply
do not conform o the ideology of the ruling
political parties .

Although there is no danger of a coup d bl
heing staged by the sowcalled “radical. elements

in the F.R.G. - as former Federal: Prosecutor

Max Gude has admitted it, the country’s authot -'.'.
ties encourage giving wider Udiscretionary
pawers 1o the police and the departments sale-
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guarding the constitution which spy on politically
active people, bug their telephones and kee
dossiers on them. According to Danninger, this
tendency has reached s climax in the sphere
of criminal law since the adoption of Irgisﬂltiun
against  rerrorism oand o in connection - with
Berufsverbal, Lot ban o om professional
employment,

In our day, o, behind the facade of bourgenis
democracy, the reactionary [orces are accumulat-
ing “legal i|:|::|l_4::1lia!“ which may, in the event
af a crisis, be used 1o deprive the working peo-
ple of their demaocratic gains, As Lenin showed,
such  accumulation was made possible by the
claga narrow-mindedness of  bourgeois  demaoc-
racy and its adaptability 1o the defence of
the interests of the ruling wporust who  feel
all the moare confident having  anti-democratic
methads of  administration " reserve”™. For
the ruling class democracy is not an aim in
itself, it is only a means of sccuring s
dlominant position.

In the conditons of capitalism democracy
always and above all remains a democracy for
the rich. But does that mean that revolutionaries
siriving  for  the socialid  reorganisation  of
cociety mist take a  nihilistic  view  of the
possibility of  democratising  the  existin
olitical  institutions?  Conscientious  study c:%
F.:-niu'x The Proletavion Kevolution and the Rene-
gade Kautsky and many other classical works
of Marxism-Leninism  shows thar this teaching
has nothing in common with such an “ultra-
revolutionary” disregard for the problems arising
in the struggle for democracy in capitalist
conditions,

Lenin wrote that hourgeois democracy was maore
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progressive than the other forms of capitalist
state, Democracy creates the best conditions
for the material and spiritnal progress of society
and individuals, and exerts a salutary influence
on all aspects of life. Lenin saw in democratic
values not only a class content, but a content
affecting all mankin.

Lenin substantiated the need e sirive for the
expansion of democracy under capitalism from
the positions of the oppressed classes which
multl} be fully delivered brom exploitation only
by a socialist revolution,

A constructive, genuinely revolutionary attitude
wowards the achievements of I}mlrp,';rris democ-
racy has nothing in common with the reformist
idea of improving and renovating its instinutions
as the yrﬁ: objective of the “socialist move-
ment”, The reformists’ practical deeds have
shown that they pass off "minor repairs” oof
the facade of the bourgeois state for socialist
reforms. The struggle for socialism cannot be

limiteel 1o political reforms, & i profoundly
social inasmuch as s goal is radical reorgam-
sation of social relations. It is through this
reorganisation that there emerges a democracy of
a new, higher type, a socialist democracy which
combines  the []'rl']]h'irltﬁ of political  freedom

with the ideals of social justice.

Vast masses of the working people are today
coming to realise that democracy cannot he
achieved without the promotion of just social
relationships. In  the  industrial  capitalist
countries the thesis concerning the need to over-
come the formal character of bourgeois democ-
racy, formerly upheld anly by the Communists
and the most class-conscious workers, is meets
ing with support among wide sections of the
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population that are a mighty reserve in the anri-
monopoly struggle,. Nor does hourgenis democ-
racy suit the nations that have recently freed
themselves from colonial dependence and thar
are tackling the highly complex tasks of elimi-
nating inequality, poverty and the survivals
of the colonial past. It s no chance accidem,
therefore, that the working people the world
over ate interested in the experience of social-
ist democracy, in the polidcal system  which
exists in the Sovier Union and the other socialist
countries and which bhas been chosen by the
nations laying the foundation of socialism,

Social development thus confirms in praciice
Lenin's just criticism of bourgeois democracy
which has already disappeared from the historical
scene  1n many  countrics and given way fo
socialist democracy. '

Genuine Democracy and Freedom

In this section we shall deal with the questions
af socialist democracy which Lenin raised on
account of Kautsky's attacks on the paolitical
system of the young Soviet republic,

When Kautsky accused  the Bolsheviks of
|:||:'5Lrn}'illgl'_l democracy, it was hardly likely tha
he thought that G0 years later his arguments
would be repeated by the present-day gﬁm-jem-
logists in their attacks on the Constitution of
the USSR of 1977, British  politologists
Thomas Righy and Archibald Brown thus allege
that the Soviets are a poor form of staie organi-
sation and that they are incapable of really
taking part in the adoption of decisions on state
administration because they consist of people
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engaged in production who “do not know™ how
to run a state, This argument was used by the
ideologists of the counter-revolution in Russia
and alza by Kautsky when he declared that the
Saviets, which he nevertheless recognised as an
“all-embracing”, “combat organization of the
proletariat™, must not twrn into state organtii-
tions, into organs of state power. o

Lenin regarded the existence ol conditions for
the working people’s direct  participation in
the administration of state affairs as the basic
criterion of demacratism. He demanded from the
very first days of Soviet power “an immediate
break with the prejudiced view that only the
rich. or officials chosen from  rich  families,
are capable of admitisering  the state, ol
performing the ordinary, everyday work ol admi-
nistration. We demand that freining in the work
of state administration e conducted by class-
conscious  workers  and  soldiers  and  that
this training be begun at once, ie, that a
beginning be made at once in  training all
the working people, all the poor, lor this
work,""! :

Demanding genuine, divect democracy, Lenin
and the Enigsht“-'ik Party took into account the
profoundly  demorratic nature of the socialist
revolution and the actual laws governing the
building of socialisim and communism, The pro-
letarian revolution is a higher form of democracy
than the bourgeois one, a “referendum of ac-
tion" —direct political action by the masses that
play the role of passive contemplators of the
political game in the period of the " peaceful” de-
velopment of capitalism. The socialist revolution
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plone draws all the working ]J{:Irllmll.' and the ex-
ploited, who constitute the overwhelming major-
ity of the |:|r1]|ml:uim|. and not just separate
sections  or classes,  into conscious history-
building. And they are being drawn not for a
certain pericd, for several months or vears, but
for the entive pericd of socialist and communist
construction. By virtwe of its nature and unlike
the bourgeois revoluton, the socialist revolu-
ton does not lead o the subsequent removal of
the masses from direct participation in politcs,
This happens because the socialist revolution
does not end but only begins with the assump-
tion of power, which 15 followed by a period of
capitahist - society's  radical transformation  inm
a  socialist. one,  Each stage of socialist  and
communist  constraction  stimulates  the  creative
andl polivcal acuvities of the masses, and  chis
leads to the constant expansion and  perfection
of socialist democracy.

The social nature of socialist property pre.
detcrmines  the social nature of  state admin-
istration  under socialism. Those who produce
the matevial and  spicitual  values: must
take an active part in the adoption of decisions
on all aspects of social lite. This makes siate
acdministration  all  the  more  efficient, for i
allows 1o ke maximom . account of the vast
diversity of interests of the ditferent categories
ol the  populatin,  Consequently, the  policy
ursued immediately afver the establishiment of
Em. €L pOwWET o ulﬁ'i:-'t the participation ol the
warking . people in the admmistration of public
affairs was not a demagogic "concession 1o the
peaple”, but stemmed from the objective require-
ments  of  the development of  socialist state-
hood. The Communist Party of the Saviet Union
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follows the same policy at the present stage,
the stage of mature socialism. For the Party,
socialist democracy means particpation of the
ever-increasing masses in the administration of
the country and public affairs, The entire
political system  of Soviet socicty and the
constantly growing initiative of the working
people serve the cause of communist constroc-
tion, The development of such democracy is
an objective requirement, a prerequisite  for
the development and consolidation of socialist
social relationships. _

Is there in Soviet society a mechanism capable
of promoting democracy and making it a pivot
of political  life  and  state  administration?
Kauwsky and his present-day followers, captives
of bourgeois-democratic  prejudices,  deny L
As [ar as they are conceried, democracy 15
inconceivable withour  the  raditional  instigu-
tiong and, above alll without a bourgecis-type
patliament. : _

And yet revolutionary developments in the
L.5.5.R not only created but thoroughly tested
the kind of state structure that is i'r.:ﬂtl;,_'_nblf
to ensure greater democracy than the traditional
hourgeois parliament. The reference is 1o the
Saviets which, having come intoe existence in the
battles of the 1905 revolution, became @ basic
constitutional element of the political system ol
the USSR Despite assertions by Kauisky and
present-day  Sovietologisis 1o the contrary, the
Soviets were not forced upon the []Jq.-nphf by the
Communists. They were and arve the creation of
the masses, a product of the proletariat's
revolutionary  creativity  in - Russia. - As  Lenin
pointed out, “it was the great creative spiril
of the people, which had passed through the
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hitter experience of 1905 and had been made
wise by "it, that pave rise o this form of
proletarian  power.”! During the February 1817
revolurion, Lenin wrote, “guided by thewr class
instinct, the workers have realised that in
revolutionary times they necd nof only ordinary,
but an entirely different organisation. They have
rightly taken the path indicated by the experience
uF our 1905 Revelution and of the 1571 Paris
Commune; they have set up a Soviel of Workers’
Deputies; they have begun to develop, expand
and strengthen it by drawing in  soldiers’
depuries, and, undoubtedly, deputics from rural
wage workers, and then (in one form or another)
from the éntire peasant poor,”™

It was, of course, not o Kautsky's benefi
to recognise the genuinely popular pature of the
Soviets, Resorting 1o down-righe  falsification
of historical facts, he tried to prove that
Lenin spoke out for a republic of Soviets only
when the Bolsheviks had found themsclves in the
minority in the Constituent Assembly. The main
target of Kautsky's attack on Leninism was the
dissolution of the Constituent Assembly decreed
by the All-Russin Central Executive Committee
on January 19, 1918, which Kautsky claimed was
tantamount o “destruction of democracy™.

Exposing the nature of Kautsky's attacks,
dishonest from the scientific point of view and
counter-revolutionary  from  the political angle,
Lenin cited  historical facs showing that the
Bolsheviks had made a choice in Bvour of the
Soviets long before the election o the Consti-
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tuent Asembly in November 1917, He theoreti-
cally praved that such a choice was natural and
necessary  from  the viewpoint of the interests
of the revolution and accorded with the interesis
ol socialist and communist construction.

The facts reveal that in this choice there was
not a prain of “party egoism’’ of which Kausky
5hr;u|:q=lr-l. Back in March 1917, when representa-
tives of the "moderate socialist” trends hos-
tile to the revolution—the Mensheviks and the
Sacialist=-Revolutionaries — ook :|-.'|'.':1nr-,|5r of the
political iui::r.llcricltcr of the proleariat and
scized the  leadership of the Soviets, the
Bolshevik Party divected all the efforts in its
work among the workers, soldiers and peasants
bl s IIIiI.%{i[]j.{ the Soviets more efficient and
authoritative. There were no champions of the
“All power o the Soviets” slogan more ardent
and consistent than the Bolsheviks

This slogan was not a ractical “slogan of the
moment”, 1t had a deep theoretical toundation.
Marx and Engels had in their time spoken of the
supcriovity of a0 Ystate of Commune [j.'lw“ OVEE
the ordinary parliamentary republic. In The Civil
War in France  Marx wrote: "The Commune
wias to be a wm'kin%. not a4 parlizmentary, body,
executive  and  legislative at the same time...
[nstend of deciding once in thiree or 5% vears
which member of the ruling class was o mis-
represent the people in Parliament, universal
sublvage was o serve the people, constitoted
in Communes, as individual suffrage  serves
every other emplover in the search for the work-
men and managers in his business.™! Proceeding
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from the theses laid down by Marx and Engels,
Lenin stressed time and again in his warks thae
the Soviet form of statehood was superior to
traditional - parliamentarism. R:-rsml:lisliing the
hisrorical truth in reply to Kautsky's calumny,
he wrote that “everyone knows that on the very
day of my arrival in Russia on April 4, 1917,
I publicly read my theses in which ll prociaimed
the superiority of the Paris Commune tvpe of
state over the bourgeois parliamentary republic.
Afterwards 1 repeatedly stated  this in - print,
as, for instance, in a pamphler on  political
parties, which was translated into English and
wias published in Januvary 1918, More than that,
the E:ﬂﬂfi.‘]'t‘lm‘t of the Baolshevik Partv held
the end of April 1917 adopted a resolutin to
the eftect that a proletarian and peasant republic
was  superior 1o @ bourgeois  parliamentary
republic, that our Party would not be satisbied
with the latter, and the Party Programme should
be modified accordingly,™

What grounds had Lenin and the Bolsheviks o
see the prowotype of a “Faris Commune type of
state' in the ;Jt:-'cil.'t:- even belore the October
Revolution? First of all, the Soviets made it
possible, without negating the principle of rep-
resentation  but, on the contrary, carrying n
out  most consistenty, 1w do away with the
negative aspects of parliamentarism: separation
of  legislative  activity  [rom:  executive  and
parliament’s isolation  from the masses, be.
transformation  of the “people’s”™  (formally)
representative body into a club for the polineal
elite. The Soviets of the revolutionary epoch
already represented a well-organized sysiem al
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local organs of power and aof congresses of
Soviets of all levels. The executive committees
elected by the Sovies—Irom local execurive
committecs to the All-Russia Central Executive
Committee—allowed  simultaneously to exercise
the functions of both legislative and executive
power. The way of electing and recalling deputies
was both democratic and effective. “Indirect
elections to non:local  Soviets,” Lenin wrote,
“"make it easier to hold congresses of Soviets,
they make the entive apparatus less costly,
more flexible. more accessible to the workers
and peasants at a time when life is scething
and it is necessary to be able very quickly to
recill one’s local ﬁl:' wuty or to delegate him to
a general congress of Soviers.™!

As a result of s historical superiority over
the traditional parliaméntary forms, the Soviet
type of organisation has made it possible o put
an end to the “eternal barrier” preventing the
people from really taking part in state admini-
atration, "The Soviets ave the direct organisation
of the working and exploited people themselves,
which  felfs t%u:m to organise and administer
their own state in every possible way,” Lenin
wrote. “And in this it 15 the vanguard of the
working and exploited people, the urban prole-
tardat, that enjovs the advamtage of being best
united by the large enterprises; it is easicr
for it than for all others to elect and exercise
control over those elected, The Soviet form of
organisation automatically helps to unite all
the working and exploited people around their
vanguard, the proletariat, The old  bourgecis
apparatus—the bureaucracy, the privileges of

I fhid., p. 248,
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wealth, of bourgeois education, of social con-
nections, etc.(these real privileges are the more
varied the maore highly bourgeois democracy is
developed)—all this disappears under the Saviet
form of organisation,™! '}']lat the Soviets were
able to become real bodies of democratic rule is
testified to by the following fact: only in the
first ten years after the %ctnl:tr Revaolution
19 million people were elected delegates 1o the
congresses of Soviets, deputies, and members
of the executive committees of the Soviets of the
Russian Federation, This shows how practicable
was the right proclaimed by the revolution for
the masses to take part o politcal life, the
right 1o deal with all questions of state admi-
nistration: The working people in the capitalise
countries have not been able to gain such a
right in the centuries of  existence of  such
traditional institutions  of bourgeois demaocracy
as universal suffrage, parliament, etc.

The Soviets—represenlative odies of a new,
higher type—have become the pivot of the palit-
:icsﬁ system of the world's first socialist state.
It was the Soviets that adopted the most impor-
tant  political decisions, i is lh(‘}' that control-
led and directed the activities of all the other
sections of  the state machine. “In  Russia,”
Lenin wrote, "the bureaucratic machine has been
completely smashed, razed ta the ground; the
old judges have all been sent packing, the bour-
geois parliament has been dispersed —and  far
more  accessible  representation has been  given
to the workers and peasants, their Soviets have
replaced the bureaucrats, or their Soviets have
been put in control of the bureaucrats and their

U I, p. 240,
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Soviets have been authorised to elect the judges.
This fact alone & enough for all the oppressed
classes 1o recognise that Sovier Ll:;'.-.'cr, LE,
the present form of the dictatorship of the
proletariat, is a million times more democratic
It]lim the mest democratic bourgeois repib-
e

But Kawssky did not want to notice either this
or any other lacts testifying tw the hilghurﬂ-
level democratism of the Soviets. He preterred
to grieve that the elections to them were not
general,  For the first Sovier  Copstitution of
1918 restricted  the franchise of the exploiters,
i.e., people living by exploiting  hired - labour,
Kautsky alleged this- was ‘a general law af the
dictatorship af the proletariar, the main  point
at which, in his opinion, the form of the pro-
letariat’s political |'I.IL' “broke” with democracy.

“In speaking  abour the  franchise,  Kautsky
betvayed himself as an opponent of the Bolshe-

viks, wha doss not care a brass farthing  for

eery,"” Lenin wroe 2o Heo furcher noted ' that
“the question of restricting the franchise s
i nationally specific and not a general guestion
of the dictarorship, Onpe  must approach the
question of restricting the franchise by study-
ing the specific  conditions of  the Russian
revolittion: cand the  specific alh of il
development,'

Waging a struggle to establish Soviet power,
the Communists an Bussia——ihe Bolsheviks—Dy
no means demanded that the bourgeoisie be dis-
franchised. This fact, reflected m the 1918

b fhid., p. 249,
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Constiturion, was not a result of the Bolsheviks'
“perfidy”, but a reply measure the voung Soviet
republic was forced to take when an attempt was
made 1o undermine it from within by counter-
revelutionaries  backed by the exploiter strata
in city and countryside—from  capitalists and
bankers 1o pery businessmen and shopkeepers,
“0f course, Kautsky the historian failed to notice
this,"" Lenin  wirote  irooically,  "He o failed (o
understand that even when the Mensheviks (who
compromised with the bourgeoisie) still ruled
the Soviets, the bourgenisic cut themselves off
from the Soviets of their own accord, boveorted
them, put themselves up in opposition o them
and intrigued against them.... The fury of the
bourgesisie against this independent and - cmni-
potent (hecause it was all-embracing) organisa-
tion of the oppressed, the fight, the unscru-
ntlous,  self-seeking  and  sordid  fight, the
gmm'gu.-n-is.'m waged against the Soviers; and,
lastly, the overt participation of the bour-
reasic  (from  the  Constitutional-Democrats Lo
the  Right  Socialist-Revolutionaries,  from
Milyukov to Kerensky) in the Kornilov mutiny—
all thiz  paved e way for the Tormal exclision
al the hourgeoisic from the Soviets.™!

Afrer the Ociober Bevolution, during the biteer
strugple  for the  survival ob the  fevolution,
“Tormal exclusion of the bourgeoisie from the
Soviets" | became: a owvital  mecessity, | While
Kautsky  affirmecd that the exploiers, finding
themselves in the minority, “would more readily
become  reconciled o their fate,” the Russian
capitalists and landowners by no means intended
o play the role of “legal opposition'. Calling

Volbid, | pp. 272,75,




the British, French, American, German and
Japanese interventionists to  their aid, they
unleashed a civil war. They thu: outlawed them-
selves, becoming not only  counter-revolution-
aries, but betrayers of national interests.

Did the restriction of the bourgecisie’ Iran-
chise lead, as Kautsky affirmed, 1o large masses
af the population  bein f|nrl'i1r'c*fl Df political
rights? El_'uiu woved this claim 1o be totally
invalid and called i the “counter-revolirionary
whining" of a bourgeois, Like the proletariat
and the city poor, the overwhelming majority
of the peasants, who did not employ hired labour,
were not deprived of the franchise. The exploiter
elements whom Sovier power was compelled o
disfranchise did not exceed 2 per cent of the
population. And 98 per cent of the citizens, i.e,
the vast majority ol the country's 1I:It:l]nl5'f1|iull,
acquired  for the first dme a real tight to
elect and to be elected, access o state admini-
stration. And not only access. The organisation
of the work of the Soviets, the electoral system
and the recall of deputies, and their accountabi-
lity to the voters—all this, as Lenin showed,
wis subordinated o the maimn task, that ol secur-
mg genuine democracy.

The subsequent constitutional development ol
the Soviet Unicn confirmed Lenin's gualilication
of the restriction of franchise as a wmporary,
emergency measure, Important steps further to
democratise the Soviet system of repreentarion
were made when conditions for the exploitation
of man by man in the USSR were eliminated.
The restrictions of f[ranchise affecting the
former exploiters were lifted when the Soviet
Constitution of 1956 came inte force. From then
on the Soviets were elected on the basis of

i

universal, equal and direct suffrage by secret
ballot,

The 1936 Constitution also introduced other
important changes into the organisation of the
Soviets’ activities that had passed the rest
of time. The reference iz above all to the sub-
stitution of the "pyramid” of the congresses
of Soviets by a system of Supreme and local
Soviets elected directly by the population.

Kautsky's spiritual heirs interpret this ::h:lnE:
as a “departure” from Lenin's behests about the
Soviets, having seized upon the Trouskyite thesis
about the " Thermidorian degeneration” of Soviet

ower, they keep saying literally the following:
E’:s. in Lenin's day, :ic Soviets were the person-
ification of democracy, but the parliamentary
form of government with its characteristic
division of powers was restored in 1936; the
Soviets, Temaining solely as a formal tnbute
to the re--u]mimmryfaﬁl, have lost their rep-
resentative nature and prestige and wrned into
“gala assemblies” of bureaucrals.

Facts show that the hypocritical champions of
the “purity” of the original idea of Soviets have
no more proafs than its vehement opponent
Kautsky. Like the latter, they do not see and
do not want to see the political realities.

At present the Sovier State has its legislative
hodies, executive and  administrative  organs,
and an independent judicial system. The Soviel
State  does not deny the need of functional
division of the administration of society by the
state  and the usefulness of the division of
Tabour in state administration.

But such a division has nothing in common with
the theory of dividing powers. Soviet power s
the power of the urban and rural working people.
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In this sense it is indivisible. Today, as in
the early years after the October Revolution,
the Soviet form of democracy is not confined
te the expression aof the pmp[}c'ﬁ will. The mast
important function of the Soviets has been pre-
served: they still do the will of millicns of
people, ; _ i
Fulfilling this task, the Soviets act, firsily,
as A 5ing%l: system of organs of statc power,
beginning with the U.5.5.R. Supreme Soviet and
ending with settlement and village Soviers, and,
secondly, as a permanent and only basis of the
entire state machine, local and central, from
bottom to top, They set up executive and admini-
stralive |]{|-:’ﬁ|='5, peaple’s control  bodies  and
other bodies accountable to them, The Soviets
establish the coutts of medium and higher in-
stances, The US55 R. Supreme Soviet forms the
overnment of the Soviet Upion and appoints
%]11.' Procurator-General of the USSR who
exercises supervisory powers over the entire
procuratorial system, ; T
The basic principles of the Soviets' activities
have thus rcma:im:'t]] unchanged. The innovations
mentioned and maligned by some critics of exist-
ing socialism marked a new, higher level of
Soviet democracy. Indeed, did not the system of
directly electing Soviets of all levels introduced
in 1956 make the higher representative bocies
closer to the people and morve accessible to
their  divect in}luu:n-.'-:r? Did not the establish-
ment of the USSR, Supreme Soviet consisting
al two chambers, the Soviet ol the Union anc
the Sovier of Nationalities, help secure fuller
representation of interests of  all Hmu[;s ol
the Sovier people, of interests not only of
social, but national groups as well?

&8

There are quite a few arguments in favour of
a positive answer to these questions. Here are
just a few., One of the most important signs of
reallv democratic elections —this major institu-
tion of the democratic political system —is their
regulis, 2z rellecied in the  representative
bodies. There were 2,286,000 people’s deputies
elected o the Supreme Soviets zmdJ 51,000 lacal
Soviets in 1981, and workers accounted  for
43.3 per cent, collective farmers for 25 per cent,
and office employees and peaple of other profes-
sions for 31.¢ per cent. They represent more
than 100 nations and nationalities. Nearly half
the deputies are women and every third depury
is below 30 years of age. We thus have before
wi a sort ol social porirait of Sovier  society,
a reflection of s class structure aned mul-
national character;,  a striking  dllustration
af the genuine democratism of the Soviet system
of representation.

A omajor indicator of the prestige of the rep-
regentative  baoddies, o prestige resting  on o their
democratism, efficiency, concern for the voters'
needs and competence, is the degree of the Soviet
citizens'  activity  during the elections. The
overwhelming majority of the voters consciously
and  woluntarily  ake pare in the elections 1o
the Soviets. In 1937, for instance, 9G.8 per
cent of the electorave took part and begimming
with 1950 their number has invariably toppec
99.9 per cent.

Consequently, the peaples of the LL.5.5.R, have
enuinely  demacrave  bodies in the form  of
%-:n-:i:.'ls. The svstem of Soviets, resting on the
Frim:iples of democratic centralism and socialist
ederalism, 15 the backbone of the mechamsm of
the state of the entire people in which all the
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other bodies are, under the Constitution,
controlled by and accountable to the Soviets,
The citizens' participation in the activities of
the Soviets not only reflects their democratism
but, moreover, guarantees efficient work by
the representative  bodies. Socialist democracy
essenfially means enlisting ever wider masses
of working people for active administration
of public affairs. It is this Leninist principle
of socialist democracy that the Soviets imple-
ment first,

The present-day ideological struggle around
the question of democracy causes one o recall
et another point of Lenin's polemic  with
i’.;muk}'. The latter, to quote Lenin, told the
German workers “with profound moral indigna-
tion” that on June 14, 1918, the All-Russia
Cenrral Executive Committee resolved 1o expel
the representatives of the Right Socialst-
Revoluuonary Party and the Mensheviks from
the Soviets. The DBolsheviks, he H]]Eglﬁl, thus
“removed”  their rivals in  “socialist™  parties
from the political scene and achieved  dictator-
ship for their ]p':u't}' which, in Kauskys view,
was “an Intolerable departure from pure
democracy’.

Kautsky is echoed by the present-day enemies
of existing socialism who distort the  history
of the emergence of the one-party system in the
Soviet Union, They alfitm that the Communists
stand in principle for a one-party system and,
therefore, the Left  parties sup-p-::n'[ingi the
Communists in the :u'ntl-mmmgmir struggle are
digging their own pgraves, 5Such insinuations
usually gain ground whenever the Lett forces
unite ta rebuff reaction. The object is clear,
Their authors are out to sow distrust in the

s

Communists among the working people who are
members ol Socialist, Social Democratic and
other parties. Whit were the historical condi-
tions that led to the esiablishment of a one-
E—.‘Lrl}' system in the Soviet Union? It first should

e noted that in none of their works did Marx,
Engels and Lenin affirm that socialism ruled
out a multiparty system. The programme docu-
ments adopted by the Bolshevik Party at the
time of the revolution also did not call for
the establishment of a one-party system. On the
contrary, as Lenin pointed  out, :]\'Iu: Bolsheviks'
slogan  urged agreement with  petty-bourgenis
parties, and the Bolshevik FParty set out fo
realise this slogan on the very first day of the
revolution,

The All-Russia Central Executive Committee
elected by the Second All-Russia Congress of
Soviets in Movember 1917 was a multiparty one.
Its members were 62 Bolsheviks, 29 Left
Socialist-Revolutionaries,  six Internationalist
Mensheviks, three Ukrainian Socialists, and
one  Maximalist  Socialist-Revolutionary.  The
Bolsheviks secured an overwhelming  majority
and acquired the indisputable right to form
a one-party  government.  Mevertheless, they
otfered the second biggest proup of delegates,
the Left  Socialist-Revolutonaries, to  take
part in the new government. Nor was the path to
constructive  participation in the work af the
Soviet bodies barred to representatives of other

etty-bourgenis  parties, the  Mensheviks  and
Eig it Socialist: Revolutionaries inchided.

At the same time, proceeding from the interests
of the majority of the wurklngl and exploited
miazses  that  followed the Bolsheviks, Lenin
clearly formulated the terms for the parties’
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co-operation  in  the Soviets and the Sovietr
Government. "We stand firmly by the prnciple
of Soviet power, Le., the power of the :-nzr:jr:lnllj'
obtained at the last Congress of Soviets,” he
pointed  out. “We a;_.zrl:r.'t?. and  still agree, w
share power with the minority in the Soviets,
provided thar the minority lovally and honestly
undertake to submit to the majority and t'.'ll'l;.}'
out  the |[):m:|-g1'anmm. approved by the whole
Second  All-Russia Congress  of  Soviets  for
gradual, but firm and undeviating steps towards
socialism, ™!

The Menshevik and Right Socialist-Revolu-
Lioary amnies immediately turned down Lenin’s
roposal of honest and  faithful co-operation.
Lheir leaders not only joined in an unprecedented
campaign of slander against Soviet power, but
embarked on the path of complicity i counter-
revolution and intervention, and found themselves
in the company of the organisers of armed
actions against Soviet power, Mareover, in 1918-
21 they cosoperated with rabid monarchists,
commanders of the counter-revolutionary armed
forces like Kornilov, Kolchak and Dutov, helped
the German imperialists to plunder the Ukraine
and the Baltic area, and [ostered American in-
terests  in Murmansk  and  Archangel, British
interests in o Transcaucasia and  Central  Asia,
French interests in the South of Russia, and
Japanese interests in o Siberia.  And  Kautsky
took  all  these executioners  of the Russian
revolution under his wing and demanded that the
Balsheviks - thus “legalise” the whole of the
counter-revolution which had outlawed itsell by
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interests! Commenting on
iy ol this demand, Lenin
really awlnl, an inwolerable
e democracy, according to the
il revolutionary Judas ﬁzlutsk:.'
will makel ]'u#ulul_in-n- We Russian Bolsheviks
should IS0 VS guraniced immunity 1o the
Savinkove wnel Gy, o the Licherdans, Polresovs
Cactivist ) oind s Cos then drawn up a- criminal
codle proclilming  participation  in the  Czech
counter-reveluldonary - war, or in the alliance
with the German imperialisis in the Ukrame or
m Georgin agains the workers of one's own
ceuntey docibe ‘punishable offences’, and  only
then, on the basis of this ¢riminal code, would
we be entitled, inaccordance with the principles
ol ‘pure democracy’, w expel ‘definie  persons
from  the  Soviets.  Tn goos without  saving  that
the Cgechs, who are subsidised by the British
and French capitalists through the medium (or
thanks 1o the agitation) of the Savinkovs,
Potresoyvs angd Licberdans, and the Krasnovs who
receive ammunition [rom the Germans through
the medium of the Ukrainians and Tiflis Men-
sheviks, would have sat quietly waiting until
we. were ready with our proper 1_'Ii|:|!|'i|'|iﬁ cade,
and, like the purest democrats they are, would
have confined themselves o the role of an
‘opposition’,”!

In the summer of 1318, a few days after the
Central - Executive  Committee's decree on the
expulsion of the Right Socialist-Revolurionaries
and Mensheviks from the Soviets, the path. of
the counter-revolution was taken by the leacders
of the Lel Socialist-Revolutionaries who engi-
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1%




neered the provocative assassination of German
Ambassador Mirbach and a mutiny in Moscow
and later organised an  atempt on Lenin's
life, The Bolsheviks thus turned out to be the
only party which remained faithful to the ideas
of the revolution, The petty-bourgeois parties,
which had lost their followers as a result of
their counter-tevolutionary, tweacherous activi-
ties, angd not  because thr..'}lf were  Formally
banned, completely disappeared from the political
scene by the gegilmiug of the 1920s.

Histerical conditions in a number of European
and Asian socialist countries have made possible
the suceessful existence and operation of a
multiparty s?stcm. It is based on the co-
operation of various political  parties  and

organisations that took shape either in_ the
ywrocess  of resistance oo fascism  or national
]il:ll:ral_i_r_rn struggle which developed into socialist
revolutions. The Communist parties’ ex::c]]}ﬁn:una]

role in the organisation of these revolutions
secured them the leading position in the multi-
PArLy SysLems.

Development along the path to socialism thus
does not at all mean negation of the muliparty
system, providing all the  parties represent
the working strata of the population that co-
operate in building socialism under the puidance
ol the working class and its militant vanguard,
the Communist Party. The building of socialism
has shown in practice the groundlessness of the
“fears” spread by Kautsky with a view to sowing
distrust in Bolsheviks and  their  followers in
the West European countries.

Speaking of the superiority of proletarvian,
socialist democracy over bourgeocis demaocracy,
Lenin also dwelt” on the subject of people’s

e

political - Freedoms o new  social  conditions,
Repeating again and again the “Liberal gentle-
men's heartfelt phrase about frecdom in general”,
Kautsky hypocritically  complained  that  the
Bolsheviks had “deprived the people™ al the
[reedom of speech, the right to critidse the
authorities openly, publicly.

If we turn to the historical facts, we shall
clearly sec that in speaking of the “people”
Kautsky meant the bourgeoisie, the bourgeois
partics and the Socialist-Revolubonaries  and
the Mensheviks who joined them on a counter-
revolutionary platform, for it was their “freedom”
te slander Sovier power and agitate for its
overthrow that was restricted by a Central
Executive Committee decree in December 1917,
But, being a true theoretician, Lenin this time
tee did not contine himself in this polemic
merely 1o contraposing facts to  fiction, He
sroved that the concepd of Freedom of the ideo-
ogical leader of the Second Tnrternational was
theoretically invalid,

For a Marxist the concept of [reedom has a pro-
found social, class meaning. Freedom fon -.-.-Ilfum
and from what? This is how Marx, Engels and
Lenin posed the guestion, And they replied: free-
dom for the working people, fl'r_'-::ifjr:-m [Toim want
and exploitation, freedom o work and crcane.
Rautsky did not arrive a0 such an understanding
of freedom: this “theorctician™ stopped at the
level ol abstract slogans of the  bourgeois
revolutions  of  the |5‘§|‘r and  1%h  centuries,
demanding “freedom in general” and preserving
the exploitation of man by man, a thing which
deprived the working peaple—the vast majority
of the population—ot the possibility of enjoving
the procliimed freedoms,
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Lenin was compelled o remind the “orthadox
Marxist” Kautsky that in a society divided into
exploiters and the exploited there can be no
actual equality, Comsequently, freedam remains
freedom for the exploiting minority. The same is
trse of the concrete political freedoms—freedom
of the press and freedom of assembly, about
which Kautsky was especially concerned. “Free-
cdom of the press ceases 1o be hypocrisy, be-
cause the printing-plams and swocks of paper
are taken away from the bourgoisie,” Lenin
wrote, “The same thing applics to the past build-
ings, the 'P-?ll:lli't'!i,. the mansions and  manors
howses. Soviet power took thousands upon thous-
ands of these best buildings from the exploiters
at one stroke, and in this way made the right of
assembly —without which demacracy is a fravd —
a  million  limes ‘more democtatic for the
people,™

Sovier power thus not cily proclaimed the tree-
dam of the press and assembly, but created firm
auatantees to enable millions of working peaple
o enjoy this frecdom. And Lenin drew the fnilm-;_
ing  substantiated  conclusion:  “Proletarian
democracy is o million times more  democratic
than any bourgeois democracy; Soviet power 1s
a million tmes more democratic than the most
democratic bourgeois republic....

“To fail to see this one must be incapable of
frresenting the question from the  point of view
ol the appressed classes:

“Is there a single country in the world, even
amuong the most demaocratic |H|1.|t‘:%r:-c'|lﬁ couniries,
in which the average vank-and-file worker, the
average |'-,111I.:-'.=mrl-fiig' farm labourer, orv village

I Ik, 1B 148,
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semi-proletarian generally (1.e., the representa-
tive of the oppressed, of the overwhelming
majority of the png:]-.n'mn}. enjoys anything
approaching such  liberty of holding meetings
in the hest buildings, such liherty D? using the
largest  printing-plants  and  biggest stocks  of
aper to express his ideas zmg to defend  his
interests, such liberty of promoting men and
women of his own class to admimster and to
‘knock inta shape' the state as in  Soviet
Russiar

“It is ridiculeus 1o think that Mr Kausky could
find in any country even one et of a thousand
al well-informed workers or farm labourers who
would have any doubts as to the reply. Instincti-
vely, [rom hearing fragments af admissions of
the truth in the 1I‘er|'1';~;nr.-l.-: press, the workers
of the whole world sympathise with the Soviet
Republic precisely because they regard it as a
proletarian  democracy, o  democracy  for  the
poor, and not @ democracy for the rich that
every  bourgeois  democracy, even  the  best,
actually is. ™!

Today, when the bourgeois mass media in the
West is monopolised by a handful of magnates,
the “kings” of the press, radio and lelevision,
there is a rigid state-monopoly  control  that
ullimmch{ makes immutable the positions of the
ruling  class in the matter ol ":!issﬂuinntin};{
ideas”, The myth about the “lreedom of speech™
under capitalism, debunked by Lenin, remains
just that today o,

Urha Kekkonen, Finland's eminent postwar
Lmn_'rl:iﬁn:i:m. has  said that  “the wraditonal
Nestern concept of freedom, in accordance with

Uk, pi 24849,

L Inr




which a state does not guarantee its citizens
anything but the freedom o acy, means that
socicty  allows  every citizen w make use of
the freedom of speech with the help of the
resources at his disposal. Moreover, in practice,
freedom of the speech has wurned above all into
a freedom for the rvich.” Amercan  journalises
Barry Cole and Mal Ewinger have shown in their
book about 1.5, television how it has become a
branch of the economy that is rigidly comtrolled
by the state political machine. '

Unfortunately, and the above-mentioned book
may serve as an example, many Elmp-_li: in other
countries who have !-l{l]}Fl.’!t‘l harbouring any il-
lusions about the “freedom of speech™ in the
West have not much of an idea how it works in
the USSR, because they are not sutficently
well informed. Very often one may see in
Western literature the claim that “after Lenin®
thiz freedom has become formal and that i s
allowed to use it only o “praise” the actions of
the autharities.

One can best refute this claim by acquainting
onese¢lf with the contents of the Soviet press.
Specialists  have calculated  that  every fifth
article on local subjects in the national news
papers contains criticism of some  official, It
may be directed at the work of a factory manager
and  the activity of a minister. Maoreover,
criticism in the press is not just a ot of "hot
air”. Soviet newspapers have special sections
for informatioen abowt the resulis of criteism,
showing what steps have been taken e eliminate
the crticised shortcomings, An executive of
any rank, including the highest, must reply 1o
critical remarks through the press.

The 1977 Constitution r1iPIhr U.S.5.R. further

1w

develops and  decpens the principle of (he
treedom of speech, guaranteeing each Soviet
aizen the rght to criticise. It includes a
special - provision  (Article 49} which  specifies
this  right. “Every citzen of the USSE."
i says, "has the right to submit proposals to
state bodies  and  public  organisations  fo
umproving their activity, and to criticise short-
comings in their work. Officials are  obliged,
within  established  time-limits, 0 examine
cizens' :lrr:-pcnsa]:i ani requests, (o 1'|.']:||1.' L]
them, and to take appropriate action. Persecu.
ton for criticsm s prohibited.  Persons guilty
of such persecution shall be called to account,”
The need strictly 1o abide by this provision of
the Constitution” was also stressed a1 the 26th
CPSU Congress. “Any anempt at persecution
for criticism must be  resolurely  cut  short,”
the Central Committee report emphasised. “Our
stand o this question 15 clearly recorded in
the Farty Rules. It is also veflected in the
Constitution of the US55 R, There must be no
condoning of those who muzzle criticism—such
i.'i r|_1li|' demand of both the Party ane the state
aw.

The democratism of the epoch of the dictatorship
of the proletariat in the USSR, has grown
inte the demaocratism of the epach of develope:d
socialism, The rights and frc-n:tllnnh of the Sovic
citizen have become richer and more varied, and
the guarantees thereof more reliable, and this
does nat :Tiﬂ}. solely 1o the rights and freedoms
af social' character inherent only in socialism—

! Documynti and Resofutions, The 96k Congress of (ke
Catmthiziad — Pardy of dhe  Soviet  Lhiion, MNaovosii {"
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the right to work, the right to rest and leisure,
cducanon, health protection, and housing. ]11I
varanteeing the traditional freedoms proclaimec
%m'.k in the course of bourgeois revolubions,
cocialism  has  excelled  capitalism.  Lenins
thesis that socialist democracy 1s fI.IE:H"I:'Ii.‘.l]' I;r:-
hourgeois democracy 13 constantly contirmed by
MLI_::[E{LE; sum up briefly what we have said in
this chapter, Polemising  with Kautsky, Er‘mn
urhwld lﬁl: following theses of the Marxist theory
% Et?':ftallnﬂ;‘m of siate, democracy inevitably 1z
of class character, a  special canstitutional,
juridical and political expressien of the domina-
tion of one class by another. The concept n:g{
“pure  democracy” championed by Kautsky 15
anti-scientific in content and reactionary n s
olitical aims because it objectively  backs the
Fieological myth about the “supraclass nature
of the bourgeois state and hourgeois democracy.

9. Even in countries with the most democratic
consttutions, bourgeois democracy always re-
mains a form of bourgenis class _L11:||1||r1:=|1m:Lt:
a “paradise for the rich”. Critcsing tf.:m_ts":.
for his formal assessment of the institutions
of bourgenis democracy, Lenin :ch-rm'r_'c_i Elu:u _:lu:
democratic  procedure of - state 1L:|I'III|:3I]:1|ZI':II1I:II:‘-I
under capitalism served to perpetuate the %) E-I
tem of exploitation. What makes the rights and
freedoms  proclaimed by liberal consttutions
false and h:.-r‘u:-rriiia_al is ﬂ‘.""-,.' he warking nT:E_s.rs:
are deptived of the possibility ol rr_-;%!h LF1 ||IE-5.1
part in the adaption of political decisions. In
critical moments, when the class rule af the
bourgenisie  is  really threatened, the ruling
class renounces democratic principles and turns
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tao methods of terroristic suppression of  the
political activity of the exploited majority.

3. The proletarian demaocracy succeeding bour-
geois democracy is the highest form of democ-
racy. Enlisting “the participation of millions  of
working people in atatc administration, it really
susrantecs  the realisation of the coghts  and
%rr_'g'a_h:'::ns which are largely formal under capital-
ism, The revolutionary creative activities of
the working people of Russia, led by the proleta-
riat, created a maodel of socialist democracy—
Sovier democracy —that has proved its effective-
ness,  Exposing  the  counter-revoluticnary es-
sence of Kausky's attacks on the Soviets, Lenin
showed how socialist democracy  ensured  in
practice the participation of the working people
m state administration and opened wide vistas
for genuine popular self-government.



4. METHODOLOGICAL ADVICE

A person studying Lenin's boak The Praletarian
Revolutivn  and  the  Renegade  Kautshy  wouled
do well to acquaint himself with 31: ideas
of Marx and Engels over which Lenin polemised
with Kautsky in upholding the revolutonary
essence of Marxism. These ideas are contained
in the J‘-fﬂligﬂl’ﬂ of the Communist FParly
by Marx and Engel, The Origin of e
Family, Private  Property and the State by
Engels, Anti-Dufring by Engels, The Civil War
in France and Critique of the Gotha Programme
by Marx, and some m|r1|:1' works,

Maoreover, it would be well to Familiarise one-
self with Lenin's works which were published
before  The  Proletarian Revolwtion  pnd e
Henegade Kautsky and  assessed  Kautsky's posi-
tion on imperialism ane the tasks of the prole-
Larian I'E"'«"Uﬁll'il::ln in the conditions of imperial-
ism. These works incude the article “Socialism
and War” (1915) and the books Tmperialism, the
Highest  Stage of Capitalism  (1916) and The
State and Revolution, written in  August and
Seprember 1917,

he stady ol the above-mentioned works by
Marx, Engels and Lenin makes it possible to
understand the novel manner in which a number
of questions about the revolution are raised
in Lenin's The Prolebarian  Revoliwtion and he

1z

Renegade Kaulsiy,

Let ws briefly recall the contents of thiz work
in the sequence followed by Lenin.

The Proletarvian HKevelution and the Remegade
Kaulsky embodies a single harmonicus  logical
conceplion and  consists of g preface, eight
chaprers and two .'lEE]J-L‘I:]E”L'ES.

In the preface Lenin points to the need ideo-
lagically and theoretically 1o criticise  Kautsky's
views and analyses his gradual deviation from
Marxism,

The chapter "How Kautsky 'urned Marx into a
Common Liberal” criticises in detail the stand
taken by Kausky who refuted the historical
need of proletarian statehood ine the transition
period from capitalisin to socialism. The chapter
thoroughly discloses the m::nninf{ of Kautsky's
errors and formulates a genuinely Marxist answer
to the question regarding the Tupddamental content
al the praletarian revoluton.

The next chapter of the book, " Bourgeais and
Proletarian Democracy™, s devored 1o the theore-
tical analysis of the basic paolitical difference
between |C1|IIL' democracy of bourgeois sociery and
socialist democracy. The theoretical propositons
of the chapter are rounded out with the conclusion
about socialist democracy as a new, higher :}'}w
of democracy. A similar task is dealt with by the
chapter “Can There Be Equality Beiween the
Exploited and the Exploiter?” in which the
political superiority of the new type of democracy
15 shown up by the analysis of the economic
content of producrion relationships in capitalist
and socialist societies.

The next three chapters—"The Soviets Ddare
Mot Become State Organisations”, “The Consti-
tuent Assembly and gh: Soviet Republic” and

His




“The Sovier Constituton” —contain an analveis
of concrete material, the expepence ol the
first vear of Sovier power, and clinchingly
prove correct Lenin's  criticism  of Kautsky's
arbitrary  interpretation  of the Marxist theses
concerning the atate, revolution and democracy.

The chapter "What [s Internationalism?™ plays,
in the logical scheme of Lenin's book, the role
of the final stage in the study of the theoretical
aspects af the proletarian revolution. It dis-
closes the substance of the imernational policy
of the revolutionary proletariat and  reveals
the significance and topicality of the inter-
:|1:L:im1.'ﬁ expericnce of © Bolshevism  for  the
practical 1asks of the socialist transformation
af sociery.

The last chapter, “Subservience to the Bour-
geoisie in the Guise of ‘Economic Analysis'”,
Appendin I. “Theses on the Constituent  As-
semblv' and  Appendiz I1. “Vandervelde's New
Book on the State” are designed to show how
Kautsky's theoretical errors affect the course
of the ideological struggle and help substan-
tiate  the bourgeoisie’s  ant-labour  policy,
Betaliating to the sallies of bourgeois ideo-
logists and exposing Kauisky's doctrine of “pure
democracy”  as- invalid;  Lenin's The Proletarian
Hevalution end  the Renepade Kaulsky 15 an cl-
fective - idenlogical weapon in the proletariat’s
struggle for its emancipation.

To gain a clearer picture of the innovatory
mature of Lenin's work and it contribution 1o
the development of the Marxist teaching about
the state and democracy, proletarian revolution
and  the dictatorship of the proletariat, and
proletarian  internationalism, it would do well
to examine the following questions at seminars
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and discussions, and in independent rescarch:

1. Why the socialist revelution is a prere-
quisite for the transition from capialism o
soclalism: = what i3 revolutionary  violence;
against whom it is directed and what construc-
tive role it plays in the socialist transforma-
tinn of society; why the liberal approach to the
question of the socialist revolution i invalid.

9, What is the essence of the dictatorship of
the proletariat as a state of the iransition
period; why and how the revolution must be able
to defend itself; what are the creative functions
of the dictatarship of the proletariat,

5. Whar is the explanation of the class nature
of democracy; how the liberal concept al Mpure
democracy” proves itsel invalid; what are the
boundaries and possibilites of democracy unde
capitalism. ' [

4. Why socialist democracy is a demaocracy of
the highest type; in what socialist democracy
diflers from bourgeois democracy; what are the
peculiarities of the Soviets ai 2 form of
sacialist democricy, :

5. In wha the principle of proletarian inter-
nationalism  expresses jself; what is the ex-
nlanation of the internationalist nature ol the
proletarian revolution; what is the international
significance of the experience ol the GLoreal
October Socialist Revolution in Russiam 1917,

In examining these questions it is well to study
sdditional  literature on  the history  of the
Sovier Union about Lenin's ideological struggle
against opportunism in the Russian and inter-
national working-class movement. Knowledge of
the history of the international working-class
movemenl will help EJI'I:-§1IE'I']}' to uriclerstand 1_51{'
train ol Lenin's thought in The Proletarian
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Hevolution and the Renegade Kawisky and the
methodology of Lenin’s organic combination of
theoretical analysis with pracrical experience.
In this book, as in Lenin's other works, theore.
tical conclusions  are drawn pot onlv on che
basia of generalisation of Marx's and Engels's
ideas, but alse a3 the result of a concrete
analvsis of revolutionary struggle.,

The topicality of Lemin's ideas, enunciated
in The Profetarian  Revolihion and  the Renegade
Kautshy, 15 a cause of their further study.
To master these ideas is to be able to use them
i assessing  the present socio-political  trends
ot world develapment.

The study ol The Proletarian Revolution and
the Renegade Kautshy will help comprehend the
essence of the conmtemporary ideclogical siruggle
around the |:Iw.~n|'e-|':|d| legacy of Marx, Engels

and Lenin, and see the significance af 1he unity
of the revolulionary movement for the present
struggle for peace. democracy  and  social
PrOgress,
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