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One Sten Forward, Two_Steps Back

(Lenin's ansver to Luxemburg's "Organitational Questicns of the
Twasian B-D", written against Lenin's pemphlet of the same hame as the
ahove artic19 and nubliched ‘oth in the Neue Zeit, No. 42445, 1904, and
in Igkra, No. 69 July 23(1cC), 1004. Lenin's answer Kautsky refused’ to
putlish. The UE was fnunc-mSU £ the notesz to t 1r volume~-as 2 copy in the
german languag eilv an untnovrn kRandvriting, =nd corri:ii% by Lenin)

The artiasle of com, Rc%sn Luxenburg in /42 904 43 of Die Neue
Zrit awperrs as e critlioue of my Huaslan book about the crisis in our wm
party. 1 canned but exrrese thanks Lo the Zerman coarades £9r their att-
ention to our rAYL: 1Jternture, for thelir ﬂttenpt to acqualnt the Ger,
S~T wlth this ’*tP“"*u“e Hut T must noint cut that the arsticle of Zo:=sa
Luxerburg in "Heue Zeol th willqet - actunint the rerders @ither with ny
book, or with anvth‘"o rlse, Tris fe geen Trom the followinz axam;les,

it Lua@nnwrv Tor exsmnle, states-thrt my btock elearly and
-uri‘ingTy Al en? rvs e tﬁrreqc“ of "cont“wlisatirn wihich tekes nptning
into aceount®.  Gow. Tuxﬂmh¢zg thus &csumes thet I defend one crganizational
gyaterm agninst some pther. Bub. in reslity Thie iz nct so. Thra- EhOUu the
Trom the firc to tbn lar%t nace, T defend “the elemoniary positulates
sretem masinatle Q_p;ﬁ DT-?nifquiﬂb;> Hw neok dopﬁsnuﬁﬁf
' yuestion 1bna* the al#fercnce beiween one or another organizetiosnal
sy¥tFm, but the Juestion about. TR ghould Jefend, criticize and corr-
ect any system, net contrndictors io ‘the =rinciplesx of the narty.

Rose. laxemburg t~1=§niuruhe“ that "in.correspondence with As
(Lenin's) unders»andtna, the{“.3) has full aush oriﬂxM&Q erganirze 211 local
committees of the party.” !In reaift;"thi Ts not—trual My vievw on this: .
questlion can be documentarin*aemonsurated”bygfhpfrulsvof the party .. :
organlzstion which I intw»oduced. In this prolect “t¥ere is not a wnr .aboutﬁ
the right to oraangzyglzcal.cammij;nagz The Comnission"ai tE the ;
. party-congreéss fon vmrking nut the rules of the nerty, incliuded 1n it .
"this rioht and the noriy congress anproved thie project of the commiseiio
In this com nleslon, bestdes myself and another nertiegan of the majority
. wWare. electedKH;reprnseﬁtativnq of the minority of the narty congrese, |
consequently,Tin thie commisslon vhiﬂh hed assicned the CC the right to i
crganize lo,,*ﬁ eumittees, [3lof my orvonents as it haupens supporved
tha tep. K Com. Luxembarg=confuseéd two dif{g:gnﬁ etay ,lzﬂﬁlﬁ
ccnfusig my orgrnlrational project with the’ alte_ag kroject of the ,
-commission, on the one hand, and, on the oth nd, with the oraaﬁization Y
rule a&opted by the party congresasirdédondly) she confus~d the defense of -~
a definite demand of & definite parahra'ﬁ of the rules (I wae in no way
"mepcilesse" in 1ts defense since at she plenum I did not speak agslnstthe
corrections Introduc ed by the comnitiee) with the defence (Ia 1t not
rue, genulrely "ultra-centralistic") of the thesis that -the statute,
dcceprQ by the party congress, muet be carried ocut in life until such
tine ag it willl be changed by the next congreass,

Com. Luremburg pays uhat in my opinlﬁn she "0C ig the only active
cadre of the rarty." 11 rea‘igi thig 1s nct truel ™ I have never defended
thie viaw. On the co NTAPy, ny onponents (the minuritj of the 2nd congrees :

of the party) accused me irn thein wpitinvs, thet I do not edequately &Tend
the 1ndepe \dence, samoztoyaielnost' of “he CC arnd subordinate too much to
1t the ed. LA, of the §.0. and Soviet of the porty which is ebroad,

To this accusatlon I ansver in my bnok that when the party majoriuy
had the top in the Council of the norty, 1t never mnade any sttempt to imit !
the independenza of the CC: GQu ,nis occur“ud at the moment Lhat the i
‘Council of the party bpcnme thé instrument of strugzle in the haends of
the minority.

Com. Luxemburg snys that in the querjan 8-D there exist no dsubts
of any kind abcut the naed_az_ahsiqgle partV)and that the whole dispute wags

concentrated around the-guestlon of Ereater or leaeer centrallsaticn, In
self the task of

reallity. thle-tg Aot true,/ If Com, Luxemburg too e

L{?@nnﬂng hersell with the resolutions of ‘Chpl committeesof the ;
porty which form the malority, then she would readlly understand (this is
pspaclally clearly seen from my bock) that the diepute among us was
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mainly albouti whether the CC or the €O chould or chould not revresent the
dire stlon of the mrlordty of the narty cengresa, About thls Ml tra-
centralism”" and "surely Blanguist' demand =8 the rospected comrade says
net o single word. She prefere to declainm apalnst the mechanlesl, blind
obedlenze, and other 1ike horrors. 1 nm_xggxﬁ& ankful %o Com. Luxemburg
for her exslanation of~the~profound 1dsd—¥hAnt slavish ovedienceyts—
fatal for "the party, Gut’I ghould 1like tc know, vhether the coTade eneld-
ers norms1l, can sie allow for, had she geen in any party that ln the cen-
trnl ovgans, wilch e-l” themselves ~nrty ovgnug, there ghould predomin-te
the minarity of the party congrocs?
j)

Com, R, Laxenburg attridates to me the thought thrt Iln Ruecsla ther
are alve~dy o1l nrerequlcloee Zan the organiz:ition of a blg ond extr-mely
cantyn’ized workers party. FRingk there ie o factunl antrAHTT Nowhere
in my boak ¢i¢ I defen?d ruc Lo VisW, ner even exnirese cuch an oplnlon,
The theeic I olntorated goresoel and cxporscere oomedlling different, ond
I grectfionlly inderiined the I'n ] an the face of it there arz all
Ape-reltt sites Tor this, thet the deeiglene of the nerty eongrass be
rocognired, ~ng that the tlme 1o leng pact wien the -eriy eollective e
eubstituted dr srivate{individual) meds-circle. I brought oreof of the
fact that ceverel nparty literntl revepled thelr "necis ~ray and Tlizht-
inegg #nd the have no pight wistever to shift thelr undleel-slldness
the Bussizn -reletarint. [The Zugslan workers have alresdy repesteldy
under difTevent clrcunstanifes ©ox ressed themselves Tor folloving oul
Jeetst neg of the party congresc. It ig indeed lau-hable when Sow. Lus-
emburg declures such a view te be'optimisiie" (s 1t not necezerry rather
to crrigtder it "ressimictic”) and wilth this spys not a slngle word aboat
the factual basis of mr st-nd {proposition), ﬁggm. Luxemburg saye that
I eulogize the educationnl gignificance of thé Fretory.” [IThis ls nov jrue.
N-t I, but my opronent, uneservs that I rewreceut to mysedl The pariy i
the form of a Tnctoryd As was necessary, I ridiculed this, demonstired
by nls worde thst he ¢ nfusce qﬁgrdifferent aspecs of foclpry diceipline,

which, unforiunately, 1as also hKAPDERed With Com. LUXemb@rgd,’ -

to the volame, under ed. »f Adorateky, Molotor snd BSavelev,
state that the "ovponent" to whom Lenln refers was zushor of the sarilcle
‘®PRe the guestlon of our pariy tacgks, About organizetion.®, nrinted in
eupplement to Iskra #57, 1/28 (15)1904, and signed under the peeudenym.
Spractical (¥,Makadzyb) o -
fi-Clieiigpuiad i

Also: the article YRL ageirst KM" wae written by Ryadov (A.A.Bogdanov)
and printed in the sbornik of articles of Galerki and Radowr—"0Uv™
‘Migunderetendings® (Ganeva, 1902, pp 46,590) renrinted-on the sbeornik d
the Istpert “How the Farty of the Bolsheviks wrs Sorn", pp. 167-18¢)

—— A e ot S e

Com, Luxemburg says ihat in my definltion of 2 revolutionary-

S-D as a Jacobln conpected with the orgsnizatlon of the claszs FizNimas
consclous workers, gave esllegedly a sharper charscterlization of my polnt

of vlew than any of my opponen swld have possibly gziven. Once agsin an
actual inaccuracy. HNot I, butZP.Axelrod;was the first to speak of -
Jacobinlism. Axelrod was—the 1178y o otmpare our psrty groaplngs with the |
groupings at the time of the Greatﬁgggggh Epvolutlon. I orly remarked that
thie comparison wae admiecible onl¥ &pn the gense) that the dividion of ‘
sontemrcorary S-D on a revolutlorary and on oppd¥iunlet correspoinds to a
certain degree to the dividion on the Mourtsin and the Glrondlets., A
gimllanr comueartson wes often made by the old Iskra which was accepted by
the party congreez. Recoznlzing nrecisely suci: a divisicn, the old Iskra
fought againgt the_opportunist winz of our party with the direction of
"Raboelieye Delo'. R. ruxemburs cenfused hiere go-reintlon between two
revolutionary tendencles of the 13th and 2Cth century with the 1dentl-
fication of these some tendencles. For exsmple, if I say that the Swall
Shaldeg in comnerlson to a . ..... 16 all the pzme as a two-story house in
comparisnn tn a four-atory on2, thig does not yet mean thet I 1ldentlfy

a four-atory home with a Youngreu,

A factunl annlrele of the different tende:rcles of our perty has
comp?etely frllen outl from the field 2af observetion of Cd. Luxemburg.

Ser e st et \
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*Cf. the Russian book, "Gur Differences”, article, E,Luxemburg, Agalnst
Ke»l Morx.“ O Q} A b
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And recisely $o thic rnelysie a bip half of my book 1o devoted, which .
1 pased on the pratecuis of our party congress, and I pay eneclal atuen~ -
tion to 1t in the introduction. R. Luxemburg wishes to speak aveut the
present situstion of cur party and coemwirte’y igncres In this our party
congresa, which, sobatveno, laild the genulne fundsment of our party.

One mart acknowindga that his is a vicky undevtaking! All the more risky
inasmue”, as, I showed in my borck, any op onents ignore our narty

congress and preclsely beecause of this all their assertlone are davoid of
any factual bhasls,

Tpeelerly suc™ o basic nietske ta sccom llshed also by T,

Luxembuver, She rerneats only nr'ed hireses, nod Lakling uson herzelf te
task L0 exnladln thely conerete aeaning {amvel), She Ceightenss with
different norrors !bugaboos, nct hoving studied the renl bosls of the
dlepute. She attributes o me peneral merin, generslly known princlinles
nnd asnpildevstions, acbnslute “wthe and triee to Xeen cudet ahout the
wplptive truthe concerning the girictly Jeteramined foets, which are the
oalr telnge I womix with, And che zemlailne yet of slereotynes ond In this
rpncele to the 2i-leetle of licmy,  And vet the svbicle of the resvected
cd. eoantains excelusively invented stercotyvces, snd reeleely hier article
cantyrndiete the nlrhahet of the di-lectle. This alphrbet ssseric Ut
there lg no ahkatract truth, thet truth lo rliwsys eoneretle. -
: ca. R, Luxemburg @anjiestically ignores the concrste facts. of oup
party ssruggle ~nd magnemimouely occuples Tergeld vith declamations zbout
queetions wrhich one cennot eerioucly consider. I will cite the finnl
examle Trom the sscond article of Cd. luxempurg,

She guotes my words that this or ansther piiterini beerd of the-
orgenizational statute cen serve as the more or lesg ELICOE _MEENH <t
gtruggle againet opportunism, Regerdlng whal frpmaulzticne I spoke in my
took and we nll spoke at the party congrese E. Luxemburg s2ys not z word.
What tyne of molemic did T lezd at the party congress, ageinst wiom did
T sropose my propcsltions, with thls the corzrade does not concern hersdir
whate Aitatesd 0T —hiE BAG Er-CLously Terds mé ¢ whgle lecture sbout)
oportunism...in the .coustries of parliamentarism!! [Qut/about all par—
gicﬁIEF_ speclific 41va¥EVtIes oI opporiunisd; avout those nuances vhich 1t
agsumed with us in Huasie end about which my book concerns itself--obout
thie we find not a werd An her article, The céneiuslon abdui all this, -
in the highest degree, ingenious consideratione, is the fTollovwing

Whe statute of the party should be not some rort of celf-
safficlient fnn‘_ﬂ}’gb) (?2understand, he who can) weancn for the strumgle
with cpportuilsm; but only the wesjon for leuding {eonducting?provedeniya)’
outside of the leading inf{uence of the factually exl§Ting rervolutionzry
proletarian mejoritr of the mejority." Entirely correct. But how d4id the
factually exlsting majority of our rarty become formed, abontfhis R,
Luxemburg is sllient, and ‘it 15 precisely abocut thie thet I greak of In my
book. She is silent also about this, what klnd of influence did I and
PleXhanov defend with the help of thls weepon. I can on/ly add I never
anywhere saoke such nonsense, thet She siatute of the -arty ls a vea on
"in lteell®, : : :

The most correct answer to siuch » method of Ainteraretatiea cf

my views would be the analysis of the concrrie fagls of_gg;ﬂgggim’
gtruggle., Then 1% would be cleer ¥n each one, how strongly the concrete
Tacte contradiet the genralities and stereotyned abstractions of

Comrade Luxemburl. : .

¢ ——

Our narty wes bern in the swring oflé@gﬁkln Rugsls at a congress
of remvegentatives of geveral Rugelan orgnninafTan. The party was
named the Huesien S-D Workers Farty., The central organ was "The Worker's
Newspeper"; the Unlon of the Russian 5-D abrosd became the represeniatives
of the party abroad. Soon after the congress, the CC of the party was
arrected. "The Worker's Newapaper" cczged nubtlleation frem the second
nurber. The whole narty wesz transformed into a fermlese conglomeration
of cpemntbwgn locnl party organirations(called committeesz)., The only
1ink connecting these local comrlttees, was that of ldess, a purely
apiritusl menamd connection. Inevitably there followed a period of

siscord, vacillations, splits, .
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The Intelligentel», composing & enndidergbly greoter prreentese
of our po~iy An eomparison with Western Furovesn parties, were attracted
to lierxlam ae to o new otyle,  This atirnotion vely quiely gave way to :
on the e¥bdf hani, a slavieh worship of the bourgeols crliique of Horx, and
an the other hand, to the g&:g}ﬂ;glgFﬁcg_ onal lebor movemsntelstrilke-1op-
econonlsm),  The diviglon ETWEEn the.in: }igpéigigfaﬁﬁortunist and urolety
nrlan=revolutionary tendenes” brought{ about the spllt abvosd of the "Unden® -
The noper “Worker!'s Thought"(Robocheya ¥yel)/and the popern abrzad, "Worker's
Teed"(Rabocheye Dyelo) (The latter a Shajewhnt wenker) became the ex.rroeion
5T economlsm, lowered the slgnificennce of the politlesl ptrugple, relecied
the elements of bLourpeols demoerney in Russlo, The "lagnl" eritlce of
Hary, Mesrre, Struve, Tugen-Bevenowgky, Puljgakov, 3erdvacy and otherg
vent eompictely »ight.  Howhere in Europe will we findg thet Bernsteliem
0 recidly eame to 1te logtor i oend, o Uhic Tovnm tirno9f o libernl fraction,
as Lt was wit) - in sdugela. WEthous M, Struvc.bocqg vith "eriticl:p®
in the name of Berastelnicm, ¢nd onded Uitk the oFianizatlon of o 2ibéral
Ay Journal, "Freedon' (Covebor! derde), bers) in ihe Turopesn genre of
thie word,

-
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Tiekhenov ond his friency, Lerving the unicn . T pVyvte
from the aslde of the foun 5 of "Iehea®" oand "Zaryel. tvo Journals
tabout whieh even {2, B, Luxenburg heard sonething) le ree year
Lriilient campaizn socinct or etic wing of the = grmosion of
the 3-D "Gorya" arainet the LI S ctel fohin Ap the gruression of
the old "Iexra"}, a ermoalgn oow k Ericheoveky,
Aximov, Martynov and cthero) i =t the Jewish "2ans", ac
“ugslan organization, Ainenired L tendency (ia the f nlace ggalnst

ization and the nezh Sommittec),

It became clesrer ond elepreor thrt the tic bhesween commbtiees
. purely of idens was inpufficlent. All oshehutimeye became apparent the
need for the fapmrilon of a party of senuine solidarity, that ig, the
f’gxaqution of thet which waa only noted In 1898, --Finally, at the end of
£ 1902 there was formed thelQrzaniza Hﬁ;Sepmé;jaggthe trsk of convoking the
v 2nd congresa of the vorty. n this(C.C. 7 vTganized, in the moin, by the
fussian organizdtl n of the -*Iskra®, @WHI-1t also inciuded representativex
of the Jewigh {Bung", Inp.the fall of. the sfonc congreas.aediretnally

varty, and €n-the other’nodl, the stllt 4intc "malority" and “mincrity",
No gueh divis'en exicted Defore the congrees. Only 2 similar detailed ana-
lysie of the sirugrle vhich occcurred at tle party congresuc, can explain
thig dlviegion,. Unfortunstely, the partlsans of the minority{inclinding

{5 - w8% TRving atcolivliched On the one handy the formel unifiGation of the
Ui

Cd. Luxemburg)eautiously evage suck sn anelyels. . .

. In my book which ig s0 originally b-ought ¢ attention of the
German readers by @d. Luxemburg, I devote over 100 n to & detalled .
analysls of ‘the protocle of the congress{consis 00 pagzee). Thie
analyslie forced me to divice. the delegates, or more accurately srenking,
the votes we had delegetes who h~d one or two votes) into four basi
groups?

G .
&g}iskra-is;a of the Mejorityl{pariisane of theﬂtené:gcy of the old

"Igkra"--24 votes, (2))Iskra-ists of ithe minority--9 votes cenire
(nicknamed nasmeshku also the "mergh'--10 votes ang, finaliy, the antl-
Igkralsts, 8 votes, In ell 31 votes, I analyze the partieclpaticn of these
groups in all the subjects thet came up fer diecussion at the party congress-
and-I show that in all gquestione (program, tactic and organizationg ihe party
cengress vecame the arena of struggle of the Iskre-ists agalinst the Isra-
lets with the various voclllations of the "marsh", To anyone who is at
lea~t myfMfh a 1ittle acouainted with the “isbory of our party it should be
clear that 1%t could not be otherwise, But »11 pa tissns of the m’nodty
{including aleo R. Luxemburg/! modestly cloce their eyes to thie strugele,
Why? Precizgely thls egtrugrle mekes obvious the ™ill falsness of the
vregsent political situstion of the minority, During the whole time of
this stmugpgle at the pariy congrese, on Jurens of guestions, 1n dorens of
votea the Iskra-lste foucht sginet the antl-Tekrz-1gte and the "marsh®
who the more declelively waz on ine eide of the antl Iskra-1zts the more
congrete the guestlon under <lacugslon vee, the more positively it
defined the basle thought of the 5-D work, the more real 1t triel to bring
to lifel{veslize) the correct wlana of the 0ld Iekra,

The anti-Iskra-1sts (especinlly com. Aklimov and he who always
agreed with him, the de-uts of, the, Perarcsburg Workers Org,, com,
Zrulter, almost alwnys COR.T REDTLFADY 2D
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5 delermntes of the Jewish Bund) were rgaluast the recognition(ncceptance)
of the tendency of the old Iskra, They defended the old privhue (1nd1v— ‘
16usl) organdzailions, veoted against their subordincition to the party, :
apainet thelr fuslon with the narty "incident with the 0,C,, the

&lssoluticn of the group "Southern Worker®, the maj}or group of the "marsh',
ate), They fought azalnst the orgnniuauiona4 gtatute, composed in the E“irit
of centrallgn (14th seeeion of congreee) and accused’ then.all Isra-iste—_ -
that they wigh to introduce "orgqnizaulrnal lack of ralth", Texclusive loi"
rnd other simll-r horrora, “- . h

All Iskre~lats, wlithouvt execepntion, then lewrhed at thiar 1t 1s
rem~rkable thet cd, R. Luxemburg scceptc gl these inventlons for scmething
seriourg, In the preponderant majlority of aquestifns the Ickpa-lste won;
they vredomlinated at the congress, vhich Lle clesrly evident from the -above
mentloned flgures. 32ud @t the Slae of the second helf of the sezsicns of
8“P eongress, when the less princiupled guestisne we e rogolvad, ths anti-

skpa-lets—~some Iskrn-lsts voted with them--von. hus 3t hanpened, for
example, on the cuectl-n e courlity of lun{nngpr in cur prozrem; on thin
quection the anti-Iskhrr-lets nlmoss cuecerded in defsrcinJ the mropran
commiasicn and crarrithelr own Tnv“q."Jnn. Thic harnene?d zosin on the
aaestion of tﬁpjiifagaﬂ"rd"‘ : .f e r*ﬁuuon when the anti-Isro-iste
together with the "mareR™ er-bied the formuleotion of Mertov. In
corragn-nienge to this fermuln tiﬁn, not only membera of nrarity organizations
(euch a wording Flekhanov too defended) but ﬂlfo £ll persong who work
under thr control of the prrty organizotlon are corcidered members of the

party.®

The same thing cceurred on the auesilsn of the elections of the
2C and the Eg, B4, ¢f the Centrel Croon, 24 ITclira-ictin formed o geried
majority; they cerried through the long thought of plen of vejuvenating
the Ed, B.:out of & old editors three were 96]9cted' into the winorlty came
n‘ne Iekra-ists, 10 membere of the center and 1 .ant ti- Igkra~ist{the remalinder
7, antl Iekra-liste~~the representatives of the Jewish Bund and Rabocheyo
.Dolo==left the congress earTlur yet). Thrig minorlity*¥ was so diasatisfied
with the g ACr eI that 1t declded to abstaln
from part »emaining electi-ns. Com. KauteXy was entirely
right when he saw ‘An the fact of the rejuvenation of the ed. b, the main
resson for the following struggle., But nls view thet I (sic!) Pexcluded"

3 ceomrades from the editorship explained only by his complete lack of -

acquainhtance wlth our ecngress,

: First of 2ll, non.election 1g not at all the same as chlusion,
and I, of course, hau ho right at the congrens to exelude any onc, and, -
second’v cdNKautsky, 1t seems, does not suspect the fact. that the
caa’ition of anff‘I‘kra—ists, centre and a ‘smell pert of the adherent of
Tgkra also had a politlcal significance and could not but have an influence
on the results of the electione. Vho does neot wlehl to close his eyes on
vhat has cccurred at the congress, he nast understand that our new dlvision .
inte minopity ond mnjority ls cnly & variant of the old dlvision into
nroletarian—revo’u?ionary and intellegrntsia-—-—opportunist wings of cur
party. Thisz is a fact vhich oue chanvt iret arcund with any sort of in-

f el
ternrethtion any sgort of Jokes,

#Com. Kautskj, GXﬂrvssing himgelf on this formulation of Martov, stands in
thils freom the point of view of nyvediency. Firgt, this point was con-
gldered at our party congress not from the »oint of view of expeclency,

but from a princinled point of view, The ouesticn wa=: posed thus by
Axelrod. Becondly,fd, Xaubsky deceived if he thinks that under the Busaian
pollice regzime therse exlsts suck a big distinction between belonging to
party organlzati-n and simnle veork under centrol of such an orgaﬁizalon.
Thirdly, it is ezmecislly rlze f¢ cempnre the wrosent situnticn in Russls
with the situation in Ge rmany undey the Exceptionsl law against scclelists,

##{The constant references to “ninority" and "mazJerity" seems strangz in

view of the fact that by now these terme, (Menshevik)and Bolshevik have a
pure politicnl merning vhich does not nppchr in the above work.)
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Unfortunatrly, after the congress the prinelpled significgnce
of thie epllt wog obscured by &irty oeaip on the question of coop !
And preclascly the minsrity 12 nat wich to work under eentrnl of the | .
ceniynl institatdhone unleas three old editors should sgain be coopMted. o
This strus -le continued for two menthe. The brycott end Gleorganizdtion
oft the periy were the means of “ia struggle. 2 committees (out of 1«
who exprecond them-elves on the cublect) severely consured these methods
of siruggle. The minordty even refused to accent cur {coming from me
rnd Plexhanov) prepogition and to exwress Lts polnt nf vievw in the pages
of the Ishkre, At the conpress of the League abroad the matter went so
Tar thet the megbers of the G0, were sireun with insulte arnd abusive
~rergh fantoevate, burrouerate, geadocraes, licrz, ete,) They vwere accused
of stifling pereonal /individusl] inltlative and with desive o iniroduce
absolute submiceion and blind suberdinntion eie. The attemuts of
Plekhirnov %o classlfy this methe” of zirucsle of the mineriiy os anarchist

notv vweneh 1ig_gim. ATte T.o4s congress Flekhenov, opsesred with

hlg nrilele "Whot WobTo Do" (e 32, Iskra) vhich cow-Pes an enoch hakhe
ané is éirected rpalnst me,

<

In hias artiele he rtates thnt the struasgle wit
Jore not alweys have o slrnify o struztle azalnet reviciondgis, 14 waé
elear %~ all that for whis he hnd in miné our xfnorliy. Further te said
thet cometlmes 1t 1=z net necessavy o atvuzpleswlsh 1-dividusl anarchiss
which Lle 50 deeply inmbedded in the Puerslan $eévoluti~nary; eome concesslons
ere someuvlmes the best means To subordinate it and aveld a splis, I
lefs the editoriel “oard since I could no¥ sharg such a view and the.

N

editors of the miuorliy were coopted. . ~

ﬂ rev%giggfghf"fézﬁ.
/

Then followed the strug:le over coontation in the C.C. My prop-
esal vo conclude pesce under the conditlsn that the .0, remains unde the
ainordty and the .2, under the majoriiy was relecieS. The ssruggle
continued, "principled" fights were carried on against bureaucrailsnm,
ultra-centralism, formallsm, Jacobinlem, shvelzerianstvr{preuigehme they
c21led the Russlan Shweitzer) =nd oiher horrer:s, I ridiculed all these
accuaniione 1n my book aad remarked that this 1s either 3imple coopted

wrangle or (if thle must be éonditionelly recoghized at "principles"
nothiny cther then opporiunist Gironfist phrases, The present minority
repeats only that whilch Cd. Aklmov and other recognlzed opportunists .
siiﬁIat our congress agolnst centrallem, delended by all partleans of the
old Iskra, : S

. . Tae Rueselan commititees were indicnant over ithe transformation @
of the C.0. into arn organ of an individual circle, ‘the orgon of the
coopted .squatihles™and party gossip. Meny resoluticns were 'passed that
syoreased tHs sHhrpestfcensurer"Only the sgo-called "Petersburge Workers
Organlzation”, which we hod already meniloned, and the Voronezh Committes
‘{pa~tisans of the tendency of “om Akimov) expressed thelr princivled oo
satisfactlon with the direction of the new Ishra. Voices calling for L
the convocation of a 3rd ceongreses multiplied. )

The reader vwho will tzke the troubtle to siady the origlnal sources
of our prriy strugzle 11l easlly understand that the expredsiones of (4. ]
Luxemburg about "ultra-centralism", atout the need of graduzl centralisagion:
etc. coneretely and prasztically are a mockery of our conpress, abstractly !
and theoretlcally (if one can here speak akout theory) are a direct ) !

valgarlization of Harxism, 4§ a nerversi~n of genulne clalectlc of Marx, étc.]

The finnl phase of our pavty strugsle ls noted for the fact thas
the members of the majJority were porily oxeludsd from the C.C., partly
rendered hrrmlege nnd reducgd to zero, {Thies oecurred thanke to the changes:
in the compositon of the C.%. etc,) The mdvice of the party {vhichazter
cooptation of the old edltors slso fell intec the hrnds of the mincrity)
~and the present C,C. ensured every agltation for the convocatlon of the

ord congrass and weni cver on the past of private{individusl) agreements
and talke with several members of the minority., Organigzation in the manrer,
for example,df colegilumg of apente(mandated) of the CC who permittel :
themaelves such a erime as agltatinn for the convoeatlon of the congress
were dlamlseed. The struggle Tor the councll of the party and the new

CC agelnst the eosnvocntion of the 3rd congreess wgs drelared along the

whole line. Tho majorlty answered thile with .the slogon: "Dowm with

Jonapsrtien!" (such was the title of the brochure of Cd. Galerky,
whio anpeared in the name of the lnjorityl. The number of reso ‘:Z;Er;.-r
5 8- -
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. i whieh the party institutinne whioh anrYy on = atwussle noalnst dhe
gonvocaticon of the congress, are ocalled anti-pariy and Bonapartist -
inereace, .

Wﬁ/How hypooritical all t:lks of the minority agalhst ultra= G
sentrallsm and for autonomy were is clear rrom the fact that the new
pulicatisns of the ¥ majority, Lssued by me and several comrades
{vhare the aboves mantioned brocﬁuve of com, Gelarky and others were
published) waa daclarcd to be ountside the pale of the party,® The new
publisiing house offers the Mal, the only possibllity of propagandirg
its views since ths nases of the Iskra are nractieslly elosed to them. ‘
And duvgpite that, or, mece covreotly, vresisely bocausr of this the Soviet
of tir naoty corrind out the azbove mentlonad raaciuticon on that formal
barip that our rubliening hiouse 38 1ot mandsicd by & sinzle perty
orpaniratlicn,

Ho p0ind to syueak wboul shiat gebrorse Ir ot present the posiiive
ottty gy atrongly Pell the eetipe of the 3.D, how sspengly disorganized
ow* pardy 1a, thantes to ths nhange of 11 deciaiane, all ecloctiona of the
2nd congress, thanks to tldas elruggle ngAinet the convecaticn of the Srd
vongrese, wbich'the ety inetituiions, resronsible befere the party are
grirylng on, : .

¥ritien in ~nd hnlf of Snt, 12043 Ist pub. in 1930 in "Leninsky
Sbornik, " XV, ' = :

(;}hn notag axplaining the rhrasge "outeide the pole of ﬁhc‘;atty" atates.
The vofers.co ie th the followlng exnlnnution of the Ccuncil of tho Party
mibli el An Islawm #’Mz 02/14(1)/C4 and dlrected agrinut the nubligation. .

P A S

hougs of the maJority (B,Bunch-Bxuevish and N,. Lenin)i 'The Counell of’
tiie party declaras o The pomrades that anly that iz paviy liiersiure
whieh iz publishod under.the guthority and in_the neme of one of the o
party ofEsiizations. Therriors tha titla R, 8- K,F. camnot e plased
of publicationg Aasusa by ladlvidual mombevs of tha party., The Sounell . y
aeks 8ll comrades, in view.of the rellerated violntions of this, galfe
pricent ruls of every party, 0 Kecp in mind shie explenadion,! (0f, -
“brochura by Orlovsky(V,Voroveiky) 'Council azslnet the party' in the re~

. print in the gbormil of the Ipipert *Row tho party of tho Bolcheviks -
waa bern," 1985, p. 570,

—— e L,

BT e———




