'a.y"bhe rals‘tlonshi'o of jl:? & proletarlat to . the brougeo:.e.le

our'revolutzo .Aftev' all. t}:re z.s ‘no’ doubt that pre-— o

T i ?Elatlonsh:.p. prec:.sel,y t‘ne d%’ihlnon&abowe dll X

SO
ta.on_of the p oletarlat m relatlon to J.ts '

& the core

Of leader of the pnnletar:l.au moven ment, then in

IS duie b “*i‘f;{ R S
leir politidy Is _counter-revolutio_lgary. Lo e
i) ) '. ’ e QP . . ‘.'l :‘—“.
e% with this, deci#fe that the

"i'l:se]'f' ot as

- its p011t1c= not ggependent on other classesg

A ng eyclusnre 1y

relat onshlg of the rlght wmg r;fj_lﬁ_pan.ty-—'&e-__..- a

questm (mﬁﬁn}a&W

o the bourgeo:.me) wvith 2 certain readiness of -the

A .
to schema towa' iah fPlekhanov said:

"for us Marx:.sts the working peasant, as he appedrq 1nﬂ:.;n-

temporary commodltyv-capnallst milieu, repreqen‘t” ?dr:l one
! n

‘of the many petty 1m..ependent commod ity pr ducurq




' em nt'of'éucietlf
3. !W;E_{ﬁ  fi, 0
and hL who conalderq h1m revolutlonary i WRQ-

f"

"Bubnrdlnates the 1ndepernent pelitics ot tne proletarlab

toithe 1n11uenoe of tne pettJ bourg°01u1e . S

A w =

:&ﬂ7~£41 ‘?
trv a make a an;u

ord r‘of:xhe day of the revolutlon. in its sharpest form the
...iénd overturn ‘and it fhereby brlngs out The o

Géfy‘ﬁueetlon which 15 1nsoluble w1th1n the 11m1ts of a

:bourgeols sulety. and therefore goes outside of the 11m1ts

f;of thls 5001ety.‘ It may: be that just as soon as the waves

of revolutlon w1ll recede, Just as son as the land question

B t

l-‘flros in the end one or another solutlon in the splrlt 01
bourgeoms prlvate property, subs tdntlal layers of the Rqulan
,peagantry w1li be transformed aga: into a clearly reactlon-'-
'ary petty bouree01s party in the form of a peasam Unlox NJ“**E{
‘MNavarian Bauef‘\:und J\QN)\Bu't 30 10‘13 as tne revolu'r:.on is,
contlnulng. S0 long as the agrarian question is nt

" he is not only a political rock q1?;rud:é?solut1 sm,! but

the‘SOCIalSphlﬂx for the whole Russian bourge oisie and




Jl“";‘:“t g'L-&"E‘noug

y 4
?easant Wan-\:'n Germam, 1%%% 'I‘thas Munuer.hféL-




V2 tely B

. nggﬂﬂg'gﬂ' ”é%xiﬁﬁfj;&““ C oM umaT T Aoy
Cmadude/ = N R T R
THE ENBYNG SPEECH -..,v"éf s CAIney A
e g e smein e Lo
- First of all I have to explain certsin misunderatanding® which
arose from the accidental circumstance that because of lack of time
I wae.forced to stop nearly at the half point the examination of the
basic views on the issue of the relationahip of the proletariat to
the bourgeois parties. Particularily favorable for my critics waa:
the circumatance that I did not have the chence to illuminate in more
detail the relationship ol the proletariat Ho petty bourgecir trsnds,
and particularily to the Peaaantry. How many Tfar-reaching concluaions
were drawn from that fact. I was speaking only of the reiationship
of the proletariat to the tourgeolsie, and that - acrording %o com.
Mazrtor -~ ia aimply ldentification of the role of the proletariat with
the role of all other classes except the bourgeoisis in the present
revolution - in other words, it mme=mmm means the aame "left bLlock",
which erases the cless sepeération of the proletariat and subordinates
it %o the influence of the petiy bourgzeoisie - that same "left bloek",
which comrades bolsheviks defend.

According to the speaker from Bund, from the fact that I dealt
exclusively with the politic of the proletariat towards: the bourgeoi-
aie;“séggriy follows something dinst opposlite, namely that I comple=

ate the role of the peapantiry and the left block, and so that
my poaition is Jjuast the opposite to the comrades bolsheviks. Pinally,
another speaker from Bund went oven further in his rpoddXmges uamercilful
critique stating thut to speak only of the proletarisat as a revolutio-
nary class borders with outright anarchism. So ap mou see, the conc-
lusions are quite varied and come. together only on one point, that

all ths same degree are suppoased to be deadly for me,.

? -fﬁﬁ; thfull, peaking, the anxietyﬁhich seized my critics because

- Fdrluminated xagﬁiy-¢he reciprocal relationship-of the proletariat
and@ the hourgeoisie in the present revolution seems odd to me. It

is beyond any doubt, that it is that precise relationship, precisely
the dofinition of above all the relationship of the proletariat to.
its svccial antipode, the bourgeoisie, that conatitutas the central
point of the issue, that it is the main axis of the proletarian poli-
tic, around which are already orfistalising its relationshipe to other
clagses and groups, to petty boungeoimsie, peasantry and othors, And
if we come to the conclusion that the bourgeoisie does not play and
in the present revoluiion.canngt play the role of the leader of the
liberation movement, f%%ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂg§f the very eassence of its politic
it is counterrevelutionary, when ih accordance with this we atate,
that the proletariat has to deem-itself not a helpful part of the
bourgeois liberalism but.a vanguard of revolutionary movement, which
defines its politic,not™depending on other classes bui derives it

nly fro own t&sk _gngagéaggrénteresta, when we say that the

¢ lead independent politic -~ when we .may all this, then 1t should

. //gfoletariat is not ohly the f the bourgeoisie but ia called
t
P

Y
/
L

e clear, that the conscious proletariat should utilize all revolu-
tionary peoples movements, subordinating them to its leadership and
ite class politic. Particularily when it comes to the revolutionary
peasantry, noone could doubt, that are not forgetting its exis-
tafice and are far from pasaing over“in silence the issue of the rel-
ationship ot the proletariat to it. The directives for the social-
democratic faction in Duma, deposited kx to the congress a few days
ago by the Polish comrades, among ithem by me, contained on this iassue
a totaly clear and precise statement.

I will take advantage of this opportunity to, even in few words,

touch closer on that issue. About the relationship of the right
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wing of our party to the peasant guestion decides -~ as on the
bourgeois guestion ~= a certain rcvady, made ahead of time schema
under which one classifies tke real relationships. "For us, marx-
iets ~- says com. Plekhanov —- the working peasant such as he.is
/pnger the coptemporary commodity=-capitalist conditions—ieino porex
%azgthaﬁﬁﬁne:ufxzhg'féiﬁﬁ;pf amall, independent commodity producery and
small, indepenient commodify producers, not without basis, we count -
ameng the petty-bourgeoisie." From thir one concludes, that the '
peasant, as ' petty-bourgecis, 1s a reactionary social element and
he, who considers him & revolutionary element -- he idealizes him,
he subordinates the independent proletarian politic to the influence
of petty-bourgeoisie. . o ,
TheQaat_gg::hfaﬁéumeﬁahis, after a2ll, only a classlic example
of the infamous metaphysical way of thinking according to the formula:
Tea, yes; no;-no—And-whatts—over-snd-above this is, from evil isty
INg-bowrgevisie i e revolutionary class.~--end mhat's ovor and
above this is, evi 8. Pespantry is a reactionary class —-

%§g¥w¥at'peaaant's'char:g¥§gi:;§gg@ﬁﬁﬁ@&?ﬁ%ﬁggga%ﬂggﬁ§ﬁe%gngg 33222

dre true, if one conalders’ the so-called normal, quiet periods of the
exipt@nce of this society. But even within thuse limite it errs on
the eide of serious limitations and one-sidedness. In Geruany ever
more numerous layers not only of the agrarian proletariat, but also
the amall peasantry, come closer to the scocisldemocracy, proving, -

that to talk about the peasantry as.a totaly monolithical claamz of

reactionary petty-bourgeoinie — is, to certain degreefdry and imprac-

ticable schema, - And in this¢fion-differenciated~ya: class of Russian
peasantry, which was put in motion by the preseirt revolution, are, .
significant layers not only of our temporary political ally, but also
our future natural comrades, Thus reaiging from submitting them
already now to our leadership and our influance would be . secta-
iam unforg%;able in a leading force of the revolution. - '
a

shemsver,, the mechanical transmital of & schema of
peasantry, as a petty<bourgeois, reactionary layer, onto the role
of this peasantry in the revolutionary.period is undoubtedly a trana-
gression with regard to historical dialectics, The role of the peasan-
try and the relationship of the proletariat to it is defined the same
way as the rple of the bourgecisie, not according to subjective desi-
rea and alim of those classes, but according to r objective
situation. fI'he Russian bourgeoisie is, despite oral statements
and printéd liberal programs, objectively a reactionary class, be-
causs ite interesta in the present social and historical situation
demand a quick liqudation of the revolutigpa Y, pavement by concluding
a rotten compromise with abaolutism. Ia—gg%gﬁégapeasanbry, despite
the whe¥s confusiocn and con?gaﬁictions in its demands, despite the

foggwy¥ exhibitinga—| olers-character-of—its aims -~ it is
i o

: p

in egent revolution an objectively revolutionary agent, because
by n_the agenda of the revolutionthe issue of agrarian v
turnover! in 1;§“§HEE§E§% formj, 1t puts forth an issue, which cannot
be solved in the framesBE bourgeois society and which by its nature
is outside the framework of that society. It is very’possible, that
as soon as the waves of the revolution subside, when the agrarian
question will find this or other sclution in the spirit of the bour-
geols private property, large layers of the Rusalan peasantry will

tranaform themselves o.an_openly reactionary petty-bourgeois |
party, the kind of/Bav ;ggsﬂﬂgg;gggggilgﬁut as long as the revolution
continues, as long e ggrar%gy quéstiion 1s not solved, it 59

not only a political for the absolutism; bui g Bocial
aphinx for the whole Russian bourgeoisie, and because of it it con-
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etitutes an awtonows m of the revolution, giving it in coope-
ration with the urbap proletarian movement that wide momentum, which
characterises the vehemant people's movements. From that flows the
gocialist-utopian coloration of . the peagant movement in Rugsia, which
is not at all 2 frg%f > +he artificial grafting and demagogy on the
part of 8.-r.,but coompanied all the great peasant uprisings of
‘the bourgeois society. 1t is enough to remember the peagant wars in
Germany and the name of Tomasz Minzer. oo *

. But just because the peasant movements are in the whole nature
topian and hopeless, they are abgsolutly not capable of playing an
,independent role and in every historical situation: they sgubordinrate

/Zthemsalves to thz2 leadership of other, more active and criataliaed
#lagses. In France the revolutionary urban bourgeoisie ehergetically
suppocrted the peasant uprisings -- the so-called Jacquirdie, If in
middle-gage Germany the leadership of the peasant wars we t not into the
hands of progressive bourgeoisle, but inte the bands of The reactionary
malcontent small nobility, it happend becale the German bourgeoisie
— as a result of historical backwardneas of Germany —- wag realieing
the firs: phase of its class emuncipation cnly in a deformed ideelo-
‘gical form of religious reformation, and because of its weakness,

instead of gladly greeting ihe peasant wars, it wes afraid of +them
and tnrew itself in%c the resction's embrace, similerily as now the
Russien , rrait--of—the—proletarian and _pewsent movem
owing itself into resction's embrace .~ IT 18 c¢lear,
poIittea}—}esdaxshipﬂo£n;he_ehao$ic~?eaﬁﬁﬁ% movement and its subor-
 dination to the influence of the conscious proletariat is preaently
in Ruspia the natural historic task of that couscious proletariat.
If +he proletariai refused that role fearing for purity o
ocialist -p am, 1% would-find {8e1f—om tHe level of a doctrine-~
r gect, and not on the level of the natural historit lsader of
the whole of the wronged in the borrgecis system, the leader, which
it ip according to the spirit of the theory of scientific socialism.
Let us remember that puseage fror Marx, in which he says that the.
proletariat is called on to be the warrier for all wronged.

Let us return, however to the isasue of the relationship 1o the
bourgeoisie. I will not%, of course, seriocusly answer the arcusations
and oritisisms from the representatives of Bund. The whole political
wisdon of Bund is reduced, as is shown, Uo the simple thesin: not to
rely ou any firm and defined principles, to exploit the convenient
sides of each situation. With that miserable political wisdom the
comrades from Bund want to be guided equally in the relationship to
fractions within ouxr party, as to the different classes in the Russian
revolution. In the intra-party relatioships that position is reduced
not to the role of independent political -centrum, but to a politic
caleulating ahead of time on the existance of two different factions.
Projected onto the wide ocean of the Russian revolution, that politic
leads to most laudable results. That politic, whose advocates are
the revresentatives from Bund, reduces itself to the well known alo=-
gar of the German opportunistas: to the politic "von Fell zu Falll,,

=y from event to event, or if you like, frem fall to fall (applause) .

pa— P
*Probably instead of this word it should be vtheir" .~Note of the editors
~of Minutes.

**Critisising_the opportunistic tactic of Bund, Rosa Luxemburg

used here, especially re. Abramovich /Rein/, -qgggp_characteristic,
compering Bund's tactic to the bebhaviour of Q;éksissﬁk Tho 8

takes back thome words. BRI, supported by other delegates from SDKPilL,
refused the Bund's request. After long negatiations, the igsue was
regolved by removing from minutee that part of RL'es speech effending
Bund'ists.

htgg.mnrd
almost lsd-to-breakjng the CONEress. Pund'ists requested, that RL
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The Bund's face, which was Bo clearly shown to us, is important and
interesting not so much for characterizing it, but considering their
aliiance with the mensheviks and their support of them in this cong-
r&ssigund underlines the trend of the poiltie of comrades mensheviks.
'g/{ om. Plekhancv accused me of representing in certain sense .
mgrxism, which evaporated and is floating above clouds.., Com. Flekha=-.
nov, polite even when it is not his intention, realy ﬁ&&k me in this
case a compliment. A marxiat, if he wents %o understand the cocurss
of events, ehould observe the relationshipes not crawling on .the low
ground of everyday and mopentary gituation, but from a cexrtain theo-
retical bight, and thet Hight, from wnich one should observe the
couree of the Russian revolutiom, ia the international developrent

of the c¢lass. bourgeois society and accomplished by it the degree of
ripeness, Com,., Plekhsnov and his friends accused me biterly, that

I draw auch tempting and aplendid perapectives of the rrosent revo-
lution, a2z though the Russian proletariat could expect only the

great victoriea. It is totaly wrong. My critics ascribe to me in
thiz ~ase a view totaly foreign to me, that ihe proletariat could

erd ehould develop in all its lenght and with all decisivness its
fighting tastic. only under the condition, that it will have guaran-
teed only victories. Jusi the opposite, I thirk, that bad is 2 leader
and ead is an army, whioch wouid aocept a fight only when it has the
vietory in 1tse pocket. from the outaet. Just the opposite, I not only
2o nos have any intentions of promiesing the Russien proletariat

a series od undoubted victories, but I rether think, that if the
working clasa, faithful to its historical duty, will ever widen itn
fighting teotic and make it more decisive azcording to the deepening
aontradletion: and wider perspectives of the revolution -~ it could
find itaelf J3 on unusualy complicated and difficult situation.
Whet'e mors, i even think, that if the working claps will rise to

its tesk, L.¢. it will by itc actions lead the course of revolutionary
avents to the lest limits pérmitted by objsctive development of -
a tempcraxy eetback. think, however, that the Buiaian proleiz-
_riat shouid :have the idourage and the resolute will to face all,
which is prepared for it by the historical development, that it
ahouli in neceasiiy, sven for the price of sacrifices, play in this
revolution - in relationship to the world proletarian army - that
role of a vanguerd, revealing new contradictions, new tasks and new
ways of the class struggle, aB was played by the French proletariat
in tha 19th cetury. I think that the Russian proletariat should
lead itaelf. in its tactic noi at 2il by counting on defeat or victory,
but to work¥tut excusively from lts class historical tasks, remem-
vering, the proletariat’’e defeats arising from the revolutionary .
momentum of its clase struggle, are only local and temporary appearan-
cens of its world movement forward as a whole, since those defeats
areii?:vitable historical steps leading to the ultimate viciory of
scciclisnm.

acoial relations, th?ggalmoat insevitably awaits it at those limits
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26"Voschrittler" (progressives). Here a party of "progressives"
created in Prussia in 1861. The politics of that party on the issuus
of uniting, conatitution and general slection law was the subjest of
its fight with Lasealle, Towerds the end of 19th century gstarted the
disintegration of that party. =- 594. 14245




