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5 "Que stions of the Ruseian SeD", writien againet Lenin'’s pamphlet . i

' unknownimndrritirg, and corrected by Lenin) S

. appesrs ara ¢itique of my Russian book about the erisis in our |

) attention to k& ow party litersture, for thdr atteant % &cqua int
), the @er, SeD with this literature, but I must poirt out tet the
£ (/srticle of Roma Luxenburg in "Neue Zeit" will not acqualt ‘the

¥ {:Nreaders eilther with my book, é

states
Sy b '.. V". = I J x’ E
.’ aisplays a tendenoy.of ("centralissiion which takes rot bing into.
‘apeo LY burg thus asswes thi I , one organizae
< tilonalk syatenm %ﬁg other, But in mality v his 1s.not Bsos . Thro
‘out’ the book, mtle firgt to thelast e s I defend thy_dleamentary

tl" YNy Dnok dsad 8

A.ljj,.-.:\_‘ﬂ_‘;;l,'ér,"_;-79;9_1.;9:;;ﬂt.q the principles of the partye.

i
I‘,,v['y
N2 AN

LENIN, Collected Works, Ruseed,VoleX0,1932

- -

<77 ( Lenin's rmswer to Luxemburg's "Orgm izational =

of-the same m ia ig/ thﬁ-zﬁpve article, & pub]églahed 'bo‘t.le .nsz the
Neue Zeit, No.428473,3004, und in Iskra, No.& July 23(10),1904,
TamIn"z a‘?mre‘r Kautzky sfused to puSiI:ah. The MS wap foundsesatate

‘the notes to thie.volume=ocsa & copy in the Germin language 1in

The srticle of com, Rosa Luxeburg in #42 & 43 of Dle Neue Zeit "~ &

party, X cannot but express thanks tole Germmcomadee far thelr:.

: P with anything else. Thie 1s seen
frow-the following examples. ) : .

i
Come, Luxemburg, fo_e ,Aﬁmj%_bﬁooh clearly a.nd-strj.k.tngly]
.

poatulates of/no mystem of any imeginsable pariy Gganization, 4
; fff‘%‘the question sput 2 dif ferentce betweeh |

ons or anothsr orgniZational @y stem, but t ke question sbout how. .- ..

‘one should defend, criticize dnd arrect sny sk system, not sontrae

' ‘Rosa Luxemburz states frther that "in ovrespondnce wih his |
&min?n} urmderstandirg, the C.C. has full auterityto organize |
211 1ponl committeos of the party." In reailty thls 1s a6t trues),
Ny -view.on this question can be dcumsntarily gemonstrated by «——%

e of the party organizatlon wch I hxid introduceds. In this
pro ject there 1s8(fiocd & word about the right to organize local |
committees, The TEmmissbn, elected ah the party comgress for o
workirg out the rulecs of the party, included in 1t this right, -
anml the party corgress approved this projet of the commissgione
In this cotizkssha, hIsvies _freslf Ay Aa0tiex 3eruisan of the
the majorlity, were elected ﬁrg_pg_-esentatiygg"of tha minority &
the party congress, consequently, in ths commlzetn.wich fad -
aseigned the CcC the right to organize loc ommitteen, 3 of my
opponen te as At ppens supporied the top. n}\’u; Uoms Luxemburg !
omfused twdifferent factsy (Firstly, she co ed ny organizatioral
pro ject with the alt ered prgéct of tecommisebn, on the omeland,ard,
on ihe other ham, with the organizational ruls alopbd by tiw i
mrty corgreas; @econdly ke confuesed the defense of a definite
demamd of & definite paragraph of the rules {1 was in no way
Umerciless"” in ite defense" aslnce at ti¥ plenum I did not speak
againat the oo rrectlons introductioned by the comittee) with
the defence (Is it not true, genuinely ("ultraecerirBlistic”) of
the theain that the, atatute, accps ted by Re Tly aigréss, must
be carried out in 1iré until ach tim as it will ke chaged by

the rext congreps,
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active cadre of the perty." Inreality this is not true., I
bave mever defended this view, On te _antrary, my opponents-
- {the minority of tho 2nd corgrees of theprty )accused me in ;
© iy othédr writings, tat I & not adequately defend the independence,
: L samostoyatelnost! of the CC apd subordinsie “£0o0 much to it the ode
board of the 0,0, and Soviet of ke rarty which 18 sbroasd, oo

|

i Com Luxemburg says tat in my opinion the "“OC 1s the only
|
i

i To this accusation I answer in my book tha# when the party!
j\,,f,;;‘.,t. mijority had the top in the Council of the B rty, it never mado’
l{/-w/»/ aiy atteapt to limit the independence of the CC: but this oce

\

. wurred at tlr mousnt that tke' Couheil of the party became tho
,\1@_1;;'111‘.9_@\ dstrupgle in the lands of themlnor_l&y. g

i Com, }.'uxan'burs saye Lhat in the Rus slan SeD therz exist |

f 'no dabte of any kind about the need of a. slngle party and thatf :
S the whole dispute wag concentrated around tie question of grester

: or. leser centralisation,- Ih readlity ihils 18 fiotitrue. If Com.!

: Luxemburg took upon herself the waxk t48E of acqih inting hereelf

! with the resolutioms of the mepy local-committees of temrty |

o which fom the majority then she walf veadily understand (this |

i e espninlly. clearly meen from my bopk)tlst te dispute am; s i
S 5 us wag mainly about whetker theC.C, {OT)) the C,0, shoul ould b
- -iv,f-’f“ Stvaxexaimertiianchrxex repreosent=the direction of the majority i B
(’.oﬁ'[;s of the party comgress, About this "ultraecentrelism® and "pure. Y

‘U1 Blanqulet” demand & the respected comrade sayenot & eirge

i Y. morde Bre mrefers to declaim against tis = cmical, bliad

.} . obedience, and otler lile horrorse I am vory mmnkful to Com, !
- lurembwrg for her explanstion of he profouni idea that slsvigh i

el T

obedience is fatal for thwy party, but I dsuld lile to know,

‘whetld r the comade considers normzl, san she allow for,” had |

ehe seen 1n any party that in te central organs, which call theme
;- 8elves rarty organs,there mould fmmimxksx redominte the minority
Yo tte mrty agress? ‘ :

: ~attribut es/ to S ' !
'~ Coms Re Luxemburg /o2 tte thowgkt tta t in Russh .
i

'y L] T N
S e e el o )
T

there are already all merequisites for tie. organizatlon of a
blg and extremely centralized workers party., Agal there” is
& factual untruth, Nowhere in my book daid I defend Buchsa :
view, nor even expressed such an opinion/ The teszis I elasbonted
exgrepsed and expresgea some thinydifferent, And I spoclfical ly
underlired t'e fact hat on the face of 1t there are all wes
requisites for thie, that ths decislons of te party corngress
be recognized, and that tefime 1s 1o e st wlen 1be_party 5
1 ;

=~~~ So0llective be smibtitued by privefe (1nal m}:ﬁw |
P ,ﬁ(@‘ ! brolght proof of the fact twt several party qiteratl revealed!
@ \/* thelr incometency and fighitiness and te y ave Ao T 1zht whatever
i to shift thelr undlsciplidness unto te Russén rols tariah, The .
) Russien wrisra have already repeatedly unler d¥ferent circumstan-
: ces axpressed t hepwelves for followiig out the deelsions of ,
the prty comgesss /It 1s indeed laughable wer -Com, Luxeamburg
declares such a/:rl % to be "optmistic" (is itnot receamsary :
rather to comdder it "pessimistic") and with this say 8 not & single
word sbout the factual basis of my stani (prorositi on)e [0om, !
Luxembur g says tht I euloglze t e educational signif icance of -
A the fetory. Thie is not true. [Not I, Wit my opponent, asserts
. tmat I remresent to myself twe pavty in B form of a factory,
{"{;.i:;:_-é_',“,s W25 ne8Ssesly, I riliGilEd lhie, demons trating by nhs words
; ’ that he conmfuses two different ®pe cta of factory dleciplirs 2
" which, urfortumetely, has algo appered with Com, Lwcembtrg.@‘

f"’)
14‘*91 *Cf, the Rupghn boolf, "Qur Differences”,. the article, "R, Luxemburg
Gt Rarl Merxs
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(Tm noten 10 tha velume, unier d. of Ldorat.sky, Molot.ov
.08 b«

&nl Savelw, st.a.te that t-hu “f\gppnnont",»to whon Lenin rere /

i

was autbar or tha articJ.e, "Re the question of ow pm:-ty taaxw

About organization. s printed in npplomsnt. to Iskra #57, 1/28

(15)190# ond uigned t,mder the speudonym, “Pract.ieal" ’{u.luh

eu&- Jimnﬂerat&ndmgs quneva, 1904 pp.16-‘59¢
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point of view than
i Once again s Aatiaj
| first to poako
. perty g0
! ROVOIUtiO!!u'_ LA
| opportunist(s
. degree to the
Recognizing Mecisély such a
ainet the o;':pab.nist wg ol our
Rosa Luxembung
‘confuned here e _
of 't 18th smda" o - | ‘
tenbneile g, _ Small Shaideg in
comparison - is a1l te pame 4z a twosstory
~houss in o mparisgen to a b3 Lory ons, tits des not yet man
- that I tdentify g foureatory hbme winh a Youngfrau/ :

A“k_]:an"s 1

lor rty
£ Which, sobstveno,
One nmust acknowlege
ky lnasmuch, &

‘ , |

N Precisely such a ba stake ig accomplisle d al so by Rosa i
! _Luxcoburg, gShe naked phrases, not taking upon hergelr
the taask to explain their conerete ( She frightens

Wi different hofors (bugaboos),
- Oof hiedisput. e, Shs atiributes to

ctle of Marx,
ntaine exclusive’ _
. e. umrt.ztadicts—the«--\ f
As alpmbet afasrts that fhere iany’
h 18 &always concrete, . oo
—— T b - R, e tha
Rosa Luxemburg m)estically irfgnnres/oncrete facts
strwggle and mgnanimously oecc wle £ 55617 with !
ions aboul questiom which ore canngt Boriously considr, '
ite the final example from the second article of Com, Luxeml.?urg.
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 Bhsquotes my words that thls or snotler editorial homrd
of the criianizational statute can srve XK as the more or less
gtrong weans of struggle agalnst opportunism. Regarding what
formuletions I spoke in my beok and we all spoke at the party .|
gongress Rosa Luxoemburg sg s not & word, t& of polenic did
I isad et the party cgress, sgainst wham did 1 propose my prow~
popitions, with this the comrade does notconcern herself wmtevex}.w n
=+ Instead of this she graclously reads m & whole lecture about (/“‘; ( ,‘{
-opportiniem,..in the camtiies of mrliementarismi! - But shout ™ li')
' “T81l partislsr, specific diversitles of opportunism, abou those Wy
! mssnees which it assumed with us in Russia and about which my P
“book coneerns ltaelfeegbout this we find not a word in her article,
Tho conciusion about all this, in the highest degree, lngeniuous
.consjdorations, 1s ke fdlowing® ‘ i

a M The ata 2L, -—pﬁr—d&ou}d—b t some sort of aelfe
n cicp) (?7underastand, he vho ¢bn) weapon for the
strugzle wi —ﬁﬁc?% nism, but only ton for ERAuzEXEx

leading (cmucting?provedeniya) outside of holeadirg inflwence
-0f the feclually exlethg pevduticmary proletarisan mjorlty of te
" pajority .2 Entirely orrect, But how dld the fartually existing |
majority of our party become formed, g bout this H. Luxepburg B |
rilent, and it 1s precisely about this that I soeskk of in my book,
‘8heis silent. aleo sbout thls, what kinmlof influencz éid I and
Pleknanov defend with the help of this weapon. I can only adé
I pever anywhe ‘-spk@rguoh nonsenes, that the statute ofhe party
(le & 'qadpo@um‘ o« : l

|
i

‘ . The;most correct answer to shch a method of int erpreétation
_of my views would be the snalysis of the concrete facts of our

‘ party struggle, Then it.would te clear %o .zach ong, how atrongly

 the conorete facts omtradict the generalit ies and stersotyped
abstractions of Com. Luxemburg, .

- Our party was born in the apring of 898 in Russla ata-
aw® congress of representatives of several Russdn organizatlione.
The Party was named _the Rus gian B-D.kdl; Wordsrs Party. The
oentral Oorgan was CTha" Workers Newspapsr™; the Union of the -
Tuasian SaD sbroad became thHe representatives of tle party abroad
Soon & fter the corgress, the C.0. of the pety was arrested. "The
Workers Nowspaper® ceased publication from.the second number,
The whle wrly.mea transformed into a-férml 8; conglomeration of
locual party organizations "(‘j!ane@itteg&\: Tie only link,
conmeotirg these locel comnittees, wag-that of ldeas, & pwely
spArt tual connection. Insvitably there followed & period of
discord, vacillations, splite,

The intell#igentsia, composing a considerably greater !
percert age of ow party in comparsion wi th .West European partles, .
- were sttracted to Marxism as toa mw style )/ This atimaction
- yery quickly gave way to, on the other-tand, a slayish warship
51" the bourgeois_ critique of Marx, md on the ofther hand, to
,P-ze purely professional labor movements ( strike-ism--economiem),
he division between the int elligentsia-copportunist and proletae
risnersvolytionary tendenoy Brought about the giit abroad of
the "Union'. The paper "Workers Thought'(Rabochaya ﬁgl ' and
the paper abroad, "Workors Deed" (Rabocheye,/Dyelo), (¥ne liter
a kemwhat weaker) became the expressions © resonomlan, lowered

142904
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o : . rejo cted
| the mignificance of the political strugsie;deried toeelements
- i of hourgeols democracy in Rusela, The( legal? oritles of Marx,
Mcsnra. Struve, Tugen-Baranowsky, Bulgeksv, Berdyaev and others,
wont completely right, Nowhere in Europe will we find that Am .
Bernsteinism #o rapidly came to ite loghal end, to the formation
.+ 9f & liberal fraction, as 1% was with us in Russia, With us
| | >, Btruve began with "eriticlsm" in the name of Bernsteiniem,
| 8nd ended with the organization of a liberal journal, 'Fresdon"
!

n

|
{
)

(Ogvodozhdenia. 1iberal in the European onse of this word,

. Plelsncv anf his friends, lea&.rg .the union sbroad, f
find support from the side of the founders of "Iskra® and Zarya",
Tho ee two journal (about which e?? Com, Rose Luxemburg heard ;

1

{

the gD ™ ondists" (this i1s the expreseion of the old "Iskra"
| a campaign4 nst "Rabocheye Delo"™ (Coms, Kricheveky, Akimov, !
| MArtyncy and others) against theJewish "Bund", azainst the Russiad

orgmnization; inapired. by this tendency (in t® first place againat
1 gqem;{:%e:;-eburs so=called Workera Orgapiz&ti onand the Voronezh .
: & 0} L s

IR o - ‘tue t1e tetween commdttees

L g 1t bagame  dlearer and clearer thst-Naaum-samiebuk/purely .

‘of ideas was insufffient. 'All oshchutimoye becane “ap@rent the

_need’ for theformation of a pasty ofgeniuine sdidarity, l.e.,

- wtheé ‘execution gf that which was only noted in(1898) ¥y 11y,
at the end o @3‘ there wag formed, the Orgenization Committee

/' the task of convokirng the 2nd corgress of the party., In

this 0,0, , organized, in the main, , by the Russian organizae

~ of 4I» Jewish "Bund", In the fall of 1905 the @enond corgress

" fhelly met, iBving accomplished on the one hme, the formal -
unificatlon of the party, and on the other lani, the split

into "m jority" and. "mi&sﬁﬂgg No such division exlisted beror‘e

the corgress. Only a/ d anelysis of the mxxgxazz =~

siruggle which ocarred at theparty congress, can explain tis.

division, Unforhinately, the partisans of the minority {inolude

1ng Com. Luxembumg) eautiously evade such an anclysias,

In my book, which is so originally brought to te att,ern‘d.r.ﬂ:ui
of the German readers by com. Luxemburg, I devote over 8
to & detalied amlysis of t he protocds of the congresa {cnalpte
ing of 400 pages), This analysis forced m to aivide. the

¥ho had one or mamx two votes) into four baglc groups:

(1)Iekra~-igta of the Majority (pertisare of the 't.em:'an!
.of the old "Iulu-ag gi\votea, (2} Iskra-ists of he minority »3%') ?y
votes, (3) cettre nicknamed nasmesnku-al m the ‘marsh"-= |

1]

]
1
|
t

omthing) led "a three year brilllant sanpaisn against o "tune |
una'urg%tne party, & cempeign of the Sed "M“ﬁﬂg’a-%{ ;
]

e e i e T L e L .

~tion of the"Iskra", snd it also inchided twx a representative i

delegates, or more accurately speaking, thevotes (we had delegat?s

({10)vot.an and, flnally, the antl=Iskraiats ~-8/wtes, inall 51 vot:.ea.
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oupe in &l them

subjects that came up for digcussicn at the party wgress and

i I mhow that in all gheatlons {pro gram, tactic and organization) |
© the party ocongross became the arena of atruggle of the Iskra=ists |
! against the'Takra-ists with the various vacilld ions of -the : !

" Any ont who i at least a little scquainted with the history of 1

. ' ‘our party it shoull e elear that it could mot be otherwise. :
' .\ put 8ll partlsans of the minority (including alsc Re Luxenburg)

’ | mwdestly close theireyes to this shirugglee. Why?  Preclisely tis |

K struggle malkes obvious the full falseness of present |

i |

! {

I analyze the participation of these gr

t pelitiecal sit nation of ths minoritye During the wole time of

twin gtruggle at theparty cermgress, on dozens of questiona, in
Iskra-3sts fogit against tmanti.-Isima—iats'
tne antl=!

;. dngens of votes the

| anithe"mapreén" who the more decisively was on thefide o’

¢ - Iskreelsts the more conerete the question urder ¢ isc@sBiin Was,
the more positively 1t definied the basie thought of the SeD

|
! b
‘woprk, the moic real At +jed tobrigg to life (reoalize) the. cg_x_-recib
' l

‘plans of the old Iskra,.: | ’
LY Akimov -

cvosFosE 5o The aniieIekra-ists {espeoially com, kikmxx and he who elwayd
“sgnded with hime-the deputy of the Petarsburg Workers Org., <o
" Brul=r, ahopt awayso com Hgﬁﬁw and 5 delegates of te Jewlsh
Bund) ware a.gn.insb:'tha‘)?‘sg ¥4¥98n of the tendenc  of the ¥ld
_ Iokrs. . 'They defended the old private (mdividua_.l{, organizatlons
| voted against thelr aibor dination to the party, agsinst their °
o fusion:with te party (incident with the O.C., the dissclution
e /-of the. group "Southrn Woker", the m jor group of the marsh ,et0q)
o /;.Qerhoy fought sgeipst the organizatioral statute, composed in‘the
- L8 T epArit of centralism (14th sessicn of congess) ard accused then
e 1 g1l Iskraists, thst they wish to irt roduce "orgenizational lack
| | ¥ ftaith", "exclusive law" and other similar horrors.

! All Iskralsts, without exception, thenlaughed at. thisf
o 1t 18 remarkable thai com., Roead Luxemburg accepts &1l theae
I

Anventiono tarsomething serious, - Inthe poporderant ma jority

of questiors the Iskraiste won; they pr ated at te corgress,
. which 1s clearly evident from the above=mentioned figurss, - But
| at-the time of Wmix tremoond half of the sassions of the corgess,
|  when tk® less principled questions wersa regolved. the antieiIskra=
EN : ipte =~some Isgkraists voted with themeeWol. Thue it happenad,

i . fm example, on the question of equality of langages in our progiam;
o ~on this mestions tie anti-Iskraists akost aucceeded in defestlirg |
e This I'B-ppenald
agalin on tle que stion of ke first paragraph of the statute when»1
theanti=Ilskralsts tgetler withthe imaran" earried the formulation
of Martove mm—mmmx In correspondence to ‘

_ this formulation, not only members of mriy ogsnizatlons (such |
T . a warding Pls thanov too defended) but also all persons #ho work |
L .7 under the c@ql of the party organization are angidered members 1

of te Etyel®

. édom. Fauteky, e xpressing himself on this formul&ion‘fqéfﬁglitov, i
gk R Btandé in this from the point of view of expsdiency., CRAL 4—this |
point wae congldered at our party corgress not from the poirt of
view of e xpedlensy, but froméa rinel pled point ofview.

NI sas posed thus by Axelrode & econdly; COM. Kastkyle @celived 1f e
-~ - . NE# hinks that under the Ruasian police regimethere erists such ablg
. distinction be tween

under control of suchan organization. Thirdly, it is especlally

false to ampare thepresent situation in Russia with situation in !
Ger. under the Exceptional law agal nst scc lalista o

14296
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- . The eame thing occurred on the question of the elections
o2 C.Ce and the Ed, Bd, of the Conmtral Organ. 24 Iskra-isis
forzed a soried mjority; they carried through tie lomg thought of
pian 47 pﬂu@z{tﬁtm the Ed, B.: out of 6 old editors three were

- melécted; into e minority came 9 Ielrra-iets, 10 nembera of the

1
)
P
|
i
i
i
]
t
1

Ya

sepnter and 1 antielakralst (the reuninders-7 mntkelskralstae-
the representatives of tie Jewish Bund and Rabocheyo Delow-left
thaoougress earller yet), This nminority %was so dispatisfied with' -
%58 o lsctions thwt 1% decided to abstain yom participation in '
tre remsinirg elections, Com. Keutsky was ent irely right when

he mew in the fact of. the rejuvéenation of the ed. bd. the main |
‘reason Tor th: followirg struggle, But higgview that I {sile!) !
"excluded” A -aors, from the editorship émyexplained only by 1
hiz 45 od’-’mp éte-lackol acqual ntance w ith our congreas,

. First of all, nohselection is not at all the same as oxclue
#lon, and I, of couvrse, had nc right st the oharess toexclude
ey om, #d, secondly, com. Kautsky, 1t aseems, doep not mepect
the faot tkat the coalition of entlelekraists, centra and a ;
snall mrt of the adperent of Iskra alsohad a pollitical signifi. !
cance and could not but have aninfluence on the results of the |
¢lectlions, Who does noi wish to close his eyea an what hesg ozcurred
at the congreas, h® must underatend that our new division into |

- minority and mejority 1s only a varilant cf tie old divieion into |
proleterlan-revolut ionary and intellegentsiz~opportunist winge of| -
our mrty, Tals faxkxsixizhkxx is & fact which orecannot get |
around wlth any-sort of interpretation, any sort o jokes, i

"Un:orb.'mﬁtoly,‘art.ar the- corgreas tie prinsipled signlﬁoarice
tation. And precipely the"g;yn_rity did_not wih to work under.the
;eontrel of the central instT&d fon €8a.thr ee 61d editors whould
AgBIn~Ye cooptated, Exmxmmniwmx Thif 8 truge® comt inued for two |
monthe, - The boycott and diswganizationof the party were the
msans of tiils struggle. 12 committees (out of 14 who expressed

"or thie split wdp obscured by dirty goesip on t requestion of ooop-T

i themselves on the subjct) severely censured these methods of

struggl 2. The minority oven refused to accept our (caing from
me and Plekhanov) proposition and to express ékw its point of
‘view in the mgee of the Iskra. At ¥ congress of the Lesgo
obroad the matter went so far that the mmbers of the C.0, were
strown withinsults and abusive speech (autocrats, bureaucrats,
endarmes, -liers, etc.,) They were accussd of stifliing personal
%im'ividual ) initiative and with desire to imtroduce sbeolute ;
axbmisslon and blind mubordination ete., The attempts of Plekhanov
to elaspify this xkxugx method of Kruggle of the minority anm - !
anarchist cougd not reach its aim, After this congrees Plekhanov '
apgsarad with his article "w%“um_"_ {(No, 52, Iskra) which
cmposes an epodl ptlels directed-wgainst me., j

Rarticle he states timt the struggle with

' '5;'_aviaaoniém does -'- ' ye have to algnify a atruggle egainst

. 14797

revislonistsef it wa to %1l that fo thalshe ' in mind our
uinority. ErgePd that sometimes 1t is ecagaary to
struggle with individual anairciim which so deep imbedded

in the Russian revolutionary; some concessions @ pomtimes

the bent meana to subordimte it and avoid a eplit. I left the
editorial beard since I could not share suchaview and the
e@itors of the minority were coopted,

(#The constant references to "minerity ¥ and"majority" seeme ¥

strange in view of the fact tiet by now thése terms, - ﬁ
\Menstevik) and Bolshevik have a pure politiesl & aning o umike w.a/‘




|
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77 Pnenfollowed the struggle over cooptatlon in the Central

Cormittes, My proposal to cond ude peace wndeir tthe conditlon
thit the 0.0, remains under the minority and the C.C, uncer the

_fightsa were carried on agalnst bureaucratliem, ultra-centralism,
formaYism, Jaccbinism, shvelizerianstva {precise me they called
the Ruseian Shweitzer) and other horrors. I rid culed all tlese
scosations 1n ny bock arid remarked that this is elther slimple .
coopted wrangle or (if this muet be aonditionally recognized 2

5 "principles”) nothing other than opportunist Gironldet plraseg,|
ke present minority repeats only that w hch om, Akimov and other
recogn 1zed opportuniste said at our congress aga inst sentrallim,
defonded by &1). partisans of he cld Iekra.

The Russian committéss ware indignant over the transformation

of tt» 0,0, into an organ of an individuel cirele, tae organ

¢f the cooptedsquabbles and gerty g@eip. My reglutions were
Eaened that express2d the sharpest censure, Only tt ®-calk
Potersburg Workers. Organization”, hich we had akeady mat Aoned,

&md the Voronezh Committiee (partisans of e endency of Com.AllmoV

expresszd their grinci led satisfaction with tie dirsction of

. ! the mew Iskra, Volces calliéng fr heonvocatlon of & 3rd congress |
© maltiplivde : v ‘ ‘ .

_ The regder who will t._a.lﬁ/he trouble to study the origiml

‘of. gredusl centralisation etc. concrstely ad_pacticelly are a -
‘mockery of our corgess, &npiractly a;@;gt;eg.llm_(w_
' ‘ fdarxism,

o he .ig__ﬁnoak_&hmx_i\mg_%y_’gfe a direct vldgarization o
@ !4‘3,.a.perver‘sion of genulhe dialecile of Marx, eto, R

thef the members of the m joritywere partly excluded from the

" 1:CeCay partly rendered hurmless and reduced to zero. éThie

{ Gecwred tanks to the changes in tecomposltionof theC,C. ctca)
ks advice of t® party (vhich after cooptas
1 tion of th» old editors/elso fell into the banis of the minority )

Phxrent pExat xk mxpxxekyg T

and the presemt CC censured every agitation foar heconvocation .

| zation in itk mnney, for ex., of ocllgiums of agerks (xuxREENIR

- mndated) of the CC o permitted temselves Waoha €rime as

i agltation fir theconvocation of the congress were dlsminged,

" The stivaggle the councal of ¢ party anl farxtoosxorxazeiiisx
| atxtiym sz ralk the new GC against the conveationof the 3rd. ..

" congress WaRrE was decddred along the whole lire. _Thama.iorityl S
- angwersd thiewith ke dogean: "Down with Borapartisn!” (such

' was the title of the brochure of com, Galerky who appeared 1n

- fhe name of the Bajorif)e The number of resoluticas in which

the party intitutions wch carry on & stru gle againat the convoca
- tion of threcongress, &e czlled anti~party am Bonapartist increase.-

" How hypocritical =mxk all talks of the minority agalipat
786w bRt

ultPa=centralism and for autonomy were is clear from the

~~tions m2kEmwmxip of the majority, issued by me and several comrades

. (where thre abave=mentioned brochure of com. Gabrky amé others
wore published) was declared to be outside the ple of the party.+

A i

| majority was rejected, The struggle continued, "rrincipled” X
|
|

!

of the3rd congress and wen® over on te pat of private (individusl) |
. sgreements and talks with several members of the minority. Organls

: “ so‘;_lgjagi of our mriy druggle will eaglly" und erstand. tikt the axpreoss=
" gione, ‘of ¢oms Rosa Luxemburg abut "lra-catralism”, about the naedj _

f
el g o
Afma final phase of owpprty druggle is noted for the tact I

|

4
1

|
foe
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The 19w publishing house offers .the majority the only possibile
23ty of prpagam irzring its views glrce tp pagee of he Iakra

‘are practically ciosed to Wem. Aml deapite that, or , more
- oorrect)y, précisely bscause aof this te Soviet of the mrty
‘carried cut the above-mentionsd rescluiion on thsat formel basis
- that owr publishing house 18 not mandated by & alrngle party

- omapiration, : . . :

No point tospes: about what zabrcse 1s 8t present the
. positive work, how strongly fell ths prestige of the 5= D,
. how strongly disorganize our party is, thenks to the changs
0f.81) deolsiong all elsstions of the 2nd congress, t hanks
to this struzgle sagalnst the convocation of the Zrdc @egress,
- Weldy e party imstitutions, responsible before the party

are corrying on.

'-'.-Wr;'.:‘-?;ofﬁ'_‘:.ﬁ-"cna nalf of Sept.1904; lst pub. in 19D An
"-"L’.i_oninskx.'_&borni,k,"xv._ T—— ——- ——_‘-‘1‘-:71-‘-"'-_7'_"..‘—".-.-'1.
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"

he:not s explaing the phiase "ow side t& pale of theparty!
i ' ‘ following explanatbn of 't
ed in Iskra. #74, 9/14{1)/04
on house of the mjority - ’
B.Boncl ; ) ~Lein)t *The Council of:thes party
declares to tw comrades timt only that .1s party literature
.- Which s publishsd under t he author ity and in the mamei-of -
-one-of theparty organizations. Therefore the title ReS=D W.Pe
danm? be placed on publications l1smiod by individual members
o2 ths party, The Counsil asks al oarades, inview of the™
‘reiterated violatlons of this, self-evicont rule of evely
o -party, to keep in mind t is explamation.' (Gf. brochure by
Orlovely (V.Voroveky) 'Counnll eminst te party' in the
reprint in the sbornik of the Isipart "How tl® party @& tle
Bosheviks" was barn." 1925, p,370 : :
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