Part Three Western Civilization in Crisis

as possible, such as workers’ trade unions;
workers’ self-education circles and circles for
reading illegal literature; and socialist, as well
as democratic, circles among #// other sections
of the population; etc., etc. We must have such
circles, trade unions, and organisations every-
where in as large @ number as possible and with
the widest variety of functions. . . .

... The only serious otganisational princi-
ple for the active workers of our movement
should be the strictest secrecy, the strictest se-
lection of members, and the training of profes-
sional revolutionaries. Given these qualities,
something even more than “democratism”
would be guaranteed to us, namely, complete,
comradely, mutual confidence among revolu-
tionaries. . . . They have a lively sense of their
responsibility, knowing as they do from experi-

REVIEW QUESTIONS
1

an elite of professional revolutionaties?

ence that an organisation of real revolutionar-
ies will stop at nothing to rid itself of an un-
worthy member. . . .

- . Our worst sin with regard to organisa-
tion consists in the fact that &y our primitiveness
we have lowered the prestige of vevolutionaries in
Russia. A person who is flabby and shaky on
questions of theory, who has a narrow outlook,
who pleads the spontaneity of the masses as an
excuse for his own sluggishness, who resembles
a trade-union secretary mote than a spokesman
of the people, who is unable to conceive of a
broad and bold plan that would command the
tespect even of opponents, and who is inex-
perienced and clumsy in his own professional
art—the art of combating the political po-
lice—such a man is not a revolutionary, but a
wretched amateur!

According to V. I. Lenin, why did the revolutionary movement in Russia call for

2. What did Lenin say were the qualities of the revolutionary elite?
3. Does Lenin’s prescription for an effective revolution show traces of future Soviet
totalitarianism? Does it bear any comparison with Sergei Witte’s prescription for

Russian industrialization (see page 209)?

2 ¥ The Bolshevik Revolution

In March 1917, in the middle of World War I, Russians were demoralized. The
army, poorly trained, inadequately equipped, and incompetently led, had suf-
fered staggering losses; everywhere soldiers were deserting. Food ghortages
and low wages drove workers to desperation; the loss of fathers and sons at the
front embittered peasants. Discontent was keenest in Petrograd, where on
March 9, 200,000 striking workers shouting “Down with autocracy!” packed
the streets. After some bloodshed, government troops refused to fire on the
workers. Faced with a broad and debilitating crisis—violence and anarchy in
the capital, breakdown of transport, uncertain food and fuel supplies, and gen-
eral disorder—Tsar Nicholas II was forced to turn over authority to a provi-
sional government, thereby ending three centuries of tsarist rule undér the

Romanov dynasty.

‘The Provisional Government, after July 1917 guided by Aleksandr Kerensky
(1881-1970), sought to transform Russia into a Western-style liberal state, but

the government failed to comprehend the urgency with which the Russian
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peasants wanted the landlords’ 1and, and soldiers and the masses wanted peace.
Resentment spiraled. Kerensky’s increasing unpopularity and the magnitude of
popular unrest seemed to Lenin, then in hiding, to offer the long-expected op-
portunity for the Bolsheviks to seize power.

N. N. Sukhanov
TROTSKY AROUSES THE PEOPLE

Playing a crucial role in the Bolshevik seizure of power on November 7, 1917,
was Leon Trotsky (1879~1940). Born Lev Davidovich Bronstein, the son of a
prosperous Jewish farmer in the Ukraine, Trotsky was attracted early to the
ranks of the revolutionaries, and he shared their fate. Exiled to Siberia in 1902,
he escaped to Switzerland with a faked passport in the name of Leon Trotsky.
Back in Russia for the Revolution of 1905, he was again exiled and again es-
caped. After a period abroad, he returned to Russia after the overthrow of the
tsar in March 1917 and soon assumed a leading role among the Bolsheviks. In
September 1917, as the moderate regime of Kerensky began to totter, Trotsky
was elected chairman of the Petrograd soviet; soon afterward he masterminded
the Military-Revolutionary Committee, the Bolshevik strike force.

On the evening of November 4, Trotsky delivered a rousing speech at the
Peoples’ House, a popular theater much used for working-class meetings. His
speech is described by an eyewitness, the Menshevik (a Social Democratic mod-

erate) leader N. N. Sukhanov, in his 1917 book, The Russian Revolution,

The mood of the people, mote than 3,000, who
filled the hall was definitely tense; they were all
silently waiting for something. The audience
was of course primarily workers and soldiets,
but more than a few typically lower-middle-
© class men’s and women’s figures were visible.

Trotsky’s ovation seemed to be cut short
prematurely, out of cutiosity and impatience:
what was he going to say? Trotsky at once
began to heat up the atmosphere, with his
" skill and brilliance. I remember that at length
and with extraordinary power he drew a pic-
"~ ture of the suffering of the trenches. Thoughts
flashed through my mind of the inevitable in-
congruity of the parts in this oratorical whole.
But Trotsky knew what he was doing. The
whole point lay in the mood. The political
conclusions had long been familiar. They could
be condensed, as long as there were enough
highlights.

Trotsky did this—with enough highlights.
The Soviet regime was not only called upon to

_put an end to the suffering of the trenches. It

would give land and heal the internal disorder.
Once again the recipes against hunger were.re-
peated: a soldier, a sailor, and a working girl,
who would requisition bread from those who

‘had it and distribute it gratis to the cities and

front. But Trotsky went even further on this
decisive “Day of the Petersburg Soviet.”

“The Soviet Government will give every-
thing the country contains to the poor and the
men in the trenches. You, bourgeois, have got
two fur caps!—give one of them to the soldiet,
who's freezing in the trenches. Have you got
warm boots? Stay at home. The worker needs
your boots. . . .”

These were very good and just ideas. They
could not but excite the enthusiasm of a crowd
who had been reared on the Tsarist whip. In
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any case, I certify as a direct witness that this
was what was said on this last day.

All round me was a mood bordering on ec-
stasy. It seemed as though the crowd, sponta-
neously and of its own accord, would break
into some religious hymn. Trotsky formu-
lated a brief and general resolution, or pro-
nounced some general formula like “we will
defend the worker-peasant cause to the last
drop of our blood.”

Who was—for? The crowd of thousands, as
one man, raised their hands. I saw the raised
hands and burning eyes of men, women, youths,
soldiers, peasants, and typically lower-middle-
class faces. Were they in spiritual transport?
Did they see, through the raised curtain, a cot-
ner of the “righteous land” of their longing? Or
were they penetrated by a consciousness of the
political occasion, under the influence of the po-
litical agitation of a Socizlist? Ask no questions!
Accept it as it was. . . .

Trotsky went on speaking. The innumerable
crowd went on holding their hands up. Trotsky
rapped out the words: “Let this vote of youts be
your vow—with all your strength and at any
sacrifice to support the Soviet that has taken on

 itself the glorious burden of bringing to a con-

clusion the victory of the revolution and of giv-
ing land, bread, and peace!”

The vast crowd was holding up its hands.
It agreed. It vowed. Once again, accept this as
it was. With an unusual feeling of oppression I
looked on at this really magnificent scene.

Trotsky finished. Someone else went out on
to the stage. But there was no point in waiting
and looking any more.

Throughout Petersburg more or less the
same thing was going on. Everywhere there
were final reviews and final vows. Thousands,
tens of thousands and hundreds of thousands of
people . .. This, actually, was already an insur-
rection. Things bad started. . . .

V. 1. Lenin

THE CALL TO POWER

On November 6 (October 24 by the old-style calendar then in use in Russia),
Lenin urged immediate action, as the following document reveals.

... The situation is critical in the extreme. In
fact it is now.absolutely clear that to delay the
uprising would be fatal.

With all my might I urge comrades to re-
alise that everything now hangs by a thread;
that we are confronted by problems which are
not to be solved by conferences or congresses
(even congresses of Soviets), but exclusively by
peoples, by the masses, by the struggle of the
armed people.

The bourgeois onslaught of the Kornilovites
[followers of General Kornilov, who tried to
establish a military dictatorship} show that we
must not wait. We must at all costs, this very

evening, this very night, arrest the govern-
ment, having first disarmed the officer cadets
(defeating them, if they resist), and so on.

We must not wait! We may lose everything!

Who must take power?

That is not important at present. Let the
Revolutionary Military Committee {Bolshevik
organization working within the army and
navy} do it, or “some other institution” which
will declare that it will relinquish power only
to the true representatives of the interests of
the people, the interests of the army (the im-
mediate proposal of peace), the interests of the
peasants (the land to be taken immediately and
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te property abolished), the interests of day), while they risk losing m_uch‘-tomorrgw, in
rving. : B : fact, they risk losing evetything: s
istricts, all r'egiinents, all forces must If we seize power today, we. seize it not in.
obilised  at once and must immediately opposition to the Soviets but on their behalf.
heir delegations to the Revolutionary The seizure of power is the business of the
ary Committee and to the Central Com- uprising; its political purpose “will becomeé

ce of the Bolsheviks {governing organiza- clear after the seizure.. . . e
of the Bolshevik partyl with the insistent Tt would be an infinite crime on the part
and that under no circumstances should of the revolutionaries were they to let the
o1 bé left in the hands of Kerensky and Co.  chance slip, knowing that the salvation of the
‘ revolution, the offer of peace, the salvation of
Petrograd, salvation from famine, the transfer
very night. of the land to the peasants depend upon them.
ity will not forgive revolutionaries for The government is tottering. It must be

given the death-blow at all costs.
To delay action is fatal. _

ith 'what issues and what promises did Leon Trotsky arouse the masses in

ort of the Bolshevik seizure of power?
romises did V. L. Lenin hold out to his supporters should the revolution
uld you define, from the evidence here offered, a revolutionary situation?
factors create it? :

O The Revolution Denounced
and Defended

Bo shevik Revolution’s call for a new society free of exploitation made a
ound impression around the world. Yet its reliance on force and compul-
; entailing gross disregard for human life and dignity, also aroused strong
est within the socialist camp.

OCLAMATION OF THE
ONSTADT REBELS

rch1921 the sailérs at the Kronstadt naval base, in league with the work-
nearby Petrograd—all ardent allies of the Bolsheviks in 1917-1918—

lted: against the repressive Communist government. The high expectations
ed by the revolution clashed brutally with Lenin’s ruthless determination
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to restore order to a country utterly defeated in World War I and threatened
with anarchy and dissolution. In their disillusionment the Kronstadt sailors

“and their working-class allies reaffirmed their revolutionary ideals by taking up
arms against “the dictatorship of the proletariat.” ‘

Their rebellion, a profound embarrassment to the communist regime, was
quickly crushed by Red troops; a large number of the Kronstadt rebels were
executed. Yet it also persuaded Lenin, now that the White Army had been de-
feated in the civil war, to relax the grip of the Communist party and restore a
measure of private enterprise under the New Economic Policy (NEP), which
lasted until the Stalin revolution of 1929. Under Gorbachev the idealism of
the Kronstadt sailors was recognized, and in January 1994 President Yeltsin
declared their repression “illegal and in violation of basic human rights.” He
decreed that a monument be erected in honor of the victims.

With the October Revolution the working
class had hoped to achieve its emancipation.
But there resulted an even greater enslavement
of human personality.

The power of the police and gendarme mon-
archy fell into the hands of usurpets—the Com-
munists—who, instead of giving the people
liberty, have instilled in them only the constant
fear of the Tcheka [secret policel, which by its
horrors surpasses even the gendarme regime of
Tsarism. . . . Worst and most criminal- of all is
the spiritual cabal of the Communists: they
have laid their hand also on the internal world
of the laboring masses, compelling everyone
to think according to Communist prescription,

- . . Russia of the toilers, the fitst to raise the
red banner of labor’s emancipation, is drenched
with the blood of those martyred for the
greater glory of Communist dominion. In that
sea of blood the Communists are drowning all
the bright promises and possibilities of the
workers’ revolution. It has now become clear
that the Russian Communist Party is not the
defender of the laboring masses; as it pretends
to be. The interests of the working people are

foreign to it. Having gained power it is now
fearful only of losing it, and therefore it con-
siders all means permissible: defamation, de-
ceit, violence, murder, and vengeance upon the
‘families of the rebels.

There is an end to long-suffering patience.
Here and there the land is lit up by the fires of

rebellion in a struggle against oppression and
violence, Strikes of workers have multiplied,
but the Bolshevik police regime has taken
every precaution against the outbreak of the
inevitable Third Revolution. "

But in spite of it all it has come, and it is
made by the hands of the laboring masses. The
Generals of Communism see clearly that it is
the people who have risen, the people who have
become convinced that the Communists have
betrayed the ideas of Socialism. Fearing for
their safety and knowing that there is no place
they can hide in from the wrath of the workers,
the Communists still try to terrorise the rebels
with prison, shooting, and other barbarities.
But life under the Communist dictatorship is
more terrible than death. . . .

There is no middle road. To conquer or to
die! The example is being set by Kronstadt,
the terror of counter-revolution from the right
and from the left. Here has taken place the
great revolutionary deed. Here is raised the
banner of rebellion against the three-year-old
tyranny and oppression of Communist autoc-

tacy, which has put in the shade the three-

hundred-year-old despotism of monarchism,
Here, in Kronstadt, has been laid the corner-
stone of the Third Revolution which is to
break the last chains of the worker and open
the new, broad road to Socialist creativeness.
This new Revolution will rouse the masses
of the East and the West, and it will serve as an
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f new. Socialist constructiveness, in
nction -to-the governmental, cut- .
~ommunist {construction.” The la-
rmasses will learn that what has been
now in the name of the workers and
as not Socialism. :
out firing a single shot, without- shed-
‘drop of blood, the first step has been
hose who labor need no blood. They
hed it onlyin self-defense. . . . The work-
peasants march on: they are leaving
I them: the wichredilka (Constituent
nbly) with its bourgeois regime and the
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Communist Paf"tyi.dictatorsﬁiﬁ with ts Tcheka
and State capitalism;’wh’ichjhavé"ij t the-noose
around the neck of the workers and threaten to. -
strangle them to death. I

The present change “offers -the - laboring - -
masses the opportunity of securing, at last,
freely elected Soviets: which .will: function
without fear of the Party whip; they can fiow
reotganise the governmentalised labot unions
into voluntary associations of workers; peas-
ants, and the working intelligentsia. At last
is broken the police club of Comrunist au-
tocracy. '

Kaﬂ Kautsky

SOCIALIST CONDEMNATION OF
“THE BOLSHEVIK REGIME

"Karl Kautsky (1854-1938), a leading German Marxist, denounced the Bol-
“shevik regime for its terrorism, repression, and authoritarianism. Kautsky
‘viewed the course of the Russian Revolution from the humanitarian per-

~spectives of German socialists.

- Marxist creed, he deplored the Bolsheviks’

Eager to safeguard the moral»ipurity' of the

brutality. The following reflec-

tions, written in 1919, spell out his reactions to the course of the revolution

~in Russia.

‘wotld-war made the working class take a
“kward step both morally and intellectually.
brutalised almost every strata of the popula-
0 it set the most undeveloped elements of

he' proletariat’ in the forefront of the move-
ent; and finally increased the [impoverished}
té of the proletariat to such an extent, that it
rought despair in the place of quiet thought
nd reflection. The war also encouraged primi-
¢ ideas in the working-classes, by develop-
ng-the military way of thinking, that form of
hinking which, as it is, lies very near the sur-
ace in the thoughts of the average unintelli-
ent man, who imagines that mere power is
the-determining factor in the world history—
sif one needed only the necessary force and
ecklessness to accomplish everything that one

i

undertakes. Marx and Engels have always at-
tacked and opposed this conception. .. .

The Bolsheviks ... have ... kept them-
selves going by discarding one after another
some patt of their programme, so. that finally
they have achieved the very contraty to that
which they set out to obtain. For instance, in
order to come into power they threw overboard
all -their democratic ‘ptinciples.- In otder:to
keep themselves in power they have had to let
their Socialist principles go the way of -the
democratic. They have ... sacrificed - their
principles, and have proved themselves to: be
thoroughgoing opportunists. -

Bolshevism has, up to- the present, tri-
umphed in Russia, but Socialism has already-
suffered a defeat. We have only to look at the
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form of society which has developed under the
Bolshevik regime, and which was bound so to
develop, as soon as the Bolshevik method was
applied. . . .

Among the phenomena for which Bolshe-
vism has been responsible, Terrorism, which
begins with the abolition of every form of free-
dom of the Press, and ends in a system of
wholesale execution, is certainly the most
striking and the most repellant of all. It is that
which gave rise to the greatest hatred against
the Bolsheviks. . . .

The instruments of terrorism were the revo-
lutionary tribunals and the extraordinary com-
missions. ... Both have carried on fearful
work, quite apart from the so-called military
punitive expeditions, the victims of which are
incalculable. The number of victims of the ex-
traordinary commissions will never be easy to
ascertain. In any case they number their thou-
sands. The lowest estimate puts the number at
6,000; others give the total as double that
number, others treble; and over and above
these are numberless cases of people who have
been immured alive or ill-treated and tortured
to death,

Those who defend Bolshevism do so by
pointing out that their opponents, the White
Guards of the Finns, the Baltic barons, the
counter-revolutionary Tsarist generals and ad-
mirals have not done any better. But is it a jus-
tification of theft to show that others steal? In
any case, these others do not go against their
own principles, if they deliberately sacrifice
human life in order to maintain their power;
whereas the Bolsheviks most certainly do. For
they thus become unfaithful to the principles
of the sanctity of human life, which they them-
selves openly proclaimed, and by means of
which they have themselves become raised to
power and justified in their actions. . . .

But not even the aim of the Bolsheviks is
free from objection. Its immediate endeavour
is to preserve the militarist bureaucratic appa-
ratus of power, which it has created. . . .

Shooting—that is the Alpha and Omega
[the beginning and the end} of Communist
‘government wisdom. . . .

- - - The Extraordinary Commissions of the
Soviet Republic deliberate in sectet, without
any sort of guarantee that the accused shall
have their due rights. For it is not absolutely
imperative that the accused himself should be
heard, let alone his witnesses. A mete denun-
ciation, a mere suspicion suffices to remove
him. . .. .

Originally [the Bolsheviks} were whole-
hearted protagonists of a National Assembly,
elected on the strength of a universal and equal
vote. But they set this aside, as soon as it stood
in their way. They were thorough-going oppo-
nents of the death penalty, yet they established
a bloody rule,. . . . [They were] fiery upholders
of democracy within the proletariat, but they
are repressing this democracy more and more
by means of their personal dictatorship. . . . At
the beginning of their regime they declared it
to be their object to smash the bureaucratic ap-
paratus, which represented the means of power
of the old State; but they have introduced in
its place a new form of bureaucratic rule. . . .
[They} strove to reduce all classes to the same
level, instead of which they have called into
being a new class distinction. They have cre-
ated a class which stands on a lower level than
the proletariat, which latter they have raised to
a privileged class; and over and above this they
have caused still another class to appear, which
is in receipt of large incomes and enjoys high
privileges. . ..

... The hereditary sin of Bolshevism has
been its suppression of democracy through a
form of government, namely, the dictatorship,
which has no meaning unless it represents the
unlimited and despotic power, either of one
single person or of a small ofganisation inti-
mately bound together. . . .

- .. The opposition against the Bolsheviks
has been increasing from day to day. The grow-
ing nervousness betrayed by its disciples over
every kind of Press which is not official, as well
as the exclusion of Socialist critics from the So-
viets, shows the transition to the Regiment
of Terror, In such a situation, to demolish the
dictatorship in order gradually to return to
democracy is ‘scarcely possible. All such at-
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concessions to bureaucracy, to militarism, and

pts hitherto have quickly come to an end.
to capitalism, whereas any _concession to-de-

‘Bolsheviks are prepared, in order to main-

Heir position, to make all sorts of possible ~mocracy seems to them to be sheer suicide.

Leon Trotsky o

‘Would a spirited Bolshevik allow Kautsky’s accusation to go unanswered?

: Speakihg from his intimate knowledge
sian Marxist Leon Trotsky was bound t

of Russian conditions, the radical Rus-
o resent the presumption of outsiders

“from the West, like Kautsky, who imposed their values upon the alien realities
“of Russia. Trotsky was a seasoned insider. He had stood at the center of the rev-
olution of November 1917 (see page 3 13). Thereafter he assumed charge of
"Soviet foreign relations before creating the Red Army, which prevailed over the
Whites in the civil war (and also suppressed the Kronstadt rebellion). He knew
firsthand “what war is in general, and the civil war in particular.” As he

protested in 1920, Kautsky’s “liberalism

tions of the Bolshevik Revolution.

aesky; in spite of all the happenings in the
o-day, completely fails to realize what

in general, and the civil war in partic-
The enemy must be made harmless,
wartime this means that he must be

d

oblem of revolution, as of wat, con-
breaking the will of the foe, forcing
capitulate and to accept the conditions
onqueror. . . . The boutgeoisie itself
quered power by means of revolts, and con-
ed it by the civil war. In the peaceful pe-
retains power by means of a system of
As long as class society, founded on
ost deep-rooted antagonisms, continues
¢pression remains a necessary means

king the will of the opposing side..
none country or another, the dicta-
f-the proletariat grew up within the
framework of democracy, this would
ans avert the civil war. The question
to rule the country, z.e., of the life
th'of the bourgeoisie, will be decided on
not by references to the paragraphs

nstitution, but by the émployment of

f.violence. . . .

» did not apply to the extreme condi-

In histoty [there is} no other way of break-
ing the class will of the enemy except the sys-
tematic and energetic use of violence.

The degree of ferocity of the struggle -de-
pends on a series of ‘internal and international
circumstances. The more ferocious and-danger-
ous is the resistance of the class enemy who
have been overthrown,:the more - inevitably
does the system of repression take the form of a
system of teror. : :

But here Kautsky unexpectedly takes-up a .
new position in his.struggle with Soviet terror-
ism. He simply waves aside all reference to the
ferocity of the counter-revolutionary opposi-
tion of the Russian bourgeoisie. .. . '

The working class, which seized power in
battle, had as its object and its duty to estab-
lish that power unshakeably, to guarantee its
own supremacy beyond question, to destroy its
enemies’ hankering for a new revolution, and
thereby to make sure of catrying out Socialist
ceforms. Otherwise there would be no point in
seizing power. »

The revolution “logically” does not demand
terrorism, just as “logically” it does not de-
mand an armed insutrection. What a profound
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commonplace! But the revolution does fe-
quire of the revolutionary class that it should
attain its end by all methods at its disposal—if
necessaty, by an armed rising: if required, by
terrorisi. A revolutionary class which has
conquered power with arms in its hands is
bound to, and will, supptess, rifle in hand, all
attenmipts to tear the power out of its hands.
Where it has against it a hostile army, it will
oppose to it its own army. Where it is con-
fronted with atmed conspiracy,- attempt at
diurder, or rising, it will hutl at the heads of its
enemies an unsparing penalty. Perhaps Kaut-
sky has invented other methods? Or does he
reduce the whole question to the degree of re-
pression, and recommend in all circumstances
imprisonment instead of execution?

... {Tletror can be very efficient against a
reactionary class which does not want to leave
the scene of operations. Intimidation is a power-
ful weapon of policy, both internationally and
internally.. War, like revolution; is founded
upon intimidation. A victotious wat, generally
speaking, destroys only an insignificant part of
the conquered army, intimidating the remain-
der ahd breaking their will. The revolution
works in the same way: it kills individuals, and
intimidates thousands. In this sense, the Red
Tetror is not distinguishable from the armed
insurrection, the direct continuation of which
it' represents. The State terror of a revolu-
tionary class can be condemned “morally” only
by a man who, as a principle, rejects (in
words) every form of violence whatsoever—
consequently, every war and every rising. For
this one has to be merely and simply a hypo-
critical Quaker. - ‘ S
*“But, in that case, in what do your tactics
differ from ‘the tactics of Tsarism?” we are
asked, by the high priests of Liberalism and
Kautskianism. - . - : .

You do not understand this, holy men? We
shall explain to you. The terror of Tsarism was
directed against the . proletariat. The gen-
darmerie of ‘Tsarism throttled the wotkers who

~were fighting. for ‘the Socialist order, Our Ex-
tdordinary, Commissions shoot landlords, cap-

italists, and generals who are striving to restore
the capitalist order. Do you grasp this . . . dis-
tinction? Yes? For us Communists it is quite

_sufficient,

One point particularly worries Kautsky, the
author of a great many books and articles—the
freedom of the Press. Is it permissible to sup-
press neWspape:s? S ,

During war-all institutions and organs of
the State and of public opinion become, di-
rectly or indirectly, weapons of warfare. This is
particularly true of the Press. No government
carrying on a serious war will allow publica-
tions to exist on its territory which, openly ot
indirectly, support the enemy. Still more so in
a civil war. The nature of the latter is such that
each of the struggling sides has in the rear of
its armies considerable circles of the popula-
tion on the side of the enemy. In war, where
both success and failure are repaid by death,
hostile agents who penetrate into the rear are
subject to execution. This is inhumane, but no
one ever considered war a school of human-
ity—still less civil wat. Can it be seriously de-
manded that, during a civil war with the
White Guards of Denikin,! the publications of
parties supporting Denikin should come out
unhindered in Moscow and Petrograd? To pro-
pose this in the name of the “freedom” of the
Press is just the same as,.in the name of open
dealing, to demand the publication of military
secrets. . . . -

We are fighting, We are fighting a life-and-
death struggle. The Press is a weapon not of an
abstract society, but of two irreconcilable,
armed and contending sides. We are destroy-
ing the Press of the couiter-revolution, just as
we destroyed its fortified positions, its stores,
its communications, and its intelligence sys-
tems. . . . {Wle wete never concerned with the
Kantian-priestly -fmoralistic} and vegetarian-
Quaker prattle about the “sacredness of human
life.” We were revolutionaries in opposition,
and have remained revolutionaries ini power. To

1General Denikin was the leader of the strongest White
armies. - :
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individual sacred we must destroy
Al order which crucifies him. And this
‘can only be solved by blood and

he b_t)utgeoisie to-day is'a falling class.

nly.no-longer plays an essential partin
on, but by-its imperialist methods of

hriation - is destroying the ~economic’

¢ of the world and human culture gen-

rally. Nevertheless, the historical persistence
the bourgeoisie is colossal. It holds to power,
‘does not wish to abandon it. Thereby it
atens to drag after it into the abyss the
jole of society. We are forced to tear it off, to
it away. The Red Terror is a weapon uti-

EVIEW QUESTIONS
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lized against a class; doomied to destruction,
which does not wish to perish. If the White
Tertos? can only retard the historical rise of the
proletariat, the Red Terror hastens the destruc-
tion of the bourgeoisie. This hastening—a
pure question of acceleration—is at certain
periods of decisive importance. Without the
Red Tertor, the Russian bourgeoisie, together
with the world ,bourgebisie,would throttle us
long before the coming of the revolution in

_Europe. One must be blind not to see this, ora

swindler to deny it.

2Terror and counteftertor were common during the civil
war in both White and Red armies. ’

Hb"w, accbrding to the Kronstadt rebels, had the Communists betrayed the ideas

£ socialism? :
Where, according to Karl Kautsky,
of socialism? .

had the Bolsheviks strayed from the true spirit

How did Leon Trotsky answer Kautsky's critique of terror? - .
Do you think that Trotsky answered Kautsky's arguments effectively?

Which of the three statements
Russia in those years?

has the best grasp of

the ptoblems confronting.

® Moderhi‘zé or Pensh

6s>eph Stalin (1879—1953) was the Communist 1eadef who m_ade the Soviet

:Union into a superpower. He was born Iosif Vissarionovich- Dzhugashvili in
Trans-Caucasus Georgia. A rebel from childhood, he was one of Lenin’s: fa- -

-vored . professional revolutionaries,

trained in the tough schools of under-

ground agitation, tsarist prisons, and Siberian exile. Unscrupulous, energetic,

“--and endowed with

a keen nose for the realities of power

within the party and -

the country as a whole, Stalin surpassed his political rivals in strength of will
- and organizational astuteness. After he was appointed secretary-general of the

- Communist party (then considered a minor
" building, amid the disorganization caused by war,

post) in 1922, he concentrated on
revolution, and civil war;an:

 effective party organization adapted to the temper of the Russian people: With

- this structure’s help,

powerful and more ruthless than Lenin,
overcome thé economic and political weakness that had led to defeat and ruin

he established himself as Lenin’s successor. Stalin, more

was determined to force his country to

'in:1917. After Lenin’s death, Stalin preached the “Leninist style of - work,”

- which combined “Russian revolutionary sweep” with

«American efficiency.”




