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INTRODUCTTON

"Lenin the Revolutlonlst cannot be d1vorced from Lenin . |

the Utopian. According to his own juatlflcatloﬁs of hl“ .

- _revolutionary act1v1bwes, the fowmer was 31gn1f1cantly H
 1nf1uenced by the latter. The extent and degree of his

' revolutlomary th.oughts the passion of his selfmsacrl 1c;ng
devotion to revolution provide one neasure of the exbremes

of his utopian thought. Had his ideals been 1éés extreme,
then his fanatical loyalty to Pevolution'would have suffered
 in motivation. Had his ideals been limited to a mere
destruction of the exisﬁing political system, then his
revolutionary theories as well as his practical plans of
action would not have required such rigidity, such absoluteness,
The sheer enormity of the task‘dem&nded»té realize his
extreme ideals, however, 1eft no room for timidity or
~ compromises It was no mere social or political system that(
}was at stake; Lenin dreamed of nothing less than the complete
trahsfcrmation of the péychological'make up of mankindo He
env1saged a change that would transform man from an aggreSSLve,
- competitive, passlonate anlmal into one of anSJVLty and
cooperation, ruled by reason and cold logic. The society
reéulting from this transfofmation, he . bélieved “would |
be one cnaracterlued by elemental hon@uty and harmonyo_
It was to be a "new age" 1nh?b1ted by a "new man.% Uheveas

: all past and pre&ept SOGl@Llebbw@re motivated by greed,venvy
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and hatred,'produeing éompetitive attitudes, oppréésive
social institutions, and the expleitaﬁionvof.man by man,
the universal'societybof the "new age" would be motivaﬁed
byrhonegty, justice and love,'resulting in cooperative
attitudes and the unselfish fraterﬁity of mankind.

The obvious religious qu&iitiés of Leﬁin*s ideals
contributed sigﬁificaﬁtly}to the conétruction'of his
absolute theories and to the developmentfdf his obstinate
charactér; Although he claimed to be a thoroughmgoing
‘,atheist, his ideals had much in éommon with those which meke
up the so=called Christian spirit. They were concerned with
thé "gooéﬁ of mankind,»withvdestroying all that was fevil®
in the world. In the‘"neW“age" there would be no wars, no
stf%fe, no antagonisms. The new society would be governed
by Christian-like ethical rules such as "lofe thy neighbor
"as thyself® and "treat others as youwwould have others treat
youo" Man would not toil for survival but for sheer.pléasure,
for the betterment of himself and of his fellow man. It was
to be a literal heaven on earti. |

‘Around these utcpian ideals Lénin constructed a total
" philosophical system. Every aspect of man, of life, evéry
daily experience was related to and interpreted in terms of

this final end. Hence, it would logically follow that anyone

| tNicholas Berdyaev, The Origiﬁ of Russian Communism,
trans. R.M. French (Ann Arbor: The University of Michigan
Press, 1960),‘See chapter entitled "Communism and Christianity."




=3
"ewho”disagréed‘With-any>aspect of~his‘philoSOphicaldsystem;f

;‘or even wmth the methods used to attaln h1s 1deals, was not .

o merely a dlssentlng colleague but an absolute enemy. -Lenln;_;s_df,'

'f.tolerated no moderate pos1t10n, one was elther absolutely

1_and w1thout questlon for h1m or absolutely agalnst hlmo B
l7"Just as fundamental Chrlstlanlty demands that one be eltherfvld
"ffChrlst1an or s1nner, prov1d1ng for no 1nmbetfeen status, 30'
»_Lenln demanded that one be elther "Lenlnlst" or the enemyo
l;In a s1m11ar veln, 50 related and 1nterwoven was his _-l
“l-phllosophlcal theory W1th everyday practlcalltles that anywl o
"thlng less than absolute selfmsacrlflce to the "cause" was f
"‘-.treason° Whoever chose to flght for the cause had to taﬁe ':

 typ the cross and follow Lenln," Lenints own sacrlflces to

”7edthe cause of revolutlon are well knowne_ Hlu revolutlonary

‘,ascetlclsm remalns an 1dea1 to contemoorary Marstt revolum

'l7‘t10nar1es. There was nothlng false about lt, 1t was an.

seessentlal demand of hlS revolutlonary thought@ It was the

' result of his flrm conv1ct10n in the cause of revolutlon,
{';:and because of the enormous task 1nvolved he renounced

‘-many earthly pleasures and comforts 1n order to better |

:d1301p11ne himself for the tasko His pedantlc concern w1th -

‘?practlcal everyday Droblems, hlS own hablts of hard work
;::and personal abnegatlon are 1nd1catlons of his genulne bellef‘::
‘”fthat his Utopia would actually be rea117ed and probably

‘ W1th1n hlS own llfentlme. He was no "1vory tower" phllosopher
i[l;w%o conScructed soc1al syScems to SatleY hlS 1ntellectua1 :

::cur1031ty, He had every 1ntent10n of seelng hls 1deals put
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”f\5f5_finto practlceev Emery day, every minlmal L&Sk was in

‘bff fpreparat1on for the day wnen the "new age” would dawn@-ff"

;“LfThis was the source of hiﬂ ascetlcvom° he Was determined

“fffﬂHe demanded no less of hlS assoclatese

”Vfﬁgto carry onn the principles that he belleved ta be rlght,rt»fﬁ' ﬁ °

wu*fffand thls task denanded a renunclatlon of worldly pleasurese fffﬁ ?’ 

Because of the 1nteﬁral compactness of praeblcal llfe

€ and Phllosophlcal theory, heated and molded by a conv1ctlonvf L.

, ._ ith&% was almost rellglous in natureg Lenin suspected eVerym 2 ;,, o

,:4 5-one who did not share hls own fanatlcal vaews and devoﬁlen,'":'

"ijThis innate susplclon qulckly soured 1nto hatred for those

"7, who profesged sympathy w1th his alms whlle dlsagreelng w1th _tf 5

B  _h1s methods or ‘with hlS amorallsmo The tdsk ox preparing

:’fffor the revolutlon cculd n@t be hampered by moral sgrup’eﬂ-

l,or sentimental emutlons, and anyone not prepared to forego

';.such notlons in the name of the revolutien was a "3oftw n

';w headed" ideallst and the most serzeus klnd of threat tc

'°f_fthe causee There could be no compromise w1th the exxstlng

‘ufvs001a1 or polltlcal order, every aspect of'ex1 tlng “oc1euy3"' N

:’*:gwas to be destr@yedo' Thls'contempt for moderates and. -

»ififiaeallsts often manifestea 1tse1f as a bltter mockery that

3_

 ji_seemed to be an organlc parb of Lenln's personalltyg

2Rene Fueloep@M1ller, The M;nd and Faca of Bolshevism  " |

:"“fiiﬁ(New York: Harper & ROW: Publlehers, 1965)9 35“36°"

L 3Peter Strave, “My cOntacts and Gonflicts w1th Lenln," -

j,Slavonlc and anc European Rev;ew, XII (April, 1934), 591.: ;}f“} "




w'In one sense Lenin's d@gmatlsm made his task far
'easier’than it was for those who torﬁuxej them»elveg with
éubjéctive, selfmexamlning eriticisme _He was seldom,'if-'
ever, bothered with th@ potentiallj,disturbing questica of
:the rightness of his principlese }Accepting the absolute
validity of his goals; he drove sﬁraightfcfward ©0 theif
reallzatwon without the 1nd601slvenesq of those who must
‘conatantly evaluate their own p931t10n9 question thelr
méthods at every turn; and always live with the prospect
thét they could be wrongQ- Lenin had no such liabilitieso
‘The lack of moxral Or’spifitual conflict within his own
mind rendered his enormous task far easier than LL wculd
otherwise have beenea |

Leninfs dagmatic amd&totaliﬁarian'nature Waé in keeping
wiﬁh what some Russian scholars have described aé the
Russian Wrcshxéwac*l-,em’i’ Lenin héd a'poor'compr@hension of
‘the relative but rather tended to think in terms of the
‘absolute. ‘His philosophy of life was a system characterized
by its wholeness, and everything was subordinated to an
absolute, final ende The spirit of his philosophy was
reiigicus in.temperament,.fanétiéé% in faith, 'nd dogmatic

in‘doctrinee Combined with his uﬁcplan ideals, these

o prepared Lenin for his llfefs worke

'V,kFueloep@Miller;T%é;Mind and Face ovaolshevismg_Béo



THE INFLUENCE OF HOME

Lenin's mental make up was always at odds with his
_choéen careere. ‘His psychological outlook demanded-order,
»fstability and rational thinking; it~s¢orned elemental
emoﬁioﬁ as a destructive weakness of mano He}believed
that rational thinking, reason, was the only truthj that
if man were rational, he would never violate his owm
iﬁteresﬁso Reason was the only path to ereatingvthe
:"neW'Mane" By the same'tbken, emotion was man's worst
enemy. Emotion was responsible for man*s}misefy,_vielenceg'
:injustice, and the exploitation of man By man. Imotion
'>gas artificial and created disorder and'“unnatufal“ human
. relations, .
.The origins of Leﬁin's distrust of emotion‘are,variede,
Part of it was due to‘hiskrévulsion to the masses? emobional
attachment to Russian institutions, institutions that |
revarded them with suppression and injustice and kept them
in igncranéee The distrust was no doubt intensified by
his own brother'ts emotional}oﬁtbnrst against.the RﬁSsian
»’political system, for which he paid with his life. But
- the foundation for Leninfs paranoiac distrust of unrestréined
emotion or elemental "spbntaneityﬁ waé'the rationél, noderate,
sedate home training of his youth. The Ulyanovs rﬁled a
"model® home in the sense that it was loyal, conscientious,

diligent, moderaté,'and réligious, and these qualities were
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instilled by example into the children as they matured,
The ?arents were devoted to their faﬁily, parﬁicipated in
~ the life of the community, and'contribﬁted té their societye !
Lenints father, Ilya, was an industrious and intelligent o
school inspec%or who went far beyoﬁd'the réquirements of his
positioh to upgrade education in the province of Simbirsk@
He traveled widely, offering his own courses to prepare'new
teachers, Often, he was away from his family for long
intervals, but his dedication to education made such
inconveniences easy to accept. The diligence that he demanded
from himself he also expected from his subordinates, his |
pupils, and his family. Such was his reputation and respecta~
bility that he wés awarded the position of ®Actual State
,Couqcillorﬁ which bestowed hereditary nobility on his familyOS

Friends of Leniﬁ and observers of his"personality have
noted many of the same characteristics ih Lenin that were
seen in his parents, He was alwéys a diligeﬁt workefo.'HiS'
" school work camé to him so easily that his father feared that
he would not take it seriously, Yefs he was persistent and
- serious and was quick}to tutor those slowér'than himsélfe
His sister Anna haé testified that these‘qualities were

instilled in Lenin by his faﬁhef's‘firm exampleaé

'5Bertram D. Wolfe, Three Who Made a Revolution (3rd ed,
rev.; New York: Dial Press, 1901), See chapter entitled
- ®Vladimir Ilyich Ulyanov."® » :

- 6Reminiscences of Lenin by His Relatives (Mescowi
Foreign Languages Publishing House, 1950), 18,
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“This diligence was not outgrown but rather was strengthened

with age. A Socialist friend in Lenin's léter years, Angelica
Balabanoff; has made note of Léniﬁ's»implac@ble d@alings'with
even the slightest detail, She”haé also noﬁed»%hat, like his
father, Lenin expected no less from his associates than he
demanded from himself, Balabanoff contends that even if the
culprit had been Lenin himself or a member of his 6wn family,
he would have applied the same criteria of judgment and would
‘not have hesitated to inflict the death punishment if the
crime had demanded it. Indeed, his own wife was very nearly
officially reprimanded by the Party‘because of her absences
from party meetingso7

The Ulyanovis devobtion to duﬁy and diligenée left no
place for the haphazardness of frivolityvor apaﬁhy that
chéracterized nuch of Russia's social and politiéal societye
Their household was one of order and peace, governed by
honest simplicity and quiet affection, and devoted to study
and hard work. The impression of a peaceful and orderly
home life on Lenin was profound, He was blessed with the
security of a rational and harmonious environment for the
first sixteen years of his lifea For sixteeh yeafs he
‘experienced little of the brutal, irrational Ruséian life
that surrounded him; he merely saw i£ from a distance and

closed his eyes to the reality of it all. Apparently, the

-

7Angelica Balabanoff, Impressions of Lenin, trans., Isotta
Cesari (Ann Arbor: The University of Michigan Press, 1964), L.
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 Ulyanovs did their best to shield their children from the
nore frivilous aspécts of their society. Anna Ulyanov has
left recgrd of how hér mother refused to participate in
the female society of Simbirsk because of its pfimary concern
‘with gossip and scandal. Rather, she devoted her time to
| her_children and to their educationog o

| It is entirely poésible that the Ulyanov children have‘
tended to over-rate and glorify theirzparents in their
recollections about their youthful days in Simbirsk. vaiously,
_pleasant memories, time and death obscure less pleasant
experien@esc. Yet, even with exagge:ation, the children of
Ilya and Meria have been consistent in their points of praise
about‘their parents. And, their praise has been consistent
with that of non=family obserV@fso Not only friénds but
evén enemiés of Lenin have written of the ovder énd haxrmony
of the Ulyanov'ﬁouseholdog

Moreover, Lenin's own letters testify to his love and

- respect for his parents. ‘His sister Anna has written that
cne need only read Lenin's 1étteré to get an indication of
the close affinity'that existed between h@mand hisbfamilya
She was quite right. . He always felt the loss of his family
ﬁhen he was away from them, particularly of hié mother whom

he always wanted to come live with him or at least pay him

8Reminiscences of Lenin by his Relatives, 176

?WOlfe, Three Who Made & Revolution, 43.
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; frequent'viéits; Bspecially with his first exile, his
separatioﬂ from the family was a severe strain, as the |
following excerpt from one of Lenin's letters'indicates:1'
A1l this time T have been on the lookout for letters
from you,; Mother dearest, but so far in vain. o o o
So please write to me more often to the last address
v knownigo you «~= I am miserable without letters from
“home, . : ‘ :
Lenin was to spend‘the-remainder of his life in search
of ﬁhe sinmple and honest harmony in wﬁich hévwas reared. He
tendnd to transfer the Ulyanov ideal to the whale of Russia
by deduclng that if one family could rise above the d;rt
and decay of Russian society by education and diligence,
‘then 21l families could do likewise. If only the masses
- could be educated to the fact that their emotional attache
ment té traditional inStitutions was fhe very faétor
| regpensible‘for their enslavement, thgn“thevaouid rise up
énd destroy those institutions and replace them with the
functions of‘individual and collective cooperation. These
fpatural® instincts had been perverted by the greedy and
destructive influences of the autbcracy, the nobility aﬁd‘
the church. Freed from these~perveﬁting‘influepces and
”'guided by educated and rational thinking, mankind could
live 1n the gimplistic harmony of the Ulyanov househalae

The part of his life that Lenln spent in the pr0V1nc1al

_areaq of Ru%szc, especlally his years in Simbirsk, was to

1071, Lenin, Collectsd Works, XTXVIT (ath edo, Moscow'

Prégress Publlshers, 196&), 95e
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make a.Véry,definite impression én his character. When
he left the provinces behind; his philoso?hy and his career
had been dete”mlnedo 'He never likéd ﬁhe big city'even as
as adulto Much of his exile 1n Burope was spent in crltzclzinv
and decrylng Western habits and customs, syatems and institutions,
He.was drawn rather to the counury81de, and most of his
holidays were spent away from crowds and close to nature.
Nbstalgia was not the_only reason for his desire to return
to Russia; he wantgd to rediscover the peace and serenity
of his youth which was medicine to his 6ften frayed nerveso11

Lenints partial isolation from the nore unpleasant

aspects of Ruséian society came ﬁo a trauvmatic end in 1887
with his brotherts trial and éxeCutioﬁ for an attempt on
the life of the Tsar. Alexander Ulyanov?s revolutionary
seﬁtiments éame‘as a complete surprise to the Ulyanov family;
;ﬁe was a grave and reserved boy whose school reports were
impeccable. A serious student, hié expressed goal was to
be a scientist, In 1883 Alexander entered the university
at Saint Petersburg where he absorbed himself in:scientific
studies, Three years later he became the leader of a group
pf~students from his own prbviﬁce, many such groups being
~organized for the purpose of bringing togethér students
ffom the same geographical location, On the tWentyffifth

| anniversary of the death of the radical writer, Dobrolyubov,

11Adam'Bo Ulam, The BolsheV1k5' the Tntellectual and
Political History of The Triumbh 0i Communism in Rvus$a
TN ew York: The Macmillan Company, 1905), 5-0.

"
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‘the confederation of students Staged a funeral demonstfatiéﬁ
in héndr of him, Barred from the cemeterf-by.police, the
demonstration was halted, and some forty of itsalleged

leadefs wefevexpelled from the_universityo Althéugh.Alexander
was not_expelled,.he ccnsidered himself to be equally guilty
‘and could not ignore the fate ef his cclleagues, Lacking
other means to'pfoteét the expulsion of his fellow'students,
}Alexandér and six of his companions plotted to assassinaté
Tsar Alexander IITI. The plot was foiléd on the very day of
its intended execution by the arrests of its partiﬁipantso
Aiexander'was sentenced to hango12 | |

~Alexander's death placed the responsibiliﬁy of caring

for the family.on Lenin,.since he was then the oldest son
N and,the father was deceasedg It also closed to him a life
of-respecﬁability; The citizené of Simbirsk, especially
~the upper class ”libera15§§ sociaily ostracized the Ulyanovs;
while Lenin was kept under police surveillance, The event
rpade him a determined eneny of the Tsarist regime.13
| It was not long before Lenin realized the full effects
“ that his brother's activities would have upon his own careers
' Shortly after his brother?'s execution in 1887, Lénin entered
ﬁhe University of Kazan with a glowing recommeﬁdation from |

school director Feodor Kerensky, father of the same Kerensky

1ZWolfe, Three Who Made»é'Revélution, See chapter
entitled "The Life and Death of Alexander Ulyanov."

-~ Bipig, 65
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‘whom Lenin would later depose. But, at that time, the
~students of Kazan were being infiuenced by‘a ﬁave of

student protests then SWEOPLHg Russiafs universiti@so

Shortly after Lenin matriculated at the University, a

- group of Kazan sﬁudénts drafied a'petition to the previncial
inspectcr requesting that he review their gfievanceso»

There is nolindiéaﬁion'that Lenin pariicipated in the
ensuing}demonstratidns or in tﬁevdrafting of the petition,
unless one chose to believe the official Soviet glorification
of his role in the demonstrationo The mere fact, however,
that his name was the same as the revolutibnéry martyr,
Alexander,; was sufficient reason for the university officials
td.COnsider him "dangerous and undesirable.® He was, there-
fore,; arrested, jailed, forced to 1eéve Kazan, and barred
 from re-entering the university. It was Lenints first
}»gncounter‘with the brutal and arbitrary Russiaﬁ political
system. Not only was he kept under police surveillance,
he‘was'also refused permission to»éontinue’his studies,

to go abroad, or to gain state employment. What was left

for him?v Forced into exile in the provincial village of
'Kokushkino at the end of 1887, he emersed himself in
revolutionary'theo 1h | : o

By the time thgt Lenin left Kokushkino in 1888, hls

career had been decided. Rather than}camprom¢se with a

1&Wojfe, Three Who Made a Revolutione See chapter
entitled "Agalnut a Stone Walll®
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system.that made a mockery of reason and justice, he chose}
the turbulent life of a revolutionist. The ﬁafmcny of the}
'Ulyahov household had been destroyed by the system, éo‘he-'
would destroy the system. For the remainder of his‘life he
wbuld seek'to reéreate the p@aceful years of his youths'thi"
only for himself but for all of Russia ‘and for all mankind.
This fuﬁd&mental desire never left Lenin. He had known
too long the untroubled existence of a secure homé, of
respected parents, of family lOV@'and honestya‘ He tried to
re-capture that life even as a revolutionist ih‘exil&@ ‘His
diversions from the strained life of the revolutionist were
' qﬁiet and moderate, such as hiking in the countryside or |
‘boating. His privaté life was conservative almost to the
point of dullness. He liked order aﬁd discipline,‘to sit
home and pour over bocks,'and he cculd not tolerats the '
violentAarguments in Burope's "intellectunal cafets"™ for
vhich so many of the Russiaﬁ exiles had such a likingo He
never tired in his efforts to regain the simple, good life
for himself or to find it for Russia., The naive simplicity

~of his ideals, his reverance for the elemental virtues of

- honesty and dllzgeﬂve are too strikingly parallel to the

atmosphere af hlS home env1ronment to overlook the sigulflcance

of thelrvlnfluemce on his fully matured intellectual outlook@15"

5W614 ey Three Who Made a Revoluﬁlono See chapter
entitled "Vladimir Llyich Ulyanov.® ALso see Berdyaev,
The Origin of Russian Communism., See chapter enululed
”Rus¢1an Cocmmunism and the Revoluolonoﬁ
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~The very spirit of the”Ulyanov household made its
cbntributioh to Leninfts fa@atieal‘devotiOn'to revolutione
' His parents had ﬁaughﬁ_and pfacticed th@'simplebvirtués of
.honesty; love and'ﬁoderationq Théy had kept their children
'ighorant of the evil, the iﬁjustice and the baseness within
| humanitye They had ﬁot, therefore, prepared}théir children
to accept éhe'brutality and injusticebof Russian societye
When Lenin was suddenly thrown into such a harsh environment
at the very impressionable age of sixteenslwhich accented -
~ the glaring contrast between'arbitréry Rﬁssién justice and
~the simple honesty of the Ulyanov homeg,he; like his brother
before him, was unable to accept the realities of his new
enviromment. He could no» underscend that man could be
brutal and greedy by nature. Rather, he sought to lay the
blame on man's social and political institutions for all of
manfs nisery and evil, To destféy the existing institutions
"WOuld,be to unfetter mankind and return him to his "natural¥
state - that of primitive henesty and self«éaerificee

vaad the industrious Ulyanov family resided in a less
:6§pressive society, Lenin might well have become the same '
model citizen that his fathef had been. Hdwever, the
 existence of this model family within the frivolous and
decadent society of late nineteeﬁthwcéntury Russiabmagnifiéd

- $he dlsparlty between the two entitiese- Its location in

the Oblomovxst* city of Slmb1r¢k made the contrast all ’

.

Oblomov was the flctlonal anti-hero of the novelist
Goncharov who represented %all that was torpid, apetheticy
and impotent in the sprawling Russian 9p1r¢‘a” Wolfe, Y
- Three Who Made a Revolution, 41
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the nore keen, If manfts sensitivity to Yevil® is determined

Qby his awareness of Ygood," the Ulyansv children could not

have witnessed a more glaring contrast than that of their

- home environment with the general atmosphere of Simbirsk.

The active, hard-working Ulyanovs were smrfounded by thirty

thousand quiet, undistinguished people in one of the most

stagnant river cities on the Volga, There was not even a

railroad to connect the city with the rest of Russiae IS

‘insignificance as a river port was equalled by the backwarde-

ness of its industry, the ignorance of its peasantry, and

the impoverishment of its nobility. Its only citizens of

any repute were the historian Karamzin and the novelist

' Goncharove. Karamzin had been the hostile opponent of the

moderate reforms proposed by Speransky and the most prominent

‘historian of reaction. Goncharov, the novelist, had found

in Simbirsk the extreme apathy and impotence that he believed
formed a part of the Russian character and had incorporated
these traits in his famous character, Oblomove '€

It was this atmosphere; these realities that Lenin was
forced to face after his expulsion from Kazan. Although

livingéithin this sluggish atmosphere during his youthy Lenin's

personal contact with its more brutal aspects was apparently

very limited. The majority of his time was spent at the

gymnazia and at home, and he had few intimate friends.

16301fe, Three Who Made & Revolution, 40-41.
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Furthermoreg his édolescent interests were not concerned
with issues of a political or social nature. Essentially,
Lenin®s adolescent world was the home of his family. It
‘was not until Alexander's arrest and execution and his own
arrest and expulsion from the Uﬁiversity‘of Kazan in 1887
that he was forced to conéidér_the grave issues of Russian
society, to recognize the disparity that existed between
the teachings and practice of his home and the realities of
Russian society. With his arrest at Kazan, he was fully
exposed to the worst effects of Russian autocracy while,
and this is the crucial factof, his own family was living
proof that the Russian system waé inefficient, unjust,
cbrr-;upt9 and irrational. If the UlyanOV'fami;yiéould
function in harmony by simply adhering to the homely
virtues of honesty and diligence, then why could not
Russia function likewise by adhering to those same
principles? His conclusion was that Russia's, and the
worldis, ills stemmed from the exploitative-nature of
man's institutions. The Tsar was maintained by his
bureaucracy; the landlord was fattened by his peasantry;
the industrialist was enriched by his proletariat; the
bishop was kept ﬁp by his converts. In this sense, in |
the narrow sense of believing that ecénomic exploitation
was the basis of all manfts ills, Lenin was a marxist even
before really understanding Marxism.

It was this sudden recognition of trivia, oppression
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Aand‘injustiee that aﬁoundéd all arqund‘him, contrasted with
* the simplistic love and honesty of his owﬁ hbme, whence
_developéd Lenints devotion to revolution, a revolution
désigned to deséroy the brutality and irrationaily of man.
In time he beceme convinced that only a total social and
pelitical upheaval could rodt out the ingrown seeds of
corruption and evil that had been planted in the soul of
mankind. The operation would be mcst‘painful, for the
depth of the‘infection was so extreme as to require nothing

less than the death and rebirthAbf mankind.



CHOOSING A GCAREZIF

Lenin made his debut onto the Russian revolutionary
scene at a time when the spirit of its participants was
experiencing a significant transition. His genervation of

the 1880s witnessed the enthusiastic ascent and disillusioning

decline of the Narodnichestvo, the success and consequent

failure of ‘the terroristic Narodnaya Volyva, and the initial,
feeble beginniﬁgs»of Russian marxism, At the same time,}his'
generation was in éomplete stpathywﬁith its own peculiar
century ih that it was a continuation of the precarious

intelligent% movement that had begun in the early 1820s,

| While Lenints geheration was still in fervent search of
the "true" salvation of Russia, its search had been vastly
faci}itated and even partially defined by its intellectual

mpreaéceSSorse By the time that Lenin was brought face to

face with the haunting issues of Tsarist Russia, much of

*The term intelligent was used to describe that
peculiar group of nineteenth century Russians who placed
themselves in opposition to Russial!s social and political
systems. In political philosophy their views ranged from
Slavophilism to Marxism. Not necessarily of the acadenmic
community or even particularly intellectual, the intelligents
constituted 'more of a monastic order or sect,; with its own
ethics, its owm obligatory outlook on life, with its own
manners and customs and even its own particular physical
appearance, by which it (was] always possible to recognize
a member of the intelligentsia and to distinguish him from
other social groups." 17 In the 1880s the term "intelligentsia®
generally came to replace Wintelligent,™ connoting the sanme :
characteristics, ' :

17Stuart Ramsay‘Tompkins, The Russian Intelligentsia:
Makers of the Revolutionary State (Norwan, Oklahoma: The
Cklahoma University Press, 1957}, 19,
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the tfial and error proceduwe connectet w1th a3 scoverlng
'_the path that would lead Rus31a to galvanion had already
 Abeen performeda | : 4' |
The first attempo to desbroy Rquﬁafs autc racy“
had proven a dxsmal fallure, in large parb because its
3 opponents,,the so-called Decembrists of 1825, had wanted
'a limited, “paiace"'fevblution'that would impose constitu-
tionaiism'from above‘while leaving society intacts. Thelr
‘reai fear was ofvéettingioff é populér re?olution that

would release the pent»up'resehtment,of the slumbering

. Russian masses. Hence, their attempt, rather than pre-

cipitating a social revolution, proved to be a short-lived
revolutioﬁary outburst by~a:smail group of nobles and army
officers who were scorned equally by the nObility and the
masSes@18 It‘represented, howe#er, in cawicature,vthe
problems, issues, strengths and'wéaknesses, and the general'
tendencies of the revolutlonary movement for the next three
generationso , | -, T | \:"
Folléw1ng the Decembwlst flaoco, tha Rus%xan 1ntelle
gentsia was forced to confine ;tself largely to abstract
theory, For the next thres decades it lived in an unreal
world of hopes and'dreams, a world made nore intense by
~the harsh fealities of its own soc%etyo It was boand to»

gether by 1ts very allenatlon from SOCl@uy, from an

N 18Anatole G. Mazour, The First Russian RQVOlut¢on9 1825
:(S tanford: Stanford Unlver81ty Press, 193/), 20320l
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' uﬁébmpfehenaing autecratié.manarchy abové and éﬁ uncomprem
._hending mass bélow;" It ﬁas estranged not only from society
but even from its own feelings by'tﬁérdissbeiétion‘between
its iﬁtellectual life and its daily éxperiencee From this
dual aliena+ion.originated'its ”consc%ousﬁess and elemental
spontanelty,ﬁ the two baqic cauegorles under which many of
the 1ntelllgentala 1nterpreted their own existence and dellnea
their phllosophLes of llf@o19
By the 1860s the intelligentsia, émarting under a
‘selfmimpésed guilt for having "failed® the masées; intoxicated
'by its long séfﬁourﬁ in idealistic thecfy, besgan to emerge

from its intellectbual exile° The Narodnichestvo, while

worshipping the heroism of the Decembrists, was convxnued

that Russia did, in fact, need a complete social revolution,

one that would involve the sleeping masses. Its creéd was
“basically that of the Decembrists but much mdre complex and
embracing. Like iés marﬁyred heroes,‘its goal was the dese |
ﬁruction of autocracy and serfdom; yet; unlike the Deéeﬁbrists,
it had an abounding faith in the obshchina™of the idealized
peasant to form the basis of‘the new society. Adapting the
jdealistic theories of French and German socialist Utopians

to Russia’s own peculiar situation, the Narcdnichestvo

9Leopold Ho. Haimson, The Russian Marxists and the
Origins of Bolshevism (Boston: Beacon Presss 1906}, 93.

Qbﬁhehggg' agricultural communal organlzatlon of
the peasantiye. -



‘contamplated a revolution uhao would take Rus&za dlreculy '
vfrom autacracy to soclallum, bymp8931ng the capltallst
‘phase of 1ndustr¢al developmeat that was plaguing Western .
Europe. o

The 13#8»French“Revolution had'a,pfofOumd‘effect_ﬂ'

on the revoluticnary thinking of the Russian Narodnichestvos
~Believing that the Revolution was’the beginning of a socialist

~ France, its %betrayal® gave rise to a passiocnate distrust

- within the Narodnichestvo for barliaméntary‘and-bourg@oisie‘

 democracy. Prior to 1848 the dominant opinion among the

Narodniehestvo had been that revolution, in order to be
“really social and democratic, would have to come from below,

from the masses. After the capture of the 1818 Revolution

by/the‘beurgeoiﬁie,'many of the Narodnichestvo came to
) agfee with Alexaﬁdef Herzen thét,their idealé could only be
achieved by a‘reﬁelutiohary dictatorship vhose task'it
would be to desbroy every remnant of Russian autocracy. In
effect the Russian revoluolonary mood shifted from an emphas;sv
on a popular, social revolutlon to empha81s on an elxtlst,-
Blanquist'?eﬁolutionazo

Herzen spoke for many of the Russian intglligentsia
who were prepared to adopt a mofe activist program‘im'fighting:
Tsarisme The changing intellectual‘ciimate waslled'by the

young ®Realists® Nicholai Chernyshevsky, Nichglaiﬁuobrelyﬁbav

20Franco Venturi Roots of Revolutlon, transe Fran01s
Haskell (New York: Grossat & Dunlap, 1966}, 33. .
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and Dmitri Pisareve The Réalists Wérerdetermined to pracﬁiéally

- realize their dreams, to transform Russian_soéieﬁy‘by an

- elitist revolution. Their émphasis was on discipilined organiza-

',tion and practical revolutionary activities. Their mood was
uncompromising. The feforms of Alexander IT merely stiffened

~ their determinabion to nremeke the world in the light of

~ rational principles.® Chernyshevsky*s What Ts To Be Done?,

embodylng the moods and symputhles of the Reallst movement,
became the bible for many of the intelligentsia of the 18608
and 1870s. Vhile its promise was a soéialist Utopia, its
program was hard and disciplined,‘demanding a dedicated
revolutionary elite to achieve iﬁs aims,

" The Re2lists fully represented the éttitude of con-
sciousness, the rightist organizational position that insisted _
"on the ability of a small elite.tblremake the world in the
~image of its own consciousness.™” .By the 1870s, however, the
predominate mood of the intelligentsia had begun to move again
to the leftist Qrganizational position, tc the attitude of
spontaneity which called on the intelligentsia toAgive up its
distinctive, alienating identity in order to become oné with
" the masses., The result was that the young intelligentsia of
the 1870s "went to the pebple" hdping to stimulate}a sﬁdden
release of their dormant revolutionary emdtions, Instead, they

encountered indifference and,; frequently, outright hostility.z1

21Haimson, The Russian Marxists., See chapter entitled
%The Background.® Also see Venturi, Rcots of Rev07utﬂcno
See chapter entitled "The Ch&lkOVSleﬁS and the Movement
*To Go To The People, ¥ :
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'Thévrepeated failures of the intelligentsié to be

| aécepted‘by the masses soon resulted in a swing‘back to a ”
Yhard"? pfogramatic positioniin the revolutionary movemente
‘The shift was foreshadowed by Peter Tkachev whdé like the
Realists before him,_preached that the first duty of the
revélutionist was to.create revolution. The emphasgis again
was on ﬁconsciéusnesé”'rather than "spontaneity." The new

~ split in the revolutionary movement found its organizational

expression in the terroristic Narodnaya Vblva (Peoplets Will),'
representing the “hard“ position of revolutionary consciouSm‘

ness, and the Chernyi Peredel (Black Partltlon), renresentlng

the %soft"™ Populist tradltlon of spsntanelnyo
Meanwhile, a relatively new revolutionary doctrine
vas making itself heard in Russia., George Vo Plakhanov,

leader of the infant revolutionary Osvcbozhdenie Truda

~ (Emancipation of Labor), had introduced Merxism to Russia

vin his book Nashi reznoglassia (Qur Differences). In

direct opposition to the Populiét notion that Russia could
by-pass capitalism, that it could jump from a semi-feudal to
‘a socialist society in one stage, Plekhénov contended that
the question of 01rcumvent1ng capltallsm was su”erfluous
because capitalism was, in fact, already well entrenbhed in
Russia, The Marxist program, then, was that caplballum
should be supported and pushed to its very highest level,
not because it was a desirable system but because it con-
tained the seeds of its own destruction and because it laid

the foundations for socialismoi’By reaching full maturity,
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capitalism wéﬁld automatically disinﬁegrate under the
pressure of'a hostilé powulation‘and would leave in its-'
wake the ground-work for a soc;allst 8001ety022' |
| | The apparent eontradlctlons in Plekhanov's arguments
left»the-already skeptical Populists even less conv1ncede |
~ To advocate the development of a system that was admitiedly
detrimental to the pdpuiation and wasieven-despiséd by its: '
:own advoéates, with the explanation that thé system would
selfwdeétruct while planﬁing the seeds of'socialism in its
debrls, was fantasy to the Popullsts and to many of the |
- older 1ntellwgentSLao But to the younger_generation, to
: Lenints generation, a geheratién that wiﬁnessed the devasta=

ting famine of 1891, the continued apathy of the peasantry,

- an increase in Russian industrial development, and & wave

of strikes in the cities, Marxism offered an active and

~ practical revolutionary theory. - The}famine of 1391 especiélly
affected the ycungér members‘of thé intelligentsia; convincing
them ﬁhat a new approach was néeded in the revolutionary |

- movement, The famine gave rise to false hopes; it céused
Vmaﬁy of the intelligentsia to také an active role in the
activities of the zémstvac‘ Their participation in administering
: aidth‘the countryésidé gave them a new confideﬁcea o

'Many’were preparéd,'with 1iberal and progressive'bourgeois

22Solomon Mo Schwarz, ﬁPopu.llsm and Early Russian
Marxism on ?ays of Economic Development of Russia," '
Continuity and Change in Russian and Soviet Though o ede
Erneut Jo Slmmons (New York: Russell & Ru83@l¢, 1Qb/)
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elements, ©o demand a constitution énd130¢ial and economic
_reformse Nicholas II?S»WsenselesS dfeamé sﬁeeéh‘quiekly |
dispelled their opﬁimismo ‘He responded to the nascent
democratic efforts centered in the gggﬁggﬁ‘by‘reducing
their‘autonomye For‘those of the inteiligentsia who still
entertained liberal notions,~Niehclésf congratulations to
those regponsiﬁlé for thé bloody supbfession of the Yaroslav
strikes could leave no doubts about his inﬁransigent |
attitude toward serious political reforns. o

The ramifications of the femine of 1891 thus re-
sulted in a fundamental break with the Rugsian revolutionary
tradition by many of the younger intelligehtsiao They
- revealed the insincerity of autocracy, the incompetence
of the political regime, and the inability ofvthe péasantry
to help itself. Skeptical of éhe remantic and idealistic
- notions of the Populist faith, many of the ybunger intelli-
gentsia were converted to the Marxist creed which had,; so.
they'were convinced, predicted‘so much of what had come to
pass. Marxism rejected the peasant.: for the more active
'city 1aborer and offered its doctﬁine as scientificvtruthr,
both of which appealed to the eager and young invelligentsia,
The Marxists were all too eager %o cohgratulate themselveé
‘on the fact that their estimation of the situation had been
proven corrsct while that of the Populists® had been proven

23

WIronge

23Haimsbn, The Russian Marxists, 53.
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” v‘,Lenin was a mémbér‘bf'ﬁhis‘ﬁew, confident generétion@
The famine of 1891 was not without its effecésJon'this new
revolutionary convert. It had been-esﬁimatedvthat somé_fouré»
teen million people weﬁe affected by;the‘faminea It left in
: ité wake epidémicérof cholera and typhus; it caused wide-
s?read hunger and starvation. During thaﬁ year Lenin was
traveling in Russia in the areas hit by the famine on legal
 business. He was impressed by the fleeing peasants who left
their villages to seek work in the ci%iesg thus transforming
| themselves into urban preletariamse Like so many of his
youthfui colleagues, Lenin chose to iﬁterpfat the famine andv
its consequences as the fulfilment of Marxist predictions,
even though he had not made a systematic study of Marxismﬁ
.It”was only after the famine had wrought its destruction
that he began to meke systematié inquiry into the revolu~
~ tionary thought of_Marxo In 1892-93, while engaged in an

unsuccessful law practice in the town of Samara, Lenin

first read Plekhanov's Nashi réznoglaséia and actually was iv, 
converted to Marxism,2* E _- | | -
Besides the revelations that attended the fémin99 
"Leninfs propensity to arrange ideas and situatigns into neat
and uncluttered categories rendered him readily susceptible

%o Marxist'deterﬁinism; his distrust of spontaneous emotion

made him welcome Marxism's emphasis on disciplined and

. ,ZAStefan'T@ Possdny, Lenin: the Compilsive Revolu-
~ tionary (Chicago: Henry Regnery Company, 196L), 27. ,




. conscious organization; his lack of faith in,%he'revolum,'

tionary energies‘of‘the peasantry inclined him'tb favbr'

| the éity,proletariat; ‘and his ¢0nvicﬁion that‘human éxe ,

‘ploitation was the source of all evil adabted well with

Marxts contentibn that class conflict was'the moving force

f of history, Not only was Marxist doctrine compatlee with

Lenin;s intellectual outlook, but le op1Pit also expresued.i

much of his own temperament. It spoke with bold and violent

defiance against all nlneteenchmceﬁuvry institutions and

conventiong, and yet9 its theory was rational and practica1025
Russian Marxism opened anew the old conflict between

the advocates of spontaneous‘revolution and those of congcious

'revolutione "Consciousness® had indicated the lntelllgenb31a‘s

desire to maxntaln his dlstlnctlve identity in his enVLTOnn"
ment in order to understand, and hence control, his own ex-
- istence by discovering a logic and purpose~different from

- those which governéd most of his contemporary worlds
nSpontaneity® had stood for the intelligentsia’s desire, or
perhaps in many casesvhis necessity, to identify with_and

to fuse with the masses and to giVe himself over to the force
of spohtanedus feelingezé

Marxism.was the epitome of the ”éonscious" revolu«“

tionary will. OGCranted, it would itself later be rent by

K - 2SUlam, The Bolsheviks, 99.
26,,

Haimson; The'Rus$ian.Mafxists, 210=211,
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eleﬁenﬁs of‘congciousnessjandﬁspoﬁtanaitygvbut in compariSon  v
tOvPopuliSmg its program was decidedly cémséiouse Lenin was
~ somewhat instinctively drawm to Marxism largely because of -
' its'emphaeis on the development of the blasS consciousness
of the worker. His own intellectual outlock was charecter=.
ized‘by those notions that make up the concept of conscious-
nesse .This intellectual outlook was’foséered by & home _v'
environment that also liﬁed by those notions: order, dise
cipline, stability, and where “unrestrained emotional
demohstrations‘were fr0ﬁned Upohe o -

~ Whereas Leninfs conversion to Mafﬁism”transpired
during_the years 1892418933 his Baﬁtism in revolutionaryv}
thought had cccurred muchAearlier@ He was a revolutionist

before he was a Marxist by at least four years, This chrono=

'-, logical detail‘is significant because'it points up the'féuﬁdau

tions of Lenin's revolutionary ﬁhough% which were aﬁything
’butlmarxiano Bertram D. Wolfe has Cffered the years 1886
and 1887 as the "iruly decisive ones” in Lenin's life.
~ They were years in which his consciousness devéloped aad
hardened despite, or perhaps-beeause of, several sé?ere
f pefsonal crises. ‘In the year 1886 Lenin lost his father

- through natural death. The next year he lived through the
arrest, trial and execution of his brother. Later that SQme -
year he was himself arrested, after being expelled from the
University of Kazan, and ordered into administrative exile,
f=1t'was espécia1ly in 1887 that he was snatched;from the

domestic security that he had alwayslknown'énd thrown into
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~ the harsh realitiés of thé‘brutal Ruésian~poiitical systems
It was after his excruciaﬁing experiences wifh the real
,ﬁorld that he began, in his exile, to read Chernyshevsky,
vDobrolyubov and Pisarev in earnesto, These revblutionary
'YWriters had initiated the intellectuval attitude in Russié
.describéd as Wconsciousness™ and were the chief critics of E
those intelligentsia who clung to the mood of ”.'-3pcm:’c;emei’Gjre’77
) It‘is revealing that in Lenin's later deviations from
| Marxism, his intellectual shifts wére often characterized
by a turn %o the attitudes of these Realists, especialli to
the sentiments of Chernyshevsky., It appears that Leninfs
own inclinaetions toward consciousness caused him to sympathize
- with Chernyshevsky rather than his béing converted to this
conscious attitude by Chérnyshevsky; He had read Chsrnyshev«

sky's’@hat Is To Be Done? while in the gymnazia but had dis-

missed it as "a rather senseless love story." After his
brother's execution, however, and after his own arrest and

.exile, he reread What Is To Be Done? and was completely

captivated by it. Hé never escaped that captivity. It
was actually Chefnyéhevsky's "new age" that became Lenin's
ultimate goal rather than Marx's "dictatorship of the |
proletariaﬁa"27

o - Some historians havé found *no definite evidencev

" that Lenin even knew of these Russian predecessors (the

Realists of the 1860s), still less that he was perceptibly

,27Ulam, The Bolsheviks, 19.



influenced by th@mozgu

VeV Valentiﬁqv; however, historian
and actual participantiin the Russian révolutiéﬁary moves
ment has concluded that Cﬁernyshevsky, more,than any other
_writer, including Marx, "influenced the decisi#e years of |
’.Leniﬁts revélutibnary develoémentgﬁzg N Krupskaya, Lenints

wife, supports Valentinov's conclusion in her Reminiscences,

'She has related how captivated she and Lenin were with

Chernyshevsky's What Is To Be Done? and has mentioned her

surpfise at Lenin's detailed knowledge of the book030 She
also‘haé mentioned that Lenin kept two photographs of
Chernyshevsky in his Siberian album, and on one of them
was written ﬁhe birth and death datés of the writer,
Lenin's own references to the Realist writers are
- ones of respect and.admira’c.ioxfzo For example, in an article
against pacifiSm in which he attacked the halfmhearﬁed
pacifist attempts of Karl Kautsky and Filippo Turati, Lenin
wrote that Dobrolyubov and Chernyshevsky had been speakers 
of the truth, even in the days of serfdom. He nbted'their
ridicuie of apologetic liberals whom he likened to Kautsky

-and Turati. 3 !

28,

William Henry Chamberlin, The Russian Revolution, 1917- -
1918 (New York: Grosset & Dunlap, 1965], i, 136. '

29Haimsan, The Russian Marxis’cs,989

30Reminiscences'of Lenin by His Reiatives, 190,

‘ 31Lenin, Collected Works, XXIIT, 186,



No better proof, hbwever, of Lenin‘s affinity for
Chernyshevsky exists than a comparison of Chernyshevsky!s

What Is To Be Done? with Leninfts book of the same titles

A'Lenin adopted not only the title from Chernyghévsky, but
“also much of the spirit of his revolutionary programs

Moreover, his ideas about the ultimate socialist Utopia

owe no small debt to'Chernyshevsky's What Is To Be Done?

For it was from this novel that Lenin drew his vislon
of Utopia that Russia would become after the advent of
socialism -= a land criss-crossed by irrigation canals
which would create orchards, vineyards, gardens, and
tropical plantations, where, fermerLy deserted steppes
had stood; a happy people enjoyﬂng prosperity and
leisure, thanks to the wealth of mechanical equipment
that would service their factories and their fields,
And from Chto Delat?? Lenin also drew his belief that
~the realization of this socialist Utopia would depend
mainly upon the exertions of the men of the "new ageh we
the thin layer of %strong personalities¥ who Cwouldj :
1mposb their character on the course of events and
give a definite direction to the 'chaotic movement of
the masses. ! 32 . ‘

Lenint's own What Is To Be Done?, written in 1902,

reiterates Chernyshevsky s demand for those "strong per-
sonalltwe s? or "profess1onal revolutlonlsts“ to give a
"deflnite direction to the chaotlc movement of the mavsef"
by channellng their spontaneous energies into revolutionary
class consciousness. Then, in 1917, when he waslconcerned
that he might nbt live to witness the advent of sccialism,
he sketched his vision of the Utopia that he belleved would

dnscend on Russia, a Utopia not unlike Chernysh@vsky's that

’2Haimson, The Russian Marxists, 98. Also see S.V.
Utechin (ed.), V.I. Lenin’s WWhat is To_Be Done?, trans.
S.V. and Patricia Utechin (Oxiord Oxiord Unlveronty Press,
1963), xviii. _ y B~
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amounted to little more thén "SoVieﬁ.power‘plgs elecﬁrificéé
ticn. | | | | R |

| Adem B. Ulam has noted the paradox that Lenin's dry,
organizational tract should take ité-title from_Chernyshevéky's

- '“séntimental and fantasymfilled»work of fiction." Lenin |

recognized no pa}adox; he and Ghernyéhevsky wéraﬁaiming for

the same ends. '%he difference bétweeﬁ the two works is thet

Chernyshevsk&'s What Is To Be Done? described the nature of

those ends while Lenin's What Is To Be Done? outlined the
program to achieve those ends, the way to arrive at the ‘new

33

age" that Chernyshevsky had described.

'Leninfs What Ts To Be Done? is as easilj identified

 with Chernyshevsky as with Marxy, It is concerned primarily

- not with capitalism or’sbcialism but with organizing the
proletariat for revolutiéﬁ and‘wiﬁh discrediting the non-

revolutionary Marxist factions -- the Economists. The

Economists o English Fabiané, French Ministerialists and

German Bernsteinists w- were more concerned with labor

reform than with revolution; Qperating'in more democratic

societies than that of Russia; their political progfams

~‘were ﬁempered by their actual‘participationvin the political life

of their societies. Within the framework of.cﬁnstitutionélism,

they advo¢ated'bettef workingvconditiéné, shorter working

days,‘highér wages, and other economic reforms. The Fconomists,

' .33Ulam, Tﬁe Bolsheviks,-17éo
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-vinbfact,'restricted their a¢£ivitiés ﬁé thé ecénomic field; 
 g'érgﬁinthhat pblitical activities would mefély divide.the
preoletariat and_invite réaction&ry measures from the goVerﬁél
" ment., Hence, they WEre-moreAcéncern@d with theAeconomie
Struggle than with'the'politicalvstruggle, moré:with trade
unions than withvpblitical parties; more with pra@tic&l 
‘pvoblgms than w1th the 1deolog1caL Suruggle, more with
’WOfkers? spontanelty than with workers? conscmousveqse

‘Such a soft program was,anathema to Lenin. His

“Marxist tobjectivity!® did‘noﬁ lead him to believe, 25 -

iv héd his Menshevik colleagues, that the inevitable laws
of history wnuld'acéomplish the revvc.)lutionbalone° Like
Chernyshevsky, Lenin was too impatient, éhowing Yan emotional
N reluctance to wait for the propitioué momente o o off He
branded Economlsm as tradewunwonlem, reformism and bourgeols»
1deologyo Without extending proletarlan activities into
the political field, the revolution was doomed. 3k
| EVen more repu151ve to Lenln was Economlsmfe appeal
to th@ spontaneity of the workerse It held out inmediate
material gains with which the‘majorityvof'Workers_wére |
really}interestedgl With higher wages and shorter Wbrking
‘days, the average worker would care less about Mérx}qr
‘capltalism or socialism. Everything within Lenin revolted
‘~,at-this blatant emotional appeal to the'workers"materialistic

desires. Spontaneity was the workers! most dangerous enemye.

3L*Ha3'.m&=s»‘oz‘1.,fThe‘Russizm Marxists, 104.
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It was responsible for QOblomovist Simbirsk; it was responsible .

‘for religién and éutopracy;' it was respbnsible for all the
'ills of Russia. If_the massgs GOuld‘bevmadé»tavrealize that
theif emotional attachmeﬁtvté God and Tsar was the'sdurCe of
‘their ills, theﬁ}thé road to salvation ﬁbuld.become clear to
them. Uneducated spontaneity, however, merély stfengtheﬁed
menfs evil institutions and contributed to theirASurvivalg'
- To Lening nonmfeﬁolutionafy spontaneity'was‘nothing less |
than a Wﬁonrationalvrevolt»of the mind agéinst societyoﬁSS

' Ieﬁin's distrﬁst bfvhuman spontaneity reflected a o
lack of faith infthe ability of man to discern his:own needs,
‘andg perhaps, it revealed'a similar distrust of his own
emotions. He witnessed the Russian masses bow to God and
Tsar despite the misery and tcil that it brought them, Man
was slave to man, justifiable by the laws of God and TSaro
, That, to Lenin, was the height of irrationality, of spon-
taneityo The taskxof the Mérxist was to‘make the masses
underétand just how irrational they were,Aat which poiﬁt
"they would then automatically revolt against their irratibnal
 existence. The task was one that would require the "strong:
| peréonélitiesﬁ of ﬁprofeSsional7revolutiénisté” because the
appeal of elemental spontaneity was so strong'thét it had

to be consciously guarded againstm' Spontaneity produced

v 3Sp1fred . Meyer, Leninism (Cambridge: Harvard v
University Press, 1957); see "Class Consciousness.” Also
see Utechin, V,I., Lenin's "What Is To Be Donefl, 17-18.,
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.abﬁormal relatianslbetﬁéen»people5 as Leniﬁ wag to discover
at Alakseva where his mothér»triedjﬁg interest him in farme
ing after his dismissal ffom Kazan, .Krupskaya had related
that Lenints attampt at farmng did not wnrk because of the'
'"abnormllﬁ Pelatlons that it 1nsp1rede Could it be that
Lenln found himself wantzng to lord over the peasants and"
'to assert his authorlty?Bé
>Lenin's answer to the spontaneoué enérgies of'ﬁhe
masses was to convert it into coﬁsciousnéss == %ghe fatioﬁal
f conception of an order which sought to overcome both hablt
ahd spontaneity.® The ratlonal, to Lenln, came to he
1dent1f1ed with any and eve?ythlng that opposed the tradie
- tional order. ”ven spontaneity became rational when dlr@cted
in:revclutianary fashion againsgt tue existing regime. Agalng
it was the end rather than the meana that guided Lenin's
~thinking. What was irrational for one purpose became ratlonal
for another, so that anythlng whlch contributed to the revolu-
tion became ratlanalo37 | |
Since spontanelﬁy, if le t to its own merlts, could
achleve nothing but tradenunlonlﬁm, Lenin concluded that
 revolut1on@ry consclousness‘would have to be taught to the
workers by noﬁ»wmfkers, by bourgéois intellectuals and former

workers who would assume a %classless® identity and place

36%olfe, Three Who Made a Revolutlon, Sko -

37Haimson The Ru331an Marx1sts, 1350
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themselves at the front oi the revolublonary movement» |
These would constltute a vanguard of proxcsulonal revolutionists
who would be distinct from and in contrel of the mass move- | |
ment and labor organizatioﬁso Théiworkers' crganizations
would have to be tréde’organizations whilglthe organizatioﬁs
r‘of revolutionists would be dedicated primarily to educating
and leading thé massés and to creating revolutionary

38

situations, The task of this vanguard == that is, the
Social»Démocratic Party =- was to ¥combat spontaneity,;" to
divert the spontaneity of the workers with their trade-
unionist leanings from its emphasis on immediate material
gains to emphasis on reﬁolﬁtionary Marxisnm, frOm'Bourgeois
sentiments to Social-Democratic teaching3939 The Party, as
conceived by Lenin, was to bes' | | |

the general staff of the proletarian revolutlcn, con~ .

ceiving the strategy of class war, revolutlonafy attacks,_

and strategic retreats, training cadres, organizing '

shocl troops, collecting and digesting intelligence,

and building up the flghtwng spirit of the rank and file, 4O

-The party‘organlzatlon that Lenin descrlbed in What

‘Is To Be Done? and the conception of party membership that
‘he advocated at the 1903 Congress often amounted to nothing

less than the expropriation of the workers? movement by the

v 38Lenin, Collected Works, "What Is To Be Done?* V;
391bid, v, 384385,

“"Meyer; Leninism, 33.
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Social-Democratic Party and its subjection to the dictatorial
Bolshevik'l@adership; The highly centralized and conspirétorial
‘nature of Lenin's vanguard reflected his distrust of human |
spontaneity and his lack of faith in the ability of the masses
to discern their own needs. Its emphasis on strict discipline
and rigid centralization was d@éigned %o’implement orders
from top to bottom, because only the revolutionary elite
were aware of the correct path of revolutionoh1

- Buty in 1902, a disciplined revelutionary organizae—
tion was precisely what thé‘revglutionary movement required.
In view of the inactivity of the masses and the long tradition
of Tsarist suppression of the slightest elements of dissent,

What Is To Be Done? offered a valid and effective revolutionary

. progream, Lenints program was definitely more centralizedAand
less democratié than Chernyshevsky's, but the spirit and goals
of the two were strikingly similar;

Lenints attraction for Cherayshevsky was fosteréd‘
not only by his sympathy with the element of consciousness
that prevailed in the latter's works but also:because of
Chernyshevsky!s strong vein of voluntarism which complimented
Leninf®s own voluntarist tendencies. He was not limited in
his actions by & belief in historical or economic determinism

as'were the Mensheviks. Most of the ideas and attitudes

b George Lichtheim, Marxlsm; An HlStOTlcal and
Critical Study (New York: Frederich A, Praeger, 1961), 3370
Also see Halmson, The Ruseaan Marxists, 195,:
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;‘that Lenin adopted from Chernvsheveky fwtted weJl Wﬂth
1jMﬁrx1st doctrlne,}81nce both ”herny,hevshy and Marx had
';'borrowed many OL thelr concepts from Hegelo- Yet, unllke

. Marx but very much in symputhy w1th Chernyshevsky, Lenin

"'tias too mnch of a revolutlonist to sit back and wait for

'fhlstory to brlng the. revolutlon to Ruobla, this was .
fPlekhanov?s Maw*x:.smo BObh Lenln and Chernyuhevsky ree |
”.gogn;zed}the need to make a place for consc&ousnecs and
human will in the SChemé of hisﬁory; By utlllaLng Hegel's 
'law of "tfansformatlon of quantlty 1nto quallty,“ they |
’were ablevto ratlonallze the neQeSSLbY of the 1nd1v1dual,
to work fof‘ﬁhe reVOlutidﬁo If relative quantltatlve |
}changes led to absolute qualltatlve changeo, then thi&'y
_.explalned the revolutlons for whlch-they were str1v1ng042 j
| | Whenever Lenﬁn deviated from Narx1om, 1t vas
:usually because Marx1 st depermlnlsm wasvlmpedlng his own 4
' vo1untarism‘by‘providiﬁg a revolution thrbugh'thé force
”-of‘economic and‘histbricai lawsﬂratherAthan through the .
force of personalltleso According to Marx, Capitalism

would create its own revoTutlon by un1olng and ex0101t1ng 1

its proletarlat@; Once 1ts economlc forces had progressed'

- to a certaln point beyond the social and pol1t1cal 1nst1tum

tlons, then the proletarlat would overthrow the systemo
Lenln's sense of reallty was. even more deeply rooted than '

| Ghernyshevs“y's.- He reallzed that it wao 1mp03@1ble to

T hzﬂaimson, The Russian Marxists, 100,
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- - actually know reallty and to determlne beforehand the

B totallty cf the hlstorlcal proeess, desplte Marx1st *'A

ctffteachlngso Hence, by subtle 1nterpretat10n of Hegel's

";dlalectlc, Lenin arrlved at hls own . V1ew ox reallty tha
“permltted the worklng of his own free w:ll w1th1n the ,[“
‘ framework of Marx1st determinLQme He concluded that |
’reallty was oasically composod of contradlctlo s and
"that theoe contradlctions prOV1ded the movmng force of
history. Thus, only if one pus hed w1th all the strenth
of progreSS1ve forces avalnst ohac of backward forces | ,i
, could he dlscover the eluqlve boundar*es of realltyo |
The revolutlonary?s taak was to push against the OlQ-
until it should glve way ‘and crth to the earth@g3
i Lenin's'impatient character forced him to Seekir
fsuch anvintérpretatién of réalityon Juﬁtxas he waé drawﬁ
to Chernyshevsky's “Strbng pérSOnélitiés"\and had his own
'qpecial notions about Marx's "dictatOTShip Of*th@‘pféé.
1etar1at,ﬁ so did he qulte naturally read his own-rem
qulrements into Hegel's law of "transformatlon of quahtity
into qualltye Thlo voluntarlshlc 1nterpreta+:on was not
 out of kecplng W1th Lenln's essentlal views of hlatorlcal
‘determlnlsmq “As early as 1894 he had assarted that | |
the idea of historical necessity does not in tne least |
- undermirne the role of the individual in history: all

~history is made up. of the actions of individuals, who
are undoubtedly active figures. The real question thatf

,-43Haimson5 The Russian_MarXiSts, 100-101,



arises in appraising the social activity of an in-

‘dividual is: what conditions ensure the success of’

his actions, what guarantee is there that these actions

will not remain an isolated act in a welter of

contrary acts. Ll
Thus, like his revolutionary tutor, Chernyshevsky, Lenin
gave top priority to the Ynew men," to those strong per-
sonalities who would impose their character on the course
of events and give a definite direction to the chaotic
movement of the masses.® His firm belief in this necessity
is adequately revealed in his own stoic devotion to the
causes

The fact is that when one studies Leninfs revolu=

tionary thought, he is forced to consider "voluntary Marxism,®

~ because it is such an essential part of thc whole Lenin,

'and also because Lenin's voluntarism was so often at odds
w1th Ma?Xlgt determinisme Generally speaking, this aspect
of Lenln*s career has been categorized as a difference be-
’tween theory and practice., The number of historical and
political works having that very title will attest to the
significance of the problem in relation to Lenin's total
fevolutionary ocutlook. The popular notion is thét f'the
‘theéretical side of Lenin is in a sense not serious.”
Rather, his political instinct is usually cited as the
expression of his real‘geniuso But, it is also noted that

is ics were al s Justified wi arxis hrases.dnd
his tactics were alwa tified with Ma t phrases.dnd

khLenin,}bollected Works, I, 159,
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what wa.s offered as Nﬂ%XLot theory045

Sidney Pook basically agrees w1bh his assessment
but with Lhe qua13f1cat10n that Lenmnf" will to act was due
to a Vcertain Oh@P&Qt@TlSLLC emphaqis he gave to Marxist
'doctrlne@"{éA Alfred Meyer has dealt Wlhh thls ambiguity of
theory and practice in terms of Lenin'’s estimab;on of the
proximity of the revdlutiono This gpﬁroach is somewhat more
satislying because'it deais not only with Leninftg reﬁponsg'
to Marxist doctrine but also'with his réaction to'éractical;'
everyday developments, ,Meyer points out that in‘the longe
range of the historical process,'Lenin geneially subscribed
to eVerything Marx had written about the destruction of
capitalism and the implementation of socialism. Yet, in
higAshortmrange‘analysis he lost_this cptimisg and was beset
by déubts as to whether the situation were develbping as
Marx had fdretold047 Consequently, Lehin believed that the
objéctive situatioﬁ demanded those %s tfong per sonalities® to
assure that the_revolutioﬁ would not be thwarted. Therefore,
hé seized'upon Marx‘s}predictio@ of the "dictétcrship pf the
prolétariat" and emphasized that fécet of Mearxism over all

others, because it complimented his own revolutionary views

45R N. Carew Hunt, Thp Theory and Practice of Communism
V(Baltlmore Penguin Books, T903), 17Te

hbSldney Hook, Marx and the Marxzists; the Ambiguous
Legac (Prlnceton. D. Van Nostrand Company, Tnco, 1955), 75=76.

47Alfred Meyar, Leninism, 8l
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by redu01nw the role of hjstorlcal ehancee His deviation:

}fzom the total serit of Marx was in the form of empbasiz1ng

_its rewolutionary aspects, dnd in thls he was no more (ullty

~than those Western Marxist who chose to ignore those aspecns

“and to emphasize evolutionary Marxism. Xenin's tendencies

¢ were conditioned by his initial revolutionary sentiments

which wererfertilized by the writingé of Chernyshevsky.

With Nicholas Gavrilovich Ch@“hYoh@Vukf (1828-1889) we
‘stand at the real source of Bolshevisme o o e Chernyshevsky ,
helped to mold the form of the Pevolutlonary, Marx

'prov1ded him WlGh the message. 48

nglam;‘The Belsheviké, 5L,



- STATZ AND REVOLUTION

What Is To Be Done? mays for the purposes of thls

paper, represent the bulk of Lenln’s writings until 19770

That is; most of his writings whlch followed What Is To Be

Done? and preceeded State and Revolvtlon constitute, in one

form or another, a continuing verbal attack against "Economism®

and "Revisionism;" the two evolutionary trends within the

SocialmDemOCratic_Parﬁy; What Is To Be Done? contained,

- sone in germ,’some in more devéloped form; practically all
 .of the ideas on party'organization and politics which have
vcome'to be known as “Leninist0549~ Its program which calls
fcr a tightly'cehtralized party,organization of professionai
revolutionists who would educate the proletariat in class
consciousness stands out again and again as the theme of
many of his later writings. Its:demand for the Oferthrow
- of autocracy, to be followed by a bourgeoisiewdemécratic
revolution, reappeérs constantly. Its'plea‘for~thé triumph
of cohscious,‘revolutionary discipline over elemental

) b
spontaneity marks another familiar theme. Nonetheless,

What Is To Be Done? represents ounly one side of Lenints
tw0nprbngéd revolutionary vision ~-= the stége of preparation
that required the disciplined skills of the "strong N

personalities” to give some direction to the chaotic masses.

Since, according to Marx, the inevitability of the socialist

49Wolfe Three Who Made a Revolution,‘156o




mihs‘m
revelution depended u?onjthe’fullﬁ developed coﬁsciousnees
of the‘proletafiet, the-immediate task o£ Leninfs vanguard
'-wae»that of educating therproletariat ih'its own interestse
'Although Marx wvas conv1nced that class consciousness would
‘develop within the proletarlat by virtue of 1ts economic and
- social pOSlthD, Lenin was too much of a reallst to leave
this essentldl development to chuncee- He, thefefore, proposed
to bestow class consciousness upon Lhe proletariat from wlthm
out, through the teachings of bourge01s 1ntellectuals who
had been converted to Marxism. The result, thought Lenin,
would be thevsame; Regardless'of how proletarian consciouenese
kwas instilied, the Marxist dogﬁa would still hold that fully |
developed class consciousness eQualled revolution. The
f“soqner the proletariat became fully aware of its role vie
a vis the bourgeoisie,'the sooner it wouid realize its duty
: .te the revolution. At that point the 'ew age' would begin
to'take precedencenoVer the "eﬁrong perébnalities," for the

-masses would have achieved their own dlrectlon° What Is To f

‘Be Done? and Lenln's prem1917 wrltlngs are concerned primarily
'wwth the task of the "Sorong personalltleS'" State and

;Revolution‘isAconcerned with the '"new age."

Lehin wrote:State and Revolution in 1917. This work
has ﬁlagﬁed all historians who have studied Lenin's career
in an attemet-to'fathom the mentality of this revelLtioniste
‘It has served as a bible to communists, a blueerlnt of the

5001ety for wnlch Pommunlst parties everywhere purport to
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be striving. Incongruous as it is with Lanian writinﬁs}
before and after 1917, it remains the accepted document of
'vCommunlst intentions adalnst Wthh thelr actual achlevements

can be‘measuredgso Had Lenin adhered to the political :

program outlined in What Is To Be Done?, Western historians

‘mlght well have written hlm off as a "BlanQuisto" State

and Revolutlon, however, svands at opposite poles from What

Is To Be Done? and looms too heav1ly over Lenin's career to

be dismissed lightly. It. made of Communlsn a relﬂglon by
’promlslnﬂ a heaven on earth, an Utopia much in the spirit of
. Chernyohevs Yo

State and Revolution appears; on the surface, to

- Dbe completely anathema to the ideas and attitudes expressed

by Lenin in What Is TovBe Dons? and in his other pre~1917

writings. In the description in State and‘Revolutibnvof'

the type of society that the sociéiist revolution would
initiate, one is struck by the dominant.role of the proleﬁariat,
“especially when contrasted with the leading rolé assigned

 the Party in Lenin's pre-~1917 writings. Lenin, who was.

always skeptical of the ability and devotion of the

_charmeleon proletariat, in State and Revolution declared -
‘that only the proletariat could direct the suppression of

the bourgeoisie and bring the revolution to its fulfilment°51

50Meyer, Leninism, 195-196,

517 enin, CoTlocLed ”o”ks, XXV 4040 Aluo, V I. Lemln,
Polnoe Sobranie Sochinenii {(izdanie platoe, Moskva.:
Gosudarstvennoe 1zdatel‘stvo polltlchesk01 theratury,
1960), XXXI_I, 26, : o
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Lenin, who was always concerned that the Party might lose

- control of thevmass movement;_in Sﬁate and Reﬁolution

oke of the leading political role of the pfoletariat
who must arm themselves ih ?rder to direct the revoluﬁicn°52
"Not only in letter but also in spirit, State and

Revolution reveals an unfamiliar Lenin, His traditiocnal

hard-line; cautious approach to revelution, leaving the
direction of the mass movement in the hands of a select
group of tried and trusted revolutionaries, gives way in

State and Revolu ion to the spontaneous, mob action tenden01es

 that Lenin had warned against all of his revolutionary llfeo
Not oﬁly was the proletariat to assume direCtion of the

| revolution, it was to trans powt Ru531d from a Sellmerdml
5001ety to a communlst society, reminiscent of the idealistié

- Narodnichestvo schemes which had advocated byupasclnS the

‘capitalist phase of economic development and which Lenin
had so avidly condemned. But, whereas prior to 1917 he
had demanded that capitalist development:be pushed to its

wltimate and had branded the Narodnichestvo "leap across

the centuries" as utopian, he eliminated his own "leap"

from the ranks of utopian schemes in State and Revolution

by providing for a brief period of transition from autocracy
to communism. He admitted that it would be impossible to

destroy all officialdom at one blow; that would be utopian.

52 Lenin, Collected Works, 404. Alsc,'Sobranie"'
Sochlnenll, XXXTTL, 26, o




e

'-His‘idea‘Was not to destfoy bureaﬁcféci at bnée‘buﬁuto

f "break up“ th~ oid bureaucratlc machxnery and replace 1t
w1th a new machinery, a machlnery that would gradually N
l' destroy itself as its functlono would be T'epii.aced by the,;
tnatural® cooperation of‘all members of society. That, ”
~ to Lenin, was no Utopia. Ii was the eééential task, not
 of the Paroy but of the proletarlat053

Lenln?s conceptlon of the new society, of the "new

ave,“ as ex pressed in State and Revolution, was based_on

Marx!'s dubious interpretation of the Paris Commune of 1871

(see Karl Mafx, The Civil War in France). Marx»dQSCPibed"‘

‘-the.illmfated Cbﬁmﬁne as "the first manifestation of the
,‘rea1 proletari$n revolution,"* Thi.s description'includgd_

‘ aﬁjidca]i ed pictﬁre‘of the Communards smashing the old
bugeaucratlc maﬂhlnery and ra31301ng it with a new offlcialdom,
llmlted by direct democracy from rising above the p081t10n

of an average worker°54 Despite the fallure_of the Paris
'Commuhe,,the totally diffefent historicai backgrouﬁd of |
Paris ih»1871,and Russia in 19?7@ énd‘the econbmié and
.culturél differences between the two, Lenin advocated the
wholesale transference of the 1871 Parisian examplelve‘or

rather Marx's interpretation of it -- to the Russian scene

, : 53Len1n Collected Morks, KXV L259 Sobranle
Sochlnenll, AXXIII L5-L9,

B 5hRoberu V. Daniels, The Nature of Communlum
g (New YOP&. ?andom House, 19627— 8e C




of 1917, Taking his‘cueifrom,Marx,iLenih_deScribed the

. future Russian~commune as"a universal bﬁreaucracy, such

as that the bu81ness of operatlnv the state and the economy -

- was to be entrusted to each and every 01tlzen, The

' prospect,of the illiterate Ru551an maeses directing
affairs of state was to most Social-Democrats a ludicrbusl'
‘imboesibilityo .Bgt;to'thosevfaithfﬁl~few whovshared
‘Lenin's utopianism as well ee his revoiutiohary-discipline,‘
Lenin reduced the impossible to the'sameenaive simplicity

that characterizes the whole of State and Revolution. He

'explained that the capitaliet system had reduced the'

: functions of state and economy to such simple operations
fof "registratioh, filing and checking” that they could be.

- performed by every literate citizen. Hence, the revolutlon

would initiate universal educationo Moreover, ‘the 31mp11fledv
operations of the stdte performed by the average cwtnzen
for "worklngmen'e wages" would prevent the developmeﬁt of

“an elite bureaucracy. The bureaucracy would, in effect, |

a1, |

- be univers It would be’organized much like the postal

‘system, w1th one standard wage scale, all under control and
‘direction of the Warmed proletar1at.*56

‘The new bureaucratization would take time.,  I®

 55Lenin, Collected Works, XXV, 420,421.’ Sobranie
.Sochlnenll, XEXTIY, 43-bb.

- 5Orpig, XXV, 427; Ibid,'XXXiII,Vso;”-’




’would requlre the DfOTeLarlat to take over the bourge01s
state in order to suppress the exp101ters, the enemy of
‘the "ew ave,ﬁ and to smaqh the old state machinery, This
initial tran51t10n wou]d 1ntroduce the "first" or 1ﬂower"'
phase of communist soc1ety. abolition of “the standlng
»army to be replaced by the armed masses, abolltlon of all
prlvate property, to be replaced by the social ownersnlp
of all the means of productlon, and the electlon_of all
officials subject to immediate recall. | Z
In order to exﬁlain away the existence of the

state -- the proletarian state -- after the revolution,

 while claiming that the state would wither away, Lenin

again invoked Hegel's law of "trénsformatiOn-of quantity
~ into quality.® Thab is, CoDltallst democracy, ‘which
vemployed the state as a special 1nstrumenb of suppression
against a particular cla sS, would be transformed 1nto

- proletarian democracy, something thau would no longer be
a state in the acceoted sense of the word057 This first
phasn of communism would not do away with all’ 1n3ustlce
~and inequality, thought Lenin, but_lt would prevent human
expleoitation because all the means of production WOuld‘be

" held in common owneréhip by sociéty. Actually; fhe‘firstv
phaée of communism'amounted to the Cféatibn'of a socialist

58

economy.” . The Yhigh .stage" of communism involved more

' 57Len1n, Collectoa Works, XXV, h19, Sobrdnle‘
Sochlnanll, XXXTIIT, 42,

581bid, XXV, 466; Ibid, XXXIIT, 93.
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thanveconomics; it invblv%d the mental attitude of the
masses., This stage wouldvﬁe achieved only after the mdsses '
subordinated'individuél deéirés to the interést of its
| 3001ety, only after man's compﬁtltive instincts were
‘tranSIOrmed into a spirit of cooperation. The “high stawe"
would be characterized by a "w1tbering away of the stateﬁ
- as the "spec1al functions of a spec1al stratum" became the
everyday tasks of every citizen., Government foiCiais andv
Bureaucrats would be replaced by a universal bureaucracy';
of bookk%epers,‘techhiciahs and managers; these would
- replace the old state machinery. I"ve:r‘y’ citizen would
‘perform to the limits of his ability and would receive
according to his needs. Lenin believed that if man could
become-accustoméd to observing what he termed the “fundaméntai
‘rules of social life," then his labor would be SO pleasant
-and productive that he would naturolly work to the beut of
'hls abilities. The result would be such an abundance of
consumer goods that competition between individuals would
cease'to exist; everyone would have everything that'he v

) would ever need. The citizens of Lenin's "new age™ would,

- like the seamstresses innVera Pavlovna'é’shop as described
by Chernyshevsky, would come to understand that profits‘
 were not a revard for individual talent but a reward for

59

the general character of collective cooperation. This

: 59Lenin, Collected 'orks; XXV, 4684169,‘ Sobranie
Sochinenii, XXXIIT, 90-97; N.G. Chernyshevsky, Yhat Is To-
Be Done? (New York Vintage Books, 1901), 157=-156.
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- was Lenin's ideal ~-- as utopian as Chernyshevsky's mew
age' and as ordérly and harmonious as the Uiyanov household
in Simbirsk. |

‘State and Revolution, because of the contrast in

mood and ideas with the bulk of Lenin's writings, has beén
branded as everything from an "aberraﬁt intellectual
enterprise; a fanciful exerciée," to a propagandist work
of political opportunism. Such epithets have been hurled

because historians have tended to lump State and Revolution

with Leninfs utopian writings after the February Revolution
of 1917 as well as with the utopian measures that he pfoposed
after the October Revolution of 1917; then, to compare

these to his realistic, pragmatic writings prior to 1917

) and following 1918. State and Revolution has usually been

treatéd as the initiator of Lenints 1917 and 1918 utopiaﬁ
cutlook, because much of his writing after the February
Revolution and many of his proposed policies after achieving
.-power were akreiteration or én attempt to implement the

- utopian ideas expressed in State and Revolution. - Thus,

lumping State andvRevolution, his post-February 1917 writings

~and his post-October 1917 writings and policies together,
historians have concluded that Lenin, in 1917, was
"inebriated by revolutionary fever," was merely cbncerned
with gaining the support of the radical proletariat, was
helpless against the anarchistic mood of the masses, and
~other such rational explanations. Thesé‘judgments deserfé.

further consideration.
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: Robert V. Danlels offers a stundard 1nterpretat10n

of State and Revolutlon, d“SClelng it as a deVLatlon Lrom

"Leninism," Contrastlng,State and Revolution with What Is

To Be Done?, Daniels points up the disparity betweeh the

ideas and the mocd of the two works. Noting the domineering

position of the Party in What Is To Be Done?, he then shows

that in State and Revolution the Party, in the abstract, is
mentioned only once. Likewise, he contrasts the roles of
revolutionary organization in each work, stressing the

absence of the organization in State and Revolution. In

short, Daniels has done what most historians have done in

attempting to prove the "uniqueness' of State and Revolution;

he has tried to demonstrate the deviation of State and

~ Revolution by spotlighting the difference between its ideas

and its moods with those of What Is To Be Done? He is

little concerned with sim:'Llar:'Lt:'l.es_o What Is To Be Done?’
is simply taken as the whole Lenin -~ as Leninism -- and

- then juxtaposed to State and Revolution in order to

60

illustrate how the latter deviates from the former,
Such a comparison misses nmuch of the intent of State and

Revolution. What Is To Be Done? is a practical, revolutionary

guide designed as a blueprint to be applied to the Russian

situation in 1902. State and Revolution is a theoretical

60Robert V. Daniels,"The State and the Revolution: a
‘Case Study in the Genesis and Transformation of Communist
Ideoclogy," American Slavic and East Huropean Review, XIT,
February, 1953, 23,
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_work'pfcjected into the-ébﬁewhat distanﬁ fﬁture, a sort
of'propheSY‘that éttempteé to depict the ﬁnew ageo" lt .
was not 1ntended by its author to be realized in hlS own
lifetime; 1t was a bluenrlnt for ‘the next generatlon,
the generation that would wage the successful socialist
revolution, As Trotsky has written, it was to be Lenin's

"secret last will and testament." 61 » |

To determine the motivation behind State and

Revoluticn would be to discover its actual position in

Lenin's intéllectual»and revolitionary career. Was it
simply a work of political opportunism, the result of the
high pitch of emotional fever that accompanied the fevoluticn;
~or was it a very real part of Lenin's intellectual outlook
~and of his revolutionary thought? It must be remembered

that Lenin put together the material for State and Revolution

during the months of December, 1916 through February, 1917.
'During that time he had no idea that Russia was on the
verge of actual revolution. The nation wag, it is true,
experiencing a number of strikes and riots due to the
breakdown of transportation ahd to the inadequacies of its
industry and agriculture. And, these were méde all the
more unbearable by the continued reverses suflefed by the
Russian armies at the hands of the German::° But these

complications were nothing new to the wobbling Tsarist

e

&3

61 Leon % ukyp The History of the Russian Revolutloﬂ,‘
trans, Max Eabtman (3 vols,; Ann Arbor: The UnlverQ1ty of
Michigan Press, 1957), III, 126, .




}revimee They had been presenu 81nce the beglnnlng of the
’war, follow1ng an 1n1t191 short-lived outburst of enthusiastic
patriotism when war was .ulrs’c‘de‘clare.d9 Few interpreted.

- Txe the chaotic situatioﬁ as a prelude to revolution,‘ The
fact is that Lenin, like the majority of Russian revolu~
tionaries, waé éaught completely unaware by the February |
Révolution; Hence, how can it be said that State and

Revolution was composed in an atmosphere of revolutionary

fever? The material for the work had already been compiled
before Lenin learned of the Revoiutiono The bulk of the

notes from which State and Revolution was written, entitled

‘"Marx on the State," are dated January~February, 1917 --
prior to the February Revolution. 62 Moreover, on February
17, 1917, a full month before he received the exciting news
that Russia was revolting against the Tsar, Lenin wrote ﬁo
_Alexandra Kollontai that he was 'preparing (have almost ‘

' got'the-material ready) an article on the question of the
attitude of Marxism to the statee"63 The article was

- State and Revolution. It was not until March 15 that he.

- learned of the Revolution, at which time he put aside his
- manuscript and frantically devoted all of his efforts to

returning tc Russia. It was almost another month before

62Len1n, Sobranie Sochinenii, "Marksizm o Gosudarstve,”
CXXXIIT, 306,

, 63Len1n, Collected Vorko, XXXV, "To Alexandra Yollontal "
.- 286; Sobranie oochlncnll BA M, Kollontal," XLIX, 388, ’
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" he succeeded in reaching Russia, and, in the process, he
~ deposited the manuscript in Stockholm. Hence, from the
moment that Lenin learned of the Revolution, he concerned

“himself not with»putting State ahd Revolution into form

to publish but with getting to Russia. Likewise, after
reaching Russia, he was absorbed in the work of organizing
the Bolsheviké and with attacking the Provisional Government
that had assumed power. THe~manuscript remained in Stockholm;”
he could not add one wordo> Yet; shortly.after the July
Demonstrations which prompted the Provisiona; Government
to outlaw the Bolsheviks, Lenin wrote to his companion
L. B. Kamgnev: |
“if they do me in, I ask you.to publish my notebooki

tMarxism on the State! (it got left behind in Stockholm)

e ¢« o o X think that it could be published after a

week's work. 64 |

Lenin's letter to Kollontai invFebruary thaﬁ the

" material was.almost completed, the ensuing months which
”found the manuscript”in}Stockholm so that Lenin could hardly have
revised it, and his letter to Kamenev in July stating that

‘the manuscript could be put into complete form with & week's

work, all indicate that State and Revolution was essentially

completed before Lenin even learnad of the Revolution and,
therefore, it can hardly be described as a product of the

post~February revolutionary fever.

' 64Lenin, Collected Yorks, "Note to L.B. Kamenev, "
 XXXVI, L54; Sobranie Sochinenii, "Zaliska L.B. Kamenvu,"
XLIX, Lbh. - o




"Heﬁce5 Daniels! descriotion‘of State and Revolution

as a "monument" to Lenln’s "1ntellectua] dev1atlon ourwng
- the year of revoluulon" does not fully satlsfy the Tactso

Obv1ouoly, if Qtate and Revolution 1s contrasted with What

Is To Be Done s with What Is To Be Done? offered as 1ndlcatlve

of the whole of Lenln's revolutionary thouwht then Suate

. and Revolution does»indeedgappearvto be a deviation from

"Leninism." In a similar vein, if State and Revolution is

included in the post-February Deriod when Lenin was actually

'v 1nfluenced by the revolutionary emotlons sweeping Ru551a

then it does emerge as a work molded by the pltch of 1917
fever or, perhaps, as a piece of political opportunism.

On the other hand, if State and Revolution is

divorced from the revolutions and viewed as a theoretical

work written for the future, a work intended to be Lenin's

~ last will and testament, and consisting of ideas which were

HPormulatdd not in the heat of rvvoiution but in the cool
deuachmeno of Zurlch Library, then it emerges not as a
'temoorary intellectual deviation but as an 1ntevral par‘
~of the whole of Lenin's revolutionary thought; it emergese
not as a work of political opportunism but as a revelation'
of the end to,which Lenin had devoted his life -- the V
rev01utionary ideal that Lenin had held since his first’}.
serious‘contact»with Chernyshevsky's “new.age;" Lenih

did not commit his life to revolution and suffer the
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consequent hardships for something as mundane‘as personal

 power, as those hlstorlans who consider Statn and Revolutlon L

- a piece of polltlcal opportunlsm suggest, Nor was he in f_.‘
.’,any way ”1nebriated“ by the emotion of 1917; vFrom'the
beginning of his oonvor31on to tha ranks of revolutlonarles,
-Lenln contemblated nothlnv less than the complete trans«
'formatlon of Russian society and, flnally, even theaworld,
aitranéformation not only of its physical aspects but also

- of the mental make up of mankind. This is what State and"

Revolution is all about -« the harmonious 'new age” that
would océur in the world aftér the existing social, economic,
and politicai systems had been destroyed'and man returned
to his *natural“ state. It is about an Ulyanov type 5001ety
"that scorns emotlonal outbursts and lives in a re¢3mented
atmosphern of ratlonal thinking. |

Yet, the means described by Lenln in State . and

Revolutlon to achleve its expressed ends constﬂthte some«

‘thing of & pa”adox for historianse How could an oraerly
and effective 5001ety be born out of the anarchistic

- methods proposed.by Lenin in State and Revolution: the

i‘destrlctlon of the state, the affairs of the state and
economy placed in the hands of the common masses, the abolltLon
of the army and the police? It constluuted no paradox
for Lenin. He belleved as dld his tutors Chernvshpvsky
and Marx, that the state was actually the croator of

anarchy and dlsorder; that the state created the necessity



of.“unnatural"’competition; that'ifithe state were des-
vtroyed, man would return to hie "natural® tendencies'of
'uhselfish cooperat*on.and ofderG He believed that if the
-‘state were destroyea, permlftlng man to return to his
"natural" inclinations of observing the "fundamental rules"
of social ex cistence, then there would be no functions left
~for the state to perform == 10 pollce, no army, no spec1al
bureaucracy. The few natidnal necessities could be performed
by every literate 01t1zen working in harmony with one an0uher°65‘
It did not require a revolutionary situation‘to
- causevLenin to formulate the ideas contained in State and

Revolution; he did not have to be intoxicatedfby’any

fever. Those ideas had been an ihtegralﬁpart of;his
intellectual make-up for decades. They took initial form

in 1887 after his study of Chernyshevsky's What Is To Be

' Done? and were developed and reinforced with his study of
Mafxismo They were formally compiled and.putton paper in
the sober confines of Zurich Library.between Deoember; 1916
and February, 1917 and were finslly polished into bookeform
66

;_in Auguet,»1917 while-Lenin was still a'proscribed mane.

Far from being the product of revolutionary fever, the ideas

e 65Len:n, Collected Works, KXV h73»h74,' Sobranie
Sochinenii, XXXIII 100 102' Chernyshevsky, Uhat Is To Te
Done?, 1062, v .

66

Chamberlln, The Ru581an Revoluulon, I, 133 1349 o



contained in St ace and Revolution were formulated at a

}time when Lenln doubted that hlS gerefation would live
,}to see the "dc0181ve battlea of this coming, revc?utlono"‘
He thought that it would be the youth vho would fight,
 and win, the coming proletarisn revolution. This assesse
ment was made by7Lenin on January 22, 1917, hardly more
than a month before the February Revolutions®? According
:to Leon Trotsky, the work would find few ?eaders'durihg
the thiflpool of revoiutionﬁ and would be publiShed only
ggggg‘the selzure ofvpawer, as- it was., He contended that
Lenin was working "over the problem of the state primarily
for the sake of his own inner confidence and for the
: futureegég ,

'The very feasong for Lenints writing State and

Revolution should dispel any notions that it was drafted

under the influence of revolutionary fever or that it was
written for any'poli‘oical‘advantageso Daniels credits
Nicholai Bukhérin, until 1918 the recognized leader of
the leftmwing'Bolshevikm with inspiring what he calls’
Lenin's "new trend,;" He refers to a note by Leo K&menev”

: from Lemankll Shornik which states that‘

1Tt was precisely this artlcle (Bukhar n's Der

‘ 67Len1n Collected Works, "Lecture on the 1905
Revolution, " XXIII 253: Sobranie Sochinenii, “Doklad
o Revollut811 1905 goda,” XXX, 348

. 68,
ITT, 126,

Trctsky, History o¢ the Russian Revolution,



1mper1allst1>che Raubstaac" dealing with the nature

- of the statel} which induced Vladimir Iltich to occupy -
himself more closely with the corresponding question.
From the article prepared by Vladimir Ilflch o o. 0
arose his work State and Reyolution.! 69

Lenin himself said that State and Revolution was
dirécted’against Bukharin énd, also; againét Karl Kautskye
In his letter of February 17, 1917 to Alexandra Xollontai,
he wrote:' "T am preparing eco o @n article oh the questionV 
of the attitude of Marxism ib the}statég, I have come to-
conclusions which are even sharper égainst Kautsky than
‘against Bukharino o e "70 Two days later he wrote esaentlally
the same letter to Inessa Armand, informing her that he
had arrlved at some very interesting and important con=-
clusions, Mmuch more against Kautsky than against N. Ive
Bukharin (who, however, is not right all the same, though

71

nearer to the truth than Kautsky)." In these letters,
Lenin does not appear to have been excited over some novel
'discovery on the nature of the state. His findings merely

confirmed his own ideas on the subject, regardless of how

69Dan1els "The State and the Revolution," 26;
Lenin, Collected Torks, XXITI, 377; Scbranie Sochinenii,
XXX, 418, =

7°Len1n, Ibid, XXXV, 286; Ibid, XLIX, 388.

| 71Ibid, XXXV, 289; Ibid, XLIX, 390.
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little publicity he had given these ideas prior to the

writing of State and Revolution. Neither of the above

‘letters is concerned only, or even primarily, with Lenin's
research into the nature of the state; the mention is

almost casual., The ideas expressed in State and Revolution

 were not strangers to Lenint's thought; they were an
essential partlof hié revolutionary outlook and had been
formulated long before the revblutions of 1917, |

One point of discrepency thaﬁ shoﬁld arrest the
reader’é-attention is that while Kémenev cohtended that

Bukharin inspired Lenin to begin work on State and Revolution,

the content hardly mentions Bukharin but devotes a full

. chapter of harsh invective against Karl Kautsky. Lenin
- = o

4;himselfwsaid,that.Kautsky_was the greater culprit. The
~fact is that Bukharin*s anarchism was often very much in
sympathy with Lenin's own anarchistic leanings which
found their roots in his utopian thought., Kautsky; bn
the_dther hand, had raised some disturbing questions abdut
the nature of the socialist state, especially conéerning‘
.the_role of bureaucracy and centralization - two of tﬁe
very ?oints on which Lenin's theory of the naw state
later broke down. Kautsky's conclusions were, in fact,
nothing less than a refutation of violent revqlution and
of Lenin's promise that socialism would gradually lead tbi
a "Withering'away“ of the statéc He had declared that

. "pever, under any condition," could a successful proletarian



revolutlon destroy state power'o All that it cduld do

| would be to shlft tne forces w1th1n the utdte power from

~the hands of the bourge01s;e into the hands of the pro-
letariat. The aim,.thereféfe, of the German Social-
Democratic Party was "iﬁhevconquesﬁ‘of state power by
winning a ﬁajority'in parliament and by rajsing‘parliament
to the rank of master of the govarnmpnta’"7” 'Kautsky's
conclu51on was the epitome of Marxist "&ev131onlsm " that
"bourgeois sickness" which Lenin recognized as the greatesﬁ
threat to the»r'evolu“cion° |

State and Revolution was, however, Lenin's first

~attempt to deal with the nature of the new state.in a
formal work5.another factor which contributes'to;ité

' appearanée of incOnSistency with’ULeninism" and another
reasonbfor its'being labeled an aberratiod. Pfior to
1917 Lenin had been almost e: clus1vely occupied with pre~
,pafing the proletariat with its role in the "inevitable"}
revolution and, consequently; with dévélopjnﬁ the effeétifeml
ness 6f thé vanguard. Even after the T1"ebrw.1au:‘y Revolutlon‘
‘he aid not abandon these tasks, but he d1d not concern

hlmself with them in Stats and RLVO1U ion; otate and

" Revolution was not wrltten for 1917. Yet, although it

represents Lenln's first formal work on the nature of

the‘neWIState, the ideas expressed in it may be found

o 72Len1n Coller’cefq Works, XXV, 489, Sobgggge |
‘Sochlnenlz, XXX III, 117,
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scatterad ﬁere and there throughoﬁt hié earlier ﬁvri_tingse
As early as 1903 Lenin had given some indication of the
nature and scope of his self-appointed task when he wrbte:
 -"We want %0 achieve a new and-better order of society: in
this new and beﬁﬁer society there must be neither rich nor

poor; all will have to workg”73 This was the same society

that is described in more detail in State and Revolutién;
its anarchistic implications are the same. Furthefmore,

he continued: Mwe are fighting»%o free tens and hundreds
of millions of people from abuse of power, oppression and
‘~po*»rerw'c,:)(.,"71P Even an historian's mathematics would indicate
that Lenin had more in mind than just Russia when he spoke

of hundreds of millions; his design was against the world.,

Then why have historians neglected to mention Lenin's

_.utopian‘utterances of 19037 Do not the same elements of

 utopianism exist in the above statements as are contained

in State and T evolutlon and which have caused that work to

be labeled an aberration?
Aven in 1903 Lenin env1saced a society of volunuary

' t01l and nutual self-sacrifice; even then he dreamed of a

73Le11n, Collected Yo rxs, "To the Rural PCor," VI,
Sobranie Sochinenil, "K Derevenskoi Bednote,® VII, 13Z2.
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Thipid, VI, 366; Ibid, VII, 132,
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 society without antagonisms and Strifee Again, in "To
the Rural Pobr3" he spoke of ending the struggle for money
and of abolishing wage labor; eVery.man would work for
~himself and for'SOCietye75.3He simply reiterated these

- promises in State and Revolution when he declared that the |

"exploitation of man by man will have become impossible. o
p T , o , o

e 0"7 "The suppression of the standing army, and the

substitution for it of the armed people . . " in State

and Revolution was demanded by the same Lenin who in 1903

demanded thap "the standing army be’abolished and that a
militie be established in its stead, that all the people
be armed°"77 Yet, no one has pointed.to "To the Rural
Poor® as an ufopian work., Lenin statedvthen, in 1903:

"that is a great cause, and to that cause it is worth

1?78

devoting one's whole life, It was to State and Revolu-
tion that he devoted his life, to an utopian ideal that

was formulated at least as early as'1903e

75Len1n, Collected ”orkw, VI, h13, Sobranie
Sochinenii, VII, 162,

To1pid, XXV, 466; Ibid, XXXITI, 93.
"T1bid, vI, 401; Ibid, VII, 170,

7§1g;g, VI, 413; Ibid, VII, 183.
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Len1n*s flwrtatlon with uuoplanlsm 1s a¢so revealed
in some of his other ea*ly works. His abstract faluh in
the innate 1ntalllgence of the masses, his belief in the
"maglcal powersh of revolution, his_conviction in the

dawning of universal harmony ars not limited to State and

Revolution. 'During the 1905 Revolution his‘oonfidence in

the creatlve abilities of the proletarlat almost equalled

that eyoressed in State and Revolutlon. “The working class,"
he wrote, "is free of the cowardice, the hypocritical half=-
heartedness that is characteristic of the bourgeoisie as a

'"79

class. Lenin endowed tne Ru381an workers w1th all of
the attributes characterlstlc: of those who aould create
the '"new age." The workers could do no wrong. ZHven their
- spontaneous outbursts were, in Lenin's eyes, the manifesta-
tion of revolutionary consciousness:
Revolutions are the festivals of the ovppressed and the
exploited. At no other time are the masses of the
people in & position to come forward so actively as
creators of a new social order as at a time of revolu-
tion., At such times the people are oapable of perform-
ing miracles. « « . 80

And hat final goal Lcnln's lﬁfe cause to wﬁlvh State and

Revolution was devoted, was always present: "The proletariat

79Lenln, Collected Torz{s "The Revolutionary Army
and the Revolutionary Govarnmcnt " VIIT, 568; Sobranie
Sochinenii, "Revoliutsionnaia Armlla i Revolluo51onnoe
PraV1u°1'stvo "X, 34&.

80

Lenin, Co71e0ogd Yorks, "Two Tactics of Social-

"vDomocracy in the Democratic Rovo]utlon," IX, 113; Sobranie’

~Sochinenii, "Dve Taktiki Sot sial- Demokratll v Demo&ratwcnesko1
Revoliutsii," XI, 103.
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| muét alwéys pursue its ownllndebondont patn, o ¢ o always

'bearlng in mlnd its great uluzmaom obJebtlve, which is

to rid mankind of all explo:.tatlonu'?s1
Lenin's confidenée in the abiliﬁy of the masses

- to construct a perfect society, his conviction that tﬁey

were the ohly,hope for the future were not acquired Qvernll

night -~ that is, because of the successful February

Revolution. As has already been pointed out, the ideas

‘and attitudes that made up State and Revolution were shaped

'prior to the Revolution, and the dominant role of the

masses forms‘ﬁhe very basis for that work. Hence, Lenin's

falth in the common man was an essential part of his total

| revolutionary outlook. Although the revolutlonary activities

of 1917 and the incfeasing support for the Bolshevik Party |

fiﬁally convinced him that the masses had fully "matured,"

- Lenin had Wﬁt%cned its developleﬂt since 1905 and even

before 1917 was convinced that the "people! would bulld

the 'naw age." He, in fact, dated the origins of Russial's

revolutionary consciousness from the 1905 Revolution. |
Prior'to‘January 22, 1905, the revolutionary party of
_Russia consisted of a small group of people, and the

reformists of those ddyS o o o derisively called us a
”sect. v _

nlthln a few monuns however, the picture changed
completely. Ths hundreds of revolutlonary Social-
Democrats !'suddenly? grew 1nto thousands; the thou-

81Len:.n, Collectod Works, "The nginnﬁng of the
Revolat;on in Russia," VIII, 99, Sobranie uOCﬂlneHll,
fNachalo Revollut511 v 903311," IX, 204,
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- sands became the leaders of between two and three
million proletarians. The proletarian struggle
produced widespread ferment, often revolutionary

~movements among the peasant masses, fifty to a
hundred million strong; the peasant movement had
its reverberations in the army and led to soldierst
revolts, to armed clashes between one section of
the army and another., In this manner a colossal
country, with a population of 130,000,000 went into
the revolutiong: in this way, dormant Russia was
transformed into a Russia of revolutionary pro-
letariat and a revolutionary people. 82

The 1905 Revolution had, acéordingvto Lenin;
accomplished what even Bolshevik leadership could not
~achieve with its agitation and propaganda., The
‘magical powers" of revolution'were jet another means
of divesting the masses of their false clothing aﬁd
revealing their "natural® inclinations toward Marxist

ideals. During revolutionary crises the masses could

Wgenerate fighting energy a hundred times greater than
in ordinary, peaceful times," an energy directed against
capitalism and, subsequently,.Lenih believed; in favor
of sociali3m083 Indeed, it was impossible to progress
from capitalism (via revolution or evolution) without

. v 84 .
advancing toward socialism. b Hence,; Russia had been

8'?'Lenln Collected Works "Lecture on the 1905
Revolution,™ XAILI 2383 Sobranie Sochinenii, "Doklad
0 Revoliutsii 1905 goda, ™ XXX, 310~ 371,

831vid, XXTIT, 240; Ibid, XXX, 312,

8L”Len:Ln, Collected Works, "The Impending Catastrophe
and How to Combat It,' XXV, 3>8u359, Sobranle Sochinenii,
"Groziashchaia Iatastrofa,i Kak s Nei Borottsia," XXXIV,

192-193.




vadvanc1ng toward 5001allsm since tne 1905 Revolutlon,}atbv
which time it won its "republlcan‘damocracyo" Its masses.‘
had been prodding in that dlrectlon, stumbling in ignorance N
for a whlle, then pushing onward a@aﬂn, until by 1917 they o
had graduated from the school of capntallsm and were ready
to begln.matrlculatlon in 5001¢llsmo

Prior to 1905, when proletafian political activity
wes so minimal, Lenin had expressed little confidénce in
the ability'of’the vorkers to provide revblutionary diréétion;'
Certainly, he would have appeared as a fool to have done |

so. And, at that particular time, his estimation was quite

correct. What Is To Be Done?, his dispute with the evolu-
tionary~oreinted Economists, and the programmatic split
wi?hin the Russian SocialmDemocratic-Party‘had all transpired
during ﬁberiod of political inaction; at a time when the

. revolution seemed_to be very remote., The Revolution of 1905
was undoubtedly a ﬁotent stimulant to Lenin's pessimisme

Yet, it was not sbmething that caused him to reversé his
basic convictions or to change his revolutionary theories.
Rather, it was a sudden confirmation of his very fundamental,
if seldom articulated, belief that the masses would; one day,
become aware of its irrational existence and revolt against
~it. Swept away by this éudden confirmation of hils dreams,
Lenin, in a burst of renewed confidence, decléred that "the
working class is ingtinctively, spontaneously Social-Democratic."

As he would do time and again, Lenin directed his harsh
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"CTlthismS not at the pro]ecarlat but at the ”tall dragglng"v'
Bolshevik leadershlp | i

The workers do not expect to make deals; they are not

- asking for petty concessions. What they are striving

_ towards is ruthlessly to crush the reactionary forces,
il.e., to set up a revolutionary=democratic d;ctatorshlp ’
of the proletarlat and the peasantry. 85 ,

- Because of the revolutlondry act1v1t1es of Lhe

‘masses in 1905, the disciplinary rigidity of What Is To Be |
Done? wa.s suddenly relégated to a secéndary position. Leninfts
. plans for a select membership of profe551onal revolutlonarles

as expressed in What Is To Be Done¢ and as fought for at the

1903 Congress was temporarily reversed0 He quite unéxpectedly
called for a hugh influx of-workers into the Party>and
snpported an alliance of the Party with affiliated organiza-
tioms, proclaiming that tﬁe preparatory work done by Social-
Democrats had pointed the proletariat in the right direction
‘and’that the revolutionary activities of 1905 had'mdlded

them into truly class-conscious workeféo The Revolution

- convinced Lenin of not only_the readiness and ability of

the "heroic" proletariat but also of its SocialmDemocratiC‘
t'"spiriﬁ."A To prevent the workers from joining'the Party

86

- would have been a sin against the revolution.

85Len1n, Collected Works, "Two Tactics of Sociale
Democracy in the Democratic ReV01UblOH," IX, 113; Sobranie
Sochinenii, "Dve Taktiki Sotsial- Demokratii v Demokraticheskoi
Revollut813," I, 103-104. :

36Ibﬂd ‘"The Reorganlzatlon of the Pdrty," X, 32

Ibid, "0 Reorganlzausll Partll," X1, 86.




Seldom before had Lenin been so complimentarv or
expressed such faﬂch in the abilities of the proletariat
to comprehend and accept 1ts historical role° Whereas in
1902 he had declared that the worklng class, "exclusively
by its own efforts, is able to develep only tradenunion
~consciousness," in 1905 he announced that fhe Revolution
and Social-Democratic leadership had converted that trade-
union consciousness into class consciousness which qualified
v’the workers for Party membership == a_decided shift from |
- his previously ekpressed notions eoncerning the role of
the workerseg7

While Lenin was certainly "moved" by the 1905
Revolutlon, and his unduve optimism in the proletarlat was
51qpere, there were also very practlcal reasons for canlng
for an incfeese in Party membership. The years of inaction
__preCeeding 1905 had been ones of distant‘infamiliarity‘;
between Social-Democrats and the proletariat. The Party
 was generally limited towthe.alienated intellectuals and
ﬁédvanced" workers, ahd its actions were confined largely
to pﬁblishing underground literature and to educating
individual workers in revolutionary Marxist doctrlne..
Party leadership was too small to establish a1y real‘

communication with the mass of workers. The revelts in

. 87Thomas T. Hammond, Lenin on Trade Unlons and
Revolution, 1893-1917.(New Yor«. Columbia University

 Press, 1957], 150,
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1905, howevar, brought Lhousands of workers into the
’ streets, converting them into "1nstant revolutlonarlesg"
“Revolutionary groups and Qrganlzatlons began to appear
all over the countrys. The resulting predicament faced -
'by the Bolsheviks was: if the Party membership femainéd 
- ~as Lenin had defined it, inciuding only a very select
eiite of "professionals," then the thousands of fevolting
workers would join other revolutionary groups or expend
 their energies on useless; disorganized outbursts. The
Bolshe#ik Party waé simply too small to deal with the
Unexpected, vastly enlarged revolutionary movement.
Hence, Mértdv temporarily won his point in 1905, and a
"loose, democratic party membershlp was adoptede |
Lenin's renewed confldence 1n the potentlalltles
‘_of the proletarlat was eoualled by a fresh certavntj that
‘Bolshevik doctrine was correctly 1nterpret1ng Marxist
‘theory. Although»never sgriously doubting his own‘proéram
 for revolution,.1905 provided'Lenin,with,éoncrete_examples
~to display as evidence that Bolshevik MarxismIWés,ggg
orthodox and valid one.
}Sd far the re?olutlon has Justliled a]l the b331c
theoretical propositions of warx1sm, all the essential
slogans of Social- ~Democracy. And the revolution has
‘also Justified the work done by us Social-Democrats,

it has justified our hope and faith in the truly
revolutionary spirit of the proletariat. &8 :
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Lenin, Collacted Uowxu - "The Reorganization of
the Paruy,” X, 32; Sobranie ronlnenii,YQOEReorganizatsii,
Partii," XII, 8687, L ‘ '
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ienin'S'interprétatioﬁ of the 19O5IReVOlution.és'
'}a fulfiliment of Marxist predicticns.was based on this
bne allmimpértant factor == "the truly revolutionary Spirit'
ﬂof‘the proletariat."” Moréover, it was a:justificatibn’bf,
the "hope andffaith" that Lehin,had always'held, a conm‘
firmation of his fundamental convictions‘about'the nature
of mankind. ALl other factors were secondary. He had no
care £o étudy the "objective stage' of capitélist develop-
ment or any of the other Mafxist}requifements for revolu~
tion. Only the revolutiohary spirit of the workers was
essential. Only thev1905 radicalism of the workers was
sufficient to inspire the undue optihism'and'confidence

in Lenin thét was so out of context-with his gehéral mood.

In the strict sense of the word, Lenin was not at ,‘

all incdnsisteﬁt‘in his 1905 policies, just as his 1917

policies were not the great aberration that they have been

labeled; Even in What Is To Be Dond? Lenin outlined the
task of the Party as that of educating the proletariat in
the doctrine of fevdlutionary Marxism so that it could

fgdvance from their own ranks increasing numbers of

Iprofessional revolutionists'!s, « « " That task was in

no small part devoted to advancing the idea that “"attention

- must be devoted principally to the task of raising the
- workers to the level of revoluticnists. . « " Once the
worker acquired revoluticnary consciousness, then he

would be ready for Party membership. ‘And, partly because



of Léninfévbeiief ih the magical poweré" of révoiutioﬁ
*_ﬁhaé generate a fighting~énergy g hundféd timeévgfeatér“
than in.drdinary timés éﬂd:render the méssesvéapable of
fiperforming miracles," his 1905 optimism and subséquent
policy revisions were quite consistent with his cohception
of the development of the revolutionary situation. The
total impact was thatl"the 1905 Revolution showed Lenin
th%ﬁ the workers wéré more inclined toward socialism than
89

he had suspected," It also convinced him that the prOm

letariat was a fevolutionary force par excéllence, as his
 innermost ideals suspected them to be and, for Lenin,
that ambunted to a revolutionary-ﬁarxist fulfillment.
This optimism and unrestrained confidence in the
ability of the proletariat to shoulder the burdens of a

socialist revolution declined in direct proportion to the

-~ decline of revolutionary activity in Russia. As the tone

of radicalism dimmed and thestarisﬁ government recoveréd,
from its shock and bezan to get a hold on the situation,
Lenin's characteristicvpessimism again emerged. Shortly,
he who in November, 1905 had suggested admitting a large
number of workers into the Party, in 1906 labeled as

nliquidators" those who advocated a "mass party."90 As

89Hammond, Lenin on Trade Unions and Revolution, 124,

PO1bid, 55.



the objective situation chahged, Lenin's policies changed
to meet the new conditions., Although his pfactieal
policies révealed his previous distrust of spontaneity
- and proletarian ability, his fundamental faith and belief
in thelpbtential of the masses remained intact and very
much a part of his total outlooke. | |
This dominant, external peséimism of Lenin's
prevailed for the next several years. Yet, as often as
| not,‘hisfdisappointment was directed at Social-Democratic
1eadéf$hip rather than at the'prolétariat per se. His
1905 praises that "the proletarian heroes of St. Petersburg
‘now stand as an example to the whols world. . » " were
never retracted and, as late as January, 1917, before the
influendes of the February Revoluticn had come into play,
Lenih still referred to the 1905 Revoiutidn as the
‘"prologue to the coming European revolution."91
So, wherein does the deviation of State and

‘Revolution lie? All of its utopian notions are present

in many of Leninfts earlier works, of which those already
mentioned represent a mere sampling. Admittedly, these

’ ‘notions seldon constitﬁte the dominant theme of a particular
| article, but prior to 1917 Lenin was rightly more con- |

“cerned with the present rather than the future. It would

v 91Lenin, Collected Jorks, "Lecture on the 1905
‘Revolution,' XXIII, 252; Sobranie Sochinenii, "Doklad
o Revoliutsii 1905 goda," XXX, 327. o :




- 76 -

~ seem that the primary "uniqueness" of State and Revolution:

lies in the fact that it‘was Lenints first formal, full-
 length work devoted to the question of the nature of the
mew society." Yet, Lenin is not accused of flirting

with utopianism until he wrote State”and Revolutione

: Thié may 1érgely be dus to the fact that historians have

not generally considered State and Revolution to be a

“real part of Lenin's revolutionary outlook; it is dominated

" by utopian notions, therefore, it must be an aberration,

Lenint's flirtation with utopianism, however, was a life-
long courtship. Its sudden, overt manifestations in 1917 ==

‘which had nothing to do with the writing of State and

Revdlution ~- were due to the fact that the revolution for
which»Lenin had been preparing all of his adult life caught
him completely unaware. It was then that he began to |
-consider whether or not Russia was,alfeady prepared for
the blueprint which he had drafted for the.next generation,
Not a few of the historians who are inclined to
- view Lenin's 1917 flirtation with utopianism as a result
of revolutionary fever, tend to describe his "illness" as
occurring precisely at the time that he learned of the
February Revolution and continuing unabated, with little
change in degree or intensity, until sometime during the

spring of 1918, And, with little or no explanation, State

and Revolution is included during this temporary period of

 mimprobity." The effect of this interpretation is to
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“indicate an insincerity in Lenin's utopian thought and

ih State and Révblution, a falsehess,which 1éavevaenin
}out of_touch’with realityﬁor'portrays'him as a political
opport;unisto Actually,5it'does seem that Lenin}Was
seriously affected by the hpady atmoqpnere of 1917, but
‘that 1n¢eqtlon was neither as constant as many historians
tend to describé it’ﬁor did‘it invoive the writing of

- State and Revolution. After learning of the February

Revolution, the popular point of origiﬁ for Lenin's
"intellectual deviation," Lénin was still sképticél of

- the futuré of the’uprising; ‘To those exiled Bolsheviks

 in 3urope who were returning to Russia for théir “moment
of_glory,“ he warhed-them to beware of Kerensky, Minister
of Justice in the new Provisional Govefnment, "the spokes=
“ man of the democratic peasants and, p0331b1y, of that part
';of the workers who have LorgOuten their 1nternntlona1lsm
‘and have been led on to the bourgeois path,"9 He did not,
as the general histories would‘seem’to indiéate, burst

forth with State and Revolution inlland, proclaiming that

‘Russia was ready for socialism, It was still the Part Y
rather than the masses that wasvdlrectlngwthe course of
events, It was still a bourgeois-democratic revolution

93

rather than a proletarian-socialist one.

: 92 Lenin, Collected Works,"Draft Thesas, March 4 :
- (17), 1917,n XXLlI 287-288; Sobranie Sochinenii, “Nabroook
Tezisov 4 {17) Marta 1917 ‘goda, " XiXT, -2, |

| 931b1d XAIIT, 290-291; Ibid, XXXI, 5-6v
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It may appear a cOntradiction to point to Lenin's

o skepticism of the loyalities of the masses and to his

émphasis on. Party leadership immediately after referring
to his life»lbng COurtShip ﬁiﬁh utopianiSm,and_referring |
to his optimistic and'éoﬁfident statements of 1903 and
1905, It is paradox ratheL than brnbraalctlon, for Lenin's
v"utoplanlsm was generally an abstract ideal which often ‘
reverted into pe351mlst1¢ distrust when confronted with
reality but which was, nonetheless, a very real part of
his revolutionary outlbok° It was only infrequently, |
"especially-durihg‘revolutibnary crises, that this abstract
was. brought tg the forefront and an attempt made to put
it into practice. What, then, is its worth? What is its
o validity, its significance? Its significance lies in the
_fact that had not uﬁopianism constituted a very real part
of Lenin's revolutionary thought, he could never have

written State and Revoluuwon nor mlgnt he have ever atnempted

to implement those utopian notions which some historians

havelcredited with reducing Russia within two years "to a
condition of utter prostration,"g4 But for Lenin's ingrained‘
utopianism,; the N. E. P. might have been initiated in 1917.
rather than in‘1921. His utopianism was very real énd hot
a superficial producﬁ of the revolutibnary atmosphere of

1917, although that atmosphere djd draw hlS utopian thought

‘9hHunt, The Theory and Practice of Communism, 182,




more to the forefront. ,Nor»waé’itvsola1y an attempt'at ; 

polltlcal expedlency or approval of faltsaccompll .

,Rdther, 1t was part and parcel of hlo total revolutlonary

 vision. The utoplanlsm goals of State and Revolvtlon

-~ are the ends promi sed by the very realistic and pragmatlc‘

revolutlonary provram of What Is To Be Done?

ay.



REVOLUTIONARY FIVER

}j:Lénin did not immediately surreﬁdér tovhié utépian |
}notiohé upon learning 6f'the Febrﬁary~Révolution and rush
into Russia with‘inflammatory speeches about the world
revolution being at hand. His susceptibility to the
revolutionary fever of Russia in 1917, if such adeguately
" describes Leninfs condition during the months of revolu-
tion, was moré of a gfadual précess which'seriously
éffected'him only after the July Dembnstrations0 It
would be more'accurate to say that this frevolutionary
fever,“ which refers to Lenin's anarchistic outlook and
may, therefore, be equated with his utopianism as
.chgracterized in this‘paper, had existed in Leninfs
thought since his initiation intq revolutionary tﬁeorye
It was a "fever" that haunted him throughout his career
but was usually evident only after stimulation by a
revolutionary,atmoaphere,'such'as 1905 and i9179 1That
attack of revolutionary fever which has so often described
Lenin during the months of revolution in 1917 was actually
more of a Ybringing out" of utopian'ideas>and attitudes
which constituted a basic part of his revolutionary-thoughﬁé
- Those ideas and attitudes were always in the corners of
 his mind, but it was only when the Russian situation seemed
to be approaching what he had predicted that his renewed

confidence would'pe?mit an ocutpouring of his profound
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fdlbh and idealisme
Hence; Lenin was skeptlcal of the revolut*onawy
intent of the Provisional‘chernment that was established

after thé February Revdlutiono He cautioned exiled

-‘_BolsheV1ks who were returning to Russia to beware of the

’new bourgeois government of f1c¢als° At the same time, if
the Provisional Governm@nt vere seribusly revolutionary
minded, then the Bolsheviks should welcome its democratic
revolution as the prologue to the future socialistrrevclum‘
tion. Russia was, after all, one of the most backward and
thoroughly agficultﬁral countfies of Eur@pe,'and'%hat fact
.precluded the possibility of an immediate gocialist revolue
tion. However, no one could be certain of the movement of
historical eveﬁts, not even Marxists, and Lenin was too
much.é revolutionist and much too utopian to revire to the
sldelines while the bourgeoisie constructed a capitalist
‘government without socialist direction. It was certainly
possible, he thought, that because of the vast numbers of
peasants in Russia, controlled by a small minority of
nbbles, a peasant revolt might well accompany the bourgecis
- revelution, thus giving it more the character of a socialist
revolution. In that event, the bourgeois revolution would
be transformed into a "prologue' of the world socialist

95

“revolution,

95Lenan Cellected Works, "Farewell Letter to the
Svﬁss Workers, n’ XXIIT, 373 Sobranie Sochinenii, ”Proshchal'noe‘
- Pis'mo k Shvemtwarsxim Rabochim,“ XXKI 91=92, - - '
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Even with this precauﬁionary notey'Léﬁiﬁ hadg.noﬁetheléss; B
placed himself in substantial agfeemént with_%hé:generél
,SocialmDemocratic belief that the'béUﬁgeoiﬁademocratic.
revolution was destined to run its course; that is, to

| construct é capitalist economy With'a corresponding |
feapitalist? == or representative == government .

This assessment was mede by'Leﬂin while he was
still in Buropean exile. When he arrived'in’aussia>in
April, however; his dormant utopian h@tions had}already
begun to stir and Were,edgingvté-the forefront of his
thoughte Emcoufaged by the arréstlof the Tmperial family,
by the revolutiqnary measures institated‘by the Prbvisicnal‘
liGovernmeﬁt == freedom of spéech andvsﬁrike, formation of a
peoples? militia, the grantingiof civil rights to‘soldiers,-'
“and the 1ike e and by the bold actions of soldiersuand |
- workers, Lenin's confidence in his own anarehistic idéals'
swelled, His firéﬁ contact with the vitalizing atmosphere
Qf‘révolt'after SO many dull yéafs of exile excited his |
deepest hopes: those utépian dreams that also had been
forced into exile. What a short time earlier he had |
considered'to be merely a.possibility was, upon reaching
\ *Petfégrad, interpreted as a reality: thét, in fact, the
peasant character of Russia was transforming the bourgeois-
democratic revolution into a proletarianmsocialist one,

-~ which meant that power-musﬁ sooner or later be concentrated

“in the hands of peasants and workers, and the bourgeois
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revolution ﬁould have rﬁﬁ.its courseggé
iLenin_had undoubtedly begun to consider ﬁhe
possibilities of a socialist revolution replacing»the
bourgeois revoluﬁiono' His dormant'utopianism ﬁas making
itself heard; that same utopianism that had produced

State and Revolution, but with different motivation. It

~directed him toward the necessity of transferring the

entire state power to the Soviet of Workers' Deputies

which would pave the‘way'for constfudtion of the.communiét

- state, "a state of which the Paris Commune was the prototype."
‘Leonard Sehapirofhas suggésted that perhaps Lenin

" realized the "enormous confidence™ that the masses displayed
toward the Soviets only after he had spent a féw»hcurs in
Ru$sia,}something that he may not have been aware of in
'Switzerlaﬂd@97 In Switzefland5 and elsewhere in Europe,ﬂ
Lenin's utopianism remained hiddén'benéath a hard shi&1d

of skepticism lest events in Russia should prove to be
premature, His first contact with the Revolution cracked

-~ that shield and signaled the emergence of his heretofore

reserved utopian notions. His so-called "April Theses"

96Lenin5 Collected Works, "The Tasks of the Proletariat
in the Present Revolution,® XXIV, 22; Sobranie Sochinenii,
"0 Zadachakh Proletariata v Dannoi Revoiiutsii,” XXET, 11k

_ 97Leonard Schapiro, The Origin of the Communist
Autocracy (New York: Frederick A. Praeger, Publishers,

1965), 320
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- reiterated many of the demands set forth inOSﬁate and

Revolution: abolition of the policég army and bureaucracy;.
 the salaries of éll‘offiéiélS,'who would be elected and
subject to direct reeall@ufo equal that of an average
- worker; the confiscation of all landed éstates; all lends
to be nationalized and model farms eqnstfucted’oﬁ‘all
estates; the creation of a single national bénk controlled'l
by the Soviet of Workers? Deputiesegg | |
Thia cutpamring éf Lenin's anarchistic thoughﬁ§

unlike that in State and Revolution, was stimulated by

the radical atmosphere that he found in Petrograd, His
expressed skepticiém about the revolutionary abilities of
the masses was quickly dispelled by their increasingly
radical activitiesnwhich identified with his own anarchistié
sentiments, During the summer months of 1917 he not |
infrequently found himself more concerned with the ine
discriminate.radieélism of the masses rather than their
vinactidn, a yadicalism which threatened %o éuﬁstrip the
Bolshevik leadershipa. As early as May the Petrograd |
nasses had demonstrated their ability to forge ahead of
 Soviet and Bolshevik leadership and to force miniéterial

changes in the Government. Foreign Minister Milyukov

- 98Lenin, Collected Works, "The Tasks of the Pro-
~letariat in the Present Revolution,® XXIV, 23; Sobranie
~ Sochinenii, "0 Zadachakh Proletariata v Dannoi Revoliutsii,"
XXXT, 175, | o
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}had dispaﬁched avmessage to the Allied’bowers concerning
the war aims of the Provisienal Goverhmentg emphasizing
‘"‘that RUssiavwould'continﬁ@ to fightvfor ﬁhe‘Alliéd caase 
‘and to stand by its obligatians‘as defined under the
regime of Nicholas TT. As & eoncession to the Petrograd
Soviet, without which the Government was relatively powerw
less becauwe of the popular support for the Soviet, the |
Provismonal Government forwarded a copy of its Aprilr9_‘
appeal for "peace without imperialist anﬁexationsﬁ.along
with a‘noté’reiterating its detetminatibn 0 stané by its
obligations. News of the message inflamed the Petrograd
 soldiers who had hoped that the revolution would bring
peace to Russia, Some thirty«thousand soldiers filed inteo
the streets and congregated before the Marinsky Palace?
residénee of the Provisional Government. 'Joined by sailors
: and‘wcrkers, pro«and anti-Milyukov elements clashed andh
drvew blocd, EHven with an agreement between_the Soviét,
as'represented by the Menshevik Tseretelli, and the
Government, the soldiers and workers continued their
‘marches, Only éfter the Soviet Executive Committee issued
an'order forbidding‘ﬁilita?y units to appear on the streets
- and Milyukov agreed to revise his originél’note, did the

99

masses dissolve,

990hﬁmberlin, The Russian Revolution, L@’S@@ cha§ter
entltl@d “The Deepexlng of the Revoiuﬁlon.”
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thlthough the Pgtfégrad Soviet‘ww a coalition cf,“;57
| Menshevikss Socialist Re#olutionar'ies_,‘Bols‘hevikss and
- .other nonméategorized reVolutionéfies e waé‘actually
‘éloser to the masseS thaﬁ,was ﬁhe]Prévisional GOVérnment,
it was only the latter'that technically possessed Wofficialﬁ» i
authority. In fact, however, the Provisional Government
could do little without support of the;Soﬁiet, and the
'Majority of governmenﬁal decisibns displayed the result®

-6f compromises With the Soviet == a situvation of diarchy.
The Mensheviks and Socialist Revolutionaries, who dominatéd
the Soviet; were generally agreed to support the Provisional
Government with some control of the P?ovisional Governmeﬁt
held by the Soviet. Although differing in political

. doctrine, both advocated continuing the war while working
for arnon»imperialistic>peace, a’?eace fwithout annexations
~and indemnities." The Mensheviks, in particular, accepted
the Provisional Government as the legitimat@'director of
the/bourgeoismdemocratic revolutiqn provided for by Marxist
theory. The minority Bolsheviks, under Leninfts leadership,
were genérally'more radical, demanding‘an,immédiate_end to
the war, a democratic army, confiscation of large_estates,
and expressing distrust for the Government. The Maj Crisis
described above ﬁas much more in keeping with Bolshevik
sentiments than with those of the So?iet,,expecially its
attitude toward thevwaro Lenin did not fail to note the

increasing radicalism of the masses and liow easily they
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_could sllp from Sov1et 1oaderyhip@w‘ﬂis utapian ideals } :
received an other shot of confldence ixcm the May CPlSlSo1OO‘
The new coalition gOVLrnmenﬁ thau resulted from

the May demonstrations, Wthh emcluded Milyukov and in«»‘

.__cluded some socialist mlnﬂsbers, had ahe elephantlne vask

-of broadenlng its base of support,° The pollcy advocauedv
by the neW'War M;nlsters Alexander,Kerensky, td~win mass
'cOnfidence was to begin an offensivé agéinét the Géfman'
army in that a successfui cam?aign would pre#ent‘the |
prpgrésSive_disiﬁtegration of the,Russian army'and, at

the same time, win a measure of respect for the government
‘at hémevand abrcad. The Russian‘offensiveg which began
July 1, stafted asva steam-roller against the complacent
Avstrian trocps. So successful was the initial Rgssian
advance that the Pethgrad‘maSSes staged demonstrations

of supﬁort fér Kerensky. The outbﬁrst of patrioﬁism was

- short-=lived. German shock troops, who had quickly repléced~
| the defeated Austrians; soon turned the Russian sﬁeamn |
 roller into a complete_routc Before the moﬁth was over,
the Russian army had retre&ted, With_tremendous désertions,

- to the Russian border¢?01

1OOChamberlln, The Rusclaq Revolm;ﬂon§ I. See chapter
vent1tled "Flrst Stepse .

1011‘b1c39 I. See chapter entltled “mhe Deppen&ng of

the Revoivtxono" ,

-
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The rap*ecu@&ions in P@tregrad were Lnstancanoou@ ‘and
Violento‘ Petrograd mllltary reglments called for an armed _‘
demonstration against}the,PrcviSioﬁal_Govér;ment@ The
Soviet; and even the militant Bolsheviks, unprepared to
‘direct the demonstration, pleaded with the soldiers to
disperse. Refusing to bow before the arguments of the
thought=to=be "leaders" of the Revol&tions the soldiers
POured'through the streets of Petrograd shooting'and loote
ing, dnly‘to be joined by maééés of sympathetic workers,

The demonstrators, rather than marching against the
government residence, surﬁounded Soviet’he&dqﬁartérs

- chanting "All Power té the Sovietéo"' Yet, the Soviet,

no more than theﬂgovernment, was capablebof devising &
'. siﬁglé effective'plah of actione The demoﬁstfation "finally,.
evaporated for sheer lack of a deflnlte goal, %102

Lenints doubts concerning the fea51b111tv of his
Utopxa also evaporateda Convinced that the majority of
workers and'soldiers'sympathized with the Bolshevik slogans,'

of ﬁPeace, Land and Bread % he pronounced the imminent
collapse of the govewnment and advocated trdnsferrzng power

103

" to & Bolshevik damﬂnat@d Sov1ete uonVaned that Russia

. 1026hamber11na The Russian Revolution, I. See chapter
entitled "July DayQ' The Revolution Checked.™ V

1 3LQ&¢H, Collected Works, %“The Elghte@a ch of Jnne,” '
XXV, 109m1?1 Sobranie Socnwnenj?ﬁ "Vosemnadt atce Tiunia
XXXTE jbO«BéZs - . :
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had squeezed the last frohﬂits bouﬁéé@ismdemocratic revolu~
’ tion; he wanted to get on with the socialist feVOlution that
wviounld Eegin pubting utopian'dreams.into practice., The
-Provisional Government, however, had not surrendered.
Recognizing the alarming show of,fOréevbehind Bolshevik
slogans during the July demonstrations; the government was -
deternmined to discredit Lenia‘and‘hopefully to dissolve his
following@ Capitalizing on the cenfused emotions of the
WOfk@&éﬁand soldiers, the'governmenﬁ published documents
purporting to prove that Lenin and his associatesyweré
German spies transported to Russia in a "sealed train® with
a missibn to force the government into a-separate'peaée with
Germany. Following the charge, Bolsheviks and their sy@pathizers
wérg arrested and jailed; others were forced into hiding;' h
the Bolshevik Pravda office was raided and closed; Lenin
escaped to the outskirts of Petrograd and then to Finland
to await developmenﬁso1oh |

_The effects of the "spy™ charge gid not last. The
~workers and soldiers stili supported the Bolshevik resolu=-
tions for an end to the war, land to the peasants; workers?
control of industry, and WALl Power to the Soviets." Theﬁ;
the Kornilov attempt‘in.Séptember’tc crush the lefeist -

“elements and to place Russia under a military dictatorship

104&h&mberlin, The Russian Revolution, I. See chapter
~entitled %July Days: The Revolution Checked,®

-



feé@uped fbr the Balsheviks:the‘losées in‘popularity‘that

-they had sﬁffered from the'turbulen£ July Da&s or from the"
Tspy® legend. Equally'significanﬁ;‘it placed weapons in
Bolshevik hands. The threat of Kornilov's counterrevolutién -
against Petrogréd produced a sudden unitj among the'revolué
tibhary elemeﬂts'and putvthe government intova_position of
begging for their help. Workers, even Bolshevik Red Guards

~ who héd been forced into hidiﬁg’after ﬁhe July demonétrationa,'
were armed with weapons to meet Kcrmilov?s‘troopﬁe' Actually,
neither the gévernment nor the_Soviet waé in serious danger@
Kornilov's trbapé simply meltedeith the crowds that they |
were supﬁ?se to.dispefse aﬁd were absorbed by the revelue
ti@no10? | | |

The Kornilov fiasco greatly facilitated an a;feady
progressive sivuation: increasing mass support for the
Bolshevik slogans and increasing hostility toward the
Provisional Government, vBolshevik popularity was dramaﬁically
illustrated in the elections of local soviets'aﬁd of local
ward councils, such aslohe in Moscow where the Bolshevik

106 yot

~ return in July of 11% had reached 51% by Octobers
only left-wing Socialist Revolutionaries but Mensheviks as

well began deserting to the Bolshevik ranks.

1O5Ghamberlin, The Russian Revolution, I. See chapter

- entitled *Kornilov and the Failure of the Counterrevolution.®

1000y,54, 1, 279,



" Lenin's ntopianisn was émérging full force given
: thése s&mpathétic and ehééuraging‘ﬂfandsw Féfced for so
long into the dark confiﬁes of hisfmind by the practical
necessities of the Russian political situation, these.
anarchistic notions were now to piuﬁge into the open to
assume their "rightful" position. Lenin had spent his
entire adult life for this moment}'for the time when
preliminaries had been dealt with and he could embark
on the fulfillment of his annointed task == that of d
directing the devélopment of the "new age.V |

Lénin,‘hiding in Finland, welcomed the shift of
mood by the Petrograd masses follﬁwing Kornilov's

September blunder; The titles of the letters and ar thle

. he wrote during September and October leave no doubts as

to the decision he had made: "The Bolsheviks Must Assume
Power," *Marxism and Insurrection,®™ %Can the Bolsheviks
Retain Stafe.Power?W1o7 Tn these and other articles he

- concerned himself with the,practicalities of‘o$ganizing
an insurrection, am insurrection which many of his own
associates opposed. Even so, his utopianism had gained

~ too much confidence to retreat to a secondary rbleq The
Very month of the October Revolution, Lenin's task of

organizing the revelution and of convinecing his oWn come

1O7Len1n, Collected Worku "Lontent& W XXVI,
Sobranie Sochinenii, ”Soderzhanle,"0XXXIVe
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. panions of its Winevitability," did not prevent him from‘
articulating his recenﬁlyiemerged:anarchistie‘sentimentSe 
#Can the Bolsheviks Retainisfate Power?" is#,in_large par‘ts
a reiteration of the utopianvideéls,exfressed in Staté and

Revolution. In it Lenin dealt with the business of trans=

ferring power ﬁo‘the sovie%s,}of transforming the old state
bﬁreaucvacy inbb a universal'bureaucracy,.wheré every
léitizan would become a bureaucrat and, consequently, no
one would be a bureéucraﬁo  That state would bé‘achieved
simply by ®the éﬁtablishmeni on a couﬁtrymwide scale‘of

the most precise and most conseientious accounting and

- control, of morkers! control of the production and dise

108"Furtheﬁmore, this bureaucracy

~tribution of7300d39”
~would be establiched "at onme stroke, by a single decree,
because the actual work of bo&kmkeeping, control, registére
ing, accoﬁnting aﬁd“counting ie performed by employeese o o ;"109
 Shades of CherﬂyShevsky% Vera Pavlovnéfs voluntary,

communal. éeamstress shop had been ﬁransformed into a

universal facteryivleommunal living, communal banking,'

‘abolition of employers, precise accounting by'all the:‘

members of the commune, voluntary educational instruction

while on the 50be The parallel of ideas and attitudes isfwMg;mwf@wgi

, 108Lehih, Col;ecﬁed,Wbrkg, "Can the Bolsheviks

Retain State Power?? XXvl, 104-105; Sobranie Sochinenii,
:"gdefzgat 1i Bolsheviki Gosudarstvennuiu Vliast17m LAILV,
3053006, ' ' » : S e R

1991034, xuvI, 106; Ibid, FEXIV, 307-308.



is scrlhlng@ It seemcd as theugh MQFK had beﬁ@me a olmpl@
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vjus*ificat ion for Leninfts fund&mental utoplanism.

| L@nin.never anered in his demand foxr insurrection. He

‘was too near his lifefs goal to llsteu to his comrade?’s argunents

' ab0uﬁ the necesSity of_a pro;anged boufge01s.revolutlon@ He

org&nized_committées ﬁo:deal with the practical-aspec$s of |

4achieving pewérgfarmed'umits of Red Guards, and shock troops.

On Névember 6 and‘7;’th° central telephan@ station in Petrograd,

the State Bank, and railroad statlcna were oceupled by the

.Bolshev1ku, armed BoLshevst moved %hrough the c;ty and

against the Winter Palace, residence of the Provisional Gavernév

ment; the cruiser Aurora threatened the Palace from the Neva

River. The government dissolved_with hardly a fipple9 Lenin

had begun his revolution. | | -
The emergende of Leniﬁ?“ utcpian ,éndencie$ had

beW1ldered many of his co]lcagu.ess but Lenin vas too certain

Qf himself to even question their validitye He had known

all aléng that those noticng’were valid, that it was only

»é matter of time and preparation_before the day would

arrive to put them into practice. The ve%r day after

'seizing“pQWer Lenin proposed that "workers! control &Vér
‘the production, storage, purchase and sale of all products
and raw materials7shall be introduced in all industrial,>
comnercial; banking, agricultural_and other enterpriS@s

e oo ol t0  His confidence in the "natural? ability'@f

110Leﬁin, Collected Works, AXVI, 26¢, Sobranie
Sochinenid, XXXV, )Oe ‘
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the’soldiérs and workérs-to bring‘ordér out of extrﬁme
,chaos‘appr@ached a naivete ihat is-incomprehensible lest |
- one is aware of his sinéére attachment ﬁ@'utdpian ideals
.énd of his beiief in the ﬁmagical powers® of revolution.
In a conference‘with‘the“delegateé of thé Petrogfad miliﬁary ”
garrison on November 13, Lenin provided a fair indication
of the type’of mutuallcooperaﬁion that,he suspected was'aﬁ
»: inhereﬁt virtue of the common masses. Addressing himself
"tovthe‘questién’of civil ordef, he infgrmed_the‘garrison*s
SOIdiers that the regular army would be abolished and '
replaced by a people's militié¢  ®You must merge with the
workers,_they will give you everything the bourgeoisie has

g111

failed to give FOU.o He spared no effort to assure the

masses that they were in control'of the state and of the

economy and- that the'success of the revolution depended |

‘upon each indiVidﬁal’contributing“his voluntary share.
Remember that now you yourselves are at the helm of
state. No one will help you if you yourselves do not
unite and take into your hands all affairs of the

state. Your Soviets are from now on the organs of - 44,
state authority, legislative bodies with full powers.

Not even Chernyshevsky had dreamed of anything so immediate

111Lenin, Collected Works, ®Conference of Regimental
Delegates of the Petrograd Garrison October 29 (November 171)
1917, Newspaper Report,® XXVI, 272; Sobranie Sochinenii,
®Soveshchanie Polkovykh Predstavitelei Petrogradskogo Garnizona
29 Oktiabra (11 Noiabria) 1917 g. Gazetnyi Otchet, " XXXV, 40,

. ~ M21p34, "To the Population," XXVI, 297; Ibid, "E
Naseleniiu, ¥ XXKV, 66. S - S .




and allmembra01ng as Lenln's new stabea | |
Historians contlnue to see} the énswer to LenLn?s

' naivé, anarchlstlc}pollq¢es of govefnment when}he first
took the reigns of power§ ¥It»may Be granted that Lénin,
unlike the indecisivé‘?roﬁisional Government, dealt
immediately with the ufgent problems plaguihg Ruséia; but -
~the manner in which he did so seemingly went against all

reason, To achieve the peace demanded by the Russian

‘. masses, Lenin-propdsed that a11 wafring nations simply

lay down their arms and negotiate a peace without spoils
or rewards. That simple. An indication of the sincerity 
of this proposal was revealed.by‘the’peace delegation senﬁ
%0 BreatmLitovsk to negotiate peace with Germany; it
included 2 peasant; a worker, a soldier, and a sailors
Moreover, Russian units at the front were advised to elect
among themselves wenresenbatives.tb negotiate'with the
enemy for an ax ml»tho 13 To satisfy peasant land hunger,
Lenin proposed conflscatlon of landed estates and that the o
peasantry should’organize to carry out-the}confiscation

themselvéso11h_ In order to settle the econcmic chacs in

_ 113Lenin, CoTlecned WOrhs “Wireless Mesoage," XXVI,
312; BSobranie Sochinenii, "Radio V"em," XXXV, 81,

: 11@“b1d "The Extraordinary All-Russia Congress of
: Sovneﬁs of Peasants' Deputies. November 10-25 (November 23-
December 8), 1917;" XXVI, 327-328; Ibid, "Chrezvychainyi
Vserossiiskii Sfezd Sobetov Kvest*lans 1kh Dﬂputatov 10=25
- Noiabria (23 Noiabria-8 Dekabrla) 1917 8o, " XXXV, - 96=97,



o Russia, he propasedtthat the workefs and their elected

soviets should organize "the exchange of products and -

~ introduce regular accounting and control® on a country-

}’wide scalee Moredver, the Wproletériat must take the rule
of the state upon itselfe“115‘ And, just as Vera Pavlovnaf8>
vassociates” (employees) %hecame sb»eager to learn o o '
that they;decided %o;interrupt their»work to listen to the
lessons; o o 0"116’86 Lenin, in the'midst of waf, civil
disorder,Aand economic chaos directed himéelf,to the
business of opening Russiafs libraries to the masses aﬁd
rendering them more effeétivee117 It is interesting to
speculate why Lenin emphasized a puablic library system
rather than a mandatory, public school system as one of

~ his firsﬁ'policies»dealing with education. Perhaps this

was indicative of his conviction that the revolution would

} 115Lenin; Collected Works,"Report on the Econonic
Condition of Petrograd Workers and the Tasks of the Working
~Class, Delivered at a Meeting of the Workers! Section of
“the Petrograd Soviet of Workers?! and Soldiers! Deputies

December L(17), 1917. Newspaper Report. Januvary 7, 1918,%
XXVI, 364=366; Sobranie Sochinenii, "Doklad ob Ekonomicheskom
Polozhenii Rabochikh Petrograda i Zadachakh Rabochego Klassa
na Zasedanii Rabochei Sektsii Petrogradskogo Scveta Rabochikh
i Soldatskikh Deputatov 4(17) Dekabria 1917g.," XXXV, 146-148,

116

Chernyshevsky, What Is To Be Done?, 160,

»1j7Lenin, Collected Works, "The Tasks of the Public
Library in Petrograd," November, 1917, XXVI, 352; Sobranie
Sochinenii, "0 Zadachakh Publichnoi Biblioteki v Petrograde,®
XXXV, 132~1330 R |
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-promoto a paychologlcaA transformatlvn 1n the people,' |
causzng them to voluntarlly work and pfoduce Wto the besb
',of their abilities.® |

Lenin's poutmOctobor decrces and proposals were .

~ clearly utopian and aﬂurChISﬁICo vThey,were‘revelatlons

5 ef-his»belief'in»thevﬁmégical powers" of revolution. that
would destroy the decaying_pillars‘of soéiéty‘andvconstruct'
a truly solid and strifeless society on its debiis; of
‘his confidence in the innate intelligence of the masses
to direct the affairs of sociétylénd.aéhiéve absolute
“order out of absolute liberty; of his ebnvictigp,in,man?s
inherenﬁ coopefative nafure which was béing pér§eréédvbyf
,lcompctxtlve and r&pfessive 1nst1tutlonso ~ Not unlike
Chernyshevaky, whose 'mnew pecple“ came t0 understand thmt '
' _ﬁprof1vs were-not a Peward for the-talent of one or &ﬂOuheT,'
“but rauhe$ a resu1b of the g@neral character ef the work-

ehopy 18

50 Lenin also believed in the;feas+blllty of av
‘univarSal cd@perative’crder governed'by the oleméntalv

- rules of SOCLal conduct that had governed the harmonioub

~ Ulyanov housaholae

In practlce, however, Lenan's utoplan schemes
began to break down almcst as soon as they were inltlatedo

The Yi npelllqenf" masses wvere having some daffﬁculty

1?6Ghe?ny$hevsky, What,Is To Be Done?, 157,

~
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” adjusLLﬂg to thﬂlr newly won qtauus and acceptlng their
tremendous reuponﬂlbilltLeoe In faCo, the wmaglcal powers“
of revolution had falled tQ rid Rusvla of its 1azy,-1ndolent'
and greedy élements; prbletafian greed was as'eqﬁally'
disruptivé as bourgeois greéda~ TranSpértatibn, industry;
and'agriculturé remained in a staté df'chaos;. mobs
continued to roam the streets in drunken stupor simply

- taking vhatever struck their fancy; the blackmarket
boomedvduring the winter of 1917mﬁ918@ But Lenin's
utopianism was firmly in control. He reaiiZed»»hé saids
that such a drastic change in human histbry -« that of .
vworking.voluntarily fdr onesélf rathef thanrunder com=
pulsian for someone élse -= could not occur without
fr;ctian and-?iolence against the exploiters@ That was
.preciseiy the task of the Wpreletafian dictatorship®: t0 
‘destroy the Minveterate pa?asitesvand their hangerséone""
Furthermore, he recognlzed the tlmld&ty of the masses .
who were having difflculty acceptlng the 1dea that &QNX
were the rullng“olasse No one could expect the rmvalu%xon
‘to instil in one stroke the r@volutlonary qualvtles of

- the 'new age” 1nLo millions of people tivho all thelr llves
had been compelled by want and hunger to work under the
threat of the.éticko”‘ This timidity wbuld be corfeeted,
however, when thevaSSes realized that éftefbéenturies of
working for others, of béing explcitedvas forced labor,

~ they now worked only for themselves, for their own pleasures.



- In fact, Lenin wrote:

the Revolution of October 1917 is strong9 viable and
‘invincible because it afakcns these qualities, breaks
down the old impediments, removes the worn-out shackles
‘and leads the working p@ople on to the road of the
independent creation of a new life. 119

Hence, it was just before and after the Bolshevik

selzure of state power rather than in State and Revolutiocn,

 that Lenin, fnebriated by revolutiénary fever, "believed
that communism was just around the corner and needed no
help by violent mean8°“120 Th@re were certainly ﬁo objective
factors to valldaue Lenin's utopian and anarchistic ‘schemes,
no ratlonal indications that the masses had acquired the
necessary psychological outlook to begin bﬁilding a commune
state. It was rather that Lenin's utopian presuppositions 
blinded him to the realities of ﬁhe situation; made him
refuse ﬁo éntertain the possibility that his utepian dreams
were just that and could not be realized. To admit such |
would have been to have recognized that hié lifets work had
been for naught; that there was no such thing aé absolute
freedom {(as he conceived it); that there was no absolute,

final solution to societyts ills; that there was no absolute

order; that the Ulyanov model was unworkable for others.

O . ‘ .
11’Lenﬁn. Collected Works, "How to Organize Com=-
petition}® January 6-9, 19168, XXVT 409-410; Sobranie
Scehinenii, YKak Organlzovat% Sore vnovanie?” XXXV, 199,

2 | v
12%Cheyer, Leninism, 194.
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Lenin's uuopi iism; hiéfgaive ideas c¢ﬁcerning

| theifunctiOning of a state and its emonomﬁ and the ability
of the average man to dlrect thQSe LHHCElOHS, may have
stemmed in part from hlS 1gnorance of admﬂnistratlve
affairs. Lenin's conception of the requlrements for
socialist construction was as shallow as his conviction

. that the masses could operate a state was desp, If, indéed,
Lenin understood socialism as he described it to others,
then the masses did have a very simple Hask cOanbnting
them, one that was "within ﬁh@_reach of every literate
pérsongﬁ With little variation,; except in the amount of
words used, both before and after the October Revolution,
Lenin defined secialism &s Ykeeping account of everythinge

TS

. You will have socialism if you take stock of every piece
of iron'and clot-he"m1 Even in his more wordy explanations
he seldom went beyond the necessity of accounting and
control®s |

W1de&pread general, universal accounting and control,
the account¢ng and control of the amount of labour
performed and of the di?bflbﬂtLOﬂ of products == is
the essence of socialist transformatione o o o 122

127Len1n Collected Works %Speech at a Joint Meeting
of the Petwograd Soviet of wbrhorSV and Soldiers?! Deputies
and Delegates from the Fronts. November L(17), 1917,% XXVI,
29L: Sobranie Sochinenii, '"Rechf? Na Zasedanii Petrogradskogo
Soveta Rabochikh i Soldatskikh Deputatov chmeutno s Frontovyml
Predstaviteliami 4(17)9 Noiabria 1917g.," XXXV, 63,

1221b1d, "How to Organize Competition?®™ XXVI, 410“
Ibid9 wKak Organizovat? Sorevnovanie?? XXXV, 199w200°
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'Thié simplist'c, UﬂlVersﬂl bureaucracy wa.s to provide the
to%al solution for all of Ru sia's centuries=cld ills.
‘ Indeeds‘lt was to achleve what ne_otﬁer political system
had ever been able to aééoﬁplishg déspite their more
sophisticated methods == the eliminé@ion of ail human
antagonisms, a Tguarantee ef'victory oVér all exploitationg
over all poverty and wan@oWTZS“ |
| The}sincerity of Leninf®s utopianism has often been

questioned, and if one accepts the’notion that it was a
tenporary de?iation that occurred during the revolutionary
- ménths oi‘_‘ié‘i'}’9 its sincerity does appear dubious. If, on
the other hand, one recognize it as an essential part of
Lenin's intellectual make-up, instilled from his initial
contact with vevolutionary thought, then it becomes ﬁuah
‘more serious and sinceres There was no insincerity in
his boast in Jamuafys 1918 that the Bolsheviks had retained
pgwer

two months and fifteen days == that is only five days

more than the preceeding workers?! power lasted and

ruled over a whole country, or over the exploiters and

capltallsts, the power of the Paris workers at the tlme
of the Parig Commune of 1871, 124

123Len1n, Collected Werks} YHow to Oﬁganlze Competi-
tion?® IXVT, 411° Sobranie Sochineniil, ﬁKak Organizova t'
SoreanVan¢e9W XXXV, <00, -

1“L1b1d ﬁThlrd Alleusoia Congreub of Soviets of
Workers?, Soidiers® and Peasants’ Deputies,” January 23
31, 1918, XXVI, 455; Ibid, "Tretii Vserossiiskii S"ezd
Sovgoovéﬁabachlkh, doldatekikh i Krest'ianskikh Deputatov, ¥
- XXXV, 2 o : . ,



Leninthad 1no ddubts th&twﬁﬁé p?@leﬁéfian sﬁiri*iof‘mﬁtualf
‘seﬁ fegacrifice vould Wspfead among m11110ms and teng of
millzens? and finally cre“te what the French Commune of
‘the nineteenth century begéh to créate;_o oﬂe125 This
- dideal is expressed in aisimple story which he heard fr0m 
a Tinish peasant and reiterated at the Third All-Russia
Congress'in 1998, The tale ecnveys;not only Leninfs
- sincerity but aleo the simplicity and honest naiveée of
his drean. The”peas&nt’woman had assuﬁed those listening
‘to her thab°' |
How there is ne need to fear the man with the gun, I
was in the woods one day and I met a man with a gun, and.
instead of taking the firewood I had collected from me,
he added some more." 126
The medCu of Lcnwn?s sincezluy is mvch more pro=

found when one considers that his anarchistic schemes were

proposed during a time of extreme disorganization and dis=

Vlocation within Russia, in a situaﬁion that actually demanded

tho most strﬁngent measures of contrelo Not only was a
‘national economy ponmexmstenL9 the new government also

faced the dire threat of civil war from the various elements

125Lenln Collected WOrkp, "Third All«Ru sia Gongress

of Soviets of WOf terst, Soldiers? and Peasants?! Deputies,®

January 23«31, 1918, XXVI9 L63; Sobranie Sochinenii, ”Treoii,‘

- Vserossiiskil ;’@ﬁd Sovetov Rebochikh, Soldatskikh 1
Krest fianskikh D@putatov " XXXV, 270,

12611»:@.9 mrz,, 463; Ibid, XXXV, 269,

~
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 wh1ch had been ebeacmlcaliy and SOCLallY dlspossessed hy

~ the revo]utionse If theae were not sober;ng enough thveats,'
then there was the German army posed ready to sweep into
Russia and crush th@ 1n1ant Bolghevik regime. Yet, Lenin
remained convinced that workers? conural over the p%oducnlon
1and distribution of goods, abolltlon of the regular army

to be replaéed by a citizen's militia; and "in each and
'every m@mber of the population being drawn'gradually both
into taking part in Soviet organization . Q « and into
serving in state administraticﬂ,w127 were the inevitable

aﬁd desirable results of the revolution. Just as the Paris
Commune had demonstrated how to “combine iniﬁiative? inde=
'pendéncea ff@edom of action and vigour from below with

- voluntary centralism free from stepeotyped forms,® so
Leniﬁ,declared, ﬁeur-Soviets‘&re following the same road,

1 o q * [ ] L) C) L -
o o o 28 His naive convicticn in the extreme ideals of

State and Revolution and his belief in the ¥Wcleansing power"

of revolution buttressed his faith, He had difficulty

127Len1n3 Collected Works, WExtraordinary Seventh
Congress of the R.C.P.(B)," March 6m8, 1918, ZXVII, 1543
u@bxanve oochlp@n¢13 WSchmoi Fkstrennyi S”ezd RKP?B),
XXX VI, 739

1281b’d "How to Organize Competition?® KXV?, 413,
Ibid, "Kak OfgdnleVat' Sor»vaovanle?w XXXV, 203,
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fﬁcompfeheﬁding th@ realities of today“b@cause his mjndﬁﬂb'
eye wa.s flxed on. tomarfowg on that aboolute ideal to whl'b
he had devoted‘hls whcl@wex1soenceo_ Tar frcm feavlng she
rampant anarchism er‘tr?ihg to repudiate charges of anarchlsm5
he expreséed satisfaction that thé "éoncept of anarchism was
finally aosumlng concrete featurese® |
VWhile some dnaTChleS spoke of the Soviets Wlth fear
because they were still influenced by obsolete views,
the new, fresh trend in anarchism was definitely on
the side of the Soviets; because it saw their vitality
and their ability to win the sympathy of the working
nasses and arcuse their creative energy. 129
Lenin?s-utopianiSm was in full bloom after the
October Revolution‘after some thfeé decades’of dwelling
deep in the recesses of his mind with only an occasional
glimpse of light. The»masseg,’he‘bélieved, had already
transformed the state structure and were marching down the
road to communism. In his report to the Third All-Russia
R Ccngress of Soviets in January, 1918 he informed the
delegpte that°' |
‘When the messes wére taking up arms to start an une
~relenting struggle against the exploiters, when & new
peoplets power was being applied that had nothing in
common with Qarliamentary-power, it was no longer the
~old state, outdated in its traditions and forms, that

they had before them, but something new, something
baoed on the creative power of the people, 130

'9Len3n, Collecbed Works, “Thlrd AllmRu531a Congress
of Soviets of Workers?, Soldiers? and Peasants'! Deputies,®
XIVI, L75; Sobranie Sochlnenlj "Tretii Vserossiiskii S%ezd
Sovetov ﬁaboenlkh SOldatuklkh Krestflanﬁhlkh D@putauev "

- XXXV 282 : e

130

Ibid, XXVI, 475; Ibid, XXXV, 282,
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| This d&SCﬁlptlon is c0n31stenﬁ with that in State and

~R@volu tion wnmch deflnes the Wnew stateo ”131

- Lenin's unrestraan@d confldence in the fea51b1l1ty |
~of his ubtopian schemes durlng Lhe 1mmea1ate months followmng
the October Revoluclon has been interpretea in var;ous wayse
- AJfred Meyer has pr0v1ded perhapq the most S&LLufYIﬁg |
| explanation of what he has termed the ”honeymoon permod“
!‘of the Revolution. Notlng‘the,moéeratlon of arrests ofA
'the‘oppositiong the'leniency of Bolshevik cgnsorship, the
lack of official terror and wholesale mufdér,‘he'ccndludes
thatvLenin was so confident in‘the;ihevitable.triumph of
socialiém that‘any force used to speed the)Process would

132

"havé‘been'Superfluousa Lenin's actions and speeches

_ arg‘coﬁsistent ﬁ{th_this conclusiono Again, in a speebh
 befoPe the Third All»Ru 1& Congfess, he in fact declared
,that'thevBclsheviks had already achieved socialism. P01nt1ng

. éut that all other revolutions had merely atte@pted to create
,'a new state, he aéﬁerted that: ¥We héve_creatéd it == we

have already established a SOCialist'R@public‘of?Sevietso?135

o 131Leﬁ1n, Collected Worksp "The State and Revolutlen,"
XXV, L1G; Sabranie oochznenﬁlﬂ ”Gosadarstvo i Revoliuts;1a, .
XXXITL, 42, , o

132M@yér,wLehinism, 19he

33Lenin, collected Wovks, "Third AllmRuo81a Congress
»XXVI L6l -Sobranie Socninenll2 "Tretll Vser0881lsk11 Stezd,




From whence derivéd'Leniﬁ?s confideneé in the
A}inevitable triuvmph. of hié'utopian‘ideals, which cone
‘}sequentlyg 1mpllea an equal confldence 1n the aapacmty
of the masses to construct his U‘top.u:l‘P Did he serlously
believe that Russia was prepared to work for his Utopia?
If so, what supported that Eelief?-‘Did’he.discard Mérxism
in order to maka-?abm}for his own.thecries orndid he éimply:_
‘modify it? What was his own concept of a socialist state,
~and why did he believe that he and Russia could achiéve it?
Lenin probably nevefiegtertaiﬂed the idea that he |
might have deviated frovaaFXiéh; ‘He may bave had to
welarify® it oééaSionally, but Marxism had proven itself
t00 accurate and fitted too well with Lenin's person&l
éutloek for'him to discard it. Had not Tsarism been over-
throwvn by & bourgeois-democratic revolution as‘Marx had |
prophesiégd?. Had not then the iﬁdustfiai Pféletariat
risen against ﬁhose'who repreSQnted capitalism, as Marx
'h&d predicted? Admlttedly, Marx dld not have backward,
p domlnately agricultural Russia in mlnd when he spoke
of the 1nev1tab111%y of socialism, nor did he envisien
an elitistg-socialist revolution usurniné the bourgeois
revolutiono Nonet heless, the s¢mvldr1t1es between Marx's
‘predictions and the movenme st oi revolutlonary events in
 Russia allowed Leni n's impatient utopian tenden01eb to
interpret events iﬁvRUSsia as the fuxflllment of Marxist

Jaws and algo gave him reason to believe that these events
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supported the utopian novions of Jtate and Revoluticn.
‘Had he been more of a practical politieian and less cf
an utopian, hi$ ‘assessment of the'revolutionary events
of 1017 would have been more realisﬁico

What, then, was the crucial tendehcy in Lenin's
utopiaﬁ%eanings that b@fuddléd his calculating nind aﬁd
prompted hin to give free reign to hlS aparehlut
sympathies? It would appear from his administrative
proposals and from his writings and speeches that all
Marxist objectivity was actually subor@inated to his
avid, abstract faith in the innate»goodness.and intelli-
gence of the common masses, of the average Ivan in the
street. The Ulyanovs were an "average® family, itrans-
formed, however, by diligence and diuu1p11neo Vera
’Pavlovna’s Wasqocjate@” were merely average workers,

transformed, of course, by a communel gpirit of saerifice

and selflessness, All thﬁt was requiﬁed thought Leulny
tc achieve a perfeetTy harmcnlous 5051ecy was to do away
w1th the suppressive 1nst1tuticp of Tsarism and the
exploitative system of caplcalmwm and man would revert
back to a rational communal exlstence in which everyone
¥naturally"” and vqluntafily adhered to a few fundamental
rules of soc::i.al‘lifee These fundamental rules had been
~the strength of the Ulyanov household and the basis of
‘ Chernyshevskytlf“ al so cietj& It was Léninfs life goal;
Buﬁ, before these fundamennaL social rules could be put

into praculce, the masses would havc to iunstigate & brlef
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' pefiod‘of violence and dés%fuction'during which all of
the perverting influences of the_cénéemperary SOCietj
were éompletely‘destroyedg,.This ﬁaé»ﬁhe only cure amd’
the one preréquisitevforllaying‘thé foundations for a
commﬁnal'stateg, This eéseﬁtial of mass radicalism, which
was- necessary to destroy the 0ld society, and Lgnih*s
faith in the "natural goodness® of the masses seem tol
have domiﬁated his"uﬁdpianisme A1l other Marxist requirém
ments for secialismIWere at'énce interwoven with and
vsubordinaﬁed to this prevailing{conceptiome Follow
Lenin's optimism and his cautioﬁs approach to power;
they rely almost exclusively on the radical activities
of the masses. The massesvhad\td lead the way, for-‘
. Bolshevik power without massvsupporty,althgugh feasible,
could not accomplish the task of constructing the new
state, In 1917 it waS»bnly after‘the radicalism of the
Petrograd masses began to outdistant revoluticnary
leadership that Lenin was convinced that the>masses were
better prepared for the‘sociélisf‘févdlution than he had

anticipated. It was only after the %revolutionary energies®

of the masSes‘seemed’to demand State and Revolution that
its authﬂr consented td,steal it back from the next
generation and present it to his ovne That is not to
‘say that Marxist requirements>for the proletarian-
_socialist fe#blutiOﬁahad been.ﬁetg 'Capitaligm had not
"evolved to its;”inevitéble:deéth”'stége; the‘boargéois~

- demecratiC'revolutibnlhad hardly exhausted itself., But



e 109 -

these were not the Wproafg”‘that‘ﬁenin sought; they did
not form the basis of'hisfutOPianvdreamse‘ His %proof™
was that the masses wantéd}to"&dvéﬁ@é“beyond the policies
- of the bourgeois-democratic ProviéiOnal Govermment, and
an? advahcemént‘beyond those ﬁolicies automatically, so
said Marx, moved toward sociélismo134_ Moreover, the
'masses had advanced to the point of supporting Bolshevik
platforms, which, égaih, indicated their desire for a
prbletarian%sbdialiSt Pevolution, because‘the Bolsheviks
represeﬁted9 Lenin had no doubts, the one, true revolu-
»tionary_Marxist party. Every other factor cbuldbbe
subordinated to this one consideration, or rather, every
other factor could be interpreted solély within the frame-
- work of this conditiOn:b that the masses support the
Bolshevik program. If the masses supported Bolshevism,‘

- a creation of Lenin, then they must likewise support

State and Revolution or Lenin's Utopiao

. This is obviously a nafrow approaéh'on which to
determihe a'country's futuré, but Qhat other gauge could
have been used to prediétvthe moment of the "historical
inevitvability"® of'socialism? How could one measure at

precisely what point capitalism would be ripe for des-

13.1"’Lenin, Collected Works, "The Impending Catas-

‘ftrqphe and How to Combat It," September 10=-14, 1917, XXV,

- 356; Sobranie Sochinenii,%Groziashchaia Katastrofa i Kak
s Nel Borotfsia," XXXIV, 192: S T -
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tfucclon and the masses prepared for soclallsmV With   ;
'what apparatus are such 1nuanﬁ1bles measured? _The most
'bthe Mensheviks’offered was that the?é should be a
nsignifiéant inﬁervaln bétween the two révolutienso nBut 
ﬁhb was to determine the length of the interval;'Who to
ﬁéll the proletariat when it was time to strike? In
Lenin?s mind the only tangible for detefmining ﬁhe time
for the revolutibg was‘by thé mass support giveﬁ the |
Bolshevik (that is, his'QWH),programo'_ﬁad,ngt his entire
careeé been devobved to‘preparing-ﬁhe,mésses tb accept'his{'
teachings in order that-theyrmight create a socialist
revolubion? ‘Ifs then, the masses’indicated their suppoft.
for his teachiﬁgs by suppoftiﬁg the.Bolshévik Party, were
not the masses prepared to begin SOCLallSt construction
~and had not the time for the SOCl&ll&t revolution drrlved9135"
Lenlnfs emphasis:on the 51ngular task of the
massss fo'pave‘the way for the new society is non-Marxian |
~ in origin. Merx simply agredd with Lenin and specified

- the proletarian masses. But Lenin had already recognized

the need to win the masses to his teachings and to use
them as the wvehicle for socialist construction after being

‘converted to Che?ﬂyshevSkyfs message. Their révblution

35Lcn1n, Collected Works, "Twe Tactics of Social-
Democracy in the Democratic Revolution," June=July, 1905,
IX, 32; Sobranie Sochineniil, "Dve Ta&tlkl Sot31al~Demokrat11
v Demokraﬁiches 01, Rewollut811," XT, 19, : : ‘
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would be preceeded bj a psychological chénge'in ﬁheir

o mehtality o the attitudes of Lenin?s oWn.utopianisme

Thus; Lenin believed; whenever the time came that the
'masses-agitated for a sOCialist (Boléhevik) revoiﬁtion,
~they would already have'undergone the psychological tranéw
formation necessary to institute the Ynew age®™ or at least
héve beguh that transformation. Subseqﬁently, the radical
activities of the masses were identified With their accepte=
ance of his own utopian schemes. When in 1905 the Russian
masses succeeded in staging perhaps one of the most success-
ful general strikes in history, Lenin concluded that the
transformation toward the "new people" and the "new age®
had already begun. When, in July, 1917, the crowds of
Ee@rograd surged out of control of revolutionary leadermv
ship, Lenin concluded that a turning-point had been reached
in the revolution; that the masses were further advanced

than he had believede136

Rather then analyzing the economic
level of capitalist developuent or the progfess of the

- bourgeois révolution;‘he was only cohcerned with the fact
'that mass redicalism was outpacing Bolshevik radicalism;

~ that Bolshevik leadership was failing in its duty to his

own utopianism by underestimating the revolutionary con-

: 136Lenin@ Collected Works, "Draft Resolution on
the Present Political Situation," September 16, 1917, XXV,

311 & 313; Sobranie Sochinenii, "Proekt Rezoliutsim o

Sovremennom Politicheskom Momente," XXXIV, 144 & 146,




1sciéusneas of the proleﬁaéiate137}.For Bolshevik leadere
ship to‘restrain the revolutionary enérgies'of the pro-
letariat was to betray the revolution, to doom it to
failure. To waitb for.a ﬁeéting of the proposed Congress
of Soviets or the Consﬁifuent‘Assembly'would'make the
‘Bolsheviks "miserable traitors to the proletarian cause, "
They would be traitors‘because Marx had predicted a _
sociélist révoluﬁion precisely when a,majcrity of the
'proletafiat'becaﬁe politically consciousness enough to
recognize their historical role. Aﬁd, for Lenin, that
political coﬁsciousnesS_was eqﬁated with proletariah
”‘suﬁpoft for the,BolShefik Party. As early as 1905 he

had declared that‘ﬁhe advancéd members‘of the working

class were Winstiﬂétively,rspontaneously Socialeémocratic;”
;thét is, Marxiste138, By 1917 he was‘even more convinced |
~of the fqrmula.that Bolshevik sympathizers equalled
dedicated Marxists and, in spite of Marxist doctrine,
those sympathizers were not limited to the industrial

proletariat. At the outset of the October Revolution,

13/Lenin, Collected Works, "Draft Resclution on
the Present Political Situation,% XXV, 313; Sobranie
Sochinenii, "Proekt Rezoliutsim o Sovremennom Politicheskom
Momente, ¥ XXXIV, 146, -

13gIbid, "The Reorganization of the Party," November

N ]

}ég§16, 1905, X, 32; Ibid, "O Reorganizatsii Partii," XII,

(4



Aspeaklng as the voice of the Centrd] Committee of the
 Social-Democratic Partys Lenin declared ﬁhato‘"

- behind our PdPtY stand Lhe mllllcnw of the workers
in the cities, the soldiers in the trenches and the
peasants in the villages, prepared at all costs to
achieve the victory of peace and the victory of
3001allsm? 139 . S , v

Mass support for the Bolahevlk Papty not only slgnlfled
 that the masses had achieved the polltlcal conqclouuneos
reoulred by Hatx for a socialist revoluoxon, it also nade

the Ru551an masses the fvanguard of the internatienal »
140 | | "

socialist revolution." _Waiﬁ for the bourgeois revolu=-
tion to run its’courée&?' |
When the workers 5, soldiers and peasanos have said e o o
‘that they will assume full power and will themselves
set about building a new life, there can be no question
of a bourge01umdemocratlc revolution., 141
The masses, Lepwn believed, had advanced beyond the bourgeOﬁon

Ademocraulc stage,. they were ready to begln socialist conw

139Len1n, Collected Works, "From the Central
Committee of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party
(Bolsheviks),' November 18=19, 1917, XXVI, 307; Sobranie
Sochinenii, ot Tsentral fnogo Komiteta Rossiiskoi Soosfmf;”

g-Demokratlcheskow Rabochel Partii (Bolfshevikov),® XXXV, 76;

Also see "Letter to Comrades" in which Lenin attemp ed. to
. distinguish between Blanquist conspiracy and Marxist
' -insurrection,,IbidgvXXVI; R12=213; Ibid, XXXIV, 415wh160

v | ,,1&0Tbld "Third All-Russia Congress of &OV1ecs,
CXXVI, L72; Ibld WTretil Vserossiiskii SWezd Sovetov,®
mv’ 279@ - N . ‘. . f R -

141Ibzd XzVI, 175; Ibid, XXXV, 282m2839



lstrucolon, and their support of Bolshevik slogenﬁ ﬁproved” |

it o | ” -
That Lenin nevef feallv surrendered hrs fazuh in

the revolutionary GOHSGlOHSﬁeSo o; the pro]eterlau that he

i experienced in 1905 is anopherrmagor p01nt that has recelved

~little attention. from historians, It has becomé.pOpulaf

‘]F'to debcrlbe Lenln?s distvust of the proletarlat, as ev&denced

by Whau Is To Be Done? and his demand for a select party

members hlp in 1903, and then compare thls evldencc with
his optimistic evaluatnon of the proletarlat curlnﬂ the °
revolutionary perloas of 190; and 1917, From-ouch-a conme=

"7parlscn the obvious COHClUSLOn is that State and FCVOlULJOR,

whleh 1s usual]y lncluded in the 1917 revolutlonarf period,
and Lpﬁin*v lace 1017 -garly 1918 wrltmngs dnd p0410Les were
the result of his being swept away by the revolutlonary
1atmosphere of 1917;"that his actions and ideas had no
relation to the objective reality of thé situaticﬁho Such

a conclu31on 1eaves much of Lenln's character and Lhought

’ untouchede Although he was deiln vely 1nop1rea by th@

- very spirit of the 1905 and 1917 revolutions and his

| interp?etation,dfvthéxsituatidn wa s undoﬁbﬁediy cdlored

‘By the excitement;of events, Leninvnohetheleés'did not
© fail ﬁo analyzethat he éénsideféd to be the ¢fugial
,»objéctive factoré;and to base his}decisibns 0n’£he relatien'
o oof the “cbjective® situation to Marxist requifeménts, Theée

objective factors, however, were generally reduced to one ==
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| namely; the ngolutionafy éonsciousness of ﬁhe prbletariate
This was the crucial faétér that would determine the time
and the.natufe cf the fevolutiong‘_The revolutipn&rj events
following the February Revolution, especially the radicalism
of the July Days, did much to convince Lenin that the pro-
letariat was sufficiently revolutionary to supportra}
socialist revolutiohg but this assessment was, at the same:
tlme, a gradual, progressive prdéess that Lenin began
emphavleng as early as 191AG
In thac year Lenin contW1buLed several articles

to an assessment of the strength of Bolshevik sympathies
‘among the elite of Russian_workers in comparison with that
of other Russian political parties, This research; con-
~ducted in Européan’eﬁile in Lenin's usually detached
manner, was hardly influenced by_emotional radi¢alismc
Yet, his'conclusions‘wefe that the revolutioﬁary con=
séiousness of the proletariat, initiated by the 1905
Revolutlo“, had blossomed not only in quantity but also_
in quality; that this'conéciousness had not only been
achieved by fourmfifths of the workers but that this
majority was Bolshevik in sympathy. .

- TLeninfs method of research was a comparison of
~the statlstlcs of Russia'e newspaper 01rcllauxcn and of
monetery contributions to the newspapers by workerst
groups, He devided sympathies between Praﬁdists-(of the

Bolshkevik persuasion) and Liquidationists (all non-Bolshevik
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papers)e In Mey9 191L§ in an artmc]e published in Trudovdya
Pravda he dem@n&urated the predomxrance ‘of Pravdist workers

~ groups ocut of the total number of groups that had cantrlbuted
"money to various newspapers. },

Pravdist Liguidation

For the two full yearss 1912 and 1913 eos 2,801 750
~For half of 1914 (January 1 to May 13)cee 2, 873 671‘

TOGa.!. © o6 © © o o ev o o 5 67}+ i l+21.il+z

Leninfs conclusion that #four-fifths of the WUPk@Ib
have accepted the Pravdist decisions as their own, have
approved of Pravdism, and actually rallied arcund Pravdism,
o o of reveals his confidence in th@'revolutionary outlook
of the proletariate Lenin eouated Pravdism w1th Bolshev1
and Bolshevism with revolutlonary Marxism. Henee,

“the conclusions to be drawn from these objective data
are that Pravdism is the only Marxist, proletarlan
trend, really independent of the bourgeoisie, and had
organized over four-fifths of the workers (in 1914, '

- 81,1 per cent of the vorker s¥ groups as compared with
~ the liquidators). 143 * ~ .

S 1h2 Lenin, Collected Works, "Unity,"™ May 30, 191%,
- XX, 320' Sobﬁanﬂe Sochinenii, "Obedinstve," XXV, 178,

. 'QBLLLQ "Objective Data on the Strength of the
 Various Trends | 1n the Working Class Movement,® June 26,

- 191 @, XX, 387; Lhid, WOb”eknlvnoye Dannye o Sile R&zykh
‘-vTecnenll v Ra bocne Dv1zn@m11," XXV, 28R

: Obv*oualy, Leninfs comparison dealt nly with
that very small element of active workers who gave monetary
suppoert to newspapers. He did not bother to mention that

~ theses constituted only a small fraction of Russia's total
cof some four million workers. But then, Lenin was only
concerned with the politically "conscious” elementse
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This}waé “he péint of L@niﬂ§s.reseafch°'ﬁ6 fprovel
v .that thﬂ politically censcmovs WOWKGPS were revoluulonary
Marx1scso The nmore polltlcally conq01eLs the proletarlat
of & $ revolutLOnafy re SpOﬁulbll1Ly, “the less 1mportant
was the role of the Party as a foree for agltatlon, the
more the Party cauld ccnccrn 1tself with actually directlng
| the revolutiomary movements The mofe conscious the pro-
letarlat, the nearer the socialist revolutzone- A‘capltalist
gnation_withfa suffieiently conscious prolétaviat was
'inevitaglyldﬁamed to revalution? becéuse a fully conscious
prbietariat would indicate that all of the other Marxist
, réquirements forrthé socialist revolution had been met.
 Lenin never tifed of emphasizing this crucial fac@orai
'_There can be no more importent duty for cla§3méon scious
workers than that of getting to know their class move-
ment, its aims and objects, its condltlons and practical
- forms. That is because the strengith of the worklngm

class movement lies entirely in its polltlcal conscious=
ness, and in its mass character@ 144 "

Only in 1905 had Lenin's conildenée in the proletariat
‘reached clMilaL helghtse But'hls'1905}optlmlsm wag colored
:by the-splrlt of ?evolutlone Not s0 in 191!,0 In 1914 Lenln .
wrote and assessed from the calm of Europeaﬁ ex1le$ Yet, |
hlsfestlmatlon'of tha-proletarlat was complimentary aﬁd

optimistic:v "ghe more politically developed the masses

} 144Lenin Collected Workp, ?0bjective Data on the
Strength of the Vd?lOu& Trends in the Working Class Mote-
‘ment,® XX, 381; - Sobranie Sochinenii, "ObYektivnoye Dannye
oll@ Razykh Teehenlz v Rabochem Dv;zhenlx " XXV, 24,




of the workers are, and the higher their level of class-

- consciousness and'politicdi activify, the:higher is the

"anbe? of Pranlsbo amono theme"1¢€ |
&éi Hence, Lenints raapect for thg revelutlonary
, abiliﬁles of the proletdfl t was not an atyltude that he'
acqulLed ovcrnlgnt follow1nu the February Revo'lut'con9 as
hag so often been pcrtrayed@ An essentLal part of his
1ntellectual oup;ook, stimulated by the 1905 Revolution,
this attitudé was formallz declared by Lenin in a number
of tﬁtistical‘reports at least‘as early as 1914, and it
' remanned a part of hlS ounloo& ior the remainder of his

lifeg reaching a peak in 1917, It was only after the |
>revolutionary evehts of 1917 had occurred, however, @hat
‘ he=¢oﬁld point to concrete results as eVidence‘othhe
V"cérrectn@ssﬁ of his ideals. Armed with the "proof® of

. the‘1917 revolutiocnary energy of.the massesy,he immédiately"

set about to put State and Revolution into practice.

 Thus, rather than intellectual deviatidgﬁggd
betrayal of his own principles in 1917; Lenin was quite‘.
‘consistent in his revolutionary thought and action.
3_ Even in his original revoiutionary blueprint, What Ts

 To_Be Done?, he recognized that because "there could

. ésLeﬂ¢p, Collected Works, "The Worklng Class
and Its Press," June 13-1k, 1974, XX, 366; Sobranie

Sechinenii, “Rabo b31 Klass i Rabochaia Pechat," XLV,
299, '
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. not ye yet be SGGL&lmD@ﬂOGTatlﬁ consclougnesh among the

- workers, » o oV this consciousness woula have to be
Whrought to them from w@?h@uﬁeﬁ '?his was the very task
assigned the'érigin&l Paﬁt§,membefs,”théuWpfofessioﬁals":'
“to educabe the masses and draw them into the Blehevik
ranks; - to awaken the massés SO that theyICOuld ”advancgb

from their own ranks increasing numbers Of Yprﬁfessional

' revolution'ﬁ“"af“ ‘This was what the Party was concerned
with between 1903 and 1905 and then from 1905 to 19176
It was Lenln'5‘5uated purpose ffomrthe,very beglnnlng of
hi& revolutioﬁary céweere The Parﬁy.wés to pfovide those
Wétron~ personalities" who would p?eparb the masses fer
" the Ynew age." And, “he more thap once convxnced hlmsm1'
that the task had been accomplished, that the maSSes were
eﬁlight@n@deﬁ1@6 | - |
Tn this 1ight, Lenin's decision for a socialist
réVolution is qui e cons1stent with his own revolutionary
theorj that a successful SOClalle revolution dependmd
solely upon Lhe political consclousness of the proletarlat°
th@t is, on their revolutlonary energies against capitalism.
B "Give us an orgaﬁizatiOn of reﬁolutionists,‘and we shall
overturn the whole of Russial®, Lenin had written in 1902,

That organization of revolutionists in 1902 was small and

— _ |
WOeyer, Leninism, k5.
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Sélect;_its primary task that of iﬁcreasing its membership
among the workers. The fact that*thé organization was
restricted and conspira@érial in 1902 did not mean that

it would remain 0. It would ingﬁgase in size as more

and more workers bécame'suffiéienﬁly'conscious se as to
effectively participat@ in the organization. When eriticized
that his "organization . of professional revolutionists”
would create a dictatorial elite that would dOminate the |
‘Workers, Lenin replied that such was not necessarily so, that:
this condition does not cbtain out of sheer§1ecessity’o

It obtains because we are backward, because we do ndk -
recognize our duty to assist every capable worker to
become a professional agitator, organizer, propagandist,
literature distributor, etco., etc. 147 ‘ '

If this definition charactérizes what Lenin meant
,iby;a professional revolutionist," then, by 1917 he had
sufficient reason to believe that a significant portion
of Russiats proletariat had become "professional revolu=
tionists." The workers were not only agitating and
propagandizing; they were marching in the streets and
helping to overthrow a govermment. Whether or not Russiafs
vorkers were dedicated revoluﬁioﬁary Marxists,; whether or'
not they even supported Lenin's utopian ideas and Pravdism
is much less important to the.subjeet at hand than the

fact that Lenin believed that they wefe revolutionistse.

: 147Lenin, Gollected Works, ¥YWhat Is To Be Done?,%
-V, 4725 Sobranle Sochinenii, ¥Cnto Delatt?," VI, 132 -




. 121 =

His writings from 1914 through 1917, and even for the
remainder of his life, indicate that he considered the
Russian proietarian majority, or at leastfthe more
Wadvanced®, to be revolutionary Marxists,_at least in
sentiment. In light of this conviction, and in relaﬁién

to Lenints revolutionary theory, itvwas only logical that
the revolublanarymconsc1ous proTeLarlat should "Lnev1tably”
take over the direction of the bourgeois revolution of
February, 1917, Marxist doctrine required that the bourgeois-
democratic revolution be followed by a proletarian-socialist
~one when the class«consciouénesslof the proletariat was
sufficiently developed. By 1917 Lenin believed that the
Russian pfolétariat was»sufficiéntly'clasSmconscious to
carry out a socialist revolution.

, In terms of his own revolutionary theory and his
estimation of the revolutionary situation in 1917, what
would have been really inconsistenﬁ on Lenin's part would
have b@en for him to advocate restraint, to advise waiting
while the democratic revolution entrenched it sveo For
him to have believed that the proletariat were revolubtionary
enough to desire the destruction of capitalism and the
construction of gocialism, and then to caution against
revolution; that would have been the real treason to his
own ;onvictionso He had always preached that revolution
would come when the proper cpnditions were met and, believing

that those conditions had been met in 1917, to have cautioned’
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restraint would have been to turn his back on his life's
- worke

- That the ideas of State and Revolution have never

been realized in Russia is obvious, but that is due not

to Leﬂinfs‘intellectual'deviatiqnfbut‘to insurmountable
objective conditions and to false assumptions about the
nature of man.and economics that were cruci@l to Leninfts
philosophy. However, these fallacies were present in 1902
és well as in 1917; théy were simply not articulated in
book form until 1917; Lenints pre=1917 prcgramé were

: designed for immediate impleméﬁﬁaticn to meet particular

- situations in Russiats revolutionary development. Whatb

Is To Be Done? was written during a period of development
that demanded rigid organizational disecipline., Yet, it

vltimately promised the anarchistic situation described

~in State and Revolution. State and Revolution was the

' fulfillment of the promises of What Is To Be Done? The

crucial factor for determining the transition from What

Is To Be Done? to State and Revolution was always the

ilevel of consciousness of the proletariat.” Operating
on %this assumptidn2 Lenin had every reason to believe
that the time had come in 1917 for the proletariat to
fulfill its mission. For him to have judged otherwise
would haﬁe been for him to re-examine his entire life's
thoughts and workse. |

Hence, it was not so much that Lenin's theory of
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revolution ﬁas invalid e% he was, after all, successful we
as that his assumptions}regérding the naturé of man and
his aséessment of the revolutiona:y situvation in 1917
~was incorrect, and these étopped the revolution far short
of Lenin's intehtionso That is, Marxts theory that
capitalism.will be overthrown when~(or rather, if) a
sufficiénﬁ numbér of‘its proletariat dedicate themselves
to the destruction of capitalism is essentially valide
Such a théory merely states the obvious. No economy can
vfunctioniig its‘labor base refuses to work and is in fact
ded¢caued to the destruction of the system. The delicate
p01nu in Marx's theory, at least for Lenin, was how to
determine at precisely what stage of political or
intellectual development a worker became a dedicated
socialist and not simply an energetic, disgruntled
~worker; and, likewise, how to determine precisely what
porticn of sociali ‘u proletariat equalled a sufficient
number‘tovinsure the completioh of the revolution,

These are the points on which Lenin's political astute=
ness failed him. He could not knowvfor certain whether
the increased radicalism and political activity of the
workers was socialist conscliousness or elemental éponm
taneity. His deep-seated utopian ideals often tempted
him to interpret sPdnﬁaneous fgelings of resentment or
eveﬁ the workers! acceptance of Bolshevik leadership as

socialist consciousness. His failure to distinguish
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between revolutionary eqnscioushess and elemental spone
taneity doomed the revclution that he had anticipatede
Yet, his revolution was ddomed from the very beginning
because of his false assumptions concerning the nature
‘of man. The anciént.Greeks.demonstratéd that‘the parti-
~cular does not reveal the general, but Lenin never doubted
that the Ulyandv aﬁd'Chernyshevsky models were applicable.
to all mankind., His rational and simplistic youthfnl
envircenment left him ill prepared'to grasp the realities
of man or the complexities of running a state |

The masses, true to form; continued to engage in
natural, elemental, spontaneoﬁs activities, activitiés_
not becoming to-the image of a conscious, socialist worker,
While Lenin spoke of the emergence of a strong, efficient,
and orderly state, the Russian economy, transporvation,
~and food supply became progressively chaotic. The huhgﬁy
masses; rather than keeping books on the distribution of
food.and material goods that were largely non-existent,
were riotihg in the streets. The soldiers, rather than
céoperating‘with the wnrkers' communes to keep account
and cbnﬁrolvof goods, were 160ﬁing homes and shops; the
émateur'Red Guards, rather'ﬁhan stabilizing the rampant
disorder, were joining the workers and soldiers, Not
' infrequentli, rioting peasants attacked the provincial
headquartérs of the Soviets and manhandled its members,
Battleé between péasanﬁéfand Red Guard'unité weré common,

-
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and, evenbtually, antimBolshevik organizatioﬂs d@velopede1@8

| Yet, despite these harsh vealities, even as late as
Apfil 1918, L@nln was still maklng agan171ng ple@s w1th
the populatlon te be falthful to the ulmple Chrigtian-
like virtues that would insure the "new age.," In the
application of elemental, almOst_religiouS; éommandments,
he still saw Russia's total solutions Nowhere do his
naive and ubopian cénvictiéna reveal themselves with more
patheticvkeenessvthaﬁ.inahisvappeal to,the turbulen%"
masses of a bréken down Russia in 1918 to: "Keep regular
and houest accounts of money, manage econpmiéallys do no®
be lazy, do not steal,'observé the strictest labour
discipline. o o %9 Admivting that these rules had
been rightfully scorned bybthe proletariat whén the
bourgéoiéie had held ﬁower, Lenin in 1918 urged that %the
practical application of these slogans o » o is the §2§3

. condition for the salvation of Cﬁussiéga o 6 o”150

1&80hambeﬁlln, The Rusgian Revolution, To See chapber
~entitled "The Shcruleved ’Breathlng Spacee'“ ' ‘

N 49Len1n, Collected WOrku; %“The Immedlate Task& of
the Soviet Government, ¥ M@rchmpprll 1018, XXVII, 243;
Sobranie Sochinenii, "Ocnefednye Zadachl SOVOtSkOl Vlasti,"
VT, 1Tk L -

1501314, XXVTI, 2443 Ibid, XXXV, 17k
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'While still propoﬁnding his ﬁtoﬁiah‘goals, by
the spfing of 1918 Leniﬁ_was'becaming‘painfully'aﬁare -
of the inadequacies of hisfmethodso  Perhaps ﬁncoﬁsciously -
 at first, he began to fumblé:for some sort of,compromise
‘that-would permit 2 less chaotic transition to communism;
While aiming for the same>utopiah goals,.he began to search
for more practical methods of achieving thenm until, gradually, '
method came more and more to take priority 6ver goal; .
stability soon became such an obsession that the intended
compromise 1apsed into a full fétréat@ .Even while begging
the masses in April to keep honest accounts; Lenin began |
emphasizing the nebessity of compromising with the exploiters ==
the,bourgeois speéialiéts == who would be used to facilitate o
the transition %o commﬁnismo_ Héd the masses quickly solvgd
the problem of account and contrqi,‘which theorétically |
would have stabilized the economy, then the bourgeois
specialists‘could havevbeen'done away with immediaﬁelyo
Lenin pointed out, howevef, that: | |
| Owing to the coﬁsiderable 'deléy' in introducing
accounting and control generally, we o o o have not

et created the conditions which would place the
%ourgeois»specialists at our disposal. 151 '

Lenin recognized thatvthe revolution had moved

too far, too fast, The pace would have to be slowed;

151 enin, Collected Works, "The Tmmediate Tasks |
- of the Soviet Govermnment, XXVII, 24€; Sobranie Sochinenii,

- WOcherednye Zadachi Sovetskoi Vlasti," XXXVI, 179.



StabilityAWOuld have to bé_ﬁaiﬁtained, even at the expense
of a temporary'retreat@ ‘Whereas_the goal remained Utopia,
the methcds would havé to be more practical@ Whereas in;
January he had praised the fresh trénd'in,anarchism that

: sided with the Sovieﬁg by April he ﬁas convinced that |
vaharéhism was a bourgeols trené, irreconcilably opposed

to socialism and communism, Gradually and painfully he

was recognizing the fact that State and Revolution would
‘have to be projeéted again intb the futuré; that the
| consciousness and7ability 6f the mésses‘were not yebt up
to the.ﬁask of constructing a communist state. }Socialism
and communism meant Stability; a smooth functioning of
econémy’and stbate or society; the new society presupposed
mags discipline. The original goal remained,'but there
would have to be & revision in the time schedule; the
masses needed more training. Russiats arrival at its
ultimate Utopia would be somewhat laﬁer than‘Lenin had
anticipated~a few months earliery and, it mightvrequire
 some gove?nmenﬁ force, o |

Thus, Lenin gradually emerged from his lofty
heights, his‘utopianism slowly began receéding back to
its former confines. DMore and more, order_aﬂd'staﬁility
tobk priority-over'mQSs éarticipation; order’and stébility
meant consolidating Bolshevik}power ih order tb restrainl .
the'massesov Leninfs utopian dreams had appeared mech more

feasible when he was a critic of the ruling powers, when
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mass radicalism and anarehy threaﬁénéd the ?rovisionél
Government‘rathér than the Soviet Ge?érnment@ Once in

the seat of stétevauthoritys CGnstéﬁt chaos and anarchy
~lost its appeals and-theaconflict between liberty and

" order became Vefy reale His conceptions of operating a

_ state'andvits.economy had been much too'simple; socialism
requifed-much éore than simpiy issuing decrees, His over-
'estimation'of the abilities of the mésses aﬁd1his under- |
estimation of the requirements for socialism were all too
apparent. Lenin the utopian w@gualso predisposedﬂto,theg
order and discipline that had characterized his ycdthful
venvirohment;' he could not tolerate disorder as a permanent
statea Hence, in his search er an orderly transition to
communism,‘the_practicalities of operating 2 state over=

~ whelmed his‘anarchistic'notionso'»0#@‘"strategic fetreat"

- was followed by anéther, and each "backward step" was '
followed by two. By this process, "the Soviets lost
théiffcharacter as freely elecbed}bodies; the dictator-
ship of the prqletariat turned more and more into a

dictatorship of the Communist Partyo“15&'

‘Democratic
workers! organizations were sadrificed to the military
discipline of individual Soviet leaders. Lenin hinted

at these events in April, 1918 when he'advocated individual

152

Ghamberlin,’The‘Ruséian‘Revolution, I, 4i9..
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rather than collective leadership and even attempted to
justify personal dictatofshipe_ Dur to the'féilufe of . the
masses to consolidate its socialist gains, he said, it
had become necespary° | | |
to combine the 'publlc meeting? democracy of the
~working people ¢ o o wWith iron discipline while at

‘-work, with unquestioning obedience to the will of
a single person, the Soviet leader, while at work. 1533

 Gone were the days when the workers were extolled
to take things into their owﬁ hands and promenadé down the
road to socialism., The new watchwords were authority and
obedience. Gone~were the daYs bf coalition government,
constituent assembly, and col ective leadershlp0 There
wasgALenin decldred, hastily beating a retreat, “absolutely»
-no contradiction in principle between Soviet (Egggiigs
socialist) democracy and the exercise of dictatorial powefs
by individuals." 2%

The retreat led ultimately to the policies of War

Communism, "che period during vhich problems of power over- |
shadowed all other'problems of the regime, when all activities

of the Leninist state'were concentrated in a grim struggle

| 153Lenin,’Coll_ected Works, "The Immediate Tasks of
~the Soviet Government,” XXVII, 27/1; Sobranie Sochinenii,
"Ocherednye Zadachi Sovetskoi Vlasti," XXXVI, 203,

Vhyvig, xxvrr, 268; Ibid, XAXVI, 199.
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e s 158 - N
for survival." 25 Lenin's utopianism was based on a
dubious foundation of emotional idealism which was quickly

undermined by the practicalities of state administration.

- State and Revolution wn@ldvhave to waite

Historians have beeh Quick to note, in proving
the~insincerity‘or opportunistic traits of Leninfs
}ﬁtopianism, the Very limiﬁed steps taken by the Bolshévik
regime toward con$tructioﬁ ofva communistic socieéy9 con=
cluding that he was more interested in power and'authority‘
than in Creating a better order of society. By the same
reaéoning, one might conclude that the presence of war and
disease is proof'bfjman?svdesire that they should exist.
The actual poliﬁical, eéonomic, and social measures
~instituted by;the Bolsheviks prior to the period of War
 Communism did fall far short of laying the foundations
for a communist society. In the area of economy, the
Bolsheviks initiated an eight-hour work day, nationalized
fthevbanking system,‘ahd outlawed payments of dividends
and shares. Workers' control of industry was gradually
rétionalized out éf éxistence'and replaced by centralized
contfbl in the name df'stabilityo The social decrees
issued by the Bolsheviks simplified the Russian alphabet,

adopted the Western calendar, invalidated traditional

15%Meyer, Leninism, 199,
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méﬁriage and divorce laws; and provided for.the separation |
of Churéh &ndvschool &ndbchurch and'State; 'Balsh@ﬁik'
attempts to comnletely equa1lze a1l clements of the populae
tion, however, were given up in the name of necessary
compromise with the Wb@ﬂfg@OlS spe01allstsa' The-politiq&l~
legislation of Lenin ‘s regime annulled all étate'debts, |
established gevernmeﬁt'officials? salaries at five<hundred
rubles per month (a temporary meésure), and provided for

156 Opviously,

judicial elections by Soviets on popuiar votee
these measures represeﬁt@d a radical departure from the
institutions of Tsarism, but thcy were clearly vefy timid
steps toward creating a communist societyo The utopian

goals of State and Revolution continued to receed into

the background. Internal chaos, civil war, and foreign
intervention became Jvoblflc tions for more Wstrategic

retreats™ and "backward steps® which compromwsed p:1n01ole

with practical necessityo Every retreat from the ideals

of State and Revolution was a concession o the hard,

disciplinary tactics of What Is To Be Done? In 1902

these uectlcs were Justified by the need to destroy the
_hcavy herd of Tsarist oppression; in 1918 they came to
be justified by the need to stabilize the chaotic situation

that had developed in part from Lenin's attempt to implement

156CbuMb”rllﬂ, The Russian Revolnblon, I. See chaptar
entlkled "First Steps of the New Reglmeo"




the anarchistic ideas contained in State and Revolution.

Yet, while it would be erroneous to consider State

and Revolution the basic statement of Lenin's political

philosophy, it would be equally erroneous to dismiss it

as a ffanciful exercise." State and Revolution does
represent Lenin's fundamental philoscophy of man, his

inner convictichs on human nature, his ideals for a more
humane world. And, this philosophy was as much a part of
his intellectual outlock, of his essential charécter, as
was his political philoscophy; *hat 18, his conception

of how his ideals could be realizeds The fact that his
political philosophy, in the end,'took precedence over

his philOSOth of man does not negate the ex1stence of

the latter, nor should the formew obscure the significance
of the latter. Had his not been "a cause worth devoting'
one's life to," then perhaps Lenin would have been more |
prone to compromise, less prone to.total solutions., Lacking
ﬁhe moral absoluteness of his ideals; perhaps the October
Revolution would never have occurred; perhaps Lenin would
have settled for a.human scciety rather than demanding an
Utopia. The radicalism of 1917 certainly convinced him
that his Utopia was feasible, but, lacking thoso utopian
dreams, he undoubtedly would have made a less favorable
and more reglistic‘aésessment of mass radicalism, It was
rrecissely bécausé'of'his uiopianism that one can under-

stand the Toverwheluing irony" expressed by Angelica
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| Balabanoff that°

- Lenin, who must have felt Lhe same thfobblng enthusiasm
we did, was the one who had to set up the most numerous
and difficult obstacles for the triumph of the verdict
(socialism) in whlch he had a snrongeL belief than any
‘other man. 157 :

, 157Ba1é.banoff9 Impressions ovaenin, 22,
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o LENIN*S UTODIANISM
Rodney B&I"‘fl eld

”',,ABSTRACT~

General histories give‘littlé credenCe to the
‘utopian side of Lenin's revolutionary tﬂqught, especially
in relation to his only formal utopian work, State and

‘Revolutione' Standard interpretations pass off that work

as an "intellectual deviation" resulting from'Lenin7s

"revolutionary fevar" of 1917, while offerlng Vhat Is To"

Be Done? as the statement of orthoaox Lenlnlsmo

Lenln's utoplanlsm was not, in fact, a temporaryll
aberration but a very real part of his intelléctua1 out-
look which had its origins in the s1mplistie atmosphere
of the Ulyanov househo]de The harsh, uncompromlslng

attitudes expressed in What Is To Be Done° were devedeped

during his brother*s trlal and executlon and dnrlng hlS
own arrest and exiles | |

" Lenin was attracted to ChQTHthGVSky and Mary
| because both expressed his own pwo~pronged outlook:

utopian goals,and‘pragmatlc methodss This outlook is

revealed in his two best known works, What Is To Be Dcne?

and State and Revolution,

:The actual role of Lenin's 1917 "revolutionary



N fevéf",was not to motivate'the writing‘of State and

Revolution but to prompt him to attempt a socialist
' réﬁolutioﬁo Tt wasbhis ihgrained utopianism that caused

~him to interpret the events of 1917 as a mandate for the

 ideals expressed in State and Revolution. That utopianism
was always a partﬁof Lenin's intellectual outlook, but;it‘

‘wasfonly in 1917 that he found'the'confidence’to give‘itr

 ,¢'pri6rity over "“pragmatic methods,?
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