THE FIRST GENERATION OF COMMUNISTS: VLADIMIR ILYICH LENIN, REVOLUTIONARY

 The work of Marx, with its confident and stirring account of the inevitability of communist society, captured the interest and imagination of many Western and Eastern thinkers. Commu​nist ideology was seen as an exciting alternative to a world con​vulsed in the agonies of capitalism, which was enriching the few and enslaving the many.

But Marx had created a theory of historical development. Now, people of action would be needed to make a revolution. In Russia, Marxists like V I. Lenin and Leon Trotsky would lead the world's first proletarian revolution and then take the initial steps toward the construction of a socialist state. The undisputed leader of this first generation of communists was Vladimir Ilyich Ulyanov, better known as Lenin. Fellow Marxist Paul Axelrod wrote of him: There is not another man who for twenty-four hours of the day is taken up with the revolution, who has no other thoughts but thoughts of revolution, and who, even in his sleep, dreams of noth​ing but revolution.

Lenin: From Country Lawyer to Marxist in Exile In 1870, the same year during which Marx was promoting working​men's politics as a leader of the First International, a second son was born to a couple in the sleepy provincial town of Simbirsk (now Ulyanov) in the middle Volga region of the Russian Empire. He was named Vladimir in honor of the Russian saint credited with bringing Christianity to Russia. This Vladimir Ulyanov, who later adopted the pseudonym Lenin as a way of avoiding de​tection by the Tsar's secret police, would bring his own gift to his native land, a gift that would dramatically change the course of world history.

The young Lenin enjoyed an almost idyllic childhood. One of six children born to a minor official in the Russian educational bureaucracy, Lenin grew to adolescence in a home where the se​rious pursuit of learning was given high priority but where a healthy amount of mischief and play was also tolerated. The chil​dren's father, Ilya, despite a humble background, had advanced steadily in the Russian educational system to the position of in​spector of schools for the province of Simbirsk. Although he was a typical patriarchal figure in the household, he apparently influ​enced his children through example rather than force, and he was loved, admired, and respected by the entire family. The children's mother, Maria, was the heart of the home and overseer of the young ones' education since her husband was frequently away on inspection tours.

In 1886 the sudden death of the father rocked the calm of family life. The following year the family again received a shattering blow, this time with the shocking news of the execution of the eldest son Alexander. He died on the gallows for his part in an un​successful plot on the life of the Tsar. Soviet hagiographers have attempted to link Alexander's death with Lenin's conversion to Marxism. The effect of Alexander's death on Vladimir, however, can only be surmised since Lenin apparently did not discuss the execution of his brother with any friends.

In the same year of that family tragedy, the teenage Lenin left home to enroll at the University of Kazan. His goal was a law de​gree. Within four months his academic life came to an abrupt halt with his unjust expulsion from school. Although charged with "deceit, dereliction, and even discourtesy,"Z he apparently was a victim of his brother's tainted name. Trotsky in later years aptly commented that Lenin was expelled from the University of Ka​zan into the University of Marxism!

But Lenin's path to Marxism was not as direct as Trotsky's witty remark suggested. His entrance into the company of Rus​sia's radicals was by way of Populism, a peculiarly Russian form of socialism which based its revolutionary hopes on the country's suffering peasants. Only in his late teens, in 1888, did Lenin begin. a serious study of Marx's Capital. He became increasingly at​tracted to the German philospher's scientific formulation of com​munist theory. Avidly devouring this detailed work as well as the The Communist Manifesto, Lenin now wholeheartedly ernbraced the principles espoused by Marx. Convinced that urban workers rather than peasants would bring about revolutionary change, and convinced of the inevitability of communist society, he studied and interpreted Marxism and converted many who would later work with him in transforming Russian society. This determined apostle of Marx even mastered German and translated into Rus​sian several -works important to the Marxist cause, such as The Communist Manifesto, completed in 1890. In the early 1890s he also made contact with clandestine Marxist groups operating in St. Petersburg.

Lenin's mother hoped to remove her son from tne dangers of revolutionary activity by interesting him in the peaceful lifestyle at the family's small country estate on the Volga river. During these days in the country Lenin enjoyed picnics, berry-picking ex​peditions, and daily swims in the placid Volga. This lifelong rap​port with nature and outdoor sports accounted for Lenin's hardy physique and gave him treasured moments of peace and satis​faction throughout his turbulent life. His mother's hopes were not to be realized, however. For Lenin these country days also offered an opportunity to deepen his probe of Marx's thought, to observe the peasant agricultural problem firsthand, and to dream of revolutionary action.

In addition to his devotion to Marxism, Lenin had continued his private study of law. Nearly three years after his expulsion from the University of Kazan, Lenin received permission from the Education Ministry to present himself for the bar examinations upon completion of his private study of law, primarily due to the persistent pleas of his mother. He studied intensely for little more than a year and then took the law exams. He scored highest on the examinations, which covered a four-year university curriculum. This feat revealed the intelligence, tenacity, and diligence of this remarkable man.

In 1892 his mother's incessant pleas opened another door when Lenin was granted the requisite Certificate of Loyalty and Good Character that made him eligible to practice law. For a short time the man who would later overturn Russian society worked within the system as a respectable citizen of the state. He practiced law for nearly two years in provincial Samara, representing peas​ants accused of petty theft, and defending them for the most part unsuccessfully!

Lenin would not remain within the good graces of the Tsar's government for long. Moving to St. Petersburg in 1893, he became an active Marxist. He established contact with factory workers, and he attacked Populist doctrinaires who refused to acknowl​edge the increasing revolutionary potential oE the proletariat. Populists, according to Lenin, also misunderstood the peasantry. While the Populists dismissed the peasants' desire to own indi​vidual plots of land as naivete, Lenin believed the peasants we're displaying a deep rooted petit-bourgeois mentality. Events would later prove Lenin's interpretation to be the correct one. Peasants would confiscate landlords' estates, not to create common owner​ship under socialism but to obtain land for planting their own grain and to establish family ownership.

Following a severe bout with pneumonia in 1895 and after Euro​pean travel where he met emigre Russian Marxists, Lenin was ar​rested by the Tsar's police for his subversive activities in organiz​ing the St. Petersburg League of Struggle for the Liberation of the Working Class. The prison conditions he experienced provided an ironic contrast to the harsh, inhumane treatment political pris​oners would one day be accorded in the Soviet gulag. Tsarist pris​ons were often accommodating to men like Lenin. Contacts with friends and relatives were permitted, and books, both licit and il​licit, were not too difficult to acquire. After a year's imprison​ment in 1896, Lenin served the remainder of his term, until 1900, in exile in western Siberia. The pseudonym "Lenin"-man from Lena-was adopted during this time, inspired by the Lena River which flowed a few hundred miles from the revolutionary's place of exile. The authorities also allowed fellow conspirator and fian​cee, Nadzheda Krupskaya, to join Lenin as his bride.

The years of Siberian exile were peaceful and productive ones for the young couple. They enjoyed free use of a good library, and Lenin completed his first major theoretical work, The Develop​ment of Capitalism in Russia. One of more than thirty works Lenin wrote during his Siberian exile, this important book de​scribed statistically the rise of capitalism in Russia. The study showed that Russia was taking giant strides toward capitalism and that the peasants were not aspiring to socialism but to the private ownership of land. In analyzing the development of capi​talism in Russia, Lenin was emulating his master, Marx, who had also examined capitalism in one country. The focus of Marx's study was England; for Lenin, it was Russia. And in pointing to the petit-bourgeois mentality of peasants, which placed great value on land ownership, Lenin, like Marx, was declaring that the peasantry was reactionary; it wanted to go backward toward land ownership, instead of forward toward socialism and the commu​nal ownership of property. But Marx, in The Communist Mani​festo and Capital, had dismissed summarily the problem of the peasantry, whereas Lenin in The Development of Capitalism in Russia was presenting the problem of the peasantry as a major issue.

His term in exile completed, Lenin returned to St. Petersburg where after a few confrontations with police for probation viola​tions, he and his wife received permission to go abroad. Between 1900 and 1917 Lenin and Krupskaya spent lonely but fruitful years in and out of European exile. In Paris, Lenin organized a workers' school and delivered more than fifty lectures to the laborers; in Cracow, where the couple lived for two years prior to the begin​ning of World War I, Lenin took advantage of Austrian Poland's proximity to Russia and directed the revolutionary activities of his comrades. Financially, these years in exile were lean ones for the two emigres. Lenin's mother regularly supplied them with funds from her small estate, but it was not enough. Lenin supple​mented his allowance by giving language lessons and by doing translations.

When World War I broke out, the couple returned to neutral Switzerland. Lenin believed the war would strengthen bourgeois hegemony at the expense of the proletariat, and so he denounced it. The only way to exploit the war for the Marxist cause would be to transform it from an imperialist war into a civil war. He hoped civil war would lead to the seizure of government by workers throughout the world. But Lenin apparently did not expect to see this workers' victory in the near future. As late as January 1917, less than three months before his triumphant return to Russia after the fall of Tsar Nicholas II, the exiled Marxist told a Zurich audience that "we of the older generation may not live to see the decisive battles of this coming revolution." 

The Long Road to Revolution

PEASANTS AND WORKERS EKE OUT AN EXISTENCE IN LATE NINETEENTH-CENTURY RUSSIA

What was this colossus known as the Russian Empire that Lenin and other revolutionaries dreamed of destroying? As it entered the twentieth century, Russia could aptly be described as a nation in turmoil.

The recently emancipated peasants who constituted more than 90 percent of the population experienced little satisfaction with their so-called freedom. In 1861 Tsar Alexander II, after his Em​pire had suffered a crushing defeat at the hands of the more indus​trially advanced western European countries, namely, England and France, in the Crimean War /1854-56/, had a blunt message for his serf-owning nobility. Russia, he claimed, had lost the war because of its backwardness. Illiterate serfs, increasingly rebel​lious at their lot in life, and in poor physical condition, made in​different soldiers and had been a major contributing factor in the defeat. If the Empire was not to suffer further humiliation at the hands of European powers, radical change was necessary. And if a rebellion of these suffering serfs was to be avoided, emancipation from their near-slave status had to he carried out quickly. Forced by the Tsar, committees of noblemen worked out the re​sultant Emancipation of 1861. Ironically, the emancipated serfs became the chief victims of the edict intended to free them. In​stead of personal freedom and the piece of land they coveted, the former serfs remained confined by law to their native village and were free to till only the piece of land allotted to them by the vil​lage elders. They also shouldered the heavy tax levied on the vil​lage in the form of redemption payments. In assuming this heavy tax burden, payable over a forty-nine year period, the serfs were reimbursing the government for the land given to them in the Emanicpation agreements. (In 1905 the government would recog​nize the serious financial plight of the peasants by cancelling these burdensome payments.) In effect the liberated serfs were paying a ransom for the freedom grudgingly granted them after centuries of oppression. The Emancipation of 1861 had eliminated serfdom in name only.

While turmoil was brewing in the Russian countryside, discon​tent was growing in the cities. In the latter half of the nineteenth century, Russian industrial output was increasing by leaps and bounds. In the year of Emancipation, for example, the Empire produced approximately 352,100 tons of pig iron; by 1900 this fig​ure had increased to 3,233,900 tons. In 1861 its coal output was just 424,325 tons; by 1900 it had jumped to 17,809,125 tons. Simi​lar advances occurred in cotton and other textile industries. As an augur of the future, Russia's railroad trackage extended during this period from 1400 to 33,000 miles. The completed Trans-Siberian Railroad extended from Moscow to Vladivostok, linking for the first_time in the country's history its European and Siberian re​gions. Despite significant industrial development, the Empire at the turn of the century could claim only a relatively small work​ing class, with some 800,000 railroad workers, 1 million miners, and 3 million factory workers in a country of 125 million people. Like the western European proletariat, which had endured cruel exploitation during the early years of the Industrial Revolution, the small, weak Russian working class suffered from pitiable wages and inhuman working and living conditions.

As Russia entered the twentieth century, the peasants experi​enced for the most part deep dissatisfaction with their lot and would need only the right pretext to erupt into violent revolu​tionary action. The burgeoning proletariat, laboring in despair in factories and mines throughout the Empire, also existed in a simi​larly explosive atmosphere.

MARXISM COMES TO RUSSIA

In the history of the Russian revolutionary tradition, the begin​ning of the twentieth century marked one hundred years of rest​less questioning of Russia's past. Prince Alexander Radishchev's journey From St. Petersburg to Moscow, written at the close of the eighteenth century, had fired the first salvo against the insti​tution of serfdom. Radishchev suffered disgrace and exile by order of Empress Catherine for his courageous portrayal of the terrible plight of the serfs. In the nineteenth century, poets like Pushkin and Lermontov as well as novelists such as Gogol, Dostoevsky, Turgenev, and Tolstoy continued to illuminate the appalling so​cial conditions of the masses and the corruption of the governing bureaucracy. The beauty and power of their works prompted ad​miring Westerners to describe the era as a golden age of literature which at that time was unequalled throughout the world.

This same century also signalled the appearance of writers who, eschewing the form of novel and poem, wrote bluntly about the nation's problems and called for bold solutions. For some of the critics, collectively called the intelligentsia, the answer to Russia's ills could be found in Western political institutions mod​elled after the British constitutional monarchy or even the Ameri​can democratic system. Other intellectuals saw salvation in a Slavic consciousness untainted by foreign ideas and ways of life. These Slavophiles believed that the country's spiritual foundation was the Orthodox Church and that a return to Slavic virtues and faith would overcome the contamination caused by Western ideas about industry, government, and morals. Slavophiles and West​ernizers, in their separate ways, advocated political reform and an amelioration of peasant hardships.

Among the groups that looked to the West for inspiration was a radical wing known as the Populists. For this group, socialism as interpreted by western European thinkers offered a system of so​cietal relationships well suited to Russia's peasant population. For centuries peasant communes and producers' cooperatives had existed in scattered parts of the Empire. This indigenous peasant socialism appealed to nineteenth-century Populists as a workable foundation on which to build a just social order. Unfortunately for their cause, these proponents of Russian socialism could agree on nothing beyond the goal of socialism itself. Quarrels and pet​tiness effectively defused their revolutionary potential. Out of this seemingly hopeless situation, however, a new revolutionary movement was developing, one that would eventually overrun the old Russian state.

The year 1883 witnessed both the death of Karl Marx and the birth of the Liberation of Labor, Russia's first Marxist organiza​tion. Although the group was founded in Geneva, Switzerland, it was nonetheless a truly Russian Marxist organization. Its bril​liant founder, G. V Plekhanov, had supported the Russian Popu​list movement during his student days. He had also edited Black Partition, a Populist newspaper. When the newspaper folded and when peasants failed to respond to Populist agitation, Plekhanov retreated to Switzerland. As Populists in Russia turned to ter​rorist activities, the young intellectual broke with them and be​gan his lifelong espousal of Marxism. Lenin claimed that it was Plekhanov who reared the first group of Russian Marxists.

With the assistance of Vera Zasulich, Paul Axelrod, and others, Plekhanov worked zealously to spread Marx's gospel and to at​tract new followers to the cause. By the mid-1890s the ideas of Marx had reached captivated audiences throughout most of Rus​sia's rapidly expanding cities. In St. Petersburg, for example, Lenin and six other Marxists united some twenty different Marxist groups in a new organization called the St. Petersburg League of Struggle for the Liberation of the Working Class. For his involve​ment in this group, Lenin spent time in prison and in Siberian exile.

With Marxist and other workers' groups sprouting throughout Russia's cities, the need for a central organization to coordinate their work became acute. In 1898 nine Marxist and socialist leaders secretly assembled in the little town of Minsk in western Russia (now Belorussia) to create a national laborers' party. They pat​terned their organization on the growing European social demo​cratic movement and named the new group the Russian Sociäl -; Democratic Labor Party (RSDLP). The Partys deliberations lasted only three days and produced little of substance other than an agreement on the need for a nationwide party and the election of a three-person central committee. Two of the three committee members and eight of the nine delegates were arrested a few days after the adjournment, and their revolutionary initiative seemed doomed. Subsequently, this inauspicious meeting received the title "First Congress of the RSDLP." Nevertheless, in Russia at the turn of the century, after one hundred years of revolutionary ferment and less than fifty years of socialist orientation, Marxism had become a potentially explosive force, its tenets attracting some of the Empire's most brilliant minds.

The principal opponents of the RSDLP in the struggle to win the allegiance of the Russian people were the Populists who, under the new name Socialist-Revolutionaries, had become the party of the peasants. Both parties recognized the inevitability of revolutionary action as a means of achieving some form of social​ism. But the source of the future revolution aroused bitter dis​agreement between the two groups. In the estimation of the Socialist-Revolutionary Party, Russia was an agricultural state and its population overwhelmingly peasant; socialism would tri​umph with this class only. To Social Democrats, this view was a serious misreading of the situation. Marx had clearly outlined the unalterable path to communist society. The nation's only hope for revolutionary change lay with the oppressed city workers.

A third group that would exercise political influence in the first decades of the twentieth century was the Constitutional Demo​cratic Party, or Cadets. Members of this party agreed that the au​tocracy must go, but they disagreed on the form of government that should replace it. Some favored a constitutional monarchy similar to England's while others simply wanted to modify the powers of the Tsar. On one point all Cadets agreed: revolution was not the method for bringing about social and political reform; they preferred peaceful, legislative means.

As the government's police agents monitored the activities of these political groups, the small Russian Social Democratic Labor Party was beginning to struggle with an identity problem. The di​visive issues involved standards for membership and a debate over the role of Marxism in Russia's immediate future. In particular, Lenin began to question the tenets of his mentor Plekhanov. Be​cause of the worldwide recognition accorded to Lenin, the impor​tance of Plekhanov to the birth and growth of Russian Marxism often goes unnoted. Yet Plekhanov, not Lenin, was the dominant figure early in the movement's history, his intellectual superiority unchallenged by Lenin or Trotsky: Both were content to sit at his feet as eager pupils. Only at the turn of the century did quarrels gradually break up a close relationship. For the young Lenin, revo​lution was the goal, and it must be attained as quickly as possible. He insisted on the organization of an elite professional leadership to direct proletarian revolutionary action. Plekhanov and his fol​lowers, on the other hand, saw the need for further industrial de​velopment in Russia before the country would be ripe for revolu​tion. They also believed that Lenin's idea of elite leadership was an abhorrent dictatorial tendency. The differences between the two leaders became irreconcilable when Lenin expounded his views in more detail in the seminal work What Is To Be Done?

LENIN ASKS "WHAT IS TO BE DONE?"

Any attempt to trace Russian revolutionary theory from thought, to action must take special note of the pamphlet What Is To Be Done?, completed by Lenin early in 1902: The title had a special and indeed double significance for Lenin. Generations of Russian radicals had become familiar with the provocative question, which first appeared in the 1860s as the title of a novel written by an un​compromising critic of Russian society Nikolai Chernyshevsky. The book was peopled with larger-than-life heroes and heroines who willingly sacrificed personal happiness to further the cause of Russian socialism. It could hardly be considered a masterpiece, however. The characters lacked human qualities, and the writing style was dull, moralistic, and pedantic. Nevertheless, Cherny​shevsky's story had an enormous effect on many of Russia's radi​cals, among them Lenin and his older brother Alexander. Com​menting on the book's impact Lenin said:

It captivated my brother, and it captivated me. It made me over completely.. . . It's something that charges you up for the whole of your life.'

But Lenin's What Is To Be Done? had an influence which far outweighed that of Chernyshevsky's on Russian socialism. Though written in haste and replete with names which today are forgotten, Lenin's pamphlet put forward in unmistakable detail the plans necessary for revolutionary takeover in Russia. In es​sence the brief work made four points.

'' First, Lenin reminded his fellow Marxists that "without revolu​tionary theory there can be no revolutionary movement."  He was distraught at the growing tendency of some members of the newly.formed RSDLP to struggle for petty reforms like wage in​creäses instead of working for outright revolution.

Second, he argued that revolutionary consciousness must be brought to workers from outside their ranks. Left to themselves, workers would not develop a Social Democratic or revolutionary consciousness.

The history of all countries shows that the working class, exclu​sively by its own effort, is able to develop only trade-union con​sciousness, i.e., the conviction that it is necessary to combine in unions, fight the employers, and strive to compel the government to pass necessary labor legislation, etc.'

Marx's contention that the proletariat would spontaneously de​velop revolutionary consciousness through the gradual matura​tion of the capitalist system had been erroneous. As capitalism had matured, the proletariat had combined in unions and had bar​gained successfully for higher wages and improved working condi​tions. A more comfortable material life had quelled any thoughts of revolution among the proletariat.

Third, an organization of professional revolutionaries must as​sume responsibility for bringing revolutionary consciousness to workers. Lenin outlined in this part of his pamphlet the charac​teristics he hoped the RSDLP would possess. It must be an organi​zation of stable leaders with a highly selective membership that was professionally engaged in revolutionary activity. In addition, meetings of the Party had to proceed with the strictest secrecy in order to avoid detection by the Tsar's omnipresent police.

Fourth, the medium in which to discuss revolutionary theory, with which to initiate political work among workers, and with which to train strong local revolutionary organizations was the. newspaper. In What Is To Be Done? Lenin expounded on the abso​lute necessity of a strong revolutionary press. He maintained that without a newspaper, a political movement was inconceivable. He reminded his readers of the importance the regime had given to the power of the radical press by citing the vast sums of money the police had spent in the nineteenth century trying to silence it. He urged his readers to take courage from the evidence that grow​ing numbers of workers were reading and learning from the un​derground press "how to live and how to die." The all-Russian language newspapers Iskra (The Spark), Vpered (Forward) and Pravda (Truth), served as important and effective vehicles for spreading Marxist revolutionary theory throughout the country.

Lenin's What Is To Be Done? altered some of Marx's major ideas: By insisting that revolutionary consciousness be brought to workers from outside their ranks, Lenin deviated from Marx's proposition that economic forces would play the leading role in the creation of the proletariat's revolutionary consciousness. But Marx was also averse to fixed formulas: He had maintained that the practical application of his philosophy would depend "ev​erywhere and at all times on the historical conditions for the time. . . ."' To Lenin, late nineteenth-century history had shown convincingly that workers, when surrounded by a capitalist mi​lieu, did not develop revolutionary consciousness. This conscious-​ness must be brought to them by a political organization whose only raison d'etre was revolution, whose membership was lim​ited, and whose proceedings were secret, all characteristics requi​site for survival in a repressive autocratic state. Marx and Engels, in The CommunistManifesto, had advocated the educational role of the party. Lenin simply built on this concept to make it work in a country fundamentally different from western European nations.

It is beyond the scope of our study to determine whether or not Marx would have approved of Lenin's ideas as expressed in What Is To Be Done? But there is no denying that Lenin recognized the importance of revolution in Marx's philosophy. He also realized that economic forces alone were inadequate to move history at times, and so he promoted the power of politics as a way of nudg​ing history forward. The emphasis on political activism for chang​ing history has become known as "political voluntarism." Hence​forward, politics would replace economics in Lenin's analysis as the driving force of revolutionary change in Russia, and political voluntarism would supplant economic determinism as the prin​cipal agent of change. This contribution to Marxism was so fun​damental that the ideology later became known as Marxism​Leninism.

Armed with the ideas expounded in What Is To Be Done1, Lenin gathered with fifty-six other delegates in Brussels on July 30, I903 för the Second Congress of the RSDLP. Though intellec​tuals were in the majority, workers also were present in the group that had worked nearly two and a half years to convene the Con​gress. But from the opening gavel, the Congress became a shout​ing match over the program and structure of the Party, despite the efforts of venerable chairman G. V Plekhanov. The noisy argu​ments so disturbed neighbors that on orders of the Belgian gov​ernment the delegates left Brussels for London and continued their boisterous debates there.

Lenin's conduct during the London assembly left no doubt as to the importance he attached to the question of Party structure. He worked frantically to win support for the creation of the truly effective organization he had outlined in his pamphlet. Scarcely eating or sleeping, he drove himself to persuade the organization's delegates to his point of view. The efforts proved fruitless. When the Congress voted on the issue of Party structure, Lenin and his faction lost. When the question of membership for Iskra's edi​torial board came to the floor, however, Lenin and his followers won by a narrow two-vote margin. Though his group remained a minority among Congress delegates, Lenin, on the basis of this single victory, promptly termed his faction "men of the majority" or Bolsheviks. His opposition, led by Trotsky and others, was la​beled "men of the minority," Mensheviks. The Party that had been created with such promise in 1898 was moving rapidly to​ward an irreparable split.

When the Congress drew to a close on August 23, 1903, Lenin's popularity was in serious decline. He had lost the support of Plekhanov and Trotsky. Short of funds and discouraged by the strength of the opposition, Lenin resigned from the editorial board of Iskra and, at the wise urging of his wife Krupskaya, embarked for Switzerland to seek a respite from the political strife..

1905 REVOLUTION LEADS TO THE DUMA PERIOD
As Lenin settled into Swiss exile, an imperialist Russia confronted a rival imperalist power, Japan, over a weak and exploited Chinese Empire. Russia hoped that quick military victories and territorial annexations in China would glorify the homeland and appease the growing unrest in the countryside. Japan, always anxious to expand its empire, saw in the feeble Manchu Empire an easy op​portunity for territorial gain. No Russian guns would stay its am​bitions. The two imperialist giants battled one another for a year and a half (February 1904-September 1905) over the right to dis​member China. Surprisingly, Japan emerged as an easy victor. Modernized and well prepared, it had moved quickly and effec​tively against the poorly organized and ill-equipped Russian armed forces.

Early in 1905, after suffering nearly a year of shattering defeats at the hands of the Japanese, Russia was convulsed in a revolution that Lenin would later describe as a dress rehearsal for the revolu​tions of 1917. The opening scene was played out in St. Petersburg on the wide, snowswept square fronting the Winter Palace. There, on a Sunday afternoon in January, the troops of Tsar Nicholas II massacred hundreds of the city's workers and their families, people whose only crime was a peaceful, humble appeal for better work= ing conditions. The identity of the person who issued the com​mand to fire on the innocent people that "Bloody Sunday" is un​known. But history does record the significance of the occasion since it marked the first act in a yearlong revolutionary drama. The cast of characters included government officials who dealt clumsily with an unending series of strikes, and a Tsar who stub​bornly resisted his alarmed ministers' advice until it was too late.

Before Nicholas reluctantly granted constitutional rights to the people, the nation and in particular the cities of St. Petersburg and Moscow suffered several bloody upheavals. The government reck​oned with a sailors' rebellion on the battleship Potemkin as well as alarming nationalist uprisings in its Polish and Baltic provinces and in the Caucasus. Peasants engaged in looting and burning rampages, frequently attacking Jews in some of Russia's most bes​tial pogroms. In September, when the Russo-Japanese War drew to a close, the returning, war-weary soldiers and sailors joined in the turmoil in the cities.

These violent outbursts served merely as a prelude to the revo​lutionary action initiated by a Moscow printers' strike. Culmi​nating in a general strike that has no parallel in any nation's his​tory, the Moscow strike originated from an almost petty demand. The pay for printers' piecework did not include the typesetting of punctuation marks. When the shop workers' request for pay for setting these symbols fell on deaf ears, they walked off the job. Responding quickly, workers and professionals of every sort​small shopkeepers, transportation employees, lawyers, doctors, journalists-united in a mighty protest against the government. The Moscow strike quickly spread to St. Petersburg, where even the famed corps de ballet abandoned its slippers and took to the streets. Other segments of the city's population rapidly followed suit and, as in Moscow, the strike won the complete support of the work force.

Meanwhile, Lenin's and Plekhanov's factions were spending their days in endless, unproductive denunciations of the other's theoretical position. Trotsky, unable now to accept either the Bol​shevik or Menshevik position, fled the humdrum life of Swiss exile and returned secretly to the Russia from which he had es​caped earlier after imprisonment for illegal activities. But his re​turn to Russia in the spring of 1905 aroused the attention of the police, and he fled across the Finnish border to safety, a time​honored practice of generations of outlawed Russians. From his vantage point just twenty miles from St. Petersburg, he waited for the opportune moment to reenter Russia.

As the general strike paralyzed the nation, Lenin eagerly seized upon any news of the tumult in Russia. He busily researched in the Geneva library to learn the techniques of street fighting. As a result, Bolsheviks within Russia received instructions from him on the use of weapons like rifles, revolvers, bombs, knives, brass knuckles, and clubs.

Lenin and Krupskaya returned to Russia in November, but it was Leon Trotsky who claimed center stage during these tense months. In October, as the general strike was tightening its grip on the country, he secretly returned from Finland to St. Peters​burg and helped organize a general strike committee to lead the workers. Throughout the city, factory workers elected delegates to represent them on a workers' council or soviet, a body which directed strike activities. Soon a similar soviet appeared in Mos​cow. The soviets published daily bulletins stating the strikers' policies, distributed guns and ammunition, organized demonstra​tions, and set up a system of guards. The St. Petersburg Soviet, led by Trotsky (after the arrest of its first chairman), was basically a Menshevik organization, while in Moscow, Bolshevik workers dominated the council. To their discredit, the Moscow Bolsheviks put their particular goals before those of a successful strike and attempted initially to boycott the St. Petersburg Soviet.

Amidst the revolutionary turbulence, one of St. Petersburg's outstanding citizens, Paul Miliukov, united a group of the city's liberals into a new political organization, the Constitutional Democratic Party /Cadets/. Miliukov and his Party gave full sup​port to the strike.

Tsar Nicholas II, unable to quell the national upheaval, grudg​ingly conceded defeat and through a proclamation called the Oc-​tober Manifesto offered his long-suffering subjects a modicum of political freedom. His concessions were niggardly, but they repre​sented a minute step toward constitutional democracy. The Tsar authorized the creation of a Duma or elected parliament, and its legislative powers were shared with an Imperial Council. But half of the Council's members were Nicholas's personal appointees, and control of the armed forces, foreign policy, and treasury re​mained within his hands as well.

The mere prospect of an elected parliament, however, helped end the strike and restore government control over the country. The Cadets, satisfied with the Manifesto, withdrew their support of the strike. This withdrawal, coupled with the widespread wea​riness of the people, left the soviets without the foundation they needed to continue their agitation. Lenin's desperate efforts to arouse interest in the soviets' call for a second general strike failed dismally. The hope of the revolutionaries waned and Russia settled into an uneasy peace. By 1906 Lenin had fled the country. After brief jail terms, members of the St. Petersburg Soviet were released; chairman Trotsky, however, received a sentence of in​definite exile to Siberia.

In retrospect, though the revolution of 1905 collapsed, the record of the revolutionaries was not without merit. For one thing, the Bolsheviks and Mensheviks, the Socialist-Revolutionaries, and, to a lesser degree the Cadets, had put their differences tempo​rarily behind them, and under Trotsky's leadership had cooper​ated in the pursuit of a common goal. There was an important presage of the future, too. The idea of a workers' council, born amidst strike-ridden St. Petersburg and Moscow in 1905, would rise again in 1917 to direct and influence deeply the course of events.

Russia's promising but brief Duma Period (1906-1917) augured better things for a country that for centuries had been disastrously behind its western European neighbors. Perhaps a satisfactory an​swer to the old question "What is to be done?" was now within reach. True, Nicholas had stubbornly refused to work with the first two elected Dumas because their liberal views were abhor​rent to a ruler firmly convinced that his autocratic powers were God-given. But after dismissing the second Duma and illegally changing election laws, Nicholas succeeded in getting the kind of conservative Duma with which he could cooperate. Thus during the years of the third (1907-12) and fourth Dumas (1912-17), the Russian ship of state sailed through relatively smooth waters, propelled by a balanced budget, an expanding railway system, and increased trade with the West. Industrial output rose and mining productivity, always an important industrial indicator, made enor​mous advances. International Harvester and Singer, the sewing machine manufacturer, even established offices in Russia. Pros​perity also appeared on the dinner table in the form of bumper crops produced during several years of favorable weather.

Despite Nicholas's foot dragging, the Russian Empire, under the able leadership of chief minister Peter Stolypin, benefited from practical and innovative agrarian reform which, had World War I not intervened, might have changed the course of Russian history. In anticipation of opposition to his reform plan, the blunt and outspoken Stolypin built several temporary gallows for dis​play throughout the Empire. Nicknamed "Stolypin's Neckties," they were for the immediate execution, without trial, of all ter​rorists who resisted the program. Stolypin's famous agrarian pro​gram offered peasants the opportunity to own their land. With the help of the Peasant Land Bank system, over 6 million peasant families became property owners. To an extent, all of Russia bene​fited because the new landowners took a fresh interest in cultivat​ing the soil wisely. With nature's cooperation, gram yields in​creased and the future looked promising.

In 1911, while attending the opera in Kiev, Stolypin was assassi​nated by an agent of the secret police. At the time of his death, the minister was increasingly at odds with the Tsar and Duma con​servatives. There were signs, too, of the revival of revolutionary unrest among the working class. In the early 1900s new labor laws had improved somewhat the plight of Russian workers. Now, after a lull of several years, a new wave of strikes broke out. The death of beloved novelist Leo Tolstoy in 1910 had provided St. Petersburg University students the opportunity for major street demonstrations, the first such demonstrations since 1905. But it was the famous Lena River goldminers' strike in 1912 that inau​gurated a series of violent labor disputes throughout the Empire. The goldminers, subject to the harsh wilderness of Siberia, de​manded an improvement in their terrible living conditions. When the request prompted no action, they went on strike. Conse​quently, the military intervened. During a confrontation with five thousand miners, the troops fired on the throng and killed some two hundred unarmed workers. A. A. Makharov, Stolypin's successor, failed to realize that the country would no longer toler​ate the government's neglect and abuse of the workers. His com​ment on the Lena River massacre was inane: "so it was and so it would continue to be."ß The Duma surprised him by calling for an investigation of the tragedy, and the ensuing report found fault with the mining company's management. The Duma's strong de​nunciation of the appalling conditions at the mine, however, did not assuage the anger of Russian workers. The slaughter on the Lena awakened the resentment which had lain dormant since the chaotic months of 1905.

During this same period, the Rasputin scandals surfaced. The lecherous, illiterate peasant wanderer, possessor of seemingly hyp​notic powers, had for years been a favored intimate of the royal family. Tsarevich Alexis, the adored only son and heir to the Ro​manov throne, suffered from the "disease of princes," hemophilia. Grigory Rasputin's reputation as a holy man with exceptional healing powers had brought him to the attention of the distraught parents, who were willing to consider any means of helping Alexis. Through hypnotism or simply through his means of inspiring faith in his ability to eure, Rasputin repeatedly restored the child to health. With each successful ministration, Rasputin in​gratiated himself more deeply and personally with the Romanovs, and especially with the Tsaritsa Alexandra. By 1912 even the most loyal Duma members voiced alarm at the increasing influenee that this peasant charlatan was exercising over the Tsaritsa and, in​directly, over the Tsar himself. As conditions deteriorated within the Empire, the public's knowledge of Rasputin's influence over the royal family did much to exacerbate the alienation between the Tsar and his people. To those astute enough to recognize the na​tion's precarious situation, these events seemed to seal the doom of the Empire.

WORLD WAR I LEADS TO THE MARCH REVOLUTION* AND RULE BY PROVISIONAL GOVERNMENT AND THE PETROGRAD SOVIET

Historians have long disputed the significance of World War I as the major factor in the demise of the Russian Empire. Some schol​ars reason that without Russia's unfortunate and unprepared par​ticipation in the war the country might have survived Nicholas's ineptitude. Russia did have serious labor problems, but so had other nations involved in the transition from an agricultural to an industrial economy. The country was also experiencing increas​ing problems with national minorities within its boundaries, and Lenin could rightly repeat the phrase that the Empire was a "prison of nationalities."9 But in an era of rampant nationalism, Russia was not alone in dealing with a problem that was not necessarily unsolvable.

To other scholars, the Duma Period, despite its promise for changes, offered too little to cope successfully with the persistent problems of Russian society. The country was in a state of decay. The most visible manifestation of this decay was Nicholas Ro​manov, a Tsar unfit for the leadership of a nation in crisis. With Russia's disastrous entrance into World War I in 1914, the decay spread rapidly and eventually destroyed the Empire.

Russia's participation in World War I can be recorded briefly. The nation entered the war on the side of the Allied Powers, France and England. Opposing them were the Central Powers, comprised of the German, Austrian, and Ottoman Empires. Rus​sia's peasant soldiers fought valiantly but suffered enormous losses. In 1916 Nicholas dismissed the head of Russia's armed forces and took personal command of the troops, leaving domestic affairs to Alexandra. Under Rasputin's baneful influence, the Tsar​ina dismissed competent ministers and officials and replaced them with Rasputin's corrupt, inefficient sycophants.

The end of the Romanov Empire came unexpectedly, almost quietly, in a series of events known as the March Revolution. While the Tsar was encamped with his troops at Mogilev in March 1917, his subjects in Petrograd,* war-weary and frustrated by the necessity of having to queue up to buy bread and fuel in the bone​chilling cold of a Russian winter, began citywide demonstrations. The refusal of the troops to quell the disturbances marked the be​ginning of the end. The Duma was unable to respond to the situa​tion and wired news of the unrest to the Tsar. But the startling news prompted no action from Nicholas. Turmoil quickly spread, and finally a Duma committee, formally attired complete with top hats, travelled to Pskov where Nicholas had been detained by the army. There, on March 15, 1917, at the respectful request of his ministers, Nicholas signed papers of abdication renouncing the throne in favor of his brother, Grand Duke Michael, who sub​sequently declined to serve. No Romanov would again succeed to the throne. Nicholas and his family were arrested shortly there​after and presumably executed by the Bolsheviks in July 1918. A dynasty had collapsed, and new forces were emerging in the coun​try's cities.

With the Tsar's abdication, leading members of the Duma formed a Provisional Government under the leadership of Prince Georgi Lvov. The Government assumed the name "Provisional" since it awaited the election of a Constituent Assembly. The new ruling body included only one socialist, Alexander Kerensky. But the socialists, Marxist and non-Marxist alike, were busy organiz​ing workers with an energy and spirit reminiscent of the revolu​tionary days of 1905. As the tumult in the capital city spread and grew more violent, the Petrograd Soviet of Workers' and Soldiers' Q Deputies rose like a phoenix from the ashes of the earlier soviets to represent and to guide the proletariat through the March Revo​lution. This Soviet, an unwieldy Menshevik-dominated body of fifteen hundred, held daily meetings in the same Winter Palace that had become headquarters for the Provisional Government. Approval from the Soviet was necessary before the Provisional Government could put into effect any of its acts or orders; with​out this approval, no one obeyed the government's dictates. As a result, for the eight months between March and November, a `~ dual, quarrelsome, and ineffective government ruled the Empire. 

LENIN AND TROTSKY RETURN FROM EXILE

The existence of two governing bodies in the Petrograd Winter Palace notwithstanding, the March Revolution was virtually leaderless. Soon, however, two leaders would return from exile to their homeland, ready to seize the opportunity unexpectedly given them.

When Lenin first received word in Switzerland of the abdica​tion of Nicholas, he responded skeptically. He attributed the Tsar's fall to the result of a capitalist struggle, with power merely transferred to the bourgeoisie now represented by the members of the Provisional Government. Not until late March did he respond to the Bolsheviks' urgent pleas for guidance amidst the chaos that was rapidly enveloping the nation's capital. He determined to re​enter Russia as quickly as possible, but enemy German territory lay between him and the Russian border.

Lenin concocted several ludicrous schemes with which he hoped to evade passport officials and cross into Russia. One plot called for him and Grigory Zinoviev, neither of whom knew Swed​ish, to use passports identifying them as two Swedish deaf-mutes. Krupskaya quickly put an end to this unrealistic scheme as she reminded Lenin that he might fall asleep, see Mensheviks in his dreams, and "start swearing and shouting, 'Scoundrels, scoun​drels!' and give the whole plot away." "' Finally, after prolonged ne​gotiations with the German government, Lenin, Krupskaya, and thirty other emigre revolutionaries were put in a sealed railway car and shipped through Germany, Sweden, and Finland. The Ger​man government agreed to assist Lenin and his group because it hoped the emigre revolutionaries would weaken, if not destroy, the Provisional Government, which was committed to support​ing the Allied cause against Germany. Ignoring the vigorous pro​tests of some of his colleagues, who viewed his negotiations with the Germans as collaboration with a hated reactionary wartime enemy, Lenin cooperated fully. He was desperate to return to Pet​rograd and help usher the revolution forward from its bourgeois stage to a socialist one.

After the sealed car reached the Finnish-Russian border, the emigres sledded a short distance over snow to the little Russian train awaiting them. Arriving at Petrograd's Finland Station in the late evening of April 16, Lenin and his group were greeted by up= roarious crowds, military bands blaring the "Marseillaise," Bol​shevik signs and slogans, and a mounted searchlight spraying its beams across faces in the crowd as soldiers stood at attention and presented arms. The people received Lenin as a returning hero de​spite his eleven-year absence. In his first address to the cheering crowds, Lenin spoke of the March Revolution as paving the way for an epoch of worldwide revolution. But he revealed the full ex​tent of his views in a brief speech the next day before two Party meetings. The speech was published in Pravda on April 20, and it became known as the "April Theses." Lenin attempted to guide his Bolsheviks with major directives which called for an end to support for the imperialist war effort and for Russia's Provisional Government as well; he advocated the transfer of all power to the soviets, and the nationalization and redistribution of land; he in​sisted that the RSDLP modernize its program and rename itself the Communist Party; and finally he demanded that a new Inter​national be formed to replace the defunct Second International. The "April Theses" elicited the disapproval of nearly everyone in the RSDLP, Mensheviks and Bolsheviks alike. Contrary to Lenin's analysis, they argued that the bourgeois stage of economic development must expand fully before giving way to socialism, as Marx had described. But the opposition crumbled within a few months and most of Lenin's directives became Party policy, espe​cially after Party members viewed with dismay the Provisional Government's refusal to deal with the land question even as peas​ants were revolting against their landlords. Lenin's directive call​ing for the nationalization of land became attractive to both Party members and peasants. The "April Theses" established Lenin as a preeminent revolutionary leader, and his speech delivered the first blow against the Provisional Government.

Besides Lenin, another leader of the first rank returned to Pet​rograd after the March Revolution. In exile in New York City Leon Trotsky had been editing his radical Russian journal Novy Mir (New World) and earning his living as a freelance journalist. He had chosen to distance himself from both the Bolshevik and Menshevik factions. But a few days after the Tsar's abdication, Trotsky made plans to return to the country that had jailed and exiled him for his participation in the unsuccessful revolution of 1905. With funds raised by New York friends, he embarked for Russia on March 27, a full two weeks before Lenin's departure from Swiss exile. British officials, however, detained him at Hali​fax, Nova Scotia, for more than a month until the Provisional Government requested his release and safe passage to Russia.

As Lenin and Trotsky plunged into the activities of the Petro​grad Soviet, faith in the effectiveness of the Provisional Govern​ment was steadily eroding, due in large measure to its failure to settle the agrarian question. The land issue was a crucial one for many land-owning officials within the government and for mil​lions of peasants who had always believed that the land was theirs by virtue of centuries of unremitting toil. But the Provisional Government continued to sit on its hands, and so Lenin's position as defined in the "April Theses" attracted adherents within the Party and among some socialist groups. He had proposed the na​tionalization of land, and this news excited illiterate peasants who thought that nationalization meant that land would be taken from landlords and put into peasant hands. By the end of May, a majority of the representatives in the Petrograd Soviet was sym​pathetic to Lenin's views. And in early July, the Bolshevik Party in Petrograd dramatically swelled its growing ranks when Trotsky and 4,000 of his followers formally joined the Party and cast their lot with Lenin. Trotsky also brought to the Bolsheviks his unsur​passed reputation as a revolutionary and tireless organizer. The Bolshevik Party now possessed an invincible team: Lenin, the charismatic leader and Trotsky, the brilliant organizer.

SUMMER 1917: THE JULY DAYS, LENIN'S STATE AND REVOLUTION, AND THE KORNILOV AFFAIR

July was significant for more than the growth of Bolshevik strength. There was a feeling among the people in Petrograd that the Bolsheviks would initiate some drastic action. Violence did occur, but it did not originate with the Bolsheviks. In early July, the Provisional Government's new Minister of War, Kerensky, an​nounced a major offensive against the Austrian armies on the southwestern front. After a few initial victories, the Russian army met with fierce resistance after the Germans sent reinforcements. The Kerensky offensive was failing. On July 19 the Germans mounted a counteroffensive and the Russian army fled in a dis= orderly rout, suffering yet another crushing defeat and losing the last of its best troops.

A few days before the German counteroffensive, knowledge of Kerensky's unsuccessful offensive touched off an explosion in Pet​rograd known as the "July Days." Between July 16 and 19 more than four hundred people were killed or wounded. Soldiers and sailors fought bloody clashes, some defending the Provisional Government, others fighting for its destruction. Blaming the Bol​sheviks for the insurrection, the Provisional Government pub​lished trumped-up evidence which called Lenin a German agent, and thus implying that the Bolsheviks had created the uprising on orders from the Germans. In defense of the Bolsheviks, Trotsky countered that the Partys role in the uprising was that of an un​successful peacemaker that had attempted to restrain the army's First Machine-Gun Regiment from taking to the streets at the be​ginning of the revolt. Most probably the Bolsheviks did disap​prove of the uprising, but as events unfolded they reluctantly gave it their support. Only later did they deny participation in what had proven to be a poorly organized and ill-directed insurrection.

The July Days uprising was a disaster of major proportions for Lenin and the Party. As the Germans initiated their counteroffensive and the full extent of the failure of the Kerensky offensive be​came public knowledge, rumors bombarded the people of Petro​grad. They believed the Provisional Government's claim that Lenin was a German spy and that Party members were betrayers of the Russian nation. Angry crowds smashed the presses of Pravda, and Lenin and his colleagues barely eluded the mobs that attacked the mansion where they were living. Because warrants had been issued for their arrest, Lenin, Zinoviev, and other Bol​shevik leaders fled to a forest hideaway in the environs of Petro​grad, then crossed the border into Finland. Throughout the city, arrest and imprisonment became the lot of all known Party mem​bers, Trotsky and Leo Kamenev (a leading Bolshevik) among them. Needless to say, Party membership plummeted because the popu​lation now equated Bolshevism with treason.

The seriousness of the situation for the Bolsheviks did not es​cape Lenin. In a note to Kamenev written in late July from his Finnish hideout, he asked that his comrade publish a manuscript that he had begun a year earlier in Switzerland if outraged coun​trymen should kill him. This essay The State and Revolution, was Lenin's greatest contribution to Marxist political theory, but was never completed. During August and September, despite the embarrassing failure of the July Days and the threat to his own life, Lenin finished and polished the first six chapters, leaving un​written the chapter on the revolutions of 1905 and 1917. Lenin, in this work on the Marxist theory of state, was providing a justifica​tion for a Bolshevik seizure of power that would be followed by a dictatorship of the proletariat.

Using extensive quotations from the works of Marx and Engels, Lenin generally reiterated their ideas on the state as an agency of repression but developed in more detail the concept of the dic​tatorship of the proletariat. Also, he emphasized more than Marx or Engels the violent, merciless, and protracted character of the dictatorship. After the proletariat had concentrated its forces of destruction against the bourgeois state, the workers would orga​nize themselves into a dictatorship of the proletariat "to crush the resistance of the exploiters and to lead the enormous mass of the population ... in the work of organizing a socialist econ​omy."'z In crushing the remaining recalcitrant capitalists, Lenin admitted that the dictatorship of the proletariat would inevitably commit "excesses on the part of individual persons.These ex​cesses would be halted spontaneously by the people themselves in the same way "any crowd of civilized people, even in modern society, interferes to put a stop to a scuffle or to prevent a woman from being assaulted."'° In any event, individual excesses would he a small price to pay if the dictatorship of the Proletariat suc​ceeded in annihilating its enemies, especially the bourgeoisie. Lenin believed that resistance to the dictatorship would never come from any quarter of society except the bourgeoisie.

After the proletariat had quashed the resistance of capitalists and the workers had begun to construct a socialist society, the dictatorship of the proletariat would not yet disappear. It would be needed to implement the goal of Marx's celebrated maxim: "From each according to his ability, to each according to his needs." The people would receive basic necessities according to their needs when they "had become so accustomed to observing the fundamental rules of social intercourse and when their labor had become so productive that they voluntarily worked accord​ing to their ability"'S Lenin further observed that no Marxist had ever promised a communist society in the near future; as for Marx and Engels, they had merely forecast its eventual arrival. A com​munist society could not be constructed with "the present produc​tivity of labor and ... the present ordinary run of people."'6 Lenin saw correctly that communist programs depended on a popu​lation that was community-oriented rather than self-centered. To achieve this goal, the dictatorship might be lengthy, but most as​suredly it would be centralized, highly authoritative and, if need be, ruthless against its enemies.

While Lenin wrote T1ie State and Revolution in his Finnish hideaway, Trotsky served a brief term in prison. The Party mean​while lost its chief organ, 1'ravda. The future of the Bolsheviks after the July Days looked bleak and their return to respectability exceedingly doubtful.

The Provisional Government was also rapidly losing any credi​bility it still had among the people. In late July, Kerensky suc​ceeded Prince Lvov as Premier and proceeded to frustrate and alienate the population due to his inability to govern a country rapidly sinking into chaos. He was unable to work successfully with liberal governmental groups and so he reluctantly sought support from the conservatives, who asserted themselves by pass​ing laws restricting freedom of the press and assembly. The Ker​ensky government also indicted Lenin, in absentia, for treason.

In August the Bolsheviks, still in disgrace, slowly regrouped. Se​cretly they held a Party Congress in Petrograd where they elected the absent Lenin as honorary president. Lenin forwarded to them clear and specific instructions: gain control of the soviets and de​velop plans for an armed takeover of the Provisional Government.

The Bolsheviks involved themselves in the political scene once again, and the Petrograd workers, angry victims of a wartime eco​nomic crisis, came under the sway of Party propaganda which ad​dressed their problems with the call: "Peace, bread, and free​dom!"As mistrust and anger toward Kerensky deepened, hostility toward the Bolsheviks faded. But without the unforeseen boost obtained from the infamous Kornilov affair, it is improbable that the Party would have regained its former strength and restored its leader's prestige.

The July Days had aroused the worst fears of extreme right​wing factions, which had constantly campaigned for the Provi​sional Government's firm control over the army and for the elimi​nation of socialists, especially Bolsheviks, from the political arena. These conservatives soon found a leader in General Lavr Kor​nilov, who had been recently appointed Commander-in-Chief of the Russian armies. Once described as a soldier with the heart of a lion and the brain of a lamb, this simple military man had risen to high command by dint of hard work and an exciting wartime es​cape from an Austrian prison camp. The latter feat had trans​formed him into a legendary figure in a nation with few military heroes. Kornilov's view of the Russian political situation was as simplistic as his guileless soldierly nature. He saw the Petrograd Soviet as the source of the government's problems. The Provi​sional Government, Russia's only legitimate authority, must be strengthened and the Soviet's influence weakened, destroyed if possible. In attempting to carry out this policy, General Kornilov unwittingly played an important role in hastening the fall of the Provisional Government and in strengthening the power of the Bolsheviks.

Using the German occupation of Riga, a city three hundred miles from the capital, as a flimsy excuse, Kornilov in early Sep​tember ordered the Provisional Government and the Soviet to evacuate Petrograd, ostensibly in the interest of safety. When the Soviet balked at the order' he promptly called additional troops to assist him. Meanwhile, Kerensky received a message from a phony intermediary who pretended to relay orders from Kornilov. The note requested that Kerensky resign as Premier and transfer his power to Kornilov. Kerensky responded by ordering Kornilov's dismissal. The startled general, totally innocent of any machina​tions against Kerensky, not only refused to comply but publicly attacked the Provisional Government as a pro-German body and appealed to the people to support him in order to save the nation.

The Petrograd Soviet and the city's socialist bodies seized the moment. Organizing themselves as the Committee for Struggle Against Counterrevolution, they barricaded streets, dug trenches, strung barbed wire, and disrupted transportation and communica​tion systems. Kornilov's forces, as they arrived in Petrograd, were stopped, isolated, and finally persuaded by the city's socialists to change allegiance. The troops' decision to desert Kornilov brought the farce to a quick and ignominious end. A few days later, the government arrested the general and restored temporary calm to the capital.

During the Kornilov crisis, Kerensky had turned to the Bolshe​viks for help, supplying them with arms and even releasing Trot​sky and other Party members from prison. Kerensky attempted to reorganize his government now that the conservatives in it had lost favor due to the Kornilov fiasco. Lenin's Bolsheviks, mean​while, drove for power. They obtained for the first time at least half the seats in the Petrograd Soviet, and by October Trotsky had become the Soviet's ehairman. Kerensky was isolated. He had sev​ered his ties with the discredited Right, and he was confronted by a Left increasingly dominated by Bolsheviks.
BOLSHEVIKS AND OTHER SOCIALISTS TOPPLE THE,

PROVISIONAL GOVERNMENT IN THE NAME OF THE PETROGRAD SOVIET 

As Bolshevik strength increased, a serious difference of opinion divided its leaders. Although they agreed on the inevitability of revolution, they quarrelled over its timing and tacties. From Firmish exile, Lenin had urged that the leadership develop plans for an armed uprising. But Trotsky, Zinoviev, and Kamenev did not agree with Lenin's push for immediate action, despite his elo​quent warning that "history will not forgive us if we do not as​sume power now." 

In the end Lenin prevailed. Secretly returning to Russia he ap​peared at the October 23 meeting of the Partys Central Commit​tee. After a harrowing ten-hour debate, his plan for an immediate armed takeover won acceptance. Two of Lenin's oldest comrades, Kamenev and Zinoviev, were in such strong disagreement with the proposed plan that they published a newspaper article reveal​ing the scheme and their opposition to it. The government ques​tioned Trotsky about the plot, but he denied its existence. At the very same time, he was using the Soviet's Revolutionary Military Committee, formed originally to protect the capital, as a Bolshe​vik general staff for directing the armed uprising.

In spite of the Kamenev-Zinoviev article and the rumors float​ing about the city, the Provisional Government took no steps to defend itself. When it finally declared the Military Committec il​legal and ordered the arrest of the Bolshevik leadership, it was too late. On the night of November 6-7, the world's first successful workers' revolution took place, a revolution later known around the globe as the "October Revolution" (or November Revolution according to the Gregorian calendar). The Bolsheviks, aided by other socialists and mutinous military units, had little trouble seizing control of Petrograd. At 10 A.M. on November 7, the Mili​tary Committee formally announced the overthrow of the Provi​sional Government and promised to abolish landed proprietor​ship, to place workers in control of production, and to create a soviet government. The takeover had occurred so quietly and with so little opposition that on this same morning the city's population went about its business, unaware that the Military Committee controlled the State Bank, bridges, main thorough​fares, railway stations, and the central post office. During the night of November 7, the Military Committee occupied the Winter Palace, the seat of the Provisional Government, and jailed most of the ministers. (Kerensky had fled earlier in the day in a car pro​vided by the United States embassy.) The Military Committee in a mere twenty-four hours commanded virtually all key points in the capital.

At the Smolny Institute, the revolution's headquarters, Lenin on the day of victory addressed the assembled delegates to the Sec​ond All-Russian Congress of Soviets and roused them with the statement, "We shall now proceed to construct the socialist or​der!"" American journalist John Reed, a Marxist and devoted ad​mirer of Lenin, was present to record the historic statement. He described Lenin "gripping the edge of the reading stand, letting his little winking eyes travel over the crowd. . . apparently oblivi​ous to the long-rolling ovation which lasted several minutes."

Despite the energetic support of the Petrograd Soviet, Lenin and his Bolsheviks were well aware that the fate of the revolution hung by a slender, fragile thread. The Party, claiming a quarter of a million members, had to win over and establish a government for a nation of more than 125 million people. The order of the day was to consolidate power. Little did the Bolsheviks realize that in the years ahead, the new state would contend with a devastating civil war, an international blockade of its port cities, and a two​year famine which would leave city workers near starvation.

LENIN WORKS FOR A SOCIALIST SOCIETY AND DISSOLVES THE CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY

Leadership of the country was in the hands of an elected execu​tive board, the Council of People's Commissars, which had chosen Lenin as chairman. The Council undertook the major tasks of es​tablishing peace with Germany and of abolishing private land​holding while upholding the peasants' right to use the soil they tilled. Lenin and his commissars believed somewhat naively that Russia could immediately become a socialist society.

The council also began to dismantle the cultural, social, politi​cal, and economic systems of old Russia, though in many parts of the country local Bolshevik soviets were still fighting to gain con​trol of their areas. A plethora of decrees poured forth daily from Smolny. These edicts abolished class structures, severely limited the power of the Orthodox Church, created revolutionary tri​bunals to replace the old legal system, established women's equal​ity, and brought the Russian calendar in line with that of the Western world. While the population coped with these and other drastic changes, the food situation worsened and another sub-zero Russian winter intensified every problem of the nascent state.

The Bolsheviks faced another problem with the pending elec​tions for the long-promised Constituent Assembly. Since the 1870s nearly every Russian reformer had cried out for the creation of a freely elected Russian parliament. The Bolsheviks had been no exception. Trotsky's slogan, "Long live the Constituent Assem​bly," was one of the rallying cries of the November Revolution. But Lenin, ever the realist, feared that a nationwide election would spell disaster for the Bolsheviks, whose supporters were primarily the relatively small groups of urban workers. Accordingly, he at​tempted to delay the election, but without success. In late Novem​ber, three weeks after the Petrograd coup d'etat, more than 41 mil​lion people voted in Russia's first-and last-multiparty election. Lenin's fears were confirmed. The Socialist-Revolutionaries polled more than 17 million votes or 58 percent of the total, while the Bolsheviks claimed a modest 9.8 million or 24 percent of the vote. Trailing far behind the Socialist-Revolutionaries and Bolsheviks were the Cadets and Mensheviks with 2 and 1.4 million votes re​spectively. Russian voters had made their will known clearly: agrarian socialism was to take precedence over the Marxist, urban model of social change.

Before the first meeting of the Constituent Assembly Lenin proceeded to augment Bolshevik power by muting the voices of those speaking against the dictatorship of the proletariat, which meant in essence Bolshevik leadership. He imposed a bau on newspapers that published anti-Bolshevik articles or that spread confusion by distorting facts. He established the all-Russian Com​mission for Suppression of Counterrevolution, which became the Party's secret police. It was known popularly as the Cheka, and was the forerunner of today's KGB. In a December 26 article in Pravda, Lenin served notice that preserving the Constituent As​sembly was not his top priority: "Naturally, the interests of this revolution stand higher than the formal rights of the Constituent Assembly."z° He could not place a ban on the Assembly or dis​patch the Cheka to arrest its delegates since the entire country was anxiously awaiting the opening meeting. On January 18, 1918, the first and only day of the Constituent Assembly's existence, Lenin and the Bolshevik delegation arrived four hours late and sullenly took their seats among the tense and unruly gathering of the 707 elected delegates. Outside the Tauride Palace, where the meeting was taking place, crowds cheered in support of the As​sembly. When the crowds became too vociferous, belligerent Red Guards (the Bolshevik militia) fired loaded rifles over the heads of the people.

Inside the palace the delegates sang the "Internationale" and elected the Socialist-Revolutionary Victor Chernov as chairman. Then pandemonium became the order of the day. The Bolsheviks interrupted every speaker with whistles, jeers, and catcalls while Lenin pretended to he asleep. Despite these disruptive tactics, As​sembly delegates rejected the Bolshevik dictatorship, declared Russia a republic, approved an armistice with Germany, called for an international socialist conference, and voted for land reform. As Chernov read the text of the newly passed land decree, a Bol​shevik sailor informed the chairman that the Red Guards were tired and that the meeting must adjourn. While Chernov pro​tested, the lights were turned off. Bolshevik soldiers and sailors forced the meeting to end and the delegates hurried off into the bitter January night. Many of them feared for their safety. The Constituent Assembly never reconvened; it was dissolved on orders from Lenin. The age-old question "What is to be done?" had now been decided by the guns of soldiers and sailors. The principle of a government for the people but not by the people has continued to be the foundation on which the Communist Party has built a superstate.

It is sometimes difficult to understand how the Bolsheviks as​sumed control of the government in the weeks following the No​vember Revolution. After all, the coup d'etat was executed in the name of the Petrograd Soviet, which contained numerous social​ist elements besides the Bolsheviks, primarily the Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries. How did the Bolsheviks gain the upper hand? At the time of the revolution, the Bolsheviks com​manded more than half the seats in the Petrograd Soviet chaired by Trotsky. Additionally, the Bolsheviks functioned as an orga​nized unit under the leadership of Lenin and the Party Central Committee. lt is true that socialists other than Bolsheviks par​ticipated in the November Revolution, just as it is true that so​cialists other than Bolsheviks assumed a few leadership positions in the Council of People's Commissars. But at all times, Lenin and his Party controlled the decisions of the new government. This stranglehold was never more evident than when the Red Guards shut down the Constituent Assembly and sent its dele​gates home. Lenin's government had no need for socialists other than Bolsheviks.

CIVIL WAR AND WAR COMMUNISM ARE FOLLOWED BY THE TENTH PARTY CONGRESS AND NEW ECONOMIC PROGRAM

The tasks confronting Lenin and the Bolsheviks seemed insur​mountable in the early months of 1918. Even as the Party struggled to extricate the nation from World War I, anti-Bolshevik forces within the country were rapidly coalescing, and the war-weary population was sucked into the vortex of a vicious civil war. The new state's Red Army, an offshoot of the Red Guards, faced the combined but disunited forces of those who opposed Bolshevism. The "Whites," as they were called, agreed only on their rejection of Bolshevism. They were a mixture of monarchists, Mensheviks, Socialist-Revolutionaries, and other dissatisfied elements. They fought against the unified Bolsheviks under the brilliant direction of Trotsky, the Soviet state's War Commissar.

The Bolsheviks also had to contend with an international block​ade of Russian ports by the Allies, including the United States, as a reprisal for Russia's separate peace with the Central Powers. The Bolsheviks had withdrawn Russian troops from the war in March 1918 by signing the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk with Germany. This treaty stripped from Russia 1.3 million square miles of its richest and most productive land. (Russia renounced the terms of the treaty after Germany surrendered to the Allies.) The international blockade, the loss of productive areas, and the intense civil war drained the country's already anemic economy. More important, these developments threatened the very existence of the young state.

Thus in the spring and summer of 1918, a desperate government responded with extreme economic measures termed War Com​munism. The government proclaimed that the radical measures represented the first steps toward the creation of a true socialist state which, under Communist Party leadership, would move confidently toward the final goal, a communist society. In reality, the measures turned the country into a huge military camp with every sector of the population falling under direct government rule. Production and distribution were thoroughly centralized. In the cities, the Bolsheviks nationalized major industries without compensation to bourgeois owners and placed them under the di​rection of the Supreme Economic Council. In the countryside, grain surpluses were requisitioned from the peasantry. Local Party leaders organized the poorest of the peasants to fight the kulaks or wealthy peasants if the latter refused to cooperate with government demands for food surplus. To make matters worse, these Committees of the Village Poor often received assistance from imported city laborers, who frequently brutalized villagers in their zeal to seize available surplus.

The resistance of kulaks and other peasants to these com​mittees and to the requisition of grain surplus was fierce. Many villagers armed themselves against the marauding committees, often torturing and murdering government officials assigned to collect the grain. In another form of defiance, peasants deliber​ately cut production, growing only enough food for the needs of their immediate families. In some areas the resultant decline in productivity plummeted to 20 percent of previous levels. Russia would pay a horrifying price for this form of resistance when, in 1920, the country would begin an agonizing two-year famine.

In order to appreciate the peasants' resentment at War Commu​nism and to understand Lenin's subsequent cancellation of these measures in 1921, we must remember the villagers' preoccupation with the land question. For centuries peasants had yearned for their own land. The Emancipation of 1861 had represented a giant step toward fulfillment of that ancient dream, but redemption payments, poor quality soil, and other restrictive factors had effec​tively turned that dream into a nightmare of continued poverty under a repressive regime. During the summer of 1917, as the in​fluence of the Provisional Government waned, peasants had bc​gun expropriating large estates spontaneously. In June and July alone, the number of estates seized by peasants rose from 577 to 1,122. After the November Revolution, when Lenin officially abol​ished private land ownership and assured peasants free use of the land they tilled, he was simply acknowledging a fait accompli. To peasants, Lenin's idea of state-controlled land ownership in the name of the people was meaningless. They looked upon the land and the food from that land as their own. When the dictates of War Communism forced peasants to the bitter realization that the government was claiming ownership of the surplus produced on the land, their anger knew no bounds.

In the long run, though the Red Army triumphed in the Civil War, the draconian measures of War Communism succeeded in estranging the masses from the communist government. Peasants and workers alike bitterly resented the policies of nationaliza​tion, centralization, and requisition, and they vented their anger in uprisings that no amount of police terror could supprcss. But the most dangerous revolt occurred in March 1921 at the naval base on Kronstadt, an island fortress originally built by Peter the Great to protect his capital city of St. Petersburg. Formerly very loyal adherents, the Kronstadt sailors now angrily denounced the Communist Party and its policies. Sons of peasants and workers, the Kronstadt sailors shared the country's disillusionment with the communists' indifference to the soviets. Electing their own Provisional Revolutionary Committee, they proclaimed their de​fiance of the government with the slogan, "Soviets without Com​munists!" Red Army units immediately moved in, executed thou​sands, and crushed the revolt. The crisis passed but Lenin and his government continued to face serious challenges. The signs of discontent were everywhere present.

Lenin acted decisively at the Tenth Party Congress, which was in progress during the Kronstadt revolt. He stifled the rising voices of opposition within his own Party. Stating that "the opposition's time has run out and that the lid's on it,"Z' he succeeded in out​lawing all dissension within the membership. Any criticism of Party decisions was now termed "factionalism" and was punish​able by expulsion from the ranks. A subsequent purge reduced Party membership by two hundred thousand (or roughly a third), and the new secret police organization, the GPU, replaced the Cheka and was charged with the power to arrest disobedient Party members. Besides curtailing freedom of criticism and factional groupings within the Party Lenin outlawed non-communist po​litical organizations like the Socialist-Revolutionary Party and the Menshevik Party. Thus by 1921, the Russian people heard but one voice and knew but one master, and that was the Communist Party.

After dealing with political opposition, Lenin addressed during the Tenth Party Congress the discontent in the countryside and in the cities. He proposed a series of economic changes, which later became known as the New Economic Program (NEP). He could si​lence the sailors at Kronstadt and political opponents within and without, but he could not muzzle the peasants and workers, nor did he want to do so. Lenin was particularly concerned about the peasantry since he realized that without its support, the Commu​nist Party would have no chance of success: "We have to under​stand that with the peasant economy in the grip of a crisis, we can survive only by appealing to the peasants to help town and coun​tryside."22 NEP would receive peasant support, although some so​cialist objectives would be sacrificed in the process.

The new policies promptly ended War Communism, especially the despised requisition of food surplus. It was replaced with a tax in kind set at a fixed percentage. In other words, peasants gave to the government a fixed proportion-rather than the entirety-of the surplus they produced. This fixed percentage encouraged them to increase their share of the surplus, which they could then sell, harter, or do with as they wished. Further concessions per​mitted peasants to lease land and to hire labor. NEP basically re​turned to peasants the right to control the products of their labor. NEP's limited economic freedom also extended to merchants. Though the state retained ownership and management of major enterprises such as banks and railroads, merchants were free once again to manage their shops, to hire labor, and to carry on trade with other merchants. Under NEP factory workers were permit​ted to create trade unions and possessed the right to strike!

The Western world immediately concluded that the young state was abandoning socialist programs for the greener fields of capi​talism. True, Lenin had reinstated individual direction and incen​tive in production, but he had not restored by and large the right to own private property or the means of production. The state, in the name of the people, still retained legal ownership of the land, although peasants were able to regard land holdings as their own; the state continued to own and to control the major enterprises, which employed over 84 percent of the industrial workers. The creation of NEP did not mean that Lenin was embracing Western capitalism, but this "state capitalism," as it was called, did intro​duce capitalist incentives into the economy. As a consequence, NEP encouraged individualism more than the desired collectivist attitude.

THE COMINTERN STRIVES FOR WORLD REVOLUTION 

As Russia started on the road to economic recovery, it did not ne​glect its foreign policy goals. Under the leadership of Foreign Af​fairs Commissar Georgi Chicherin, it quickly realized an impor​tant short-range goal: the resumption of trade relations and the establishment of diplomatic ties with the world community. The long-range goal of the state, the spread of socialist and communist ideology throughout the world, presented a more difficult prob​lern. Marx had explained that the proletarian revolution must be international, and Lenin hoped the workers' revolution in Russia would ignite similar revolutions in other countries. The Soviet state desperately needed economic and military aid from other nations, especially highly industrialized ones. But other workers' revolutions did not occur despite the turmoil in several European nations at the close of World War I. As a consequence, in March 1919 Lenin invited communist parties throughout the world to join him in Moscow, now the capital of the Soviet state, to estab​lish an international communist organization. The new organiza​tion took the name "Third International," since in the latter part of the nineteenth century two other international workingmen's organizations had been formed to unite the proletariat in the face of capitalism but had failed in their mission. Lenin's organization, also known as the Communist International (or Comintern for short) went far beyond this goal. When formally established in 1920, it boldly presented its aims:

[The CominternJ strives to win over the majority of the working class and the broad strata of the property-less peasantry, fights for the establishment of the world dictatorship of the proletariat, for the establishment of a World Union of Socialist Soviet Republics, for the complete abolition of classes and for the achievement of so​cialism-the first stage of communist society.Z'

From its inception the Comintern, supposedly a broad interna​tional organization, fell under the dominance of the Soviet Com​munist Party. Lenin and later Stalin used the Comintern as a powerful vehicle for the spread of Russian influence and as a force​ful adjunct to Soviet foreign policy. In 1943, when Stalin dissolved the Comintern as a goodwill gesture to the Allies during World War II, the fraternal bonds among communist parties throughout the world had become so strong that the need for an external orga​nization appeared superfluous.

LENIN HAS SECOND THOUGHTS 

Until his first stroke in 1922, Lenin was the unquestioned leader of the victorious communist regime. His extraordinary leadership had kept strong-willed and sometimes antipathetic personalities working cooperatively. But he had also aroused hatred among some Russian radicals. In August 1918 Lenin suffered near-fatal injuries when Dora Kaplan, a Socialist-Revolutionary, shot him in an assassination attempt. Though he came close to death, he soon recovered and plunged back into the demanding life of national leader. By 1921, however, Lenin's health showed signs of serious deterioration, and his nerves were in such a state that even a ring​ing telephone jarred him. On May 26, 1922, a frantic phone call from his sister Maria brought doctors, including physician brother Dmitri, to the leader's bedside at Gorki: the diagnosis, a stroke; the damage, partial paralysis of the body's right side. When his family tried to reassure and to comfort him with op​timistic predictions about his recovery, he silenced them with the starkly honest statement: "No, this is the first hell .'121 Lenin's cool recognition that death was near did not break his fighting spirit. Summoning his will, he struggled to regain the strength needed to continue his work. But the next "bell," a second, more serious stroke in December, left him incapacitated and unable to work for more than a few minutes each day.

Lenin's meager writings in December 1922 and in the early months of 1923 reveal an anguished man, deeply troubled by the nature of the state he had helped create. In the workers' state so passionately described by Lenin in his earlier works, the people through elected councils would themselves serve as both legis​lators and executors of the nation's will. The soviets would be the instruments of a truly democratic government. But the new na​tion had not evolved as Lenin had envisioned. Party bureaucrats stood aloof from the proletariat and peasantry. The ruling apparat​chiki, or the Party bureaucracy, had developed into a dictatorship over or, at best, on behalf of the masses. In his last dictated ar​ticle, "Better Fewer, But Better," Lenin even proposed to have the papers and documents of the highest-ranking Party committee, the Politburo, examined by a lower committee responsible for ac​countability. The committee would supervise the Politburo to en​sure that Party leaders remained responsive to the needs of the people instead of cultivating personal power. The article so hor​rified members of the Politburo that they thought of suppressing its publication in Pravda. "Better Fewer, But Better" eventually reached the pages of the Party newspaper, but it received no fur​ther consideration.

Another worry that greatly preoccupied the ailing Lenin was the problem of choosing a successor. Lenin's "Testament" or will and its paragraph-length codicil clearly revealed the leader's anxiety that his successor might be the able but overconfident and overly​bureaucratic Trotsky, or, worse yet in Lenin's view, an already too-powerful Joseph Stalin, whose crude and dictatorial ways had earned the leader's strong disapproval.

Lenin did not live to solve the two problems which had so troubled him during the closing years of his life. On March 9, 1923, he suffered a third stroke. After this he taught himself to write with his left hand and he became well enough to travel from Gorki to his Moscow office. But on the morning of January 21, 1924, a high fever, followed by a loss of consciousness, marked the end. At 6:30 in the evening, with Krupskaya keeping vigil at his bedside, the country's premier revolutionary and founding father quietly relinquished his hold on life, making way for a new leader and a new generation of communists.

Summary and Comment

Karl Marx was tantalizingly ambivalent about the possibilities for "the social regeneration" of Russia. In the closing years of his life, Marx showed a very clear interest in the revolutionary potential of the Russian Empire. He learned the Russian language and had planned to focus on Russia in the second part of Capital. When asked if agrarian Russia would have to evolve through full capi​talist development, he declared that his schema applied only to Western capitalist societies. He suggested that the primitive com​munal economy prevalent in Russia might take a non-capitalist route to socialism. Just a year before his death, Marx wrote "If the [Russian] revolution comes at an opportune moment, if it concen​trates all its forces to ensure the free development of the rural commune, this commune will soon develop into an element that regenerates Russian society and guarantees superiority over coun​tries enslaved by the capitalist regime."25 Unlike mäny of his fol​lowers, Marx left open the possibility of a Russian socialist state based not on the oppressed worker, but rather on the peasant millions.

Lenin, however, was not overly concerned by the fact that Rus​sia was an agrarian society in the initial stages of capitalist devel​opment. He declared that revolutions were made by revolution​aries, not by economic forces. Capitalism in the late nineteenth century was not developing as Marx had predicted. Capitalists had accommodated trade unions and had paid higher wages to mollify workers who, as a result, were showing no signs of a revolutionary consciousness. Thus Lenin introduced a fundamental change in Marxist theory. He placed more importance on politics, rather than economics, as the agent of change. Moreover, he developed effective political strategies to lead a successful revolution and to remain in power after the revolution.

What were Lenin's political strategies? He insisted on a highly organized, selective, and secretive political party of full time pro​fessionals for leading the revolution. Once in power, the party would rule as a dictatorship, nationalize and centralize the econ​omy, and employ police terror to control the population.

On one point, however, Karl Marx was absolutely correct: the good life described in his communist society required a strong in​dustrial and agricultural base to support it. Every Soviet leader after Lenin would devote his talent and energy to creating an eco​nomic base, which, according to Marx, should have been there in the first place.

