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VoI. 12 shows that "in preparation“ for the fifth "!mited" Zeeme RSDP ,, the ;

draft ‘resolution for 1,he RSDL‘P was, in fact, the resoluti.ons thet wovld be mwe=-
sented to the RSDP Wrm_m draft, resclution {(rp. 133=-142)

The Present $1age of the Damocratic_ﬁﬂw 2) The attithde W
. Bourgaoic Partissy-3)-Phe CIass Tasks of the Prol. at the Present Stage of .
Tvehe Dem. Aev.; &) Tactics of the @4 SD in the State Duma; 5) The Entensifica. -
L ' vion of Mass Destituiion and the Founomic Struggie) and 6) Non~paxty workers e
organization and. the a.na.rcho-ayndi calist trend awcng the Prol. -~ was writien
and dobated Feb, 15~18 (Feb, 28- iar 3 ‘Tt the Tifth Congress only met on
Apr:.l 90 to Mey 19 (May 13-June L) it tells comething about Lenin's practice
of organizamion. Coe

he Congress, and thel/summation|fcllowing the -
and in following <hem, it wi €en what I meant -

3 g pa.rat on-and ‘the fact.that , in essence, ‘these’ wWere e~ -

That'is -to BaY; 'bhough some of ‘the political , caliel by the Mensheviks,’ -
E solutions were “excludn.d" by the Mensheviks whe insisted:that the,

aebing was® to be . "tusinéss~1ikET and limited to tactics and practice and mot

belabstract®, . when AN ohe theoretical résolution =- attitude to the: bourgeom

: € Was’ ‘pexmitted, all the other subjects acturlly wers broachéd, For’ € '

wrangling or: the agenda already brought .out. the . theoretical.

" o

gpeech during that discussion .on the Cangreas a.genda.:
would have thought that , under such cipcumstances, -

. ge. all the vractical work of owr party to the level of theoretical
cla.rifica ion of the tasks of a workers' party." (p. 441)

€y

m the Joviets o
and Soldisrs' Deputles, apd 5o Forth) Tapress
in followed by :

- i y Tormed emoeratic k! >
more t ﬁe Teft, in other words, more revolity h&nf tht liberals -)a- the '
« Cadets,.®n the elections to the 2nd Duma, the wasa.ntsJ defeated mall '

5
_outyisht, The proletariat marched ahead, thrﬁ_‘?ﬁ'ﬁry nore or less reec ¥
following it against the autocracy and a.ga.inst the illating libera.ls..%he :
Bolshevlk draft is based on a. “:mitlon of thy gntent of the principle
0% bourgeois parties, (n.ﬁ;ﬁ! ho—doubis that the theoret:.ca.l
ﬁsociaé forces in a vevolutlons what is the motive force, and why i'}j

&1*211 the embryonic organs of

- Deputies, the Soviets of Eea.sea.nt-~

entatives of the prol
q

SRS

ough This 18 a bourgeois demecratic revolution, the bourgeoisie can

the motIva mc?@?e leader orm—mwmrwfr
af i canable of conswdmatirg that revolution, that ie, achieving a complete
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Lo ivietorys @his victory can be echipved only provided.ti_;g_.proleiaﬁih_ sucgeeds
' in getting & large section of the G L5363 ow 1t5-Teadi" (plt58)
R T e el T
o %6 dovbie, I ask, thai in,,i‘a.ct,'theyr'ﬁcré discuseing w-.or Lenin was dis= .
' W edgaing ~= the theoretical egtiration not only of an attitude 40 beurgeois
t rarties, bub an analysis of the present coursg g the revolution, the class
insks.of the proletariat in that revolution Caaidlthe insisignce that the pro-

-, letariat. being the main motive force of revo: ation, mnd thorefore willwori.
_againfgt the bourgeoisis @ge‘h political pover with the holp of 'thg_w_a&a@ .
What VIL 48 accusing the Menchev: of is, if noﬁﬁ&&ﬁ‘ﬁn—yuagbmﬁm .
{"ihe proletariat and the revolutionzry peasantry to bourgzecie aims, Mirthermore,

. the Bolshavike. Jike the Hensheviks in this case,arg, fron very opposite points
" of view, tutredsing thelr argunents with historic Gxampies, from both the 1pha

- hg revolution and the 1789-173 revolutiops

‘ednctuding remarks on the same™<ub, an Moy, 1 §27) he first appeals' .
4D13sh comrades wha had their own resolutld or the Bolshevik .. .
¢ éev:.\.l?—w se thy clzgs cantent. was analysed the sams:by bolh. e
" olution A TTtARE” 5T DEiRg TOTE BPeciTic in Ty :

5 e
oré_ partie vwhe sonialist alms of the proletarint keep i

A EEE, “Lne moat revolutionary and wepublicans then
T4n +he struggle of all revolubionary:
are ‘the.
seoli] '1'0]13?:

_______,.-—"""—-— ) 5 - B --_‘:'

ith the I{Iensheviks,“ I?_Zl.éldmov( tHe 'qﬁo?ba_.ti'o_
~Je did get the resolution pa.s._sed.- ', M

A 11y, ‘in publishing/[¥csultd® of the Lo
“in.hie article, "Thg-
wasn't 2 waetic but
from the Menshevik < i g e i
he again refers back 33 :

peasants, wrote HMarx ing T

/saying the same about our~to wsoisie and avout owr Cadeisjdd/we cannot _
prove this to the masses, w3 shall be trampling the great’ banner of the SRS

gocial Dem. in the mud,” ¥ , ' \ ‘ o

the swmation of the period hefore revoelu-, g}

on the part of the iensheviks put to - !n%

ual 1905 revolution. '
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iﬂ;hhe Poles on Rtg-fundamenta qqestlons. First- of all we

agree oh the fact tnat,x*or {1he sake of its coc1alls;.t

*aﬂks. uhe proletarlat muet categorlcallv ;eta;n 1t
! ‘- . ""-'M-h‘- ""—--—-"’.-.—‘—‘""\_ --"’r—.‘—' T
Cindividualit wl*h re“uect to all uhe other \boureeois)

,artxes. nOWFVPr Te VDlduan&T' *hgy.may be. bowever ‘demo-

Ae A '
nate \3foi:2ii2//w agree thag

_rlifﬁ‘gggﬁﬂuiyvo the—workggg: party. to as suﬁé,
—— —
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g;fwrote Narx(zn‘l\HS Ii. in 190?. we .in R0551a do not rlsk

'?saylng the same EbOUu our . bourge0151p and abdut our Cadets.'

prove this to the wa8s8es, we c~°h.'a.1l be trampllng
“the great banner of Social-Lemocracy in' the mud. "(p.502);*




Ior the land 1nev:tably forces\\?ormoue masces of the peast/,
ntry 1nto the- eemocrdtic revoluilun... uch an,allgnment
7of soc1al for as nevltably-leads to thé conclusion that

tne bourgeozsze can bé:j::;;;;\thc motive zorce(no the

leader in, the revolutlon.: Only the prole arlat is capable

of consummatlng the revo;utlon....- . 458) .

The Bolshev1k draft 1s ‘based ‘on a def1h1t10n i
oI the class content of the principal yged of bourge91§:
partlea._' (p. 459) |

The Menshev1ks say that cur bDUfFEOlulE are “un~

prepared to flght" Actually. however' the hourgeoisie

wpre pregared to Tight, prepared to flpht araingt the prc—

-latarlat,'to flght'agaznst the "excessive" victories of

the revolution,  (p.462)




