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PUBLISHERS’ NOTE

Lenin always paid great atiention to the young generation
of workers, peasants and intellectuals and laid emphasis
on involving the largest possible number of them in the
revolutionary movement, the struggle to build a new social-
ist society. Back in 1895, when he drew up the programme
of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party while in
prison, he put forward the demand for universal suffrage
for citizens at the age of 21 and over and for prohibition
of employment for children under 15. While living in
emigration on the eve of the first Russian revolution, Lenin
closely followed the development of the students’ movement
in tsarist Russia and in the pages of Iskra he stressed its
importance for the general struggle of the Russian people
against tsarism and called on the students to work out
Marxist world outlook and actively assist the Social-Demo-
crats in their illegal work. In August 1903, at the Second
Congress of the Party, Lenin moved a resolution on the
Social-Democrats’ attitude towards students and made a
speech on this question. At the height of the first Russian
revolution he wrote an article on the tasks before the rev-
olutionary youth and in his letters to A. A. Bogdanov and
5. I..Gusev he spoke of the need to recruit the youth “more
widely and boldly, more beldly and widely, and again
more widely and again more boldly, without fearing them”.
~ Lenin did not confine himself to the youth movement
in Russia only. As leader of the international proletariat,
Lenin helped the young Social-Democrats of Switzerland,
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Sweden and other countries to arrive at a scientific world
outlook and correct revolutionary tactics in the struggle
against capitalism, passing on to them the experience of
the Russian working class and its Party.

After tsarism was overthrown in Russia, Lenin geared
the entire work of the Party towards the preparation and
implementation of the socialist revolution. He set the task
of the revolutionary education of the masses and stressed
the need to involve young people in political life and train
them not only through words but also deeds. After the
triumph of the October Socialist Revolution, besides ac-
complishing a vast amount of work in guiding the young
socialist state and the Bolshevik Party, Lenin also turned
to the problems of the younger generation. The problems
connected with the new school system and its politechni-
sation, the education of a man free from the survivals of
proprietary ideology, and an ideologically integrated, cul-
tured builder of socialist society occupy an important place
in Lenin’s works of the period and in his speeches ad-
dressed to the youth.

Lenin devoted much attention to the Young Communist
League. His talks with youth delegations and messages to
the Russian Young Communist League are imbued with
warm feelings and concern for the young generation. Lenin’s
speech at the Third Congress of the Russian Young Com-
munist League became a programme of the Komsomol’s
work for many years ahead.

“We want to transform Russia,” Lenin said at the con-
gress, “from a poverty-stricken and wretched country into
one that is wealthy. The Young Communist League must
combine its education, learning and training with the labour
of the workers and peasants so as not to confine itself to
schools or to reading communist books and pamphlets.
Only by working side by side with the workers and
peasants can one become a genuine Communist.” These
words sound still more convincing in our time, when Soviet
youth together with the whole Soviet people are building
communist society under the leadership of the Communist
Party. Leninist principles for the education of youth have
been further developed in the documents of the 22nd Con-
gress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. The
Programme of the C.P.S.U. adopted by the congress set

10
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the task of educating a new man who would harmoniously
combine spiritual wealth, moral purity and physical per-
fection.

The present collection includes Lenin’s articles, speeches
and letters on the youth, as well as those of his works
which deal with problems facing the young generation.

The various items In this collection are as a rule pub-
lished in full, excerpts being used only when Lenin’s state-
ments on youth form part of his larger works.

Lenin’s works are distributed under the following head-
ings: “The Condition of Children and Young People under
Capitalism”, “The Revolutionary Movement Among the
Student Youth in Tsarist Russia”, “Participation of Young
Workers and Peasants in the Revolutionary Struggle and
Revolutionary Training of Youth” and “Participation of
g"louth in Socialist Construction. Education of the New

an’’.

The documents within the sections are arranged
chronologically, according to the date when Lenin wrote
a particular work or delivered a speech or to the date of
publication when the former date has not been established.

The collection is supplied with notes and a name index.
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WHAT ARE OUR MINISTERS THINKING ABOUT?

Minister of Internal Affairs Durnovo wrote a letter to
Procurator-General of the Holy Synod! Pobedonostsev.
The letter, numbered 2603, was written on March 18, 1895,
and bears the inscription “strictly confidential”. The minis-
ter, therefore, wanted the letter to remain a strict secret.
But there proved to be people who do not share the min-
1ster’s views that Russian citizens should not know the
government’s intentions, with the result that a handwrit-
ten copy of this letter is now circulating everywhere.

What did Mr. Durnovo write to Mr. Pobedonostsev
about?

He wrote to him about the Sunday schools.2 The letter
reads: “Information secured during recent years goes to
show that, following the example of the sixties,? politically
unreliable individuals and also a section of the student
youth of a certain trend, are endeavouring to enter the
Sunday schools as teachers, lecturers, librarians, etc. This
concerted attempt, which cannot be inspired by a desire
to earn money since the duties in such schools are under-
taken gratis, proves that the activity above indicated, on
the part of anti-government elements, constitutes a legal
means of struggle against the system of state and public
order existing in Russia.”

That is how the minister argues. Among educated
people there are those who want to share their knowledge
with the workers, who want their knowledge to be of
benefit not to themselves alone, but to the people—and

15
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the minister immediately decides that there are “anti-
government elements’” here, i.e., that it is conspirators of
some kind who are inciting people to enter the Sunday
schools. Could not the desire to teach others really arise In
the minds of some educated people without incitement?
But the minister is disturbed because the Sunday school-
teachers get no salaries. He is accustomed to the spies and
officials in his service only working for their salaries,
working for whoever pays them best, whereas all of a
sudden people work, render services, teach, and all . ..
gratis. Suspicious! thinks the minister, and sends spies to
explore the matter. The letter goes on to say: “1t is estab-
lished from the following ‘nformation” (received {rom
spies, whose existence is justified by the receipt of sala-
ries) “that not only do persons of a dangerous trend find
their way into the teachers’ ranks, but often the schools
themselves are under the unofficial direction of a whole
group of unreliable persons, who have no connection at
all with the official personnel, who deliver lectures in the
evenings and give lessons to the pupils on the invitation
of the men and women teachers: they themselves have
installed there. . .. The fact that outside people are allowed
to give lectures offers full scope for the infiltration of per-
sons from frankly revolutionary circles as lecturers.”

So then, if “outside people”, who have not been endorsed
and examined by priesis and spies, want to give les-
sons to workers—that 1s downright revolution! The minis-
ter regards the workers as gunpowder, and knowledge and
oducation as a spark; the minister is convinced that if the
spark falls into the gunpowder, the explosion will be direct-
od first and foremost against the government.

We cannot deny ourselves the pleasure of noling that
in this rare instance we totally and unconditionally agrec
with the views of His Excellency.

Further in his letter the minister cites “proofs” ot the
correctness of his «information”. Fine proofs they are!

Firstly, “a letter of a Sunday school-teacher whose name
has still not been ascertained”. The letter was confiscated
during a search. It refers to 2 programme of history lec-
tures, to the idea of the enslaving and emancipation of the
social estates, and reference :s made to the revolt of Razin
and of Pugachov.

16

Evidently these latter names scared the good minister
so much that he very likely had a nightmare of peasants
armed with pitchforks.

The second proof:

«The Ministry of Internal Affairs is in possession of a
programme, privately received, for public lectures 1n a
Moscow Sunday school on the following points: ‘The
origin of society. Primitive society. The development of
social organisation. The state and what it is needed for.
Order. Liberty. Justice. Forms of political structure.
Absolute and constitutional monarchy. Labour—the basis
of the general welfare. Usefulness and wealth. Production,
exghange and capital. How wealth is distributed. The pur-
suit of private interest. Property and the need for it.
Emancipation of the peasants together with the land. Rent,
profit, wages. What do wages and their various forms
depend on? Thrift.’

“The lectures in this programme, which is undoubtedly
unfit for an elementary school, give the lecturer every
olpportunity gradually to acquaint his pupils with the
iheories of Karl Marx, Engels, etc., while the person pre-
sent on behalf of the diocesan authorities will hardly be
in a position to detect the elements of Social-Democratic
propaganda in the lectures.”
~The minister is evidently very much afraid of the “theo-
ries of Marx and Engels”, if he notices “‘elements” of them
even in the sort of programme where not a trace of them
is to be seen. What did the minister find “unfit” in it?
Very likely the problem of the forms of political struc-
ture and the constitution.

Just' take any geography textbook, Mr. Minister, and
you will find those problems dealt with there! May adult
workers not know the things that children are taught?

But the minister places no reliance on persons from the
Diocesan Department: “They will very likely fail to un-
derstand what is said.”

The letter ends with an enumeration of the “unreliable”
teachers at the parish Sunday school of the Moscow mill
of the Prokhorov Textile Company, the Sunday school In
the town of Yelets and the proposed school in Tiflis.
Mr. Durnovo advises Mr. Pobedonostsev to undertake “a
detailed check of the individuals permitted to take classes

2~1995
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in the schools”, Now, when you read the list of teachers,
your hair stands on end: all you get is ex-student, again an
ex-student, and still again an ex-student of Courses for
LLadies. The minister would like the tutors to be ex-drill
sergeants.

It 1s with particular horror that the minister says that
the school in Yelets “is situated beyond the river Sosna,
where the population is mainly the common” (o horror!)
“and working people, and where the railway workshops
are’’.

The schools must be kept as far away as possible from
the “common and working people”.

Workers! You see how mortally terrified are our min-
isters at the working people acquiring knowledge! Show
everybody, then, that no power will succeed in depriving
the workers of class-consciousness! Without knowledge

Ehe workers are defenceless, with knowledge they are a
orce!

Written in November-Decem-
ber, not later than 8(20), 1895
tor Rabocheye Dyelo

First published January 27, 1924

in Petrogradskaya Pravda
No. 22

Collected Works, Vol. 2

FROM MARXISM AND REVISIONISM

There is a well-known saying that if geometrical axioms
affected human interests attempts would certainly be made
to refute them. Theories of natural history which con-
flicted with the old prejudices of theology provoked, and
still provoke, the most rabid opposition. No wonder, there-
fore, that the Marxian doctrine, which directly serves to
enlighten and organise the advanced class in modern so-
ciety, indicates the tasks facing this class and demon-
strates the inevitable replacement (by virtue of economic
development) of the present system by a new order—no
wonder that this doctrine has had to fight for every step
forward in the course of its life.

Needless to say, this applies to bourgeois science and
philosophy, officially taught by official professors in order
to befuddle the rising generation of the propertied classes
and to “coach” it against internal and foreign enemies.
This science will not even hear of Marxism, declaring that
it has been refuted and annihilated. Marx is attacked with
equal zest by young scholars who are making a career by
refuting socialism, and by decrepit elders who are preserv-
ing the tradition of all kinds of outworn “systems”. The
progress of Marxism, the fact that its ideas are spreading
and taking firm hold among the working class, inevitably
increase the frequency and intensity of these bourgeois
attacks on Marxism, which become stronger, more hard-
cned and more vigorous every time it is “annihilated” by
official science.

Written in the latter half Collected Works, Vol. 15

of March, not later than
April 3(16), 1908

Published between
September 25 and October 2
(October 8 and 15), 1908

in the collection Karl Marx
(1818-1883). St. Petersburg
Kedrov Publishers -
Signed: VI. Ilyin
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THE QUESTION OF MINISTRY
OF EDUCATION POLICY

(SUPPLEMENT TO THE DISCUSSION ON PUBLIC EDUCATION])

Our Ministry of Public (forgive the expression) “Edu-
cation” boasts inordinately of the particularly rapid growth
of its expenditure. In the explanatory note to the 1913
budget by the Prime Minister and the Minister of Finance
we find a summary of the estimates of the Ministry of
Public (so-called) Education for the post-revolutionary
years.® These estimates have increased from 46,000,000
rubles in 1907 to 137,000,000 in 1913. A tremendous
growth—almost trebled in something like six years!

But our official praise-mongers who laud the police
“law and order” or disorder in Russia ought not to have
forgotten that ridiculously small figures always do grow
with “tremendous” rapidity when increases in them are
glven as percentages. If you give five kopeks to a beggar
who owns only three his “property” will immediately show
a “tremendous” growth—it will be 167 per cent greater!

Would it not have been more fitting for the Ministry,
if it did not aim at befogging the minds of the people and
concealing the beggarly position of public education in
Russia, to cite other data? Would it not have been more
fitting to cite figures that do not compare today’s five
kopeks with yesterday’s three, but compare what we have
with what is essential to a civilised state? He who does
not wish to deceive either himself or the people should
admit that the Ministry was in duty bound to produce
these figures, and that by not producing such figures the
Ministry was not doing its duty. Instead of making clear to

20

the people, and the people’s representatives, what the needs
of the state are, the Minisiry conceals these needs and
engages In a foolish governmental game rof'ﬁguresf a
governmental rehash of old figures that explain nothing.

[ do not have at my disposal, of course, even a hun-
dredth part of the means and sources for studying public
education that are available to the Ministry. But I have
made an attempt to obtain at least a little source material.
And 1 assert boldly that I can cite indisputable official
figures that really do make clear the situation in our
official public “miseducation”.

I take the official government Russian Yearbook for
1910, published by the Ministry of the Interior (St. Peters-
burg, 1911).

On page 211, I read that the total number attending
schools in the Russian Empire, lumping together primary,
secondary and higher schools and educational establish-
ments of all kinds, was 6,200,172 in 1904 and 7,095,351 in
1908. An obvious increase. The year 1905, the year of the
great awakening of the masses of the people in Russia, the
year of the great struggle of the people for freedom under
the leadership of the proletariat, was a year that forced
even our hidebound Ministry to make a move.

But just look at the poverty we are doomed to, thanks
to the retention of officialdom, thanks to the almighty
power of the feudal landowners, even under conditions of
the most rapid “departmental” progress.

T'he same Russian Yearbook relates in the same place
that there were 46.7 people attending school to every
1,000 inhabitants in 1908 (in 1904 the figure was 44.3 to
every 1,000 inhabitants).

What do we learn from these figures from a Ministry
of the Interior publication that the Ministry of Public
Education did not feel inclined to report to the Duma®?
What does that proportion mean—less than 50 pupils per
1,000 inhabitants?

It tells us, you gentlemen who uphold our hidebound
public miseducation, of the unbelievable backwardness and
barbarity of Russia thanks to the omnipotence of the feu-
dal landowners in our state. The number of children and
adolescents of school age in Russia amounts to over 20 per
cent of the population, that is, to more than one-fifth. Even

21




Messrs. Kasso and Kokovtsov could without difficulty have
learned these figures from their departmental clerks.

And so, we have 22 per cent of the population of school
age and 4.7 per cent attending school, which is only a
little more than one-fifth! This means that about four-
fifths of the children and adolescents of Russia are de-
prived of public education!

There is no other country so barbarous and in which
the masses of the people are robbed to such an extent of
education, light and knowledge—no other such country
has remained in Europe; Russia is the exception. This
reversion of the masses of the people, especially the
peasantry, to savagery, is not fortuitous, it is inevitable
under the yoke of the landowners, who have seized tens
and more tens of millions of dessiatines of land, who have
seized state power both in the Duma and in the Council
of State,? and not only in these institutions, which are
relatively low-ranking institutions. ...

Four-fifths of the rising generation are doomed to illit-
eracy by the feudal state system of Russia. This stultify-
ing of the people by the feudal authorities has its correl-
ative in the country’s illiteracy. The same government
Russian Yearbook estimates (on page 88) that only 21
per cent of the population of Russia are literate, and even
if children of pre-school age (i.e., children under nine) are
deducted from the total population, the number will still
be only 27 per cent.

In civilised countries there are no illiterates at all (as
in Sweden or Denmark), or a mere one or two per cent
(as in Switzerland or Germany). Even backward Austria-
Hungary has provided her Slav population with conditions
incomparably more civilised than feudal Russia has: in
Austria there are 39 per cent of illiterates and in Hungary
50 per cent. It would be as well for our chauvinists, Rights,
nationalists and Octobrists® to think about these figures,
if they have not set themselves the ‘statesmanlike” aim
of forgetting how to think, and of teaching the same to
the people. But even if they have forgotten, the people of
Russia are learning more and more to think, and to think,
furthermore, about which class it is that by its dominance
in the state condemns the Russian peasants to material
and spiritual poverty.

22

America is not among the advanced countries as far as
the number of literates 1s concerned. There are abou_t i1
per cent illiterates and among the Negroes the figure 1s as
high as 44 per cent. Bul the American Negroes are more
than twice as well off in respect of public education as the
Russian peasantry. The American Negroes, no maftter how
much they may be, to the shame of the American Republic,
oppressed, are better off than the Russian peasants—and
they are better off because exactly half a century ago the
people routed the American slave-owners, crushed that
serpent and completely swept away slavery and the slave-
owning state system, and the political privileges of the
slave-owners in America.

The Kassos, Kokovisovs and Maklakovs will teach the
Russian people to copy the American example.

In 1908 there were 17,000,000 attending school in Amer-
ica, that is, 192 per 1,000 inhabitants—more than four
times the number in Russia. Forty-three years ago, in 1870,
when America had only just begun to build her free way
of life after purging the country of the diehards of slavery
_forty-three years ago there were In America 6,871,522
people attending school, i.e., more than in Russia in 1904
and almost as many as in 1908. But even as far back as
1870 there were 178 {(one hundred and seventy-eight)
people enrolled in schools to every 1,000 inhabitants, little
short of four times the number enrolled in Russia today.

And there, gentlemen, you have further proof that Rus-
sia still has to win for herself in persistent revolutionary
struggle by the people that freedom the Americans won
for themselves half a century ago.

The estimate for the Russian Ministry of Public Mis-
education is fixed at 136,700,000 rubles for 1913. This
amounts to only 80 kopeks per head of the population
(170,000,000 in 1913). Even if we accepl the “sum-total of
slate expenditure on education” that the Minister of
Finance gives us on page 109 of his explanatory text to
the budget, that is, 204,900,000 rubles, we still have only
1 ruble 20 kopeks per head. In Belgium, Britain and Ger-
many the amount expended on education 1s two to three
rubles and even three rubles fifty kopeks per head of the
population. In 1910, America expended 426,000,000 dol-
lars, i.e., 852,000,000 rubles or 9 rubles 24 kopeks per head
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of the population, on public education. Forty-three years
ago, i 1870, the American Republic was spending
126,000,000 rubles a year on education, i.e., 3 rubles 30
kopeks per head.

The official pens of government officials and the officials
themselves will object and tell us that Russia is poor, that
she has no money. That is true, Russia is not only poor.
she is a beggar when it comes to public education. To make
up for it, Russia is very “rich” when it comes to expen-
diture on the feudal state, ruled by landowners, or expen-
diture on the police, the army, on rents and on salaries of
ten thousand rubles for landowners who have reached
“high” government posts, expenditure on risky adventures
and plunder, yesterday in Korea or on the River Yalu,
today in Mongolia or in Turkish Armenia. Russia will
always remain poor and beggarly in respect of expendi-
ture on public education until the public educates itself
sutficiently to cast off the yoke of feudal landowners.

Russia is poor when it comes to the salaries of school-
teachers. They are paid a miserable pittance. School-
teachers starve and freeze in unheated huts that are
scarcely fit for human habitation. School-teachers live
together with the cattle that the peasants take into their
huts in winter. School-teachers are persecuted by every
police sergeant, by every village adherent of the Black
Hundreds,” by volunteer spies!® or detectives, to say
nothing of the hole-picking and persecution by higher
officials. Russia is too poor to pay a decent salary
to honest workers in the field of public education, but
Russia is rich enough to waste millions and tens of
millions on aristocratic parasites, on military adventures
and on hand-outs to owners of sugar refineries, oil kings
and so on.

There is one other figure, the last one taken from
American life, gentlemen, that will show the peoples
oppressed by the Russian landowners and their govern-
ment, how the people live who have been able to achieve
Ireedom through a revolutionary struggle. In 1870, in
America there were 200,515 school-teachers with a total
salary of 37,800,000 dollars, i.e., an average of 189 dollars
or 377 rubles per teacher per annum. And that was forty
years ago! In America today there are 523,210 school-
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teachers and their total salaries come to 253,900,000 dol-
lars, i.e., 483 dollars or 966 rubles per teacher per annum.
And in Russia, even at the present level of the productive
forces, it would be quite possible at this very moment to
guarantee a no less satisfactory salary to an army of
school-teachers who are helping to lift the people out
of their ignorance, darkness and oppression, if ... if
the whole state system of Russia, from top to bottom,
were reorganised on lines -as democratic as the American
system.

Either poverty and barbarism arising out of the full
power of the feudal landowners, arising out of the law and
order or disorder of the June Third law.,1! or freedom and
civilisation arising out of the ability and determination to
win freedom—such is the object-lesson Russian citizens are
taught by the estimates put forward by the Ministry of
Public Education. -

So far I have touched upon the purely material, or even
financial, aspect of the matter. Incomparably more melan-
choly or, rather, more disgusting, is the picture of spiritual
bondage, humiliation, suppression and lack of rights of the
teachers and those they teach in Russia. The whole activity
of the Ministry of Public Education in this field is pure
mockery of the rights of citizens, mockery of the people.
Police surveillance, police violence, police interference with
the education of the people in general and of workers in
particular, police destruction of whatever the people them-
selves do for their own enlightenment—this is what the
entire activity of the Ministry amounts to, the Ministry
whose estimate will be approved by the landowning gentry,
from Rights to Octobrists inclusive.

And in order to prove the correctness of my words,
gentlemen of the Fourth Duma, I will call a witness that
€ven you, the landowners, cannot object to. My witness is
the Octobrist Mr. Klyuzhev, member of the Third and
Fourth Dumas, member of the supervisory council of the
Second and Third Women’s Gymnasia in Samara, member
of the school committee of the Samara City Council, mem-
ber of the auditing board of the Samara Gubernia Zemstvo,2
former inspector of public schools. I have given you a list
of the offices and titles (using the official reference book
of the Third Duma) of this Octobrist fo prove to you that
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the government itself, the landowners themselves in our
landowners’ Zemstvo, have given Mr. Klyuzhev most im-
portant posts in the “work™ (the work of spies and butch-
ers) of our ministry of public stultification.

Mr. Klyuzhev, if anybody, has, of course, made his
entire career as a law-abiding, God-fearing civil servant.
And, of course, Mr. Klyuzhev, if anybody, has by his faith-
ful service in the district earned the confidence of the
nobility and the landowners.

And now here are some passages from a speech by this
most thoroughly reliable (from the feudal point of view)
witness; the speech was made in the Third Duma in re-
spect of the estimate submitted by the Ministry of Public
Education.

The Samara Zemstvo, Mr. Klyuzhev told the Third Duma,
unanimously adopted the proposal of Mr. Klyuzhev to make
application for the conversion of some village two-year
schools into four-year schools. The regional supervisor,
so the law-abiding and God-fearing Mr. Klyuzhev reports,
refused this. Why? The official explanation was: “in view
of the insignificant number of children of school age”.

And so Mr. Klyuzhev made the following comparison:
we (he says of landowner-oppressed Russia) have not a
single four-year school for the 6,000 inhabitants of the
Samara villages. In the town of Serdobol (Finland) with
2,800 inhabitants there are four secondary (and higher
than secondary) schools.

This comparison was made by the Octobrist, the most
worthy Peredonov*...excuse the slip, the most worthy
Mr. Klyuzhev in the Third Duma. Ponder over that com-
parison, Messrs. Duma representatives, if mnot of the
people, then at least of the landowners. Who made ap-
plication to open schools? Could it be the Lefts? The
muzhiks? The workers? God forbid! It was the Samara
Zemstvo that made the application unanimously, that is,
it was the Samara landowners, the most ardent Black-
Hundred adherents among them. And the government,
through its supervisor, refused the request on the excuse
that there was an “insignificant” number of children of

* Peredonov—a type of teacher-spy and dull lout from Sologub’s
novel The Pelty Imp.
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<chool age! Was I not in every way rig.ht w_hen I ss}id that
the government hinders public education in Russia, tpat
the government is the biggest enemy of public education
in Russia?

lnrII:{he culture, civilisation, freedom, literacy, educ_ated
women and so on that we see in Finland de?ive egciluswely
from there not being in Finland such “socml_evﬂ as th'e
Russian Government. Now you want to foist this evil
on Finland and make her, too, an enslaved lcountry. You
will not succeed in that, gentlemen! By your attemptls to
impose political slavery on Finland you vxfill only accelfar-ate
the awakening of the peoples of Russia from political

slavery! | |
[ will quote another passage from the Octobrist witness,

Mr. Klyuzhev. “How are teachers recruited?” Mr. Klyuzl}ev
asked in his speech and himself provided the following

answer:

“One prominent Samara man, by the name of Popov, bequ?,athed
the necessary sum fo endow a Teachers’ Seminary for Women. And
who do you think was appointed head of the Se-.mmary? This is what
the executor of the late Popov writes: “The widow of a General of
the Guards was appointed head of the Seminary and she herself
admitted that this was the first time in her life she had he:;u‘d of
the existence of an educational establishment called a Teachers Sem-

inary for Women!”

Don’t imagine that I took this from a collection of Dem-
yan Bedny's fables, from the sort of fable for wbwh -the
magazine Prosveshcheniye was fined and its editor 1m-
prisoned.!3 Nothing of the sort. This fact was taken from
the speech of the Octobrist Klyuzhev, who {fears (as a
God-fearing and police-fearing man) even fo p?nder the
significance of this fact. For this fact, once again, shows
beyond all doubt that there is no more vicious, no more
implacable enemy of the education of the people in Rus-
sia than the Russian Government. And gentlemen who
bequeath money for public education should_rea!ise that
they are throwing it away, worse than thr-ovfzmg it away.
They desire to bequeath their money to provide education
for the people, but actually it turns out that they are giving
it to Generals of the Guards and their widows. If such
philanthropists do not wish to throw their money away
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they must understand that they should bequeath it to the
Social-Democrats, who alone are able to use that money
to provide the people with real education that is really
independent of “Generals of the Guards”—and of timorous
and law-abiding Klyuzhevs.

Still another passage from the speech of the same
Mr. Klyuzhev.

“It was in vain that we of the Third Duma desired free access
to higher educational establishments for seminar pupils. The Ministry
did not deem it possible to accede to our wishes.” “Incidentally the
government bars the way 1o higher education, not to seminar pupils
alone, but to the children of the peasant and urban petty-bourgeois
social estates in general. This is no elegant phrase but the truth,”
exclaimed the Octobrist official of the Ministry of Public Education.
“Out of the 119,000 Gymnasium students only 18,000 are peasants.
Peasants constitute only 15 per cent of those studying in all the
establishments of the Ministry of Public Education. In the Theolog-
ical Seminaries only 1,300 of the 20,500 pupils are peasants. Peasants
are not admitted at all to the Cadet Corps and similar institutions.”
(These passages from Klyuzhev’s speech were, incidentally, cited in

an article by K. Dobroserdov in Nevskaya Zvezda No. 6, for 1912,
dated May 22, 1912.)

That is how Mr. Klyuzhev spoke in the Third Duma. The
depositions of that witness will not be refuted by those
who rule the roost in the Fourth Duma. The witness,
against his own will and despite his wishes, fully corrobo-
rates the revolutionary appraisal of the present situation
in Russia in general, and of public education in particular.
And what, indeed, does a government deserve that, in the
words of a prominent government official and member
of the ruling party of Octobrists, bars the way to educa-
~tion for the peasants and urban petty bourgeois?

Imagine, gentlemen, what such a government deserves
from the point of view of the urban petty bourgeoisie and
the peasants!

And do not forget that in Russia the peasants and the
urban petty bourgeoisie constitute 88 per cent of the popu-
lation, that is, a little less than nine-tenths of the people.
The nobility constitute only one and a half per cent. And
so the government is taking money from nine-tenths of
the people for schools and educational establishments of
all kinds and using that money to teach the nobility,
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barring the way to the peasant and urban petty bourgeois!
Is it not clear what this government of the nobility de-
serves? This government that oppresses nine-tenths of the
population in order to preserve the privileges of one-
hundredth of the population—what does it deserve?

And now, finally, for the last quotation from my witness,
the Octobrist official of the Ministry of Public Education,
and member of the Third (and Fourth) Dumas, Mr. Klyu-
zhev:

“In the five years from 1906 to 1910,” said Mr. Klyuzhev, “in
the Kazan area, the following have been removed from their posts:
21 head masters of secondary and primary schools, 32 inspectors of
public schools and 1,054 urban school-teachers; 870 people of these
categories have been transferred. Imagine it,” exclaimed Mr. Klyu-
zhev, “how can our school-teacher sleep peacefully? He may go to
bed in Astrakhan and not be sure that he will not be in Vyatka the
next day. Try to understand the psychology of the pedagogue who
is driven about like a hunted rabbit!”

This is not the exclamation of some “Left” school-
teacher, but of an Octobrist. These figures were cited by
a diligent civil servant. He is your witness, gentlemen of
the Right, nationalists and Octobrists! This witness of
“yours” is compelled to admit the most scandalous, most
shameless and most disgusting arbitrariness on the part
of the government in its attitude to teachers! This witness
of yours, gentlemen who rule the roost in the Fourth
Duma and the Council of State, has been forced to admit
the fact that teachers in Russia are “driven” like rabbits
by the Russian Government! |

On the basis provided by this fact, one of thousands and
thousands of similar facts in Russian life, we ask the Rus-
slan people and all the peoples of Russia: do we need
4 government to protect the privileges of the nobility
and to “drive” the people’s teachers “like rabbits”’? Does
not this government deserve to be driven out by the
people?

Yes, the Russian people’s teachers are driven like rab-
bits. Yes, the government bars the way to education to
nine-tenths of the population of Russia. Yes, our Ministry
of Public Education is a ministry of police espionage, a
ministry that derides youth, and jeers at the people’s
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thirst for knowledge. But far from all the Russian peasants,
not to mention the Russian workers, resemble rabbits,
honourable members of the Fourth Duma. The working
class were able to prove this in 1905, and they will be
able to prove again, and to prove more impressively, and
much more seriously, that they are dapable of a revolu-
tionary struggle for real freedom and for real public
education and not that of Kasso or of the nobility.

Written April 27 (May 10), Collected Works, Vol. 19

1913

First published in 1930

in the second and third editions
of V. I. Lenin’s Collected Works,
Vol. XVI

THE WORKING CLASS AND NEOMALTHUSIANISM

At the Pirogov Doctors’ Congress!* much interest was
aroused and a long debate was held on the question of
abortions. The report was made by Lichkus, who quoted
figures on the exceedingly widespread practice of destroy-
ing the foetus in present-day so-called civilised states.

In New York, 80,000 abortions were performed in one
year and there are 36,000 every month in France. In
St. Petersburg the percentage of abortions has more than
doubled in five years. |

The Pirogov Doctors’ Congress adopted a resolution
saying that there should mever be any criminal prosecu-
tion of a mother for performing an artificial abortion and
that doctors should only be prosecuted if the operation
1s performed for “purposes of gain”.

In the discussion the majority agreed that abortions
should not be punishable, and the question of the so-
called neomalthusianism!> (the use of contraceptives) was
naturally touched upon, as was also the social side of the
matter. Mr. Vigdorchik, for instance, said, according to
the report in Russkoye Slovo 16 that “contraceptive meas-
ures should be welcomed” and Mr. Astrakhan exclaimed,
amidst thunderous applause:

“We have to convince mothers to bear children so that they can
be maimed in educational establishments, so that lots can be drawn
for them, so that they can be driven to suicide!”

If the report is true that this declamation of Mr. Astra-
khan’s was greeted with thunderous applause, it is a fact
that does not surprise me. The audience was made up of
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bourgeois, middle and petty bourgeois, who have the
psychology of the philistine. What can you expect from
them but the most banal liberalism?

From the point of view of the working class, however,
it would hardly be possible to find a more apposite ex-
pression of the completely reactionary mnature and the
ugliness of ‘“‘social neomalthusianism’ than Mr. Astrakhan’s
phrase cited above. |

“Bear children so that they can be maimed”. ... For that
alone? Why not that they should fight better, more unit-
edly, consciously and resolutely than we are fighting
against the present-day conditions of life that are maiming
and ruining our generation?

This is the radical difference that distinguishes the
psychology of the peasant, handicraftsman, intellectual,
the petty bourgcois in general, from that of the proletarian.
The petty bourgeois sees and feels that he is heading for
ruin, that life is becoming more difficult, that the struggle
for existence is ever more ruthless, and that his position
and that of his family are becoming more and more hope-
less. It 1s an indisputable fact, and the petty bourgeois
protests against it.

But how does he protest?

He protests as the representative of a class that is
hopelessly perishing, that despairs of its future, that is
depressed and cowardly. There is nothing to be done...
if only there were fewer children to suffer our torments
and hard toil, our poverty and our humiliation—such 1s
the cry of the petty bourgeois.

The class-conscious worker is far from holding this
point of view. He will not allow his consciousness to be
dulled by such cries no matter how sincere and heartfelt
they may be. Yes, we workers and the mass of small pro-
prietors lead a life that is filled with unbearable oppression
and suffering. Things are harder for our generation than
they were for our fathers. But in one respect we are
luckier than our fathers. We have begun to learn and are
rapidly learning to fight—and to fight not as individuals,
as the best of our fathers fought, not for the slogans of
bourgeois speechifiers that are alien to us in spirit, but for
our slogans, the slogans of our class. We are fighting bet-
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ter than our fathers did. Our children will fight better than
we do, and they will be pictorious. |

The working class is not perishing, it is growing, be-
coming stronger, maturing, consolidating itself, edut_:at}ng
tself and becoming steeled in battle. We are pessimists
a5 far as serfdom, capitalism and petty production are
concerned, but we are ardent optimists in what concerns
the working-class movement and its aims. We are al.ready
laying the foundation of a new edifice and our children
will complete its construction.

That is the reason—the only reason—why we are un-
conditionally the enemies of ne-omalthusiani§m, suited
only to unfeeling and egotistic petty-bourgeois couples,
who whisper in scared voices: “God grant we manage
somehow by ourselves. So much the better if we have no
children.”

It goes without saying that this does not by any means
prevent us from demanding the unconditional annqlment
of all laws against abortions or against the distribution of
medical literature on contraceptive measures, etc. Such
laws are nothing but the hypocrisy of the ruling classes.
These laws do not heal the ulcers of capitalism, tlr_ley
merely turn them into malignant ulcers that are espec_lal—
ly painful for the oppressed masses. Freedom for medical
propaganda and the protection of the elementary demo-
cratic rights of citizens, men and women, are one thing.
The social theory of neomalthusianism is quite another.
Class-conscious workers will always conduct the most
ruthless struggle against attempts to impose that iIZeactm.n-
ary and cowardly theory on the most progressive and
strongest class in modern society, the class that is the best

prepared for great changes.

Written June 6(19), 1913 Collected Works, Vol. 19

Published June 16, 1913
in Pravda No. 137
Signed: V. I.



CHILD LABOUR IN PEASANT FARMING

In making a proper appraisal of the conditions in which
capitalism places small agricultural production the most
important things to study are the conditions of the worker,
his earnings, the amount of labour he expends, his con-
ditions of life; then the way the livestock is kept and
tended, and, finally, the methods of cultivating and ferti-
lising the soil, the waste of its fertility, etc.

It is not difficult to understand that if these questions
are ignored (as they often are in bourgeois political econ-
omy) a totally distorted picture of peasant farming is
obtained, for the real “viability” of the latter depends
precisely on the conditions of the worker, on the condition
of his livestock, and on the way he tends his land. To
assume without proof that in this respect small production
1s in the same position as large-scale production is merely
begging the question. It means at once adopting the bour-
geols point of view. |

The bourgeoisie wants to prove that the peasant is a
sound and viable “proprietor”, and not the slave of capi-
tal, crushed in the same way as the wage-worker, but more
tied up, more entangled than the latter. If one seriously
and conscientiously wants the data required to solve this
controversial problem, he must look for the regular and
objective indicators of the conditions of life and labour
in small and large-scale production.

One of these indicators, and a particularly important
one, i1s the extent to which child labour is employed. The
more child labour is exploited the worse, undoubtedly, is
the position of the worker, and the harder his life.

34

The Austrian and German agricultural censuses give the

number of children and adolescents employed in agricql-
ture in relation to the total number of persons employed in

iculture. The Austrian census gives separate figures for
glglnfvl{l)lrkers, male and female, under 16 years of age._Of
these, there were 1,200,000 out of_ a total of 9,000,000, i.e.,
13 per cent. The German census gives figures only for th0§e
of 14 years of age and under; of these there were six
hundred thousand (601,637) out of fifteen million
(15,169,549), or 3.9 per cent.

Clearly, the Austrian and -Gue'rman figures are not cOm-
parable. Nevertheless, the relative numbers of proletarian,
peasant and capitalist farms they reveal are quite com-

able.
pagy proletarian farms we mean the tiny plots of land (_up
to two hectares or almost two dessiatines per farm) \V'thh
provide the wage-worker with supplementary eammgs:
By peasant farms we mean those from 2 to 20 hectares,
in these, family labour predominates over Wag_e-labour.
Finally, there are the capitalist farms; these are big farms,
in which wage-labour predominates over family la_bour.
The following are the figures on child labour in the

three types of farms.

Group accordin Children employed (% of
Type of farm to sig.e of farmg total number of workers)
Austria Germany

(under 16) (under 14)
; Less than half a hectare 8.8 2.2
Proletarian . . . . 1/2 to 2 hectares 12.2 3.9
2” 5 15.3 4.6
Peasant . . . . . o 10 7 15.6 4.§
10» 20 » 12.8 4,9
e 20 =100 » 11.1 3.4
Capitalist " * 1100 hectares and over 4.2 3.6
Total . . . . . . . . . .. 13.0 3.9

We see from the above that in both countries 'th'e exploi-
tation of child labour is greatest in peasant farms in gener-
al, and among the middle peasant farms (5 to 10 hec-
tares, i.e., 4.5 to 9 dessiatines) in particular.
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Thus, not only is small production worse-off than large-
scale production, we also see that the peasant farms, in
particular, are worse-off than the capitalist farms and
even than the proletarian farms.

How is this to be explained?

On the proletarian farm, farming is conducted on such
an insignificant plot of land that, strictly speaking, it can-
not seriously be called a “farm”. Here farming is a second-
ary occupation; the principal occupation is wage-labour
In agriculture and in industry. In general, the influence of
industry raises the standard of life of the worker, and in
particular, it reduces the exploitation of child labour. For
example, the German census shows the number of persons
under the age of 14 employed in industry to be only 0.3
per cent of the total (i.e., one-tenth of that in agriculture)
and those under 16 years of age only 8 per cent.

In peasant farming, however, the influence of industry
1s felt least of all, while the competition of capitalist agri-
culture is felt most of all. The peasant is unable to keep
going without almost working himself to death and com-
pelling his children to work as hard. Want compels the
peasant to make up for his lack of capital and technical
equipment with his own muscles. The fact that the peasant’s
children work hardest also indicates that the peasant’s
cattle work hard and are fed worse: the necessity of
exerting the utmost effort and of “economising” in every-
thing inevitably affects every side of the farm.

German statistics show that among wage-workers the

largest percentage of children (3.7 or nearly 4 per cent) is

to be found in the big capitalist farms (of 100 dessiatines
and over). But among family workers, the largest percent-
age of children is to be found among the peasants—about
five per cent (4.9 per cent to 5.2 per cent). As many as 9
per cent of temporary wage-workers employed in big capi-

talist enterprises are children; but among the peasants as -

many as 16.5 to 24.4 per cent of the temporary family
workers are children!

In the busy season the peasant suffers from a shortage
of workers; he can hire workers only to a small extent:
he is compelled to employ the labour of his own children
to the greatest extent. The result is that in German agri-
culture, in general, the percentage of children among
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family workers is nearly half as big 'again as that among
wage-workers—children among family workers—4.4 per
cent; among wage-workers—3 per cent.

The peasant has to work harder than the wage-worker.
This fact, confirmed by thousands of independent obser-
vations, is now fully proved by statistics for whole coun-
tries. Capitalism condemns the peasant to exireme degra-
dation and ruin. There is no other salvation for him than
through joining the class struggle of the wage—workeris.
But before the peasant can arrive at this conclusion he will
have to experience many years of being disillusioned by
deceptive bourgeois slogans.

Written June 8(21), 1913 Collected Works, Vol. 19

Published June 12, 1913
in Pravda No. 133
Signed: V. I.
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FIFTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS
AGAINST PROSTITUTION

The fifth international congress for the suppression of
the white slave traffic recently ended in London.

Duchesses, countesses, bishops, priests, rabbis, police
officials and all sorts of bourgeois philanthropists were
well to the fore! How many festive luncheons and magnifi-
cent official receptions were given! And how many
solemn speeches on the harm and infamy of prostitution!
- What means of struggle were proposed by the elegant
bourgeois delegates to the congress? Mainly two methods—
religion and police, They are, it appears, the valid and
reliable methods of combating prostitution. One English
delegate boasted, according to the London correspondent
of the Leipziger Volkszeitung,!” that he had introduced a
bill into parliament providing for corporal punishment for
pimps. See the sort he is, this modern “civilised” hero of
the struggle against prostitution!

One lady from Canada waxed enthusiastic over the
police and the supervision of “fallen” women by police-
women, but as far as raising wages was concerned, she
said that women workers did not deserve better pay.

- One German pastor reviled present-day materialism,
which, he said, is taking hold among the people and pro-
moting the spread of free love.

When the Austrian delegate Girtner tried to raise the
question of the social causes of prostitution, of the need

and poverty experienced by working-class families, of the
exploitation of child labour, of unbearable housing condi-

tions, elc., he was forced to silence by hostile shouts!
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But the things that were said about highly-placed per-
sonages—among groups of delegates—were instructive and
sublime. When, for example, the German Empress visits
a maternity hospital in Berlin, rings are placed on the
fingers of mothers of “illegitimate” children in order that
this august individual may not be shocked by the sight of
unmarried mothers!

We may judge from this the disgusting bourgeois hypoc-
risy that reigns at these aristocratic-bourgeois congresses.
Acrobats in the field of philanthropy and police defenders
of this system which makes mockery of poverty and need
gather “to struggle against prostitution”, which is support-
cd precisely by the aristocracy and the bourgeoisie. . . .

Rabochaya Pravda No. 1,
July 13, 1913
Signed: W,

Collected Works, Vol. 19



WHAT CAN BE DONE FOR PUBLIC EDUCATION

There are quite a number of rotten prejudices current
in the Western countries of which Holy Mother Russia is
free. They assume there, for instance, that huge public
libraries containing hundreds of thousands and millions of
volumes, should certainly not be reserved only for the
handful of scholars or would-be scholars that uses them.
Over there they have set themselves the strange, incom-
prehensible and barbaric aim of making these gigantic,
boundless libraries available, not to a guild of scholars, pro-
fessors and other such specialists, but to the masses, to the
crowd, to the mob!

What a desecration of the libraries! What an absence
of the “law and order” we are so justly proud of. Instead
of regulations, discussed and elaborated by a dozen com-
mittees of civil servants inventing hundreds of formalities
and obstacles to the use of books, they see to it that even
children can make use of the rich collections; that readers
can read publicly-owned books at home; they regard as
the pride and glory of a public library, not the number of
rarities it contains, the number of sixteenth-century editions
or tenth-century manuscripts, but the extent to which books
are distributed among the people, the number of new
readers enrolled, the speed with which the demand for any
book 1s met, the number of books issued to be read at
home, the number of children attracted to reading and to
the use of the library.... These queer prejudices are wide-
spread in the Western states, and we must be glad that
those who keep watch and ward over us protect us with
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care and circumspection from the influence of these prej-
udices, protect our rich public libraries from the mob,

from the hoi pollot! |
I have before me the report of the New York Public

Library for 1911,

That year the Public Library in New York was moved
{rom two old buildings to new premises erected by the city.
The total number of books is now about two million. It so
happened that the first book asked for when the reading-
room opened its doors was in Russian. It was a work by
N. Grot, The Moral Ideals of Our Times. The request for
the book was handed in at eight minutes past nine in the
morning. The book was delivered to the reader at nine
fifteen.

In the course of the year the library was visited by
1,658,376 people. There were 246,950 readers using the
reading-room and they took out 911,891 books.

This, however, is only a small part of the book circu-
lation effected by the library. Only a few people can visit
the library. The rational organisation of educational work
is measured by the number of books issued to be read at
home, by the conveniences available to the majority of the
population.

In three boroughs of New York—Manhatten, Bronx and
Richmond—the New York Public Library has forty-two
branches and will soon have a forty-third (the total popu-
lation of the three boroughs is almost three million). The
aim that is constantly pursued is to have a branch of the
Public Library within three-quarters of a verst, i.e., within
ten minutes’ walk of the house of every inhabitant, the
branch library being the centre of all kinds of institutions
and establishments for public education.

Almost eight million (7,914,882 volumes) were issued
to readers at home, 400,000 more than in 1910. To each
hundred members of the population of all ages and both
sexes, 267 books were issued for reading at home in the
course of the year. |

Each of the forty-two branch libraries not only provides
for the use of reference books in the building and the issue
of books to be read at home, it is also a place for evening

lectures, for public meetings and for rational entertain-
ment.
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The New York Public Library contains about 15,000
books in oriental languages, about 20,000 in Yiddish and
about 16,000 in the Slav languages. In the main reading-
room there are about 20,000 books standing on open
shelves for general use.

The New York Public Library has opened a special,
central, reading-room for children, and similar institutions
are gradually being opened at all branches. The librarians
do everything for the children’s convenience and answer
their questions. The number of books children took out
to read at home was 2,859,888, slightly under three million
(more than a third of the total). The number of children
visiting the reading-room was 1,120.915.

As far as losses are concerned—the New York Public
Library assesses the number of books lost at 70-80-90 per
100,000 issued to be read at home. |

Such is the way things are done in New York. And in
Russia?

Rabochaya Pravda No. 5,
July 18, 1913
Signed: W,

Collected Works, Vol. 19

e,
{]

THE NATIONALISATION OF JEWISH SCHOOLS

The politics of the government are soaked In the.spirit
of nationalism. Attempts are made to confer every kind of
privilege upon the “ruling”, 1.e., the Great~Ru§siaI_1 nation,
even though the Great Russians!® represent a minority of the
population of Russia, to be exact, onl_y 43 per cent.

Attempts are made to cut down still further the rights
of all the other nations inhabiting Russia, to segregate one
from the other and stir up enmity among them. | _

The extreme expression of present-day nationalism is
the scheme for the nationalisation of Jewish schools. The
scheme emanated from the educational officer of Odessa
district, and has been sympathetically considered by th_e
Ministry of Public “Education”. What does this nationali-
sation mean? | |

It means segregating the Jews into special Jewish scl'.mols
(secondary schools). The doors of all other educational
establishments—both private and state—are to be complete-
ly closed to the Jews. This “brilliant” plan is rounded off
by the proposal to limit the number of pupils in the Jewish
secondary schools to the notorious ‘“quota”??!

In all European countries such measures {md laws
against the Jews existed only in the dark centuries of t.he
Middle Ages, with their Inquisition, the burning of here:tlcs
and similar delights. In Europe the Jews have long since
been granted complete equality and are fusing more and
more with the nations in whose midst they live.

The most harmful feature in our political life generally,
and in the above scheme particularly, apart from the
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oppression and persecution of the Jews, is the striving to fan
the flames of nationalism, to segregate the nationalities in
the state one from another, to increase their estirangement,
to separate their schools.

The interests of the working class—as well as the inter-
ests of political liberty generally—require, on the contrary,
the fullest equality of all the nationalities in the state
without exception, and the elimination of every kind of
barrier between the nations, the bringing together of chil-

dren of all nations in the same schools, etc. Only by casting

off every savage and foolish national prejudice, only by
uniting the workers of all nations infto one association,
can the working class become a force, offer resistance to
capitalism, and achieve a serious improvement in its living
conditions.

Look at the capitalists! They try to inflame national
strife among the “common people”, while they themselves
manage their business affairs remarkably well—Russians,
Ukrainians, Poles, Jews, and Germans together in one and
the same corporation. Against the workers the capitalists
of all nations and religions are united, but they strive to
divide and weaken the workers by national strife!

This most harmful scheme for the nationalisation of the
Jewish schools shows, incidentally, how mistaken is the
plan for so-called “cultural-national autonomy”, i.e., the
idea of taking education out of the hands of the state and
handing it over to each nation separately. It is not this we
should strive for, but for the unity of the workers of all
nations in the struggle against all nationalism, in the strug-
gle for a truly democratic common school and for political
liberty generally. The example of the advanced countries
of the world—say, Switzerland in Western Europe or Fin-
land 1n Eastern Europe—shows us that only consistently-
democratic state institutions ensure the most peaceable and
human (not bestial) coexistence of various nationalities,
without the artificial and harmful separation of education
according to nationalities.

Severnaya Pravda No. 14,
August 18, 1913
Stgned: V. I.
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THE NATIONALITY OF PUPILS
IN RUSSIAN SCHOOLS

To obtain a more precise idea of the plan for “cultural-
national autonomy”, which boils down to segregating the
schools according to nationality, it is useful to take the
concrete data which show the nationality of the pupils at-
tending Russian schools. For the St. Petersburg educational
area such data are provided by the returns of the school
census taken on January 18, 1911.

The following are the data on the distribution of pupils
attending elementary schools under the Ministry of Public
Education according to the native languages of the pupils.
The data cover the whole of the St. Petersburg educational
area, but in brackets we give the figures for the city of
St. Petersburg. Under the term “Russian language” the
officials constantly lump together Great Russian, Byelo-
russian and Ukrainian (“Little Russian”, according to of-
ficial terminology). Total pupils—265,660 (48,076).

Russian—232,618 (44,223); Polish—1,737 (780); Czech—
3 (2); Lithuanian—84 (35); Lettish—1,371 (113); Zhmud
—1 (0); French—14 (13); Italian—4 (4); Rumanian—2
(2); German—2,408 (845); Swedish—228 (217); Norwegian
—31 (0); Danish—1 (1)}; Dutch—1 (0); English—8 (7);
Armenian—3 (3); Gipsy—4 (0); Jewish—1,196 (396); Geor-
gian—2 (1); Ossetian—1 (0); Finnish—10,750 (874); Kare-
lilan—3,998 (2); Chud—247 (0); Estonian—4,723 (536);
Lapp—9 (0); Zyryan—6,008 (0); Samoyed—5 (0); Tatar—
63 (13); Persian—1 (1); Chinese—1 (1); not ascertained—
138 (7). '

These are comparatively accurate figures. They show
that the national composition of the population is extreme-
ly mixed, although they apply to one of the basically
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Great-Russian districts of Russia. The extremely mixed

national composition of the population of the large city
of St. Petersburg is at once evident. This is no accident,

but results from a law of capitalism that operates m all
countries and in all parts of the world. Large cities, factory,
metallurgical, railway and commercial and industrial cen-
tres generally, are certain, more than any other, to have
very mixed populations, and it is precisely these centres
that grow faster than all others and constantly attract larg-
er and larger numbers of the inhabitants of the backward
rural areas.

Now try to apply to these real-life data the lifeless utopia
of the nationalist philistines called “cultural-national auton-
omy” or (in the language of the Bundists?) “taking out
of the jurisdiction of the state” questions of national cul-
ture, i.e., primarily educational affairs.

Educational affairs “shall be taken out of the jurisdic-
tion of the state” and transferred to 23 (in St. Petersburg)
“national associations” each developing “its own” ‘“nation-
al culture’!

It would be ridiculous to waste words to prove the ab-
surdity and reactionary nature of a “national programme”
of this sort.

It is as clear as daylight that the advocacy of such a plan
means, in fact, pursuing or supporting the ideas of bour-
geois nationalism, chauvinism and clericalism. The interests
of democracy in general, and the interests of the working
class in particular, demand the very opposite. We must
strive to secure the miring of the children of all nationali-
ties in uniform schools in each locality; the workers of
all nationalities must jointly pursue the proletarian educa-
tional policy which Samoilov, the deputy of the Vladimir
workers, so ably formulated on behalf of the Russian So-
cial-Democratic workers’ group in the State Duma. We
must most emphatically oppose segregating the schools ac-
cording to nationality, no matter what form it may take.

It is not our business to segregate the nations in mat-

ters of education in any way; on the conirary, we must

sirive to create the fundamental democratic conditions for
the peaceful coexistence of the nations on the basis of
equal rights. We must not champion “national culture”,
but expose the clerical and bourgeois character of this
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slogan in the name of the international culture of the world
working-class movement.

But we may be asked whether it is possible to safeguard
the interests of the one Georgian child among the 48,076
schoolchildren in St, Petersburg on the basis of equal
rights. And we should reply that it is impossible to establish
a special Georgian school in St. Petersburg on the basis
of Georglan “national culture’”, and that to advocate such
a plan means sowing pernicious ideas among the masses
of the people.

But we shall not be defending anything harmful, or be
striving after anything that is impossible, if we demand for
this child free government premises for lectures on the
Georgian language, Georgian history, etc., the provision of
GGeorgian books from the Central Library for this child, a
state contribution towards the fees of the Georgian teacher,
and so forth. Under real democracy, when bureaucracy and
“Peredonovism”?! are completely eliminated from the
schools, the people can quite easily achieve this. But this
real democracy can be achieved only when the workers
ol all nationalities are united.

To preach the establishment of special national schools
for every ‘“national culture” is reactionary. But under real
den_locracy 1t 1s quite possible to ensure instruction in the
native language, in native history, and so forth, without
splitting up the schools according to nationality. And com-
plete local self-government will make it impossible for
anything to be forced upon the people, as for example, upon
the 713 Karelian children in Kem Uyezd (where there are
only 514 Russian children) or upon the 681 Zyryan chil-
(!ren in Pechora Uyezd (153 Russian), or upon the 267 Let-
tish children in Novgorod Uyezd (over 7,000 Russian), and
so on and so forth.

- Advocacy of impracticable cultural-national autonomy
1s an absurdity, which now already is only disuniting the
workers ideologically. To advocate the amalgamation of
the workers of all nationalities means facilitating the suc-
cess of proletarian class solidarity, which will guarantee
equal rights for, and maximum peaceful coexistence of
all nationalities. |

Proletarskaya Pravda No. 7,

: Collected k ¢
December 14, 1913 Worlks, Vol. 19




OUR SCHOOLS

The all-Russia school census of January 18, 1911, though
its data are compiled very badly goes some way to lift the
curtain of official secrecy.

Data are so far available only for the St. Petersburg
Educational Area, separately for the towns and country
areas. Here is the picture of our parish schools presented
by these data.

The census registered 329 town one-class schools, 139
private III grade schools and 177 one-class parish schools.
The average wages of schoolteachers (their number is very
small) was 924 rubles a year for town schools, 629 rubles
for private schools and 302 rubles for parish schools.

Impoverished, starving teachers—this is what our parish
schools stand for.

What is the percentage of teachers with higher and
secondary general secular education? It is 76 per cent
for town schools, 67 per cent for private schools and only
18 per cent for parish schools! |

Uneducated teachers (we shall mot mention divinity
teachers for the time being)—this is what our parish

schools stand for.
There are 3,545 Zemstvo one-class schools and 2,506

one-class parish schools. Teachers’ wages In the former
amount to 374 rubles a year and to 301 rubles in the lalter.
In the former the percentage of educated teachers (those
engaged in teaching in general) is 20 per cent and in the
latter 2.5 per cent (again not counting divinity teachers).
These data show the extremely wretched state of parish

schools.
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The census also produced data on the available average
per pupil of floor space in square and cubic arshins® res-
pectively, in other words data on the cramped condition of
schools.

In Zemstvo schools the average floor space was 2.6
square arshins and average space 10.1 cubic arshins and
in parish schools 2.4 square arshins and 9.6 cubic arshins
respectively.

The floor space should be six times the window surface,
but in actual fact it is nine times the window surface. In
other words, our schools are not only cramped, but
poorly lit.

These data, of course, are sparse in the extreme. The
Ministry did all it could to prevent collection of detailed,
precise and complete data on the wretched condition of
our schools.

But the wretched, impoverished condition of parish
schools is revealed even in these incomplete, officially
screened and poorly processed data.

One of the pressing tasks before the representatives of
cultural-educational and industrial workers’ organisa-
tions at the coming All-Russia Congress on Education 1s
to raise and comprehensively discuss the condition of our
schools and school-teachers.

Collected Works, Fifth

Proletarskaya Pravda No. 10,
Russian edition, Vol. 24

December 18, 1913
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* Arshin—a Russian measure equal to 0.711 metre.—FEd.
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INSERTION FOR N. K. KRUPSKAYA’S ARTICLE
THE MINISTRY OF EDUCATION POLICY

In civilised countries illiteracy is practically non-existent.

Efforts are being made to provide everyone with school

education. The establishment of libraries is being encour-
aged in every way. And our Ministry of “Education” (par-
don the expression) makes most desperate efforts and
resorts to most despicable police measures in order to
hamper the people’s education and prevent people from
studying! Our Ministry made short work of school li-
braries! No civilised country of the world can boast special
regulations directed against libraries or such a vile insti-
tution as the state censor. And in our country, apart from
general persecutions of the press and savage measures
against libraries in general, regulations are published
against public libraries that are a hundred times more
restrictive! This is a disgraceful policy to foster the people’s
ignorance, a disgraceful policy of the landowners wishing
to see their country turn brutish. Some rich people, like
Pavlenkov, for example, donated money for public librar-
1es. Now the government of savage landowners has made
short work of libraries. Is it not time for those who want
to promote education in Russia to understand that money
should be donated not for libraries under the jurisdiction
of the Ministry and thus subject to destruction, but for the
struggle, for political freedom, without which Russia finds
herself in the stifling clutches of savagery.

Written in January 1914 Collected Works, Fifth

Russian edition, Vol. 24

FROM KARIL MARX
(A BRIEF BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH WITH AN EXPOSITION OF MARXISM)

..Marx deduces the inevitability of the transforma-
tion of capitalist society into socialist society wholly
and exclusively from the economic law of the develop-
ment of contemporary society. The socialisation of
labour, which 1is advancing ever more rapidly in
thousands of forms and has manifested itself very strik-
ingly, during the half-century since the death of Marx, in
the growth of large-scale production, capitalist cartels,
syndicates and trusts, as well as in the gigantic increase in
the dimensions and power of finance capital, provides the
principal material foundation for the inevitable advent of
socialism. The intellectual and moral motive force and the
physical executor of this transformation is the proletariat,
which has been trained by capitalism itself. The prole-
tariat’s struggle against the bourgeoisie, which finds expres-
sion in a variety of forms ever richer in content, inevit-
ably becomes a political struggle directed towards the con-
quest of political power by the proletariat (“the dictator-
ship of the proletariat”)}. The socialisation of production
cannot but lead to the means of production becoming the
property of society, to the ‘“expropriation of the expro-
priators”. A tremendous rise in labour productivity, a short-
er working day, and the replacement of the remnants, the
ruins, of small-scale, primitive and disunited production
by collective and improved labour—such are the direct
consequences of this transformation. Capitalism breaks for
all time the ties between agriculture and industry, but at
the same time, through its highest development, it prepares
new elements of those ties, a union between industry and
agriculture based on the conscious application of science

4 ol




and the concentration of collective labour, and on a redis-

tribution of the human population (thus putting an end

both to rural backwardness, isolation and barbarism, and
to the unnatural concentration of vast masses of people in
big cities). A new form of family, new conditions in the
status of women and in the upbringing of the younger
generation are prepared by the highest forms of present-
day capitalism: the labour of women and children and the

break-up of the patriarchal family by capitalism inevitably

assumc the most terrible, disastrous, and repulsive forms
in modern society. Nevertheless, “modern industry, by as-
signing as it does, an important part in the socially organ-
ised process of production, outside the domestic sphere, to
women, to young persons, and to children of both sexes,
creates a new economic foundation for a higher form of
the family and of the relations between the sexes. It is, of
course, just as absurd to hold the Teutonic-Christian form
of the family to be absolute and final as it would be to
apply that character to the ancient Roman, the ancient
Greek, or the Eastern forms which, moreover, taken togeth-
er form a series in historic development. Moreover, it
is obvious that the fact of the collective working group
being composed of individuals of both sexes and all ages,
must necessarily, under suitable conditions, become a source
of humane development; although in its spontaneously
developed, brutal, capitalistic form, where the labourer
exists for the process of production, and not the process
of production for the labourer, that fact is a pestiferous
source of corruption and slavery” (Capital, Vol. 1, end of
Chap. 13). The factory system contains “the germ of the
education of the future, an education that will, in the case
of every child over a given age, combine productive labour
with instruction and gymnastics, not only as one of the
methods of adding to the efficiency of social production,

but as the only method of producing fully developed human
beings™ (ibid.). |

Written in July-November 1914

Published in an abridged form
in 1915 in Granat Encyclopaedic
Dictionary, Seventh edition,
Vol. 28

Signed: V. Ilyin

Collected Works, Vol, 21

FROM THE “DISARMAMENT” SLOGAN

The bourgeoisie makes it its business to promote trusts,
drive women and children into the factories, subject them
to corruption and suffering, condemn them to extreme
poverty. We do not “demand” such development, we do
not “support” it. We fight it. But how do we ﬁght‘? We
explain that trusts and the employment of women in in-
dustry are progressive. We do not want a return to the
handicraft system, pre-monopoly capitalism, domestic
drudgery for women. Forward through the trusts, etc., and
beyond them to socialism! _

That argument takes account of objective development
and, with the necessary changes, applies also to the present
militarisation of the population. Today the imperialist
bourgeoisie militarises the youth as well as the adults;
tomorrow it may begin militarising the women. Our atti-
tude should be: All the better! Full speed ahead! For t!ne
faster we move, the nearer shall we be to the armed upris-
ing against capitalism. How can Social-Democrats give way
to fear of the militarisation of the youth, etc., if they have
not forgotten the example of the Paris Commune??? This
is not a “lifeless theory” or a dream. It is a fact. And it
would be a sorry state of affairs indeed if, all the economic
and political facts notwithstanding, Social-Democrats began
to doubt that the imperialist era and imperialist wars must
inevitably bring about a repetition of such facts.

A certain bourgeois observer of the Paris Commune,
writing to an English newspaper in May 1871, said: “If the
French natjon consisted entirely of women, what a terrible
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nation it would be!” Women and teen-age children fought
in the Paris Commune side by side with the men. It will
be no different in the coming battles for the overthrow
of the bourgeoisie. Proletarian women will not look on pas-
sively as poorly armed or unarmed workers are shot down
by the well-armed forces of the bourgeoisie. They will take
to arms, as they did in 1871, and from the cowed nations
of today—or more correctly, from the present-day labour
movement, disorganised more by the opportunists than by
the governments—there will undoubtedly arise, sooner or
later, but with absolute certainty, an international league
of the “terrible nations” of the revolutionary proletariat.

The whole of social life is now being militarised. Impe-
rialism is a fierce struggle of the Great Powers for the
division and redivision of the world. It is therefore bound
to lead to further militarisation in all countries, even in
neutral and small ones. How will proletarian women op-
pose this? Only by cursing all war and everything military,
only by demanding disarmament? The women of an op-
pressed and really revolutionary class will never accept
that shameful role. They will say to their sons:

“You will soon be grown up. You will be given a gun.
Take it and learn the military art properly. The proletar-
ians need this knowledge not to shoot your brothers, the
workers of other countries, as is being done in the present
war, and as the traitors to socialism are telling you to do.
They need it to fight the bourgeoisie of their own country,
to put an end to exploitation, poverty and war, and not

by pious wishes, but by defeating and disarming the
bourgeoisie.”

| Written in October 1916

Published in December 1916

in Sbornik Sotsial-Demokrata
No. 2

Signed: N. Lenin

Collected Works, Vol. 23

FROM THE PAMPHLET MATERIALS RELATING
TO THE REVISION OF THE PARTY PROGRAMME*

The constitution of the Russian democratic republic must
ensure:

1. The sovereignty of the people; supreme power in the
state must be vested entirely in the people’s representatives,
who shall be elected by the people and be subject to recall at
any time, and who shall constitute a single popular assembly,
a single chamber. .

1. The sovereignty of the people, 1.e., the concenlration
of supreme state power entirely in the hands of a legis-
lative assembly, consisting of the representatives of the
people and constituting a single chamber.

2. Universal, equal, and direct suffrage for all citizens,
men and women, who have reached the age of twenty, in the
elections to the legislative assembly and to the various bodies
of local self-government; secret ballot; the right of every
voter to be elected to any representative institution; biennial
parliaments; salaries to be paid to the people’s representa-
tives; proportional representation at all elections; all dele-
gates and elected officials, without exception, to be subject

* To make it easier and more convenient for the reader to compare
the old and new texts of the programme, both texts are printed together
in the following manner: _

Those parts of the old programme which remain unchanged in the
DCW one are given in ordinary type.

Those parts of the old programme which are to be completely deleted
[rom the new one are given in italics.

Those parts of the new programme which were not in the old
Programme are given in bold type.
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to recall at any time upon the decision of a majority of their
electors. |

3. Local self-government on a broad scale; regional self-
government in localities where the composition of the popu-
lation and living and social conditions are of a specific na-
ture; the abolition of all state-appointed local and regional
authorities. |

4. Inviolability of person and domicile.

5. Unrestricted freedom of conscience, speech, the press,
assembly, strikes, and association.

6. Freedom of movement and occupation.

7. Abolition of the social estates; equal rights for all
citizens irrespective of sex, creed, race, or nationality.

8. The right of the population to receive instruction in
their native tongue in schools to be established for the pur-
pose at the expense of the state and local organs of self-gov-
ernment; the right of every citizen to use his native lan-
guage at meetings; the native language to be used on a level
with the official language in all local public and state institu-
tions; the obligatory official language to he aholished.

9. The right of self-determination for all member nations
of the state.

9. The right of all member nations of the state to freely
secede and form independent states. The republic of the
Russian nation must attract other nations or nationalities
not by force, but exclusively by voluntary agreement on the
question of forming a common state. The unity and fraternal
alliance of the workers of all countries are incompatible
with the use of force, direct or indirect, against other nation-
alities.

10. The right of all persons to sue any official in the
regular way before a jury.

11. Election of judges by the people.

11. Judges and other officials, both civil and military, to
be elected by the people with the right to recall any of them
at any time by decision of a majority of their electors.

12. Replacement of the standing army by the universally
armed people.

12. The police and standing army to be replaced by the '

universally armed people; workers and other employees to
receive regular wages from the capitalists for the time de-
voted to public service in the people’s militia.
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13. Separation of the church from the state, and schools
from the church; schools to be absolutely secular.

14. Free and compulsory general and vocational educa-
tion for all children of both sexes up to the age of sixteen;
poor children to be provided with food, clothing, and
school supplies at the expense of the state.

14. Free and compulsory general and polytechnical edu-
cation (familiarising the student with the theoretical and
practical aspects of the most important fields of production)
for all children of both sexes up to the age of sixteen; train-
ing of children to be closely integrated with socially pro-
ductive work.

15. All students to be provided with food, clothing, and
school supplies at the cost of the state.

16. Public education to be administered by democrat-
ically elected organs of local self-government; the central
government not to be allowed to interiere with the arrange-
ment of the school curriculum, or with the selection of the
teaching staffs; teachers to be elected directly by the popu-
lation with the right of the latter to remove undesirable
teachers.

As a basic condition for the democratisation of our
country’s national economy, the Russian Social-Democratic
Labour Party demands the abolition of all indirect taxes
and the establishment of a progressive tax on incomes and
inheritances.

The high level of development of capitalism already
achieved in banking and in the trustified branches of in-
dustry, on the one hand, and the economic disruption caused
by the imperialist war, everywhere evoking a demand for
state and public control of the production and distribution
of all staple products, on the other, induce the Party to de-

mand the nationalisation of the banks, syndicates (trusts),
ete.

To safeguard the working class from physical and

moral deterioration, and develop its ability to carry on the
struggle for emancipation, the Party demands:

1. An eight-hour working day for all wage-workers.

1. An eight-hour working day for all wage-workers, in-
cluding a break of not less than one hour for meals where
work is eontinuous. In dangerous and unhealthy industries
the working day to be reduced to from four to six hours.
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2. A statutory weekly uninterrupted rest period of not
less than forty-two hours for all wage-workers of both
sexes in all branches of the national economy.

3. Complete prohibition of overtime work.

k. Prohibition of night-work (from 9 p.m. to 6 a.m.) in
all branches of the national economy except in cases where
it is absolutely necessary for technical reasons endorsed
by the labour organisations.

4. Prohibition of night-work (from 8 p. m. to 6 a. m.) in
all branches of the national economy except in cases where
it is absolutely necessary for technical reasons endorsed by
the labour organisations—provided, however, that night-
work does not exceed four hours.

5. Prohibition of the employment of children of school
age (under 16) and restriction of the working day of ado-
lescents (from 16 to 18) to six hours.

8. Prohibition of the employment of children of school
age (under 16), restriction of the working day of adolescents
(from 16 to 20) to four hours, and prohibition of the em-
ployment of adolescents on night-work in unhealthy in-
dustries and mines.

6. Prohibition of female labour in all branches of in-
dustry injurious to women’s health; women to be released
from work for four weeks before and six weeks after child-
birth without loss of pay.

6. Prohibition of female Ilabour in all branches of
industry injurious to women’s health; prohibition of night-
work for women; women to be released from work eight
weeks before and eight weeks after child-birth without loss
of pay and with free medical and medicinal aid.

7. Establishment of nurseries for infants and young
children at all factories and other enterprises where women
are employed; nursing mothers to be allowed recesses of
at least half-hour duration at intervals of not more than
three hours.

7. Establishment of nurseries for infants and young
children and rooms for nursing mothers at all factories and
other enterprises where women are employed; nursing
mothers to be allowed recesses of at least half-hour duration
at intervals of not more than three hours; such mothers to

receive nursing benefit and their working day to be reduced
to six hours,
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8. State insurance for workers covering old age and
total or partial disablement out of a special fund formed
by a special tax on the capitalists.

8. Full social insurance of workers:

a) for all forms of wage-labour;

b) for all forms of disablement, namely, sickness, injury,
infirmity, old age, occupational disease, child-birth, widow-
hood, orphanhood, and also unemployment, ete.;

¢) all insurance institutions to be administered entirely
by the insured themselves;

d) the cost of insurance to be borne by the capitalists;

e) free medical and medicinal aid under the control of
self-governing sick benefit societies, the management bodies
of which are to be elected by the workers.

9. Payment of wages in kind to be prohibited; reqular
weekly pay-days to be fixed in all labour contracts without
exception and wages to be paid in cash and during work-
ing hours.

10. Prohibition of deductions by employers from wages
on any pretext or for any purpose whatsoever (fines, spoil-
age, etc.).

11. Appointment of an adequate number of f[actory
inspectors in all branches of the national economy; factory
inspection to be extended to all enterprises employing hired
labour, including government enterprises (domestic service
also to be liable to inspection); women inspectors to be
appointed in industries where female labour is employed;
representatives elected by the workers and paid by the
state to supervise the enforcement of the factory laws, the
fixing of rates and the passing or rejection of raw muaterials
and finished products.

9. The establishment of a labour inspectorate elected by
the workers’ organisations and covering all enterprises em-
ploying hired labour, as well as domestic servants; women
inspectors to be appointed in enterprises where female
labour is employed.

12. Local self-governing bodies, assisted by representa-
tives elected by the workers, to inspect sanitary conditions
at dwellings assigned to workers by employers, as well as
the internal regulations in force in such dwellings and the
renting conditions, in order to protect wage-workers against
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interference by employers in their life and activities a
private citizens. '

13. The establishment of properly organised sanitary
control over all enterprises employing hired labour, the
whole system of medical aid and sanitary inspection to be
entirely independent of the employers; free medical aid to
the workers at the expense of the employers, with full
pay during sickness.

14. Employers violating the labour protection laws to
be liable to criminal prosecution.

10. Sanitary laws to bhe enacted for improving hygienic
conditions and protecting the life and health of workers in
all enterprises where hired labour is employed; questions of
hygiene to be handled by the sanitary inspectorate elected
by the workers’ organisations.

11. Housing laws to be enacted and a housing inspector-
ate elected by the workers’ organisations to be instituted for
the purpose of sanitary inspection of dwelling houses. How-
ever, only by abolishing private property in land and build-
ing cheap and hygienic dwellings can the housing problem
be solved.

12. Industrial courts to he established in all branches of
the national economy.

15. Industrial courts to be established in all branches of
the national economy, composed of equal numbers of repre-
sentatives from the workers’ and employers’ organisations.

16. Employment bureaux (labour exchanges) to be estab-
lished by the organs of local self-government in all indus-
tries for the hire of local and non-local workers; represent-
atives of the workers and employers to participate in their
administration.

13. Labour exchanges to be established for the proper
organisation of work-finding facilities. These labour ex-
changes must be proletarian class organisations (organised
on a non-parity basis), and must bhe closely associated with
the trade unions and other working-class organisations and
financed by the communal self-government hodies....

Writtén April-May 1917 Collected Works, Vol. 24

Published June 1917 in the
pamphlet Materials Relating to the
Revision of the Party Programine,
Priboi Publishers, Petrograd

THE REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT
AMONG THE STUDENT YOUTH
IN TSARIST RUSSIA
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THE DRAFTING OF 183 STUDENTS
INTO THE ARMY*

The newspapers of January 11 published the official an-
nouncement of the Ministry of Education on the drafting
into the army of 183 students of Kiev University as a
punishment for “riotous assembly”. The Provisional Regu-
lations of July 29, 189923—this menace to the student
world and to society—are being put into execution less than
eighteen months after their promulgation, and the govern-
ment seems to hasten to justify itself for applying a meas-
ure of unexampled severity by publishing a ponderous
indictment in which the misdeeds of the students are paint-
ed in the blackest possible colours.

Each misdeed is more ghastly than the preceding one!
In the summer a general students’ congress was convened
in Odessa to discuss a plan to organise all Russian students
for the purpose of giving expression to protests against
various aspects of academic, public, and political life, As
a punishment for these criminal political designs all the
student delegates were arrested and deprived of their docu-
ments. But the unrest does not subside—it grows and per-
sists in breaking out in many higher educational institu-
tions. The students desire to discuss and conduct their com-
mon affairs freely and independently. Their authorities—
with the soulless formalism for which Russian officials
have always been noted—retaliate with petty vexations,
rouse the discontent of the students to the highest pitch,
and automatically stimulate the thoughts of the youths

| * We were going to press when the official announcement was pub-
ished.
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who have not yet become submerged in the morass of bour-
geois stagnation fo protest against the whole system of
police and official tyranny.

The Kiev students demand the dismissal of a professor
}\rllo look the place ol a colleague that had left. The admin-
1_strat10n rgsists, provokes students to ‘“assemblies and
demﬁonstratmns” and-—yields. The students call a meeting
to d1icu5§ what could make possible so horrendous a case—
two }vhlte linings” (according to reports) raped a young
glrl. The a‘dministrati-on sentences the “ringleaders” to sol-
itary confinement in the students’ detention cell. These
refuse to submit. They are expelled. A crowd of students
de_monstratn_zely accompany the expelled students to the
raillway station. A new meeting is called; the students re-
main until evening and refuse to disperse so long as the
rector does not show up. The Vice-Governor and Chief of
Gendarmerie arrive on the scene at the head of a detach-
ment o_f troops, who surround the University and occup
the main l%all. The rector is called. The students -demand—z
a constitution, perhaps? No. They demand that the punish-
ment of solitary confinement should not be carried out
Eggt_épat ihe 1f:x,-[pi)lelled students should be reinstated. The

iIclpants a e meeti ]
par a]lgwed o home.etlng have their names taken and

Ponder over this astonishing lack of proportion between
the modesty and innocuousness of the demands put for-
ward by the students and the panicky dismay of the gov-
ernment, which behaves as if the axe were already bein
laid tc:, the props of its power. Nothing gives our “omnig—
potent” government away so much as this display of con-
Sternftlc')n.. By this it proves more convincingly than does
any “criminal manifesto” to all who have eyes to see and
ears to hear that it realises the complete instability of its
position, and that it relies only on the bayonet and the
knout to save it from the indignation of the people. De-
cades of experience have taught the government that' it is
surrounded by inflammable material and that a mere
spark, a mere protest against the students’ detention cell
may start a conflagration. This being the case, it is cleax3
that the punishment had to be an exemplaryjone: Draft
hu f_students into the army! “Put the drill ser-

geant in place of Voltaire!”2*—the formula has not become
h—-_——_“—“—____——_\__
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bsolete: on the contrary, the twentieth century is destined

to sec its real application.

This new punitive measure, new in its attempt to revive
that which has long gone out of fashion, provokes many
thoughts and comparisons. Some three generations ago, In
the reign of Nicholas I, drafting into the army was a natur-
al punishment entirely in keeping with the whole system
of Russian serf-owning society. Young nobles were sent to
the army and compelled to serve as private soldiers, losing
the privileges of their estate until they earned officer’s
rank. Peasants were also drafted into the army, and 1t
meant a long term of penal servitude, where “Green Street”
with its inhuman torment awaited them. It is now more
than a quarter of a century since ‘“universal” military ser-
vice was introduced, which at the time was acclaimed as
a great democratic reform. Real universal military service
that is not merely on paper Is undoubtedly a democratic
reform; by abolishing the social-estate system it would
make all citizens equal. But if such were the case, could
drafting into the army be employed as a punishment?
When the government converts military service into a form
of punishment, does it not thereby prove that we are much
Cearer to the old recruiting system than to universal mill-
tary service? The Provisional Regulations of 1899 tear off
the pharisaical mask and expose the real Asiatic nature
even of those of our institutions which most resemble
European institutions. In reality, we have not and never
had universal military service, because the privileges en-
joyed by birth and wealth create innumerable excepiions.
In reality, we have not and never had anything resembling
equality of citizens in military service. On the contrary, the
barracks are completely saturated with the spirit of most
revolting absence of rights. The soldier from the working
class or the peasantry is completely defenceless; his human
dignity is trodden underfoot, he is robbed, he is beaten,
beaten, and again beaten—such is his constant fare. Those
with influential connections and money enjoy privileges
and exemptions. It is not surprising, therefore, that draft-
ing into this school of tyranny and violence can be a punish-
ment, even a very severe punishment, amounting almost
to deprivation of rights. The government thinks it will
teach the “rebels” discipline in this school. But is 1t not
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mistaken in its calculations? Will not this school of Rus-
sian military service become the military school of the
revolution? Not all the students, of course, possess the
stamina to go through the whole course of training in this
school. Some will break down under the heavy burden,
fall in combat with the military authorities; others—the
feeble and flabby—will be cowed into submission by the
barracks. But there will be those whom it will harden,
whose outlook will be broadened, who will be compelled to
ponder and profoundly sense their aspirations towards
liberty. They will experience the whole weight of tyranny
and oppression on their own backs when their human
dignity will be at the mercy of a drill sergeant who very
frequently takes deliberate delight in tormenting the
“educated”. They will see with their own eyes what the
position of the common people is, their hearts will be rent
by the scenes of tyranny and violence they will be com-
pelled to witness every day, and they will understand that
the injustices and petty tyrannies from which the students
suffer are mere drops in the ocean of oppression the people
are forced to suffer. Those who will understand this will,
on leaving military service, take a Hannibal's vow2 to
fight with the vanguard of the people for the emancipation
of the entire people from despotism.

The humiliating character of this new punishment is no
less outrageous than its cruelty. In declaring the students
who protested against lawlessness to be mere rowdies—
even as it declared the exiled striking workers to be per-

sons of depraved demeanour-—the government has thrown
down a challenge to all who still possess a sense of decency.
Read the government communication. It bristles with such
words as disorder, brawling, outrage, shamelessness, licence,
On the one hand, it speaks of criminal political aims
and the desire for political protest: and on the other, it
slanders the students as mere rowdies who must be dis-
ciplined. This is a slap in the face of Russian public opinion,
whose sympathy for the students is very well known to
the government. The only appropriate reply the students
can make is to carry out the threat of the Kiev students,
lo organise a determined general student strike in all high-
er educational institutions in support of the demand for
the repeal of the Provisional Regulations of July 29, 1899
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it i alone who must reply to the
e n9‘t on Sﬁu’gemiovemment’s own conduct the
sovernment. Through the g v conduct the
Ezcident has become something much grea er 8 mere
dent affair. The government turns to pub_hc opinion
f}t;:)ugh to boast of the severity Of' th'e punishment ;,t 1tn—
flicts, as though to mock at all aspirations towards 111 er yt.
All co’onscious elements among all strata of.the 'people m;:l}f
take up this challenge, if they do ‘noif demre‘to f_zlll to A()’E
level of dumb slaves bearing their insults in si 651(38. v
the head of these conscious elemfents stal}d t_he advanc !
workers and the Social-Democratic organisations nisepalf*
ably linked with them. The WOI‘].{IIlg .clas_s constajfnt y S& (;
fers immeasurably greater injuries and insults from ihe
police lawlessness with which the stqdents have now1 CO )
into such sharp conflict. The quku}g class has aream)i
begun the struggle for its c_emancxpatlon. It must ;reme{m
ber that this great struggle imposes great obligations u%;!
it, that it cannot emancipate '1tself W1th_ou_t (::mancipafl-ngt
the whole people from despotism, that it 1is its ~du}£ 11'5‘5l
and foremost to respond to every political protes an-t_
render every support to that protest. The best represefld
atives of our educated classes have proved——and_ seale
the proof with the blood of thousands of .revoh_lt_lonarleg
tortured to death by the government—their ability an
readiness to shake from their feet the. d_ust of bourgelgls
society and join the ranks of th‘e socialists. The wor gr
who can look on indifferently wh}le the governmeﬁlt sends
troops against the student youth is unworthy of the fnaﬁlle
of socialist. The students came to the assistance o e
workers—the workers must come to _the aid of the itu—
dents. The government wishes to dec'e%ve the people when
it declares that an attempt at Pohtlcal protest 1s n:ie?e
brawling. The workers must publluc:ly declare and exp ]:E)ilIcfi
to the broad masses that this is a lie; that the rgal hot e
of violence, outrage, and licence 1is jthe autocratic Ryslsmn
Government, the tyranny of the police and the officials. ;
The manner in which this protest is to bf: organise
must be decided by the local Social-Democratic -orgamsa%
tions and workers’ groups. The most practical .forms -0f
protest are the distribution, scattering, and posting quO
leaflets, and the organisation of meetings to which as i;
as possible all classes of society should be invited. It wou
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be desirable, however, where strong and well-established
organisations exist, to attempt a broader and more open
protest by means of a public demonstration. The demon-
stration organised last December 1, outside the premises
of the newspaper Yuzhny Krai in Kharkov, may serve as
a good example of such a protest. The jubilee of that filthy
sheet, which baits everything that aspires to light and free-
dom and glorifies every bestiality of our government, was
being celebrated at the time. The large crowd assembled
in front of Yuzhny Krai, solemnly tore up copies of the
paper, tied them to the tails of horses, wrapped them
round dogs, threw stones and stink-bombs containing sul-
phuretted hydrogen at the windows, and shouted: “Down
with the corrupt press!” Such celebrations are well deserved,
not only by the corrupt newspapers, but by all our
government offices. If they but rarely celebrate anniver-
saries of official benevolence, they constantly deserve the
celebration of the people’s retribution. Every manifestation
of governmental tyranny and violence is a legitimate motive
for such a demonstration. The people must not let the gov-
ernment’s announcement of its punishment of the students
go unanswered!

Written in January 1901

Published in February 1901
in Iskra No. 2

Collected Works, Vol. 4

DEMONSTRATIONS HAVE BEGUN

A fortnight ago we observed the twenty-fifth anniversary
of the first social-revolutionary demonstration in Russia,
which took place on December 6, 1876, on Kazan Square
in St. Petersburg,? and we pointed to the enormous
upswing in the number and magnitude of the demonstra-
tions at the beginning of the current year. We urged that
the demonstrators should advance a political slogan more
clearly defined than “Land and Freedom” (1876),22 and a
more far-reaching demand than “Repeal the Provisional
Regulations” (1901).2 Such a slogan must be: political
/reedom; and the demand to be put forward by the entire
people has to be the demand for the convocation of the
people’s representatives.

We see now that demonstrations are being revived on
the most varied grounds in Nizhni-Novgorod, in Moscow,
and in Kharkov. Public unrest is growing everywhere, and
more and more imperative becomes the necessity to unify
it into one single current directed against the autocracy,
which everywhere sows tyranny, oppression, and violence.
On November 7, a small but successful demonstration was
held in Nizhni-Novgorod, which arese out of a farewell
gathering in honour of Maxim Gorky. An author of Euro-
Pean fame, whose only weapon was free speech (as a
speaker at the Nizhni-Novgorod demonstration aptly put
it), was being banished by the autocratic government from
his home town without trial or investigation. The bashi-
bazouks accuse him of exercising a harmful influence on
Us, said the speaker in the name of all Russians in whom
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but a spark of striving towards light and liberty is alive,
but we declare that his influence has been a good one. The
myrmidons of the tsar perpetrate their outrages in secret,
and we will expose their outrages publicly and openly.
In Russia, workers are assaulted for demanding their right
to a better life; students are assaulted for protesting
against tyranny. Every honest and bold utterance 1s sup-
pressed! The demonstration, in which workers took part,
was concluded by a student reciting: “Tyranny shall fall,
and the people shall rise—mighty, free, and strong!”

In Moscow, hundreds of students waited at the station
to greet Gorky. Meanwhile, the police, scared out of fheir
wits, arrested him on the train en route and (despite the
special permission previously granted him)} prohibited his
entering Moscow, forcing him to change directly {rom the
Nizhni-Novgorod to the Kursk line. The demonstration
against Gorky’s banishment failed; but on the eighteenth
of November, without any preparation, a small demonstra-
tion of students and “‘strangers” (as our Ministers put it)
took place in front of the Governor General’s house against
the prohibition of a social evening arranged for the pre-
vious day to commemorate the fortieth anniversary of the
death of N. A. Dobrolyubov. The representative of the
autocracy in Moscow was howled down by people who, in
unison with all educated and thinking people in Russia,
held dear the memory of a writer who had passionately
hated tyranny and passionately looked forward to a peo-
ple’s uprising against the “Turks at home”, i.e., against
the autocratic government. The Executive Committee of
the Moscow Students’ Organisations gightly pointed out in
its bulletin of November 23 that the unprepared demon-
stration served as a striking indication of the prevailing dis-
content and protest.

In Kharkov, a demonstration called in connection with
student affairs developed into a regular street battle, 1n
which the students were not the only participants. Last
yvear’s experience taught the students a lesson. They realised
that only the support of the people, especially of the work-
ers, could guarantee them success, and that in order to
obtain that support, they must not restrict themselves to
struggling merely for academic (student) freedom, but for
the freedom of the entire people, for political freedom,
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The Kharkov Joint Council of Students’ Organisations
definitely expressed this idea in its October manifesto and,
judging from their leaflets and manifestos, the students
of St. Petersburg, Moscow, Kiev, Riga, and Odessa are be-
sinning to understand the “senselessness of the dream” of
academic freedom amidst the gloom of enslavement
enshrouding the people. The infamous speech delivered
by General Vannovsky in Moscow, in which he denied the
“rumours” that he had at one time promised something,
the unparalleled insolence of the St. Petersburg detective
(who seized a student in the Institute of Electrical Engi-
neering in order to take from him a letter he had received
by messenger), the savage assault upon Yaroslavl students
by the police in the streets and in the police-station—
these and a thousand other facts sound their cry for strug-
gle, struggle, struggle against the whole of the autocratic
system. Patience became exhausted in the case of the
Kharkov veterinaries. The first-year students submitted a
petition for the dismissal of Professor Lagermark, on ac-
count of his bureaucratic attitude towards their studies and
his intolerable rudeness in which he went so far as to fling
copies of the syllabus in the faces of the students! Without
investigating the case, the government responded by expel-
ling the entire first-year student body from the Institute,
and in addition slandered the students by declaring in its
report that they demanded the right to appoint the profes-
sors. This roused the entire Kharkov student body to action,
and it was resolved to organise a strike and a demonstra-
tion. Between November 28 and December 2, Kharkov was
for the second time in the same year transformed into a
ﬁelgl of battle between the “Turks at home” and the people,
which protested against autocratic tyranny. On the one
side, shouts of, “Down with the autocracy!”, “Long live
liberty!”—on the other, sabres, knouts, and horses tram-
bling upon the people. The police and Cossacks,3® mercilessly
assaulting all and sundry, irrespective of age and sex,

sained a victory over an unarmed crowd and are now
triumphant. . ..

Shall we allow them to triumph?
t VV-Orkfers! You know only too well the evil force that is
hormenhng the Russian people. This evil force binds you
and and foot in your everyday struggles against the
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employers for a better life and for human dignity. This
evil force snatches hundreds and thousands of your best
comrades from your midst, flings them into jail, sends
them into banishment, and, as if in mockery, declares them
to be “persons of evil conduct”. This evil force on May 7
fired on the workers of the Obukhov Works?! in St. Peters-

burg, when they rose up with the cry, “We want liberty!” -
—and then staged a farce of a ftrial, in order to send to

penal servitude those heroes who escaped the bullets. This
evil force is assaulting students today, and tomorrow it
will fling itself with greater ferocity upon you. Lose no
time! Remember that you must support every protest and
every struggle against the bashi-bazouks of the autocratic
government! Exert every effort to come to an agreement
with the demonstrating students, organise circles for the
rapid transmission of information and for the distribution
of leaflets, explain to all that you are struggling for the
freedom of the entire people.

When the flames of popular indignation and open strug-
gle flare up, first in one place and then in another, it is
more than ever necessary to direct upon them a powertul
current of fresh air, to fan them into a great conflagration!

Iskra No. 13, Collected Works, Vol. 5
December 20, 1901

SIGNS OF BANKRUPTCY

Only a year has elapsed since Bogolepov was struck by
Karpovich’s bullet, which cleared the way for a “new
course’” in the government’s policy towards the universi-
ties. During this year we have observed successively an
unusual surge of social indignation, an unusually gentle
note in speeches by our rulers, a regretfully all-too-usual
infatuation of society with these new speeches, an infat-
unation which has extended to a certain section of the
students as well, and, lastly, following on the fulfilment of
Vannovsky’s florid promises, a new outburst of students’
protests. To those who last spring expected a ‘new era”
and seriously believed that the tsarist drill sergeant would
fulfil but a modicum of the hopes harboured by students
and society—in short, to the Russian liberals, it should
now be clear how mistaken they were in once again giv-
ing credence to the government, how little justification
there was for halting the movement for reform which in
the spring had begun to assume impressive forms, and
for allowing themselves to be lulled by the sweet strains
coming from the government sirens. After the promise to
reinstate at the universities all last year’s victims had been
broken, after a series of new reactionary measures had
{lung a challenge to all those who demanded a real reform
of the educational system, after a series of fresh and vio-
lent reprisals against demonstrators who demanded that
the fraudulent bankrupt should make good his promises—
after all this the government of “cordial concern” has pub-
lished “provisional regulations”, for student organisations
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as means of “pacification”, and . .. instead of “pacification”
is confronted with a general conflagration of “disorders”
again involving all educational institutions.

We, revolutionaries, have never for a moment believed
that Vannovsky’s promised reforms were meant in earnest.
We kept on telling the liberals that the circulars of this
“cordial” general and the rescripts of Nicholas Obmanov32
were just another manifestation of the liberal policy the
autocracy has become so adept in during forty years of
struggle against the “internal enemy”, i.e., against all pro-
oressive elements in Russia. We warned the liberals against
the “pipe dreams” they began to indulge in following the
government’s very first steps in the spirit of the “new
course”. We exposed the deliberate falsity of the govern-
ment’s promises, and warned society: “If your opponent
has been stunned by the first serious assault, keep on
showering fresh blows at him, redoubling their strength
and frequency....” That travesty of the right to organise
which the “provisional regulations” are now offering the
students was predicted by the revolutionaries from the
very beginning of the talk about this new gift from the
government. We knew what could and should have been
expected of the autocracy and its miserable attempt at
reform. We knew that Vannovsky would “pacify” nobody
and nothing, that he would not fulfil any progressive hopes,
and that the “disorders” would inevitably recur in one form
or another. - |

A year has passed, but society is still marking time. The
higher educational institutions that are supposed to exist
in any well-ordered state have again stopped functioning.
Tens of thousands of young people have again had the
tenor of their life upset, and society is again faced with the
old question: “What next?”

A considerable majority of the students have refused to
recognise the “provisional regulations” and the organisa-
tions allowed by them. With greater determination than
they usually show, the professors are expressing obvious
dissatisfaction with this gift of the government. And, in-
deed, one does not have to be a revolutionary, one does
not have to be a radical, to recognise that this so-called

“reform” not only fails to give the students anything re-
»
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cembling freedom, but Is also wortl:nle-ss. as a means of
bringing any tranquility 1into universﬂ‘y_hfe. Is it 1‘10!: im-
mediately obvious that these “provisional 1:egulat1ons
create in advance a series of causes for conf_hct between
the students and the authorities? Is it not obvious that the
‘ntroduction of these regulations threaiens to turn any
<tudents’ meeting, lawfully called for the most peaceful

purpose, into a starting-point for fresh “disorders”? Can

't be doubted, for example, that by presiding at such megt—
ings the inspectors, who exercise police fu;nctions:, \}7111
constantly annoy some, evoke protest in others, and iniim-
idate and gag yet others? And is it not clear that Russian
students will not allow the character of the discussions at
such meetings to be forcibly determined at the “discretion”
of the authorities?

Yet the “right” of assembly and organisation granted by
the government in the absurd form established by the
“provisional regulations” is the maximum that the autoc-
racy can give the students, if it is to remain an auto-cra<;y.
Any further step in this direction would amount to a suicid-
al disturbance of the equilibrium on which the govern-
ment’s relations with its “subjects” rest. Reconciling them-
selves to this maximum that the government can offer, or
intensifying the political, revolutionary character of their
protest—such is the dilemma the students are facing. The
majority are adopting the latter alternative. More clearly
than ever before, a revolutionary note rings in the stu-
dents’ appeals and resolutions. The policy of alternating
brutal repression with Judas kisses is doing its work and
revolutionising the mass of students.

Yes, in one way or another, the students have settled
the question confronting them and have declared that they
are again prepared to take up the weapon they laid aside
(under the influence of the lullabies). But what does so-
ciety, which seems to have dozed off to these treacherous
lullabies, intend to do? Why does it persist in maintaining
silence and in “sympathising on the quiet”? Why is noth-
ing heard of society’s protests, its active support for the
renewed unrest? Is it really prepared to wait “calmly” for
the inevitable tragic events by which every student move-
ment has been attended hitherto? Does it really intend to
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confine itself to the wretched role of teller of the number
of victims in the struggle and passive observer of 1its shock-
ing scenes? Why do we not hear the voice of the “fathers”,
when the “children” have unequivocally declared their
intention to offer up new sacrifices on the altar of Rus-
sian freedom? Why does our society not support the stu-
dents at least in the way the workers have already sup-
ported them? After all, the higher educational institutions
are attended not by the proletarians’ sons and brothers,
and yet the workers in Kiev, Kharkov, and Ekaterinoslav
have already openly declared their sympathy with the
protesters, despite a number of ‘“precautionary measures”
taken by the police authorities and despite their threats
to use armed force against demonstrators. Is it possible
that this manifestation of the revolutionary idealism of the
Russian proletariat will not influence the behaviour of so-
ciety, which is vitally and directly interested in the fate
of the students, and will not urge it to energetic protest?

The student ‘“disorders” this year are beginning under
fairly favourable portents. They are assured the sympathy
of the “crowd”, ‘“the street”. It would be a criminal mistake
on the part of liberal society not to make every effort to
completely demoralise the government by giving timely
support to the students, and to wrest real concessions
from it.

The immediate future will show how far our liberal
society is capable of such a role. The outcome of the pres-

ent student movement largely depends on the answer to
~ this question. But whatever that outcome may be, one thing
is certain: the recurrence of general student disorders after
so brief a lull is a sign of the political bankruptcy of the
present system. For three years the universities have been
unable to settle down to normal life, studies are conducted
by fits and starts, one of the cogs of the state machine is
ceasing to function and, after turning uselessly for a time,
is again coming to a standstill for a long while. There can
be no doubt that under the present political regime there
is no radical cure for this disease. The late Bogolepov sought
to save the fatherland by a “heroic” method borrowed from
the outmoded medicine prescribed by Nicholas I. We know
what that led to. It is obvious that there can be no fur-
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ther progress in this direction. The policy of ﬂirting_wilh
ihe students has now suflered a fiasco. But there is no
other way besides violence and flirtation, and each new
manifestation of this unquestionable bankruptey of the
existing regime will undermine its foundations more agd
more, depriving the government of all preslige in
the eyes of the indifferent philistines, and increasing the
number of people who realise the need to struggle
against it.

Yes, the bankruptcy of the autocracy is beyond doubt,
and it is hurrying to announce the fact to the world at
large. Is it not a declaration of bankruptcy that “a state
of emergency” has been proclaimed in a good third (?f
the Empire, and local authorities in all paris of Russia
have come out simultaneously with “compulsory decrees”
forbidding, under pain of severe penalties, acts that Rus-
sian laws do not allow as it is? By their very nature, all
emergency regulations, which suspend the operation of
ordinary laws, are meant to operate for only a limited time
and in a limited area. The assumption is that extraordinary
circumstances demand the temporary application of emer-
gency measures in definite localities for the purpose of
restoring the equilibrium necessary for the unimpeded
operation of ordinary laws. That is the argument used by
representatives of the existing regime. Twenty odd years
have elapsed since the introduction of the emergency law.
Twenty years of its operation in the principal cenires of
the Empire have not brought about the “paciﬁcatlon” of
the country, or restored public order. After this powerful
remedy has been in use for twenly years, it appears that
the disease of “unreliability”, which it was devised to com-
bat, has become so widespread and struck such deep roots
as to make it necessary to extend it to all towns and fac-
tory centres of any importance! Is this not bankrupicy,
openly declared by the bankrupt himself? Confirmed ad-
herents of the present order (undoubtedly such do exist)
must be horrified by the fact that the population is gradu-
ally becoming inured to this potent medicine, and 1S ceas-
ing to react to fresh injections of it. | o

The bankruptcy of the government’s economic policy 1s
also coming to light, this time against its will. The autoc-
racy’s repacious methods of running the economy have
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rested on the monstrous exploitation of the peasantry.
These methods have taken for granled, as an inevitable
consequence, recurrent famines among the peasants in one
locality or another. At such times the predatory state has
attempted to parade before the population in the noble
role of considerate provider for the very people it has
robbed. Beginning with 1891, famines have taken an enor-
mous toll of victims, and from 1897 they have followed
one another almost without interruption, In 1892 Tolstoi
bitterly derided ihe fact that “the parasite is preparing to
feed the plant upon whose juices it thrives”.3 It was,
indeed, an absurd idea. Times have changed, and with
famine having turned into a normal state of affairs in the
countryside, our parasite is not so much taken up with the
utopian idea of feeding the plundered peasantry, as with
declaring that very same idea an oftfence against the state.
The aim has been achieved—the huge famine of today Is
taking place in an atmosphere of dead silence that 1is
unusual even in our country. The groans of the starving
peasants are not heard; there is no atiempt on the part
of the public to take the initiative in combating the famine;
the newspapers say nothing about the situation in the vil-
lages. An enviable silence, but do not Messrs. the Sipyagins
feel that this quiet is highly reminiscent of the calm before
a storm?

The state system, which for ages has rested on the pas-
sive support of millions of peasants, has reduced the lat-
ter to a state in which year in year out they are unable to
provide food for themselves. This social bankruptcy of the
monarchy of Messrs. the Obmanovs is no less instructive
than its political bankruptcy.

When will the affairs of our fraudulent bankrupt be
wound up? Will he manage to carry on much longer, liv-
ing from day to day, and patching up the holes in his
political and financial budget with skin taken from the liv-
ing body of the national organism? The greater or lesser
period of grace that history will allow our bankrupt will
depend on many factors; but one of the most important
will be the degree of revolutionary activity displayed by
those who have become aware of the existing regime’s
complete bankruptcy. Its decay is in an advanced stage,
and is far ahead of the political mobilisation ot the social
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elements destined to be its grave-diggers. This political
mobilisation will be carried out most effectively by revo-
lutionary Social-Democracy, which alone will be capable
of dealing a mortal blow at the autocracy. The new clash
between the students and the government enables and
cbliges us all to accelerate this mobilisation of all social
forces hostile to the autocracy. Months of hostilities in
political life are accounted by history as the equivalent of
years. The times we live in are indeed times of hostilities.

Iskra No. 17, Collect
February 15, 1902 ollected Works, Vol. 6
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TO SECONDARY SCHOOL STUDENTS®

Welcoming whole-heartedly the energetic initiative of
the students, we on our part give them the following
comradely advice. Try to concenirate your efforts on self-
education as the main purpose of your organisation, in
order to develop into convinced, steadfast, and consistent

Social-Democrats. Draw the strictest possible line of demar-

cation between this extremely important and essential
preparatory work and direct practical activity. On joining
(and before joining) the ranks of the army in the field
try to establish closest (and mosi secret) contacts with the
local or all-Russian Social-Democratic organisations, so as
not to be alone when you begin your work, so as to be
able to continue what has already been done before, rather
than begin all over again, to take your place at once in
the ranks, to advance the movement and raise it {0 a higher

stage.

Iskra No. 29, Collected Works, Vol. 6

December 1, 1902

FROM ON THE SUBJECT
OF REPORTS BY COMMITTEES
AND GROUPS OF THE RS.D.L.P.
TO THE GENERAL PARTY CONGRESS

One of the members of the Organising Committee® has
asked me tof send a list of questions to which it would be
desirable to have replies given in the reports of the com-
mittees and groups of our Party at its Second Congress.36
I enclose herewith an approximate list of such ques-

tions. ...

IV. CHARACTER, CONTENT, AND SCOPE OF LOCAL WORK

16. Propaganda. Composition (of the circles) of propa-
gandists? Their number, method of action? Do they in-
clude workers? Do students predominate? Do more €xpe-
rienced comrades examine and direct their activities?. ..

VII. CONTACTS AND ACTIVITY AMONG SECTIONS
OF THE POPULATION OUTSIDE THE WORKING CLASS

98. Students. Is influence sporadic and personal, or
organised? Have many Social-Democrats come from the
midst of the students? Are there any contacts with students’
circles, fraternities, union councils? How are these con-
tacts maintained? Lectures? Distribution of literature?
Prevalent mood among students and the history of changes

1IN various moods.
Attitude towards student disturbances?
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Students’ participation in demonstrations? Attempts to
reach preliminary agreement in this respect?

Students as propagandists, their training for this work?

29. Secondary schools, Gymnasia, theological seminaries,
etc., commercial and business schools? Nature of contacts
with pupils? Attitude towards new phase of upsurge in
movement among them? Attempts to organise circles and
study courses? Have recruits to the Social-Democratic
movement been made (and how often) among recent Gym-

nasium graduates (or pupils)? Circles, lectures? Distribution
of literature?. ..

VIII. STATE OF THE NON-SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC
REVOLUTIONARY AND OPPOSITION TRENDS AND ATTITUDE
TOWARDS THEM

32. Liberal trends. Liberal-Narodnik.3” Among the pub-
lic? Among the students? Osvobozhdeniye 38 its circulation
(among students? among workers?) and its influence? Are
there any Osvobozhdeniye circles? Their attitude towards
the Social-Democrats?

Interest in Osvobozhdeniye among Social-Democratic
circles and attitude towards this publication. Is it utilised
for propaganda and agitation?

General meetings with debates?

33. Socialist-Revolutionaries.3® Detailed account of their
appearance in the given locality? When? From the narodo-
voltsy? Their change into the Socialist-Revolutionaries?
Influence of “Economism”4? Character and composition
of their contacts and circles? Veterans? Students? Work-
ers? The struggle against the Social-Democrats, its course,
and how conducted? |

United groups of Social-Democrats and Socialist-Revo-
lutionaries. Their detailed history, data on their work,
leaflets, resolutions of groups, and so on.

Special features of weakness or strength of the Socialist-
Revolutionaries? Inclination towards terrorism? Among
students? Among workers?. .. |

Written in December 1902- Collected Works, Vol. 6
January 1903

First published in 1924

in The Proletarian Revolution
No. 1

DRAFT RESOLUTION
ON THE ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE STUDENT YOUTH

STUDENT YOUTH

The Second Congress of the Russian Social—Demp(_::ra_tic
Labour Party welcomes the growing revolutionary ir}ltla_twe
among the student youth and calls upon all organisations
of the Party to give them every possible assistance in 1_;he1r
efforts to organise. It recommends that all organisations,
student groups and study circles should, firstly, make it the
prime object of their activities to imbue their members
with an integral and consistent revolutionary vgorld out-
look and give them a thorough acquaintance with Marx-
1sm, on the one hand, and with Russian Narodism and
West-European opportunism, on the other, these being the
principal currents among the confilicting advanced trends
of today; secondly, that they should beware of those false
friends of the youth who divert them from a thorough
revolutionary training through recourse to empty revolu-
tionary or idealistic phrase-mongering and philistine com-
plaints about the harm and uselessness of sharp polemics
between the revolutionary and the opposition movements,
for as a matter of fact these false friends are only spread-
ing an unprincipled and unserious attitude towards rev-
olutionary work; thirdly, that they should endeavour, when
undertaking practical activities, to establish prior contact
with the Social-Democratic organisations, so as to have
the benefit of their advice and, as far as possible, to avoid
serious mistakes at the very outset of their work.

Written in June-July, Collected Works, Vol. 6

1ot later than 17(30), 1903

First published in 1904
In the Minutes of the Second Regular
Congress of the R.S.D.L.P.

Geneva, Central Committee
Publishers
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SPEECH AT THE SECOND CONGRESS OF THE R.S.D.L..P.
ON THE ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE STUDENT YOUTH

AUGUST 10(23)

It is not only by reactionaries that the expression “false
friends” is used; we know from the example of the liberals
and Socialist-Revolutionaries that such “false friends” do
exist. It is these false friends that are trying to persuade the
youth that they have no need to distinguish between differ-
ent trends. We, on the contrary, consider it the main task
to develop an integral revolutionary world outlook, and the
practical task for the future is to get the youth, when they
are organising themselves, to apply to our committees.

Collected Works, Vol. 6
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TIIE TASKS OF THE REVOLUTIONARY YOUTHA!
FIRST LETTER

The editorial statement of the newspaper Student??
which, if we are not mistaken, was first published in No.
4(28) of Osvobozhdeniye, and which was also received by
Iskra 3 is indicative in our opinion of a considerable ad-
vance in the editors’ views since the appearance of the first
issue of Student. Mr. Struve was not mistaken when he
hastened to express his disagreement with the views set
forth in the statement: those views do indeed differ radi-
cally from the trend of opportunism so consistently and
zealously maintained by the bourgeois-liberal organ. By
recognising that ‘“revolutionary sentiment alone cannot
bring about ideological unity among the students™, that
“this requires a socialist ideal based upon one or another
socialist world outlook” and, moreover, ‘“a definite and
integral” outlook, the editors of Student have broken in
principle with ideological indifference and theoretical op-
portunism, and have put the question of the way to revolu-
tionise the students on a proper footing.

True, from the current standpoint of vulgar ‘“revolution-
1sm”, the achievement of ideological unity among the
students does not require an integral world outlook, but
rather precludes it, involving a “tolerant” attitude towards
the various kinds of revolutionary ideas and abstention
_fI‘Om positive commitment to some one definite set of
%deaS; in short, in the opinion of these political wiseacres,
ldt?ological unity presupposes a certain lack of ideological
principles (more or less skilfully disguised, of course, by
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hackneyed formulas about breadth of views, the importance
of unity at all costs and immediately, and so on and so
forth). A rather plausible and, at first glance, convincing
argument always produced in support of this line of rea-
soning is to point to the generally known and incontrovert-
ible fact that among the students there are, and are bound
to be, groups differing greatly in their political and social

views, and to declare that the demand for an integral and -

definite world outlook would therefore inevitably repel
some of these groups and, consequently, hinder unity,
produce dissension instead of concerted action, and hence
weaken the power of the common political onslaught, and
so on and so forth, without end.

Let us examine this plausible argument. Let us take, for
example, the division of students into groups given in
No. 1 of Student. In this first issue the editors did not yet
advance the demand for a definite and integral world out-
look, and it would therefore be difficult to suspect them
of a leaning towards Social-Democratic “narrowness’”. The
editorial in the first issue of Student distinguishes four
major groups among the present-day students: 1) the in-
different crowd—“persons completely indifferent to the
student movement”; 2) the “academics”—those who favour
student movements of an exclusively academic type;
3) “opponents of student movements in general—national-
ists, anti-Semites, ete.”: and 4) the “politically-minded”—
those who believe in fighting for the overthrow of tsarist
despotism. “This group, in turn, consists of two antithetical
elements—those belonging to the purely bourgeois political
opposition with a revolutionary tendency, and those who
belong to the newly emerged [only newly emerged?—
N. Lenin] socialistically-minded revolutionary intellectual
proletariat.” Seeing that the latter subgroup is divided in
its turn, as we all know, into Socialist-Revolutionary stu-
dents and Social-Democratic students, we find that there
are among the present-day students six political groups:
reactionaries, indifferents, academics, liberals, Socialist-
Revolutionaries and Social-Democrats.

The question arises: is this perhaps an accidental group-
ing, a temporary alignment of views? That question has
only to be raised for anyone at all acquainted with the
matter to answer it in the negative. And, indeed, there could
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not be any other grouping among our students, -becau'se
they are the most responsive section. of the intelligentsia,
and the intelligentsia are so called just because they most
consciously, most resolutely and most accurately re‘f!ect
and express the development of class interests and political
groupings in society as a whole. The students would not
be what they are if their political grouping did not corre-
spond to the political grouping of society as a whole—
“correspond” not in the sense of the student groups and
the social groups being absolutely proportionate in strc_ength
and numbers, but in the sense of the necessary and inevi-
table existence among the students of the same groups as
in society. And Russian society as a whole, with its (rel.a-
tively) embryonic development of class antagonisms, its
political virginity, and the crushed and downtrodden con-
dition of the vast, overwhelming majority of the population
under the rule of police despotism, is characterised by pre-
cisely these six groups, namely: reactionaries, indiﬂ'erel}ts,
uplifters, liberals, Socialist-Revolutionaries and Social-
Democrats. For “academics” I have here substituted “uplift-
ers”’, 1i.e., believers in law-abiding progress without a
political struggle, progress under the autocracy. Such uplift-
ers are to be found in all sections of Russian society, and
everywhere, like the student “academics”, they confine
themselves to the narrow range of professional interests,
the improvement of their particular branches of the na-
tional economy or of state and local administration; ev-
erywhere they fearfully shun “politics”, making no distinc-
tton (as the academics make none) between the ‘“politi-
cally-minded” of different trends, and implying by the term
politics everything that concerns ... the form of govern-
ment. The uplifters have always constituted, and still con-
stitute, the broad foundation of our liberalism: in “peace-
ful” times (i.e., translated into “Russian”, in times of polit-
ical reaction) the concepts uplifter and liberal become
practically synonymous; and even in times of war, times
of rising public feeling, times of mounting onslaught on
the autocracy, the distinction between them often remains
vague. The Russian liberal, even when he comes out in a
free foreign publication with a direct and open protest
against the autocracy, never ceases to feel that he is an
uplifter first and foremost, and every now and again he will
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start talking like a slave, or, if you prefer, like a law-abid-
ing, loyal and dutiful subject—vide Osvobozhdeniye.
The absence of a definite and clearly discernible border-
line between uplifters and liberals is a general characteris-
tic of the whole political grouping in Russian society. We
might be told that the above division into six groups 1is
incorrect because it does not correspond to the class divi-
sion of Russian society. But such an objection would be
unfounded. The class division is, of course, the ultimate
basis of the political grouping; in the final analysis, of
course, it always determines that grouping. But this ulti-
mate basis becomes revealed only in the process of histor-
ical development and as the consciousness of the partic-
Ipants in and makers of that process grows. This ‘“final
analysis” is arrived at only by political struggle, sometimes
a long, stubborn struggle lasting vears and decades, at
times breaking out stormily in the form of political crises,
at others dying down and, as it were, coming temporarily
to a standstill. Not for nothing is it that in Germany, for
example, where the political struggle assumes particularly
acute forms and where the progressive class—the proletar-
iat—is particularly class-conscious, there still exist such
parties (and powerful parties at that) as the Centre, whose
denominational banner serves to conceal its heterogeneous
(but on the whole decidedly anti-proletarian) class nature.
The less reason is there to be surprised that the class origin
of the present-day political groups in Russia is strongly
overshadowed by the politically disfranchised condition of
the people as a whole, by the domination over them of a
remarkably well-organised, ideologically united and tradi-
tionally exclusive bureaucracy. What is surprising, rather,
is that Russia’s development along European capitalist lines
should already, despite her Asiatic political system, have
made so strong a mark on the political grouping of society.
In our country too, the industrial proletariat, the progres-
sive class of every capitalist country, has already entered
on the path of a mass, organised movement led by Social-
Democracy, under the banner of a programme which has
long since become the programme of the class-conscious
proletariat of the whole world. The category of people who
are indifferent to politics is of course incomparably larger
in Russia than in any European country, but even in Rus-
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' n no longer speak of the primitive and primeval
ffliig?r?iiycif this catgegorjff): the indifference of the non-class-
conscious workers—and partly of the peasants too-——li _glvi
ing place more and more often fo outbursts of po 1’[1}(1:51t
unrest and active protest, which clearly demonstrate ftf a
this indifference has nothing in common with the }nle 1?'-
ence of the well-fed bourgeois and petty 1_)0urgeo_1$. his
Jatter class, which is particularly numerous 1n Russia owing
to her still relatively small degree f)f capitalist developn&en{t,
is already unquestionably beginning, on the one hand, to

roduce some conscious and consistent reactionaries; but

on the other hand, and immeasurably more ofttzr:n, it 1is
still little to be distinguished from the mass of ignorant
and downtrodden “toiling folk” and 'dI:aWS!lél'[.S ideologues
from among the large group of raznochintsy** intellectuals,
with their absolutely unsettled worlq qu'tlook :':lnfl uncon-
scious jumble of democratic and pr1m_1t1ye-soc1ahst ideas.
It is just this ideology that is char:_acterlst-lc of thfa 01(51 Ru?
sian intelligentsia, both of the Right wing of its liberal-
Narodnik section and of the most Leftward wing: the

“Socialist-Revolutionaries™. | _ -
I said the “old” Russian intelligentsia. For a new intel-

ligentsia, whose liberalism has alm_-ost' entirely slo_ughed ofl
p;imitive Narodism and vague sociah.sm (not Wl’[hO}lt tpe
help of Russian Marxism, of course), is .already making its
appearance in our couniry. The f-ormgtlon'of a res_ll bm:ui;
geois-liberal intelligentsia is proceeding in Rpssu:} wit

giant strides, especially owing to the participation In this
process of people so nimble and responsive to every oppor-
tunist vogue as Messrs. Struve, Berdyaev, .Bulgakov & Co.
As regards, lastly, those liberal and reactlon_ary e:lemer_lts
of Russian society who do not belong to the intelligentsia,
their connection with the class interests of one or another
group of our bourgeoisie or landowners is clear enough to

anyone at all acquainted, say, with the :jlctivities_of our
Zemstvos, Dumas, stock-exchange committees, fair com-

mittees, etc.

And so, we have arrived at the indubitable COIICll:lSi-OI]
tal, but is bound to be such as we have depicted above, in
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: ' of course, flew to
concurrence with the first issue of Student. Having estab. § argument, but Rewlutﬂlg]nnfﬁea If]fjsl?s(:; “fanatics for divi-
lished that fact, we can easily cope with the controversial § arms in 1ts de-fef}w’ ga ccising them of “tactlessness” and
question of what, actually, should be understood by sions and _S’I?htiq‘ a? rita

“achieving ideological unity among the students”, “revq. lack of Pohtlc% m% un gz;id above, the absurdity of such an
lutionising” the students, and so on. It even seems very After what alS feo S avent The question at issue is
strange at first glance that so simple a question should have argument 15 on }i't'oal rglI:e the students should play. And,
proved controversial. If the political grouping of the sty- the particular politic st first shut your eyes to the fact
dents corresponds to the political grouping of society, does & don't you see, you muot cut off from the rest of society
it not follow of itself that “achieving ideological unity”  j that the students are n

: ; t the political
among the students can mean only one of fwo things: "4 and theref(l:c)re %lTay;S 1n(3v}igfeiltj§éytﬁgﬂ?cwith eﬁes thus
either winning over the largest possible number of students grouping o dsc;t:le 137 atter about the students as such, or the
to a quite definite set of socig] and political ideas, or estah- shut, proceed to ;ral The conclusion arrived at is ... the
lishing the closest possible bond between the students of § students 1 gen '

. e s i ulting from associa-

a definite political sroup and the members of that group § harmfl}lness of 'fiwllsmnsli?cdalsplaﬁyljelst is clgear as daylight
outside the student body. Is it not self-evident that one can tion 1Ez'mth a particular I;?lils curiI()) us argument to its conclu-
speak of revolutionising the students only having in mind that in order to carry : the political plane to the
haracter of this revolu- | sion, the arguer had to leap from AnI()i it is just such a

Democrat, for example, it occupational or edllzlcatll?z?:ig 111)1112:11;; Rossiya makes in the
means, firstly, spreading Social-Democratic 1deas among the ﬂyl_ng l‘(;:ap thatd e:) ’ and Revolution” (No. 17), talking,
students and combating ideas which, though called “Social- article “The “Studen ]S tudent interests and the general
ist-Revqutionary”, have nothing in common with revolu- .} lirstly, about gener? S Ilndl about the educational aims
tionary socialism; and, secondly, en-deav-ouring to broaden student struggle and, Seﬁo £ t}xf-,aining themselves for futare
every democratic student movement, the academic kind of the Studfmts’ the tas o to conscious political fight-
included, and make it more conséi-ous and determined. social activity and .developmg - 'Oust—but they have noth-
How so clear and simple a question was confused and § crs. Both these points are very ]

i ' ' and only confuse the issue. The
rendered controversial is a very interesting and very char- ing to do with the case Y
acteristic story. A contro

: .. " PP ' its
VEISy arose between Revolutsion- question under discussion is p Olm(ﬁl aCtilt‘Eté[ffl:T ?tlf};c;]}é 1()f
naya Rossiya*> (Nos. 13 and 17) and Iskra (Nos. 31 and very nature _iS .c9nnectqd H}SEP afﬁle }éh\;ce of one Ee'ﬁnite
35) over the “Open Letter” of the Kiev Joint Council of E: barties and Inevitably involves
United Fraternities and Stud

: ' ounds
ent Organisations (printed in % parly. How, _tl}en, can one evadfz t};”v‘;l:,mcsefﬁ,;?esﬁentiﬁc
Revolutsionnaya Rossiya No. 13 and in Student No. 1). that all POIIECE‘I a-gt1V1ty ”re(}?u;.re con):rictions or that no
The Kiev Joint Council characterised as “narrow” the deci- trai‘n‘ing, the develQp mgnt ﬁgedlrf; circles of | politically-
ston of the Second All-Russia Student Congress of 1902 that pqhtlcal work can be (;P?:dar trend. but must be directed
student organisations should maintain relations with the Mminded people of atPar 1cof the poﬁulati-on, must link up
committees of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party; § 1o ever broader Seeton Sj[ ts of every section, must unite
and the quite obvious fact that a certain section of the sty- With the occupational interests

: ' e political movement
dents in certain localities Sympathise with the “Socialist- e ocgupaitllonfal movf;n fll.llé ;::,gll ;? thI; latter? Why, the
Revolutionary Party” was nicely covered up by the very and rfa1se 12 (,i ormleerhave to resort to such devices in order
“impartial” and VEIy unsound argument that “the students ;foerg factdt ﬂfll -péogsmon shows how sadly they themselves
as such cannot associate themselves in their entirety with 3 9 © ent‘ e}ir tI})l in definite scientific convictions and in
either the Socialist-Revolutionary Party or the Social-Dem- E ' Wanting bo
ocratic Party”. Iskra

pointed to the unsoundness of this 2 firm political line! From whatever side you approach the
| .
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matter, you find fresh confirmation of the old truth which
the Social-Democrats have long propounded in condemning
the efforts of the Socialist-Revolutionaries to balance them-
selves—as regards both scientific theory and practical polit-
ics—between Marxism, West-European “critical” oppor-
tunism and Russian petty-bourgeois Narodism.*

Indeed, imagine a state of things where political relations
are at all developed and see how our “controversial ques-
tion” looks in practice. Suppose there is a clerical party, a
liberal party and a Social-Democratic party. In certain
localities they function among certain sections of the stu-
dents, let us say, and, perhaps, of the working class. They
try to win over as many as possible of the influential rep-
resentatives of both. Is it conceivable that they would
object to these representatives choosing one definite party
on the grounds that there are certain general educational
and occupational interests common to all the students and
to the entire working class? That would be like disputing
the fact that parties must contend on the grounds that the
art of printing is useful to all parties without distinction.
There is no party in the civilised countries that does not
realise the tremendous value of the widest and most firmly
established educational and trade unions: but each seeks
to have its own influence predominate in them. Who does
not know that talk about this or that institution being non-
partisan is generally nothing but the humbug of the ruling
classes, who want to gloss over the fact that existing insti-
tutions are already imbued, in ninety-nine cases out of a
hundred, with a very definite political spirit? Yet what our
Socialist-Revolutionaries do is, in effect, to sing dithyrambs
to “non-partisanship”. Take, for example, the following
moving tirade in Revolutsionnaya Rossiya {No. 17): “What
short-sighted tactics it is when a revolutionary organisation
is determined to regard every other independent, non-
subordinate organisation as a competitor that must be
destroyed and into whose ranks division, disunity, and
disorganisation must at all costs be introduced!” This was
said in reference to the 1896 appeal of the Moscow Social-

* It need hardly be said that the thesis that the programme and
tactics of the Socialist-Revolutionaries are inconsistent and inherently
contradictory requires special detailed elucidation. We hope to go into
this in detail in a subsequent letter.
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Democratic organisation, which reproached the students for
having in recent years withdrawn into the narrow confines
of their university interests, and W’thh‘ Revolutsionnaya
Rossiya admonished, saying that the ex1stenc?‘ of student
or-ganisations never prevented th.ose whq had cyystalhsed
as revolutionaries” from devoting their energies to the
kers’ cause. N
WC.)II;Jst see how much confusion there is here. -Q_ompehhon
is possible (and inevitable) only beiween a_pohtlcal organ-
:sation and another political organisation, a political
tendency and another political tendency. There can bq no
competition between a mutual aid society and a revolution-
ary circle; and when Revolutsionnaya Rossiya ascribes 1o
the latter the determination to destroy the former, 1t 1s
talking sheer nonsense. But if in _tpis same mutual aid
society there develops a certain political tende:ncy——not to
aid revolutionaries, for instance, or to exclude 1llegal_'book’s;
from the library—then every honest “po_liti-cally-mlnded-
person is in duty bound to compete with it and cqmbat it
outright. If there are people who confine the circles lo
narrow university interests (and there undoubtedly are
such people, and in 1896 there were far more!), the_n a
struggle between them and the advocales .Qf broa-demng,
not narrowing, the interests is similarly imperative a_nd
obligatory. And, mind you, in the open letier of the Kiev
Council, which evoked the controversy between Revo?u-
tsionnaya Rossiya and Iskra, the question was of a choice
not between student organisations and revolutionary organ-
isations, but between revolutionary organisations of
different trends. Consequently, it is people already “crys-
tallised as revolutionaries” that have begun to choose,
while our “Socialist-Revolutionaries” are dragging tl}em
back, on the pretext that competition between a rgvol}ltlol}-
ary organisation and a purely student organisation 1S
short-sighted. ... That is really too senseless, gentlemen!
The revolutionary section of the students began to choose

between two revolutionary parties, and are treated to this
lecture: “It was not by imposing a definite {indefiniteness
is preferable, of course...) party label [a label to some, a
banner to others), it was not by violating the intellectual
conscience of their fellow-students [the entire bourgeois
press of all countries always attributes the growth of
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Social-Democracy to ringleaders and trouble-makers violat-
ing the conscience of their peaceable fellows...] that this
influence was achieved”, i.e., the influence of the socialist
section of the students over the rest. Assuredly, every
honest-minded student will know what to think of this
charge against the socialists of “imposing” labels and
“violating consciences”. And these spineless, flabby and
unprincipled utterances are made in Russia, where ideas of
party organisation, of party consistency and honour, of the
party banner are still so immeasurably weak!

Our “Socialist-Revolutionaries” hold up as an example
to the revolutionary students the earlier student con-
gresses, which proclaimed their “solidarity with the general
political movement, leaving quite aside the factional dis-
sensions in the revolutionary camp”. What is this “general
political” movement? The socialist movement plus the liber-
al movement. Leaving that distinction aside means siding
with the movement immediately nearest, that is, the liberal
movement. And it is the “Socialist-Revolutionaries’ who
urge doing that! People who call themselves a separate
party urge dissociation from party struggle! Does not this
show that that party cannot convey its political wares
under its own colours and is obliged to resort to contra-
band? Is it not clear that that party lacks any definite
programmatic basis of its own? That we shall soon see.

The errors in the Socialist-Revolutionaries’ arguments
about the students and revolution cannot be attributed
merely to the lack of logic that we have tried to demon-
strate above. In a certain sense it is the other way round:
the illogicality of their arguments follows from their basic
error. As a “party” they from the first adopted so inher-
ently contradictory, so slippery a stand that people who
were quite honest and quite capable of political thinking
could not maintain it without constantly wobbling and
falling. It should always be remembered that the Social-
Democrats do not ascribe the harm done by the “Socialist-
Revolutionaries” to the socialist cause to various mistakes
on the part of individual writers or leaders. On the con-
trary, they regard all these mistakes as the inevitable con-
sequence of a false programme and political position. In
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a matter like the student question this falsity is particularly
apparent and the contradiction between a bourgeois-dem-
ocratic viewpoint and a tinselled covering of revolutionary
socialism becomes manifest. Indeed, examine the train of
thought in Revolutsionnaya Rossiya’s programmatic article
“The Students and Revolution”. The author’s main empha-
sis is on the “unselfishness and purity of aims”, the
“lorce of idealistic motives” of the “youth”. It is here that
he seeks the explanation of their “innovatory” political
strivings, and not in the actual conditions of social life in
Russia, which, on the one hand, produce an irreconcilable
antagonism between the autocracy and very broad and
very heterogeneous sections of the population and, on the
other, render (soon we shall have to be saying: rendered)
extremely difficult any manifestation of political discontent
except through the universities.

The author then turns his guns on the attempts of the
Social-Democrats to react consciously to the existence of
different political groups among the students, to bring
about closer unity of like political groups and to separate
the politically unlike. It is not that he criticises as incorrect
any of these attempts in particular—it wo<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>