Dr. Folenyi
Lecturs H: ¥arziem mad the Inner History of the Rusgsian Revelution,

1. The October Revolution and the Five Yesr Plans.

In cur bird's sye view of the last guartser century, we deted the setiing
in of rapid and radical change with the begimming of the Ninsteen-thirties. The
"Twemties we described ns a conservative period still meinly dominated by Ninetesnth
century ideals. :

Superficially, it might seoem as if an excepiion would have to be made for
the Rusgsian Reveolutlion, But in astual fact, this great ovent was no more than the
contimistion of ths Fraach revolution on Russien soil, It wes only with the Five
Yoar Plans and the collectivizabtion of the farms that something essentially new en-
tered into the history of YWestern civilizetion. This, howsver, did not happen until
the early 'Thirties, when the Age of Traneformation started on a planetary seale.

This epproach, which neturally followe from our genersl propositions, raises
& number of questions, If ths October Revolution of 1917 did not aim at introducing
goclaliam into Ruseia, why did this revolution teke on a socialist charactor, abt
loast for a tims? And whet comnection was there, if any, between the first period of
the Russian revolution, 1917-1323, and the Five Yesr Plan period dating from 1928,
which deliberately aimed at meking Russis a sccialist counbry?

The offisisl preseontations of the Nussian revolution are too inaccsurate to
be of any uwse on this point, They differ widely even from one another as the successe
ive stages of tha revolution call for new justificestione., The official history of
the Communist Party omite to mention o mu~ber of decisive events end bears dbut little
reference to the facts. The Trotzkyiet literature, agalun, misrepresents the Five Year
Plen pericd almost as badly as the Stalinist literature misrepresents the October Re-
volution, Also its intarprstatione of Maryxism follow too olesely on the lines of the
traditionsl doctrine to bo of much help in forning a judgnent on the relevance of
Farzism to zooialist thought in gensral,

A study of the originel documents is the only safe way of appreoach. This
will include Lenin's speaechss and articles, also esome of his earlier worke, as, ©.2.,
that on the Land question; some speeches and articles of Stalin; Trotzky's historical
works, esgpecially his short sccount of the October Revolution, published in England
in 1919; Joln Reed's "Ten Days"; as well as Rosa Luzemburz's snd K, Kautsky's contem~
porary criticlsme, For the intermediste period 1923-19Z8 the official reports of the
conferences of the Party are the mein sources of reference.

2. General outline.

The Qctober Revolution of 1917 regorded itself as, snd sctually wes, e con~
tinuation of the YWestern revolutions of the 17th, 18%th, and 19th centuries, Accorde
ingly, the lssders of the Ootober revolution wers reluctant to introduce socialis™
elemente into their program end, subzequently, did so only under the pressure of cire
cumstenoes. This is emphaticelly true of Lenin himself, by the time ef whose death
‘war communien' was sn eplsode of the past and the October Eevdution hae virtuelly
spont ivsolf., Toasrism woes no more; the land was owned by the psasant; the variocus
nations had been liberatoed from the domination of Grest Russia. ¥othing romained
o be done but to settle down to some advanced form of agrarian democracy.
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But the overthrow of autoorsey had coms at & time whon the middle olasses
themselves were sirsady too suspicious of popular democracy in Europe to give
wanls-hearted support to the revoluiion, Thue the industrial workers of the towns
became the besareras of the revclt with the tragle result that thelr political sslf-
preservetlion bsoame identified with the survival of the rovelution itself, However,
tha fact romained thet agriculiurs, not manufacturs, was backward Russia's main in-
dustry nnd this industry could not be rsconciled %o the politlcal power of the work-
ere. The merketesconomy of the country-side sufferscd inereasingly from ths inter-
ference of the state, which hed netionalized the manufacturing industries, while
these industries on thelr part werse sll but strangled by the eabotage of the scuntry-
side, 6tlll, miven a functioning international system, both politiesl and eccnomic,
of which Ruasias could form a part, and theee tencions mipht well have besn oversone
in time.

But, by the end of ths "Twenties, when Russia was ripe for mommaliszation=--
retura to the world merket on & large scale; joining the Hallopgg Peot--tha inter-
national syetem wes already at the bresking point. Five Year Plan Russia wes thus
ultinately the result uot of forces operating in Russis slonse, but of a general
trend at work both inside and outaids Ruesia at the criticel psriod.

3. Bolshevikz snd Navodniki.

lorziam theory of hislory culminsted in a veritable timc-table of economic
devaelopment, Upon feudalism, eapitalism must follow, snd upon capitaliem, social=~
isn. There cen be mo 'skippinpg;' for the seguence le determined by thes development
of the means of production., Socoirlism presupproses an cbundent supply of capitel in
the form of plent and machinery, which cannot be present in a backward agrarlen feu-
dal coecleby. No gocisty can pass from feudalism to sooclalism without having first
pesged throuch cepitelicn, Socialisis stand for econcemic evolution: therefore, in
o feudal country they stand for oapitalism, in a oapitalist country for soeialism,

In baskwerd eaprarian Russie thls outlook wae of first importence, Ever
since the 'Eighties the chlef opponents ef the Merxists hed btesn the Narodniki
(populists or folk-socialists, we might omll them), who denounced the endeavour to
intreduce capitelism into Pussia as a plecs of fantestis and Immoral pedsntry. The
lerxiat retort was that the FVarodnik wss a reasctlonary who was hldinpg his hatred of
machinery aad progress behind a sentimental denunciation of capitalism, A Russian
Varzie® thus identified his whole persomality and outlook with the prorram of intro-
ducing cepitalism into Ruseis by the overthrow of Tearism and the destruction of the
feudal land-owning system. The French revolution which established the rule of the
bourgeoisie, thet was the need of the hour in Ruesia. Any other aim would have been
dencuncsd as sheer adventuriem, if not as camouflaged reaction.,

But vhet exsctly, then, should the task of e soclalist party in the overw
throw of Tsarism be?

The anegwer wes: To carry the bourgeois ravolutlon to its utmoet limite, so
ag to provent counter-revolution and to pecure the cormon people thair full democratic
rights; this would prevent the bourgeoisie from defrauding the workers ef their share
of the common victory, as had heppensd in soms revolutions of the past. But at the
sams time, sozialisbs should nmot conntenance sconomic demands in the nzme of the workw
ers, for this would introduce @ socialist olement into the revolution--a premature
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step, which must inevitebly lead to defeat and to the victory of the counter-revolu-
tion.

The Harxisn dostrine aec we mey see imposed a very serloug measursc of self-
limitetion upon the lesdors of the Russian working clasz movsmant.

4, Lenin's interpretation of the dootrine,

In Pebruery 1917 the longe-expested bourgeois revolution had tsken plece in
Russia, the Tsar had been foroed to resign, snd the so-calleé Provisional Govermment
under Keronski was eet up. It wes supportad to a grester or lesser extent by all the
peasant and werkinc oluss prartlss, antil lenin's returam from exile in the Pfirst daye

of JE?il .

Lenin's opposition to the Provisionsl Goverament was a oompletely new line
to the Party. He ergued that snlosze the working class was vipilant, the Mar would
be contimued; the revclution would bo stopped; end counter-rsvolution would be euc-
gezaivl, Fe oppessd suy violent motion spainst the Provisicnal CGovermmsnt, whioh
had the support of the Petrocred Soviet, but pressed for 4 Bolshevik control of the
Soviate (in which theoy had but & very few represemtetives). The control of the So-
vista through the Bolsgheoviks would bas the best guarantee for the forsing of the bour-
geols reveclution to its wtmost limita,

B, Trotzky and the 'permanent revolution'.

Trotzky anlone had feresesn that the revolution in Ruessia would not be a
pursly middle elass revolution, IHo inforred this from the nature of world develop-
msnt in ocur time, He argued that the overthrow of Tsarism would become & world
ovent; that slthough Russla in the course of this eovent would move towards social-
iom, cha cculd not sucsgssfully estsblisgh i%; but thet, in the long run, she would
be saved from the conseguences of hor own baskeardness by the world revelution and
the subsequont victory of socisliem in the more advanced countries of TWestern Rurope.
This is the theory of the 'permanent revolution', It brought the orthodox “arxiem
theory of scelal development into lire with the policy of Russilan socialists who
were trying to formulets their tasks in 2 coming middle olass revolution.

€, Tho Bolghevlks forcod to taks gocialist meapgures.

Aecordinely, the course of the October Revolution ran through e series of
contradictions. The main funetion of the revolution was schisved on faditionsl lines:
Tsariom was destroyed; fsudel forns of land«owniag were abolished; the rases of the
Empire were freed from the domination of the Great Russisns., But the actual insti-
tutional development was very different from that origimally intended by the Bolshe-
viks.

Their three main points of policy had been: Demooratic Republic; nationali-
zation of the lend; indaetrial eapitalism. Actually, neither of these points wes
achiseved: a) the Consbituant Assembly was dissolved before it started to funetion and
the Demoerstic Republie was thus indefinitely postponed; b) the nationalization of the
land meant the renting of the land to the peasants by the State, a point on which
Lenin especially insisted as the purest form of a capitelisct land tenure; nothing
eame of i%t, as the pessants were determined to own the land themselves and the Bol-
shevike had to pive way; o) the refusal of the Bolsheviks to countenanse any economic
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deranda of the workers was im vain for the disorganisation of production end the
subtagiont sabodere of the owners forced them step by stop to tske cver ome indue~
try after anocther.

For & short time it scemad as if Puseis would go scolialist. By the middle
of 1818 industry was nationglizsd and under the pressure of foreipn Intervention
twar communism' started. This was a gomuine altempt to abolish money ond the market
gnd to insbitule an sconomy of state~barter. It ended with the terrible dizaster
of the famine. Leain proslaimed the noasseity of a return to capitalism end declared
that 'war commoniom' had bsen 2 degarture from all the Party had ever taupht oz the
transition to svolalisn.

Yiith the Mew Boonomic Policy (HEP) in 1921 the free market for prain was
reztored. Pubt unless this brsathing space could be used to bring sbout a world re-
wolution, ths politleal vietory of ths pescants could not be pravented and the power
of tho iadustriel workers would hrya to po. Thia was the view of Lenin.

7. The intermeciate peried,

For almost Pfive yemrs the decision was postponed. During this period the
originsl drive of the Ogtobor Rewolution had cosmsed., In order to mairntein themsslives
the urban workers were imterfering inereasingly with the peasant food suppliez and
end the egricultural row mabterisls of industry. Bubt the menufecturing industries
were toos Ineflficiont to maintain themselves on the basisz of frso exchanges, and thus
they had to exteond the rangs of State intervention in gplite of its deleterlous effects

on their supplies. The cholce soemed to be batweon the return to ‘'war communisn'
edvocated by Trotzky, and the consistent centinuaticn of the HEP with ths accsptance
of & froo market cconcmy and the liquidation of the powar of the workers.

8. The Pive Tsar Plems.

The aotunl deoision was enbirely different. It dropped the XMerxism thesis
of the impoesibility of soeialism in s backward agrarian country, and, ir the Five
Year Plana, startad out to industriciirze Russie on a sooielist basis. No prececedure
mors contrayy to the ¥arxian philosophy of the determininp influence of given scono-
mic conditions on poliocies could be imagined, That this line won through can herdly
be explained by the Yarxisn ideclogies of the leaders; in effect, &k Five Yesr Mian
Ruesia was the outcome of s new revolution., UNo wonder that very few of those en-yrac
in the overthrow of Tsarism took part in this second revclution, The delilersis us-
teblistment of & soclsllist sconomy was apparently much more slosely relatad to tha
Ags of Transformation sutside Puesia then to the overthrow of Tsarism in 1917,

5till, the domocratio inspirstion of the October Revolutlion had a very im-
portant result. Vhen ths couflict of State end industry arcse in Russia in scute
form, the cutcome was different from that in other countries of the Coatinent. In
Fussia the State Lock over the inductrisl system, adding agriculiure to the sphere
of the nationslized monufacturss, In other couantrles, the institutions of democracy
were sbolished snd the reforn of the coonomic system wes atiempted under fascist
leadership. It wes the tregedy of Russia, and nobt of Russis alone, that in spite
of the socislist forms of integration the democratic tendency succumbed in the long
run to the totalitarimn tremd. This was due primarily to the overwhelming force of
fesolam wnder the external pressuroe of whilech Russic, perhaps only for the time being,
changed from a potential demcoracy into a despotic totalitariam state,





