.a.nd the Ba.me tmé@hat tha dia:uta was d.irectad as much aga.inst the Gmna.ns

--____.p-'-""_..-

 the- egiks a.nd the fa.ct, tha.t Bhe, herself, was living the biggea'b
cmrtmd.iotion s.tnoe a.ll of tha m-.-iﬂclsm againat bmrea.ucra.oy, laa.deu:-ship, -
¥ etc iy aae ot 1esa her B ek with the Pm-.y. "That vao soennost. in 19:-_4 ," £

s ) tho 1919 Revalution i'hself likewise ahm 'l'.hﬂ-t sha hmalf
' i.e. foha:b the greatest contra.&iction

"\ .rh gmup a.nd 'l'.he PP‘i 88 ..he new CP of Pola.nd;
o) ahe'cuﬁ hea.d '(even 'hhough che di.d.n"t. vote for u-.) the c1= in Gemny a.nd. R

%réca.lled for "a.].l power to the Sovieta" '.

(Dick Howa.rd tra.nsla.tion) @Lﬁ.{ o .

A:Eter a Vm.'y ‘brief Mtrodur-tion Hhi.ch esta.‘blishes the’ fact tha.t she
doesn't hold that when & Pa.rty is not as 'big a8 the German SD, i-b shows
1 i
a.nd t.here is t.o be lea.rnad as much from the’ mxder—developed as the developed.
She ﬁn:'ther a.dmits tha.t i.t is not an ea.ay quest* on beca.use the Ru.ssia.n SD

e s e bt e e Wt gt 0T

ha.s ‘o work in a. a.bsolutist sta.'te and mist always look at the police.

.




X Fllrthr'more ( 1:. 285) the Rusaians had a upeoia.l p:oblem bem.uae they . .

"circlds a.nd locai c.lubs' a.tmosmml‘*"

. ! a3 '—-‘_—'——-
for thrae long yaa.rs (19’%0@3) the tlmust of Islma. uaa




| E and the ma.as Btrike 2
1r_1 Ros'bov-on-Don, but even here the thrust is equa.lly directed againat tha

SRR (ﬁmgﬁﬂﬁ- - ',:'
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THB ORGANIZAYIONAL ﬂﬂﬁ_ “h RLN

. . ..,\“_.-.-JA
- T A PE I b
S e ,_---«A

Since Hosard's Seleeted ertlnps (p. 283 ) is the only;

one th&t ha° a new twanslatlon:f (and Lleared of. thee;anderous
or
retitling of the nL laoh article as "Leninism . Jiarxism?)

nriglnal artiule. titled "OTFEHIZatlonEl guestiona of

Rfssian Soc*al Democ%ac,.- I will summarize that even though

s on@y one aspect. the more 1mnortant one belng both

e ohe lS correct agaln and qulte objective»ﬁ
'in“that 3~year campalbn. 1900-03. thatw&oox to prepare thdt
coﬁgress;"ﬂowever, at the. party cnngress. and even more 50 after,;a
ﬂ!ﬁﬁizasv 1t became evident that centra1¢sm is a. SIOgan whlch

::doew not completely ewhaust the hlstorlc contey:t ﬂ"d the
of the Soc1a1 Democratic organization. "
" It ie here,that is as. soon as she mentlons b4 hlstorlc lﬁ
’content, that she be*omps quite abstract in the sonse of
completely di sregarding the concrete xhxxwwixhual lchoshe..

Pt A

ri; id formula for orpanlzatlon w111 do to express

the marxist conception o'F sociallsm.

Once whe has stated that'and'ohce she doesn't really -£0

through the concrete at the congrees which ircidentally she did

not attend, nor does she make it so clear that she is talking not
on What is to Be Done, but on Lenin's One Step Forward, 2 qteps bhck‘
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s

ifthes:s'as an attack on What is To Bs Done (see The . Ingacy of RL
: by Nbrm . Ge a8 for an interesﬁng expose’ of that actJ. shﬂ'.
lauﬂchos 1nto an attack on Lenln s con»ept ‘a5 ulfracentri‘;st.
_ﬁS?: “Lenln thinkﬁ that the unifJC?tlon cf such a striet
fcen+ral;sm uhich the Social Demccraﬁg 1c me. s movement.is-ﬂné

[

a sped“1f1c ravolutlonary harxzst pr1nc1p*e.

'qf_organizatlon,'aﬁ
‘centralisi ond a’ wi

" of the orggﬁizatidn

On p: 290 she accuses Lenin of iﬂlﬂgﬁmakiﬁgﬁfé mechanistic

'f:ansfer oi ihe oréanizationai principig {?) of the Blanquisf
‘movment of conspiratorial groups to.the S.D. movement of the -

T

-working maq es,"
P. ?91 she quotes and o gose= both Lenin's attacks 2Zr on

1ntellectuala and his glorification of *he “edu¢a+1ona1

infludnce of the, factory on the proletariat," whereupon (p. 292)

she points tb the elass connections during the last depade:




strike &nd the Narch 1901 Petersburg and Rostnv~0r-Don s+r1kes

us having arjsen pontaneously wlth thn S.D. nouhere around
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