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. _ London, November 1.967.

0

The fiftieth anniversary of the Russian Revolution will be assessed,
analysed, celebrated or bemoaned in arvariety-of ways. _ _ ;

V To the peddlers of religious mysticism and to the advocates of
‘freedom of enterprise‘, Svetlana Stalin's sensational (and well timed)
defection will ‘prove’ the resilience of their respective doctrines, now
shown as capable of sprouting on what at first sight would appear T
rather barren soil. ' H .

To incorrigible liberals, the recent, cautious re-introduction of
the profit motive into certain sectors of the Russian economy will ‘prove
that laissez-faire economics is synonymous with human nature and that
a rationally planned economy was always a pious pipe-dream.

- To those 'lefts' (like the late Isaac Deutscher) who saw in Russia's
industrialisation anautomatic guarantee of more liberal attitudes in days
to'corne, the imprisonment of Daniel and Sinyavsky for thought-crime _
(and the current persecution of those who stood up for them) will have V
come as a resounding slap in the face.

1
»

- To the 'marxist-leninists' of China (and Albania), Russia's
rapprochement with the USA, her passivity in the recent Middle East
crisis, her signing of the Test Ban Treaty and her reactionary influence
on revolutionary developments in the colonial countries will all bear
testimony to her headlong slither into the swamp of revisionism, follow-
ing the Great Stalin's death. (Stalin, it will be remembered, was the
architect :of»such revolutionary, non-revisionist, measures as the
elimination of the old Bolsheviks, the Moscow Trials, thePopular o
Front", the Nazi-n-Soviet Pact, V the Teheran and Yalta Agreements and
the dynamic struggles of the French and Itali;an;Com_muni.st Parties in
the immedi,at,e -post-war years, struggles whichledytpo thei_r,direct

. , .

Seizure; of-,pow-"er ._in their_=respective_ c,ountriesp.;_),, .  
__ - 1 ‘ Ii \ ' -_- - , _ . __ _-

. _ . _| _ .

‘ .To»the Yugos_lavs,;reintegrated at last raft-erittheir adolescent u
wandering from, _th_e _fold_, . the re-emergence of lsanity‘ in Moscow will
beseen as co.r_r_ob_o__ration of :thei;r.worst._suspic.ions. The 19.48 ‘troubles’
wer=eY.clear-ly _a1=.l,-due to th€:IT18.__(_'.Jl;1iI18.tiOI'lSHOf the wicked Beria. Mihajlo
Mihajlov now succeeds Djilas behind the bars of a people.p"s prison . . .
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just to’ remind ‘political heretics that in Yugoslavia too, 'p_ro,letarian
democracy‘ isfconfined to those who refrain; f-romasking awkward

-\ -, n I I _ . . '

questions. R ' ' ‘  n < I __
. ‘.‘_

-. 0 ‘

' To the Trotskyists“of all ilk -- at least to those still capable of
thinking for themselves - the mere fact of the 50th anniversary cele-
brations should‘ befood for thohght. What do word-s mean ?; .How_ ,
‘transitional’ can‘a ‘trans'itional' society be‘? ~Aren‘.t four decades of .
‘bone-1_partism' in danger of making the word a trifle meaningless ? Like
the unflinching Chpriisthians carer?-ying their cross, will unflinching Trot-

I 1 4 ,

skyistsigop on carrying‘ their question‘ mark (concerning the future_,,evo- .
lution of Russian society) forthe rest of their earth-ly existence '?,_.For ,
how 'rnuch'longer e'111¢s~.éy go on gargling with the old slogans of ‘capi;
talist restoration or advance towards socialism‘ proposed by their p p
me_nto_r_ in his Revolution Betra ed . . . thirty years ago! Surely only
th__ebliné_l can now fail toi see that Russia sis a -clas-‘s society of at new
type, and has been for‘several *cle"cade'-s. y T r

,_ :_ _:- '

t' I I . _ -_ n-1 _ ' I

_ ' 5 v . ._' _

Those who have ‘shed these‘-m.y5stification~s -- or whohave ,ne.ve.}‘ _
been blinded by them -- will see things differently. They will sense
that there can be no '-vestige of socialism in a so'cietyflwhose__.rule,rs can
physically A a;nnih'ilate therian ‘W0 rke r 's*‘ Councils , , denounce. equal -_-

, - .. . - ~ { l
' . v - 3 ‘ - ‘

itairianisfn and"woi‘ke'rs‘“manage'ment of production-.as .‘petty,-=~bourgeois,‘
or ‘anarcho’—syndic‘éili‘st" ‘d'e"viat‘ions, - a-nd a'cc;e.pt the cold-blooded murder
of a whole generation of revolutionaries‘asmmere 'v,iolati0n of .socialist
legality‘, _to be rectified - oh so gingerly and tactfully - by the technique
of__‘ selective posthumous rehabilitation‘. ~*ItI- will be; obvious to. them that
something went‘ ‘seriously wro‘ng%with the Russian Revolution. What was

"‘An"d_when"did the ‘d-egeneration‘ start-?, ; 5 _ __
_ ,, ... . _

' I . - "' ' - - -' -' . r, '_. .. _ . . \ . - __, . .. . _: : | I l-.‘_, l . n. ;'

I ' -\ - ' _ _ I. _ ‘ -iv-_'I‘1 _.¢
| - ' | - " ' - r. .,-.5 _ _ .

. .. -. {_H|, ,

' _ Hereiagain the 'an'sw’ers differ.,. For§som._e.-the ‘excesses_“.or,,;_.._
I ' - ' |. . - "'

‘mistak_es" are attributable to a -‘spiteful paranoia slowly sneakingpup ,2,
on the Se'nescent'St'alin.' This iinterpretation‘,-.ihowever,, _(,apa11t;f_1,',Q“1

. 0 - . ' -‘ -' --, 1 _ I_

tacitly 'a_cc‘epting the -very ‘cult of the individual‘ which .i_ts__adv;ocate,s ; ,
would :¢1a‘1m=a_> de'cr'y) failsto account for the repre.s»sio;1,s of re,volu¢-__- ,.,
ti'o'na"r'ies'_ and the ‘conciliations with imperiali-asrn perpeatratecjhat a_ much,‘

. 4- e - . -
'1-.’-' - ' 1 " ‘ '

earlier‘ period." For atothers the “degeneration‘ set in withpthe._fina1, ._w c
defeat of the Left Oppositiofn~a’s' an organized force (..1r9.Z',7)_,,,_._ _or,.yvith..L6I.1iI1'S
death (192.4) , or ‘with the abolition of factions at the 10th Party Congress
(1921). "F‘o'r“the’ ‘B-o'rdig‘ists the proclamatisone of the;New Eczonornic Policy‘_ — .

stsrqied Russia as -‘ State cap,i,ta1iS;§‘--..-QthE;If_s,, .1.',,i_g.h1?1Y
rej'e_g:_t1ng' this p‘r‘eoccuj5'ati6n ‘withtthe rriinfuitiae of "re1ZQl-11131‘-Qnary _chronQ..
- . ¢ ‘ _ . _ I _ h - -.

merry", stressrnore"generaltfacttoirs1albeit into-ujr opini0n.S-OI1'1€,- 0f.1¢h.€
{,.‘.,_._ - ‘I ‘ -1. -' r; .-

less ir1i150’rtant"ones.r" * ‘~ " - "E" r - ...1 ~' -

I
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Our purpose in publishing this text about the Kronstadt events of
1921 is not to draw up an alternative time-table. Nor are welooking‘
for political ancestors. The construction of an orthodox apostolic ‘ i
succession is the least .o’f~our preoccupations- __(I.n a constantly  _ g

. _'. }. _¥_,.

cha’ng'ing world it would only testify to _-our theoretical sterility. )‘ 1‘Our
object is simply to document some of the real - but less ws1*1 known _-
struggles thattook place against the. growing bureaucracy during i L
early post-revolutionary years,‘ at a time when most;-ofwthe later critics
of the bureaucracy were part and parcel of the app,a.ra,tus itself. '

" . n A |

\_‘

. . _ ‘

4 >I==>'.<* >i<=l<>l< >i<>l=>i= . #** .
' 4

_ ' p ;

The fiftieth anniversary of the _-Russian.Revolution presents us
. _ _ I

with the absurd sight of a Russian ruling class (which -everyday 4
- . . ' 1 ' ' . -

resembles more its Western counterpart) solemnly celebra_ti'ng‘the__ R‘
revolution which overthrew bourgeois power and allowedthe masses,’
for'a brief rno'm‘ent, to envisage a totallynew kind of social order. ' ‘

. _ . . .
v ..,- - .

I . _ ,
I . 3 ~ _I

What made this tragicparadox possible? Whatshatteredithis _
1 ,~.|,

vision? How did the Revolution degenerate‘? _ p
- \ . .

1 -\ g

 ' l Many explanations are offered. The history_of how the Russian
working class was dispossesseddis not, however, .a matter for an esp)-_
teric discussion among political cliques, who compensate for their own
irrelevance by imiieintal journeys into the enchanted world), of the revolufp-pp
tionary past. An understanding of what took place isessential for '
every serious ‘socialist. It is not mere archivism. "

- z _ . - . : I . ‘_ _ _

, . - - . - ; :- >

‘ ‘ No viable ruling class rulesby force a1_one_._ To_1_'_u_le it must
succeed in getting its own vision of reality accepted by society at large.
The concepts by which it attempts to legitimize its rule must bepro--i ‘
jected into the pa-st. Soicialists have correct;ly._:recog,ni.';ed that the
history taught in bourgeois schools revea_-ls a pa._rti'cula_r, distorted, _

. _ - ,_. __

vision of the world-. *It is a smeasure O_£;_;'t_h,e| ._weakness;,_of__ the revolu-,-'
tionary movement‘ that socialist history r.emain_s for the most part H‘ "Q
unwritten. - _ .  " " T

.| . * \

. ' ' ‘ r.- - . _- -
,.-.

" ii‘ ’ What passes as socialist hist§o.ry isgoften only a mirror image
. _ , -

bourgeois historiography, a pe.r.col-ati_on;i__nto the ranks pfthe working
‘class movernent of‘typical,_;.y. bourgeois naethods of thinking). I.n_t;he _‘
world of -this typeof ‘historian‘ leaders of,_g_eniu.s‘r‘ep1_a_.ce,the kings and
q-ue-ens, of the bourgpepis world, Famous congresses, splitsor contro-

¢ . _

verS~i@@$. ' the rise and fall of political parties or of ‘un'io"n"s", *the~emer»g- -
ence or degener”at'i'o‘nofrth'i-s---or‘-tha-ta lleafdershipreplaceo‘the internecine
battles of the rulers of the past. The masses never‘appear-vindependently
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on the historical stage, making their own! history. At best they only
‘supplygthe steam‘, enabling otherstoidrive thelocomotive, as Stalin
so delicately put it. V ' j c 'j .  ' a

. r -

-.a,'-I\/lo;s_t of the time, , "official" historians don't have eyes tosee or -
ears..to hear the acts andlwords which express the workers‘ spontaneous
activity, They lack the categories of thought - ‘one might even say.” »
the brain cells - necessary to understand or even to "perceive this a -
activity as it really is. To them an activity that has "no leader or v S l
programme, no institutions and no statutes, can only be described as" ‘-
"troubles" or "disorders". The spontaneous activity of the masses
belongs by definition to what history suppresses. ' '(1)

This tendency to identify working class history with thehistory of
its organizations, institutions and leaders" is not only inadequate - it '
reflects a typically bourgeois vision of mankind, divided in almost pre-
ordained manner between the few who will manage and decide, and the
many, the malleable mass, incapable of acting consciously on its own‘
behalf; and forever destined to remain the object (and never the subject)
of history. Most histories of the degeneration of the Russian Revolution
rarely amount to more than this. S ‘ s

I .
"' _.'~ ja . . _ _ _

. _ _ _ ‘> - , _ . .

_- i _ The Stalinist bureaucracywas unique in that it presented a view
oi history based.-on outright lies rather’ than on the more usual mixture .
of. subtle distortion and self-mystification. 'But Krushchev's revelations
and subsequent developments in,Russi‘a have caused official Russian ~ '-
version of events (in all their variants) to be questioned even by mem-»
bers of the Communist Party. Even the graduates of -what Trotsky S
called ‘the Stalin school of falsification‘ are now beginning to reject the
lies; ofthe Stalinist era. Our task is to ‘take the process of dem.ystifica-
tion_a little further. _. _ K - T I

u _ - ' . u _. _ _

,‘_ ‘ ._ . -

- . , - _ _

. ‘O-f all the interpretations of the degeneration oftthe Russian Revo-
lutionthat of Isaac Deutscher isthe most widely accepted on the Left."

. \ _

It echoes most of the assumptions of the Trotskyists. ‘Although an E
improvement on the Stalinist versions, it ishardly sufficient. The . J
degeneration is seen as due to strictly conjunctural factors (the 1350.1:-3.-r
tion of the revolution in adbackward country, the devastation caused by
the v-Civil War, the__overwhe1min'g weight of the peasantry, etc. ). These
factors are undoubtedly very important. But _-the growth ofthe ‘bureau-
cracy-is_ more than just an accident of history. ‘It is.a world-wide phe-
nomenon, intimately linked to a certain stage in the development of - .

, .
- - . | .

Q . _ ‘ . - -- 1

r . . _ .
I _ - |

t . ' - . .. ._

1

Ii
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P‘ " Q

(1): P. Cardan, From Bolshevism to the Bureaucracy, tD0lid8.l'1liY’ it
n A -‘ Pamphlet ~1\1<>". 24.  - a
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working ‘clasis consciousness. It is the terrible price paid by the working
class for itsidelay in recognizing that the true and final-emancipation of

-. . ‘ ‘

the working class can only be achieved‘ by the woirking class itself, and
cannot be entrusted to others, allegedly afcting on its behalf,.,; If _|
‘socialism is Man's total and positive self-consciousness‘ (Niarx,
1844), the experience (and rejection) of the bureaucracy is a step

0 .

on that road.  O

The‘ Trotskyists deny that early oppositions to the developing
bureaucracy had any revolutionary“, content. On the contrary they '7 j .-
denounce the Workers Opposition andY?the=Kronstadt rebels as basically. .
counter-revolutionary. Real opposition‘, for them, starts. with: the _ l.
proclamation - within the Party - of 'the1Left Opposition of 1923. But .;; .,
anyone in the least familiar with the period will know that by 192.3 the  
workingilclass had already sustained a- decisive defeat. It had lost .
power production to a group of managers appointed from above. It
had also lost power in the soviets, which were now only the; ghosts of
their former selves, only a rubber stam.p for the emerging bureau- S
cracy. The Left Opposition fought rrwithin the confines of the Party,_ _;
which was itself-already. highly bureaucratised. No substantial num-__
ber of workers rallied to its cause. Their will to struggle had been t
sapped by the long struggles of the preceding years.

Opposition to the anti-working class measures being taken by the
Bolshevik leadership intheyears imrnediatelyfollowing the revolution
tooklmany forms and expressed itself‘ through many different channels c
and at many different levels. It expressed itself within. the -Party f
itself, ithrpougjh a number of -oippolsitional tendencies of which the :Worker~s
Oppolsitioni(Kollontai, Lut=o'.vi»iiov,“'Shliaplnikov)-1is the best known. (2)

": '__ - 1 , ' I . ..

Outs__i'deth'e Party the revolutionary opposition fofund heterogeneous
expression, i.-.“1:i1.=>* life-iof a number of small, often illegal ‘gjroups (some
anarchist,‘ some anarc‘ho-syndicsalist, some still~~.professing_their basic 1
faith in marxism). (-3) “It also found‘ expression in spontaneous, often
‘unorganized’ class activity, such as the big Leningrad strikes of_;1_921 I
and_ the Kronstadt uprising. It found expression in the increasing

._r‘ .

re's’istancie' ofthef workers to Bols‘hevikiindustria=1policy (and in

| - _ ¢

(2) For; information concerning their pro'g__r,amme see ‘The Workers
Oppo.s;itiO_.n--by Alexandra Kollontai. This wasfirst published'_'injEnglishj
in Sylvia Pankhurstls Workers-.Dreadnought in 1,921‘ and republished in
1961 as Solidarity Pamphlet No. )8. (12%-p, post free.) '  

' _ r - .. _' _ _ .. , .
- ' ‘ ‘- : -. .' . -

(3) history of s_u;ch..group.s_as the ‘Workers Truth,‘ group, or
the ‘Workers Struggle‘ group still remains to be written. ' j ' "
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particular to Trotsk'y's_eattempts' to militarize -the trade unions). It :
also foundexpression ih proletarian opposition ‘to Bolshevik attempts-

v .

to evince'all:oth~er tendencies from the soviets, thuseffecti'-vely giaigging
all those seeking to re-*-orient socialist construction" along entirely  
different lines. i A - I ' - ' ' ' ‘ E 2 s

< ' .
1 - _ .

I . '

At an early stage several tendencies had struggled against the -1
bureaucratic degeneration of the Revolution. By posthumously excluding
them fromrithe ranks of the revolutionary opposition, Trotsky-ists,
Leninists and others commitia double injustice‘. .*Firstly they excom-
municate all those who foresaw and struggled" against the nascent bur-
eaucracyprior to 1923, thereby turning a deaf ear to some’"most -
pertinent and valid criticisms ever voiced against the-iburieaucracy.
Secondly they weaken their own case, for if the demands ‘fort freely i
elected soviets, for freedom of expression (proletarian democracy) and
for workers‘ 'manage’melnt of production werewrong in 1921 , why did they
become partially correct in 1923 ? Why are they correct now? If in A

‘ .

1921 Lenin and Trotsky represented the ‘real interests‘ of the workers
(against the actual workers), why couldn't Stalin ?' if-Ihy" couldn‘t Kadar
in Hungary in"1956 ? The Trotskyist school of ihagiography hashelped to
obscure the real lessons of the struggle againstlthe bureaucracy. r

< .

>l=>i==l= >l<>l<>l< >I<** *>l<>l< >l<>i=>k
. - . 2 .

. . P -'

.
r - - , '

1 When one seriously studies the crucial year-s after 1917, when the
fate of the Russian Revolution was still in the melting pot, one is- driven
again pandiagain to the tragic events of the Kronstadt uprising -of March 1
1921. eThese events epitornise, in a bloody "and dramatic manner, "the
struggle‘ betweentwo concepts of the"Revol-ution,-“I two-revolutionary-me-th-
ods, twotypes of r*evolut'ionary"ethos. Who decid-es what-is or is noitiin
the long term interests of the "working class ?-~ What 1"'n%ethods arepermisr
sible'”in settling differences "between revolutionaries’? (And what ,r'n-ethods
are adouble-edged and only capable in the long run of harming‘ the 1:‘ A is
Revolution its-elf? ' 7 - Q i ' " 3 i . ' M"? ' .;r

, .
. ' I I

_ _ , . _ - I - -< O 4- - . ' . _ _ __-- - . . I _- -

There is remarkab1y’litt1e of -aY'det-ailed natu~re‘Y'availab1e=..in English
about the Kronstadt events. The Stalinist histories, revised and re--- -1- -- - ..| _

edite<1.a_-ccording: to the fluctuating fortunesof Party fun\ctioqnari,es are notI ~
__ ' | - ~ , ' - . = .. ,, _ _ _ ._. ~_ \. ‘ _ ,_ II ' I 1 _

worth the paper -th;ey.are_ written on.» Theyjare anvinsyuliti tof4the'iintelli-
gence of__.their_re_aders,; deemed incapable ofcomparing the same facts-_ ‘ - . ' _ :\ . ‘-._ 1 . - '

described in earlier and later editionsiof the same book. ] _II - I ' ‘ - 1 I b‘ ' ‘ _ I - ' ' -. _ _ _, -.' _x ,

Trotsky's writi_n-gs,abo,ut Kronstadt are few and ._mor_e:co__ncer_ned _
at retrospective justifi.cationT_'and at scoring debating points against

0:. - . .__ . - 1-\.‘. .\ , ,,

J
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the Anarchists (4) than at seriously analyzing this particular episode‘
of the Russian Revolution. Trotsky and the Trotskyists are partic-

~  ularly keento perpetuate the~*'myth__,tha:t they.we_r'e,,the first and only
"coherent 'an'ti-bureaucratic"tendency. All their writings='seek' to hide
howiifau‘ the b-urea-ucratizati’on"of both :Party.and- soviets had already A
g'ofie‘by~1'921 -- i.'e. 5h‘ow*'Y-far it hadgone du-‘ring the p'eYriod=wh'en"Lenin‘ »

"'*a»n*d”~Trotsky' were in'ful'1*<and undispmited control. " The task for serious A
'frevol‘utior£ari~es.¢¢>day.1sw¢ 'see'*the link -between Trotsky's1‘attitudes
and pr'onoiincel'rients’-(during-iand befere the ‘great trade union debate’
of 1920 é-»1‘92i1iand~th'e healthy hostility to-Trotskyism of the most A A A  
advan'ced‘a'nd -revolutionary layers of the industrial working class. '1 V
This hostility was to manifest itself - arms in hand - during the
Kronstadt uprising. It wasto manifest itself again two or three years ' ' -
later -_' this_~tim.e, by fo_1defdaa..rm's - when these advanced layers failed '9 S 1

0

to rally5"to'Trot'sk‘y's support, when he lat last chose to challenge‘ 1
Stalin, within the limited confines of a-' Party machine“, towards as

- ,-E 5; . : I '

| u
0 - .
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u I 1 ‘ “ _ I

I . . i . . .

.11.. ~. . .
n ~ ‘ ' . . .-
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(4) An easy enough task after 1936, when some ‘well-“known
ana-rchist"l5e‘ade‘rs' »(=:sic!)'entered the Popular Front "government '
in Catalonia", at the beginning-of the Spanish" Civil War - and” ‘
were allowed to remain ther'e"by the anarchist" rank and file.-"~
This action, ini-a~-n‘Iarea wheire the Anarchists had a =mass'Y'basis
in-"the" L‘abour.‘-movement irrevocably idamnedl them, juist -as 5'?"
the development of the Russian Revolution hadirrevocably '
damned th_e__Mensheviks, as incapable of standing ;up to the _

F ' 1 "¢\_ - -

test__of events. 1 1 , 1 , 9 . -
- u ' - ' - . .| _ . _ . , - ‘

_._ _ _ _ ___ _____ A I
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whosebureaucratization he had -signally contributed- (5) ' . ,
. _ _ _ . - .

' -' . - - 1.,

Deutscher in The Prophet Armedjvividly depicts the background of ..
Russia during the yeaErs~of-Civil War, the suffei_ring,- they-economic dislo-
cation, the sheer physical exhaustion of the population. But the picture.
is one-sided, its purpose to stress that the,_"‘iron will ofthe Bolsheviks‘
was the only element of order, stability and continuity in a society hover-
ing on the r-brink of total collapse. ‘(He pays scant attention to the ;atternpts
made by groups of workers and. revolutionaries ;- both within the-Party
and outside its ranks - to attemptsoc-ial reconstruction on an entirely
different basis., from below. » (6) He does not discuss the sustained. 1

* I

. ~ ‘| .

(5) Three statementsfrom Trotsky‘s ‘Terrorism and Communism‘ ¢
(Ann Arbor Paperbacks , University of Michigan, 1961-.)-first published .
in June 192-0 will illustrate the point: . 9 _ ‘_

‘The creation of a socialist society means the organization of
the workers on new foundations, their adaptation to those foundations
and their labour re-education, with the one unchanging end of the
increase in the productivity of labour. . . ‘ (p. 146)

1 ‘I consider thatif the Civil War had not plunder-ed our economic
organs of all that was strongest, most independent, most endowed with
initiative, we would undoubtedly have entered the path of one-man -
management in the sphere of economic administration much sooner
and much less painfully.‘ (pp. 162-3) _ _

, 1 .

We have been more than-once accused ofhaving substitutedfor
the dictatorship of the so-viets thedictatorship of ou-r own Party.,. .. r
In this substitution‘ of the power; of the Party for the power of the
working class there is nothingaccidental, and in reality there its no 1 p
substitution atrall. The Communists express thefundamental interests;
of the working class. . . ‘ i(p. 109).-~ .- I» 9  2   A ;

I

. . ‘ , . . - . , _

So much for the ‘antibureaucratic‘ antecedents of Trotskyism.
It is interesting that the book was highly praised by Lenin.‘ Lenin only
took issue with Trotsky on the trade union question at the Central
Committee meeting of November 8 and 9, 1920. Throughout most of
1920 Lenin had endorsed all Trotsky‘s bureaucratic decrees in relation
to the unions.

(6) For an interesting account of the growth of the Factory Committees
Movement - and of the opposition to them of the Bolsheviks at the First
All-Russian Trade Union Convention (January 1918), see Maximoff‘s "
‘The Guillotine at Work‘, Chicago, 1940.

, _ 1 J

I
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opposition and hostility of the Bolsheviks topworkers‘ 'mana,gement of
production (7), or in fact to any large scale" endeavour which‘ escaped
their..domin,ation our ‘control. ‘Of the Kronstadt events themselves, of

I ' - _ . . ..

the Bolshevik calumnies against Kronstadt and of the frenzi_ed"repres-
‘ - : ' ' .\.. .. -_ _ 1. ‘_ _- .- -. ' .

sion thatfollowegd the events of March 1921, Deutscher says next to '
nothing, except that the Bolshevikaccusations against, the Kro-nstadt ~ ‘
rebels were ‘groundle;ss‘._(Deutscher totally fails to see the direct _ _
relationibetwzeenthe methods used by L.enin and Trotsky 1921 and
thoseother methods, perfected by ‘Stalin_ and later used against the
old Bolsheviks themselves duringythe notorious Moscowtrials of

1 < _

1936, 1937 and 1938., _ A _ 6.
' \

In‘Victo_r, Serge‘s ‘Memoirs, of a Revolutionary‘ there is a chap- _
terdevoted to Kronstadt. (8) Serge‘s writings are particularly inter-
estingi inithat he was in‘Len_ingrad in 1921 and supported what the
Bolsheviks weredoing, albeit reluctantly. He did not however resort
to the slanders and misrepresentations of other leading Party members
His comments throw‘ light on the almost schizophrenic frame of mind of
the rank and file of the Party at that time. For different reasons
neither the Trotskyists norzthe Anarchists have forgiven Serge his
attempts to reconcile what was best in their respective doctrines: the
concern with reality and the concern with principle.

4
. -. __ _ ‘ ‘J

' , . : _

Ea:-silyavailable and worthwhile_anarchist writings onthe subject
(in English). are (virtually:non-existent,_‘despite the fact that many

» , .

anarchists consider this -area relevant to their ideas. Emma Cold-
_ 1 > - . 1 . . ,, ~

man's; ‘Living my‘ Life‘ and 'B_;,er_kman‘,s ‘The Bolshevik Myth‘ contain _
some vivid but highly subjective pagesabout the Kronstadt rebellion.
‘ ‘by Anton_Ciliga (produced as _a 2d. pamphlet i

\ ' ' .

in 1942) is an excellent short account which squarely faces up to some
of the fundamental, issues. It has been unavailable for years. Voline‘s
account, on the otherhand, is too simplistic. Complex phenomena like

. _ ‘ .
. . _

a .
. , - _

‘ .'\ " I _ . ’
' . ' _ 1 '

- ‘ w- ' .
u '.‘. -g; "- . s . _. - .. - . -

-- . v- _

('7) Q At‘ the Ninth Party 'Congress(March 1920) Lenin introduced ‘a  
resolutiontothe effecttha-t the task of the unions was to explain the 1
need fora ‘maximum ¢‘u;rtai1m.enr of administrative collegia and the
gradualintroduction of individual ‘management in units directly engaged
in production‘. (Daniels, ‘The Conscience of theRevolu-tion' p. 124')

(8) Serge‘s' writings on this matterwere first brought to ‘the attention
of readersin the UK in (Solidarity, vol. I, No. 7). This text was
later reprinted as a pamphlet. c

l _- -0

.. _ ‘
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the Kronstadt revolt cannot be meaningfully interpreted by loaded gen-
eralisations like ‘as pmarxists. authoritarians and s'tatists,;_ the 1  

. _ _ . I

Bolsheviks could not permit any freledomyor ind_epend"ent actionioif y
the masses‘. (Many have argued that therezare strong Blariquist and: “
even Bakuninist strands in Bolshevisni, a,;nd"_thati_it‘ is__p'_pi_recis.ely these t
departures from marxism that are at the “root_o‘£ Bols'he_vism"s 'eliti_s't"'
ideolo_gy_a.nd practice.) Voline even reproaches the Kronstadt rebels i
with_rd‘spe,akingh_of_ power (the power of the soviets) instead of getting H
rid of the “word andiiof the idea altogether. . . ' The practical struggle '

. I - . ~ . _ . '| .

however was not against 'words'“or'even 'ideas'. It was a physical V
struggle against their concrete incarnation in history (in the form of
bourgeois institutions). It is a symptom of anarchist muddle-headed-
ness on this score that they can both reproach the Bolsheviks with
disisolvingythe Constituant Assembly(9} . . the Kronstadt rebels for
proclaiming that they stood for soviet power! The-‘Soviet anarchists'_ '
clearly perceived what was at stake y-“even iimany of their successors
failitto. They fought. to defend the deepest copnquestaof October i_- soviet  
power -_ against its usurpers, including the Bolsheviks. ' he '

. M.
*** *** *** **# *#*

£1

. _ _
' ' - . . . A .~ - _ .

. . . Q1 ‘ . . 0 ,

Our own contribution to the 50th anniversary celebyrations will
not consist in the usual panegyrics to the achievements ofyRu,ssi_an "
rocketry.ip Norwill we chant paeans to Russian pig-"iron: statistics.
Industrial expansion may be the pre-requisite for a fuller, better
lifeior all but is in no way synionymouswith such a 'life_,- unless
social relations have been revolutionised. “We are more concerned atI

the social costsof Russian iachievements. ' j  r I ~ . -

. u . - -
' . : > . _ 1 . - - . ., . 1 - _ 1.| - "
. .| . . ' A ..

I‘! ' : , - . , ' . ¢

‘Some perceived what these icorsts would be at a ve'ryeadr'ly'stage.
Weiare interested in bringingtheir prophetic warningsto‘ a far wider
audience. Thefinal massacre at Kronstadt took place on March 18, 1921
exactly fifty years after the slaughter of the Communards by Thiers and
Galliff et. ,The.~faw:t1s about the Commune are well known. .- But fifty years
after the;.ZRu*ssian Revolution we;s'till have to seek basic inforrnation ,
about ‘Kronstadt.*? The-~fact.s are not“easy.to,:.obtain. - They-lie buried-
under the moun-tainss of calumny and distort-ionheaped gonthem by
Stalinists and Trotskyists alike. ’  i " s -s . » _

_,- , . , ¢.- . . ._ ., . . . .‘ .

z _ _ .

- -.- . | .- .

I I - ‘ . I .‘ I .
- . __ | _ _ _ , ’

(9) ' See N. W. ‘s article in Freedom:-i(Z8tQctob‘er'196'Z) ent_itl_ed -
October 1917 : No Revolution at All. A J ' ' i ' ' V +~



, .
. .

1

_.X1..
-u

' 0
-. ._.

' - . .
' . 1| - » 1

~ . - , ~ .

~ . The "publication of this pamp_hlet;i_n English, ‘at this particular
time; .is part of this endeavour.  Ida Mett's book La Commune-idei ~
Cronstadt was first published Paris in‘l938_. alt was republished in
France ten years later but has beenunoibtainable for several years.
In 1962 and 1963 certain parts of it were translated into English and
appeared iniSolidarity.(vol. II, Nos.. 6 to ll). _W_e now have pleasure
in bringing to English_- speaking readers a slightly abridged version of
the book as a whole, which contains material hitherto unavailable in
Britain. (10) p; v  . . -

Apart from various texts published in Kronstadt itself in March
1921 , Ida Mett's book-contains P_etrichenko"s opens letter o£_~1926,' ‘
addressed to the British Communist Party. 'Pet'richenko was the

. , ~

President of the Kronstadt Provisional Revolutionary Commi'tte’e.- His
letter refers to discussions in the Political Bureau of the CPGB on the
subject-of Kronstadt, discussions which seem to have accepted that
there was no extrane~ous interventiongduring the uprising. (Members
of the CP and others might seek further enlightenment on thematter
-from King Street, ,-whosearchives on the matter should make ' " ' i
interesting reading.) 1 _ L ‘  _ " ' ‘

. ._', ‘ ‘\ - ,_ _ I _
. .1 _ . .

- Ida Mett writes from an anar.chi_stviewpoin't. Her writing I
however represents what is best inthe revolutionary tradition I-of
‘class struggle‘ anarchism. She thinksin terms ofia collective, "
proletarian solution» to the problems ofscapitalism. 'I‘he rejection
of the class stéruggle, the anti-intellectualgismh, the preoccupation with
't’r~anscendental.morality andtwith personal salvation that cha"racter'ize

'. . - , > -_ _ :

so many of the anarchists of today should not for asminute detract-"
'marxists‘ from paying serious attention to what‘ she writes.“ We do
not necessarily endorse all her judgments and have - inifootnotesl-"
corrected oneor two minor factual inaccuracies in her text. Some of. ‘ ‘ ‘. ‘ ,

her generalizations seem _to= us too sweeping and some other analyses
of the. bureaucratic phenom-enon too simple to be ofreal use. Butas
achronicle ofpwhat tooks.place before, during and after Kroynstadhi
her accountremainsunsurpassedi. _ _. 9 *_ ‘

- I , F ‘ ,. .
' - ' . ' . .'

.1. . _ - _ _
.- 1 - ‘ .‘ - ' '. _ _. .

I ' , l ‘ ' ‘ .. n t-.. n _ _ -

.‘ _. ' - ..1 _' .. - - _. ._ _ _ _' ‘ .

s‘ I . - - .

I .
‘ 0 - u ,

1 '- ' . '- - .

(10) Pages 9-é-21, dealing. with the role of the in the Russian
revolutionary movement have been omitted. Although they contain
interesting and important material, which we hope willbe translated
incdue course, they are notessential to the main argument. ' A

. . . _ , I
-‘ ‘ _ I 1 I ~ I _ _

. _ _ |
u I '. '-' ' _ '-___ ‘l - >- _ .- , ‘
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4 Her text throws interesting light on the attitude to the Kronstadt
uprising shown at the time byvarious Russian political tendencies
(anarchists, mensheviks, left and right -S.R. s, bolsheviks, etc.).
Some whose approach to politics is superficial in the extremei(and
for whom as smear oria slogan is as substitute for real understanding)

- _ I ‘ ' v . . . i

will point accusingly to some of this testimony, to some of these *
resolutions and _manifestos ‘asevidence ir'revoc7ably-damning; the
Kronstadt rebels. 'Look'., they will say, '(.:-ttehat the Mensheviks ' '
and right S.R. s were saying. Look at how they were calling ‘fora
return to the Constituent Assembly, and at the same time (proclaim?-
ing their ‘solidarity with .Kronsta_dt. Isn't this proof positive that
Kronstadt was a cousnter-revolut.ionary upheaval? You yourselves
admit that rogues like Victor Tchernov, President e1t<;t of the r A
Constituent Assembly, offeredtoihelp the Kronstadters. Whatfurther
evidence is needed?‘ . ._  ' _ _ ‘

_ 1
. 1 '
I

' 1

i'sWe are not afraid of presenting all theifacts to our readers. Let
them judge for themselves. It is our firm conviction that most Trot-
skyists and Leninists are - and are kept - as ignorant of this period of
Russian history as Stalinists are of the period of the Moscow Trials.
At best they vaguely sense the presence of skeletons in the cupboard.
At worst they parrot whattheir leaders tell them, intellectually too
lazy orpoliticallyi too well conditioned to probe for themselves. Real
revolutionsrare never ‘pure’. They unleash the deepest passions of
men. People actively participateor saredraggped into thevortex of
such movements for a variety of often contradictory reasons. Cons-
ciousness and false consciousness are inextricably mixed. A river in
fullflood inevitably icarriessascertain amount of rubbish.’ A revolution
in full flood. carriesa number of political corpses - andmayeven
momentarily give them a semblanee oflife. ‘ _ d "

.. ..- - 1 -

I 0

s During the Hungarian Revolution of 1956 many were the messages
of verbal or moral support forthe rebels, emanating from the West,
piouslypreaching the virtues of bourgeois democracyjor offree enter-
prise. The objectives of those who spoke" in these terms were anything
but the institution of a classless society. But their support for the
rebels remained purely verbal, particularly when it became clear to
them what the ‘real objectivesof the revolution were: a fundamental
democratization of Hungarian institutions without a reversion to
private ownership of the means of production. ' " ‘I

0 _ ‘ A ‘ ' ' - . _. \ _ _ .

. - _ . |
. 1 ' ' _ I * ' _

l The backbone of the I-Iunga'r_ian revolution was the network of
workers councils. Their main) deinands were for worke'rs'imanage-
ment of production and for a government based on the councils. These
facts justified the support of revolutionaries throughout the world.
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Despite the Mindszentysp Despite the Smallholders and Social-
Democrats - or their shadows. - now trying to jump onto the revolu-
tionary bandwaggon. The class criterion is the decisive one.

\.
-'

s Similar considerations apply to the Kronstadt rebellion. Its core
was the revolutionarysailors. Its main objectives were ones with which
no real revolutionary. could disagree. That others sought to take
advantage of the situation is inevitable - and irrelevant. It is a question

" of who is calling the tune.

>i=>Z<* >l<>5=>i= ='¢<=!<* *>I<>l< A >l<>8>§<
\

Attitudes to the Kronstadt events, expressed nearly 50 years
after the event often provide deep insight into the political thinking of
contemporary revolutionaries. They may in fact provide a deeper
insight into their conscious or unconscious aims than many a learned
discussion about economics, or philosophy or about other episodes of
revolutionary history.

It is a question of one‘s basic attitude as to what socialism is
all about. What are epitomised in the Kronstadt events are some of
the most difficult problems of revolutionary strategy and revolutionary
ethics: the problemsqof ends and means, of the relations between
Party and masses, in fact of whether a Party is necessary at all. A
Can the working class by itself only develop a trade union conscious-
ness? (ll) Should it even be allowed, at all times, to go that far? (12)

' Or can the working class develop a deeper consciousness and
understanding of its interests than can any organization allegedly
acting on its behalf? When Stalinists or Trotskyists speak of Kronstadt
as ‘an essential action against the class enemy‘, when more ‘sophisti-
cated‘ revolutionaries refer to it as a ‘tragic necessity‘, one is
entitled to pausefor a moment. One is entitled to ask how seriously

r

(ll) Lenin proclaimed so explicitly in his ‘What Is To Be Done‘ (1902).

(12) In a statement to the 10th Party Congress (l921),Lenin refers to
a mere discussion on the ‘trade unions as an ‘absolutely impermissible
luxury‘ which ‘we‘ should not have permitted. These remarks speak

' unwitting volumes on the subject (and incidentally deal decisively with
' those who seek desperately for an ‘evolution’ in their Lenin). -

.



erystallize and develop? One is entitled not only to ask. . . but_ also .

-IXTV;-.

they accept Marx's dictum that 'the_.emancipation of the working class . -
is the task of thevworking class; itself‘. _Do they take this seriously or
do they pay mere lip service -to the words ? Do they identify socialism;
with the autonomy (organizational and ideological) of the working class? “
Or do they see themselves, withtheir wisdom as to the ‘histo.rical I

' 1

interests‘ of others, and with their judgments as to what should be
‘permitted’ , as the leadership a_-round which the future elite will. .

to suggest the answer! _ s
‘ i

SOLIDARITY PAMPHLETS
I THE WORKERS OPPOSITION by Alexandra Kollontai.' A fully

annotated account of the anti-bureaucratic struggle of
- 1919-1920 within the Russian Bolshevik Party. 80 pages. 25p.

1 1 v
1 Q 1

KRONSTADT 1921 jby Victor Serge. An erstwhile supporter
of the Bolsheviks re~examines the facts and draws disturbing _
conclusions. Sp. - - . _ 

1 _ y .

-

FROM BOLSHEVISM TO THE BUREAUCRACY by Paul cardah. Bolsho-
vik theory and practice in relation to the management of'
production. An introduction to A. Kollontai‘s ‘The Workers
Qpposition‘. 5p.‘ *f * - .-

I

' ' 0 1 ITHE BOISHEVIKB its wearers SONTROL 1917-1921 (The State aha
ICounter-revolution; by Maurice Brinton. “Workers control_

or workers‘-self~management? The story of the early oppo-
sitions. Anwanalysis of the formative years of the-Russian»
bureaucracy. 3g 25p. t " '

n _ . _ i _
_. _. 1

. _ . ‘
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WORKERS COUNCILS AND THE ECONOMECS OF SELF-MANAGEMENT. ‘by~
Paul Cardan. The libertarian socialist alternative to-
private capitalism and to bureaucratic state capitalism. 1
From workers‘ management of the factory to workers‘ manage-
ment of sooiety. 25p. _ .
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The time seems ripe for us to seek 6.1betterpunderstanding of
Kronstadt, although no new'facts have emerged since,192l_._ -The '
archives of the Russian Government and of the Red Army remain
closed to any kind of objective analysis. However statements in some
official publications seem to reflect some of these events, val-beit-_in i r
a distorted light. But what was known at the time was already suffi'- it
cient to allow one to grasp the po_liti:c,al significance. of this j  

I .. _ _ ..

symptomatic and crucial episode of the.RussianyRevoluti_on.. V L _
. .' . - -I

1 ' ' . . '1 . _
r ‘ - . "'-

Working class militants in the West had absolute confidence in the
Bolshevik Government. Thisp‘governm_ent; had just-headedan-ir_nmense'
effort ofvtheworking classy its struggle againstfeuda-l and bourgeois
reaction. In the eyes of these workersiit incarnatedhthe Revolution p  -
itself. ‘ H‘ '. , _ t . t. y '

0 - ' -
1 -'

n ' . u' '

People could just not believe that tphispsarne government could t p -
have cruelly put down at revolutionary insurrection. That is why.it was
easy for the Bolsheviks to label the (Kronstadt) movement as a reac-
tionar_y_one and to denounce it as organized and supported by the l
Ru-'ssi-an~--and ‘European bourgeoisies. ' L y

‘An insurrection of__White genflerpals, with ex-general»-Kojzlovski at
its"head' proclaimed the papers at the time. Meanwhile the'iKron"stad-ti_ 7
sailors were broadcasting the following appeal to the whole world:  

| ' 1 ' . u .
I 4,---up I v - ‘' ._ _ ..‘ _ - - - , c_, - _ I - , .

. _ .

‘Comrade workers} red soldierisaindi sailors. .1;,‘\.1,'\T;e stand for..the_'i
;s - '- .- _ ._,,- . ... .

power of the Soviets and notthat of the parties. We are for free
representationfof all who toil. Comrad-es,: you are being. m_isled._::

1 - ' '

At Kronstadt all power is in the hands of revolutionary sailors_p*,,1of
red soldiers and of workers. It is not in the hands of White
Guards, allegedly headed by a general Koz-lovski, as Moscow -
Radio tells you. ' i - . +- 1 . =

‘ < .
I - 0

. . q | ' _ ' ' _ l - ' .

Such were the conflicting inte_rpreptationsH of the Kronstadt sailors -
and of the Kremlin Goverdnment. Ask we wish ;to serve the vitalpinteres-ts

. _ ~ _0 0 _ . - . _ _. . g l 1 ' ~ . I i 0 _ I I- » -. . . , \ 1 . . _ . .

of the working class b_yobijfect.ive1__ana;lys_is ofphistorical events, we
I ..| I_ . ‘I _'I_|.._ . ;._ _

propose to examine 'th‘ese'contradictory' theses, in the light of facts and
documents, and of the events that almost immediately followed the
crushing of lLf_{r_on,stadt.

'-\ I ._ . . .‘ | _ ,.
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‘The workers of the world will judge us‘ said the Kronstadters in
their broadcast. ‘The blood ofthe innocents will fall on the heads of
those who have become drunk with power. ' Was it a prophecy? _

Here is a list of prominent communists having played an active
part in the suppression of the insurrection. Readers will see their fate:

ZINOVIEV, omnipotent dictator of'Petrograd. Inspired the implacable
struggle against both strikers and sailors. SHOT. P T

TROTSKY, Peoples Commissar for War and for the Navy.
ASSASSINATED by a Stalinist agent in Mexico. i i

v

LASHEVICH, member of the Revolutionary War Committee, member of
Defence Committee organized to fight against the Petrograd strikers. ‘
Committed SUICIDE.

.

DYBENKO, veteran sailor. -Before October, one of the organizers of
the Central Committee of the Baltic Fleet. Played a particularly
active role in the military crushing of Kronstadt. In 1938 still a
garrison commander in the Petrograd region. SHOT.

KUZMIN, commissar to the Ba1tic'Fleet. Fate unknown. Never
spokenof again. E   N l A i ‘ N P

KALININ, remained in nominal power as ‘President’. Died a NATURAL
DEATH.    *  

TUKI-IACHEVSKY. E,‘-laborated the plan and fled the assault on Kronstadt.
SHOT.i   l N - '-c O  

PUTNA, decorated for his participation in the military suppression of
Kronstadt, later military attache in London. SHOT. A

Delegates at the 10th Party Congress, ‘who came to fight against
Kronstadt: I ‘ A i A

I| ' . - _
. a - _

PYATAKOY r ":"SHOT.  S T
RUKHIIVIOVICH : SHOT
BUBNOV : Deposed. Disappeared.
ZATONSKY : Deposed. Disappeared. A '
VOROSHILOV :' Still played a role during the 1941 -=45 war.

. - e’ -(Later Presidentof Praesidiurn.)

Paris , October 1948.
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‘A new White Guard plot . . . expected
and undoubtedly prepared by the French
counter -revolution. ‘

Pravda, March‘3, 1921.

‘White generals, you all know it, played a great
part in this. This is fully proved. ‘

Lenin, report delivered to the 10th
Congress of the R. C, P. (B), March 8, 1921
Selected Works, vo1.IX, p. 98.

‘The Bolsheviks denounced the men of
Kronstadt as counter -revolutionary mutineers,
led by a White general. The denunciation
appears to have been groundless. ‘

Isaac Deutscher, The Prophet Armed
(Oxford University Press, 1954), p, 511.

‘ No pretence was made that the Kronstadt
mutineers were White Guards. '

Brian Pearce (‘historian‘ of the Socialist
L A‘ .Labour League) in abour Rev1ew, vol V,no 3



-1-

_ .
. . . I .

\ ' 1 ' ' .BACKGROUND  . I he
'1? 1- ‘ '-' .1_ _ .

.-" \ n < . _ .

. q I \ q1
. - . ‘ . . I ' ' . -I In \ , , . | . . .

u ~ - . I -‘ -

The Kronstadt insurrection broke."-out three months afterthe I
conclusion-of the civil war on-the.-E.uro.pean~fronts. ~ . g I P

Q I 5 a 1. . , _ ‘ I, , I '. .
_ 1 - _ . ,1-. - - \ - , . - _ - - - .u \ - , . . ‘ , - .~ _ .. ,~ - — .

‘ P ' . .

As the Civil ‘Var drew to a victorious end the working masses of
Russia were inastate of chronic famine.- They,were also increas-
ingly dominated by;,a ruthless regime, ruled by _a single party. The
generation which had. made October still remembered the promise of - T
the social revolution and the hopes theyhad -had ofbuilding a new kind F:
of society.j- - _. -s __ -  ‘ ,

I i Y 1 =1“
This generation had comprised a very remarkable section of the

workingclass. It had reluctantly abandoned its demands for; equality
and for r._ealfree_domp, believing; them» to be, if not incompatible with
war, at least difficult to achi~e've under wartime conditions. But once
victory was assured., the workers». in ._-the towns ,_ the sailors, -the Red .
Army men, and,-the__peasants, all those who had. sh-ed their blood
during the Civil War, could seenofurther justification for their-~ W .
hardships and for blind submission to a ferocious discipline. Even
if these ;might have had__som_e reasonin wartime, such reasons no
longer applied. t -p C .- _' . ~ N : ; ; A I .

.
. - | » I \ ' - ' _ - _\ ____ _ . .

. . _ - - 1 ‘ '. . . - . . .
‘ ‘ - ' . . '

V .ii‘»_Ihile, many had. b"een.fightingjat:the front, others - {tho s-e ‘enjoying
domi_na.nt"positions__i-n t-he State apparatus -‘had been conisolidating their
power and detaching -themselves_m.o,re- a‘nd=rr~ore from the workers.
The bureaucracy was already assuming alarming proportions. ’ The
State-machinelwjags _.i:n-.,,the hands. o_f -a single Party, it-self more and more
permeated by car,-ee,r,ist elernentsg. »A non Party worker .w-as--worth»
less, on the scales of everyday-life, than an exbourgeois or nobleman,
who had belatedly rallied togthe Party...-I E-;r,ee criticism no longer I
existed. Any Party member could denounce as ‘counter revolutionary‘
any worker simply defending his class rights and his dignity as
a worker. ; - ~._- .> ;¢ Y I " A ~ 1 _ ,~

- ._, ;,. " . -'. .
. _ . l ,4 1 _ .

Industrial andagricultura-.1 production» were decil-ining rapidly-.: ~ .
Therewere virtually no rawiqnngaterials for the fa-ctories» Machinery :=
was worn and neglected. The main concern-pof the proletariat was the
bitter fight against famine. Thefts from the factories had become
a sortof, compensation for miserably pa-idlabour. Such-the-fts contin-
ued despite, the jrepeated-sea;rches carried, -out by the Cheka at the -"j-r _.
factory gates. _ 1- .- t _ , ~ r -1; . -- ‘

¢ , I‘
., - »x . _ . _
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Workers who still had connections with the countryside would go
there to barter old clothes, matches or salt in exchange for food. The
trains were crammed with such people (the Mechotchniki). S Despite
a thousand difficulties, they would try to bring food to the famished
cities. ‘Work-ingclass anger would break out repeatedly, as. barrages
of militia confiscated the paltry loads of flour or potatoes workers .
would be carrying on their backs to prevent their kids from starving.

1 _ Q _

The peasants were submitted to compulsory requisitions. They .-
were sowing-less, despite the danger of faminethat now resulted .
from ‘bad crops. Bad crops had been common. Under ordinary. condi-
tions such crops ‘had not automatically had these disastrous effects. _
The cultivated areas were larger and the peasants would usually set-
something aside for more difficult times.

. _l‘. '
‘ _ - . \ . .

ii The situation preceding the-'Kronstadt uprising can be summed up
as a fantastic discrepancy between promise and achievement. There ,
were harsh econo'mic-difficulties. But as"important.wafs the fact that _
the generation in question had not forgotten the meaning of the rights. it"
had struggled for during the Revolution. This was to provide the real t _.
psychological backig'roundto the uprising. " . I

I I u -

The‘Ré'd Navy had problems of its own. Since the Br-est Litovsk =
peace, the Government had undertaken a complete reorganisation of the,
armed forces, on the basis of a rigid discipline, a discipline quite

\ .

incorfi'p’atible withthe erstwhile principle ofielection of officers by the
men‘-.7‘ A whole-hierarchical structure had been introduced.,. This had
gradually stifled the democratic tendencies which had prevailed at the .-.
onset of the Revolution. For purely technical reasons such a reorgani-cg
sation had not been po'ssi‘ble in the Navy, where revolutionary traditions
had strong roots. Most of the naval officers had gone over to "the is .
Whites,'an"d the sailors still retained many of the democratic rights . G
they had won in‘19l7. '-It had -not been possible completely to dismantle
their organisations. " '  I  ». ~ A '

. _ _ _ _ _ _ _
' _ . _ ; p _ 1 5I I

This state of affairs was in striking contrast with what pertained
in the rest of the armed forces. It could not last. Differences between

. | \ A h ,

the ran‘k_ and filer»-sailors and the higher comrnand. -of the armed fo-rces
steadily’~increased.f 'With the end o'f'the'-Civil War in European Russia 1
these differences became explosive. , - I

I .

. F I‘ - .-.
» l - _ II f .

' *’*"D'iscontent was notonly rampant arnongthe non Party sailors.
It also affected Communist -sailors. Attempts to ‘discipline’ the
Fleet by introducing ‘Army customs‘ , met with stiff resistance from  
1920 on. Zef, a leading Party member and a member of the

I um
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Revolutionary War Committee for the Baltic Fleet, was officially _
denounced _;by the Communistcsailorss for his ‘dictatorial attitudes‘. .
The enormouls gap de.vel_oping*between therank. andgfile and the__1e_ader-
shipiwas shown tip-during the elections toithe Eighth Congress of 1 G F
Soviets, held -in§Dece-mber 1920. At the naval base,_of ;l-?e,tro_gr,ad large
numbers of sailors had noisily left the electoral meeting, openly pro-
testing against the dispatch there as 0-fficial, delegates of people from
Politotdiel and from Comflot (i-. e. , I from the very organisations t t
monopolising political control of the Navy). _ Y

- ' ' ; - . - . .
.- - _ - .

On 15th February 192.1, the Second Conference of Coqmmunist _
Sailors of the‘Baltic Fleet had met. It had assembled 300 delegates who
had voted for the following resolutions:

.

1 .

 ‘This Second Conference of Communist Sailors condemns the
work of Poubalt (Political .Section of the Baltic Fleet). _

l. Poubalt has not only separated itself from the masses but
also from the active ‘functionaries. It has become transformed
into a bureaucratic organ, enjoying no authority among the sailors

2. There- is a total absence of plan or method in the work of. ,
Poubalt. ;~ There is also a lack of agreement betweenjits actions
andthe resolutions adopted at the Ninth Party Congress.

3. Poubalt, having totally detached it-self from the Party __ ,
masses, has destroyed all local initiative. It has transformed

- all.political work into paper work. This has had harmful
1 repercussions on the organisation of the masses in the Fleet. _

Between June and November last .year Z0 per cent. of the _
i =(sailor) Party members have left the Party. This canbe A

explained by the wrong methods of the work of Poubalt. _ G

4. The cause is to be found in the very principles of Poubalt‘s
organisation. These principles must be changed in the direction

A of greater democracy‘. . " , _ A I  ‘  _

Several delegates demanded in their speeches, the total abolition
o_f the ‘p_'ol;it~ic"al sections‘ in the Navy,_. a demand we will find yoiced
again in the sailors‘ .resolutions during the .Klron-stadtpuprising.p This _ ,
was the frame of mind in which the famous discussion on the trade
union question precedingthe Tenth Party Congress took place. r G

' --n i _ _‘

. ' v ' _ _ ‘- ‘ . . | _ »
I , _ . - . - . 1 ' _ ' " 1- _ '
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In the dojcuncents of the period,“ one can clearly”perc"eive t~he“=will""of» ‘ "
certain 'Bolsh"e‘vik l'ea_‘d"ers (among st” whom’Trdtsky) not only t0'*'ignore..the
great discontent affecting the workers and all those-i wh0‘had1fcfl1ght‘in* the?
previous period, blit also to applyimiliitary methods tothe pr-o“~bl~ems of. J

. _, _,._ ~ .- _ _

everydaylife,‘particularly to"“indust-ry and to the trade unions. . E
...r}..l ‘- ‘I - -: .. . .._. _ I _ . _ , :‘

. _ \ - _l ' - 1 9 __ l _ . - - I v _ (I ; o . ‘v. _
. _ _ _ , .-
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In the‘se'heated discus sions; the sailors of the‘ Baltic Fleet, ,
adopted a viewpoint ve‘ry"different'from Trotsky‘s.“ Atthe elections-<5
to the Tenth Party Congress, the Baltic ‘Fleet voted solidly "against its 1-
leaders: Trotsky, Peoples Commissar of War (under whose authority

n - _ .- .. ,- I _ ¢. .

the Navy came), and Ralskolnikov, ‘Chief of the Baltic Fleet. . Trotsky
and Rnaskolnikoviwere in ag‘reement- on-the Trade Union 'q'ue‘stion.--

I ' .- I

— - . _ . \_ ' - ; , _ _ - . .; ,- -._ -. .-.‘. .

The sailors sought to protest against the developing situation by
abandoning ’th‘e’: Party 'e_n7masse. "According to information released by
Sorine, Commissar for*Petro,gra'd,~”%,0OO sailors left the“~Palrty in =
January 1921 alone.

<' - . . _ ‘\ 0 _. _ _ , 1 .. _ _ ,_ . Y
‘ - * -- - _' . .. ‘ .' ""I C

 Thai-Te "is no doubt that the diseuss'ionlitaking iplace ‘within the
Partyat this ti'me“ha'd profound effects on -the masses.‘ ‘Itoverflowed
the narrow limits the Party sought to impose on it. It spread to the
working class as awh&>1¢,* to the soldiers‘-and to the sailors.  Heated "
local criticism acted as a g'e_ne*ral catalyst. The proletariat had -"
reasoned quite '1¢g1¢a11y=- if discussion andcriticismiwere permitted to
Party members, why should they not be permitted to the masses thern- _
selves who had endurediall the_hards'hips' of-the Civil ‘J~ia?r ?: I . B

In his speech to the Tenth Congress - published in th'e‘éCongress
\ .

Proceedings - Lenin voiced,-his regret a't'having' 'permitted‘- such a dis-
cussion. ‘We have certainly comm’itt1ed an "error," he said, ‘in having
authorised’ this debate. ' ‘Such a discussion was ha'rmful‘just=before the
Spring months that wouldbe loaded withsuch diff-icultiesl‘. B r

'\ I -» , > .
| i‘ , . .
‘ - . ' ' .
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PETROGRAD ON THEE-I\/E OF KRONSTADT '
I

>,- _. _ .. __ _' I .
1 Q ‘.‘ .“' _- 1 - V. ' . --\ - - ‘._ . ; __ , -- _ , . I .- . - _ _ s

I . , _ .
. . , .

l :iDie spite the fact that the population of Petr'ogfraid’-~had: d'im'ihished"-by-
two thirds, theiwinter of 11920-21' proved to be'a"particularly hardone. ~~

Food in the city had been scarce “since February 1917-and the "
situation had deteriorated from month to month. The town had always _
relied on food stuffs brought in from other parts of the country. During
the Revolution the rural economy was in crisis in many of these

_ t l
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regions. The countryrside could only feed-the capital to a very small
ext.en_-t., The catastrophic condition of the railways made things even  
worse.p, The ever increasing antagonisms between town and country
created further difficulties everywhere. _ - v g t

To these partly unavoidable factors must be -added the bureaucratic
degeneration of the administration and the rapacity: of therState organs
for food supply. Their rolein ‘feeding’ the population, was actually
a negative one. If the population of Petrograd did not die ofhunger Y
during this period, it wasrabove all thanks to its own adaptability and
initiative. ~ It got food wherever it could! ~ _ q -  

, . . .

Barter was practised on a large scale. There was still some
food to be had in the countryside, despite the smaller area under culti-
vation. The peasant would exchange this produce for the goods he ' s
lackedi boots, petrol, salt, matches. The population of the towns r .
would try and get hold of these commodities in any way it could. They
alone had real value. It would take them to the-countryside. In _
exchange people _would carry back a few pounds of flour or potatoes.
As we have mentioned before, the few trains, unheated, would be
packed with amen carrying bags on their shoulders. En route, the
trains would often have to stop because they had run out of fuel. ~
Passengers would get off and cut logs for the boilers. » J

. , -
~ » . '

Market places had officially been abolished» -But in nearly all
towns there were semi tolerated illegal markets, where barter was
carried out. Such markets existed in Petrograd. Suddenly, in the
summer of 192.0, Zinoviev issued a decree forbidding any kind of'com-
mercial transaction. The few small shops still open were closed and ,-
their doors sealed. However, the State apparatus was in -no position to
supply,-the towns. » From,~.this ,m.oment on, famine could no longer be -
attenuated by the initiative,-of the population. It became extreme. In
January 1921, according toinformation published by Petrokom.mouna
(the State Supplies Service of the town -of Petrograd), workers in
metal smelting factories were allocated rations of 8'00 grams of black
bread a day; shock workers in other factories 600 grams; workers , r r
with A.V. cards: 400 grams; other workers: 200 grams. Black bread
was the staple diet of.~the Russian people at this time.  Z  ~

But even these official rations-,were distribu-tyedr irregularly and
in even smaller amounts than those stipulated. ‘Transport workers.
would receive, at irregular intervals, the equivalent of .700-,l;,_ 000 .
calories a day. Lodgings were unheated. There was a great shortage
of both clothing and footwear. According to official statistics, working 1
class wages in 1920 in Petrograd were only 9 per cent. of those in 1913

_ i i -._ . i
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The _populati""5n was drifting away from the capital. All who had g
relatives in the country had rejoinedthem» The authentic proletariat T
remained till the end, having the most slender connections withthe o ,
countryside. S

-

S This fact mustcbe emphasised, in order to nail the official lies
seeking to attribute the Petrograd strikes that were soon to break out
to peasant elements, 'insufficiently‘""steeled in proletarian ideas’. The
real situation was the very opposite. TA few workers were seeking _
refuge in the countryside. The bulkremained. There was certainly‘
no exodus of peasants into the starving towns! A few thousand ' i 'c
'Troudarmeitzys' (soldiers of the labour armies), then in Petrograd,
did not n'?iod'i'fy the picture. It was the famous Petrograd proletariat,
the proletariat which had played such a leading "role in both previous
revolutions, that "was finally to resort to the classical weapon of the (1
classstruggle; the strike.  F '_ T 9' F

The first strike broke out at the Troubotchny factory, on 23rd ' A
February 1921. On the 24th, the strikers organised '21‘ mass demonstra-
tion in the street.-. Zinoviev sent‘ detachments of '_Koursanty' (student
officers) against them. The strikers tried to contact the Finnish ‘
Barracks-." Meanwhile, the strikes were spreading. The“Baltisky" c ‘
factory stopped work. Then the Laferrna factory and a number of ‘ '
others: the Skorokhod shoe factory, the Admiralteiski factory, the
Bormianniand Metalischeski plants, and finally, on 28th February,
the great Putilov works-itself. 9 -7' - " 9 ' 9 ' ' ‘

-I 1
. v . u . ' '

‘ I .
. ' i- . . -

" ” “The strikers were demanding measures to assist food "supplies.
Some “factories were demanding the re-establishment of the local _ A
markets, freedom to travel withinia radius of thirty miles of the city,
and the withdrawal o'f”the 'militia detachments holding th'e”_road around V
the ‘town. But sideiby side with theseeconomic demands, several
factories were putting forward more political demands: freedom of T l
speech and of the'Press, the freeingof working class political pris_-
oners. In several big ‘factories, Party spokesmen were refused F
a hearing. ' - l 9 F 7”

. , . . -
_ I k _ . . .

1 . . - I I . ,I r --I D _ II ‘ _

0 1 ‘

Confronted with the smisery of the Rus sian workers who were  ‘
seeking an outlet to their intolerable conditions, the servile Party
Committee and Zinoviev, (who according to numer"ous' accounts was _
behaving in Petrograd like a real tyrant), "couldfind no better methods
of persuasion than bruteiforce. c" ' * ' ' ' s ' ' u

; . .

J»
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Po"ukhov,* ‘official’ historian of the Kronstadt‘ revolt, w-rote.that
‘decisive class measures were needed to overcome the enemies of;-the
revolution who were using a non class conscious section of the prole-
tariat, in order to wrench power from the working class and its I
vanguard, the Communist Party‘. . -

On 24th February, the Party leaders set up a special General
Staff, called the Committee of Defence. It was composed of three
people: Lachevitch, Anzelovitch and Avrov. They were to be supported
by a number of technical assistants. In each district of the town,
a similar Committee of Three ('troika‘) was to be set up, composed of
the local Party organiser, the commander of the Party battalion of the
local territorial brigade and of a Commissar from the Officers‘ Train-
ing Corps. Similar Committees were organised in the outlying dis-
tricts. These were composed of the local Party organizer, the
President of the Executive of the local Soviet and the military
Commissar for the District.

On 24th February the Committee of Defence proclaimed a state
of siege in Petrograd‘. All circulation on the-~ streets was forbiddenr-'.-~,
after ll pm, as were all meetings and gatherings, both out of doors
and indoors, that had not been specifically permitted by the Defence
Committee." c. ‘All infringements would be dealt with according to
military law. ‘ I The decree was signed by,Ayro"v-(later, shotby the
Stalinists), Commander of the Petrogradmilitary region, :by-  1 i .-
Lachevitch (who later committed suicide), a member of the War
Council, and b~y‘Bouline (later shot by the Stalini"sts‘)5, s Comtmandenof
the fortified Petrograd District. s . Y §' 1'

A general mobilisation of Party memberswas decreed. Special
detachmentsiwere created, to be sent to ‘special destinations‘. At" the
same time, the militia. detachments guarding the roads in and outof
the town were withdrawn. Then the strike leaders were arrested. "

On 26th February the Kronstadt sailors, naturally interested in
all that was going on in Petrograd, sent delegates to find out about the  
strikes. The delegation visited a number of factories. It returned‘ to

. ' .
v __q. b
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* Poukhov: ‘The Kronstadt Rebellion of 11921‘. State Publishing -
House. ‘Young Guard‘ edition, 1931. In the series: ‘Stages ofthe .
Civil War‘.
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Kronstadt on the 28th. That same day, the crew of the battleship
'Petropavlovsl<', having discussed the situation, voted the following ~
resoluf-tion:* ~ - '

" , . .I - - I. '_ -*

'Havin§g'heard the reports of the representatives sent by the . "
General Assembly of the Fleet to find out about the situation in . -
Petrograd, the sailors demand:

1) r Immediate new elections to the Soviets. The present T -
Soviets no longer express the wishes of the workers and peasants. ~ T
The new elections should be by secret ballot, and should be preceded
by free electoral propaganda. ' ' ~ 1- ¢

0

>
. .

' 2) T -Freedom of speech and of the press for workers‘ and -
peasants, for the Anarchists, and for the Left Socialist parties.

. ¢

3) The right of assem.bly, and freedom for trade union and I
peasant organisations. ' - *-

4) The organisation, at the latest on 10th March 1921", of
a Conference of non-Party workers, -soldiers and sailors of Petrograd,
Kronstadt-~a.nTd the Petrograd District. a ~ ~ . ‘ I

' - - - . - -Q
. 4 -

5) The liberation of all political prisoners ‘of the Socialist  
parties, and of all imprisoned workers and peasants, soldiers and I
sailors belonging to working class and peasant organisations. _ . , ‘

' »" | - - .
.

6) ~ The election of .a commission to look into the dossiers of ¢
all those detained in prisons and concentration camps. .. S ;.

" *7) The abolition of all political sections in the armed forces.
No political party should have privileges for the propagation ofits s
ideas, orreceive-State subsidies to this-end. In the place of the v’ ~
political sections, various cultural groups should be set up, deriving..
resources from the State.

_ o- _ , V . | I
' I , ' ‘ | ' .

- ' I .
. -‘ -__ '1, 0 _ _ _ _‘ ' . , I ,,

. - _ . _ , -

.__ _ _ _ _ I _ ; I _ _ , -_ . _
I ‘ I ' ' . - ' '_ . . . - 1 ‘I _ _ _ . _

* This resolution was subsequently endorsed by all the Kronstadt
sailors in General Assembly, and bya number of groups of R_ed_i_¢\rm_y_
Guards. It was also endorsed by the whole working population of
Kronstadt in General Assempblyt-_ Wlltzbecame thepoliticalprogramme
of the insurrection. It therefor-e deserves a careful anarlys-is. ,- . _
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8) The immediate abolition of the militia detachments set up
..-. . , _ _ - '- .

between towns and countryside. " Y1’ c '
_. -

. ‘ ‘ '1 -

9) _ The equalisation of rations for all workers, except those
engaged in dangerous or unhealthy jobs. S

V“ T P 10) The abolition of Party combat detachments in all military
groups. The abolition of Party guards infactories and enterprises.
If guards are required, 't’h’ey should be nominated, taking into account
the views of the werkers.

11) The granting to the peasants of freedom of action on their
own soil, and of the right to own cattle, provided they look after them
themselves and do not employ “hired labour.  T S

1 '- _

12) We request that all military units and officer trainee
groups associate themselves with this resolution. ' c ‘

13) We demandthat the Press give proper publicity to this
resolution. i c ‘ " i

S o '14) We demand theiin-stitution of mobile workers‘ control groups.
' ' P " ‘ . _¢ .

u. .

L 1 15) ' We demand that handicraft production be ‘authorised provided
it does not utilise wage labour‘. ' T - i

| v '

a.
| I‘

. . ' _ " _ 1

0 1 _ . ' _. . _
.

ANALYSE OF THE KRONSTADT PROGRAMM
, C

The Kronstadt sailors and the Petrograd strikers knew quite well -
that Russia's economic status was at the root of the political. crisis.
Their discontent was caused both by the famine and by thewhole evolu-
tion of the political situation. ‘The Russian workers were increasingly
disillusioned in their greatesthope: the Soviets. Daily theysaw the
power of a single Party substituting itself for that of the Soviets. A
Party, moreover, which was degenerating rapidly through the exercise
of absolut'e'p'ower,v- and which was already riddledwith careerists. It
was againstthe monopoly exercised by this Party "in all fields of life
that the working class sought to react.

. _ _ _

Point (1) of the Kronstadt resolution expressed an idea shared by
the best elements of the Russian working class. Totally ‘bolshevised'
Soviets no longer reflected the wishes of the workers and peasants.
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Hence the demand for new elections, to be carried out according to the
. ' v ' . -A . " -'-. r -= E

principle of full equality for all working class political tendencies.
' r I F - - -

_ - ' _ - - .- - -. .. ,. . , , 3 _-K
'5 ' . q . . H -llv ' .- *_ ,. r ._ - | . ' . ,1 -

Such a regeneration of theySo_'viets__wou_ld imp1y__the, granting to all
working class tendencies of the possibility for expressing themselves
freely, .without-fear of calumny or ,extermina_tion__. lnlflence, quite natur-
ally, there followed the _i_d_ea- of ‘freedom of e§tpresf_s'ion/, of the Press, of
Assembly: and _of.organisaition, contained inPoint _ i_ I _ 6 p 

. - 1 . .- - ' ' . . q . 1 I A .

0 1

. ..... ' - ... -' - ‘-1-u - _v '-

We must stress that by 1921 the class struggle in the countryside
had beenfought to a virtual standstill. The vast majority. of the

->1" .- ‘ ' . _ . -,,: '. . '

'kula_ks' had been dispossessed. It is quite wrong to claim that the
' - ' ' ' - . - 1 ‘ ~ 1

granting of basic freedoms to the peasant_s___y- as demanded in Point (3); a-
would have meant restoring political rights to the kulaks. It was only
a few years later that the peasants were exhortekd to ‘enrich th,emselves'
- and thisby Bukharin, then an officii'al,,Pairt¥y spokesman. i i V _

. ..‘ . ' ' '. ._' ,- ~ ' \ ' . ' .

.TheK1‘Qnstadt resolution, had the meyritof stating things fopenly

. Y |- . . . . ~

and clearly. But it was breaking no new ground. Its main ideas were
being discussed everywhere. For having, in one way or anotherfput
forward precisely such id-eats, workersarnd peasants were already fill-
ing the prisons and the recently set "up. concentration camps. The men
of Kronstadt did not desert their comrades.‘ Point (6) of their resolu-

. . . _ . 1- _ . - -_. _ _._ _ ._ , . . ,

tion shows that they intended tolook into they whole j_uridical apparatus.
They already had serious doubts as to its objectivity as an organ of their
rule. The Kronstadt sailors were thereby showing a spirit of solidarity
in the best working class tradition. In July 1917, Kerensky had arrested
a=_deputa_tion _Of_th€ Ba.ltic"jFlee__t that had come to Petrograd. .Krjons__tadt,~, _,

'1 _-_ E ' 1, _ . '- I . .5 i _ . . I I J '_ - I .I ' .'

had iimmediately sentaahfurthier depuftat;ion_,to insist “on.theiiri'rie1ease'.¥ ' ’
In 1921, this tradition was being spontaneously renewed.

' | ‘ . _ -. . . . 1 - F . _ ,.. _~ , , s_ - » .
. . - . . . . . . . V .1 , . , . . . .

* - _ . ‘ , - .\ . _ . _ ' -

. Points (-7) and (,10_),__of the resolution atta_cked,th.e.politica;1 ; i
monopoly being.;epxercise_dp by the rul_i»ng»Par,ty._ ThePar,tywas
State. funds, in an exclusiveand uncontrolled ,manner ,to .eXt§3nd its-. ,, ;.

, , - ' . .- . .v - ._- - , _ 1 - 1, ., I - . - . - . . _- ' . . ¢. ’ .- .- .-

influ,en¢_€_ both in .the.Army__a_nd in the police... _- - M,._ _,,.
u a , v: _ .- | \

~' ' ".‘-.~ _,‘. "; --' , -_ _ '- "1" -": - "' --_ -. - 1.»-"Ir" " "‘- '

_ ,- v Point, (9), ofthe resolution demanded equal rations forwall workers.
. . s , I , I - - . - - - ., -_ . w .

..- ' - I - . _ _ _ ' . ' ,- 0 ‘ | - - '

This destroys Trotsky‘s, accu_sation of 1938*,according toitwhich men
of K_ron,stadt wanted privileges, while the country was hungry‘. _ _ t

: ' . - i
. - .' . ». , , , . -_ _ , ‘ ,_ V . . ' I -\ - - .

. - - . _ - ' ' - . \ -
- - _ - . ' .. _ I '| -

 

*. The accusation was;»made'inr answer to ~a'1questio-input to "Trotsky
by Wedelin"‘Thom,a*‘€.-i a mem'ber= of the New York Gom.m'iss'ion of - ”
Enqui-‘r‘Y"into th~’e“Mosc6w“Tr-"ials‘. 5 , ~ “ ' » s ‘ I ‘ "
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. c " -'"Point:":(1:4~). clearly raisedthe qu-est-ion‘.of wor-_ke;rs‘ control. Both
beforevand during the Oc.tober Retvolution this demand hard provoked
a powerful .'=e.-cho among the‘ working class. The KIQIlSgt&dt§ sailors -- _, 1
understood quite clearly that. real controlhad escaped -from the hands r r
of t-h>e rank and; file They sought to brin_g;_.it, back,» TTI'1€~Bolsheviks '
meanwhile» sought to rvestrall control in jthe hands of a special--1. " ,
C0m.m;is:sariat-, theL_Rabkrin- Workers»-and Peasants Inspection.*

- -" "\. . . . _' -. 1 _ _ ‘ q _ I Q I _ , _ _ V_ . .

Q | _1 ' . . - - . | . . _

. Point (11) reflected the demands of the peasants to whom the
Kronstadt sailors had remained linked -9-‘ as had, as a;matter of fact,
the whole of the Russian proletariat. The basis of this link ‘is to be __
found in the specific history of Russian industry. Because of feudal
backwardness, Rus sian industry did not find its roots in petty handi-
craft. Irrtheir great majority, the Russian workers came directly . _,
from the peasantry- This must be stressed. The Baltic sailors of
1921'i*we»r.»e,.- it is true, closely linked with the peasantry- But neither 9
more so nor less thanhad been the sailorsof 1917. - y  c 9

\ D !

‘In their-resolution, the ‘Kronstadt sailors were taking up once
again one of the big demands of October.  They were supporting those
peasant claims demanding the lan-d and the right to own cattlefor those  
peasants who.“ did not exploit the labour of others. In 1921, moreover,  
there was another aspect to this particular demand. It was an
attempt to solve the ifood question, which was -becoming desperate.
Under 'th'e- sygstem Lof forced requisition, the population of the towns 1
was lit_era*l-lyjfdying ofhunger. Why, incidentally, shouldthe satis- 9
faction of.-thesedemands bedeemed ‘tactically correct‘ when . '
advocated by Lenin, in March 1921, and ‘counter revolutionary‘ i
when put forward by the peasants themselves a few weeks earlier?

I - I

' .

. I
» . 1 _, I ‘I; “ 1

I‘-* - ~‘ . ' .\.. : ' ’

* Whum ‘has historyvindifcateidjinjthis matter? Shortly before his
second:str'ok'e,_ Leniniwas 55".».-1£’e' (‘Pravda‘, 28th January, 1923):. I I
‘Let us speak frankly. The Inspection now enjoys no authority what-9”
soever. Everybody knows that there is no worse institution than our '
Inspection‘. This was said a bare eighteen months after the
suppression of Kronstadt.  

. ,_‘ . _

(It is worth pointing out that Stalin had been the chief of the Rabkrin from
1919 till the spring of 1922, when he became General Secretary of the
Party. He continued to exercise a strong infl-u-ence over Rabkrin even
after he had formally left it. Lenin, incidentally, had voiced no objec-
tion to Stalini'sap_pointment or a-ctivgit;ie_s in this post. ~ That,only came
later. Lenin hadin fact»def'ended~ both Stalin and Rabkrin against some t
of Tr-o~tsky‘s more farsighted c"riti,cism_s - see I. Deutscher, ,‘l‘;}_1_e
Prophet Unarmed‘, pp. 4.7-48. - Note added in ‘Solidarity‘, Vol. 2,
No. 7, p. 2?).
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What was-so counter reivolutionaryt about; the Kronstadt proigramme?
What could justify the crusadteilgaunthed by the Party against Kronstadt‘?
A ‘workers and peasa-nts‘ regime that did~not wish to -base itself exclus-
ively onlies andterror, had to take account of. the peasantry. It need
not thereby have lost itsvrevo-lutionary character. ‘The men of Kronstadt
were not alone, moreover, inputting -forward -such demands. In:192.1 , I
Makhno‘s followers were still active in‘ the Ukraine. i This revolutionary
peasant movement was evolving its own ideas and methods of struggle.
The Ukrainiallpeasatntry had played a predominant role in-chasing out
the feudal hordes. It had earned the right itself to determine the forms
of its social life.   - A '- , ‘ j ' 9 a 1 - ~ ‘ 1

. ' ' ' . .

. 0 ' I ,- . 1 » . .

,.De_spite Trotsky‘s categorical and unsub-sta‘ntiated- assertions, the -
Makhno movem ent was in no sense whatsoever a kulak movement. . - 1.
Koubanin, the official Bolshevik historian of the Makhno movement,
shows statistically, in a book edited by the Party's Historical Institute,
that the Makhno movement at first appeared and developed most  "
rapidly, in precisely those areas where the peasants were poorest.
The Makhno movement was crushed before it had a chance of .showing
in practice its full creative abilities.  The fact that during the-Civil -*
War it had been capable of creating its own specific forms of struggle,
leads one to guess that it. could have-been capable of allot -more. »

, . _ . . , .. - . - _ . ._ ' n , s .
| . ' '

As a matter of fact, in r-elation-to,_ agrarian policy, nothing was-to‘
prove more disastrous than the zig+.za'g's of the Bolsheviks. 1931, ten
years after Kronstadt, Stalin was-to'decree his famous ‘liquidation;.of c
the kulaks'. This resulted inianiatrocious famine and in the loss -of
millions of.hu'm-a=-n-lives. . ;;; ~ ' A ‘ .  é ” i

- 1,. r r '
.-. s ' I, .' _ -

In - _ _, . ' -. "--.

Let us finally consider Point (15) of the Kronstadt resolution,
demanding freedom for handicraft production. This was not a question
of principle. For the workers of Kronstadt, handicraft.product_ion was .

.- |' "--

to compensate for an industrial production that had fallen to
Through this demand they__we're;_seekin‘g away out of their intol9_e_rabl'e 1
economic plight. 1' A A I l I A , .9 L _

, ,

, . - | -

MASS l\/1EETH\lGS  r  
The Kronstadt Soviet. was? due to be renewed on 2nd March. .

I I . ; e O .
_. . r I _ ' . f ' - I - ' '

' . = ' -' '. . . - - ' I _ . ‘ ‘._ _ - . - . _, - -

i A.-meeting ofthe First‘ end‘ Second "Battleship-Sections had been .
planned for,-_l.s.t March. The notification .had.been;.pub1ishedinf the -
official journal of the city of Kronstadt. The speakers were-to‘ iniclurde

q » I ' - .1 _ _ . . Y _
- . I .. , > , ‘ .

n n _ _ . , -
| . .
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Kalinin, President of the All Russian Executive of Soviets, and
KKouzmin, political commissar to the Baltic Fleet. ‘J-Jhen Kalinin

arrived,” ,he’was_.rece:i'ved with mu,__si_ic and_ flags. A Allimilitary honours,  
were accorded him. - ' I ‘ ‘ ' W  -

Sixteen thousand people attended the meeting. Party member
Vassiliev, president of the local soviet, took the chair. The delegates
who had visited Petrograd the previous day gave their reports. The
resolution adopted on 28th February by the crew of the battleship up  
‘Petropavlovsk‘ was distributed. Kalinin and Kouzmjin opposedthe j
resolution. They proclaimed that ‘Kr-onstadt did not represent the
whole of Russia‘.

Nevertheless, the mass assembly adopted the Petropavlovsk
resolution. In fact only two people voted against it: Kalinin and '
Kouzmini _

The mass assembly decided to send a delegation of 30_ workers
to Petrograd to study the situation on the SpOt. It was also decided to i
invite delegates from Petrograd to‘ visit Kronstadt, so_ that theyi_sh'ould
get to know what the’ sailors were rleaily thinking. A further mass '
meeting was plannedfor the following day, grouping delegates from ‘ A
ships‘ crews, from the Red Army groups, from State institutions, _
from the dockyards and factories, and from the trade unions, to A
decide on the procedure of new elections to the local soviet. At the
end of the meeting, Kalinin was allowed to regain Petrograd in all __ _
safety. - i 9 t

The following day, Znd Ma'rch, the delegates meeting took place:
in the House of Culture. According to the official Kronstadt ‘Izvestia‘,
the appointment of delegates had taken place properly. The delegates
all insisted that the elections be carried out in a loyal and correct
manner. Kouzmin and Vassiliev spoke first. Kouzmin stated that
the Party would not relinquish power without a fight. Their speeches
were so aggressive and provocative that the assembly ordered them
to leave the meeting and put them under arrest. Other Party
members were, however, allowed to speak at length during the
debate.

The meeting of delegates ‘endorsed by an overwhelming majority
the Petropavlovsk resolution. It then got down to examining in detail
the question of elections to the new soviet. These elections were to
‘prepare the peaceful reconstruction of the Soviet regime‘. The work
was constantly interrupted by rumours, spreading through the assem-
bly, to the effect that the Party was preparing to disperse‘ the '
meeting by force. The situation was extremely tense.
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.p Because of the threatening speeches of the representatives of the
State p_ower_- Kouzmlin and Vassiliev .-and fearing retaliation, -the
assemblydecided to_ form. a Provisional Revolutionary Committee, to
which it entrusted the administration of the town and the fortress. ,The
Committee, held its first session aboard the ‘Petropavlovsk', the 9 9
battleship in which Kouzmin and Vassiliev were being detained.

The leading body of the assembly of delegates all became mem-
bers of the Provisi_onal Revolutionary Committee. They were: ~_ _

Petritchenko, chief quartermaster of the battleship ‘Petropavlovsk’,
Yakovenko, liaison telephonist to the Kronstadt section, ,
Ossossov, boilerman in the battleship 'Sebastopol',
Arkhipov, chief engineer, , T
Perepelkin, electrician ‘in thebattleship 'Sebastopol‘,
Patrouchev, chief electrician in the .'Petropav1ovsk',
Koupolov, head male nurse, '
Verchinin, sailor in the 'Sebastopol‘,
Toukin, worker in the 'Electrotechnical' factory,

Q .

Romanenko, docks maintenance worker, '
Orechin, headmaster of the Third Labour School,
Valk, sawmill worker,
Pavlov, _worl_<er_in a marine mining shop, ,_ .1
Boikov. heaydgof the building section of the Kronstadt fortress, _

II \ - .-. - .

Kilgast," harbour pilot. A _ A  , _

The ma_jo_rity of the members of the Provisional Revolutionary V
Committee were sailors with a long service. This contradicts the
‘official’ version of the Kronstadt events, which seeks to attribute the
leadership of the revolt to elements having recently joined the Navy
and having nothing in common with the heroic sailors of 1917-1919. g

The first proclamation of the Provisional Revolutionary Committee
stated: .'We are concerned to avoid bloodshed. Our aim is to_create
through theijoint efforts of town and fortress the proper conditions for
regular and honest elections to the new soviet‘. _

_ . ‘ _
. . . . - . ' ‘

Q 0 .

. - - ' 0 - ' ' '.
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,9 Later that day, under the leadership of the Provisional Re_volu- _ _
tionary Committee, the inhabitants of Kronstadt occupied all strategic!

. ‘ ,
. - .. . - - r
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points in" the town, taking over the State establishments, the Staff '1
Headquarters, and the telephone andewireless buildings." Committees
were elected in all battleships and regiments. At about 9. O0 p.m. ,
most of the forts and most detachments of the Red Army had rallied.
Delegates coming from Oranienbaum had also declared their support
for the Provisional Revolutionary Committee. That sam.e~day the
‘1zvestia‘ printshops were occupied. ~

 On the morrow, 3rd March, the men of Kronstadt published the
first issue of the ‘Izvestia of the Provisional Revolutionary Commit-
tee‘.* In it one read: ‘The Communist Party, master of the State,
has detached itself from the masses. It has shown itself incapable of
getting the country out of its mess. Countless incidents have recently
occurred in Petrograd and Moscow which show clearly that the Party
has lostthe confidence of the working masses. The Party is ignoring
working class demands, because it believes that these demands are
theresult of counter revolutionary activity. In this the Party is
making a profound mistake‘.

BOLSHEVIK‘ SLANDERS
q

|

-\

Meanwhile, 1V1OSCOW Radio was broadcasting as follows:
‘Struggle against the White Guard Plot‘. And, ‘Just like other White
Guard insurrections, the rnutiny of ex General Kozlovsky and the crew
of the battleship ‘Petropavlovsk‘ has been organised by Entente spies.
Thisis clear from the fact that the French paper ‘Le Monde‘ pub-
lished the following message from Helsingfors two weeks before the
revolt of General Kozlovsky: “We are informed from Petrograd that
as the result of the recent Kronstadt revolt, the Bolshevik military
authorities have taken a whole series of measures to isolate the town
and to prevent the soldiers and sailor.s of Kronstadt from entering‘ ‘
Petrograd“. ‘ '

i“ ‘It is therefore clear that the Kronstadt revolt is being led from
Paris. The French counter espionage is-mixed up in the whole affair.
History is repeating itself.- The Socialist Revolutionaries, who have
their headquarters in Paris, are preparing the ground for an insurrec-
tion against the 'Soviet'pow‘er.'- ~ The ground prepared, their real master,

-' . A ' Q 3 ' ~ -
- ' | '- .-- 4-

' ' I
' I . _ ‘ Q

¢ ' .

* The entire file of this short lived journal was reprinted as an
appendix to a book ‘Pravda o Kronshtadte‘ (The Truth about
Kronstadt), published in Prague, in 1921.
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the Tsarist general appeared. The history of Koltchak, installing his __
power in the wake of that of the Socialist Revolutionaries, is being
repeated‘. - (Radio Stanzia Moskva and Radio Vestnik Rosta M-oskva,
3rd Mgarch 1921.)

The two antagonists saw-the facts differently. Their outlooks
were poles apart.

The call issued by -Moscow's Radio Stanzia was obviously conning
from the Politbureau‘s top leaders. It had Lenin's approval, who must
have been fully aware of what was happening at Kronstadt. Even assum-
ing that he had had to rely on Zinoviev for information, whom he knew
to be cowardly and liable to panic, it is‘ difficult to believe that Lenin
misunderstood the real state of affairs. On 2nd March, Kronstadt had
sent an official delegation to see him. It would have been enough to
cross question it in order to ascertain the true situation.

Lenin, Trotsky, and the whole Party leadership knew quite well
that this was no mere ‘generals‘ revolt‘. Why then invent this legend
about General Kozlovsky, leader of the mutiny? The answer lies in
the bolshevik outlook, an outlook at times so blind that it could not see
that lies were as likely to prove nefarious as to prove helpful. The
legend of General Kozlovsky opened the path to another legend: that of
the Wrangel officer allegedly conspiring with Trotsky in 1928-Z9. It
in fact opened the path to the massive lying of the whole Stalin era.

Anyway, who was this General Kozlovsky, denounced by the
official radio as the leader of the insurrection? He was an artillery
general, and had been one of the first to defect to the Bolsheviks. He
seemed devoid of any capacity as a leader. At the time of the insur-
rection he happened to be in command of the artillery at Kronstadt.
The communist commander of the fortress had defected. Kozlovsky,
according to the rules prevailing in the fortress had to replace him.
He, in fact, refused, claiming that as the fortress was now under the
jurisdiction of the Provisional Revolutionary Committee, the old rules
no longer applied. Kozlovsky remained, it is true in Kronstadt, but
only as an artillery specialist. Moreover, after the fall of Kronstadt,
in certain interviews granted to the Finnish press, Kozlovsky accused
the sailors of having wasted precious time on issues other than the
defence of the fortress. He explained this in terms of their reluctance
to resort to bloodshed. Later, other officers of the garrison were
also to accuse the sailors of military incompetence, and of complete
lack of confidence in their technical advisers. Kozlovsky was the only
general to have been present at Kronstadt. This was enough for the
Government to make use of his name. a
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_ _ The m.en»;,of Kronstadt did, up to a point, make» use of the-military
knowhow of certain officers in the fortress at the time. -Some of these
officers may have given the men advice out of sheer hostility to the .
Bolsheviks. But in their attack on Kronstadt, the Government forces
were also making use of ex Tsarist officers. Onthe one side~{t_h-ere
were Kozlovsky, Salomianov, and Arkannikov; on the other, ex 1 --
Tsarist officers and specialists of the old regime, such as Toukhat---
chevsky, Kamenev, and Avrov. On neither side were these officers
an independent force. - .9 3 .

0 . _

EFFECTS ON THEQPARTY RANK-AND~F|l_E
On 2nd March, the Kronstadt sailors, aware of their rights,

their duties and'the moral authority vested in them by their revolu-
tionary past, attempted to set the soviets on a better path. They saw
how distorted they had become through the dictatorship of a single
party. 9 g  c 1 - .

1 On 7.th March, the Central Governnf-1en9t launched its military
onslaught against Kronstadt. _:9;~ 9 - 9 A _

, .\
. \

. > '

‘Nhat had happened between these two dates ?

In Kronstadt, the Provisional Revolutionary Committee,
enlarged during a mass meeting by the co -option of five new members,
had started to reorganise social life -in both .tow9n and fortress. It
decided to arm the workers of Kronstadt to ensure the internal pro-
tection of the town. It decreed the compulsory re-election, within
three days, of the leading trade union committees and of the Congress
of Trade Unions, in which bodies it wished to vest considerable
powers. T. c

Rank and file members of the Communist Party were showing
their confidence in the Provisional Revolutionary Committee by a mass
desertion from the Party. A number. of-them formed a Provisional

9 Party Bureau which issued the following app-ealz. ~ . T =

r 9 ‘Give no credence to the absurd rumours - spread by provoca-
teurs seeking bloodshed - according to which responsible Party
comrades are being shot, or to rumours alleging that the Party is
preparing an attack against Kronsltadt. This is ‘anmabsurd lie, ‘spread
byagents of‘ the Entente, seeking‘ to .overthr“o‘w.' the po.werfof the _ '

1 - .
- - \ . . _ p » . . . ~ , r _ 'I ' ‘ 4 -sov1e:s. = = - .» ». .  - -,. 
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 - - ‘The Provisional Party Bureau considers re..-elections to the
Kronstadt Soviet to. be indispensable. It calls on all its supporters 9
to take part in these elections. - _ 9 9: _ » 9? i

‘ A

9 ‘The-Provisional Party Bureau calls on all its supporters to 9
remain at their posts and to: create no obstacles to the measures taken
by the Provisional Revolutionary Committee- - 2

x - I '

‘Long live the power of the Soviets!
‘Long live international working class unity!

‘Signed (on behalf of the Provisional Party Bureau hof~Kron9sta_d_t)_:9p
.- ‘ILINE (ex commissar for supplies), Y. 4_

PERVOUCHIN (ex President of the local Executive
9 . - Committee),  

KABANOV (ex President of the Regional Trade Union *
. .9 Bureau)‘. 9

. i ' 1

The Stalinist historian Poukhov referring to this appeal, declared
that ‘it can only be considered a treasonable act and an opportunist
step towards an agreement with the leaders of the insurrection, who
are obviously playing a counter revolutionary role'.* Poukhov admits
that this document had ‘a certain effect‘ on the rank and file of the
Party. According to him, 780 Party members in Kronstadt left the
Party at this time!

, .

Some of thoseresigning from the Party sent letters to the
Kronstadt ‘Izvestia‘, giving reasons for their action. The teacher
Denis sov wrote: ‘I openly declare tothe Provisional Revolutionary
Committee that as from gunfire directed at Kronstadt, I no longer
consider. myself a member of the Party. I support the call issued
by the workers of Kronstadt. All power to the Soviets, not to the '
Partyl‘. .

-A military group assigned to the specialcompany dealing with
discipline also issued a declaration: ‘We, the "undersigned, joinedthe-v
Party believing it to express the wishes of the -working masses.f In
fact the Party has proved itself an executioner of workers and peasants.
This is revealed quite clearly by recent events in Petrograd. These
events show up the face of the Partyleaders. The recent broadcasts
from Moscow show clearly that the Party leaders areprepared to

* ~ ‘Poukhov: ‘The Kronstadt Rebellion of 1921‘. In series ‘Stages of
the Civil War‘, p.‘ 95. 7 ‘Young Guard‘ ‘edition, 1931;" State Publishing
House, Moscow. A  
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resort to any means in order to retain power.
_ ._ , __ . ;..

_._' _. -. 9 I I _

‘We askthat henceforth, we no longer be con9sid9ered9Party
members.  We rally to_the call issued bythe Kronstadt garrisfon 99 9
in its resolution of Znd March. I we invite other comrades‘ who have A

- v n. _ __ 9 ,. . 9 F , V

become aware of the error of their ways, 9publica‘lly't9o9recognise ' 9
the fact. ' I ' in I 1 ‘u - 1

_ -' . - u . , -_
' |

' n ' . I .

‘Signed: GUTMAN, YEFIl9V19OV, KOUDRIATZEV, ANDREEV. 9
(‘Izvestia‘ of the Provisional Revolutionary Committee, 7th_ March
1921)‘. '

9 The Communist Party members in the ‘Rif‘ fort published the
following resolution: "During the last three years, many greedy‘
careerists have flocked to our Party. This has given rise to ‘
bureaucracy and has gravely hampered the struggle for economic
reconstruction. ‘9 " ' 9 9 ' I " 9 '

1
' - - n ‘ -

‘Ou9r Party has 9always faced up to the problemof the struggle
against the e9ne'mies' of the proletariat and of the working ‘masses. We
publically9 declare that we intend9to9 continue in the future our ‘defence
of the rights secured by the working class. _W'e will allow no White

. . 0 '

Guard to take advantage of the difficult situation confronting the '
Republic of Soviets. At the first attempt directed against its power
wewill know how to retaliate.  . , _

‘ ' ' | .

‘We fully accept theauthority of the Provisio9n9al9 Revolutionary
Commiittee, which" is setting itself the objective of creating soviets 9

. . .

genuinely representing the proletarian and working9 masses.‘  '

‘Long live the power of the Soviets, the real defenders of working
class rights. ' 9 9 ‘ ‘ 9‘ "

' . ' ' - ‘ - 1 ' . n

' ‘Signed: the Chairman and Secretary of the meeting of Commun-
ists in Fort"Rif‘. (‘ ‘ of the Provisional R99evolutionary
Committee, 7th March 1921). ' ' "' ”

_ 9’ . - - . ' _

' I Were such declarationsforcibly extractedfrom Party members
by the regime of terror directed against Party members allegedly
reigning in Kronstadt at the time? Not a shred of evidence has been
produced to this effect. Throughout the whole insurrection not 9 9 9
a single imprisonedCommunist was shot. 9 Andthis despitethe fact

. - _ v . ~

that among the priso9ners9were men 9responsible for the fleet such as
Kouzmin an9d Batys. ' The vast majo‘ri-ty- of Communist Party members
were in fact left entirely free. I I9 9999 I9  9 9

. . 9 . 0 9 9‘
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In the 'Izvestia' of the Provisional Revolutionary Committee for

7th March, one can read under the heading ‘We are not seeking
revenge’, the following note: p'pThe prolonged oppression to which the
Party dictatorship has submitted the workers has provoked a natural
indignation among the masses. This has led, in certain places, to
boycotts and sackings directed against the relatives of Party members.
This must not take place. We are not seeking revenge. We are only
defending our interests as workers. We must act cautiously. We
must only take action against those who sabotage or those who through
lying propaganda seek to prevent a reassertion of working class power
and rights'.’ .

In Petrograd, however, humanist ideas of rather a different kind
were prevailing. As soon as the arrests of Kouzmin and Vassiliev were
learned, the Defence Committee ordered the arrests of the families of
all Kronstadt sailors known to be living in Petrograd. A Government
plane showered Kronstadt with leaflets saying: ‘The Defence Committee
announces that it has arrested and imprisoned the families of the
sailors as hostages for the safety of communist comrades arrested
by the Kronstadt mutineers. We refer specifically to the safety of
Fleet Commissar Kouzmin, and Vassiliev, President of the Kronstadt
Soviet. If a hair of their heads is touched, the hostages will pay  
with their lives‘. ('Izvestia' of the Provisional Revolutionary _
Committee, 5th March 1921). y  

The Provisional Revolutionary Committee replied with the follow-
ing radio nmessage: ‘In. the name of the Kronstadt garrison, the
Provisional Revolutionary Committee of Kronstadt insists on the
liberation, within 24 hours, of the families of the workers, sailors
and red soldiers arrested as hostages by the Petrograd Soviet.

‘The Kronstadt garrison assures you that in the city of Kronstadt,
Party members are entirely free and that their families enjoy absolute
immunity. We refuse to follow the example of the Petrograd Soviet.

1

We consider such methods, even when conducted by ferocious hatred,  
as utterly shameful and degrading. , ' - I _

‘Signed: PETRITCHENKO, sailor, President of the,Prov-isional
Revolutionary Committee; KILGAST. Secretary‘. P i y .

To refute rumours according, to which Party members were being
ill treated, the Provisional Revolutionary Committee set; up a special
Commission to investigate the cases of the imprisoned c'ornmunists. In
its issue of r-4th March, the i'Izvestia' of the Provisional Revolutionary
Committee announced that a Party member would be attached to P-the
Commission. It is doubtful if this body ever got to work, as two days

A-1

I-I
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later the bombardmentof Krons._tadt_-v began. M The Provisional Revolu-
tionary Comtnitteie did, however, receive a Party_.delegation_. It
granted it;pe-rmission to visitthe pr_i_soners‘in_the ‘Pe‘trop_avlo_vsk‘. The
prisoners had, even been allowed to hold meetings among them selvesg
and to .edrita;wall newspaper. (Zaikovski: ‘Kronstadt fro_m,‘l9l_'(nto ‘_
1921». , .  ,, _ n,M‘ _'n‘ pt

-n

. I _ _ _
- - v .

Therewas no terror in Kronstadt. Under very difficult and " P A
tragic circumstances, the ‘rebels‘ had done their utmost to applythe ‘
basic principles of working class democracy. If many rank andfile‘
communists decided to support the Provisional Revolutionary Commit-
tee, it was because this body expressed the wishes and aspirations of
the working people. In retrospect, this democratic self assertion of
Kronstadt may appear surprising. It certainly contrasted with the _
actions and frame of mind prevailing among the Party leaders in
Petrograd and Moscow. They remained blind, deaf and totally lacking
in understanding of what Kronstadt and the working masses of the
whole of Russia really wanted.

’ .

. Catastrophe could still have been averted during those tragic
days. Why then did the Petrograd Defence Committee use such abusive
language‘? The only conclusion an objective observer can come to is
that it was done with the deliberate intention of provoking bloodshed,
thereby ‘teaching everyone a lesson‘ as to the need for absolute
submission to the central power. '

Ti-\:‘RE%\TS AND EBR I BES  
On 5th March, the Petrograd Defence Committee issued a call to

the rebels. ‘You are being told fairy tales when they tell you that
Petrograd is with you or that the Ukraine supports you. These are
impelrtinent lies. The last sailor in Petrograd abandoned you when he
learned that youwere led by generals like Kozlovsky. Siberia and the
Ukraine support the Soviet power. ?Red Petrograd laughs at the miser-
able efforts of a handful of White Guards and Socialist Revolutionaries.
You are surrounded on all sides. ‘A few hours more will lapse and then
you will be compelled to surrender. Kronstadt has neither bread nor
fuel. IF "YOU ‘INSIST, "WE"WILL SHOOT YOU LIKE PARTRIDGES.

1 .

. . _ ' ~ n ‘ r

‘At the last minute, all those generals, the Kozlovskys, the
Bourksers, and all "that riff raff-, the Pet'ri‘cheinkos andthe Tourins
willflee to Finland, to the White Guards. And you, rank and file
soldiers andfsail‘o'rs, ‘where will you go ‘then’? Do_n"t believe them

. I -r . ,. * . ' I -
- , 4 . _ , ' _ . - . . - _ ‘ '

~ ' ' . _ ' ' ‘
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when they promise to feed you in Finland.‘ Haven't you heard what  .
happened to Wrangel‘s, supporters ? They were transported to  
Constantinople. There they are dying like flies, in’ their thousands, A
of hunger and disease._ This is the fate that awaits you, unless you _
immediately take a grip of yourselves. Surrender immediately!‘ f p ,
Don't waste a minute. Collect your weapons and come over to us. l
Disarm and arrest your criminal leaders, and in particular the Tsarist
generals. Whoever surrenders immediately will be forgiven.
Sur render now. f i

u .. | ,

u ‘Signed: ‘The Defence Committee‘. , __ __
. _ I .

_ _ . .
. ~ _ - - .

In reply to these threats from Petrograd, the Provisional Revolu-
tionary Committee issued a final. appeal. I V . n Y _ _

‘ I |

J .rro AI.-L, TO ALL,  TO ALL. _  
0

‘Comrades, workers, red soldiers and sailors! Here in Kronstadt
we know full well how much you and your wives and your children are

, - . 4I

suffering under the iron rule of the Party. _ We have overthrown the
Party dominated Soviet. ‘The Provisional Revolutionary Committee is
today starting elections to a‘ new Soviet. _It willbe freely elected, and
itiwill reflect the wishes of the _w_hp_l_e working population, and of the '
garrison - and not just those of a handful of Party members.  _

‘Our cause is just. We stand for the power of the Soviets, not for
that of the Party. We stand for freely elected representatives of the
toiling masses. De_forme‘d ‘Soviets, domsinatedfipjby the Party, have
remained deaf ,1=00~.£1~. pleas. Our appeals have been answered with
bullets. i " ‘ Y

I I

‘The workers‘ patience is becoming exhausted. So now they are
seeking to pacify you with-crumbs. On Zinoviev‘s orders the militia
barrages have been withdrawn. Moscow has allocated ten rnill-ion S '
gold roubles for the purchase abroad of foo-d stuffs and other?--articles
of first ‘necessity. But werknow that the Petrograd proletariat will not
be bought over‘ in this way." Over the heads of the Party, we ho-ld oiut
to you the fraternal hand of revolutionaryrKronstadt. - - L

.' - . r .*-
- - - . ¢ ' E

‘Cosimrades, you are being deceived. And truthis being-distorted
by the basest of calumnies.

I1‘ -7 -' .*-' - ' . ' I ' '_ l - -~ . ' " -' --
I ' ' I . ‘I I I II I - I '- ' ‘ . - _ - . ~ _ . '

‘ "-5‘Com.rades, don't allow» yourselves to ?b‘e'm'i“sled. 1. L
' 0 - - -- . ,

v . - ‘ ' I ' .- ' I. - _ |0 - .‘ - -\ . . .- . I . _;

"In Kronstadt, power is in the -hands of the sailors, ‘of the red
soldiers and of the revolutionary workers. It is not in the hands of

. ~ ., 1

1
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White,,Gua.rds commanded» by General Kozlovs-ky, as_~-Moscow Radio
lyingly asserts. '

' ‘Signed: The Pro-visional Revolutionary: Commritteehj.  -
. - - _ . _ - _n- I‘ .' . 9- _ ___, ‘ . Q -0 r -. _ -. - . ~ I ‘ _ - I-. ' 1- -T

. ' ’ ..l ‘._ ~- 1‘-1 .. '.\ -I-J -- .1 . ~ ‘ <" . . ‘ ’ ' '-

Foreign commu-ni_~sts_were;.i_n ,Mosc_ow~andPetrograjd a_t the time
of the revolt. They" were _in»clos,e contact with-leading Party circles.
They confirmed that.the"Go<vernment had made hastypurchases abroad
(even chocolate was bought, which had always been a luxury in. - ,
Russia). Moscow and Petrograd had suddenly changed their tactics.
The Government had a better grasp of psychological war than had the
men of Kronstadt. It understood the corrupting influence of white __
bread on a starving population. 'It'was in vain that Kronstadt'asse;rted
that crumbs would not buy the Petrograd proletariat. The Govern-
ment‘s methods hadundoubted effect, especially when combined with

. ' . _

vicious repression directed against the strikers. ' f _ _

>

» - . .- -4-

SUPPORT IN PETROGR/\D
I \ . .4a _ _> 1 __ _ < . , -_-. __

N

I u Q '

Q .. . _- _ . .
_- '1 . . - ' ' ,. - _ . ._.

Part of the _P~e,tr.ogr,ad proletariat -continued to strike du.-ring the
Kronstadt events. jPoukhov, the Party historian, himself admits this.
The workers were demanfding the liberation of the prisoners. In
certain factories, copies of the ‘lzvestiai of the Provisional5Revolu-
tionary Committee were; found plastered on the walls-. A lorry- even
drove through the streetsof Petrograd scattering leaflets frto-mt.
§Kronstadt. .i In certain;,en.terrprises-. (for instance, the State_P_rinting
Works No. 26), the workers refused toadopt a I'€$;'Ql-l1tIO,I1{CO-_I1Cl=-€IT]I'lII.1g
the Kronstadt sailors. At the ‘Arsenal’ factory, the'workers‘organised
a mass meeting on "/th March, (the day the bonzbardment of Kronstadt
began). This meeting adopted a resolution of themutinous sailors!
It elected a commission which was to go from factory to factory,
agitating for a general strike.  _

Strikes were continuing in the biggest factories of Petrograd:
. _ ~ . _ \

Poutilov‘, Baltisky, Oboukhov, Nievskaia Manoufactur_ai,f ’_'The V,
authorities sacked the striking‘ workers‘, transferred thé'fac't_orie:s

- . , 7-,.» .., , . _ . .. . - - _

to the authority of the local troikas (three men co‘mm'ittee‘s) who '
proceeded to selective rehiring of workers. Other repressive

. .... - . I _ .. . .. . I. - . _ __ .. - . . »_ .

measures were also taken against the strikers.
- - . » , - - . L-

. . ' - ' > ' - ' . , . _' -, I I - | | 0 _ _ _ I I _ . _ I CI
. Ii.

.._ .- Strikes w'er~e__alsostayrting Moscow," in-Nijn-i Novgorod v-andrin
other cities. But here too, the prompt deliveryewof foods_tuffs_, com-
bined with calumnies to the effect that Tsarist generals were in
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comtn"a‘nd*‘*ait Kron'stadt had succeeded in sowing _doubts'among the
workers. S " '

The Bolsheviks‘ airnhadl been achieved. The proletariat of
Petrograd and of the other industrial cities was in a state of
confusion. ’The’ Kronstadt sailors, who had been hoping for the

| _ . \

support of” the whole of working class Russia, remained isolated,
confronting a Government determined to annihilate them, whatever
the cost. -r T  - S '

- |
.1 ; I : ‘ ' ,- J_ ._ . .

4

-

- . . , . I
- - : - |

FIRST SKlRI\/1lSHES
?‘.'. ~ '

On‘ 6th March, ‘Trotsky addressed an appeal by radio to the
Kronstadt garrison:

‘The Workers‘ and Peasants‘ Government has decided to reassert
its authority without delay, both over Kronstadt and over the mutinous
battleships, and to put them at the disposal of the Soviet Republic. I
therefore order all those who have raised a hand against the Socialist
Fatherland, immediately to lay down their weapons. Those who resist
will be disarmed and put at the disposal ofthe Soviet Command. The
arrested-commissars and other representatives of the Government must
be freed immediately. Only those who surrender unconditionally will
be able to count on the clemency of the Soviet Republic. I am mean-=
while giving orders that everything be prepared to smash the revolt and
the rebels by force of arms. The responsibility for the disasters which
will affect the civilian population must fall squarely on the heads of the
White Guard insurgents. S   ‘ ' '

~ \ . '

R ‘Signed: ‘TROTSKY, President of the Military Revolutionary
- 7' i T Council of the Soviet Republic,

KAN!-ENEV,* Glavkom (Commanding Officer)‘.
\. I

- , . - ~ 'G. - - _ ' f

‘On 8th March, -a plane flew over Kronstadt and dropped a bomb.
On the following days, Government artillery continued to shell the-_fort-
ress and neighbouring forts, but met with stiff resistance. Aircraft

' .

* This Kamenev was an ex Tsarist officer, now collaborating with
the Soviet Government. - He was a different Kamenev from the one shot
by the“Stalinists in 1936. u ' _ i

‘ -4. _ . , '
. . - ' 1- -



-25 _._

dropped bombs whichprovoked "such fury among the civilian population.
that they star'ted"_fi-ring back." The Provisional R-evolutionazriy; Committee
had‘*to orderthe'd"e'fenders not Ito #waste- their ammunition. . " is . 1 - v

4 ‘ _ ' _ ' -' - n - .1 , .. -_ I I ' - _ . '- _ , _ __ _ __ -._.

1

1”‘ ‘Q By 192177 th'-e‘Krons-*ta§dt- garrison had been-‘markedly reduced-. P-
F:igu're's issued the"‘Ge’n'5er'-.11 Staff‘ of the defenders put-the number .

'. _ . .

a‘t~‘3.0"0"0-. between“ infantrymen defending the perimeter were alt
least 32‘"feet"wide. Stocks of ammunition and shells were also: limited.

‘ 1_ ._ . 1, "4" - .

- t! -

During the afternoon of 3rd March, the Provisional Revolutionary
Committee had met in conference together with certain military spe-
cialists. A Military Defence Committee»wa‘s* set up which prepared
a plan to ‘defend the fortress. But when the military advisers proposed
an assault in the direction of Oranienbaum (where there were food-. ;
stocks, at Spas satelnaia), the Provisional Revolutionary Committee i
refused. It was not putting its faith in the military capacity of the
sailors; but in the moral support of the whole of proletarian Russ-ia.. I-
Until the first shot had been fired, the men of Kronstadt refused to i I
believe that the Government would militarily attack them. This is
no doubt why the Provisional RevolutionaryCommitteie had not set
out to prevent the approach of theRed Army by breakingithe" ice around
the foot of the fortress. F-or much the same“ reasons, fortified bar--b-. ’
rages were not set LIP aloilg the Prob5a'ble='line""of attacks? 9 '

I > ‘

H‘ _ Kronstadt was right. -?Militarily~!they could not win. At best,  
they could have held a fortnight. This-might have been important, ~ r r
for once the ice had melted, Kronstadt could have becomea real -.1
fortress, capable of ‘defending itself.’ --7Nor must we forget that their
human reserves were in‘finitesimal',’ compared with the numbers the

4 ‘ - '

Red Army could" throw into battle.-' B‘ P ' I - ~
.1 . 0

"l - _ . . \

I
I - .

‘ . .. - . . I - .

. __|| _

DEMORALISARON IN THE RED ARMY
. . . . ' - - ;I 1 ‘ _ , ' _ -I 0 — .

_.
- .._ ." .. , . , ,. v

What was morale like n the Red Army at this time? In a_n’_‘ "
interview given to_é‘Krasnaia Gazeta‘ , Dybe_nko* d_es.cribed how all B _p
the militarrryunits participating in the assault on Kronstadt_h'ad_y'had "h

‘ ', " ~'_ . -, I_ l i. . ._ -n-'1, , , . . - |
- . ' ' I - J 1 Inn

‘ .. , —.
.._

y. - -,1 _ ‘ _ _..|‘J _ I _- - I I _ ‘fl ‘i J I ‘U - .-.1 . . . __ . _<- -. . '. .- -. . . . . -

* ' ‘Old B'olshev‘ik.- President of the Tsentrobalt.r(C‘ent.ral -Committee
of the Sailors of the Baltic Fleet) in‘.Iuly 1917. After October Revolu-
tion mwembler of the First Soviet of Peopl"e‘s'Commissars.-~-l---Together
with Antonov, Ovseenko and Krylenko was put in charge 'of_Army and
Navy. H ' '

7 4- 7



p -26-~
tlo;be;reorgani_sed. This was an absolute necessity- During the first
daysof ,m.ilita,ry_,operations,_ the Red Army had shown that it did not
wish to fight against the sailors,against the 'bratichki' (little brothers)
as they were known at the time. Amongst the advanced workers, the
Kronstadt» sailors were known as people most devoted to the Revolution
And anyway, the very motives that were driving Kronstadt to revolt,  
existed among the ranks of the Red Army. Both were hungry and cold,
poorly clad and poorly shod - and this was no mean burden in the  g
Russian winter, especially when what was asked of them was to march
and fig-ht on ice and snow. T

During the night of 8th March, when the Red Army attack against
Kronstadt started, a terrible snow storm was blowing over the Baltic.
Thick fog made the tracks almost invisible. The Red Army soldiers
wore long white blouses whichhid them well against the snow. This is
how Poukhov* described morale in Infantry Regiment 561 in an official
communique. The regiment was approaching Kronstadt from the _
Oranienbaum side. ,. . il-

. - ~ o .
- ' - .| 1

‘At the beginning of the ope-ration the second battalion had refused
to march. With much difficulty and thanks to the presence of commun-
ists, it was persuaded to venture on the ice. As soon as it reached the
first south battery, a company of the Znd battalion surrendered. The
officers had to return alone. The regiment stopped. Dawn was break-
ing. , We were without news of the ;.3rd battalion, which was advancing
towards; southjbatte-ries 1 and Z. ;The battalion, was marching i_n file s
and was being shelled by artillery from the forts. -It then spreapdp out y
andj veered to the-left of Fort Milioutine, frOII1;_WhiChWr,€d__fl_a.gS:_ were

' I u _ I _- k I .

being waved. »Ha-ving advanced a further sh_o;rt_h,disytanc;;e,; i;tpn0tiCyQd,.,,..L
that the rebels had fitted machine gu_ns,.on the-:fo;tts_,; and .wer,e offering
them the choice of surrendering or being massacred. Everybody sur-
rendered, except the battalion commissar and three or four soldiers
who turned back on their steps‘. L W __ _ p

, H _ -_ -2 _ _, ,. . . ,_ M ,.
" _ .- |_ . 2 _ - Q 3 4'. ; r t,-Q _ t_ _ , -_ ' . \ , l .- \ . ‘ . \

-. . . " ' ' 1 - .' . - - \ - .- - V - - r_ . _ . ';,.....,.. - , 1 '1' > -\
. ' ' - - 5 . ‘ I . -. -_ I ' n l ' . .

' - - - - . I . ' - ,

On 8th March, Ouglanov, Commissar for the Northern Sector,“  
wrote to the Petrograd Party: ‘I consider it my revolutionary duty to
clarify you as to the state of affairs on the northern sector. It is
impossible to send the Army into at.-second attack on_the forts. I have
already spoken to Comrades Lachevitch, Avrov and Trotsky about the
morale of the koursantys (cadet officers, deemed most fit for battle).
I have to report the following tendencies. The men wish to know the
demands of_,K,ronstadt. They want to send delegates to Kronstadt.

- _ 5 . - - _ -
-' . ' ' ‘ . ' , .. - ’ .

 
. ~ .. . ' v

' - - I ’ /' T ' ' - . . _ . _ 'J‘ . _ _ _ . ‘ I _ _ . . _. I A . ,. 1. . !
- - - - f > - " ' 5 :- ' . _ . . ' . a I -_
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The number of political commisars on this sector is far from
sufficient‘. -. ,. v  e ~ ~ .-  I

. ..._ .
.. _, _ , g I . 4. I n

‘ -‘ - ' - - ' _ '~ 7-.’ .. -. .

'Army morale was also revealed in the case of the 79th B'r'igal,de‘
of the 27th Om sk_Division. The Division comprised three regimerfts.
It had shown its fighting capacities in the struggle against Koltchak.
On- 1'2.th March, the division was brought to the Kronstadt front. Thea

Orchane regiment refused to fight‘-‘against Krons-ta-dt._ ‘The? following‘ '-
day, in" the twoothertregiments of the same division, the soldiers] i

1 ‘ 'I , I |

organised impromptu meetings-wh'ere they discussed what atti"tude;ito
take. Two of the regiments had to be disarmed by force, and the
‘revolutionary' tribunal imposed heavy sentences. i -

I I 1 . '

' I ' . ' . ‘I., I . _ _ .
| . .

There were many simil-arcases. Not only were the soldiers
unwilling to fight against their class brothers, but they were not , my
prepared to fight on the ice in the month of March. Units had been
brought from other regions of the country, where by mid March the
ice was melting already. They had little confidence in the -solidity
of the Baltic ice. Those who had taken part in the first assault; had‘
seenthat the shells from Kronsta-dt were opening up enormous holes '
in its surface, in which the unfortunate Government troops were being
engulfed. These were hardly encouraging scenes. All this contributed
to the failure of the first assaults against Kronstadt.

' »

_ -,-

1 ' . 1 ' . - ~.

REORG/A\N|S/-\T|‘Ol\|~ __
‘ - ' . -I .| -l ‘ . . ‘ I' ' ,1 _ . ‘- 1 -

, Q,-

I , I I . _' '1-i. I -I ‘

The regiments to be used in the final assault against Kronstadt _
were thoroughly reorganised. Groups that shown any sympathy 7_
towards Kronstadt were dis-armedand transferred to other uni.ts.“. ,. .I I ' . -

I I . - .1 ‘ . , ,,

Some_were severely punished by -the Re_volu_t;i4o1f1,ayry Tribunal. Party  ,
members were mobilised and allocated to various battalions for
purposes of propaganda and for reporting backion unsure -elements. -.

Between 8th and 15th of March, while the cannons exchanged fire
over the ice at Kronstadt, the Tenth Party Congress~:was.held in .; _
ivloscow. The Congress despatched 300-,deleg_at'es to theifront, azriong
them Vorochilov, Boubnov, Zatousky, Roukhimovitch and Piatakov.
The ‘delegates‘_were nominated ‘political commissars' and appointed
to the military. section of the Teheka, or to ‘special commissions. for
the struggle against desertion‘. Some ‘just fought in the ranks.

1; The.:Revolutionary Tribunals \gv._rer_e ,w_orkin.g overtime. Poukhov
describes how ‘they woulzdlxyigolgously react to unhealthy tendencies.
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Troublemakers and provocateurs were punishedaccording to their
deserts‘. The sentences would immediately be made known to the
soldiers. Sometimes they would even be published in the papers.

But despite all the propaganda, all the reorganisation, and all V
the rep_r-ession, the soldiers retained their doubts. On 14th March,‘ if
there weresfurther acts of insubordination. Regiment 561, reorganised
on 8th March, still refusedto march. ‘We will not fight against our
brothersifrom the same "stanitsas",* they proclaimed. ' '

Small groups of Red Armypmen surrendered to the rebels and
started fighting on their side. Witnesses described how some units
lost half their men before even entering the line of fire of the insur-
gents. They were being machine gunned from the rear - ‘to prevent
them surrendering to the rebels‘. j “ '

‘ .

Official sources described how issues of the Kronstadt _
‘Izvestia.' were being read with great interestiin the Red Army. So
were the leaflets distributed by the Kronstadt rebels. Special political
commissions were set up to prevent such material from entering the‘_
barracks. But this had an opposite effect from the one expected. “i

Party organisations throughout the country were mobilised.
Intensive propaganda was carried out among the troops in the rear.
The human and material resources available to the Government were
far greater than those available to Kronstadt. Trains were daily 1 v
bringing new troops to Petrograd. Many were being sent from the
Kirghiz and Bachkir lands (i. e. , were composed of men as far
removed as possible from the 'Kronstadt frame of mind‘). As to the
defenders of Kronstadt, their forces were not only diminishi_ngj-numer-
ically (through losses sustained in fighting), but they were mo;_re.and
more exhausted. Badly clad and half starving, the Kronstadtrlebeylsrs
remained at their guns, almost without relief, for just over a week.
Atthe end of this period, manyrof them could hardly stand. - w v

v A

THE Fl NAL ASSAULT
. - I _ '

v ‘ | I .n I _
-_-A

Aware of these facts - and’having taken all necessary measures in
relation to organisation, supplies and improvement in moral'e~- V .

s

‘ \- . .

 

* Cossack "villages." ‘Regiment 560?, also compo.sed.of Cossacks and
Ukrainians, "was fighting-‘oin the side of Kronstadt.e~ . ' ~ ' - . '

7 T7 —r
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Toukhatchevsky, commander ofthe 7th Army, issu-e_d-his famous J I, _. y
proclamation--of 15th March. . He ordered that Kron-sta-dt be taken by
all out assa-ult,in the nig__ht;;-of -16th-17th March. Entire regiments of
the 7th -Army were equipped with hand grenades, white blouses, shears
for cutting barbed wire and with small sleighs for carrying machine
guns. ' r  v . .  

I

 Toukhatchevsky‘s plan was to launch a decisive attack from the
south, and then to capture Kronstadt by a massive simultaneous assault
from three different directions.  _ _

' .
. | - .I

I I ' . . ¢- _. 4--u

0 ' -. . _,

On 156th March, the Southern Group opened its artillery barrage at
14. 20 hrs. At 17. 00 hrs. the Northern Group also started,_sh_elling
Kronstadt. The Kronstadt guns answered back. The bombardment
lasted four hours. Aircraft then bom.bed the city, with a viewito creating
panic among the civilian population. In the evening, the artillery bom-
bardment ceased.  The Kronstadt searchlights swept over the ice "  
looking for the invaders. ' '

_--, ' - .

Towards midnight, the Government troops had taken up their
position and“ started to advance. At 2.145‘ a. m..,' the Northern Force
had occ“'upied“Fort 7, abandoned “by the Kronstadt defenders. At 4. 30
a.m. {Government troops attacked Forts 4 and 6, but suffered very A
heavy losses from the Kronstadt artillery. At 6.40 a.m. , Government
officer cadets finally captured Fort 6.

At 5. 00 a.m. , the Southern Force launched an attack-on the
forts facing them. The defenders,‘ ‘overwhelmed, fell back towards
the city. A fierce and bloody battle then broke out in the streets.  
Machine guns were used’, at very close range. The sailors defended
each house, each attic’, each shed. ‘lnthe town itself, they were rein-
forced by the workers‘ militias. attacking troops were, for a few
hours, thrown back towards the forts and suburbs. Theasailors
reoccupied the Mechanical Institute, which had been captured early M
by the 80th Government Brigade. A W ' ' All

The street fighting was terrible. Red Army soldiers were losing
their officers, Red Army men and defending troops were mixing in
indescribable confusion. No one quite knew whoiwas onwhich side.
The civiliantpopuulation of the tow'n‘tried to fraternise with7theGovern-
ment troops, despite the shooting. (“Leaflets of the Pro‘visional' * S '-
Revolutionary Committee were still being distributed. “To the ‘bitter
end__th.e _sa.ilors were tryingto fraternise. V _ p_ L

' _ - ' ‘ A . . ,. 1 . . i .

' Throughout ll 7th  Mar‘ch"the fighting raged on." ‘ By the evening the
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Northern Group had occupied most of the forts.‘ Streeitifuightinghu E L,
Q0

Icontinued throughout the night and well into the following morning ‘_ .
One by tine the last forts - Milioutine, Constaintine and ‘Q,br_outch_ev -T
fell. ,E'yen;_after- the last-. one had beeh occupied,_ isolated groups of cg
d.=;£aaer,;g were 3:111 desperately fighting back with machine‘ giing.
Near the Tolbukhin lighthouse, a final group of 150 sailors put up
a desperate resistance. _, A

. _ , u >

4 .
. ' -

1
' .»

Tl-\E BALANCE SHEET
rFigures issued by the Military Health Authorities of the Petro—

grad District - and relating to theiperiod between 3rd and 21st“ l\/larch -
spoke of 4, 127 wounded and 52?. killed. These figures do not include
the drowned, or the numerousiwounded left to dieonthe ice.* Nor do
they include the victims of the Revolutionary Tribunals.

We do not even have approximate figures as_;to@the losses on the
Kronstadt side. They were enormous, evengwithout the reprisal r
massacres that later took place. Perhaps one. day the archives of the
Tcheka and of the Revolutionary Tribunals will reveal. the full and
terrible truth. . l -- y __
‘ _ , ,- ' n . I -
. . _
_ I g 1

This is what Poukhov, ‘official’ Stalinist historian of the revolt, -
says on the matter: ‘While steps were being taken to re-establish
normal life, and as the struggle against rebel remnants was being
pursued, the Revolutionary Tribunals of the Petrograd  Military *Dis-
trict were carrying out their work in many areas‘. . . . . ‘Severe p-role-"T
tarian justice wasbeing meted out to all traitors to ;the Cause‘. . .
‘The sentences were‘given much publicity in the press and played -‘ “-
a- great educational role‘. '5_‘I‘h'ese quotations from official s'ou-arc-'es?*"~‘ l-‘
refute trotskyist lies that ‘the fortress was surrounded and" capftured

. - . . _

with insignificant losses‘.** v =

. - - ‘ -

- __- - 1
.| -. ' .

=‘-= So‘ numerous were the latter_, that the Finnish Foreign 'Ministry‘
started discussions with Bersine, the Russian ambassador, with
to join't.?frontierg‘uard_‘ patrols clearing the corpses from the ice. i The H‘
Finns feared"th‘a‘t hundreds of bodies would bewa-s_-hed; son; to the Finrii*s*h"

' .I - , . _ .c

shores, aftel-.?th'e'ice melitefdgil A H _,.,],, ,_ . . "
.. 1. = Y" .» it '>'*i‘~ E » .. .. 11:1. I

>k>k On 10th September 1937, ‘Talrbtsltynwroute ‘La Lutte Ouvriére‘ of
‘the legend that would have it that Kronsta.dt,l_92l was 1a greatrhassacre‘

, u . .4

- _ I " '. . ,
|
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In the night of 17th-18th March, part of the Provisional Revolu-
tionary Committee left Kronstadt. Some 8,000 people (some sailors
and the most active part of the civilian population), moved towards
Finland and permanent exile. .

When the Red Army - defenders of the ‘soviet‘ power - finally
entered Kronstadt, they did not re-establish the Kronstadt soviet. Its
functions were taken over by the Political Section of the Secretariat of
the new Assistant Commander of the Fortress.

The whole Red Fleet was profoundly reorganised. Thousands of
Baltic sailors were sent to serve in the Black Sea, in the Caspian and
in Siberian naval stations. According to Poukhov: ‘the less reliable
elements, those infected with the Kronstadt spirit, were transferred.
Many only went reluctantly. This measure contributed to the
purification of an unhealthy atmosphere‘.

In April, the new Naval Command started an individual check.
‘A special commission dismissed 15,000 sailors in "non essential“
(i. e. , non specialised) categories V, G, and D - as well as sailors
not considered reliable from a political point of view‘.

After the physical annihilation of Kronstadt, its very spirit had
to be eradicated from the Fleet. ‘

SOLID/—\RlTY SUBSCRIPTION
SOLIDARITY is a paper for militants - in industry and

elsewhere. It attempts a total critique of modern society,
and a systematic 'demystification‘ of its values, ideas,

and forms of organisation. Discusses what libertarian
\

revolution is all about.

Send £1 now to SOLIDARITY (London), c/o 123 Lathom Road,

London E.6., and we will send you all forthcoming issues

of the paper and pamphlets to that value.



‘I{ 1- I r

‘O

" "Bail. Nr.’5
1. iv ‘n "'""9 TO Ufihl gum:

s

IN

.-- \,
4!

val‘

Q-
I

-v-' ‘O

pa

.\-
C

p4

_‘¢_£

,..
J: ':.,,|

pi-04.

4

~| I.

D

L.

q--.
-I

q, \

\

-. Q, In‘

-~ 1' ‘I
4. '_" .0)", '

I
4

Q
I . .'

.-
.. I ' 0.-.

' >~.

I
I 4

&\ 1 -

3'
"‘ ,1 ’ "pl: 44

5| \-

i
1 5-I

‘ D

I I -,-.

"emsI!
0.1--

-.

|I

.. 0

i1
I .

g v I-

00 if

0 "' °‘h
0" '9

J*1 .
s

I..|

.|

. 0‘:-,.,

0 09
'n

..-0 .1034 2":3
-0mfi

¢

n- :I ¢ " " 1 U O " 1. ‘I:
’ "7’ _l _ H ‘ 0 Q K. I Q

0' "$'3' '0 . "' V ob ‘H O
‘ ;%I\.". _‘.;_$Q D. ‘I " I: 1" Q Q

.\ ..

\:

=:- / ‘
..=.

,_.
. 0‘.-' ’

C 00°,
u . ’ . "

V I ‘. D

0 - Q

9!‘'1

1 ' .1
.. ‘

fl

. ‘ ,T,.Sag§r"n:lovd
Q Q ' 0 9

' . 3.0.? I9‘

0

Quin

ofi

gig, .

JJu.iu-

QI
0 .,O

Iv

I-n-1.

,!ns_él ii-ojli
--.

-_Fort Konstanti

" %3"' P3}.4,,
"Z9 - Bait.

I '.

,_'. '-

0

Au.
~ 1 ..

fillers

-- I I..~r - . -

. Fort Aiexan

;-.

. in ‘ -

I

‘ f I*1. . 1. I
,, :

0-_

nder* T‘

Fort

Ty‘

.., 1

a.

1 _‘
1

r

I

_-.
Z

I If '. 1..
.-1' ..
-l

-0-"-
|._-ml

'1' .'
:- 4

,&_-.

VI n

.»v,,,Oz_ I

‘*3

._--.3 -
»

L- '5'.
J

D

"1 .._
v IJ

3 -0|

n... I‘-

I-
-

I

' "*9.
4' ch

CW’
1'
kg”;

is-.,

ssi Chsngo

I-nan

ikciisu

n._

, ‘RHs.1 *3-""

| 1.1..
t

_T

ML fi Bait. Hr

nQ,.@‘
I‘ .---2.Q

1 Ioqfivfl

'0

. 5

Bait

0'-7' ,
0".‘

C

.0

Hr

~-“"- 0
-I U

0'0‘.

fulfillm-
-'Hi='

ob"
Se ._,

_.:|

Dubki
Q .+

uk
Psniki

Q _ i

.o- .°

-‘I ..u..n...,...n*
dings-k

--. ' -AL-.¢....'~ u
-..-= ~.~. "

6'00 win:
_~.l" 5 °

M_I"- ' . .

0.-
balillhu-, Q ‘.

M an-nhl-H--lbs. ".%'_'

U2
age‘,

00

Haii-— *”'- :I:'T~' E -.
ll x P , G 9;“? 0'1-

Q Q ' ~ I Q E

° .~3.,‘Q:°‘°

°l

. , * 1-
:: i O a Q: :\ . 0 ' ‘. . ' I Y‘

s I U l

. 3 .‘ I * . a ‘

9

*0

G).O;

0/,_._-,_.

‘S
Q.

Q ‘neg
_r,I. Q0"

ea
n»"¢-;"o

" 0 Q‘.n0‘°¢.' I

Vol nskaia
'aktul'oir0

, ' Nizino
fl'PoreoIovo

Batt. Nr. 10

{fl‘ax "~.,

baum

kino

-4 1*‘..°‘0 0°.‘ 1E.O‘\;-*=°‘ 0"
Q

Mun.
111$:
fill

Kap Lssni

;'1"~ . , .."“~ ““'- Vassl svsiu; Ease

Nr. 8

O

"\1I|.___‘

8%

..a
Sanino bf

KRONSTADT
Knagshafen , V Krestovslmin

' ' ’ ' Klsine

M ~~=.~ PETR°°RA°

.,2./ti/E
~=:*’~,_~

Beloistrov

0'0‘

efillif

""~.--.,,,""-..-.,_-\~,\\\

Q Q 9 Q Q ‘Q Q,
I O . " Q . ‘ O U 1 Q

I Q Q I O Q. 0 1| Q i ' ‘

_ . I Q O
.. "Q , Q», ¢o0.9.9, '-a0 _ 1.. -Q‘

I ~ 0 IO’ , 5 ‘I 0 , ‘ Q » '

I
I

U
Q

O" 0O

Vepsr Lucia

‘*1--.
'.v"'\

' O

"'\,,,.

plan!‘

'0'i.
¢QQn

Q

‘

U
-Q

Sire!‘

GQ .

1.‘

"K ......... "i“~ o .JIuHa..- u- ~ ~ .' --'60‘ .‘_ 1“ 9 Nflvflsfllicyzfi "\~‘ ‘ ‘

. -‘gag’? l. ‘W.‘ 1. -u .‘b,.I - -0; 1. ,_ _j,“3“ Kamenka -.

u$*!N°$ "' * -skasscb.‘ .0 F
Gorskaii . "‘““"““"'*‘- ..|U.s.slsu- .l- '

w’-,_ i Q $..<p?¢ as-'
$3“; _i I 9 ., . - .

elk-’~ it 009 Ffliu' a‘-Has. A.‘
Aiahsam£ro»Nawskoa"f - ].“"I . “*5

' s _. -. .

0 - -aLl.u.¢.-a-

.1 ' __ - ,
. Q - .

‘ IIIQO . ‘ ‘FT _'

-‘*0 I a .

Dibuny

ag“

O Q O '. ° ° . . .
-I O '9 !‘-.__... ....'.. . -.1 .-.-- -----5-~ -

‘ Q or ‘I o - ‘I O I

O
,1

"0. ¢.

=O
90 0,0,,U

6

Q‘ -

0'00‘ 0
Q IQ 0 0 ,,. .- 0°

t§ , . .D_ " ' 9
I . 0

I , Q

9'0
'- ~ - 1*" 0 " '.“"

’r" - 0

'0 igl Q

9'.0__-I“.

o ' '.' . -

U ' r-

...... ‘E "" °',°- -I -

' Ssrgolovo - Q 93,

\ 0 .

0‘ . _ II
.‘I '- 4' 1°‘ ‘

.0 .0 0 I ’I ‘~ Qo. ,
I

‘ c:.<>'
10'"Q

QI
Q

G

1 §

* 0

Q Q

‘G ’»‘a0Q...- .. 009°

4 ‘Do . 0 '_' T I 3:, .9 ‘.0
I - , ml
‘qt '0 ‘..‘0 I

, - -- * , Lachtser Sllmpi

Q d0 I

0°.

Kolomiagl
mas» c

. , mm-

‘O Qt...‘

."°‘

8 Q \ 'a
U ' " Q . 0 . O ' I 0' go a ,

at . 0.‘ I ' Ho O’ O . \ . I O

0.

\U

Knbiovks

...¢ O.
‘I Io.

R3
- _ 0

_ Klgsn-Barancévo
so”. -

an Q 0 "'

I

90
-0

I
. §

tn 0 -

_ £,Storo
I .0 4,

O

O

. ‘-‘Klein-Bugry‘P ‘P - 0 .. T1 " 0' --.'o ~ ' ""~»"-- “.0. ' _ I "2 "00:. .‘o:_,§.° .-
0 - 0

J 9

*0eo-
I

F
a"0.

O0 '01:.»0.05‘
0.. '

é '¢ ' ;d!=m_-E-_»’.

nfihséua
1:
5

nnlr

--"l§..:.
i

6
\1-!
‘ I

.g.
0" -»9‘

militia

.¢-1'. 2,.’ _‘Ii

1,,--_-4,..---=q:fiir,<.$.a.--I

..a.a.i

Q 3;

1
‘I

‘.

'37.»MWIllhi

-n»\‘>1_nv\-v:.a:_'-.=\.-"Iu_u_'.f

’.

I
‘Q1Q

Q0Q

I

<‘-.Q.A---1 O‘Q‘Q

I

‘Q‘

I
U

.EF'
_->-‘a>¢-=-r-r-*:-"'_'s-nu:-v=-.-'€.\-.---er-—-r-\.'-'===v~'1'

1,.

02

Udell‘
PB

GU

Ru6‘i

‘I

\

..,,;-.. 1 Never Hafen

Kanonsrski;

O

0
U

O
1 I
0

Qls

ID '

D

P-"i

hlsnh en

Qt ‘Q

Lsgpvo

Q

iii

HWN

.__.dl.

Cesma

.5,O Rx‘4*?’‘X

AQ05“

.O "'i*4 ,5?

ulvar -

.F~

a

ii5 iii...
3

.>- :
-"vi

=§I¢IP

0*” .0- ~_ 'Qzl
n I

.' 00',
°_._¢ .

Ku_pfi_in_o"

‘bar
C’ ' Q

I Q

- qi



1.. dm i

'Revo1ts by workers and peasants have shown that their patience
has come to an end. The uprising of the workers is near at hand.
The time has come to overthrow the bureaucracy . . . Kronstadt
has raised for the first time the banner of the Third Revolution
of the toilers . . . The autocracy has fallen. The Constituent
Assembly has departed to the region of the damned. The bureau»-
cracy is crumbling . . . '

Isvestia of the Kronstadt Provisional
Revolutionary Committee. Etapy
Revoliutsii (Stages of the Revolution),
March 12, 1921.

‘In the bourgeois newspapers you can read that we brought up Chinese,
Kalmuk and other regiments against Yudenioh and Kronstadt. This is,
of course, a lie. We brought up our youth. The storming of Kronstadt
was indeed symbolic. Kronstadt, as I said, was about to pass into the
hands of French and English imperialism. ‘

L. Trotskz. Speech delivered at the 2nd Congress
of Communist Youth International, July 14, 1921.
The First Five Years of the Communist International
(Pioneer Publishers, 1945),‘ p. 312.
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a) THE ANARCHISTS
I

. _ I __ . I _ - I .' '_' a
. . - _ ,. - .-| . . -| - I .

1
I u

0 .

it ”Did _the*»=Kronstadt sailors, put forward theirdemands and resolu-
tions by" ithemselves? Or werethey acting ‘under the influence of
political groups, which miightihave suggested slogans to them ?
Anarchist influence is often incriminated when this subject is des-
cribled.‘ “Howl sure can'""o’ne be of the matter? Among members of the
Provisional Revolutionary Committee, as among the Kronstagdters in
gene"ral:, there were certainly individuals claiming totbe anarchists.
But ifone bases oneself on documentary evidence, as we have sought
to do“ throughout this study, one must conclude that there was no direct
intervention -by anarchist groups. T _ »

The menshevik Dan, who was in prison for awhile in Petrograd
with a group ofKronstadt rebels,*_tel1s us in his memoir‘s* that, M pg _
Perepelkin, one of the mernbersofi the Provisional Revolutionary
Co~mmittee,"was close to anar'chisi'n."iHe also tells us that the
Kronstadt sailors were both disillusioned andfed up with Communist
Party policy and that they spoke with hatredabout political parties in

. \ - . .

general. i In -their eyes._,€t’h¢ Mensheviks andthe Socialist ‘Revolution-
aries were as bad as tlfei’Bolsheviks;i "All were out to seizeipower and
would later betray thepeopl-ie who had v'e'st'ed their confidence in them.
According to Dan, the conclusion of the sailors, disappointed with
political parties was’: "You are all ‘the same. ‘What we need is
anarchism-~, not a “p'ower“structu"rei1"-. ' g ' A ' W A i

. | -_ . 0

I V .

Y"The~anarchistsof course defend the Kronstadt rebels.' It
's‘eems= likely to us that had any at their organisations really lent
a h’and-in the insurrection the "a'nar'chi_st press would hays, mentioned
-the =fa=ct§~3.'.“‘hi Ythe anarchist press of the time however there is no
mentionlof "such help; iFori instancetYartchouk,_ an old anarcho-~
syndical'ist*5>l=*~ who before October had enjoyed considerable authority

' _ I V I ., - . -
'1 . In c~ ‘ \ - “ I ', , .

' . f: ; 1 _. .
.. . ,,. - . . _

 
_ . , L u _ I .>

t. 0 '-L I i -

* *Dan,1 Two yea'r_s of roaming (1919-21). In Russian._”g
.

__ A ~ ' - _ . ‘
‘_ . I _,.- _ , I .

' 0, a \ -.- "

** In 1"926.‘he~bec-ameia Communist and returned to Russia.
,_.
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amongst the population and sailors of Kronstadt, mentions no such
anarchist role in his pamphlet devoted to the 1921 uprising,* written
immediately after the events. We must consider his judgement as
fairly conclusive evidence. ~ i  , p A, _ g ,_. u

--" - .I .. | .
, .

' .

- I '

At the time of the insurrection the anarchists were already being
persecuted all over the country. Isolated libertarians and the few
remaining anarchist groupings were undoubtedly ‘morally’ on the side
of the insurgents. This is shown for instance in the following leaflet, -_
addressed to the working classof Petrograd: _ - » A  = ' y ..

_ - - iiil.

- "The Kronstadt revolt is alrevolution. Day and night you can
i 7 hear the sound of the cannon. -You hesitate to intervene directly

- against the Government to divert its forces from Kronstadt,  
H; ‘---=1 iv» although the cause of Kronstadt is your cause. . . . The men of

= Kronstadt arealways in the forefront of rebellion. After the
Kronstadt revolt let us see the revolt of Petrograd. And after.
you, let anarchism prevail. "

‘ .
, _ ., A - .

' .- | - - - | - - . _ _. I . _

Fo-urianarchists then in Petrograd (Emma Goldman, iA.lexande_r;_.
Berkman, Perkous and Petrovsky) foresaw a bloody outcome gto events.
On March '5, they sent the following letter to the Petrograd_Council.
for Labour and Defence: - -: .~ .

.
' Z . --'-

: , ‘. _ _

' "It is not only inopossible but in fact criminal to keep, quiet
" at the present time. -Recent developments-compel us anarchists

~ togive our opinion" on the present situation. The discontent and
'*ferme’ntT int-he minds of the workers and sailors are the result
of circumstances which deserve serious attention from us. ;.C-old
and famine have provoked discontent, while the absence of any  
possibility of discussion or criticism drive the workers and
sailors, to seek an outlet to this discontent. The fact that
aworkers‘ andpeasants‘ government uses force again_s_t;_,worker_s
and sailors isveven more important- It will create a reactionary
impression in -the international labour movement and will there?
fore-harm the cause of the social revolution. - Bolshevik co-'m-
Trades , think while there is still time. _ ~ Don't, play with ,f:ire.¢ pYou
are about to take a decisive step. We propose the following to
you: nominate a commission of six, of which twoshould be
anarchists, to goito K='r‘on'.stad,tl~to;y.spolve_the differences p_eace- ;
fully. In the present circumstances this is the most rational
wayof "doing things- .. ltwill_have»-aninternational revolptijonary A
significance. " ~
 

=!< Yartchouk. The Kronstadt Revolt. In Russian and Spanish.

jun

in
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_ __ - _

These.~anarchists certainly did their duty. But they acted on
their own and thjere isnothing to show that theywere organisationally
linkedRwith;the_:li‘r-ebelps in” any way.“ Moreover theevery-e factthat they
proposed thi§‘*$;_,.ki,nd of mediation suggestsi-tha.t,__they werenot in direct

1 . . . _

contact withthrelsailors, who had themselves‘ sent a deputation to R '
Petrograd th_rouighi"Lwfiich it would have been possible to negotiate.  And
if, in the '.'Pet»ropavlovsrk" resolution, we find the demand»_,of"freedorr= of
speech andfretredojifi offp-ublication.for the anarchists this nfrerely shows
that the Kronistadt,e'rsl"of1921 had retained their ideas and traditions

. - . ‘— ' ‘ .

of before October. H if  ‘ 1 _
'_ -. _ . '_ , - ' . .

. - F ‘
|- ’- '... , - . .

' "" . . - '
. . .-.\ 1' . ' ~ "' -— - 1 . .

BeforeiOcf:oiber both Bolsheviks and Anarchists had had consider-
able influence at Kronstadt.’-= if In thesummer of 1917, at a meeting of
the Petrograd Soviet, Trotsky had been able to answer the _1T_1enshevik”
leader Tseretelli: "Yes, the Kronstadters are anarchists. But during.
the final stage of the Revolution the reactionaries who are now inciting
you to exterminate Kronstadt will be: preparing ropes to hang both you
and us. Andit will be the Kronstadters who will fight to the last to

'.' |.

defend us." " 1
. -|_§V_

.'-u
.-I .

‘I. ___.
.\- .

\

~ The anarchistrsawere well-known in Kronstadt as revolutionaries.
That is why the rebels", when they spoke of opening the doors of the
Soviets--to different socialist tendencies, had first thought of the *
anarchists as wellas of the left Socialist Revolutionaries.

__§__| _ .

T-he most important of the derriandis o_f thePetropavlovsk
resolution were those calling for ydeprr'1oc‘rat’i c rights for the workers -
and those peasants not edzicploitying 'the“ilabour ofothers and the demand
calling for the,_-.abo_lition of thelrrionopoly of Partyiinrfluence. These
demands rrwerte partof the;‘p,r=ogramm*ei of other socialist tendencies,
already; reduced.to,,_illega_lity. The anarchists agreed with these
dernands and were not the only ones to pbe_puttingthem forward.

1 . -
' ' I - - .

- . 1 ‘ .

T ’ ' On theother hand“, the K_ro'nstadters repeatedly insisted that they
were ‘for so.viet;power,‘. A small rnino_ri_ty of Russian libertarians y
(the ‘soviet-;anarchistsd') were known toisupport the idea of close collab-
oration with thre -soviets, which _were-already integrated into the’ state
machine-.. The. Makhnodvist movement on the other hand (which was not
exclusively anarchist although under they strong personal influence of
Makhno; an anarchist since the age of 16) did not speak of ‘soviet

, .

power‘ _a__s_ something to be defended. Its slogan was ‘free soviets', A "
i. e. soviets where different political tendencies might coexist,
without being vested with state power. _ u ,  R  e _ .

* R According to thetestimonyof well-known Bolshevikssuch as  
Flerovski and Raskolnikov. ' _ _   

1
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- The Kronstadters believed that the trade unions had an important
' .

‘ K

role to play. This idea was by no means an exclusivelysanarchist one.
It was sharedby the left Socialist Revolutionaries and by the ,Workers'
Opposition (Kollontai and Chliapnikov) in the Communist Party itself.
Later other oppositional communist tendencies (like the Sapronovites)
were to espouse it. In short the idea "was the hallmark of all those
who sought to save the Russian Revolution through proletarian democ-
racy andthr-ough an opposition to the one-party monopoly, which had  
started by dominating and was now replacing all other tendencies. _

' We may conclude by saying that anarchism had, an influence on
the Kronstadt insurrection to the extent that it advocated the idea of
proletarian democracy. .: _

V s. | I 1'
' 0- .

' 0
, 0. I ‘ n

|

D) THE I\/ENS!-iE\/!KS  
The Mensheviks had never carried much weight among the

sailors. ,The number of menshevik deputies to the Kronstadt Soviet
bore no real relation to their influence in the Fleet. The anarchists,
who after the second election onlyhad three or four deputies to the
Soviet enjoyed a far greater popularity. This paradoxical situation _
arose from the lack of organisation among the anarchists and also 9
from the fact that in l9l7»the differences between bolshevism and
anarchism were hardly perceptible to the masses. Many anarchists
at that time saw Bolshevism as a kind of Bakouninized marxism.* if

' ‘ ' -' ' _ r n
~

The Menshev-iks - at least their official fraction - although '
fundamentallyliostiie to Bolshevism, were not in favour of an armed
struggle against the State power. Because of this they were hostile
to armed intervention.-s>:= They tried to play the role of a legal opposi-
tion bothin the Soviets and in the trade unions. Opposed both to the
dictatorship o£.the1proletar‘:-lat and to the dictatorship’ of a single party
and convinced that a stage of capitalist development still confronted L
Russia, they felt that armed interventions would only prevent the
deem-ocratic forces in-Russia from establishing themselves. “They
hoped that once the armed struggle had come to an end the regime
would be compelled to follow a course of democratic_transformation._

- mixlt“? \ 

T>!< ‘This, idea was later developed by Hermann Sandiomi-rski,"' a
‘soviet a'n'arch.ist‘ , in an article published in the Moscow Iz-vestia,
on,___t_he, occasion of Lenin's death. - r ' T r

=1"? In fact -during Denik.in's offensive of 1919 they had told their
members to enter the Red Army. _ . -

-\

in

an

D
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On March 7, 19sZ'l’,*'during the Kronstadt insurrection, the u_n.djer-
ground Petrograd Committee of the Mensheviks. publijshed the following
leaflet:_ - ' --  ' , y

‘ - . _ .
In — u I I< _ _ . .. _ - -1_, . _ _ . _

F ‘ ' I I- 2. =- \ _ I ‘,_ _.- .

' - O _ _ .

' "'To_the workers, -"tried §s*o'ldi“e'1‘_sIand.=koursa-ntys. Of; P.re_tre.g1?e-dgs
Stop th*e""slaughter1 The guns are thundering and-nth-e"Commujni~sts
who claim to be a workers‘ party are shooting the sailors and
workers of Kronstadt.

| ,- ‘ .
II -- ...

_,..‘
0

1 n --. .

_' We don't know all theiid-eitails about what has happened at -
Kronstadt. But we do-i'know.?that the Kronstadters have called,  ~
for free elections to the"so5viets and for the release of a_rrested,._‘I.

socialists and of arrested non-party workers and soldiers_,.' - .
They have called for the convening, on March 10, of a non-party
conference of workers, red soldiers and sailors to discuss the
critical situation of Soviet»-Russia.

¢ -
. - |I n -- .-

C ,' . I '

A‘ genuine workers‘ power should have beenable to clarify-
the real causes of the Kronstadt events. It should have dis- _ -"
cussed things openly with therworkers and sailors of Kronstadt,
in front of 'the'whole of working class Russia. Instead, the

' Bolsheviks havepYroclaimed'a' state of siege and have machine- .
gunned the isoldiersreand sailors .

Comrades, we cannot, we must not just sit sad and listen
to the sound of the guns. Each salvo may destroy dozens of
human lives. We must intervene and put an end to this
massacre. - _ _ ,_

Insist that military operations against the sailors and work-
-ers of Kronstadt be ended immediately. Insist that the Govern-
ment start immediate negotiations with Kronstadt, with the

.» participation of Petrograd factory delegates. Elect delegates‘ '
forthwith to participate in these discussions. Stop the slaughter.

~

c ' _ \>

.- r I The Central Committee of the Mensheidks had also published _
a leaflet. This proclaimed that_"wha,t was necessary was not apolicy
of violence towards the peasantry but a policy of conciliation towards
it. Power should really be in the hands of the working masses. To
thisendnew and. free elections to the soviets were essential. What.

. , u - . 1 | » . _ J. I I.

was that very Workers‘ Democracy, muchltalked ab;out_ I
b.llt"_‘Of.-,Whj'ch one- .cou_ldn‘t see the slightest t_race..p'_,'_‘ __ A _ , 7

- ' ‘

. . _ . _
- -. - -. ~ , - ;.- - . u ...... . . __, _ _ _ . 4 -.... _ __ I ‘ I V _

\- . .. . 4 P - ‘I ._.‘v- - . _ I _ l

' ' -' - - . ' --- .. _ ‘

: .Sozialistitch'e,nski‘Vestnik, ‘the official organ of Russian Social
DemocracY,(publ_ished abroad) assessed the Kronstadt insurrection‘ ii

_| |_ '
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as follows: _"It is precis-ely the masses themselves, who until now had
supported bolshevism ,f who have now taken the; initiative in aidecisive
struggle against the presentregime“. The paper considered the L
Kronstadt slogans to be menshevik ones and added that Menshevikst
"had all the greater right to be pleased about it, in view of the fact

- . .

that theirwparty had played no role in the insurrection, given the total
lack of any menshevikorganisation in the Fleet". ' " V

Martov, the leader of Russian menshevism was already out of
Russia. In an article in Freiheit , published on May 1 st 1921 , he
denied that either Mensheviks or Social Revolutionaries had played
any part in the insurrection. The initiative, he felt, was coining from
the sailors who were breaking with the Communist Party at the
organisational level, but not at the level of principles. A

. , -

Poukhov quotes another leaflet signed by one of the nurifierous
groups of dissident Mensheviks. J It said: "Down with the lies of the
Counter-Revolution! Where are the real counter-revolutionaries?
They are the Bolsheviks, the commissars, those who speak of ‘soviet
power‘. Against them the r'ealRevolution isprising upp., We musit sup-
port it. We must come to the rescue of Kronstadt. Our duty is to
help Kronstadt. Long live the Revolution. Long live they_Co:nstituent
Assemblyl" The Menshevik Central Committee declined all responsi-
bility for slogans put forward by such dissident groupings.

. ‘ I
1

c) THE RIGHT S.R.s
The call for the convening of the Constituent Assembly was the

central theme of the propaganda of the Right wing Socialist Revolution-
aries. In FR evolutzionaia Rossia, the'ir‘Party organ (which in March
1921 -was being published abroad) Victor Tchernov, ex-c-pre_§si‘dent of the
dissolved Constituent Assembly and leader of the‘Right S..R . s wrote:
"All those who want to find a way out of the disgusting, bloodstained
Bolshevikdictatorship, all those who wish to tread the pathof freedom
must ‘stand up around Kronstadt and cometo its ‘help. The crown of
dernocra.cy'm'ust be the Constituent As sembly". - '  

1 ‘ _ _ _ ‘ ' .
- - . | .- .

~  "iNow~Tc'hernov was fully aware that in No. 6 of the Kronstadt ‘
Isvestia the rebel sailors-shad written “The workers and peasants will
go forward. They will-leave i.behind'them the Utchred-Nika (pejorative
form for the Constituent Assembly) and its bourgeois regime. They
will also leave behind them the Comrnunist Party dictatorship with its
tchekas and its.¥State Capitalism, iwhichhas seized the masses by the ‘
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throaft‘ and is threatening1to"throttle thern"... When Tchernov discussed
these lines of the Km-n*scadter~s he»-attribute"dT~th.eTrn to an ideological
survival of past B'olsh‘evik* influence. "l " Ti M v T .'

. - 1 ~_
. _'- ., - : _°-r. .-_.4 . . _._J _'. ‘J, _|' ‘ _ - .¢ , _,. _ _.. t , - ;. ‘ -- - .

'By personal '1an’d"polTiT'tical temperamient, T,-cfhernov was diametrically
opposed to the Mensheviks. With his political friends he launched
a'passi‘onateTTa'ppeal to the 'sailors.~- - T T  T T T

' 1- . ‘_. . ._ ‘
-' ,

. x

' ' "The Bolsheviks killed‘-the cause of liberty and democracy when
' they counterposed, inithe popular mind, the ideaof -soviets-to the

idea arise Constituent"‘TAssembly. Instead of seeing the soviets as
a support for the Constituent Assembly‘, as a powerful link between
the Assembly and the country, they raised the soviets against the
Assembly and therebykilled both. the soviets and the Assembly.
This is what you must understand, deceived workers, T'soldiers,T:' i
and sailors. Let your slogan ‘free elections to the soviets‘ rever-
berate, as a call to a march fromithe soviets to the Constituent

.4.

As's'emblYE.T“' - T ' -. .

- - . -.- .
.' ' .\

’ - ' . .

T””Tcherno:v“went even further. From a private ship he sent the
following radio message to the Provisional Revog.-ltionary Committee:

. _ I .
, _ . . 1. _ _ ' . .

"The President of the Constituent Asse'1"r1bly., Victor Tchernov,
sends fraternal greetings to theheroi-c sailor, soldier and worker
comrades who, for the third time since 1905, are shaking off the

‘T yoke oftyranny. Acting as an intermediary, heTproposes, with the
i  A help*of'Russian cooperative organisations now abroad, to send men

A ' to"eh's\ir'e the feeding of Kronstadt. T it .. J
. ..' . '\I- ' . ‘ .. _ , . . - ‘ _ __. . r

“ Let me know what you need and how much you need. I. am T
prepared to"come personally and to place both myT forces and my
authority at the disposal of the popular revolution.'I I have oonfié-. T
de‘nceTin the "final victory of the working people. From every -
corner we are receivingnews that the masses are ready and .
willing to rise in theTname of the Constituent Assembly. Don‘t T
be trapped into negotiationswith the Bolsheviks. They .will only

A enter into "such negotiations in order to gain time and to concene -
’ ' trate around Kronstadt those formations of the privileged soviet

military corps of which they can be sure. Glory tothose who were
the first to raise the flag of popular liberation. Down with the

‘ ldespotiism‘ of both'ri‘ghtand left. Long live liberty and democracy.
0 . 1 .

_ .

- - - I - , . I .' 1 I .
- - . --1

At the: same timea second‘ appeal ‘was sent to Kronstadt by special
courier, 'fromT the ‘-deputation abroad ofTthTe'~ Socialist Revolutionary v

, .

PartY': T , I -" =1 - T T
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"The Party has abstained from any type of.Tputchisrin.T. .
Russia it has lately put the brakes on the upsurges of popular
anger while frequently trying, through the pressure of worker
and peasant opinion, to compel the Kremlin dictators to concede
to the demands of the people. But now that popular .TaTnger<Thas
overflowed, now that the flag of popularrevolutionihas been _
proudly hoisted over Kronstadt, our Party is offering the rebels
the help of all the forces it can muster in the struggle for liberty
and democracy. The S.R. s are prepared to share your fate and
to win or d-ie in your ranks. Let us know how we can help you.
Long live the people's revolution. "Long live free -soviets and
the Constituent Assemblyi" -. T -

. _ . .
‘ -.-

T To these concrete proposals, Tchernov received, on March :3
1921, the following answer by radio: . . T T ' ’.~T

 "The Provisional Revolutionary Committee of the city of
Kronstadt has received the greetings of comrade Tchernov, des-
patched from Reval. T0 all our brothers abroad we express our
gratitude for their sympathy. We thank Comrade Tchernov for
suggestions but ask him not to come for the time being, until the.
matter has been clarified. For the time being we are noting
his proposal. " Signed: Petrichenko, President of the T C
Provisional Revolutionary‘ GTommitteef.T

- _ || , . :. . .

I - ‘ . 4 . ._

' The Bolshevik-s clainithat the‘PTrovisional Revolutionary Commit-
tee consented in principle to TchernTov'"s arrival. They also claim that
Tchernov made his offer to send provisions to Kronstadt conditional on
the rebels launching the slogan of the Constituent Assembly. On March
20 1921 , the communist Komarov declared at _aT meeting of the Petrograd
Soviet that the Provisional Revolutionary Committee had asked T
Tchernov to wait for 12 days‘, during which time the food situation in
Kronstadt would have 'become suichthat it would be possible to launch
the slogangasked for by the S.R. s.T Komarov" claimed that this informa-
tion had been obtained in the course of the cross-questioning of '
Perepelkin, a member of the Provisional Revolutionary Committee
who had fallen into Bolshevik hands. Perepelkin was even alleged to
have said that the President of the Provisional Revolutionary Committee
had” secretly sent a positive answer to Tchernov. T T ‘

T  The sailor Perepelkifn was shot and his ‘confessions’ cannot be
verified. But in prison, just before, he had met the menshevik Dan and
had mentioned no such thing tohim although during their jointexercise
periods Perepelkin hadl providtedl Dan with many details concerningthe
insurrection. One is led to believe that already in 1921, bolshevik» 1
‘justice’ knew how to concoct confessions.

1
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In an article published in January 1926, in Znamia Borby, organ
of the left S.R. s, Petrichenko, President of the ProvisionaTl§Revolu- T 9
tionary Committee, confirms the answer given to “Tchernov by the
Committee. V He explains that the Committee itself could not deal with
this question." It proposed to hand the problem over toTthe newly
elected soviet. Petrichenko adds "1 am describing thingsas theytook
place in reality and independently of my own political opinion. " As
forlTchernov,phe"denies having posed conditions for the rebels. He
claimsnopenly to have “supported the slogan of the Constituent Assembly,
"convinced that sooner or later therebels would have adopted it".'"

0 , .
- . , ' - 1

‘ ‘ ‘ .'- ' 1

I
‘ u

.' |

dd) THE LEFT S. Rs  
_ In.;the June 1921 issue -of their paper Znamia published abroad,

this is howthe left S.3R. s. outlined their programme:
1

a .¢ I ‘
- ' - ' .

"The essentialaim of the left(internationalist) S.R. Party
is the reconstitution of the soviets and the restoration of genuine

I Soviet power... . ._ We are airning atythe permanent re-estab1ish-
"ment -o_-flthe vi.ola;tTed Constitution of the Soviet Republic, as
"adopted on June 10,.-1918, at the Fifth All-Russian Congress of
Soviets; . . . _the»peasan_try, which is the backbone of the working

.popTulation,.»in Russia, -_s;hould...have the right to dispose of its
T fate. . . . another essential demand is th.e re-establishment of.- \._ T _ ,

T the self-activity and of the free initiative of the workers in the
cities- Intensivelabour cannot be demanded of menwho are
starving and half dead. First they must be fed and to this end
it is essential to coordinate the interests of workers and

T?p ea sants- '.~‘ - -- __ I -
1-... ..

1 F 1 _ II ' I .- .- .
_ .

TTT-T-T.;-'I‘he. .spirit. of the "Petropavlovsk" Resolution. is undoubtedly very
close to that of the -left S.R. programmer The left S.R. s. however deny
paTrticipat~ion_“,in the insurrection. _ In the same issue of Znamiaone of
theirTM0scow-_ correspondents writes: "AtKronstadt, therewasnlt
a .si~ngle~ responsible representative of left populism. The whole move-
ment;dev'elo.p.ed wi_thouTt._o-ur parTticipation.__ At the onset we were outside
of it but it was nevertheless essentially left populist in outlook. Its

' '\‘ ' -T - 1 -. .

slogans and its moral_objectives are very close to our own. " ' I
<_ - - T . .1 . . _ _- _ : I - _ . u _ . - ..
. - . - ~ . _ - 1, . . _ - _ - ‘' " - . .

. I | ' ' _ . _

. . _ “In the"wish to establish hisTtorical7 truth..Twe will now quote two._ I I _
--. _ . . |-

further’ au_th_oiii_sed‘ 7TtestiTmTyoni-.es,T: that‘ of Lenin and that of the sailor‘
I . .. ' l , . . 4 _ _ _

Pet‘riTcheTnko.3l one of the leaders"of "the insurrection.  T ' ‘.~ ¢
1 In ' I- . a , . _ .

I . _ \ - -
. . _._ -
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' I | ' - r - _ | '- . - , . . .

" In his article "The ‘Tax in Kind“='-='t'hi's_is what Lenin has to say " TT
about Kronstadt: i  ” ' ’ 9 ‘ T

. ~

y "In the spring of 1921 , mainly as a result ofthe failure of the
- harvest and the dyingiof cattle, the condition of the peasantry,

which was extremely bad already as a consequence of the war and
blockade, became very much worse. ' This resulted in political
vacillation which, generally speaking, expresses the very ‘nature’
of the small producer. The most striking expression of this
vacillation was the Kronstadt mutiny. . . . There was very little of
anything that was fully formed, clear and definite. W'e heard
nebulous slogans about ‘liberty’, ‘free trade’, ‘emancipation from
serfdom‘, ‘Sovie_t__s_ without the Bolsheviks‘, or new elections to
the Soviets, or relief froTm ‘Party dictatorship’, and so on and
so forth. Both the Mensheviks and the Socialist-Revolutionaries
declared the Kronstadt movement to be ‘thjeir own‘.  

: V I .
, — _ T . _

. . I ' '. _' _

-T

T  “Victor Chernov sent a runner to Kronstadt: on the proposal _
of this runner theMenTsheTTvikT-.TVa;lTk, one oftheflironstadt leaders,
voted for the ‘Constituent’. I-TI=n:a flash", with radio-telegraphic

l speed, one mightvsay, the .W=hIite .GuTa~rds rnobil-is_ed_ all their
forces ‘for Kronstadt‘. The White Guard military-experts in
Kronstadt, a number off experts, .and not Kozlovsky alone, drew
up a plan for a 1anding~Tof.forces at Oranienbaunn, a plan which

» frightened the vacillating Menshevik-Socialist-Revolutionary
' non-party masses. - .

"More than fifty Russian White Guard newspapers published
abroad are conducting a furious campaign ‘for Kronstadt‘. The

' big banks, all the forces of finance capital, arecollecting funds T
1’ T to assist Kronstadt. The wise leader of. the bourgeoisie and the

landlords, the Cadet Milyukov, is patiently explaining to. the fool
Victor Chernov directly (and to Dan and R-ozhkov, who are in _ .

‘ ' Petrograd jail for their connection Twith the Kronstadt Mensheviks,
T ‘ T indirectly) that they need. be in no hurry with their Constituent,

=1‘ Ida Mett's quotations from Lenin are wrongly attributed to his"
article on “The Tax in Kind". This report was delivered at the 10th
Party Congress, on March l5, 1921 (Selected Works, Volume 9, p. 1__07)
In fact the quotations relate to an article on “The Food Tax“ (Selected
Works, Volume 9, pp. 194-198). Ed. Solidarity.  T ”
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and that they can and must supportthe Soviets - only without the
 1 ' I. I L. 'l‘ 4 ' .‘ .;' .‘ " ' ' V- h -" " -'3 . - - o'~.~ — | - - .... -. T _‘ - . - T ‘ 'I __ . Q.‘ ' _ 5'5-' -I ‘_-'-_ ,; ¢ __-- :_‘§~ " ‘ W _ _ - i _‘ .-T , , . J;-_-_ .' ,»__ __ 5..-_ Tr’ ‘M11-.)f','_'... _,5,._ ,.,,. IQ; __ __ .; - ._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _I I. ' E ‘-._ _,,\- _ A-_ . .. .-__;l' Hi £3 _ ; _T (__ AL 1 _s F“;_. _~ L. 1 'P_. I ...!-5:11. r. _>-:_i;_;T-4'_g'...:.|.s-- . A: _3 '- . A . .. 3 l:_,._. )__._

: -_ ._ ‘E _ - -._ -.1» . y 1' ‘-__<‘ ...: . - 4| _ _. . . } .: y . .I_ '- _ _ F. 4__ __ _ I __ . , ._ 1 . ._ _- _ I ._ ._

~_ 9'. ,. ' »_ .1 . ;'T . - - ;- - ' ,. _ . T‘ »T ,;_ T .. . . -.. T ' ' " *T . T - _-'.-
.___ . - __ _ , t F r __ _ ,._ ,._._ - , _ _.. _ ._ . ., » __ _ _ I . ‘ . , _ , . _ _

_ P -1' - - l ' . .' T T-T‘._ .--~ T - T T .T ' 3'1 . T -
' ~ . | I " I -. . - - ’ I - T - _ - T’ ' - ' :" " 1- - - ». 11- .- . . - , T ‘ ' ,' ,' ' P ._- ' ' A. - I - -._ . , —- , ' T .. - ... T . - .. 1- -- . - -:T._- .‘_

 . ;"Of course,T it_,1s easy to be ¢1¢%¢s_Trs"rT than ‘conceited £sToiTSTT‘11TRe
, . 4 . .

ChQ§_If_I}QN_, ,_the;_hero j_<_::(f petty-bour;gegi,s phr.as_e,s, or like;1\__/lartev, "the
1<niTgh*TT°fTTTPhilisties Sm. .1>=->4i1,1'=<T>s1..¢<?T1!=?@>.1<. 1,1198 ‘.Ma1'?%it<re‘_=   Prop -

- " , --.*T'.._T.,‘\. ‘T\ " _ ~T :t_.‘.'. --‘...-my ' . .1
I 0 -I

erly s_'[)_6‘€_3._l$?'1_,r1g‘..,T not itjasan
C,1eTT§-fTe,;‘eJ;'_T,';but _thatb_ee_a_upse1;of..hi.s,,cla spas po,_sit,ion they le‘a:der,_iI_c>f the
his %b¢?flrseeisTi T,1-1116.6 rstaridis9isles <T>11,'¢i<='“é,“ Pole‘. .». ,,_ . - . \_ _ . . - _ .. . ‘ _ _. _ .. ... ._._ __ _|_ . "‘_~_ ‘.._

int“as Its-inss; ¢,l,.sar.1v- teen: the-.1sad.@r S  of Fh,@T,‘P‘e.i¢fY,'b9ur~- T
.se<>Tisie§. gthe-@TTT.Ch§;r,n§qs§s.Tarld ~,Mar1:<>vs.-. ,.TTh_e;b.QurseOiSi¢_ is if,¢==1‘,l1‘fy eL¢1T-158
=§,¢"?;1f,§.f9-<.,.7§r‘?-11,1q11@T,.,,i13€TYiTtaT1?1y,,r,ul,e.S l1.1l<.i.€r eepita1ism._,_b0th uridelf <?=*- .1'1"1,,<>1'1é-1'<=hY. ...._,._ _- ._ .--- ---T..-.-,- . -._..:.-. _ , .;-..._,-‘ , ._ ‘_ _.,_-._:- T.

the '  T 2 T  ..-,,,_.\....._.>...___.,.__- ._ _ _‘_. -,_ .| ;_.,-. _.-‘.1-..,_, _| _. _!»'__ ,_.~,,,--_-‘.-1,..{...
T. -' . 4 . I .__\ _ , * - * g _v» I . _ T1 H_i__ H , __ f \ 1 _ . _ : I .. } _ -- I . . ‘ . _ A _ I‘ ‘ L . I _ _ 1 . . . I~ _ : _- ‘ I. E \ _ I = L u _ - I-‘A T - ... .1 1 . ,_ ... ‘ . . I . A5!‘ ‘I y ,‘.'. 31; _ T

' ' T. . ~ _ \ -. . I _ ' ' ' .

‘ . T§e°°“d
PY the

,\T~TT1T>T.@<>.<>.T<>*TTn1<@ se"vthi'ii”é S 81°“
o‘f‘_,c’la sis, ih1po‘t'enc'e;“ henee the ‘vae’illat“io‘h," phra se s and *1¢‘é1T151eiT.T';T;iie s s . . . .

. _ _ .._ _.
\. . < . .- ‘ ‘ '0 ‘ - T ' , . -- . - - ‘. _ 8 T . , , . | T . T _ - _ - . _ _ _ _i ' ' 1 I _, ' ' .| P ‘ I

. . .

.1 |_ “ 7. I, - _ , .' ‘ V

"' ’T':W'hein"in‘;h1,s:‘ T‘Ber-l‘i'n ‘.Toi1‘rnal“Mar‘tov decelared-Tthlat ‘Kronstadt not only
adolptlejdi sl“o"gar_i‘s ‘but also (proved that an‘ anti.-Bolishevik move-
ment wasp_qsTsible;_whichr,di,d not entirely serve the interests.of._the White
Guards, Tthe capi__talistspa‘nd"the landlords, he served as an example of

r . -- . , .1-.T »}T - . -

acolnoeitiedi Narcissus. He" said in eff~ect‘:T‘ ‘Let us‘ ‘close our
eyes to the fact that all the realWhite Guarids greeted the ‘Kronstadt
mutineers and through the banks collected funds in aid of Kronstadt!‘
Kilyukovis ri‘ghtcomparedTwith the Chernovs and T‘MartovsT, for he pro-
poses real tactics for a real White Guard Force, the" force of the capi-

.' T ' -. .| '. 1-.. ;' '

talistsianpdulandlords. _'He says in 'effeTct: "'It_"do*e’s not rriatte'rT' whom we
. - T . n ' I: :1; ; . P ""|- .,,. , .4

support, ;even_‘-"the..‘anar.c_hi.‘s(ts, any sort of ‘Soviet'Tgo‘vernme‘nt'T,?T*as long
a_s_ theBolsheviks are ‘overthrown, as long asia shifting" of gower can be
bnoughtgabo-utip It-rnakes_;no_ difference, to the Rightor to the Left, to
the 'l\/lensheviks or _to'the;_ anarchists, as long as power shifts away from
the BoTl;sh_eviks_., ‘ _,A_sfTor___thTe rest - ‘we’, th_e Milyukovs, ‘we’, the
c'api_talisTts‘ and landT_lo's,.:‘ willido the rest T"‘ours'e1ve‘s”;T we give
(the.-anarc,hists,T the_,‘C'hernovs and; theMartov‘s a; good slappingand kick

.. T. . - J . ~. _ ... . . .

them toutfafsjpwasiidjostnpe;to pyCher_'nov and Mais-ky in ‘Siberia, to the Hungar-
ian CiherTnov“s‘_i;anid‘ tovs in Hunga T to-’ Kauts-ky in“ Germany and

~| . . _. - -. .|, . - _ __ .

Friedrich,Adler. and Co. in Vienna. The real, practical bourgeoisie
foiolecl hundofjthe Tpphi.liTstinie Narc i s sus es :9 they Mensheviks ,
Socialist;-Reyoluti-enaries andTT‘no*n-party people. and kicked. them out
scores of timesliin all r,evo1utionTs in all countries‘. This is‘ proved by
history.. _ , It is corroborated by facts. The Narcissuses will chatter;
the.TM_i_lyu,kovs and WhiteGuards will ‘act. . . . . y  

' .' P - I . . _ - 1'' - ' .~ ' . - . ‘ -

4' ' mm T
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 "The events of the spring of 1921 once again revealed the role
of the Socialist—Revolutionaries and Mensheviks: they are helping
the vacillating petty-bourgeois element to recoil from the Bolshe-
viks, to cause a ‘shifting ofpower' for the benefit of the capitalists
and landlords. The Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries A
have now learnt to disguise themselves as a ‘non-party‘. "  

0 PETRICHENKUS EVIDENCE
. _ ,

We will finally quoteithe main passages of Petrichenl<o's evidence,
as published in his article in the left S.R. paper Znamia Borby,-. in=
January 1926: ~ r " - I . e to ti ‘

. . .
‘ _ . _ u ,_

' l '1

"I have read the letters exchanged between the left S.R.
organisation and the British Communists. In this correspondence
the question of the Kronstadt insurrection of 1921 is raised. . .

"As I was the President {of the Provisional Revolutionary
Committee} I feel it a moral obligation briefly to throw some light

_ u
u

on these events for the benefit of the Political Bureau of the Brit-
-_. -

ish Communist Party. I know you get your information from Mos -
cow. I also know that this information is one-sided and biased. It
woulc§Ln'.t be a badthing if you were s.how__n'the other side of the

I ‘ . ' ‘ ' I . '- ‘I . ' ' _ ' - .
I ' I I ' I‘ J “ ' ‘P ' . . ‘ '- ‘

C01!-10 0 0 0 _ . '_ , . __ ._ _ _ ._ . ._ A 5 _
. -, .' . _ ,. , ._ I-_ _ . . . l . _ _ ... _. .- Ky...” v.._ -...-’ _» .- , , - -_ w - , , -

. . - ' P ' I , " ' . ' - ‘ Q I ‘ ' - ' - , , i . : I ' ' ' , | ’ 11 _ . - v 1. , . . _ .. - . - _ , \_ _ . _ F U - , <, . ,-_ . _ ' - .\ ' .. ‘- - ‘_ - '- - °- . 0

~ I 5 u -\ . , '1

nygu have yourselvesgaidmpitted g 4

ti9,ni§>i 19.31 was 411°‘? in5PiI‘ed f1"<5i'I1.t11¢i..°@?3ide-fir. ££§§Q€5i'ili°qfi I- ._ ,~:,._ < ,.. A _ _ _ _ _ - __. ‘ ,,,_., ._ .__. ., \- .-it V, ,_K’ _\_,__. . T _L

witplleue that ‘ tlxe- pet1en_ee. eff the .We'rk1ns"m.ee*eee;""'ee§terie;1*red
solidiers. workers and peasants had reached} its final limit.‘

., _, .-

- 0
- ' | ' _ - . l_ - . |, _ _ _ _ _ . |

t  , ‘_p‘h‘Pyopular angeragainst the dictatorship _of|theMCommunist A
 Parfey-r o.r-§r_iather agaifisti--its bureaucra_oy-pl-.5 to?ol< thieiiormief an
ins-ur“‘re.ction'. ;%"I‘his is how preciofus'bilooid “came to"'be spiilt.”

- J . - . o 1

I.

Thgerewaqs no‘ques_tpion'oficlass or. caste dififerencxes. p_‘Ther,e were
| "' -- \ _ - p- e . . _ _ -.A. 1'

 werkerée-e,n. beth,_sidee of the be;r-rica'dee-  The.ldiff,eiien.e.e 18-ruin theI‘ _- ‘ , . _ :r __. ‘ I __ _. .1. ..': -¢_

_ l_fact',that' the rnenof Kronstadt marched forward’oonoscioifslyland of
. , — -- ' I

1 theirilown free will, while those iwholwereattacking them had; been
misled the Comrnunifst Party leaders; and some wtere even acting
ahgpainmsit their own wishe‘-s._ I can tell you evé1;r11aare;jy‘th'¢
stadte'rsdidn't enjoy takingup__arms and spilling bloodl _i it 1‘

. ‘I _ ‘I _ L , | _ L _ ;_ _ g _ _ _ P. ; , . - . , ~ '

I'WhetlhePPened ithee te forte the Kreneteudtete  tet ePee1< the
language of guns witlfthe Commuinist§yPar_ty‘ da_ring;;yto call
themselves.-1 'Woiiikeris andpPteaj&fé§11p§S Ge-§tesrnment'?_y"_=r  
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' ' ' - . .. _ . - ___
' '- - "- . - : ' ; - .- - . _ , _1 - _ . ‘ ' - I -. - .

.=-'-YET‘-he Kronstadt sailors had taken anactive partin the creation
' . .. ‘ . , ' '

- . 1 , 0

of;snr:11%aigovernm.eI1t:-_~. They;had protected git,a_;gai_nst al___l__the attacks
of the Gounter-revolution-_ ,-'lI_?heyp,.not.only.p:tf*9,l§e§,tBd_.Fli<"%_ __ga.!;@$,'.I>.fi'i‘..
Peter;o:lgrad~'- the; heajrt. of thetworld revolution - but they also foprrned
military detachnaents for the innumerable fronts against the_Whi_te
Guards, starting with Kornilov and finishing with Generals
Youdieni=tc_h and~N.eklioudo,v-. :, . ¢   

'.\ .-1-..,." -\ .
‘ ' . \ J ,. \. . ,_ _ _ _ . . _ _ . -. . - . -

"You are asked to believe thatthese_ same Kro_nstadters'had_ sud-. _ ,

denly become the enemies of the Revolution. The ‘Workers and
Peasants"; Government denounced the Kronstadt rebels as agents of the
Entente, -as French spies, ;_-as supporters of the bourgeoisie, as s,
as-Mensh'e.viks=, ---etc. ,._etc-.. .-Itis astounding that the men___of_ Kronstadt

. - - ‘ _ - _an-‘J--'..\.. .

should sud:~denly_- have becom.e,d,a_n-grerous enemies just whenzreal danger
from the generals of the armed counter-_-rev.olut,iony,had driisappeared -
just, when the rebuilding of__the country had to be tapck1e.d;g'j*ust when
people.-were thinking of tasting thefruits of Gctobetr ~ ju_s_t_ when it was
atquestiono-i ‘showing the gsoodsyin their true co.lour___, of sh_oyying_ one's
political baggage (i. e. when it-wasynolonger a question; pfmaking
promises but of sticking to -them). ,__People were _beginningito draw up
abalance sheet of revol_ut=iona_ry achievements. iV‘[e__ha_dn_'t__dar'ed dream
about thistduring the Civil Wa;r.. _§fet it is-just at th_is__point in time that
the men of»Kronstadt were fournd. to beenemies. P What,c_rime had.- , ,. . _ .__ _~..._. x-- -

Kronstadt, therefore, comnaitted against the revolution? _n . . . _

. - .
. I 1", . ~ .- r _ _ - . ' _ _ ._ , _ .\ I _

- . ‘"Ans:%th.ek-Civi;l,,War subsidedj, -the Petrograd workers th_o’_u.ght it
their right to.remind the Soviet of thaptl-Ttown that the timehad lcomie
to remember their economic plight and to pass from app war regime:._ _

to a regime of peace. t _ _ , _ V
' . _, _a

. "The Petrograd Soviet considered this harmlesisiandessential
der'nand;to be counter--revolutionary. It not only _re_rnaivn_e;d__y_deafp and

-,)' u, -, , -- _

dumb to these; claims - ;b,_ut itvstarted resorting to home, searches.-and. - .,_ .__ '._ ,_' ' --.- . 0-_ - .‘

Ya-rrests of workers, declaring them_ spiesyandy agents _q__£,the Entente.
Th-esse bureaucrats becarne corrupt during the Civilslwfar at a time
’whe"n" no one-dared resis.t them. They hadn't no_ti,ced that the _
‘situation had changed. - I .. -Q t . , . -. S

.
I . "V 1' -' -. - . ., _. ' . '\ ' .

' ' .', _ _ Q . . r_ __ _ I-. I - -1 ~' . _|-\ | ,l.. , ._

, I _ -'=‘.The workers answered by _:re.sorting fto str_ik_es.,_ fury of the
P'etr.ograd Soviet then became like the fury of wavwild _animal. Assisted

- -_ 1 " .- --..

O I .

-,-:'- . .' ' _ __
n---;" . .
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by its Opritchniks* it kept the workers hungry and exhausted. It
held them,in an irongrip, driving them to work by all kinds of
constraint. L, The Red soldiers and sailors, despite their sympathy
with theijworkersi, didn't dare rise in their defence. But this time

_ ' - , ' - v . .

the ‘workers and peasants" Governrnent came unstuck about ‘
Kronstadt. So'm'ewhat belatedly Kronstadt had learned about the

' _-r‘ _ - . - - . -

true state of affairs inPetr_ograd.' ' _  P  
' . ' ' ' I 1' . _ -- _ . . r .. I _- . 1 .

1 Q
-,1 _ .

"You are therefore right, British ‘comrades, when you say
 that the Kronstadt revolt was not the result of the activities of

-I ¢_ _
' ." - . 0 _ .

any one particular person. ” " _“'_"‘ ' ' ‘
‘- _ '- I ’ -\- .

" 0

. __,_ "Furthermore I wouldlike to know more about the alleged '
support to Kronstadt ofcounter-revolutionary foreign and Russian
organisations! I repeat again that the uprising was not provoked by
any political organisation. I doubt they even existed at Kronstadt.
The revolt broke out spontaneously. It expressed the wishes of the
masses themselves, both the civilian "population and the garrison.
This is seen in the resolutions adopted and in the composition of the
Provisional Revolutionary Gorr1:mittee‘,i”where one cannot detect the
dominant influence of any anti} soviet: party. f According to the
Kronstadters anything that happened ~'Qi~l5-was done there was ‘dictated

- - . 1

by the circum_stances' of the_m'ome:nt. The rebels didn't place their
faith in anyone. They didn't even place it in the hands of the Provi-
sional Revolutionary Gommi_t'te'e'or in‘ the hands of the assemblies of
delegates, or in the hands of'meeiti'ngs,"o'r anywhere else. There
was noquestion about this. The Provisional Revolutionary Commit-
tee never attempted anything inthis“_dire'ction, although it could have

1

done. The Gommittee"s' only concern was strictly to implement the
wishes of the people. "Was thata good thing or a bad thing‘? I
cannot pass judgement.

. ' 0

"The truth is thatthe masses led the*Committee and not the
other way round. Among us thereiwejreho well-known political
figures, of the kind who see ever'ythin_gi”thr'ee archines"‘=‘>-'< deep and
know all that needs to be done, and "howto get the most out of every
situation. The Kronstadters acted withoutipredetermined plans or
programme, feeling their way accor‘di'iig‘to circumstances and within
 

0

* The Opritchniks were the personal guard of Ivan the Terrible and at
"' " " - ' "' - .-. .

the.same timehis higher political police fo'rc‘e.l ‘During the seven years
of their existence (I565-1572) they distiriguishediithemselves by their
ferocious activity.

-it -it archine = Russian measure of length.
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the context of the resolutions they hadpadopted. We were cut off from
the entire world. We d__idn‘t know what was going on outside Kronstadt,
either in Russia or.--abrguoad--. Some may "possibly have drawn thefirfgown
blueprints for our ihsu‘rrec'tion'-2 asusually happens. They were wa"st-
ing their time. It is fruitless to speculate as to what would have hap-
pened._if;-thinggs had evolved differently, for the turn of events itself, l ~
might have been quite different from what we were anticipating. O‘ne_'
thingis ce"-retain", the Kr.ons'tad"ters didn't want the initiative to pass out 1-.
of their hands. '. s c " ' l W

' .~ -- --_-

"In their publications the Communists accuselusi.-.-7of acceptingan r--is-;’.Egl.
offer of food and medicine from the Russian Red Cross, in Finland. 5
W.e_1adr=nit_ we saw nothing wrong in accepting such an offer. Both the .
Provisional;1R.evolutionary Committee and the assembly of delegatesil“pf_f
agreed to it. We felt that the Red Cross was a philanthropic organisa_.-l.-A;
tion, offering us disinterested help that could do us no harm. When we
decided to allow the.R.ed Cross delegation toenter Kronstadt we led ; .51}
them blindfolded to ourheadc1uarte1~s. ' At our first meeting we infoirnaféd
them that we gratefully accepted their offer of help as coming from W W 5
a philanthropic organisation, but thatwe considered ourselves free of;_.__

Many undertakinglsl towards We accepted their request to "leave
1 a __pe-rmanent representative in Kronstadt, to watch over the 1f.egular' 
distribution to women and children of the rations which they were
proposing tosendius. '  s or _

"Their representative, a retired naval officer called Vilken. ' i
remained in Kronstadt. He was put up in a permanently guarded flat _
and couldn't even stepigoutside without our permission. What danger,
could this man have represented? All he could seewas the resolve of '
the garrison and of thecivilian population of Kronstadt. — . ..

;_i;»"Was this the ‘aid of the international bourgeo_isie'_? Or q
aid perhaps lie in the fact l_'that'.Vic'to=r Tchernov had sentyus his-"greet--:
ings‘? Was this the ‘support of both th-e Russian and -international ‘ ~
counter-revolution‘ ? Can you really believe that the men of Kronstadt
were ready to throw themsel'ves into the. embrace" of any anti-soviet»-1 W
party? Remember that when the “rebels learned that the right’ wing was
begirining to devise plans about their insur_rec_tion_ they didnltthesitapter to
warn" the workers about it. :Remember» thellartic-lie of March 6 inthe
Kronstadt-Ifsvestia, entitled ‘gentlemen or comrades‘. " » I .

' - = _ ' - 1
0- .
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THE A ING OF SOCIALISM' by Paul Cardan“i"What”is a socialist *“M_N -.._. _ . ~ _ S "‘
programme?iWlTheyreal_contradiction‘incapita1ist*productionI*7'1
Socialist values. ‘ A relstatement‘of=socialist-objectives; "The ~#
case for workers‘ management of production. 5p. »*k‘»; £.w"j

SOCIALISM OR BARBARISM. '.A redefinition of socialist objectives in
the light of the.events of the last 50 years. 1 5p. _ . np

AS WE DON'T SEE IT. An elaboration of the ‘Solidarity’ statement
‘As We See It‘, ... specially designed for those who couldn't read
between the lines. 5p. R

THE CRISIS OF MODERN SOCIETY by Paul Cardan. The interlocking
crises in work, politics, values, education, the family, and V  
relations between the sexes. 5p. .  

by Maurice Brinton How modern societyTHE IRRATIONAL IN POLITICS T _ . _ L
conditions its slaves to accept their slavery. Sexual repression and
authoritarian conditioning a in both Western and Eastern contexts. 15p. -

THE FATE OF MARXISM by Paul Cardan. Can a theory which set out
‘not only to interpret the world but to change it‘ be dissociated
from its historical repercussions? 1 5p. 1 R-. - ~ _ " T

' ' ' v- ' - . -,

HISTORY AND REVOLUTION (A Critique of»Historical.Materialism); by
Paul Cardan. . A further enquiry into the_‘unmarxist in Marx‘. Can
essentially capitalist conceptual categories be applied to pre- 1 "
capitalist and nonécapitalist societies?* " 15p. ‘ii O

THE COMMUNE (PARIS"1871)i by P. Guillaume and M. Grainger. -w The
first proletarian attempt at total self-management; .An'analysis of~
the various interpretations (from Marx to Trotsky). I 5p.'r ,-p.

- . ,~ If

HUNGARY '56‘ by Andy Anderson.  The anti+bureaucratic revolution.
The programme of the Workers Councils. y25p.h._y _ 1

CEYLON = THE J.V.P. UPRISING.p_ The Iofficialv Left in power puts
down an insurrection and maintains a reign of terror. ;How Britain,
Russia, China and the USA achieved unity ...i to suppress the-s W‘
uprising. 25p.

G.M{W.U. : SCAB UNION by Mark Fore., A close look at one of Britain's
biggest unions. Are the unions still working class organisations? 5p.



' . . . this luxury was really absolutely impermissible. By
permitting (sic!) such a discussion (on the trade unions) we
undoubtedly made a mistake and failed to see that in this
discussion a question came to the forefront which, because
of the objective conditions, should not have been in the
forefront . . . ' -

Lenin. Report to 10th Party Congress,
l\/larch 8, 1.921.
Selected Works, vol.D§, p. 90.

‘What the rebels of Kronstadt demanded was only what Trotsky
had promised their elder brothers and what he and the Party
had been unable to give. Once again a bitter and hostile echo
of his own voice came back ‘to him from the lips of other people,
and once again he had to suppress it. '

Isaac Deutscher, The Prophet Armed,
p. 512--3.
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Taking everything into account, what was the Kronstadt uprising?
Was it a counter-‘revolutionary insurrection? Was it a revolt without
consciouscounter-‘revolutionary objectives, but which was bound to
open the doors to the counter-revolution? Or was it simply an attempt
by the working masses to materialize some of the promiseof October?
Was the revolt inevitable? And was the bloodyend to which it came
also inevitable? We will conclude by trying to answer these questions.

TROTSKWS ACCUS/L\T\Ol\lS
The accusations made ‘against Kronstadt by the Bolsheviks in 1921

are exactly the same as those mentioned later by the stalinisthistorian
Poukhov, in his book»-published in 1931. Trotsky repeated?-them. The
trotskyists still repeat them today.

' Trotsky‘s attitude on this question was however always somewhat
embarrassed and awkward. He would issue his accusations by the
dropper instead of proclaiming them once and for all. In 1937, when
he discussed Kronstadt for the first time inwriting (in his books on
the Russian Revolution he hardly ever dealt with the subject) he starts
by saying that Vthe country was hungry, and the Kronstadt sailors were
demanding pri_vileg_'es. The mutiny was motivated by their wish for
privileged rations. '..'.* Such a demand was never put forward-by the men
o£',Kronstadt.. In his later writings Trotsky, having doubtl-ess taken

| .

care to read more on the matter, was to abandon this particular accu-
sation. What remains however is that he started his public accusations
with a lie. ,  ~ " ' w  

' . ‘ |> I - ' - . .
_ 0

. 1 - ‘

In an article in the Belgian paper ' ‘ I (February; 26' - Lutte Ouvriere -* - ,
1938) Trotsky wrote: "From a class point of view, which R- no offence to
the eclectics - remains‘ the fundamental criterionlboth inpolitics ‘and in
history, it is extremely important to compare the conduct-of'Kronstadt
with that of Petrograd during these critical days. In Petrograd too the
whole leading stratum of the working class had been skimmed off.

¢

. . _e _ : . - - _

=3  V _ Bulletin of the Opposition, No. 56-57 (in Russian). " ' i ‘ T T"

, -|,o‘. ».u‘-
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Famine and cold reigned in the abandoned capital, even more cruelly
than in Moscow. . . The paper of the Kronstadt rebels spoke of barri-

' - .

cades in‘Petrograd, of thousands of people killed.’-< The Press of the
whole world was announcing the same thing. In fact the exact opposite
tookiiplace. The Kronstadt uprising did not attract the workers of p
Petrograd." I-t repelled them. The demarcation took place along class
lines. The workers immediately felt that the Kronstadt rebels were =
on the other side of the barricade and they gave their support to the I

- - ,, . > .

Government. " ' ‘

Here again Trotsky is saying things which are quite untrue.
Earlier on we showed how the wave of strikes had started in Petrograd
and how Kronstadt had followed suit. I It was against the strikers of "

. . ,

Petrograd that the Government had had to organise a special General
Staff: - the Committee of Defence. The repression was first directed
against the Petrograd workers and against their demonstrations, by
the despatch of armed detachments of Kours_antys.='-<* -'  

I | '. - . .. , D
' I

V But the workers of Petrograd had no weapons. They could-'=r'iot' '
defend" themselves as could the Kronstadt sailors. The military repres-

A 1 .

sion -directed against Kronstadt c_eprtai;1._1y intimidated the Petrograd
workers. The demarcation did not take place "along class lines" but
according to the respective strengths of the organs of repression. -The
fact that the workers of Petrograd did not follow those of Kronstadt
does not prove that they did not sympathise with them. Nor, at
a later date, when the Russian ,prole_tariat failed to follow the ‘various
"oppositions" did this prove that they were in agreement with Stalin!-
In such instances it-was a question of the respective‘ strengths of"the
forces confronting One another. , I " '

-. I ' , . 0 | _

_, . -
' . p

_- A 0 '-- . 1 '- »

In the same article Trotsky repeats his points concerning the
exhaustion of Kronstadt, from the revolutionary point of view. He“-
claims that, whereas the Kr_onstadtsa,ilors of 1917 and 1918 were
ideologically at a much higher ‘level than the Red Army, the contrary
was the case; by 1921. This argument is refuted by 0t£i¢~ia1 Red Army
documents. ‘These admit that the frame of mind of Kronstadthad I

I .
' O

infectedilarge layers of the a_rrnY- ; S n“ 3*‘.  
.- . . ' |_ , ' .

. - . _ ‘.
n , < - . . -’.. Q

.. . s --. .

. Trotsky denounces those who attack him over Kronstadt ove"i"'the
"' - -I-II 1 . , ‘~- -- ¢ . .-.. _,__ N ' --~I ,. ...

i‘ ~ -

>:= It is untrue that the paper of the Kronstadters,“ the "K'ronstadti5
Isvestia, ever spoke of "thousands of people killed" in Petrograd.

** Officer cadets.
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belatedn‘ess”of their strictures. *"»The--,c.a.mpaign ar0up<f!,,Kr0nstadt'.'»-he
spays"i=“"'iis conductetdg.-e"~ in seer.-itai-n plac;esi,.y_with unrelenting ene".rgy.f One
migh't'iima‘g'ineithat' eventsvto5o*l€.#pla»ce_ yesterday and rnot seventeen years
ago?!" B‘utiseventeen;yea-rs is="a.very short period, on any historical g
scale. We don"t accept,-that to speak of Kronstadt is to 'g‘evoke;..th;e\'pdays“. - _ ~ .

of the lEgyptian'.=Pharoahs". Moreover -itfappeayrs logical to us togseel; _i
same of-the‘ roots of the great Russian catastrophe in_thiws..::striking and, _
sympt'omati’c'--'episode...;- After. all it;tookl place ata time yvwhienpthe repres-»_.
sion of the R=5us"s'ia;n~-wo-rkeirs-was not being. perpetrated by:isorne_MStal_in__
or other but by the flower of Bolshevism, by Lenin and Trotsky impera-' - 1

selves. Seriously to discuss the Kronstadt revolt is therefore not, as
Trot'"s'ky claims,” "to be~"interested;tin discrediting f,h€.y0n1Y.pge{1l1_i_fl8_1.Y
r evolutionatry" tendency; J: the only .- tendency-.-never, to have ,r.eneged; its E b
flag,’ ni;e"ver'ito' have'compromised~~with the enemy, the only-tendencyto
repre‘s§ent'*the'futurié“. §' ; g _  

' v. ‘ I 1
',_ _" .' _ i ‘,.'-I I ‘ ' ~_ _ '1' "

. . -, . ‘ . - __ '~ !- __ , - . I 1
' ' ' " i- '5 '=_ 1,." _ ,' '. _ _

i Durin-lg"-ithe subsequent ‘seventeen year sy Trotsky shed none -o£_his
hostilitytowards the"rTebel.s..£:Lackir1g arguments he resorts to gossip. _
He tells us that -"at Kronstadt; wherethe garrison was doing nothingand
on'ly‘4li'vin"g~'on‘it*s»‘ipast, d'emor;alisati_on.phad reached important propor-V  
tions. When-the'5‘§ituati_on became particularlyldifficult in famished
Petroig‘ra’d,» the Po'=l'i"~tiéal Bureau discussed several timeswhether to
raise an internal +1-oan’inPKronstadt, where there -still remained old
stores '-of all -sortfs J " Bu-t the Petr-ovgraddelegaies would answer: T ‘T1163? T.
will-“gilve us nothing lofrtheir own free will. They.;sp_eculate on cloth, M
coal, bread, ~for in Kronstadt all the .0l;d scum has-raised. its head y -v T
again""." T - .- it H  _, 1» .

. . - ri - -w

M This argument concerning "old storesof all sorts" is in bad _p
faith.““iOnei:"need"orfil=y 7--1'€C_a.].1.’:_fih€ ultimatum to‘ the Kronstadters issued
by the Petrograd Defence Committee on _March1_5th;g (referred togelise;-‘i _.
where): "You will be obliged to surrender. Kronstadt has neithoer ‘ ii
lEir’e_a;d;~nor»‘fuel.'~"" {What had? happened in the me,a,nt_i_me_to- the said old

-- _
" ' ‘ ." - ' '- ' . . ,._, _ .stores"?- ' - s.’ l  - - . -

"‘7""' '--3'-3 " " .' -_;.'. .." "' .. ,<Ir1 ‘ :1 , , -H _ I ‘ I _.

-‘ I , 1 _ . ‘, " _- ‘ _ ‘n .'. ' ‘
I ‘ " ' -w . . .. -

"g“_iFui‘ther=lnfor&=n:ation' on this topic comes from.the Kronstadt up
Isveisitita". ‘ It die s“crib'e's'the- distribution tochildren of one pound of _ _ _
dried pota'to"'e"s on--presentation ofacationa vouchers 5 and 6.“ .On_yMarch_ g

’8!tl'1',~ four litres‘ ofioatls were distribute-dl;to last four days - and on i y
Mar'ch'9yth_‘alquairVter of apoiund of-black biscuit .made of flour and dried
potato lpowdeér go OnMarch 1-Oth the Rlegional Committee of _1\/Ietalworkers
decided to pla“deoi*at the‘1"disp"ois.al of-=th'e rcommunity the horse meat to| Q ,.

w.hich..its.rnemberswere entitled. During the insurrection there was T
' - < _ ' "" Io u -0 -.¢ | ,. 5, ..., _ _ - . . U I

also distributed a tin of condensed milk per person] o1ione”oc’cas‘ion'" t *
some meat "pr-e~serves;,‘ and final-ly'(to.-chil-dren;o;nly)_halfy poundof
butter. F T

- :
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'- -". ‘ ' - . "- - .,.--. . ,-- ' "-' . -.- - " .\' - - - i - _- . . 5-.- - . _ _ 1 _ _ . . _ . _ _- | I r ‘- _ _. ~_. . , : . l -' . 1‘ - -. _ ‘ _“._‘ ‘I _,“ . _; _That .no.,doubtis Whagttuiflfrotgsky rrefeyrsito as ‘Told s_1;<‘=>;1~*‘<=->s;, o'fy"al1ff
sorts‘;‘i~ Aiceording»-to him these ._m_ight_ha“ve hrbeenborrowieifcl toellevieate S

"‘J"'-' .- I-..'I '1,‘ -‘H -_ -“' _ \_-- _ .-- '. _ __

the great -Rus»sian_ famine. ~ ,We v-should, add tha_t"be'fore”the 1nsu'r'r‘ectio'n t"
. _ __ . . ,

" - I '1 \- -“-' '..

these-“st0res;‘.‘ were in the hands of communist functi‘ona'ri“es and thatit
WaS*up.0r1 thesepeople alone that consent to the proposed "loan" y ‘
depended,-'f,The,r-ank and file. _fs}ailor, who took part in the insurrection, '
had no means open to ;him whereby he could have opposed the loan, even
if he had wanted to. So much for the question of "stores" - which in
passing shows the worth of some of the accusations used against '
Kronstadt.

. ' I _

To resort to such arguments in the course of a serious discus-
sion (and consciously to substitute for such a discussion a polemic ' C
about the Spanish Revolution) shows up a serious flaw: the absence of
valid arguments on the matter among the Bolsheviks (for Trotsky isn't '
the central figure in the repression of Kronstadt. Lenin and the Polit-
bureau directed the whole operation). The Workers‘ Opposition must
also shoulder its share of-responsibility. According to the personal
testimony of foreign Comrnunists residing in Russia at the time, the
Workers‘ ‘Opposition _didn‘t agree with the measures being taken against
the rebels. But neither. did, it dare open its mouth for the defence of '
Kronstadt. _.At the l_Qth Party Congress no one protested atth-ego butchery
of the rebels. The worker Lutovinov, a wellcknown rnen'1ber of the
Central Executive Committee of the Soviets and one of the leader s" of
the Workers‘; Opposition, was sent to Berlin in Mar_ch’_'1921 on a diplo-'4
matic mission (in reality this was a form of political exile). He 2 C
declared that: “the news published abroad concerning the Kronstadt"
events was gr-eatly eyxaggerateda. The Soviet Government is strong

.- : . 0I’ 1 1

enough to finish offlthe rebel~s.. ,_'I'11€e, slowness of the operation is to be
explained by the fact that we wishto 'sp.ar'e the poppulationgof Kronstadt"
(L‘Hur-na-nité, March»,18th1921).=?=, ' ‘ . . j '  

- ' . 1 .' _‘ '- . _ ‘ -; - _. ,> _ . r .

. ' - t. 1 . _
- . - _ . , , -- . - _

Trotsky uses yet another argument against the rebels: he‘accuses
them of seeking to take advantage of their revolutionary past. This is
a rno s;tfdang.erous argument for anyone in opposition. Stalin wasto use

' ‘ I - ' ' ' ° - - ; ~ |

it against Trotsky and the old B‘olgsh,evi‘k's_. It ‘was only later that_Stalin
accused them of having been, fronithe. very beginning of the‘Revo"l*u‘ti‘on,
the agentsof the international bourgeoisie. gDuring'the firstyears" of
the struggle he conceded that Trotsky had rendered great services to’ the
Rievol-utio;.en but he would add that T_rotsky_had subsequently passed into
the ranks of the Counter.--revolution. One had to judge a man on what he
did now. The example of Mussolini was constantly mentioned. "

I _ . _ .
I _ - ' I ' ’

. _ :
. _ . I. , _ - . _ _

' I 0 - ' _ ' ' \ 0

F Loutovinov committed suicide inMoscow, inMay 1924.
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However, there are many things that Trotsky is unable to explain.
— He; cannot,expl,ain how Kronstadt and the whole Red Fleet came to

at 1§;.enou_nce_ their i-deologictalpugpport for the Gov_erjnm’ent._ He -cannot -k
explain the franrie of mind""of the Communist elements in the,Fleet
during the discussions on the Trade Union question. He cannot explain
their attitude‘ during the 8th All-Russian Soviet;Congress_ elections or
during the Second Communist Conference -of-the Baltic Fleet, which
took place onthe eve of'the"insurr.ection. These are, tghowever, key
points around which the discussion should centre. When Trotsky L _'
asserts that'al'l those-supporting the Governmentfwere ge‘nui’nely_.prol'e-
tarian and progressive, whereas all others represented the peasant
counter-‘revolution, wehave a‘ right to ask-of him that he present-us
with a serious factual analysis in support of his contention. _ The unfurl-
ing of subsequent events showed that the Revolution was being shunted
onto a disastrously wrong track. This was first to compromise then to
destroy all its social, political, and moral conquests. g Did. the tK_ronstadt
revolt really represent an attempt to guide the Revolution along new
lines‘? ‘That is the crucial questionone has to-ask. Other problems
should be seen as of secondary importance and flowing from this
ser1ous‘concern. - - -A . .~ - c , Q

' _ |‘ ‘ ' . .. , g _ I_ - . ‘ - - _ a- :

D ‘It is certainly not the smashing of the Kronstadt revolt thatput
a brake to the course of the Revolution. On -the contrary, in our opin-
ion, it was the political methods used against Kronstadt and widely
practised throughout Russia which contributed to the setting up, on the
ruins of the Social Revolution, of an oligarchic regime which had
nothing in common with the original ideas of the Revolution.=!= V

9 . ‘ _ -

* ,, In his last book, vwrittenin the tragic context of an unequal strug-
_L . _ _ t_

gle with his tmortal enemy, Trotsky madetwhat wasfor him a great‘
effort at being objective. This is what he says about Kronstadt:

- u .

“The Stalinist school of falsification isnot the only one that flourishes
today in the field of Russian history. Indeed, it derives a measureiof
sustenance from certain legends built on ignorance and ‘sentimentalisnri,
such as the lurid tales concerning Kronstadt,‘ Makhno and other e‘pi- A A
sodes of the Rpevolution. Suffice it to say that what the Soviet Govern-

. - - . u . .

ment did reluctantly at Kronstadt was a tragic 'nece'ssit'y;‘ naturally the
revolutionary governrnent could not have "pr‘esented,' the fortress that ‘
protected Petrograd“ to the insurgent sailorsonly because a few dubious
Anarchists and S.R..'s w’_e‘irfe['s'ponsoring a handful of reactionary peasants

Wanda soldiers in rebellion. ‘Similar considerations were involved in the
case of Makhno and other potenti‘al‘iy revolutionary elements that were
perhaps well-meaning _ but definitely ill-acting. " t _
Stalin by Trotsky. A 1-101115 and Carter (194-7),‘ p. 337;
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THE BOLSHEVIK INTERPRETATIONS
. ~ . ' ¢

I I . ¢

 In 1.921‘ the Bolshevik Government claimed that Kronstadth-ad ~ .
rebelled‘ according to a preconceived plan. i This particular interpretation
was based on a note published in certain French newspapers (Le Matin,
L'Echo de Paris) on February 15th. This note announced the uprising, .
andled to the claim that the uprising was led by the Entente. _

_ This was theargument which enabled Lenin to claim, at the 10_th_ .
Party‘ "Congress: " _

 C “The transfer of political power from the hands of the .
Bolsheviks to a vague conglomeration or alliance of heterogen-

' eous elements who seem to be only a little to the Right of the .
Bolsheviks, and perhaps even to the ‘Left’ of the Bolsheviks -
so indefinite is the sum of political groupings which tried to _
seize power in Kronstadt. Undoubtedly, at the same time, r
White generals - you all know it - played a great part in this.

‘ This is fully proved. The Paris. newspapers reported a mutiny
‘in Kronstadt two weeks before the eventsin Kronstadt took .
place. “* , .

\ ~

The publication of false new-s about Russia was nothing excep-
tional. Such news was published before; ‘during, and after the A
Kronstadt events. It is undeniable that the bourgeoisie, throughout the
world, was hostile to the Russian Revolution and would exaggerate any
bad news emanating from that country. The Second Communist Confer-
enceof the Baltic Fleet had just voted aresounding resolution, critical
of. the political leadership of the Fleet. This fact could easilyhave ‘C
beenexaggerolated by the bourgeois press, once again confusing the
wishes with reality. To base an accusation on a ‘proof’ ofthis‘ kind is

.' _

inadmissible and immoral. _ - '

. 1938 Trotsky himself was to drop this accusation. But in the
article we _h_av_e already mentioned he refers his readers to a studyof j
the_Kronstadt rebellion undertaken by an American trotskyist: .Tohn‘_G.
Wright, In an article published in the New International (in February
1938) ,Mr Wright takes up once again the claim that the revolt must V

. __ . »

Lenin elected Works. Lawrence and Wishart (1937).)* . S
Volume 9, p. 97. L  A

-~

"\
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have been-planned beforehand, in of the fact'that__t_h‘e"_pre.SS had gt‘, .
announced it on February 15th. He ‘says: "'th_e uconjnexion between _ C
Kronstadt ‘and the leounter-revolution can be established not only out
of themouths ofthe enemies“of Bolshevism but also on the basisof t

, . . I

irrefutable facts“. What'irrefut‘able' facts‘ ?”Again. . quotations from
the bourgeois press (Le Matin, Vossische Zeitung, The Tirnes) giving

- ' - ' - . 1

false news before and during the insurrection.

It is interesting that these arguments were not much used at the S
time, during the battle itself, but only years later. If at the time the  
Bolshevik Government had proofs of thesealleged contacts between I
Kronstadt and the counter-revolutionaries, why did it not try the rebels
publicly? Vfhy did‘ it not ‘show the working masses of Russia the ‘real‘
reasons for the uprising? If this wasn't done it was because no such
proofs existed. A

We are also told that if the New Economic policy had been intro-
duced in time the insurrection would have been avoided. But as we
have just shown the uprising did not take place according to a precon-
ceived plan. No one knew that it was necessarily going to take place.
We have no theory as to the exact timing and ‘de-vteloypment of popular
movements and it is quite possible that under economic and political
conditions different from those prevailing in the spring of 1921 the
insurrection might never have taken place. On the other hand the
uprising might have occurred in a different form, or in a different
place, for instance in Nijni-Novgorod where an important strike move-
ment took place, coinciding with the great strike wave in Petrograd.
The _particular conditions relating to the Fleet and to Kronstadt‘s
revolutionary past certainly had an effect, but one can't be certain
just exactly how significant this effect was. Much the same applies
to the statement that "if the N. E. P. had been introduced a few months
earlier there would have been no Kronstadt revolt“.

The N. E.P. was admittedly proclaimed at the same time as the
rebels were being massacred. But it doesn't follow in any way that the
N. E.P. corresponded to the demands put forward by the sailors. In
the Kronstadt Isvestia of March 14th we find a characteristic passage
on this subject. The rebels proclaimed that “Kronstadt is not asking
for freedom of trade but for genuine power to the Soviets". The Petro-
grad strikers were also demanding the reopening of the markets and the
abolition of the road blocks set up by the militia. But they too were
stating that freedom oftrade by itself would not solve their problems.

Insofar as the N. E.P. replaced the forced requisition of food-
stuffs byythe tax in kind) and insofar as it reestablished internal trade

— — m I 1
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it certainly satisfied some of the demands of the menof Kronstadt and ~
of the striking Petrograd, workers. ,_With the N. E. P. _ration_ing and arbi-
trary._seizures_ ceased.-9‘. Petty owners w,ere_abl__te to sell their goods on
the op,,e_,n;rnarket.s-, ilessening the effects of» the great famin‘e.___:The JN. P.
appeared to. befirst and foremost a safet_y_measure. I t- A 9. _.t y

l. -¢ . - - 1 ._

0 '- -- - 1 - i. . < . 1.-_ . , -- .
- ... , . »--- I , _ _.\ _ _| _

C But the N.iE.'P. unleashed the capitalist "elements in the country ,
just at a time when the one party dictatorship was leaving the prole-
tariatand working peasants without means of defenceagainst these
capitalist forces. “The class exerting the dictatorship is in fact
deprived"o_f“the‘most elementary political rights" procl_airn_,e_d the. _
Wo_rk»er‘s Truth, an oppositional com,r,n-unistfgroup in 1922. The  
Worjker-‘s ‘Group, another oppositional tendency, characterised the ~,
situationas follows; “The working class is totally deprived of rights,
the trade unions being a blind instrument in the hands of the . t
functionaries. “

--~ . .

W T” __ ml‘. _r——_' _ . rx m . _ _i _;* A¢L1|l——m1_— w w _ car: arr:-1-nr r mnnuln-n-I-I

1B.'~\1\JS "non  0; 1" us P}\MP1~J ET
Recent years have witnessed an extraordinary renewal of interest

L____ L1~_ t___.

in Ida Mett‘s text, originally published in Paris (Editions Spartacus)

in 1938 and again in 19A9 under the title ' -I ' dt :- La Commune de Cronsta
crépusculejsanglant des soviets‘. Further reprintings have been

necessary. _ j _ - . .t .j,
- - ._¢'

' An Italian translation was published in 1962 (we would be grateful

for the name of the publishers). Our own English translation appeared

in 196?. A Swedish translation (based on the English text) was published

in 1968 by Libertad (Allmenna vegen 6, 41#6O Geteborg, Sweden). A Jap-
. 0 _

. - I - . . ' ' - '

anese version, again based on the English text - and containing certain

trotskyist 'refutations' - was published in 1971 by Rokusai sha (Tokyo,

Chiyoda-ku,_Kanda, Surugadai 5-1). A complete German translation (based
. - |. , _ I

_ _ . |__ .

on the original French text was also published in 1971, by Karin Kramer

Verlag, Berlin—Neukelln. A Canadian printing of the English text was

undertaken, in the same year, by Black Rose Books, 593A Rue Stt Urbain,
1'-_ .' \ ‘ _ ¢ . '

Montreal 151. The era of the lie seems to be coming to an end‘...

_ 
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Thisiwaskzertainly notwhat ‘the Kronstadt rebels were asking for
On the contrary. They were proposing ‘measures which would have.  
restored to the working class and working peasantry their true place in
the new regime. The Bolsheviks only implemented the least important
demands of t-he Kronstadt programme (those coming in eleventh place in
the resolution of the rebelsl). They totally ignored the basic demand.,_,
the demand. for.-T workers‘ democracy! ' T  ;

- . v . ' .

' ‘This demand, put forward in the Petropavlovsk resolution was
neither utopian nor dangerous. . We here take issuewith Victor Serge.  
In Revolution Proletarienne (of September'l0th, 1937) Serge stated that
"while-the sail'ors7were engaged in mortal combat, they put forward
a demand which, at that particular moment, was extremely dangerous _-_
although quite genuine and sincerely revolutionary: the demand for  
freely elected s.oviets. . . they wished to unleash a cleansing-tornado but
in practice they could only have opened the doorsto the peasant counter-
revolution, of which the Whites and foreign intervention wouldhaver
taken advantage. . . Insurgent Kronstadt was not counter-revolutionary,
but its "victory would inevitably have led to the counter-revolution. "
Contrary to Serge‘s assertion we believe that the political demands of
the sailors were full of a deep political wisdom. They were not derived
from any abstract theory but from a profound awareness of the condi--
tions of Russian life. They were in no way counter-revolutionary. A.

‘ I q 0

ROSA l_UXE|\/IBURG’ S \/lE\/\/S  
._ 4 “It is worthrecalling what Rosa Luxemburg, apolitical personality

respected throughout the world as a great socialist militant, ‘had written
about the lack of democracy in the leadership of the Russian ‘Revolution,

' 4

as early as 1918. pi
' v ‘ .

"It is an incontestable fact", she wrote, "that the rule ofthe p
broad, popular masses is inconceivable without unlimited freedom of V‘
the press, without absolute freedom of meeting and of association. . . .
thegigantic tasks which theiBolshevil<s have tackled with courage and
resolution require the most intensive political education of the masses t
and an accumulation of experience which is impossible without political
freedom._ Freedom restricted to those who support the Government or
to Party membelrs only,__however numerous they may be, is not real
freedom. Freedom is always freedom for the one who thinks‘differ-
ently. ,This is not because offanaticisnafor abstract justice but
because everything thatis instruictiive, healthy and cleansing in political

-0
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liberty.-hinges on this and because political liberty lio-ses its valuewhen
freedom becomes a privilege. ‘P r _  I - r y _";_.

. _ . _ ._ I-‘P:

. . ._

1; R "We have never worshipped at the altar offormal democracy,‘--';
she continued. ,"We have always distinguished between the social .
contentand the political form of bourgeois democracy. The-historical
task facing the proletariat after its accession to po-wer is to replace _
bourgeois democracy by proletarian democracy, not to abolish all
democracy. . . . The dictatorship (of the proletariat) consists in the way
democracy is applied, not in its abolition. y Itmust be the action of the
class and not of a small minority, managing things in the name of the i
class. . . . if political life throughout the country is stifled itimust fatally
follow that-life in the soviets themselves will be paralysed. _Without
general elections, without unlimited freedom of the press and of ~ ;
assembly, without free confrontation of opinions, life will dry up in all
public. institutions - or it will be only a sham life, where thebureau-
cracy is the only active element. " .

I _ _ ' . . . ’

We have dwelt on these quotations to show that Rosa Luxemburg-,
in her statements about the need for democracy, went much further ~
thanthe Kronstadt rebels. They restricted their comments about“ .
democracy to matters of interest to the proletariat and to the working
peasantry. Moreove.r Rosa Luxemburg formulated her" criticisms of t
the Russian Revolution in 1918, in a period of full civil war, whereas
the Petropavlovsk resolution was voted at a time when the armed
struggle had virtually come to an end. _

. ’ I
1 . I 1- ‘ -

Would anyone dare accuse Rosa, on the basis of her criticisms,
of having been in collusion with the international bourgeoisie ? Why
then are the demands of the Kronstadt sailors denounced as ‘dangerous’
andias inevitably leading to the counter-revolution‘? Has not the sub-‘
sequent evolution of events amply vindicated both the Kronstadt rebels
and Rosa Luxemburg ‘? Was Rosa Luxemburg not right when she ‘ '
asserted that the task of the working class was_ to exercise working

- _ , .

class power and not the dictatorship of agpartyg or of a clique‘? For
Rosa Luxemburg working class power was defined as "the achievement
in a' contest of the widest discussion, of the most active and unlimited ‘
participation of the popular masses in an unrestricted democracy'_'. '

. . . Q _ . .

, - , '

. ‘ ' I | r - ‘ I . .

/-\ THIRD SOVIET tRE\/OLUT|OI\lr. . _
. ' . r ' ‘-.-. . -

_ Whenputting forward their democratic demands, the Kronstadt L '
rebels? ‘had probably never heard ofthewritings of Rosa Luxemburg.
What they had heard of, however, was the first Constitution of the

0

K
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Soviet Republic, voted on July 10, -1918, by the 5th-All R.u_s__si_-an .
Congress of Soviets. Articles 13, 14, 15, and 16 of the Constitution
assured all workers of certain democratic rights (freedom of worship,
freedom- of assembly, fre"edom;of union, freedom of the press). These
articles soughtto prevent the allocation of special privileges to any
specific group or Party (articles 22 and 23). . u :

. 1

The same Constitution proclaimed that no worker could: be _, .
deprived of the right to vot-e or of the right to stand asf a candidate ,7 g
provided he satisfied the conditions stipulated in articles 64 and 65, .
that is to say provided heldid not exploit the labour of others _or live
off income other than that which he had earned. ' V

q»

The central demand of the Kronstadt insurrection - all powerito
theiSoviets (and not to the Party) - was in fact based on an article of
the Constitution. This proclaimed that all central and local power
would henceforth be precisely in the hands of the soviets! - r _ .

~From the very beginning this Constitution was violated by the _
Bolsheviks - or rather its provisions were never put into effect- It is
worth recalling that Rosa Luxemburg's criticisms were formulated
a few months after the vote of this new constitution charter. When in
1921 thesailors were to insist on a genuine application of the rights
they had acquired in 1918 they were called 'counterrevolutionaries' and
denounced as ‘agents of the international bourgeoisie‘. Sixteen years
later Victor Serge was toisay that the demands of the rebels would I
necessarily have led tothe counterrevolution. This shows how deep-
going were bolshevik attitudes concerning the dangers of democracy.

The basic laws of the Soviet Republic constitute a juridical sum-
mary“of* the ideology of the October Revolution. By. the end of the '
Civil War these ideas had been pushed so far back that a third revolu-
tion would have been necessary to reinstate them and have them applied
in everyday life. This is what the Kronstadt rebels meant when they
spoke of the Third Revolution. In the Kronstadt Isvestia of March 8
they wrote: "At Kronstadt the foundation stone has been laid of the _
Third Revolution. This will break the final chains which still bind the
working masses and will open up new paths of socialist creation. " A

<

We do not know if it wouldhave been possible to save the
conquests of-‘§'Octo-ber by democratic methods. We do not know if the ~
economic situation ofthe country and its markedly peasant character
were really suitable for the first attempt at building socialism. These
problems should be discussed. But the task of those seeking truth is
to proclaim the facts without embellishments. It is not good enough to
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take a. superciliously scientific air: to explain away ,h1e_tet_iee1. phenomena.
- - 0.. - . . _

.- o . . j _ , -- . - _ ‘ *'-' _ '_ - .
I - u p _ 7 - - , I .

m_,d:Whe,n Trotsky sought to explain the development of the_bur_eau¢-
cracy which had strangled all real life in the institutions. ‘of the Soviet W _

' State ‘he found no difficulty inoutlining his conception. In:The Revolution
Betrayed he states that one of the important causes was the fact that 1
demobilised Red Army officers had come to occupy leading positions in
the local sovietsand had introduced military methods’ into them - at , y
a time when the proletariat was'_'exhauste_1_dfollowi_ng the prolonged _revor'-,_
lutionary upheaval. This apparently led, to the birth ofthe bureaucrapy.
Trotsky omits to recall how he himself sought to introduce precisely?" I
these methods into the trade unions. Was it to save the proletariat
further fatigue? And if the proletariat was that exhausted how come it
waslstill capable ofiwaging virtual total general strikes in the largest
and mostheavily industrialised cities? And if the Party was still really
the drivingforce of the social revolution how come it did_,not help the _
proletariat in the struggle against the nascent, but already powerful,  
bureaucracy - instead of shooting the workers down, atya time when
their ,energy_had been sapped by three years ofimperialist war followed
by thr.ee?y.ear's of civil war. . , , y 4 ,I

- . _ r -. . ,

‘ i_}N_hy did the Communist Party identify itself with the authoritarian,-
state? 'dThe answer is that the Party was no longer revolutionary. It

' .

was nolonger proletarian. And thisqis precisely what the men of __ L
Krolnstadt were blaming the Party. for. Their merit is to have said all
this 1921 - when it might still have been possible to change the
situation - and not to have waited 15 years, by which time the defeat, ;_

1.. _ I l‘

had become irrevocable.
-| * . ,'. . |' - ' _

M "'fEi~u'rea‘ucra'cy is almost an heireditary hallmark_inRuss.ia'. It g_ _ ,
is as old as the Russian stateiitself. The Bolsheviks in power not,on1y...-.

‘ I-.- -v " _ _' -_ . . r

inherited the Tsarist bureaucracy itself, but its very spirit, its ivery 3,
atmospheree They should have “realised that as the State enlarged its l
functions toencompass economic affairs, as it became the ownerwof alli
natural wealth.and of industry, an immediate danger would arise efthei

-- - . _ _ ;‘»

rebirth, andrrapid development of the bureaucratyic, frame of mind. g .
_-I .1 I.‘

A doctor treating a patient with a bad heredity takes this into
account and advises certain precautions. What precautions did the
Bolsheviks taketo combat the bureaucratic tendencies which were
obviouis, inthe very first years of the Revolution? What:ln1gethods.'
could they have used other than to allow a powerful'democratic draught _
to blow through the whole atmosphere,_and to encourage a rigorous and
effective contr'ol' to be exerted by theworking masses ? _A
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True enough, someform of control was envisaged. The trouble
was that the Commissariat of the Workers and Peasants Inspection was
to entrust this control to the very same type of bureaucrat, whose '
power it was seeking to thwart. One need not seek far to find the ~
causes of the bureaucratisation. Its roots lay deeply in the bolshevik
concept of the State commanded and controlled by a single party, itself
organised along absolutist and bureaucratic lines. These causes were
of pourse aggravated by Russia's own bureaucratic traditions.

LI _ . . .

R It is wrong to blame the peasantry for the defeat of the Revolution
and for"its degeneration into at bureaucratic regime. It would be too
easy toiexplain all Russia's difficulties by the agrarian character of her
economy. Some people seem’ to say at one and the same time that the s
Kronstadt revolt against the bureaucracy was a peasant revolt and that .
the bureaucracy itself was of peasant origin. With such a concept of the
role of the peasantry one may ask how the Bolsheviks dared advocate the
idea of the socialist revolution? How did they dare struggle for it in an
agrarian country? T  

Some claim that the Bolsheviks allowed themselves such actions
(as the suppression of Kronstadt) the ho-pe of a forthcoming world  
revolution, of which they considered themselves the vanguard. But
would not a revolution in another country have been influenced by the  
spirit of the Russian Revolution? When one considers the enormous   
moral authority of the Russian Revolution throughout the world one may
ask oneself whether the deviations of this Revolution would not eventu- T
ally have left an imprint on other countries. Many historical facts
allow such a judgement. One may recognise the impossibility of gen-o
uine socialist construction ina single country, yet have doubts as to
whether the bureaucratic deformations of the Bolshevik regime would
have been straightened out by the winds coming from revolutions in ‘  '
other countries. .

The fascist experience in countries like Germany show that an
advanced stage of capitalist development is an insufficient guarantee
against the growth of absolutist and autocratic tendencies. Although
this is not the place to explain the phenomenon, we must note the i
powerful wave of authoritarianism coming from economically advanced
countries and threatening to engulf old ideas and traditions. It is
incontestable that Bolshevism is morally related to this absolutist
frame of mind. It had in fact set a precedent for subsequent tendencies.
No one can be_ sure that had another revolution occurred elsewhere L  
following the one in Russia, Bolshevism would have democratised.   
itself. It might again have revealed its absolutist features. L  
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, Were there not real dangers in the democratic way? _ Was there
no reason to fear reformiost influences in the soviets,_ if democracy had
been given free reign? We accept that this was a real danger. But it
was no more Of a danger than what inevitably followed the uncontrolled p
dictatorship of a single pa__rt_,y, whose General Secretarly was already I

0 . -

Stalin.=»'=-'  _  - _
. _ I .

n - , , . . 4
n . ' ' '

O

"' - ' r . - .I . _ _ -,4 .. - tr . I J‘ _ ‘ - _ . ' , ____ F .
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We are told that the country. was at_the end opf.its_;t_.eFther,__th:at
had lost its ability to resist. True, the country was weary of war. But
on--lthe otherhand it was full of constructive forces, ardently, seeking to

' I. .'. -'\. ' !._ _ -

learn. and to educate thern_;selves. The end of the Civil Warwogsaw, a; s_u,I;g<§if_
ofworkers; and peasants towards schools, workers‘ universitiensi and i i
institutes of technical education. Wasn‘t this yearning,’ the best testi-_-__€
mony tothejvitality and _resistance of these classes? In 8. Country wi_th_
a ,v-ery high level of illiteracy, such an education couldpg-reatly _have_

. _ < . _

h€lpe_d_. the working masses in the genuine e>;e,r_.cisge. of real power.
I v I

| 'l -1 _ .. _ _ . 0 . - . _
' . '- ' v. M ' _ _ . _ _ ' 1'1 _ ~' _ ' ‘ '_

_. _' -| _ .
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But by its very essence a dictatorship destroys the c.reative_ , V
capacities of a people. Despite the undoubted attempts of the Govern-
mentito;-educate workers, .;ed_ucat_ion soon becam.e,the,p._.rivi,lege of Party

- - . . .|___ , .

members loyal to_ theleading faction. From 19Z1__-on, workers‘ faculgf
ties and higher t-educational establishments were pu_rge_d -of their more
iindependent rninded elements. This process gained tempojwith the a
developm.ent.of oppositional tendencies within the Party.’ The attempt

' - - ' I

at agenuine mass education was increasingly compromised.. . Lenin's  
wis.h,-that. every cook should able to govern the state became less_and_
less likely-to be implemented. - . ,

' " . . _ -.1

u . .
. - ' - .

' . ' ' ' '1 ' '. "‘ . . s..- :- » , . ~ . - - | . .
_ ' . . . ' \ ' _

revolutionary conquest could only be deepened throu_gh.a L
genuine p__,arti_cipation of theimasses. g Any attemptgto substitute. an ,
‘elite’ for these masses could only beprofoundly reactionary. ,_ ‘  

>{< >1: >{<

' 0 - -'1 921‘ the Russian Revolution stood at the cross roads. The
democratic or t-he"dictator-‘ial way‘, that was-the question. By lunqping" '
together bourgeois and proletarian democracy the Bolsheviks ‘were in
fact condemning both. They ‘sought to build socialism from above, '

- u _
.. _ -
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=1‘ _ Ida Mett is wrong in implying that Stalin was General-Secretary of
the Party at the time of the events she is describing. The post of -I "
General Secretary -- and Stalin's appointment to it~(incidentally endorsed
by both Lenin and Trotsky) l- only took place in-1922. ‘ 1'

0
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through ,=ls1<-i11*£u1~ m’anoe‘uv.=res ofdthe Revolutionary General Staff. While
waiting*ifo'r awbrldi revolution, that was.fno,t, round. the corner,__,th.ey built
a state capitalist society, where theworking class no: longer had the I
right to take "the decisions mo st, intirnatel-y__co.ncerning it. , if

* ' -...\ .' .. ,

Lenin was not alone in perceiving that the Kronstadt rebellion was
a challenge to this plan. Both he and the Bolsheviks were fully aware
that what was at stake was the monopoly of their Party. Kronstadt
might have opened the way to a genuine proletarian democracy, incom-
patiblewith _the_,_,P_arty's monopoly of power. That is why Lenin pre-
ferred to destroy Kronstadt. He chose an ignoble but sure way: the I
calumny that Kronstadt was allied to the bourgeoisie and to the
agrarian counter-revolution.

When Kouzmin, Commissar to the Baltic Fleet, had stated at
the Krounsutadt meeting of March 2nd that the Bolsheviks would not -
surrender power without a fight, he was saying the truth. Lenin must
have laughed at this Commissar who obviously didn't understand the
ABC of Bolshevik morality or tactics. ‘Politically and m?orallyf_}one””had
to destroy the opponent - not argue with him using real arguments. And
destroy its revolutionary opponents is exactly what the Bolshevik
governrnent did. I

The Kronstadt rebels were a grey, amorphous mass. But such
masses occasionally show an incredible level of political awareness.
If there had been among them a nurnber of men of 'higher' political
understandingthe insurrection might well never have taken place, for
these men would have understood firstly that the demands of therebels
were in flagrant conflict with the policies of the Kremlin - andsecondly
that, at that particular moment in time, the government felt itself
firmly enough in the saddle to shoot down, without pity or mercy, any
tendency daring seriously to oppose its views or plans.

The men of Kronstadt were sincere but naive. Believing in the
justness of their cause they did not foresee the tactics of theirioppon-
ents. They waited for help from the rest of the country, whose ‘
demands they knew they were voicing. They lost sight of the fact
that the re;stf___c__>,f the country was already in the iron grip of a dictator-
ship whichno longer allowed the people the free expression of its
wishes and the free choice of its institutions.

The great ideological and political discussion between 'realists'
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and ‘dream-ers',between ‘scientific socialists‘ and the ‘revolutionary
vo-lnitza'* was fought out, weapons in hand. -It;-ended, in 1921, with

 the political and military-defeat-of the ‘dreamers-ls; ‘But Stalin was
to prove to the whole world that this defeat wa.s.also the defeat of
socialism, over a sixth of the earth's surface. L
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