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Introduction
INTRODUCTION

The February Revolution had led to the abdication of the Tsar and the overthrow of his 
government. In its place was a self-appointed Provisional (or interim) Government until 
such time as a Constituent Assembly could be established that would directly choose a 
government. At its head was Prince Georgii Lvov, who led the Zemstvo League – a coalition 
of the zemstvos or local government assemblies set up in 1861 through the reforms of Tsar 
Alexander II.  His cabinet included members of the Cadet Party (the Constitutional 
Democrats), two prominent industrialists and Aleksandr Kerensky, a lawyer and the only 
socialist in the government. Any authority the Provisional Government had was derived 
from what remained of the parliament or Duma, the Zemstvos, the Army’s High Command 
and the fact that it had been instantly recognised by the Allied Powers. But two days 
before the Provisional Government was established the workers, soldiers and sailors who 
had overthrown the old regime had organised themselves into councils or soviets in most 
urban centres and they began issuing decrees and proclamations on behalf of the 
proletariat. 
The coexistence of the Provisional Government and the Soviets, particularly the Petrograd 
Soviet, was described as the ‘dual power’ or ‘dual authority’.  For a few weeks there was 
a kind of tentative consensus about the political priorities. They could agree on an 
amnesty for political prisoners, abolition of censorship, recognition of trade unions, a 
shorter working day, replacing the Tsarist police with people’s militias and working 
together to bring about a constitutional assembly and free elections. Where they strongly 
disagreed was on such questions as: Should the new government bring the war to an end?  
Should agricultural land be redistributed to the peasants? Should the minority nationalities 
of the Russian Empire get more autonomy? On each question the answer for most of the 
representatives in the Soviet was ‘Yes’. For most in the Duma it was ‘No’. So, an uneasy 
truce existed between them for the first few weeks. 



On 1 March 1917 the Petrograd Soviet, comprising 2500 

delegates from the factories and garrisons around 

Petrograd, issued Order No. 1. It called for the election 

of soldiers’ and sailors’ committees, restrictions on the 

powers of officers and a requirement that all orders to 

the army from the Provisional Government would be 

invalid unless counter-signed by the Petrograd Soviet. A 

direct challenge form the Soviet to the authority of the 

Government. Order No. 1 also brought the rank-and-file 

membership of the Soviet into conflict with the Soviet’s 

Executive Committee. At this stage the Committee was 

dominated by Mensheviks and Socialist Revolutionaries, 

mainly bourgeois intellectuals rather than radical 

activists. They were in favour of continuing the war as 

long as Russian territory was under attack. This put 

them at odds with the ordinary members of the Soviet 

and with most workers, peasants, soldiers and sailors 

who wanted to see an immediate end to the war. 

Meanwhile, many of the more radical activists in the 

leadership of the Menshevik, Bolshevik and other 

Socialist parties were more than a thousand kilometres 

away from the action.  They had either been exiled to 

Siberia and other remote parts of the Russian Empire 

by the Tsarist Govenment or had emigrated to escape 

the clutches of the Okhrana, the Tsar’s secret police. 

Historical Context

Order No. 1 issued by the 

Petrograd Soviet 1.3.1917
Source: Wikimedia Commons

Public Domain



A political amnesty was declared in the days following the February Revolution which 

enabled exiled revolutionaries to return to Petrograd and Moscow without fear of 

arrest. The first Bolsheviks to return, in March, were those who had been exiled 

within Russia, such as Bubnov, Dzerzhinsky, Molotov, Muranov, Rykov and Stalin. The 

relatively small number of active Bolsheviks who had been able to remain in the 

capital in 1916 and early 1917 had adopted a radical position in opposition to the 

Mensheviks who formed the majority in the Soviet. Most of the Mensheviks 

conditionally supported the Provisional Government and some, such as Irakli Tsereteli  

and Matvei Skobelev became ministers in the government as well as leading figures 

in the Petrograd Soviet. The Bolsheviks who had remained in Petrograd were opposed 

to the war and to the Provisional Government. Vyacheslav Molotov (later to become 

a strong supporter of Stalin) and Alexander Shlyapnikov, one of the few workers (a 

lathe operator) rather than intellectuals within the Bolshevik leadership took control 

of the Bolshevik Party newspaper, Pravda, and used this to attack the policies of the 

government and the Menshevik leadership in the Soviet.  However, when Josef Stalin, 

Lev Kamenev and Matvei Muranov returned to Petrograd they ousted Molotov and 

Shlyapnikov and took control of Pravda. They then used the party newspaper to 

advocate Bolshevik support for the Provisional Government in so far as it defended 

the revolution and to propose uniting the party with the left wing of the Menshevik 

party.  When the All Russian Conference of the Bolshevik Party convened on 28 March 

1917 these policies and proposals were adopted. 

Historical Context



Historical Context

A photograph of a painting by the Soviet artist, 

Mikhail Sokolov, dated 1935. The original is in the 

Allilueva Apartment Museum in St Petersburg. 

Since the artist has been dead for over 70 years it 

is believed that the work is out of copyright. 

Given that the painting was commissioned during 

the height of the Stalinist purges it is not 

surprising that the artist has inserted the head 

and shoulders of Stalin behind Lenin on the train, 

even though Stalin was not actually there. 

In the meantime, the emigré Bolsheviks in neutral Switzerland, including Vladimir Lenin and his 

wife, Nadezhda Krupskaya, fretted that the revolution was taking place in Russia and they were not 

there to direct it. Krupskaya described her husband feeling “corked up, as if in a bottle.” Then, 

talks with the German authorities raised the possibility of the emigré revolutionaries travelling from 

Zurich across Germany by train in sealed compartments to the island of Rügen in the far north 

where they could take a ferry to Sweden and then up to the northern border with Finland, back 

down the west of Finland and over to Tampere and Helsinki and then across the Finnish-Russian 

border to Petrograd. The journey lasted seven days and covered more than 4000 kilometres, 

including a 20 hour stop in Berlin and another lengthy delay in Stockholm.  A welcoming party from 

the Soviet met them at the Finland Station in Petrograd accompanied by a large crowd of workers, 

soldiers and sailors. Lenin turned his back on the Soviet representatives and addressed the crowd 

directly: “The people need peace; the people need bread; the people need land. And they give you 

war, hunger, no bread…We must fight for the socialist revolution, fight to the end, until the 

complete victory of the proletariat. Long live the worldwide socialist revolution!”



Historical Context

Meanwhile, two other revolutionaries who were to 

play major roles in the subsequent October 

Revolution were exiled in the United States. Leon 

Trotsky was not, at this stage, a Bolshevik. When 

the Russian Social Democratic Labour Party had 

split in 1912 into two factions, the Bolsheviks and 

the Mensheviks, Trotsky had denounced 

‘factionalism’ and worked to reunite the party. 

Though to the left of most Mensheviks his 

unification position also put him at odds with Lenin, 

the leader of the Bolsheviks. In New York he wrote 

for and edited a Russian language newspaper, Novy 

Mir. His co-editor was a Bolshevik: Nikolai Bukharin. 

When they heard the news from Petrograd they 

immediately attempted to return to Russia. On 27 

March 1917 Trotsky got a berth on the Norwegian 

ship SS Kristianiafjord. But it was boarded at 

Halifax, Nova Scotia by the British navy and Trotsky 

was detained as a dangerous revolutionary. He was 

held for a month, until allowed to proceed to 

Europe. Bukharin also encounter difficulties in 

returning to Russia and was temporarily detained in 

Japan.          

The offices of the Russian language 

newspaper, Novy Mir in New York 

City, where Trotsky and Bukharin 

were working when news of the 

February Revolution 1917 broke.
Source: Wikimedia Commons

Public Domain



Historical Context
Lenin wasted little time in voicing his opposition to 

the Provisional Government and to the reformists, 

such as Stalin, Kamenev and Muranov, who now led 

the Bolsheviks within the Petrograd Soviet. On 4 

April, the day after he had arrived back in 

Petrograd, he made two speeches at the All Russian 

Conference of Soviets, held at the Tauride Palace. 

The first was to the Bolshevik membership and the 

second was to the Soviets.

The contents, later published in Pravda, came to be 

known as the April theses.   He called for the 

overthrow of the Provisional Government, to be 

replaced by a Republic of Soviets; the end of ‘the 

imperialist war’; the nationalisation of the banks; 

the abolition of the police, army and bureaucracy; 

the confiscation of landed estates and a worldwide 

socialist revolution. Most of the Bolshevik leadership 

rejected his ideas as ‘primitive anarchism’. Pravda, 

though it printed the speech, issued a disclaimer 

that these were the personal views of Lenin and did 

not reflect the party’s position. 

But the party rank-and-file supported Lenin and at 

the Bolshevik Party Congress at the end of April he 

became party leader and Stalin and Kamenev were 

not even elected to the party’s steering committee.  

Lenin addressing the All Russia 

Conference of Soviets at the Tauride 

Palace on 4 April, 1917.
Source: Wikimedia Commons

Public Domain



Lenin’s position was soon reinforced by 

a series of crises that weakened the 

Provisional Government. On 29 March 

1917 the Provisional Government had 

issued a declaration renouncing the 

annexationist war aims of the Tsarist 

government that it had replaced 

[Source 1]. This was intended to 

appease the anti-war lobby within the 

Petrograd Soviet. However, the 

Provisional Government was also under 

pressure from its war allies to sustain 

its war effort on the Eastern Front. On 

1 May 1917 the Foreign Minister, Pavel 

Milyukov, one of the most conservative 

members of the Kadet Party, had sent a 

telegram to Russian embassies in the 

Allied countries telling diplomats to 

reassure the Allies that rumours that 

the Provisional Government was 

preparing to conclude a separate peace 

with the Central Powers were false.  

[Source 2]. 

Historical Context

Source 1:

“The goal of free Russia is not mastery over 

other people, nor to take away their national 

property, nor to forcibly seize foreign 

territories – but to support  stable peace on 

the basis of national self-determination.”
Izvestiia, 29 March 1917

Source 2:

….. the aspiration of the entire nation to carry 

the world war to a decisive victory has grown 

more powerful, thanks to our understanding of 

our common responsibility, shared by each and 

every one. This striving has become still more 

active, since it is concentrated upon a task 

which touches all and is urgent, – the task of 

driving out the enemy who has invaded our 

country. It is obvious, as stated in the 

communicated document, that the Provisional 

Government, while safeguarding the rights of 

our own country, will, in every way, observe 

the obligations assumed toward our Allies.”
P. Milyukov, Diplomatic Note, 1 May, 1917



Soldiers garrisoned in Petrograd march to the 

Mariinskii Palace to protest against the continuation 

of the war. 20 April 1917.
Source: Wikimedia Commons

Public Domain

Milyukov’s Note was printed in 

Russian newspapers on 20 April. 

The public reaction was 

immediate. Around 25 000 soldiers 

and sailors, many of them armed, 

and accompanied by a band, 

marched to the Mariinskii Palace, 

where the Provisional Government 

was meeting, to demand Milyukov’s 

resignation. By the evening they 

had been joined by workers from 

the local factories. On the 

following day the crowds 

protesting against the continuation 

of the war were even larger. On 

the next day things quietened 

down but it was clear that the 

Provisional Government needed to 

do something to restore public 

confidence.  

Historical Context



An anti-war 

demonstration in 

Petrograd in late April 

1917. 
Source: The Graduate Institute 

Geneva: Boris Souvarine 

Collection

No known copyright restrictions 

This was just one of several demonstrations against the continuation of the war by 

workers and soldiers in the late spring of 1917. The banners have such messages as: 

“Immediate ceasefire on all fronts!” and “All power to the Soviet of workers, soldiers 

and peasants!” (a slogan initiated by Lenin when he returned to Petrograd in April).



Historical Context

Aleksandr Kerensky, Minister for War in the 

Provisional Government from April 1917.Here 

he is talking to a military unit on the Eastern 

Front in May 1917.
Source: Wikimedia Commons

Public domain

Pavel Milyukov and the Minister for War, 
Alexander Guchkov, had no choice but to 
resign. Guchkov was replaced by Aleksandr 
Kerensky. Following negotiations between 
the government and the Soviet it was 
agreed that a new coalition government 
would be formed. This now included six 
socialists, two of whom were Mensheviks 
(Tsereteli and Skobelev).  The Bolsheviks 
kept out of the coalition.
In spite of the mass opposition to the war, 
Kerensky, in his new post, immediately 
visited the Eastern Front to persuade each 
military unit to continue the fight. On 18 
June he launched what came to be known 
as the Kerensky Offensive against the 
Central Powers. But after early successes 
the Russian army was forced to retreat and 
suffered heavy losses.  As a result even 
more soldiers, sailors and workers joined 
the anti-war lobby.



Historical Context

Kerensky had succeeded in getting the support of the Executive of the Petrograd Soviet 

and then the First Congress of Soviets for his planned offensive. Only the Bolsheviks 

opposed it. On the same day that the Offensive was launched – 18 June 1917 – the All 

Russian Congress of Soviets was meeting in Petrograd and organised a march in the city.  

It was meant to be a demonstration of unity and support for the coalition Provisional 

Government. However, it was taken over by the Bolsheviks.  While a few marchers had 

banners with slogans such as “Support the Soviet and the Provisional Government”, 

most banners had Bolshevik slogans – the most popular of which was “All Power to the 

Soviets” which Lenin had declared just two days earlier at the Congress.  In this 

photograph the banner on the left reads: “All power to the people - Peace to the whole 

world – All land to the people” while the banner on the right reads: “Down with the 

Capitalist Ministers” (i.e. the ten in the coalition government who were not socialists).

Bolshevik-led demonstration in 

Petrograd on 18 June 1917.

Source: Boris Souvarine Collection, The 

Graduate Institute Geneva

No known copyright restrictions



By the end of June 1917 the Bolsheviks had become increasingly divided. Many of the new 

members, particularly from the armed forces, were calling for an armed uprising against the 

coalition government. The party leadership felt that the time was not yet ripe for a second 

revolution.  They needed more preparation time if the Bolshevik Party – still a minority within 

the Soviet – was to take control. Matters came to a head when the government ordered the 1st

Machine Gun Regiment, garrisoned in Petrograd, to go to the eastern front immediately. The 

regiment, dominated by Bolsheviks, refused. The Soviet sent a delegation to their barracks to 

persuade them to obey the order. Instead, on 3 July the regiment took to the streets in protest. 

By 4 July they had been joined by large numbers of workers and by sailors from the nearby 

Kronstadt naval base. Troops loyal to the coalition government fired on demonstrators. Over a 

period of three days more than 400 people were killed or wounded.

Protesters on Nevskii Prospekt, on 

the afternoon of 4 July 1917, 

running for cover when troops 

loyal to the government opened 

fire on them with machine guns.
Source: David King Collection, Tate 

Gallery, London

Public Domain
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Comrades! On Monday you came out on 

the streets. On Tuesday you decided to 

continue the demonstration. We called 

you to a peaceful demonstration 

yesterday….

Comrades! For the present political crisis 

our aim has been accomplished. We have 

therefore decided to end the 

demonstration. Let each and everyone 

peacefully and in an organised manner 

bring the strike and the demonstration to a 

close.

Let us await the further development of 

the crisis. Let us continue to prepare our 

forces.  Life is with us, the course of 

events shows the correctness of our 

slogans.

Extract from a Leaflet issued by the 

Central Committee of the Bolshevik 

Party,

July 5, 1917  

Source: R.P. Browder & A.F. Kerensky, The 

Russian Provisional Governmnt, 1917: 

Documents, Vol. 3, Stanford, 1961, pp.1354-

1355     

Historical Context
Some estimates suggest that by the end of 4 July 

1917 as many as 500 000 protesters were on the 

streets of Petrograd. One of the socialist ministers in 

the coalition government, Viktor Chernov, went out 

to speak to the masses outside the Tauride Palace 

and was taken prisoner by Kronstadt sailors. 

According to Trotsky – quoting Milyukov - one angry 

worker shook his fist in Chernov’s face and shouted 

“Take power, you son-of-a-bitch, when they give it 

to you!”. [L. Trotsky, The History of the Russian Revolution, 

Vol.2 Michigan 1932) Ch.25]   Trotsky himself used his 

credibility with the crowd to rescue Chernov. But 

Lenin, Trotsky and most of the Bolshevik leaders 

feared that if they seized power there was not yet 

sufficient support amongst the workers, peasants 

and the army to ensure that the revolutionaries 

could resist counter-revolutionary forces. Learning 

that army units loyal to the government were 

approaching Petrograd the Bolshevik leadership 

issued a  leaflet calling on the protesters to end 

their demonstration.  Lenin later explained that the 

majority of workers and peasants would not rise up 

until they had experienced the oppression of a 

counter-revolution led by the military command, the 

landowners and the capitalists. [V.I. Lenin, Collected 

Works, Vol.25, p.312 Moscow 1970]. 



Soldiers of the 1st Machine Gun Regiment on the streets of Petrograd after 
they had surrendered their weapons to troops loyal to the Provisional 
Government, 9 July 1917. It is the moment that signalled the end of the ‘July 
Days’ uprising.

Source: Central State Archive of Film and Photo Documents of St Petersburg

Public Domain
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Counter-revolutionary action began 

immediately. The government published an 

accusation that Lenin was a German agent and 

that the July demonstrations were part of a 

German plot.  Government forces seized the 

Bolshevik offices and the offices of Pravda were 

wrecked by pro-government supporters. Public 

demonstrations were banned. An order for the 

arrest of Lenin and Zinoviev was issued. Lenin 

left Petrograd and once more went into exile, 

this time in Finland. Hundreds of Bolsheviks 

were arrested and the death penalty for 

desertion and rebellion by soldiers was 

restored. General Kornilov replaced General 

Brusilov as Commander-in-Chief to restore 

order and discipline in the army.  The Kadets in 

the coalition government and Prince Lvov, the 

head of the government, resigned and on 12 

July Kerensky took control and formed a new 

coalition government.   

Historical Context

Aleksandr Kerensky, prime minister 

of the provisional government, in his 

office in the Winter Palace, July 

1917.
Source: Wikimedia Commons

Public Domain



The failure of the Kerensky offensive lowered morale in the army to an even greater 

degree than before the demonstrations of the July Days. In spite of the restoration of 

the death sentence more and more soldiers deserted from the Front. Their presence 

in Petrograd and Moscow raised the threat of more disorder and insurrection. The 

right-wing press, conservative politicians, capitalists, landowners and the military 

High Command began to talk of the need for a right-wing coup to replace the 

provisional government with a strong leader backed by the military. The commander-

in-chief, General Kornilov, saw himself as that man. On 26 August he demanded the 

resignation of the government and the proclamation of martial law in Petrograd.  

General Lavr Kornilov with his 

staff officers circa 26 August 

1917. On his right in uniform but 

without insignia or medals is 

Boris Savinkov, Deputy Minister 

of War. He was sacked on 30 

August for his role in the 

Kornilov coup. 
Source: Wikimedia Commons

Public Domain
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Many historians now think that Kornilov believed that Kerensky wanted him to move troops to the 

capital to protect the government from a Bolshevik coup. Deputy war minister Savinkov, persuaded 

Kornilov that Kerensky would either accept the role of a figurehead president in a new Republic or 

stay in the government as deputy prime minister. Kornilov began moving his troops on 26 August. 

However, Kerensky immediately made a public appeal to the Soviet to help save Russia from a 

military coup. The Soviet responded by reviving and rearming the Red Guard, or workers’ militias, 

who had been disarmed after the July Days. The Red Guard were joined by soldiers still garrisoned 

in Petrograd. Kornilov’s soldiers began drifting away – and some joined the Red Guard – after troops 

from Petrograd went to meet them outside the city and explained that there was no attempted 

Bolshevik coup and that Kornilov did not have the support of Kerensky and the government or the 

Soviet. Kornilov was arrested on 29 August. He and his officer staff escaped prison in November, 

with the help of his jailors, and went to the Don region to lead a Cossack military force that later 

linked up with other anti-Bolshevik forces in the civil war.

Historical Context

Some of Kornilov’s soldiers 

surrendering their weapons on 28 

August 1917.
Source: Central State Archive of Film and 

Photo Documents of St Petersburg

Public Domain



Although most of the Bolshevik leadership were 

either in prison or in exile, public fear of further 

counter-revolutionary activity and the role of the 

Red Guard in repulsing a military coup did much to 

enhance public support for the Bolshevik cause. 

Kerensky ordered the Red Guard to disband and 

disarm but the order was ignored. 

Kerensky was now distrusted by the political right, 

while many on the left distrusted him because they 

believed the rumour that he had plotted the 

military coup with Kornilov before turning against 

him. The coalition government fell apart and it 

took until late September before Kerensky could 

build a new coalition, mostly of socialists and 

Kadets. By the end of September the Bolsheviks 

had a majority in both the Petrograd and Moscow 

Soviets. Trotsky was elected chairman of the 

Petrograd Soviet. Those Bolsheviks who had been 

imprisoned after the July Days had been released 

and were politically active again. While Lenin, who 

still remained in Finland, was calling for an armed 

insurrection against the provisional government.   

Historical Context

In mid-September 1917 Lenin 

wrote a letter to the central 

committee of the Bolshevik Party 

and its committees in Petrograd 

and Moscow. In it he proclaimed 

that: 

‘Our hour has come because the 

active majority of revolutionary 

elements in the two chief cities 

is large enough to carry the 

people with it, to overcome the 

opponent’s resistance, to smash 

him and to gain and retain 

power. For the Bolsheviks, by 

immediately proposing a 

democratic peace, by 

establishing the democratic 

institutions and liberties which 

have been mangled and 

shattered by Kerensky, will form 

a government which nobody will 

be able to overthrow.” 
V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol.26 p.19, 

Moscow 1970.     



Lenin, wearing a wig and disguised as a 

worker returned to Petrograd from 

Finland to attend a meeting of the 

Central Committee of the Bolshevik Party 

on 10 October 1917.
Source: PxHere

CC 0 public domain

Lenin returned to Petrograd for a meeting of 

the Bolshevik Central Committee on 10 October, 

where he repeated his call for an immediate 

armed insurrection. But two of his closest 

supporters, Kamenev and Zinoviev, argued that 

seizing power at this time was unnecessary. The 

Bolshevik Party membership had increased 

dramatically in recent months, the peasants 

were supporting them, the Party would have a 

majority at the upcoming Congress of Soviets 

and they expected to be able to form a left-

wing coalition government after the elections to 

the Constituent Assembly in mid-November. Why 

run the risk of any counter-revolutionary 

reaction when power would soon fall into their 

hands anyway?  Lenin did not get his way but 

neither did Kamenev and Zinoviev. The Central 

Committee put off making a decision on armed 

insurrection until the 2nd Congress of the Soviets 

met on 20 October. Lenin denounced Kamenev 

and Zinoviev as “strike breakers”. Kamenev 

resigned. Stalin, who had supported Kamenev’s 

and Zinoviev’s position in Pravda,  offered his 

resignation but it was rejected.

Historical Context
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The Bolshevik Central Committee met again on 16th

October but was still divided on the issue of armed 

insurrection and remained indecisive. Meanwhile, 

with German forces advancing on Petrograd, 

Kerensky issued an order that soldiers garrisoned in 

the capital city should move to the Front. This was 

widely opposed by the rank-and-file soldiers. There 

was also widespread fear that this was an attempt 

by Kerensky to weaken the power of the Soviet. In 

response the Soviet set up a Military Revolutionary 

Committee (MRC) with Trotsky in charge.   Trotsky 

went from factory to factory, barracks to barracks 

to persuade workers, soldiers and sailors to 

mobilise. He was later to record that he never used 

the term ‘armed insurrection’. At all times he 

called on the masses to come to the defence of the 

Soviet. The key moment was on 21 October, when 

the Garrison Conference, an assembly of the 

committees representing each regiment, gave its 

support to the proposal that the All-Russian 

Congress of Soviets should overthrow the Provisional 

Government and take power “to guarantee to the 

people peace, bread and land.” 

A cartoon depicting Trotsky in the 

uniform of a Red Guard.
Source: Projektor, a magazine edited 

by Bukhain and Voronsky, 1923.

Public Domain.



The armed insurrection began on 24 October 1917, the day before the 2nd Congress of 

Soviets was due to begin.   The centre of operations was the Smolny Institute, formerly a 

girls’ school. This was now the headquarters of both the Bolshevik Party and the Military 

Revolutionary Committee and was protected by the Red Guard from any counter-

revolutionary moves by Kerensky and the Provisional Government. In the course of the day 

forces of the MRC occupied government offices, railway stations, telegraph offices, blocked 

the bridges over the River Neva and surrounded the Winter Palace where the Provisional 

Government had its offices.  They faced very little resistance. Reports indicate that on 

Nevskii Prospekt it was “business as usual”. 

Historical Context

Red Guards on duty at the 

gates of the Smolny Institute, 

headquarters of the Bolshevik 

Party and the Military 

Revolutionary Committee, 

October 1917.
Source: Central State Archive of Film 

and Photo Documents of St Petersburg

Public Domain



History books tend to concentrate on the October rising in Petrograd but there were 

similar risings across the Russian Empire. There were armed uprisings in Novgorod, Minsk, 

Kazan and Ivanovo on 25-26 October. Indeed a Bolshevik insurrection had begun in Tallinn 

two days before the one in Petrograd. Insurrection occurred in other cities in the next few 

days. In spite of Moscow being a Bolshevik stronghold there was intense fighting before 

the Bolsheviks took control on 2 November. Distance from Petrograd did not appear to be 

a factor. Certainly Novgorod was less than 200km from the capital but Kazan was over 

1500km away and on 28 October insurrection broke out in Rostov-on-Don nearly 1800km 

away from Petrograd. 

Historical Context

Red Guards marching in Moscow 

in October 1917. Note the mix 

of soldiers, civilians, women as 

well as men, and the number of 

young people in the line.
Source: Flickr

Curator: “rosaluxembourg”

CC-BY-ND 2.0



By mid-afternoon of 25 October the seizure of power in Petrograd was almost complete. 

Only the Winter Palace, the headquarters of the Provisional Government, was still 

besieged by Red Guards. The palace was defended by around 3000 armed guards: a 

Women’s Battalion, some army cadets, some Cossacks and some senior officers. By 20.00 

hours the Cossacks had returned to barracks and many of the cadets had abandoned their 

posts.  By 2.10 on the morning of 26 October, the remaining defenders had surrendered, 

then the Provisional Cabinet surrendered – except for Kerensky, who escaped by a side 

door and into a fast car which took him to Pskov near the Estonian border where he 

attempted to rally troops still loyal to the government. In reality, nothing was as 

spectacular as Eisenstein’s depiction of events in his film Oktober or in the re-enactment 

staged by the Soviet Government in 1920.

Historical Context

People gathering outside the 

Winter Palace, Petrograd, after 

it had been taken by Red 

Guards in th early hours of 26 

October 1917.
Source: Wikimedia Commons

Public Domain
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Trotsky did not wait for the surrender of the 

Provisional Government. At 10.00 am on 25 

October he had already issued a proclamation on 

behalf of the Military Revolutionary Committee 

announcing that the Provisional Government had 

been deposed. To summarise the Russian 

document: 

To citizens of Russia

The Provisional Government is deposed. The State 

power is transferred into the hands of the Military 

Revolutionary Committee, an organ of the Petrograd 

Soviet of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies, which 

heads the Petrograd proletariat and garrison.

The cause for which the people has been struggling –

immediate call for democratic peace, liquidation of 

ownership of land by the landed nobility, workers’ 

control over industry, creation of the Soviet 

government – is ensured.

Long live the revolution of workers, soldiers and 

peasants!

25 October 1917, 10.00a.m.
Source: Russian State Library

Public Domain



In the summer of 1917 the Bolsheviks had consistently criticised the Provisional Government 

for not organising an election to the proposed Constituent Assembly. Now, although Lenin 

warned about the risk of an elected parliament supporting counter-revolution, the Bolsheviks 

announced on 27 October that the election would be held on 12 November. In the event the 

Bolsheviks did not do anywhere as well as they had hoped. The Socialist Revolutionairies (SRs) 

gained 370 seats with the Left SRs gaining 40 seats. The Bolsheviks were the second largest 

party in the Assembly with 175 seats. The remaining seats were divided between Mensheviks, 

Kadets, national parties and other parties. Generally, the Bolsheviks drew their support from 

workers in industrial cities and from soldiers. The SR gained much of its support from 

peasants. The Assembly met for the first time on 5 January 1918 and proceedings were 

dominated by the right-wing of the SR Party. When the Assembly returned on the following day 

they found that the entrances to the Tauride Palace were blocked by Red Guards who told 

them that the Assembly had been dissolved by order of the Soviets. Public reaction was 

muted.

Historical Context

Voters in Petrograd looking at party 

political posters in a shop window, 12 

November 1917
Source: Wikimedia Commons
Public Domain



RUSSIA AND NEIGHBOURING
COUNTRIES

Sources from



Lenin’s appeal to the Citizens of Russia

Source contributed and translated by Zdravko Stojkoski, 
© Российский государственный архив социально-
политической историиФ. 2, оп. 1, д. 4634

Written in the morning
October 25, 1917
In my apartment

(Khersonskaya 5, square 9. Petrograd)

To the citizenns of Russia

The Provisional Government has been overthrown. State power 
has passed into
the hands of the organ of the Petrograd Soviet of Workers’ and 
Soldiers’
Deputies, the Revolutionary Military Committee, which stands at 
the head of
the Petrograd proletariat and garrison.
The cause for which the people have struggled—the immediate 
offer of a
democratic peace, the abolition of landlord ownership of land, 
workers’ control
over industry, the creation of a soviet government—this cause has 
been assured!

Long live the revolution of workers, soldiers and peasants!



Finland's independence in 1917
Finland was an autonomous part of the Russian Empire bewteen 1809 and 1917.  After the October Revolution, the Finnish 
government declared the independence of the Republic of Finnland. 
They decided to ask recognition from Lenin's government and on 18th / 31th December Soviet government signed this document.

The Soviet of People's Commissars
Petrograd
December 18, 1917
No. 101

As the answer to the appeal of the Finnish Government to recognize the independence of 
the Republic of Finland, the Soviet of People's Commissars, in full accordance with the 
principle of nations' right to self-determination, HAS DECIDED:

To propose to the Central Executive Committee that:

a. The independence of the Republic of Finland as a country is recognized, and
b. A special Commission, in agreement with the Finnish Government, comprising members 
of both parties, should be instituted to elaborate those practical measures that follow 
from the partition of Finland from Russia.

Chairman of the Soviet of People's Commissars
Vl. Ulianov (Lenin)

People's Commissars:
L. Trotski; G. Petrovski; J. Stalin; I. Steinberg; V. Karelin; A. Schlichter

The Chief of Bureau Vlad. Bonch-Bruevich
Secretary of the Soviet N. Gorbunov

Source contributed and translated by Riitta 
Mikkola, Finnish national archive, Public Domain



ALLIED POWERS
Sources from



As can be seen from its cover, the New 

Russia  journal was published by the 

Russian Liberation Committee in London. 

This was a Russian emigré organisation 

with close links to the Whites during the 

Civil War. It acted as a liaison between 

the British government and different 

White movements operating in Russia. It 

also was a major source in London of 

anti-Soviet propaganda and published 

this journal in English, which contained 

articles about British-Russian relations 

and translations of telegrams and other 

communications from the White armies 

in Russia. 

The New Russia, Vol.2 No.1 February 1920

Source: British Library P.P.3554.emm

Public Domain

Curated by Katie McElvanney



The first major crisis that hit the 

Russian Provisional Government was in 

late April 1917 after the Foreign 

Minister Pavel Milyukov had assured 

the Allies that Russia would continue 

the war. Large-scale demonstrations 

were held on the streets of Petrograd 

demanding Milyukov’s resignation. He 

resigned and a new coalition 

government, including six socialists, 

was formed. However, in July even 

larger demonstrations by workers and 

soldiers took to the streets of 

Petrograd demanding that the 

Provisional Government was deposed 

and that the Petrograd Soviet of 

Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies took 

over the running of the country. While 

shots were fired the demonstrators did 

not use the artillery at their disposal. 

Military units loyal to the Government 

were brought in to disperse the 

protestors.

Demonstrators fleeing when troops opened fire on 

Nevsky Prospekt on 4 July 1917
Wikimedia Commons

Public Domain

The July uprising in Petrograd



“The Government had been too 

weak. The loyal troops after 

occupying the offices of the 

Bolshevist organ, Pravda, and seizing 

compromising documents, had been 

ordered to evacuate the premises 

and to restore the documents: the 

Cronstadt sailors had been disarmed 

but not punished; and two of Lenin’s 

lieutenants who had been arrested 

had been released.” 

Sir George Buchanan, My Mission to 

Russia and other Diplomatic Memories, 

(London: Cassel and Company, 1923) 

p.155

Sir George Buchanan was British 

Ambassador to Russia from 1910 to 

December 1918. At the beginning of 

1917 he had begged Tsar Nicholas II 

to agree to some constitutional 

reforms in order to prevent a 

revolution: “You have, sir, come to 

the parting of the ways, and you 

have now to choose between two 

paths. The one will lead you to 

victory and a glorious peace - the 

other to revolution and disaster. Let 

me implore your majesty to choose 

the former.”   

BRITAIN: Growing disillusion with the Provisional Government



Despatch from British Embassy, Petrograd to the Foreign Office London, 21 May 1917

“The last two weeks have been very anxious…so long as the Soviet maintains its exclusive 

right to dispose of the troops, the Government, as Prince Lvoff remarked, was ‘an 

authority without power’ while the Workmen’s Council was ‘a power without authority’. 

Kerensky and  Tereschenko came to the conclusion that as the Soviet was too powerful a 

factor to be either suppressed or disregarded, the only way of putting an end to the 

anomaly of a dual Government was to form a Coalition. Though the idea did not at first 

find favour with the Soviet, it was eventually agreed that the latter should be represented 

in the Government…….The new Coalition Government offers us the last and almost forlorn 

hope of saving the military situation on this front. [Kerensky] hopes, by going to the front 

and making passionate appeals to the patriotism of the soldiers, to be able to galvanize the 

army into new life. He is the only man who can do it if it can be done, but his task will be a 

very difficult one. ”   
Sir George Buchanan, My Mission to Russia and other Diplomatic Memories, (London: Cassel and 

Company, 1923) pp.126-128

BRITAIN: Growing disillusion with the Provisional Government

After the February Revolution Buchanan developed good relations with the liberal wing of 

the Provisional Government but warned London that the Provisional Government was 

fragile and that the Bolsheviks “are more active and better organized than any other 

group, and the Government are not strong enough to put down the Bolsheviks by force”.    



“Anarchy is spreading all over Russia and will paralyse her for a long time to 

come. The quarrel between the Provisional Government and 

the Soviet shows, by the very length of time it has lasted, that both are 

important. It is increasingly clear that disgust with the war, abandonment of 

all the national dreams and a lack of interest in everything save domestic 

problems are becoming uppermost in the public mind. Cities like Moscow, 

which a short time past were hot-beds of patriotic feeling, have been 

contaminated. The revolutionary democracy seems incapable of restoring 

order in the country and organizing it for the struggle. Ought we to continue 

to put our trust in Russia and give her more time? No; because even under 

the most favourable circumstances she will not be in a condition to carry out 

all her obligations as an ally for many months to come.”

Maurice Paléologue, French Ambassador to Russia,  7 May, 1917. 

M. Paléologue, An Ambassador’s Memoirs, 1925 Chapter X. 

FRANCE: Growing disillusion with the Provisional 

Government

Maurice Paléologue was French Ambassador to Russia from July 1914 

until he was recalled to Paris on 17 May 1917.  



Cyrus McCormick kept a diary of his 

experiences in Russia while a member 

of the Commission. In the diary it is 

clear that he, Crane and Bertron were 

getting a coherent message from 

Russian bankers that ran counter to 

President Wilson’s belief that there 

was a growing commitment to liberal 

democracy amongst the Russian elite.  

The Russian bankers they were talking 

to believed that Russia “needed a 

dictator who would maintain control 

until elections provided for a 

permanent government”.
McCormick’s diary, 19 June 1917, Cyrus H. 

McCormick’s Papers, Russia 1917-20, State 

Historical Society of Wisconsin.

In May 1917 President Wilson agreed to 

send an 11-person Commission to Russia, 

under the chairmanship of Elihu Root, 

Republican Senator and former Secretary of 

State, to consult with the Provisional 

Government, the military, leaders of 

various political parties, bankers, 

industrialists and leading figures in the 

Russian Orthodox Church. Their main 

objective was to identify ways in which the 

two countries could best cooperate as 

allies in the war. They arrived by ship at 

Vladivostok on 3 June 1917 and departed 

from the same port on 21 July. Amongst the 

members of the Commission were two 

industrialists (Cyrus McCormick and Charles 

Crane) and a banker (Samuel Bertron) 

charged with finding out how their 

counterparts in Russia perceived the 

Provisional Government and to assess the 

scope for US private investment in the 

country.   

UNITED STATES: Growing disillusion with the Provisional Government



After the failed July uprising Aleksandr Kerensky took 

over as Prime Minister of the Coalition Government as 

well as retaining his responsibilities as Minister for War. 

He appointed General Lavr Kornilov as Commander-in-

Chief of the Russian Army. It was not long before the 

prime minister and the Commander-in-Chief were at 

odds over military policy and how best to deal with the 

Soviet. According to an envoy sent by Kerensky to discuss 

these issues with Kornilov, the latter announced that he 

had military intelligence that “The Bolsheviks are 

planning to stage an uprising in Petrograd between 

August 28th and September 2nd. I can see no way out 

than to transfer the powers of the Provisional 

Government to..the Supreme Commander”, i.e. himself. 

V.N. L’vov, Memoirs, 24 August 1917 reproduced in I.D. 

Thatcher, Memoirs of the Russian Provisional Government 

(2014)

General Lavr Kornilov arriving at State Council, 27 August 1917. 

References to his military ability seem to vary widely. Some military historians refer to his charismatic 

leadership and note he was loved by his men. On the other hand when he marched on Petrograd many 

of them deserted to join the opposition. His predecessor as C-in-C, General Brusilov,  described him as 

“a man with the heart of a lion and the brains of a lamb”.



BRITAIN: Growing disillusion with the Provisional Government 

After the failure of the July Offensive by 

the Russian army British attitudes 

towards the Provisional Government 

began to change. According to Konstantin 

Nabokov, the Russian Ambassador to the 

UK, some of the British Cabinet were 

saying privately they would prefer that 

Kerensky was replaced as Prime Minister 

by a strong military leader like General 

Alexeiev. When General Kornilov, head of 

the Russian forces, planned a military 

coup the British government officially 

maintained the line that Britain would 

not interfere in the political affairs of an 

ally. Unofficially, the British military 

mission was openly supporting Kornilov. 

On 6 September 1917 the head of the 

British Military Mission in Petrograd, 

General Sir Charles Barter informed the 

British War Office that General Kornilov 

had told him that he intended to: 

“declare a state of siege on Petrograd in 

four days time.” Barter asked his 

colleagues at the War Office “that this 

information be kept entirely secret, 

especially from our Ambassador in 

Petrograd”.

Barter feared that the Ambassador would 

pass this information on to Kerensky who 

would then take steps to thwart 

Kornilov’s attempted coup.  



UNITED STATES: Growing disillusion with the Provisional 
Government 

“Although Kerensky has been 

regarded by all Americans 

returned from Russia as an 

able, upright patriot and 

Russian leader, it has not been 

felt in diplomatic or financial 

circles that he had the strong 

arm necessary to restore law 

and order in Russia.” 

Wall Street Journal, 

November 9, 1917

As in Britain the US government 

continued in public to support the 

Provisional Government in Russia. 

But, just 3 days after the 

Bolsheviks had seized power in 

Petrograd, the Wall Street Journal 

had observed that there had been 

a growing view in Washington 

circles that Kerensky and the 

Provisional Government was too 

weak to remain in power let 

alone effectively wage war 

against the Central Powers.



In mid-September 1917 US Ambassador Francis, 

in a letter to US Judge, Henry J. Priest, wrote:

“We are now in the midst of a counter-revolution 

which appears to have failed…General Korniloff, 

who has been Commander-in-Chief for about two 

months past made demands of the Provisional 

Government for powers which were not granted 

him although they should have been as they were 

esssential to the restoration of discipline among 

the soldiers.”

Russia from the American Embasy (1927) p.158

In a letter to Charles K. Moser, US Consul in 

Harbin, China, on 11 September 1917 

Ambassador Francis wrote:

“The failure of General Korniloff’s attempted 

overthrow of the Government has resulted in 

strengthening Kerensky and the appointment of 

Alexieff as Commander-in-Chief inspires us with 

hope, however faint it might be, that the 

Provisional Government will make some effort to 

put the army again in fighting condition”

Russia from the American Embasy (1927) p.162

US Ambassador David R. Francis had 

had no previous background as a 

diplomat when Woodrow Wilson 

appointed him as Ambassador to the 

Imperial Russian court in April 1916. He 

had been a successful businessman, 

Mayor of St Louis, Governor of 

Missouri, Secretary of the Interior 

under President Grover Cleveland.  His 

memoirs, Russia from the American 

Embassy: April 1916-November 1918 

cover his time under the Imperial, 

Provisional and Soviet governments and 

also the period when he moved to 

Archangel while the United States was 

actively engaged on the side of the 

White forces during the Russian civil 

war.    

UNITED STATES: Growing 

disillusion with the Provisional 

Government



The Times of London supported the Kornilov 

coup using anti-Semitic language and 

repeating the accusation, now widely 

disseminated in Russia and across Europe, 

of the Bolsheviks being in the pay of 

Germany: 

“A self-constituted organisation of 

idealists, theorists, anarchists, syndicalists, 

who are largely of the international Jew-

type, who have hardly any working men or 

soldiers among them, and some of whom 

are known to be in the German pay”.

The Times, 13 September 1917

Afte the July uprising in Petrograd 

there were growing concerns amongst 

Russia’s allies that the Provisional 

Government was not strong enough to 

effectively counter the Bolshevik 

movement. While supporting the 

Provisional Government’s prosecution 

of some of the Bolshevik leaders for 

treason there was also a growing 

feeling in the Western media that a 

“strong man” or a dictator was needed 

to ensure that Russia would remain in 

the war. As a result there was support 

for General Kornilov when he led a 

coup against the Kerensky government 

in September 1917. Here The Times of 

London reproduces the accusation, 

central to the treason trials, that the 

Bolshevik leadership was receiving 

substantial funds from the Kaiser’s 

Government.   



“ The failure of Korniloff’s attempted coup d’état had, 

as I told Tereschenko, destroyed my last hopes of an 

improvement in the situation either at the front or in 

the rear as it had deprived officers of the little 

authority which they previously possessed, while it 

had restored the influence of the Soviet. The latter 

had passed resolutions abolishing the death penalty, 

declaring all existing secret treaties invalid, and 

demanding the immediate conclusion of a universal 

democratic peace. They were, I said, the masters, and 

the Government only existed on sufferance till such 

time as they decided to take the reins into their own 

hands”
Sir George Buchanan, My Mission to Russia and other 

Diplomatic Memories, 1923) p.189

“The Government had been too weak. The loyal troops 

after occupying the offices of the Bolshevist organ, 

Pravda, and seizing compromising documents, had 

been ordered to evacuate the premises and to restore 

the documents: the Cronstadt sailors had been 

disarmed but not punished; and two of Lenin’s 

lieutenants who had been arrested had been 

released.” 
Sir George Buchanan, My Mission to Russia and other 

Diplomatic Memories, (1923) p.155

Sir George Buchanan was a 

British diplomat with 

considerable experience of 

Russia. He had been British 

Ambassador there from 1910 

until 26 December 1918.  His 

dispatches to London during 

the February Revolution, the 

unrest in the summer of 1917 

and the October Revolution 

were highly influential on the 

British Government’s policy 

towards both the Provisional 

and Boshevik governments. 

BRITAIN: Growing disillusion 
with the Provisional 
Government 



Source number 3
Telegrama: Jaime Batalha Reis (1847-1935) 
Legação de Portugal em Petrogrado 
27 de Setembro de 1917
Continuam impunemente toda Rússia bárbaros assassinatos 
proprietários de terras e oficiais dos quais ultimamente em 
dois dias noventa só em Finlândia. Continua a não haver 
polícia S. Petersburgo onde há todos os dias roubos 
assassinatos fábricas incendiadas. Cidade de Kaz[an] 19 
incendiadas por soldados. Os milhares de membros de 
comités operários desde primeiro dia revolução Rússia está 
entregue estado pilhagem. Rússia sem estadistas generais 
nem soldados acha-se em plena dissolução sendo cada dia 
novo elemento de confusão introduzido por acção alemã. 
Governo provisório de composição que nada significa é 
apenas um e o mais fraco de muitos governos de facto 
predominando socialistas extremos. Todos na Rússia querem 
paz ninguém já sabe porque motivo esta guerra começou e 
continua. Classes conservadoras desejam entrada alemães 
que venham restabelecer ordem e disciplina.

Telegram: Jaime Batalha Reis (1847-1935) 
Legation of Portugal in Petrograd 
27 September 1917
Remain unpunished all of Russia’s barbaric murders of 
land owners and officers of which in two days ninety 
only in Finland. St. Petersburg still without police and 
every day robberies, murders, burned factories. City of 
Kazan 19 burned by soldiers. The thousands of 
members workers committees since first day revolution 
Russia in a state of pillage. Russia without statesmen or 
soldiers in dissolution being element of confusion 
introduced each new day by German action. 
Composition Provisional Government means nothing 
just one more and weaker of many governments in fact 
prevailing extremist socialists. Everybody in Russia 
wants peace nobody knows anymore why war started 
and goes on. Conservative classes wish Germans 
entrance to re-establish order and discipline.

On the socio-political situation around
the failed Kornilov Coup

Source contributed by Miguel Barros, 

Extracted from the publication: Silva, Joaquim Palminha (2017), Jaime Batalha Reis na Rússia dos Sovietes. Dez dias que abalaram um 
diplomata português, Porto, Edições Afrontamento, p. 107.



ALLIED REACTIONS TO THE NEWS OF EVENTS 

IN RUSSIA IN OCTOBER 1917



In December 1917 Field Marshal 

Foch, Commander-in-Chief of the 

Allied Armies had proposed that the 

Allies undertake an armed 

intervention in Russia to reinforce 

the Eastern Front against German 

forces. Wilson publicly rejected the 

idea as impractical. But in private 

Secretary of State Lansing was 

proposing to actively support a 

military coup. Wilson would not 

send troops to support this but was 

prepared to consider  to financing 

it.

Secretary of State Lansing to President 

Wilson

10 December 1917

“I have reached the following conclusions: 

That the Bolsheviki are determined to 

prevent Russia from taking further part in 

the war…..That the hope of a stable 

Russian Government lies for the present 

in a military dictatorship backed by loyal 

disciplined troops. That the only apparent 

nucleus for an organised movement 

sufficiently strong to supplant the 

Bolsheviks and establish a Government 

would seem to be the group of officers 

with General Kaledin, the hetman of the 

Don Cossacks” .

UNITED STATES: Official reactions to the Bolsheviks seizing power



President Wilson accepted Lansing’s 

argument for supporting General 

Alexei Kaledin and other White forces 

in southern Russia but he would not 

send troops to support this and only 

agreed to a covert operation which 

involved sending money to General 

Kaledin if this was done via the 

British and French. This was so covert 

that not even Lansing’s aides in the 

State Department knew about it. 

Wilson to Secretary of State Lansing, 

12 December 1917.

“This Government cannot, under the 

law, loan money to him [i.e. 

Kaledin]…..The only practicable 

course seems to be for the British and 

French governments to finance the 

Kaledine enterprise…and for this 

Government to loan them the money 

to do so.”

The British agreed to make 20 million 

pounds available and the French 

agreed on 100 million Francs. They 

started handing over money to the 

White leaders on 31 December 1917. 

UNITED STATES: Official reactions to the Bolsheviks seizing power

US Secretary of State 

Robert Lansing 

(1915-1920)

Library of Congress

Public Domain 



UNITED STATES: Official reactions to the Bolsheviks seizing power

In the period immediately after the 

Bolsheviks seized power President 

Wilson was receiving mixed 

messages from his diplomats and 

senior members of his 

administration. Compare for 

example the views of Ambassador 

Francis, now back in Washington, 

and the message of support which 

President Wilson was advised to 

send to the Congress of Soviets by 

his Special Adviser Colonel House 

and Department of State Counselor 

Frank Polk. The objective was to 

drive a wedge between Russia and 

Germany during the negotiations 

around the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk.

US Ambassador David R. Francis:
“it is our interest to exterminate it [Bolshevism] 

in the land of its birth. I say ‘our interest’ from 

two points of view. First: If Bolshevism is 

permitted to thrive in Russia, it will 

promote unrest in all countries. Second: It is our 

duty to the Russian people, who have always been 

favorable to America, and whose greatest offense 

is that they favored the Allies against Germany in 

the world war, to relieve their country of the 

injury and disgrace inflicted upon it by Soviet 

rule.” 

Russia from the American Embasy (1927) p.335

President Wilson to the Congress of Soviets:

“The whole heart of the people of the United 

States is with the people of Russia in the attempt 

to free themselves forever from autocratic 

government and become the masters of their own 

life.”

11 March 1918 



US President Woodrow Wilson:

“Under no circumstances should the United 

States recognize the Bolsheviki...they obtained 

what power they have through criminal 

violence… We should therefore treat the 

Bolsheviki either as open enemies who are 

cooperating with the Germans, or as weak 

neutrals who are unwilling or unable to prevent 

the Germans from using the resources of Russia 

and Siberia against us.” 

Arthur E. Link (ed), The Papers of Woodrow 

Wilson. Vol. 48, May 26, 1918. 

US President Woodrow Wilson 

returning to Washington from 

the Paris Peace Conference, 

1919

US National Archive

Public domain 

UNITED STATES: Official reactions to the Bolsheviks seizing power

Two months later the President was. 

taking a very different line regarding 

the Soviet government 



“The Prime Minister [Lloyd George] expressed 

the view that it was no concern of the British 

Government what socialist experiment or 

what form of government the Bolsheviks were 

trying to establish in Russia…recognition of 

one government by another depended 

entirely upon de facto conditions. It was 

necessary to bear in mind that the Bolsheviks 

were a formidable menace to Austria and 

Germany.”

[But] Lord Curzon stated it would have a very 

unfortunate effect….if we took one step in 

the direction of further recognition of the 

Bolshevik Government at a moment when it 

appeared likely that M. Trotzki was effecting 

a separate peace with Germany.”

British War Cabinet Minutes 7 February 1918.

BRITAIN: Official reactions to the Bolsheviks 
seizing power

In the period immediately 

after the October 1917 

Revolution the British 

Government was prepared to 

work with the Bolsheviks if 

they remained in the fight 

against Germany but some 

ministers, including Curzon 

(quoted here), Cecil and 

Churchill doubted this would 

happen.

David Lloyd George, 

British  Prime Minister 

in 1919

Library of Congress

Public Domain



BRITAIN: Official Reactions to the 
Bolsheviks seizing power

Although the British Cabinet agreed to 

provide funds to Kaledin and other 

anti-Bolshevik leaders some ministers 

were not convinced that the Whites 

were capable of defeating the 

Bolsheviks and continuing the war 

against the Germans.

Viscount Cecil, Under Secretary of 

State for Foreign Affairs argued 

strongly for intervention on the side of 

the Whites. 
Image: The Imperial War Cabinet 1917

Library of Congress

Public Domain

Viscount Cecil, Under Secretary of State 

for Foreign Affairs: “It is impossible any 

longer to go on running two horses, we 

must decide definitely whether we are to 

support the Bolsheviks…or whether we are 

to recognise and assit the other de facto 

Governments in Russia.” [He believed] “the 

forces in southern Russia had a fair fighting 

chance of success.”

Another member of the Cabinet, believed 

to be Lloyd George himself, responded that 

“there was a danger that by backing a 

losing horse ….we were destroying any 

hope of preventing the Germans appearing 

in Petrograd as the friends and helpers of 

the all-powerful Bolshevik Government.”

British War Cabinet, 21 December 1917



The Paris Peace Conference to agree the Allied peace terms for the 

defeated Central Powers first convened on 18 January 1919. But 

before this a number of preliminary meetings between 

representatives of the four Allied powers, some of them held in 

secret, took place at the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs on the 

Quai d’Orsay in Paris. Some of these meetings were concerned with 

who should be invited to the Conference and who should be 

excluded. On 12 January the four Allied leaders and their advisers 

met to discuss whether or not the Bolshevik Government should be 
represented at the Conference.



M. Pichon pointed out that there were various representatives 

of Russian opinion in Paris—for example, M. Sazonoff, 

Prince Lvoff and others, including Socialists, who represented 

every shade of opinion. These asked to be represented. His 

opinion was that this could not be done…. But this was no 

reason why these personalities should not be allowed to put 

their views unofficially. His suggestion, then, was that Russia as 

a State should have no representation, but that the Conference 

should be allowed to hear such persons as he had mentioned.

Lloyd George had nothing to say against these people, 

Prince Lvoff, &c. We were told they represented every shade of 

opinion. As a matter of fact, they represented every opinion 

except the prevalent opinion in Russia. The peasants accepted 

Bolshevism for the same reason that peasants accepted it in 

the French Revolution, namely, that it gave them land… the 

Bolsheviks are the de facto Government. We formerly 

recognized the Czar's Government, although at the time we 

knew it to be absolutely rotten. Our reason was that it was the 

de facto Government . . . but we refuse to recognize the 

Bolsheviks! To say that we ourselves should pick the 

representatives of a great people is contrary to every principle 

for which we have fought.

Secretary’s Notes of a Conversation held in M. Pichon’s 

Room at the Quai d’Orsay on Sunday, January 12, 1919 at 4 

p.m

The French Foreign Minister, 

Stephen Pichon, proposed 

informally inviting 

representatives of the White 

Russian anti-Soviet groups but 

not the Bolsheviks. The British 

Prime Minister, Lloyd George 

disagreed and gave his 

reasons.  US President 

Woodrow Wilson proposed that 

before making a decision they 

should invite the Soviet 

government and the White 

Russians to a meeting on 

Prinkipo Island in the Sea of 

Marmara near Constantinople 

to explore the possibility of an 

end to the Civil War in Russia.  

Then a decision could be made 

as to who to invite to Paris. 

Allied discussions on 

whether the Bolsheviks 

should attend the Paris 

Peace Conference



One of the conditions of the Prinkipo proposal 

was that all sides would agree to a ceasefire 

before talks could begin. On 4 February 1919 

the Bolsheviks agreed to the meeting but 

avoided any commitment to a ceasefire. The 

White Russian groups, with covert support 

from the French and from some members of 

Lloyd George’s government, led by Winston 

Churchill, refused to meet with the Bolsheviks. 

[See telegram from Sazonov and Tchaykovsky 

12 Feb. 1919] By 16 February the peace plan 

was dead-in-the-water. On the 17th Wilson sent 

William Bullitt, an attaché to the US 

delegation in Paris, to secretly meet the Soviet 

government to discuss an end to the Civil War 

and the allied blockade of Soviet Russia. The 

Bolsheviks agreed terms but by the time Bullitt 

returned to Paris both Wilson and Lloyd George 

were experiencing strong domestic opposition 

to the official recognition of the Soviet 

Government. In the end the civil war 

continued for another two years and the Allies 

did not withdraw their troops from Russian soil 

until the spring of 1920.     

Russian Embassy, Paris to Secretariat-General 

of the Paris Peace Conference

The unified governments of Russia are therefore 

ready to place themselves at the disposal of the 

Allied Powers to acquaint them with the present 

situation in Russia and with them seek the means 

of remedying this situation.

However, under no circumstances whatever, 

would there be any question of an exchange of 

ideas on this matter with the participation of the 

Bolshevists, in whom the conscience of the 

Russian people sees only traitors. For in making a 

pact with the common enemy, they have 

betrayed the causes of both Russia and the 

Allies. They have fomented anarchy and trodden 

underfoot the democratic principles which guide 

civilized states, and they maintain themselves in 

power only by terrorism.

Between them and the national Russian groups 

no conciliation is possible. Any meeting would 

not only be without effect but would risk causing 

both the Russian patriots and the Allied nations 

an irreparable moral harm.

Sazonov

Tchaykovsky

12 February 1919

White Russian response to the Proposal 

for a ceasefire meeting at Prinkipo. 



Telegrama: Jaime Batalha Reis (1847-1935) 
Legação de Portugal em Petrogrado 
18 de Novembro de 1917

Governo Bolchevique parcialmente constituído sob a 
presidência do notório Lenine e Trotsky judeu alemão 
ministro dos Negócios Estrangeiros. Todos funcionários dos 
N. E. e outros ministros recusam servir com ministro 
bolchevique. Programa governo Bolchevique imediatamente 
paz com a Alemanha abolição direito de propriedade 
imediata divisão terras por mujiques fábricas dirigidas por 
operários bancos nacionalizados todas as nacionalidades da 
Rússia independentes entretanto 7 governos diferentes 
estão neste momento em vias de formação dos quais 4 em 
S. Petersburgo.

Telegram: Jaime Batalha Reis (1847-1935) 
Legation of Portugal in Petrograd 
18 November 1917

Bolshevik government partially constituted 
under presidency of notorious Lenin and Trotsky 
German Jew minister of Foreign Affairs. All 
functionaries of F. O. and other ministers’ refuse 
serving with Bolshevik minister. Program 
Bolshevik government immediate peace with 
Germany abolition right of property immediate 
division lands by mujiks factories managed by 
workers banks nationalized all nationalities of 
Russia independent meanwhile 7 different 
governments are right now in formation 4 of 
which in S. Petersburg.

Negotiating the new government: The 
Bolshevik – Left SR Coalition

Source contributed by Miguel Barros, 

Extracted from the publication: Silva, Joaquim Palminha (2017), Jaime Batalha Reis na Rússia dos Sovietes. Dez dias que abalaram um 
diplomata português, Porto, Edições Afrontamento, p. 121.



A call for help from a Portuguese 
diplomat in Petrograd

Source contributed by Miguel Barros, 

Extracted from the publication: Silva, Joaquim Palminha (2017), Jaime Batalha Reis na Rússia dos Sovietes. Dez dias que abalaram um 
diplomata português, Porto, Edições Afrontamento, p. 136.

Telegrama: Jaime Batalha Reis (1847-1935) 

Legação de Portugal em Petrogrado 

30 de Dezembro de 1917

Foram nacionalizados e reunidos ao banco do Estado em 
poder dos bolcheviques todos os bancos particulares 
tomados seus depósitos e cofres a seus cargos. Todos 
bancos fechados transacções paradas fome crescente em 
Petrogrado. Lojas casas assaltadas por soldados e operários. 
Vivo com minha família há pelo menos seis meses em perigo 
de vida permanente agravada por falta de dinheiro. Tenho 
tido fome e frio terei de partir inopinadamente com 
dificuldade. Suplico a V. Ex.ª [Sidónio Pais, Presidente da 
República, Chefe do Governo e Ministro dos Negócios 
Estrangeiros] leia meu telegrama último sobre assunto não 
respondido e mande pôr urgentemente à minha ordem 
Provincial National Bank Londres pelo menos mil libras 
esterlinas extraordinárias. Sinto-me abandonado.

Telegrama: Jaime Batalha Reis (1847-1935) 
Legation of Portugal in Petrograd 
30 December 1917

All private banks were nationalized and united 
with state bank in power of Bolsheviks their 
deposits and safes were seized. All banks closed 
transactions stopped crescent hunger in 
Petrograd. Shops houses robbed by soldiers and 
workers. Live with my family for at least six 
months in permanent life peril aggravated by 
lack of money. I have had hunger and cold will 
have to leave soon. Beg your Excellency [Sidónio
Pais, President and Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
the Portuguese Republic] read my last telegram 
over unanswered matter and order urgently 
deposit of at least one thousand sterling pounds. 
I feel abandoned.



Lemos ha dias o programa de governo da Russia.
Saido d’uma Revolução triumphante que uma visão 
nítida e clara dos erros d’uma casta privilegiada, 
impura, corrupta e impatriota tinha feito gerar, esse 
governo que se propõe rasgar os horisontes d’uma nova 
Russia, apresenta um programa que marca um passo, 
porventura o mais agigantado que temos visto em 
programas governativos (...)
Descurando de todos os interesses do povo, relegando 
para o ultimo caso as necessidades d’uma população 
enormissima que começava a pedir pão, os governos 
não encaravam a sério as consequências d’uma crise 
económica (…) 
Em Portugal o problema não é menos grave nem 
mereceu por parte dos poderes públicos maior soma de 
cuidados e atenções que nos demais paizes.
Dia a dia a crise de subsistencias mais nos apavora, e 
pode mesmo dizer-se que, devido a ella, começam já a 
esboçar-se alguns, ligeiros ainda, bramidos de revolta, 
que por certo se irão avolumando à medida que os 
aprovisionamentos forem diminuindo…
Damião

We read, some days ago, the governmental program of 
Russia.
Resulting from a triumphant Revolution, with a clear 
vision of the errors that an impure, corrupt and 
unpatriotic privileged cast had generated, this 
government proposes new horizons for a new Russia, 
presenting a program that represents a real step, 
probably the biggest we have ever seen in government 
programs. (…)
Ignoring the interests of the People, despising the 
needs of an enormous population that begged for 
bread, the [previous] governments did not seriously 
face the consequences of (…) [the] economic crisis (…).
In Portugal, the problem [of lack of bread] is as serious 
but it didn’t deserve from the public powers more 
attention than in other countries.
With each new day the subsistence crisis gets scarier, 
provoking, so far, light shouts of revolt that will certainly 
grow bigger as the provisions diminish. 
Damião

Source contributed by Mariana Lagarto

Source: A Voz D’Amora (58); Editor – Manuel Saraiva de Carvalho, 08.12.1918, Biblioteca Municipal do Seixal - Polo de Amora

A portuguese newspaper on the
events of the October Revolution



Several months after the October 

Revolution Henry M Hyndman, wrote an 

article, ‘Why We Must Repudiate the 

Bolsheviks’, for the Sunday Pictorial:

“I am proud to state that I can reckon 

most of the leading revolutionaries of 

Europe and Asia among my friends. But 

they, in all their uprisings against 

abominable tyranny were never guilty 

of such crimes as those which Lenin and 

Trotsky and the Bolsheviks generally are 

committing... Democracy and Socialism 

are now endangered by their conduct”.

Sunday Pictorial, 21 January 1918. 

Hyndman had begun his political 

career in 1880 when he stood as an 

independent (a non-aligned 

conservative) in the general election. 

He later claimed that his views on 

capitalism had changed as a result of 

reading The Communist Manifesto.He 

formed the Social Democratic 

Federation – Britain’s first Socialist 

Party. In 1911 he formed the British 

Socialist Party.  Many members 

questioned his support for the UK’s 

involvement in WW1 and his 

commitment to socialism. In 1911 he 

formed a breakaway party – the 

British National Socialist Party - which 

was later affiliated to the Labour 

Party.      



On the day after the revolution, the Morning 

Post reported: 

“The followers of Lenin have usurped power in 

Petrograd, but they have given no evidence that they 

represent Russia as a whole, and it is questionable if 

they will survive.”

Morning Post, 9 November 1917.

The Manchester Guardian, which until 1918 broadly 

supported the Liberal Party, had been opposed to the 

war right up until Britain entered the war on 4 August 

1914. On 30 July the Guardian’s editorial had 

denounced “a conspiracy to drag us into a war against 

England’s interests.” But once war was declared the 

paper backed the decision. After the October 

Revolution it expressed the fear” that  Bolshevik 

propaganda for peace could spread the virus of 

revolutionary ideas among the combatants of both 

sides.”

The Manchester Guardian, 27 November 1917

Both conservative and 

liberal British newspapers, 

which had positively 

welcomed the February 

Revolution, took a very 

different, negative line to 

the Bolshevik Revolution in 

October 1917.



The left-wing press in Britain on the October Revolution

The Workers’ Dreadnought welcomed the 

October Revolution: “Our eager hopes are 

for the speedy success of the Bolsheviks of 

Russia: may they open the door which 

leads to freedom for the people of all 

lands.”
The Workers’ Dreadnought, 17 November 

1917

But H.N. Brailsford in The Herald took a 

very different view: 

“On any reading of sane democracy, the 

Maximalists* have acted ill…their real 

crime against Russia is that they have 

followed Kornilov in perpetuating an 

epoch of violence… The best thing to hope 

for Russia in this crisis is the 

recognition…of a provisional government 

which will instantly set to work to get the 

constituent assembly elected.”
The Herald, 17 November 1917

* Brailsford used the term Maximalists for the 

Bolsheviks.

In the autumn of 1917 the left-wing 

press in Britain was completely divided. 

On the one side were socialists who 

wanted Britain to follow Russia and 

have a Bolshevik-style revolution but on 

the other side there were socialists who 

wanted to reform the capitalist system 

rather than overthrow it. This division 

was reflected in the editorials of two 

pro-socialist newspapers, The Workers’ 

Dreadnought and The Herald.

NOTE: The Workers’ Dreadnought was 

established in 1914 and had strong links 

through its first editor, Sylvia Pankhurst, to 

the International Socialists in Britain and 

the socialists within the Suffragette 

movement. In 1920 it became the official 

newspaper of the British Communist Party.  

The Herald or Glasgow Herald generally 

supported the Labour Party at that time.



Maurice Paléologue, Memoirs, Thursday March 15, 1917 [2 March 
in Julian Calendar]
“The young deputy Kerensky, who has gained a reputation as an 
advocate in political trials, is coming out as one of the most active and 
strong-minded organisers of the new order. His influence with 
the Soviet is great. He is a man we [i.e. France] must try to win over to 
our cause. He alone is capable of making the Soviet realize the 
necessity of continuing the war and maintaining the alliance. I have 
therefore telegraphed to Paris, suggesting to Briand [Aristide Briand, 

Socialist Premier of France] that an appeal from the French socialists to 
the patriotism of the Russian socialists should be sent through 
Kerensky.”



Maurice Paléologue, Thursday March 15, 1917 [2 March in 

Julian Calendar]

“During the evening, the leaders of the Duma have at last 

succeeded in forming a Provisional Government with Prince Lvov 

as president; he is taking the Ministry of the Interior. The other 

ministers are Gutchkov (War), Miliukov (Foreign Affairs), 

Terestchenko (Finance), Kerensky (Justice), etc. The first cabinet 

of the new régime was only formed after interminable wrangling 

and haggling with the Soviet. The socialists have certainly 

realized that the Russian proletariat is still too inorganic and 

ignorant to shoulder the practical responsibilities of power; but 

they are anxious to be the power behind the scenes, so they have 

insisted on the appointment of Kerensky as Minister for Justice 

in order to keep an eye on the Provisional Government.”



Text of the telegram from three prominent French Socialists to Alexander 

Kerensky, Minister of Justice in the Provisional Government.

Paris                                                                                           March 18, 1917.

We send the Socialist Minister of a Russia reborn our congratulations and fraternal 

greetings.

We hail the acquisition of a free Government for their country by the working classes 

and Russian socialism with the deepest emotion.

Once again, like our ancestors of the great Revolution, you have to put forth the same 

effort to secure the independence of the nation and the defence of the country.

By a war waged to the last extremity, and by the heroic discipline of citizen soldiers 

who would lay down their lives for liberty, we must work together in destroying the 

last and most formidable citadel of absolutism, Prussian militarism.

Everyone here looks with serene confidence for a fresh effort on the part of a Russian 

nation all of whose energies shall be bent upon the war. It is the victory we are about 

to win by our fervour which, by bringing the world peace, will secure its welfare and 

liberty for ever.

JULES GUESDE, MARCEL SEMBAT, ALBERT THOMAS [Minister of Munitions]



Maurice Paléologue, Memoirs, Friday March 30, 1917  [17 March in the 

Julian Calendar]

The most dangerous germ involved in the revolution has been developing 

during the last few days with the most alarming rapidity.

Finland, Livonia, Esthonia, Poland, Lithuania, the Ukraine, Georgia and 

Siberia, are demanding their independence, or, failing that, complete 

autonomy.

That Russia is doomed to federalism is highly probable. She is predestined 

to that development by the enormous size of her territories, the diversity 

of her races and the increasing complexity of her interests. But the 

present movement is separatist much more than particularist; secessionist 

rather than federalist; it tends to nothing less than national 

disintegration. So the Soviet gives it its full blessing. As if the visionaries 

and lunatics of the Tauride Palace would not be tempted to destroy in a 

few weeks the historic work of ten centuries.

The French Revolution began by proclaiming the Republic one and 

indivisible. To that principle it sacrificed thousands of heads, and French 

unity was saved. The Russian revolution has taken for its motto Russia 

dissolved and dismembered.



Maurice Paléologue, Memoirs, Monday 7 May 1917 [24 April in Julian Calendar]

To my telegram of the 3rd May, Ribot has replied by asking Albert Thomas and myself to give him our 

respective opinions.

Alexandre Ribot was Prime Minister and leader of the Republican Socialists in the Assembly.

These are my views [i.e. the views of Paléologue]

1. Anarchy is spreading all over Russia and will paralyse her for a long time to come. The quarrel 

between the Provisional Government and the Soviet shows, by the very length of time it has lasted, 

that both are important. It is increasingly clear that disgust with the war, abandonment of all the 

national dreams and a lack of interest in everything save domestic problems are becoming uppermost 

in the public mind. Cities like Moscow, which a short time past were hot-beds of patriotic feeling, 

have been contaminated. The revolutionary democracy seems incapable of restoring order in the 

country and organizing it for the struggle.

2. Ought we to continue to put our trust in Russia and give her more time? No; because even under the 

most favourable circumstances she will not be in a condition to carry out all her obligations as an ally 

for many months to come.

3. Sooner or later, the more or less complete paralysis of Russia's effort will compel us to revise the 

decisions we had all come to on Eastern questions. The sooner the better, as the prolongation of the 

war involves France in terrible sacrifices of which Russia has not borne her share for a long time past.

4. We must therefore waste no further time but endeavour in all secrecy to find some means of 

inducing Turkey to propose peace to us. This line of thought necessarily excludes the idea of any reply 

to the latest note of the Provisional Government, as such a reply would to some extent confirm 

agreements which have become unrealizable through Russia's fault.



The views of Albert Thomas, Minister for Munitions, as represented by Paléologue. 

At this time Thomas was on an extended visit to Russia and took a very different 

view of developments to that of Paléologue:

1. I admit that the situation is difficult and uncertain, but not that it is desperate, 

as M. Paléologue seems to think.

2. I believe that the best policy is to give the new Russia that confidence we did not 

refuse to the old.

3. The Government will have to decide about the Eastern policy now put forward by 

M. Paléologue. I will content myself with the remark that this is not perhaps a well-

chosen moment for great new diplomatic combinations in the East. But I have 

pleasure in observing that, in advising no reply to the Provisional Government's 

recent note, M. Paléologue himself takes a step in the direction of the revision of 

agreements. Speaking for myself, I am not opposed to the idea of a strictly secret 

attempt to induce Turkey to propose peace to us. The only difference between M. 

Paléologue and myself is that I still believe in the possibility of bringing Russia back 

into the war by announcing a democratic policy; M. Paléologue thinks that the last 

chance of attaining that end has gone.

4. Our friendly discussion will put the Government in a better position to view the 

situation as a whole. I remain of opinion that the policy I suggest is not only the 

more prudent of the two but more in accordance with things as they are. Nor does 

it rule out the Turkish scheme; but it strives to bring it about by agreement with the 

new Russia and not in opposition to her.



CENTRAL POWERS
Sources from



German Perspectives on the 
Russian Revolution 



“Russia appeared to be the weakest link in the enemy 

chain. The task therefore was gradually to loosen it, and, 

when possible, to remove it. This was the purpose of the 

subversive activity we caused to be carried out in Russia 

behind the front--in the first place promotion of 

separatist tendencies and support of the Bolsheviks. It 

was not until the Bolsheviks had received from us a 

steady flow of funds through various channels and under 

different labels that they were in a position to be able to 

build up their main organ, Pravda, to conduct energetic 

propaganda and appreciably to extend the originally 

narrow basis of their party. The Bolsheviks have now 

come to power; how long they will retain power cannot 

be yet foreseen. They need peace in order to strengthen 

their own position; on the other hand it is entirely in our 

interest that we should exploit the period while they are 

in power, which may be a short one, in order to attain 

firstly an armistice and then, if possible, peace.”
Telegram to Army Headquarters from Richard von Kühlmann, 
Minister for Foreign Affairs December 1917; 
Z. A. B. Zeman. Germany and the Revolution in Russia, 1915-1918: 
Documents from the Archives of the German Foreign Ministry(1958) 
p 193

Richard von Kühlmann was 

Minister of Foreign Affairs in 

the Kaiser’s civilian 

government during the war. 

Here he outlines why his 

government provided financial 

and material support to the 

Bolsheviks. 
Wikimedia Commons Public Domain

Kaiser Wilhelm II’s government provided financial support to the Bolsheviks to 

foment revolution in Russia leading to Russia’s withdrawal from the war.



“By sending Lenin to Russia our 

Government had…assumed a great 

responsibility. From a military point of 

view his journey was justified, for Russia 

had to be laid low. But our Government 

should  have seen to it that we also were 

not involved in her fall. The events in 

Russia gave me no cause for complete 

satisfaction. They considerably eased the 

military situation, but elements of the 

greatest danger still remained.”

Erich Ludendorff, Ludendorff’s Own Story: 

August 1914 – November 1918, Vol. II (NY 

Harper 1919), pp.126-7
General Erich Ludendorff, with 

General Paul von Hindenburg, led the 

German war effort in World War 1. 

After the war he promoted the idea 

of the stab-in-the-back myth that the 

German army had been betrayed by 

Bolsheviks, German Marxists and 

Jews. 

Bundesarchiv, Bild 183-2005-0828-525   

The German war-time government’s policy towards 

the Bolsheviks was supported by the military.



On the political changes in Russia

«Die russische Revolution blieb in der Armee bei der Entrechtung 
des Offiziers nicht stehen. Sie setzte and Stelle der 
Kommandogewalt den Soldatenrat und schritt weiter. Sie nahm 
allen nichtproletarischen Soldaten die Waffen und schuf die Rote 
Garde. Auf rein politischem Gebiet handelte sie entsprechend. 
Der ‘Bourgeois’ galt nichts, der Proletarier und proletarische 
Arbeiterrat alles. Die proletarische Arbeiter- und Soldatenwelt 
mit ihren Räten sollte jetzt die Welt regieren und eine neue 
Weltordnung schaffen. Was bisher war, wurde grausam zerstört, 
die Kultur verwüstet. Der Besitz sollte beschränkt, die 
Arbeitsfreudigkeit getötet werden. Das Weib wurde Gemeingut. 
Die niederen Instinkte dränten sich immer Stärker vor. […] Bald  
erkannten auch alle, die vorher an der Autorität in Heer und Volk 
nicht genug rütteln konnten, die Gefahr, in die sie sich selbst und 
ihr ganzes Land gestürzt hatten. Zu einer Bewaffnung aller 
antibolschewistische gesinnten Parteien und zu ihrem so 
dringend nötigen Zusammenschluss unter Zurückstellung 
einzelner Sonderbestrebungen zur Wiedergeburt des Lanes kam 
es in Russland aber nicht. Bauern- und Bürgertum sahen sich 
waffenlos ihren Vergewaltigern gegenüber und verfielen dem 
anarchischen Zersetzungsprozess.»

"The Russian Revolution did not stop in the army at the 
disenfranchisement of the officer. It replaced the power of 
command with the Council of Soldiers and went further. It took 
the weapons from all non-proletarian soldiers and created the 
Red Guard. On a purely political level, it acted accordingly. The 
'bourgeois' was nothing, the proletarian and proletarian 
workers council everything. The proletarian workers and 
soldiers world with its councils should now rule the world and 
create a new world order. What had been so far was cruelly 
destroyed, the culture devastated. The possessions were to be 
restricted, the joy of work to be killed. The woman became 
common property. The lower instincts were always pushing for 
stronger ones. [...] Soon all those who could not shake enough 
the authority of the army and the people beforehand also 
recognized the danger into which they had plunged themselves 
and their entire country. But there was no arming of all anti-
Bolshevik-minded parties and their urgently needed union, 
with the postponement of individual special efforts for the 
rebirth of the Lanes, in Russia. The peasantry and the 
bourgeoisie saw themselves unarmed in the face of their 
rapists and fell into an anarchic process of decomposition."

Ludendorff, Erich: Meine Kriegserinnerungen, ESM&S (Erich Siegfried Mittler und Sohn): Berlin 1919, p. 406-407.



A thread to the Central Powers

«In Russland ergriff vom Oktober 1917 an der Bolschewismus fest 
und immer fester die Gewalt. Dass die Zersetzung der russischen 
Armee und des russischen Volkes für Deutschland und Österreich-
Ungarn eine ausserordentliche Gefahr war, daran konnte für mich 
kein Zweifel sein Um so grösser war daher meine Sorge, mit der ich 
an die Schwäche unserer und der k.u.k. Regierung dachte. Durch die 
Entsendung Lenins nach Russland hatte unsere Regierung auch eine 
besondere Verantwortung auf sich genommen. Militärische war die 
Reise gerechtfertigt, Russland musste fallen. Unsere Regierung aber 
hatte darauf zu achten , dass nicht auch wir fielen.»

"In Russia, from October 1917, Bolshevism was 
seized firmly and ever more firmly by violence. 
The fact that the disintegration of the Russian 
army and the Russian people was an 
extraordinary danger for Germany and Austria-
Hungary could not be doubted. Government 
thought. By sending Lenin to Russia, our 
government had also taken on a special 
responsibility. Military the trip was justified, 
Russia had to fall. But our government had to 
make sure that we didn't fall too."

Ludendorff, Erich: Meine Kriegserinnerungen, ESM&S (Erich 
Siegfried Mittler und Sohn): Berlin 1919, p. 407.



On the Treaty of Brest Litovsk 1918

«Aus den Reden der bolschewistischen Vertreter Russlands ergab sich von 
vornherein, dass es der Entente daran lag, die Verhandlungen in die Länge 
gezogen zu sehen und dass die Bolschewisten selbst noch immer auf die 
Entente hofften, um zur Weltrevolution zu kommen. Sie strebten danach, 
die Verhandlungen in Brest zu einem grossen Propagandafeldzug ihrer 
Ideen auszugestalten. Dies war für unsere inneren Verhältnisse um so 
gefährlicher, als der zerstörende Einfluss des Bolschewismus in sozialer 
Beziehung nur von wenigen durchschaut wurde. [...] Verkannt und 
unterschätzt wurde vor  allem von den Mehrheitsparteien des Reichstages. 
… Mir wurde es klar dass der Bolschewismus mit und ohne Unterstützung 
der Entente für uns ein ungemein gefährlicher Feind bleibe, den 
fernzuhalten uns militärische Kraftkosten musste, auch wenn der Frieden 
zustande kam. Ende Dezember trennten sich die Abordnungen, ohne 
besondere Vereinbarungen getroffen zu haben, und fuhren in ihre Heimat 
zurück, um nach Ablauf jener 14 Tage, Anfang Januar, wieder in Brest 
zusammenzukommen.»

"From the speeches of the Bolshevik representatives 
of Russia, it emerged from the outset that the Entente 
was keen to see the negotiations protracted and that 
the Bolsheviks themselves were still hoping for the 
Entente to come to world revolution. They sought to 
turn the Brest negotiations into a great propaganda 
campaign of their ideas. This was all the more 
dangerous for our internal relations as the destructive 
influence of Bolshevism in social relations was seen 
through only by a few. The majority parties of the 
Reichstag underestimated and underestimated 
Bolshevism. ... It became clear to me that Bolshevism, 
with and without the support of the Entente, would 
remain an incredibly dangerous enemy for us, who had 
to keep us away from military power costs, even if 
peace came about. At the end of December the 
delegations separated without having made any 
special agreements and returned to their homeland in 
order to meet again in Brest at the end of those 14 
days, at the beginning of January."

Ludendorff, Erich: Meine Kriegserinnerungen, ESM&S (Erich Siegfried Mittler und Sohn): Berlin 1919, p. 438.



“We naturally tried, by means of propaganda, to increase the disintegration that the 

Russian Revolution had introduced into the  Army. Some man at home who had 

connections with the Russian revolutionaries exiled in Switzerland came upon the idea of 

employing some of them in order to hasten the undermining and poisoning of the 

morale of the Russian Army….And thus it came about that Lenin was conveyed through 

Germany to Petersburg in the manner that afterwards transpired….We only heard of it 

months after, when the foreign newspapers began to reproach Germany about it and 

asserted that we were the fathers of the Russian Revolution. This assertion, which is as 

false as so much of the enemy propaganda, cannot be denied emphatically enough…we 

Germans, who were at war with Russia, had unquestionably the right, when the Russian 

Revolution did not lead to peace, as at first had been expected, to augment the 

disorders of the Revolution both in the land and in the Army….As I have already said, I 

personally knew nothing of the transport of Lenin through Germany. However, if I had 

been asked, I would scarcely have made any objections to it, as at that time nobody 

could foresee the fatal consequences that the appearance of those men would have for 

Russia and for the whole of Europe.”

General Maximilien Hoffmann, War of Lost Opportunities, Battery Press, 1925

The view of German High Command was that helping to foment revolution in 

the country of an enemy was a legitimate military tactic 



“Socialism cannot be erected on bayonets 

and machine guns. If it is to last, it must 

be realised with democratic means. 

Therefore of course it is a necessary 

prerequisite that the economic and social 

conditions for socializing society are ripe. 

If this was the case in Russia, the 

Bolsheviks no doubt could rely on the 

majority of the people. As this is not the 

case, they established a reign of the sword 

that could not have been more brutal and 

reckless under the disgraceful regime of 

the Tzar.... Therefore we must draw a 

thick, visible dividing line between us and 

the Bolsheviks.”
Otto Braun, ‘The Bolsheviks and Us’ in 
Vorwärts, the newspaper of the SPD. January 
1918.

Otto Braun was one of the leaders of the 

SPD and was elected to the Prussian House 

of Representatives in 1913 and to the 

Reichstag of the Weimar Republic after the 

war. Between 1921 and 1932 he served 

three times as Prime Minister of Prussia.
Bundesarchiv, Bild 102-10131 / CC-BY-SA 3.0 

The Social Democrats who went on to form the 

post-war German government were highly 

critical of the Russian Revolution 



“We must apply the useful aspects of the Great Russian Revolution. I have 

always supported the Bolsheviks, and I still do. Opinions on the Bolsheviks 

might differ. But their courage and their dedication to socialism are genuine. 

They were the first who took the step from talking about peace to realizing it. 

I know why the bourgeoisie and the bourgeois socialists portray the Bolsheviks 

as devils: they are afraid. It is understandable that the bourgeoisie bemoans 

the loss of so much they cherish, of all the comfort it has taken for granted. 

But – and I direct this question to the soldiers assembled here – has the 

bourgeoisie ever cared about you facing grenades for four years, about you 

crawling through the snow of Poland and Russia, about you receiving the 

injuries you are still carrying with you? No it didn’t. They fed you with 

nationalist phrases and promises of the gratitude of the fatherland. Most 

importantly, though, they protected the property of the rulers and made sure 

that their houses were warm.”

Ernst Däumig addressing the First General Congress of the Workers’ and Soldiers’ 

Councils of Germany in Berlin, 19 December 1918. He was a member of the Social 

Democrats since before the War. He joined the anti-war faction that split from the 

party in 1917 to form the Independent Social Democratic Party of Germany (USPD). 

He became a member of the Council of People’s Delegates in 1918 and subsequently 

joined the German Communist Party.  

When mutinies and uprisings broke out across Germany in the autumn 

of 1918 some Social Democrats, encouraged by events in Russia, openly 

supported revolution in Germany



“Of course it is impossible to claim that everything that has happened in the 

Russian Revolution and in its development can be applied to Germany. Nonetheless, 

it is safe to say that we should have followed the Russian Revolution in establishing 

a dictatorship of the councils over the propertied bourgeois class. The advantage 

we have over the Russian Revolution is that we can select the elements that have 

proven useful. Therefore, in comparison to Russia, it should be child’s play to lead 

the revolution to victory in Germany because we do not have to engage in all sorts 

of experiments. The Russians have already done that for us. However, even if we 

had made perfect use of the experiences of the Russian Revolution, we would still 

have gone  through bitter experiences and painful failures – the proletarian 

revolution cannot be brought to its end without them……Germany is the country of 

advanced capital. Germany is the country of organization, of administration, of 

efficiency, of bureaucracy – it is harder to ignite a revolution here, but it is easier 

to keep it running because of these German qualities.”

Karl Plättner, ‘The Foundation and Organization of the Social Revolution’, pamphlet published 

by the district office of the German Communist Party in Saxony-Anhalt in 1919.  

Before the war he was a member of the SPD but joined the anti-war faction and then joined 

the German Communist Party in 1919 where he was involved in leading several workers’ 

uprisings and direct actions until 1922 when he was arrested and imprisoned. 

By the end of the war the German left was divided about the extent to which 

they could learn lessons from the Russian Revolution.



“The Bolsheviks have certainly made a number 

of mistakes in their policies and are perhaps still 

making them – but where is the revolution in 

which no mistakes have been made! The notion 

of a revolutionary policy without mistakes, and 

moreover, in a totally unprecedented situation, 

is so absurd that it is worthy only of a German 

schoolmaster. ……The awkward position that the 

Bolsheviks are in today, however, is, together 

with most of their mistakes, a consequence of 

basic insolubility of the problem posed to them 

by the international, above all the German, 

proletariat. To carry out the dictatorship of the 

proletariat and a socialist revolution in a single 

country surrounded by reactionary imperialist 

rule and in the fury of the bloodiest world war in 

human history – that is squaring the circle. Any 

socialist party would have to fail in this task and 

perish – whether or not it made self-renunciation 

the guiding star of its policies.”

Rosa Luxemburg, The Russian Tragedy, Spartacus, 
No.11 September 1918.

Rosa Luxemburg
Marxist Internet 

Archive

Public Domain

Rosa Luxemburg was born in Poland 

but moved to Germany as an adult 

and, after marrying a German 

became a German citizen. Before the 

war she joined the SPD but when the 

Party supported the German 

government’s war effort she co-

founded the anti-war Spartacus 

League and took an active role in the 

German Revolution that began in 

November 1918. She was executed by 

Freikorps troops on 15 January 1919.   

The Spartacists supported the Russian Revolution but believed that the 

Bolsheviks would fail without international socialist support 



“The Russian revolution was to an unprecedented degree the cause of the proletariat of 

the whole world becoming more revolutionary. Bulgaria and Austria-Hungary are already 

in the throes of revolution; revolution is awakening in Germany. But there are obstacles 

in the way of the victory of the German proletariat. The mass of the German people are 

with us, the power of the accused enemies of the working class has collapsed; but they 

are nevertheless making all attempts to deceive the people, with a view of protracting 

the hour of the liberation of the German people. The robbery and violence of German 

Imperialism in Russia, as well as the violent Brest-Litovsk peace and the Bucharest peace 

have consolidated and strengthened the Imperialists of the Allied countries…..A united 

front of world Imperialism against the proletariat is being realised, in the first instance, 

in the struggle against the Russian Soviet Republic. This is what I warn you against. The 

proletariat of the world must not allow the flame of the Socialist Revolution to be 

extinguished, or all its hopes and all its powers will perish.”
Karl Liebknecht, The Communist International, Vol 1, No., 1919

Karl Liebknecht, a lawyer, was a SPD deputy in the Reichstag when 

war broke out. He then co-founded the anti-war Spartacus League 

and took an active part in the German Revolution. He was 

captured along with the other Spartacist leader Rosa Luxemburg, 

and executed summarily by the Freikorps on 15 January 1919.
US Library of Congress 1911

Public Domain 

Spartacists also believed that while the Russian Revolution had encoursged the 

international proletariat to rise up they would face similar problems to the Bolsheviks 



"The shameless doings of Karl Liebknecht and 

Rosa Luxemburg besmirch the revolution and 

endanger all its achievements. The masses 

cannot afford to wait a minute longer and 

quietly look on while these brutes and their 

hangers-on cripple the activity of the republican 

authorities, incite the people deeper and 

deeper into a civil war, and strangle the right of 

free speech with their dirty hands. With lies, 

slander, and violence they want to tear down 

everything that dares to stand in their way. With 

an insolence exceeding all bounds they act as 

though they were masters of Berlin."

SDP leaflet 29 December 1918, authorised by party 

leader, Friedrich Ebert.

Friedrich Ebert was leader of the 

Social Democrats (SPD) when war 

broke out. He was in favour of a 

political truce between the parties to 

support Germany’s war effort. After 

the war he became the Weimar 

Republic’s first President. To restore 

peace and order he allied the SPD 

government with the military, the 

Freikorps, the conservatives and 

nationalists to crush the communist 

and spartacist revolutionaries.

Bundesarchive, Bild 102-00015

CC-BY-SA 3.0

The mainstream Social Democrats believed that the 

Communists and the Spartacists posed a threat to 

their notion of a Revolution in Germany.



This anti-Bolshevik cartoon was published in 

the German satirical magazine

Simplicissimus, early in 1918, i.e. before the 

German Revolution broke out. Before the war 

the main targets for satire in Simplicissimus 

were Prussian militarism and the pretensions 

of the bourgeoisie. It continued publishing 

during World War One but toned down its 

satire and was supportive of the German war 

effort. Its literary contributors included the 

novelist Thomas Mann, the poet Rainer Maria 

Rilke and the playwright Frank Wedekind. 

Towards the end of the war some of its 

illustrations, particularly by George Grosz, 

John Heartfield (Helmut Herzfeld who 

anglicised his name as a protest against 

German nationalism) and Käthe Kollwitz, had 

an anti-war, anti-militaristic theme. This 

cartoon shows two Russian peasants bringing 

a red Trojan Horse full of armed Bolsheviks 

into the centre of Berlin, as can be seen by 

the image of the Brandenburg Gate in the 

background.
Source: British Library LOU.F459

Public Domain

Curated by Katie McElvanney



Excitement among Austrian Worker 
families at the Outbreak of the Russian 

Revolution

Petzold, Alfons: Das rauhe Leben. Ergänzt durch ein Tagebuch vom 1. Jänner 1907 bis 5. November 
1922, Wien, Leipzig, Wien 1940, S. 545.

Austrian Author
Alfons Petzold (1882 
– 1923)

Public Domain; Wikimedia Commons

The Austrian author and son of a worker writes in his 
diary on March 16:

"The revolution has broken out again in russia - that's why 
everything here is full of hope for peace. Will it be 
another disappointment?"



The view of an Austrian writer and 
communist

Manès Sperber (1905-1984), an Austrian-French writer 
and psychologist and member of the Communist Party 
expresses mixed feelings about the events in Russia.

"The fall of the Tsar in 1917 filled us all with such deep joy 
that we thought words could never express them. The 
crooked finally became straight again, the injustice gave 
way to the right, we were all convinced of that. And now 
one could hope for an imminent end to the war. But 
instead, the Russian armies once again seized the 
offensive on almost all fronts."

Manès Sperber: Die Wasserträger Gottes. In: All das 
Vergangene, Wien, München, Zürich 1983, S. 203.



Rising hopes among Viennese Social 
Democrats

"No one could be more deeply shaken than I, since 
that evening I sat with my Czech friend, the head 
of the oil press, and heard from the Tashkent radio 
station Lenin's call to the world: "Vsjem! Vsjem! 
Vsjem! The people of Russia eliminated the 
treacherous Kerensky government and seized 
power from the Soviets of workers, soldiers and 
peasants. […] But now I expect with millions of 
others that this call, this example should have the 
effect they deserved; that a new one will rise from 
the ruins of the Second International. With 
trembling hands I opened the newspapers in the 
following days, impatiently I could hardly wait for 
the hour in which Radio Tashkent announced his 
reports. But soon it was heard that the soldiers of 
the Central Powers were still in the hands of the 
leaders despite their war fatigue. In Russia itself, 
there were soon increasing signs that the young 
Soviet power was facing severe shocks and victims. 
In Turkestan, fierce internal fighting began.”

Frank Varny (Franz Weinreb).: Der Zaungast. Lebenserinnerungen. Mit einer Einleitung 
von Helmut Konrad,, Materialien zur Arbeiterbewegung Nr. 27, Wien 1983, S. 91.

Frank Varny (1983-?) 
was the son of a 
wealthy Viennese 
Jewish family and 
turned to social 
democracy. During the 
First World War he was 
captured as an officer 
and emigrated in the 
late 1930 to Australia.



From the political diary of an Austrian 
diplomat

Schicksalsjahre Österreichs 1908-1919. Das politische Tagebuch Josef Redlichs. II. Band 
1915-1919. Bearbeitet von Fritz Fellner. Graz, Köln, 1954, S. 196.

Josef Redlich (1869-1936) 
was professor of 
constitutional law at the 
University of Vienna and 
came from an upper middle-
class Jewish industrial family. 
He was very well connected 
in political as well as cultural 
circles and at the end of 
October 1918, Redlich was 
briefly Austrian Finance 
Minister. 

Josef Redlich around 1890
Public Domain, Wikimedia Commons

“Today's big news is about the successful outbreak of the revolution in 
Petersburg. Whether England led it is not yet clear, but after Miljukov's speeches 
it is very likely that the warring party of the Duma overthrew Golitzin's cabinet 
and made the revolution. Anything is possible: a real revolutionary struggle 
against the tsar, a surrender of the tsar to the war party or an action of the tsar 
and the court leading to peace policy. Today I dined with Koerber, who describes 
the conditions at court and in government as untenable. No minister will be able 
to work long with the emperor, who treats the ministers like subordinate 
officers.”



January strike in 
vienna 1918

Due to increasing food shortages and war fatigue, 
several strikes in Vienna took place in the first 
month of the year 1917. However, the situation 
worsened even more towards the end fo the year. 
When the Bolsheviks seized power in Russia on 7 
November and declared peace, euphoric 
demonstrations of solidarity took place throughout 
Europe. At a peace meeting in Vienna on November 
11, 1917 the slogan was issued: Give us peace again 
or we will stop working. The social dissatisfaction 
intensified and led to a culmination in the January 
strike, which in Vienna on 14 January 1917, after 
the flour ration had been halved for the population. 
The strike action spread throughout the country 
and included nearly half a million workers in almost 
all industrial areas of the monarchy.

Striking workers assembling outside the Town Hall, 
Wiener Neustadt, 14 January 1918

Public Domain, Wikimedia Commons



Otto Bauer suspected 
of revolutionary 

Propaganda

Otto Bauer had been involved in the social democratic party and socialist 
student associations since the turn of the century. With his "Nationality 
Program of the Left" formulated in the spring of 1918, he advocated the 
establishment of national assemblies in the Austrian half of the Danube 
Monarchy and thus set himself apart from the party line that had been 
official until then and propagated the transformation of the monarchy into a 
federal state of nationalities. After the January strike in 1918, the political line 
of Otto Bauer and his comrades-in-arms, Max Adler, Robert Danneberg, 
Gabriele Proft and Therese Schlesinger, prevailed within the Austrian Social 
Democrats.

The Document states: “To the k.u.k. War Ministry Vienna: […] the 
Staatsbürger-Zeitung No. 5 points out that the Austrian Social Democrat Dr. 
Otto Bauer, who is regarded as one of the instigators of the strike in Austria, 
is an officer. After his return from Russian captivity he reminded Austria's 
German Social Democracy in 'Kampf', the scientific monthly, that it had 
already been given the task by Marx and Engels to overthrow the Prussian-
German empire as a prerequisite for the unification of political power by 
Social Democracy. Dr. Bauer is assigned to the literary department of the 
K.u.k. War Ministry.

© Österreichisches Staatsarchiv 2014, KM PRÄS. 53-14/4 1918



OTHER COUNTRIES
Sources from



1917: October Revolution in Russia
“Posta e Shqypnies” informs about the October Revolution in an article
named “A new insurrection in Petersburg”.
Almost all the numbers of the newspaper during the year 1917 had in 
their content news from Russia as one of the belligerent powers. 
In the same time the developments in Russia were considered to be 
very important because it was a big political change taking place.

Slide No. 8 October Revolution in Russia
The newspaper “Albania’s Post”, No. 97, 10 November 1917
“A new Uprising in Petersburg”
The members of Government are imprisoned – Kerensky has gone on
DETAILS:
Vienna, 9 November (Tel.). The radio stations caught yesterday a 
radiotelegraph, addressed from Petersburg to all armies as a press 
release of the uprising war Committee. The radiotelegraph notifies that 
the Ministers Tereshchenko, Konovalov, Kishkin, Malantovich, Nikitin
and others which were in their offices, are imprisoned. An order was 
given to all military organizations to look immediately for Kerensky, to 
catch and to bring him to Petersburg.
The uprising of the working people and the army has triumphed in 
Petersburg.

Source contributed by Lulzim Abdiaj



1917: New Soviet government 
decisions

There are two very important documents not only for the Russian history, but for the Albanian history, too.
The Decree on the Peace was published in the only Albanian newspaper published in Albania at the time. It was a very good offert
made by the Soviet Government, so the document and the process that followed it took an important place on the pages of the 
newspaper.
The importance of the other document, “The Decree on the land” will become clear after the war.
We can say that the October Revolution influented Albanian history in two directions: The reconfirmation of the independence
and territorial integrity and the efforts for democratization, including the Democratic-Bourgeois Revolution of 1924.

Source contributed by Lulzim Abdiaj



The new Soviet Government on Albania

The new Soviet Government denounced the Secret Treaty of London and published it
in the newspaper “Izvestia”. There were published some documents concerning
secret alliances, including the Secret treaty of London of 26 April 1918. All that
affected positively the Albanian National Movement at the end and after the end of 
WWI. There wasn’t at this time for the common Albanian on “The Decree for Peace”, 
but a wave of anger spread inside and outside the country when the Secret Treaty of 
London was published. The Albanian newspaper “Dielli” (“The Sun” called the treaty
“The shroud of Albania”.

The newspaper “Albania’s Post”, No. 104, 5 December 1917

The political News and the Telegraph

The Documents of Secret Covenants

CONSPECTUS

With the proclamation of secret covenants made by Tsarist Government and 
strengthened by Kerensky and Tereshchenko, and whith which ones Russia was 
forbidden by her Allies, fell, through Bolshevik action, whatever efforts the Entente 
could have with this Nation.

The Entente entered in this war only to occupy. Then, the proclamation of those 
covenants shows Entente as a bunch of bandits and rigorous liars, who should not be 
trusted for anything even those of a little importance.

Following the proclamation of secret covenants in the Petersburg newspaper 
“Pravda”, again notifications from Stockholm:

In a secret telegraph by Russian Ambassador in Paris, Izvolsky, at 26 February 1917, 
Nr. 168, he notifies the Government that the French Government, by strengthening 
the previous covenants with its Allies, wants to give them all military and economic 
facilities to the extent necessary to ensure the full continuity of actions and that fully 
recognizes all the decisions made for the appointment of Russian borders toward 
West, (meaning Russia could take German and Austro-Hungarian territory so much as 
to please).Source contributed by Lulzim Abdiaj



The confidence of Albanian Patriots to
Soviet Russia

An excerpt from the letter sent by B.Curri
to the Soviet Government from Vienna at
12 December 1920 reads as follows: 
“The Albanian people expect from Soviet 
Russia the fair, generous and true
appeasement of the Balkans”.
In on of his letters, B.Curri adresses to V. 
I. Lenin with great honour calling him
“Hazrat”, making a reference to a muslim
prophetic title, showing his confidence to 
the Soviet leader as a moral power.
The independent Albania, as nowadays
had Muslim 70% of its population.

Source contributed by Lulzim Abdiaj

Bajram Curri
(1862-1925)
Albanian politician and activist
that fought for the
independence of Albania



Neue Zürcher Zeitung (NZZ), 12th of November, 1917

Kopenhagen, 12. Nov ag

Wie die „Sozialdemokraten“ aus Stockholm meldet, erklärte das 
Svenska Telegraam Byram, daß die telegraphische Verbindung mit 
Rußland unterbrochen zu sein scheine. Seit dem 9. November sei 
kein Telegramm aus Petersburg in Stockholm eingetroffen. Man 
nimmt als sicher an, daß die Unterbrechung der Verbindungen auf 
neue politische Umwälzungen in Petersburg zurückzuführen sei. 
Dagegen meldet die „Politiken“, daß letzte Nacht in Stockholm 
eine Anzahl Privattelegramme aus Petersburg eingetroffen seien. 
Eines besage, daß der Hauptausschuß der Vereinigten 
Sozialdemokraten beschlossen habe, ein sozialistisches 
Ministerium zu bilden, jedoch ohne die Bolschewiki, die ihrerseits 
beschlossen, ein solches Ministerium unbarmherzig zu bekämpfen. 
Am 9. November traf in Tornea ein Abgeordneter des Arbeiter-
und Soldatenrates von Helsingfors ein, ein früherer Dienstknecht 
aus Savolax. Er erklärte, daß die Bolschewiki in Finnland Lenin 
nicht unterstützen werden. Aus Tornea wird weiter verlautet, daß
ein russischer Matrose zum Generalgouverneur Finnlands, ein 
bisheriger Lokomotivführer zum Vizegouverneur ernannt wurde. 
Die „Narodniaia Riva“ [sic!, i.e. Narodnaya Niva] erklärt bestimmt, 
daß die letzte vorläufige Regierung nicht verhaftet worden sei, und 
daß sich Kerenski in der Nähe von Petersburg aufhalte; jedoch sei 
man in Rußland allgemein der Ansicht, daß er die alte Macht nicht 
wieder gewinnen werde.

Neue Zürcher Zeitung (NZZ), 12th of November, 1917

Kopenhagen, 12. Nov ag

As the "Social Democrats" from Stockholm reported, the Svenska
Telegraam Byram declared that the telegraphic connection with 
Russia seemed to be interrupted. No telegram from Petersburg has 
arrived in Stockholm since 9 November. It is assumed for certain 
that the interruption of connections was due to new political 
upheavals in Petersburg. On the other hand, "Politiken" reports that 
last night a number of private telegrams arrived in Stockholm from 
Petersburg. One says that the main committee of the United Social 
Democrats decided to form a socialist ministry, but without the 
Bolsheviks, who in turn decided to fight mercilessly against such a 
ministry. On 9 November a member of the Helsingfors Workers' and 
Soldiers' Council, a former servant from Savolax, arrived in Tornea. 
He declared that the Bolsheviks in Finland would not support Lenin. 
From Tornea it is further reported that a Russian sailor was 
appointed governor general of Finland, a previous locomotive driver 
vice governor. The "Narodniaia Riva" [sic!, i.e. Narodnaya Niva] 
certainly declares that the last provisional government was not 
arrested and that Kerenski is near Petersburg; however, in Russia it 
is generally believed that he will not regain the old power.

Diverging Reports from Revolutionary Russia

Source contributed by Valentin Schönherr

Source: Neue Zürcher Zeitung (NZZ), Die Lage in Russland, 12.11.1917.



Lenin’s opinion on war and peace

Neue Zürcher Zeitung (NZZ), Mailand, 3. Mai. 

Der Spezialberichterstatter des „Corriere della Sera“ meldet aus 
Petersburg: Über die Diskussion im Arbeiter- und Soldatenkomitee 
werden folgende Einzelheiten bekannt: Nachdem Lenin in langen 
Ausführungen die russische Geschichte analysiert hatte, erklärte er, 
diese sei einer Republik nicht günstig, wie sie in andern Ländern mit 
politischen Beamten und stehendem Heere bestehe. Die gegenwärtige 
provisorische Regierung sei aus Kapitalisten zusammengesetzt. Nun ist 
Lenin allerdings nicht gegen das Prinzip der Autorität, aber diese 
Autorität müsse rundweg eine revolutionäre sein und von den 
Delegierten des Arbeiter- und Soldatenkomitees ausgeübt werden. 
Lenin verneinte Anhänger eines Separatfriedens zu sein. Er ist nur 
überzeugt, daß der Krieg für die Arbeiterklasse nicht notwendig sei. 
Jedenfalls hatte Lenin keinen Erfolg. Er widersetzte sich im Namen des 
Arbeiterkomitees Liber, der ausführte, wenn die Gesichtspunkte Lenins 
maßgebend würden, dann könne man darauf zählen, daß der größte 
Teil des Volkes lieber wieder zum alten Regime zurückkehren möchte. 
Es handelt sich nicht darum, zu verlangen, was man gerade wolle, 
sondern was man erreichen könne. Dem Volke solle Land gegeben 
werden. „Dieses Programm ist nicht so einfach, da sicher anzunehmen 
ist, daß die Grundbesitzer ihr Eigentum verteidigen werden.“ Es wäre in 
diesem Augenblick verfehlt, zwischen den einzelnen Klassen Haß zu 
säen und die eine gegen die andere aufzuhetzen. So würden die 
Sozialisten nur den Fehler wiederholen, der die Revolution von 1905 zu 
Fall brachte. Die Mehrzahl der Delegierten neigte sich diesem 
Gesichtspunkte zu und verwies Lenin, der nochmals das Wort ergreifen 
wollte, zur Ruhe. Source contributed by Valentin Schönherr

Source: Neue Zürcher Zeitung (NZZ), Die Lage in Russland, 03.05..1917.

Neue Zürcher Zeitung (NZZ), 3rd of May, 1917 Milan, May 3rd. S. 

The special correspondent of the "Corriere della Sera" reports from 
Petersburg: The following details become known about the discussion 
in the Workers' and Soldiers' Committee: After Lenin had analyzed the 
Russian history in long explanations, he explained that this was not 
favorable to a republic, as it existed in other countries with political 
officials and standing army. The present provisional government was 
composed of capitalists. Lenin, however, is not against the principle of 
authority, but this authority must be revolutionary and exercised by 
the delegates of the Workers' and Soldiers' Committee. Lenin denied 
being a supporter of a separate peace. He is only convinced that the 
war is not necessary for the working class. Anyway, Lenin had no 
success. He resisted on behalf of the workers committee Liber, who 
argued that if Lenin's viewpoints were decisive, one could count on 
the majority of the people preferring to return to the old regime. It is 
not a question of demanding what one wants, but what one can 
achieve. Land should be given to the people. "This programme is not 
so simple, because it is safe to assume that the landowners will defend 
their property. It would be wrong at this moment to sow hatred 
between the different classes and incite one against the other. Thus 
the Socialists would only repeat the mistake that brought down the 
1905 Revolution. The majority of the delegates leaned toward this 
point of view and sent Lenin, who wanted to take the floor again, to 
rest.


