
in tana t id  society. In fact, as Gibbon and 
otbns have stated, the pludism of inter- 
national society may be better than “shared 
values.”This latter almost inevitably canies 
with it the implied necessity of a world 
tyrant. Or. as Jacques Barmn states in A 
S m U  With Henry James, “it is not assured 
that states all over the world shall ever adopt 
what would be a curious paradox: a uniform 
degree of pluralislp. Clearly, if we ever 
have ‘one world,’ it will be only after agree- 
ing to be many-though not too many.” 
& for international morality. Nardin re- 
k it to the development of international 
law. They are tied together by-a similar 
vpcabulary of “obligation. justice and 
rights.” But here too there is a conflict be- 
meen an idealist and a realist morality. One 
is a morality of perfection; the other allows 
for change and a new cycle of criticism. 
Nardin recogoizes the difficulty of findihg 
a single international morality but con- 
cludes that “not everyone is committed to 
a pluralistic world. but everyone must live 
in one. The cOmmon morality reflects an 
appreciation of that fact.” International jus- 
tice is also a value on which many agree 
in regard to some human rights, but they 
do not agree on rights that involve notions 
of distributive justice-an agreed-upon di- 
vision of the world’s material goods. 
Nardin finds m m  agreements on prac- 

tical procedure than many would anticipate, 
given the fact that the principles of inter- 
national law have largely evolved from the 
experience of the states of Western Europe. 
The Soviets, applying the convenient M m -  
ist dialectic, find that international conduct 
develops out of “struggle.” and the People’s 
Republic of China also subscribes to this. 
It should be noted, however, that “struggle” 
was recently seen to include the Soviets’ 
shooting down of an unarmed Korean air- 
liner and the Chinese advisory mission to 
Pol Pot’s regime in Cambodia. 
So how does all t h i s  end? The book goes 

to considerable length to demonstrate that 
the idea of international society is not the 
same as the idea of domestic society with’ 
the shared values and goals a host of so- 
ciologists consider essential for gover- 
nance; but neither is international society a 
primitive anarchical state. It is pluralistic, 
held together by history and legal prece- 
dents: “In the absence of agreements, agree- 
m t  011 procbdures is required if deshuctive 
conflict is to be avoided.” The reader may 
decide whether to place this thesis in the 
idealist OT realist school. But Nardin has 
given US an important tool and a valuable 
t h d c a l  device for analyzing that gray 
m between war and peace where inter- 
national mlations hover today. [WVI 
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THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION 
by Sheila Fltzpatrick 
(Oxford University Press; vi+181 pp.; 
$19.95) 

LENIN AND THE PROBLEM 
OF MARXIST PEASANT 
REVOLUTION 

by Esther Klngston-Mann 
(Oxford University Press; x+237 pp.; 
$27.50) 

Thomas M. Magstacll 

“No revolution is ever huly successful. since 
the revolutionary spirit (no doubt fortu- 
nately) always dies. But in cases where the 
revolutionary regime survives and assumes 
permanent form, the presumption must be 
that it has satisfied some of the revolution’s 
promises.” This observation from the clos- 
ing paragraph of The Russian Revolution 
nicely encapsulates the thesis of the book. 

Sheila Fitzpamck has provided a su- 
perbly crafted little volume on the origins 
and implications of a political event that, 
in her words, “remains one of those am- 
biguous milestones in human history that 
scholars, politicians and ordinary thinking 
people keep coming back to decipher.”There 
have been many new studies of the Russian 
Revolution published recently, but in sheer 
value to the undergraduate-or even grad- 
uate student-none holds a candle to this 
concise and lucid account. 

The book covers a lot of old ground, but 
the author has succeeded in synthesizing 
the best of the earlier studies and, in the 
process. giving the reader a fresh look at 
this seminal period. The book’s originality 
lies in its emphasis on the sociological di- 
mension of the Bolshevik Revolution. Fitz- 
patrick demonstrates that (a) the Revolution 
was not simply a power grab by a handful 
of fanatics in the two Russian capitals; (b) 
the Bolsheviks, both before and after the 
Revolution, had substantial working-class 
support; and (c) the Revolution resulted in 
a wholesale turnover not only of the top 
echelons of the party-political leadership 
but also in the social origins of the bureau- 
cratic and managerial class. 

Fitzpahick argues with compelling logic 
and abundant evidence that the Revolution 
really did provide Russia’s downtrodden 
masses with unprecedented opportunities 
for upward social mobility. In that limited 
(albeit crucial) sense, the Russian Revo- 
lution did fulfill its promise. However, the 
author argues that the Revolution was, in 
another sense, betrayed by Stalin-and ear- 
lier by Lenin, who supplied Stalin with am- 
ple precedents for the bloody tyranny of the 

1930s. The “great retreat” following the 
Cultural Revolution that accompanied Sta- 
lin’s First Five-Year Plan signalled the 
abandonment of both vulgar egalitarianism 
and class war. 

While correctly noting the parallels be- 
tween Leninist and Stalinist methods, Fitz- 
patrick alsodraws several valid distinctions: 
for example. “despite the precedent of Civil 
War terror, large-scale and sometimes ran- 
dom terror in time of peace was one of 
Stalin’s political innovations.” 

(The author’s description of the Stalinist 
Thermidor in the ’30s beari a striking re- 
semblance to the Andropov policies so fa- 
miliar to observers of the contemporary 
Soviet scene: “The managerial values of 
discipline, order and cost effectiveness came 
to the fore, and were now described as so- 
cialist values.. . .There was panicular con- 
cern about labour discipline, and a series 
of decrees was issued imposing stem pen- 
alties for absenteeism and other offen- 
ses.. . .”) 

Esther Kingston-Mann’s new book fo- 
cuses on a much-neglected dimension of 
the Russian Revolution, namely, the role 
of he peasantry in Lenin’s political thought. 
The author begins by examining the rele- 
vant antecedents in Marxist ideology in 
general and in Russian Marxism in partic- 
ular. It comes as no great surprise to learn 
that Marxist class analysis in general was 
always peculiarly arid with respect to the 
peasantry and that Russian Marxism was 
no exception. Futhermore, in his early years 
Lenin was hardly less hostile to the peasants 
as a class than were his confederates in the 
Russian Social Democratic party (RSDP). 

Unlike the others, however, Lenin’s ap- 
praisal of the revolutionary potential of 
Russia’s peasant masses changed after the 
upheavals of the early 1900s. and especially 
after the Revolution of 1905 and 1906. In 
Kingston-Mann’s words: 

“According to Lenin, political con- 
sciousness was not a permanent monopoly 
of the Social-Democrats, or even the urban- 
proletariat. Peasant uprisings were not inev- 
itably blind and spontaneous; political con- 
sciousness could be ‘instilled’ into the 
peasantry by revolutionary propaganda, and 
above all by a material situation which en- 
sured that they ‘could not help’ but want 
to go further than the bourgeoisie. Lenin 
argued that in practice, when peasants were 
confronted by moderates who asked hem 
to return the land which they had taken or 
pay out a ruinous compensation, they would 
come to understand that only a revolution- 
ary government of workers and peasants 
would sanction their efforts to reclaim the 



land they worked.” 
This book is further testimony to Lenin’s 

indomitable revolutionary spirit and to his 
relentless. single-minded pursuit of victory 
over the tandem devils of czarism and cap- 
italism. In this pursuit Lenin was alternately 
more rigid and more ffexible than his op- 
ponents inside and outside of the RSDP. 
Ever the quintessential zealot, he played 
fast and loose with the orthodox canons of 
Marxism even as he attacked more mod- 
erate Russian socialists as traitors to the 
Marxist cause. 

Above all. Lenin found a way to rec- 
oncile the abstract requirements of an alien. 
industrial ideology with the concrete real- 
ities of a rustic, rural society. Whereas “the 
debilitating burden which the Marxist tra- 
dition had imposed upon the Russian rev- 
olutionary activist” induced a paralysis of 
will within the Menshevik ranks, Lenin was 
able to devise a creative interpretation of 
Marxism that incorporated the peasantry into 
his blueprint for revolution-and not just a 
“bourgeois-democratic revolution” but a 
“revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of 
the proletariat and the peasantry.” 

Lenin was not content to settle for half 
a loaf when there was even the slightest 
chance of having the whole thing. The peas- 
antry, he argued, could be a truly revolu- 
tionary force if it was led by politically 
advanced cadres. In asserting that the class 
consciousness of the peasants could be raised 
above the “bourgeois” level, Lenin showed 
his true colors. Far from being a detemin- 
ist, he was one of the twentieth century’s 
most fervent believers in voluntarism. 

After 1905-06, Lenin had argued that, 
with the Bolshevik party at the controls, the 
bourgeois-democratic revolution could be 
directed onto progressive paths. Later, in 
the heat of revolutionary battle, when czar- 
ism had fallen and the fainthearted bour- 
geois politicians were backsliding, Lenin 
argued that with the help of the peasants 
the proletariat-guided by their “vanguard’ 
members--could push the bourgeois-dem- 
ocratic revolution directly into a socialist 
revolution. Lenin was not one to let ide- 
ology stand in the way of history. 

There is rich irony in the fact that al- 
though Marxists have never known what to 
do with the peasantry, the setting of every 
successful “Marxist” revolution has been a 
rural society in which the numerically dom- 
inant class of exploited “workers” were 
peasants tilling the soil, not proletarians 
manning the assembly lines. It is no acci- 
dent that the two towering “Marxists” of 
the present century are Lenin and Mao, both 
of whom seized the opportunity to make a 
revolution using the peasants as dry tinder. 

Was Lenin an opportunist and a cynic? 
Kingston-Mann offers a qualified “NO.” It 
is a verdict that the historical record, both 
before and after the Revolution, does not 
seem to support. Even so, this lpok’s schol- 
arship sheds considerable light on an im- 
portant aspect of the Russian Revolution. 

Betrayal is clearly a theme of the Fitz- 
patrick book. It would probably have been 
a theme of the Kingston-Mann book as well, 
had the author gone on to consider what 
happened after the Bolshevik triumph. Not 
only do Lenin and Stalin appear to have 
betrayed the Revolution, but the Revolu- 
tion, by its very nature. was destined to 
betray the peasants who, tragically, were 
so instrumental in ensuring its victory. 

THE POWER OF ROME: 
THE VATICAN IN THE AGE 

OF LIBERAL DEMOCRACIES, 
1870-1922 

by Anthony Rhodes 
(Franklin Watts; 280 pp.; $17.95) 

Ralph Buultjens 

The papacy is unique in its structure, reach, 
and claims. Perhaps the oldest of Westem 
institutions, its record is a study in survival, 
endurance, and revival. Its capacity is 
broader and more lasting than that of any 
other intemational organization. Assened 
by anyone else, its claims would look ri- 
diculously pretentious; yet, their credibility 
is unquestioned by most of the 650 million 
Catholics. And today. in an era of mate- 
rialism and skepticism, the papacy is en- 
joying one of those periodic upswings in 
influence that characterize its history of 
twenty centuries. 

A hundred years ago the Roman Church, 
then largely preoccupied with its European 
base, was dangerously embattled. Here in 
its heartland, the confluence of five major 
challenges suggested that the papacy, and 
probably the unified Catholic Church itself, 
was well on its way to extinction. Doctrin- 
ally, several internal movements (Modem- 
ism, Americanism, the Old Catholics, the 
LeSillion group. and others) threatened to 
bring forth a new kind of theological plu- 
ralism against the orthodoxy policed by 
Rome. Socially, the Industrial Revolution 
created a new class to whom traditional 
religion was unlikely to appeal. As surges 
of nationalism, liberalism, and socialism 
swept the political landscape, major Cath- 
olic nations moved toward vigorous anti- 
clericalism. 

Philosophically, ideas sparked by Dar- 
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win. Marx. Freud, and others enjoined sci- 
ence to undermine established dogma and 
faith. Territorially, papal states accounting 
for almost IO per cent of Italy’s land and 
ruled by the popes for nearly a thousand 
years were forcibly reduced. By 1870 they 
were down to the Vatican alone. The pa- 
pacy, it seemed, was following the Islamic 
caliphate in a descent toward ultimate dis- 
appearance. 

The Power of Rome, 1870-1922, the first 
volume in a trilogy extending from 1870 to 
1980, deals with these downside years. 
Pontiffs of this time were mostly on the 
defensive, trying desperately to halt the de- 
cline, Later and more skillful popes would 
restore the power of Rome, but the period 
examined in this book looks much like a 
holding operation. These were perhaps the 
worst years in recent Church experience, 
years in which papal policies bought time 
while the institution itself was re~uclant~y 
adjusting to the contemporary age. 

This is the material of rich and high drama: 
struggles for spiritual and political power, 
money, and real estate. involving violence, 
intrigue, and even an occasional trace of 
sex. Four popes determinedly hurl theolog- 
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