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[In his article ‘Dead Chauvinism and Living Socialism’ (December 1914), Lenin contrasted Kautsky-then with Kautsky-now, to the latter’s disadvantage—the first of many such arguments from Lenin.  In his summation of Kautsky’s book The Road to Power, Lenin also revealed the enormous contribution Kautsky’s ideas made to his own post-1914 platform.  In letters to his close party comrade Aleksandr Shliapnikov in October 1914, Lenin made the same point: Kautsky’s behavior today is shameful because he had stated so well the features of the ‘revolution of our time’.  (Article text taken from the Marxists Internet Archive.)
As a guide to elucidating the connection between Kautsky’s 1909 book and Lenin’s post-1914 platform, I have given the page numbers for Lenin’s many citations.  The references are to the following edition: Karl Kautsky, The Road to Power, ed. John H. Kautsky, translated by Raymond Meyer (Humanities Press, New Jersey, 1996).  Kautsky’s 1909 book also contains a discussion of the global dynamics of revolution that was very important to Lenin, although not mentioned in ‘Dead Chauvinism’.]
From ‘Dead Chauvinism and Living Socialism’ (Lenin, Collected Works, 21:94-101)
For decades, German Social-Democracy was a model to the Social-Democrats of Russia, even somewhat more than to the Social-Democrats of the whole world. It is therefore clear that there can be no intelligent, i.e., critical, attitude towards the now reigning social-patriotism or “socialist” chauvinism, without a most precise definition of one’s attitude towards German Social-Democracy, What was it in the past? What is it today? What will it be in the future?

A reply to the first of these questions may be found in Der Weg zur Macht [The Road to Power], a pamphlet written by K. Kautsky in 1909 and translated into many European languages. Containing a most complete exposition of the tasks of our times, it was most advantageous to the German Social-Democrats (in the sense of the promise they held out), and moreover came from the pen of the most eminent writer of the Second International. We shall recall the pamphlet in some detail; this will be the more useful now since those forgotten ideals are so often barefacedly cast aside.

Social-Democracy is a ‘revolutionary party’ (as stated in the opening sentence of the pamphlet), not only in the sense that a steam engine is revolutionary, but ‘also in another sense’ [Road, p. 1].  It wants conquest of political power by the proletariat, the dictatorship of the proletariat. Heaping ridicule on ‘doubters of the revolution,’ Kautsky writes: ‘In any important movement and uprising we must, of course, reckon with the possibility of defeat. Prior to the struggle, only a fool can consider himself quite certain of victory.’ However, to refuse to consider the possibility of victory   would be ‘a direct betrayal of our cause’ [Road, p. 11]. A revolution in connection with a war, he says, is possible both during and after a war. It is impossible to determine at which particular moment the sharpening of class antagonisms will lead to revolution, but, the author continues, ‘I can quite definitely assert that a revolution that war brings in its wake, will break out either during or immediately after the war’ [Road, p.14]; nothing is more vulgar, we read further, than the theory of ‘the peaceful growing into socialism’ [Road, p. 21].  ‘Nothing is more erroneous,’ he continues, ‘than the opinion that a cognition of economic necessity means a weakening of the will ...  The will, as a desire for struggle’, he says, ‘is determined, first, by the price of the struggle, secondly, by a sense of power, and thirdly, by actual power’ [Road, pp. 26-7].  

When an attempt was made, incidentally by Vorwärts, to interpret Engels’s famous preface to The Class Struggles in France in the meaning of opportunism, Engels became indignant, and called shameful any assumption that he was a ‘peaceful worshipper of legality at any price’ [Road, p.33].  ‘We have every reason to believe’, Kautsky goes on to say, ‘that we are entering upon a period of struggle for state power.’ That struggle may last for decades; that is something we do not know, but ‘it will in all probability bring about, in the near future, a considerable strengthening of the proletariat, if not its dictatorship, in Western Europe’ [Road, p. 42]. The revolutionary elements are growing, Kautsky declares: out of ten million voters in Germany in 1895, there were six million proletarians and three and a half million people interested in private property; in 1907 the latter grew by 0.03 million, and the former by 1.6 million! [Road, p. 49].  ‘The rate of the advance becomes very rapid as soon as a time of revolutionary ferment comes’ [Road, p. 51].  Class antagonisms are not blunted but, on the contrary, grow acute; prices rise, and imperialist rivalry and militarism are rampant [Road, pp. 60-75]. 
‘A new era of revolution’ is drawing near [Road, p.76].  The monstrous growth of taxes would ‘long ago have led to war as the only alternative to revolution ... had not that very alternative of revolution stood closer after a war than after a period of armed peace ...’ [Road, p. 80]. ‘A world war is ominously imminent’, Kautsky continues, ‘and war means also revolution’ [Road, p. 84].  In 1891 Engels had reason to fear a premature revolution in Germany; since then, however, ‘the   situation has greatly changed’. The proletariat ‘can no longer speak of a premature revolution’ (Kautsky’s italics) [Road, p. 84]. The petty bourgeoisie is downright unreliable and is ever more hostile to the proletariat, but in a time of crisis it is ‘capable of coming over to our side in masses’ [Road, p. 88]. The main thing is that Social-Democracy ‘should remain unshakable, consistent, and irreconcilable’ [Road, p. 89]. We have undoubtedly entered a revolutionary period [Road, p. 90].

This is how Kautsky wrote in times long, long past, fully five years ago. This is what German Social-Democracy was, or, more correctly, what it promised to be. This was the kind of Social-Democracy that could and had to be respected.  
From Letters to Alexander Shliapnikov
1. I hate and despise Kautsky now more than anyone, with his vile, dirty, self-satisfied hypocrisy.  (27 October 1914)  
2. Obtain without fail and reread (or ask to have it translated for you) Road to Power by Kautsky [and see] what he writes there about the revolution of our time! And now, how he acts the toady and disavows all that!  (31 October 1914)
