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1S THE WEST RESPONSIBLE FOR_LENIN'S RISE TO POVERY
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The year 1917 is probably the most significant year in
modern Russian history., Many people view this as the year
of the Bolsheviks. 1Indeed, Lenin and his cohorts seized the
reigns of government in November (all dates will be given in
New Style) of that year and propelled Russia down an untrodden
path of history. ‘The effects of this revolution now permeate the
globe. Some view that fateful day as the beginning of man's
salvation from the exploitation of cgpitalism. Others view
it as the birth of a pernicious disease which must be eliminated
in a final apocalyptic battle to save mankind. However, far too
few people study the actual events of 1917. While scholarly
work on the period is voluminous, many of the works are skewed
by the ideological perspective of the authors. . Few people,.
aside from historians, are cognizant of the historical actions
which finally rcsulted in the triumph of Bolshvism,

This paper will discuss the events leading to November 7,
1917. However, I will not focus on the activities of the
Bolsheviks during the eight months leading to the November
revolution. There are many accounts detailing this amazing
rise to power., I will, instead, focus on a somewhat neglected
facet of the Bolshevik revolution: that is the policies of
the Provisional Government and specifically the policies of
Alexander Kerensky. ‘/hile much scholarship has been done on
this period, [ wish to concentrate on the Provisional Govern-
ment's decision to remaln committed to the Allied cause in

World War 1. I particularly wish to demonstrate that the



bt

Allies were resvonsible. at lezst in vart. for Kerenskv's
decision to remain in the ¥er and that this in turn vreci-
pitated the Eolshevik Revolution in November. In demonstrating
fhis I will implicate the Allies &s partially responsibvle for
the Zolshevik ascension to power.: This implication has been:
raised bty few scholars; mostrhave -béen, instead.:interested
in:demonstratingntﬁ69§érni¢ious‘naﬁuie“GfFBGISHQ?fsm;JF”GV1Sﬂ.
the indecisive nature of Kerensky, or the historical neces-
sity of Bolshevism.

This paper will chronologically detail the actions of
Kerensky and the Provisionasl Government from its inception in
March until its demise in November. .- The focus, as stated
earlier, will be .on the decision to .remain in the war and
the Allies' effect in determining that decision. Discussion
will not be given to the motives of Allied policy, although it
is obvious that the Allies were involved in a ‘war and were
naturally devoting their energies to the. successful prosecu-
tion of that war. However, more prescient diplomzcy may
have prevented the Bolshevik rise tc-power. George Kennan,
an eminent Soviet specialist, concludes that The:RussianVvRevo-
lution and the alienation.of the Russian pcople from the
Western Community for decades tc come wene only & part of
the staggering price paid by the Wesfern people for their
insistence on completing a military victory cver Germzny in
1617 and 1918.""

In early 1917, the Russian people wer: tired of war,

the suffering cerused by the war and the government's bungling



war policies.  As early as July, 1915 the lMinister of War,
General Polivancv, is quoted as saying that:- "Faith:in.ultimate
victory and in their leaders has~been»undermined."g
Aiweéférn.scholar-writing in early 1922 commented that:
"Not‘only the_army;~but theTrear'guard.of every army,- the”

¢ivil population, was: sick untp death and weary of'sufféring;53
A Dutch .diplomat dispatched to Russia in early#1917 perhaps.
summarized the -atmosphere best:  "The War had not gone well
for'RuSSia:vén atmosphere of depression hung over‘the»country."g
An American journaliétrresiding7in«PetrogradiTevehls;indhis-diary
‘that he-concluded- on Jéﬁuaryj31; 1917 ‘that Mthere.is no doubt .
‘hatia revolution i's cdhing{U§ :Johh€Gaddis,‘an“mMéficanidiplo—,
Zmatib‘histbrién, remébks infbétrog’bhttﬁhatfﬂthreewyearsui

‘0T bloody and mlsmanaged confllct had so\demorallzed «(Ru'ssia)

‘as to render dts new goVernmentxcapabie(of rEmalglngglnvauthority
only by ending active partlclpatlon din-the war,"P

Y t, Kerensky and the members of the }rov181onal overne
ment dld not realize the depth of antl-war sentiment amcng
the people. This rlslng tide of antl—war &ent*mcn* f1nally
rose ahd,swept nerensky out of power and rcplac:d him with-
the only lesder who prOmlsed peace, Lenln Agaln. nennan
ssks the reader to note "how 1ntlmlately the causes of
Kerensky's failure were conngcted with h*S effort to,continue_
Russia's participatidn in WWI."7H He concludes that{: “In;
every respect Kerensky's political position would have been
eased, and his prospects for resistance to Solshevik pressure

would have been improved, had he been able to take the cduntry



cure

n not

T

31

that "I

)

ts

auaml

¥

sennan

1N

‘e

~yr
iy

L.
cant an

T

]

\

2 i [ 4 [ 9] 8 Q ol
&) o [ 4 L, >3 e o o+ 4+ ord 35
Gy L3 . Q K o] Q@ ] < — ori o . [an] o &2 9]
o 4+ ~ = L o W K& S ] - st ~ Koo z o
: S P o WP v ! (S ST G ) © o+ L .t
o N T R | B — N o= O S e e a4 5
o+ oy = S g . 3 S4 - ot & i > S " C o = n.., <
9] o, + £ 0 & m ) ) 5] 42 T et U3 ¢ o ) ol $)
2 o T s @ < o o 4+ £ < < O R o) ¢ DS
roln U TS SR R« SR 3N kS 1 O [ o IS o1 O e o S o
o 1 S =R T CES < P S SRS S S
o 3 pw @ o o SR 3 oo o D40
ol . S 4 S P o O SR AR =) I A ST T e
b Ko ST S S ) B B S ad < o ¢ [ S N o o}
e R S v 0o a w5 S R A =
) 9 5 S ~ o o B~ < e S R L
— EH on ¢ 09 a ¢ o S8 T o e o o
i 9 3 o o = o 42 0 e < ¢ a
fas] «rd [\ & ot s 4 [ = 9] oy Yy v G. o 7 &3 L T : Q
o = o D o} S B S oo o BT
aet RN o 9 o 3 woow 2 -~ o 4
+> 0] 42 o 19} o) i - o) o ! £+ [ £ . W
-t R - I = T o &« 3 B T L IS b e .
— @ e e 8 2 o o) W 1 R - 2 o o
O S o, B R T S o < ¢ .
Q, : | P S B @ 9] woo o 4 o 5 3} O 4
-z S T DT B v 6 R P s L
o ] e -y g B ey @ O S & - G
£ ) n O o @ S 0 £2 o o T 4y > © . -t w T
9 T B I Ve < - & LD AL e ST D
+ . o g S e o 42 o SRS W o4 T S i
G o S S R Gy O o < ~ O L
C oy o Jal o) A @ 2 R o G . QO x w G et Gy Ui ; o o)
O e = ™ = 2 & © ST 42 ] 1) < U 42 o e ¢ IS $
3 o & Q ord o) ) O] 2 o & < e} 43 = = o
- own a o D o L ST B % S T 3 - e SR e G, E LW
= B E R L T T - S T S : 0 @ W o
= o 3 o oo =@ u ¥ T T i U G e S
Ui e » £ 2 = 5 o T T = A S & S N
42 G 2] U L o R e T N 5 e L W £ o
0 O o @ e @ ) = 0 o O e % o3 I o MR w a < <
[ I o s b e |34 O 4> ] o ¢! 2y ] 0 o i () o i L ot
b i [ < ] ot o o ] c! o5 3] [V «: Ll - e > L -
! < > m L e D) « ] & i O e ¢4 L. Go e - o ¢
SN [ PR ¢ [ 0o e ) A S & B ¢ $ « @ S
® ~ s Gy o < @ e ori s " w . ot G . .
< N R = T e R T o S R S T R -
g v O = » U O 9% @ © fa 4 e ¢ O e o
ol ori b= - ) € L C. P [N C O o 1691 = arl o &N
o g o 0 0m 4 B S e 40 = . D = = e N S o
. + e I S & & @ a 3 B L e e i
& (o @ m +2 &} v [ + w &) o i’ 4 [ 2 i - 3
o Q e} o > =] - jo u A o ot [ R o £ G e ] Rl [ F
= o 4= © - i = = £ [ > @ @ o C L C ¥ 8] <
[ £ 1) o o c o+ = 3 o —~ - ot ) MW
v C? j = @ (9] A2 2 (@] & =3 A2 - @ 3 |45 o A < C ja 2 - =t -
PR S TR w A TIE TS beow P =T - S ) @O
4+ . = ~ Ja [ j - ¥ ¢ o = .- ] > Ay = i
48 & o S w SN} 5 & = - w + e~ [N [ C o)
o e [ o G e} Ky < o I Kl .- ¢ I i @ o O Gy ot g ¢
[ +2 < 4= G + e <3 oy ey 42 fo] vl o] T el & [ [} i H o



that but for the war the Revolution would have come not later
than the spring of. 1915, nerhapo even at the end of 1914."10

. .

In other words, to erensky the 9001a11ot dlaILCLlC would‘
come to a stop while-all Russlanslde;enued the MOtherland.
Hls naticnalism skewed hisﬁvieion ehd‘prevehtéd him ffoﬁ
seeing'that the Viar wes augmehting; not Qeakening,:thie
movementktowards revolution,;

: Kefemsky. instead, olamed this grow1ng revolutlonlgt
sentlment on di: satwsfactvon w1th the lneffloleHCLOS of the
Tsar s government in puroulng the war not in the Tsar' s~oasic
dec151on'to pursue the war. In‘explalnlng the causes‘of;the
March Revolution he'etates:-‘fThe“preseEVation'ofgabsolutisﬁ
and:the cause of successful reslsténce to the'eﬁemy stocd in
tfagioocontradiction to one another."1l bYet HerenCFy's skewed
vision of the reasons for thb revolutlon compelled him to attempt to-
elimihete abs olutlsm and to try to pursue successfully the
war instead. The result was a complete 01bblpatlon of all
power, allow1ng extremlsts comnlete freedom to agltdte end
to multiply thelr ranhs. ,A,more realistic premise concernlng
the‘causes of the March Revolutibnimay have given-Kerensky
regon to end Russia's participation in the War'and to eli-
minate absolutism without‘inviting anarchy.

Kerensky was not alone in’his intérpfetationlof the
revolution. Victor Chermov cleader-oftthe SRtsvandihistorical
“séholar-ofithe’periodj éohcludesithat the entite!"Provisional

Gdvernmentltried todtredtathe revolutionlasng Palacéing
crevolution and notlasza sdc¢ialinuprisihgademandingic ne-

'Change.”lE One diplomat did conclude that those who ac-



-

cepted’ the theory that the revolutlon Wdu merely a move to-d
ensure a- bettex more organlaed flghtlng force. Wcr "a lot of
s1mpletons and are lettlng them clves in for a bltter olsap—
'p01ntment "1 <A newspaper,reporter,:Arno~posch-rleurot.
wr;tlng 1n_Petrogred ef the time hédtbosslblyf{he most
inoieiVe analysis of,tne sifUation.

A national revolution against autocracy wa$

being turned into a factional revolution,

‘agalnst thedexistent order:of socidgty).and _

the success of the factional revolution was

assured by the'insistencéeroftheinationally-

minded- rexolutlonlstv to go onfighting

the war.n;

The. tsar's last orders.were: pleadings to the PrOV1s1onal
Government to remain:incthe’ War.;‘"Thls unprecedented war
must be carwled tbrough to final v1otory He'who thlnku of
peace at uhe present moment is a trdltor to Rus31a "15
It is natural for people to a85001ate leaders w1th the
pollc1es they advocate. here a dlscredlted leader advocates
a certaln policy. It would seem lOglCal tbat the new leader
vould try to divorce hlmself from the fallen leader and - hl°r
olscredlted policies. However herensky trled to draw the
dlstlnctlon between the Tsar and his pollcles.» He»latero
admitted that !many Duma deputies did not realize how deep
were the wrath and indignatlions of the masses inhPetrogfedj
egainst the chiefs and_reppeeentatives of {he old regime."16
What Kerensky failed to grasp was that these fallen leeders
had also tainted the policies they had implemented. The’

people were demanding change and Kerensky only cffered them

more of the same on the war issue.
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As the Tsar fell from power two centevs of power emerged.
The former Duma, Wthh hdd been dlSSOlVed by the Taar,,now‘met
'as ‘a Commlttee of the Whole ln the sanme OUllOlng whcre‘tﬁey:
fo”merly met as offlclal Duma membe*s.' AlbO emerglng
was a Sovwet of WO”klngmen and ‘Soldier: Deputles.' This soviet
had fvrst emerged at the lnstlgatlon of Trotsky durlng the
1905 Revolutlon. herensky wa° the only person to serve in
both the rrov1smona7 Government and the Sov1et He_was soon
app01nted Mlnlster of Justlce 1n the 1nchoate Provisional
Government and also served as Vlce—Chalrman of uhe' xecutlve
Commlttee of the Petrograd Sov1et A great debate engued
among the soc1allgt concernlng Kerensky ) role 1n the rro—
v131onal Govarnment vfherensky dec1ded he would gervevln
both organvzatmono and did so over many obJectlons among the.
members of the Soviet. nerensny later admitted that “fromf'
the FlrSL daJs of the Revolution my relatlono w1th thc Sov1et
leaders were strained." 17 | |

_Mass chaos permaded{tﬁefaﬁmosphere as noioneﬂsourcé bf‘
power could demonstrafe any legitimacy‘to rule..rRussia héév
not experienced.such a void of leadership since the infamous

Time-of Troubles at the beginning of the»l?fh century. Cne

need only read Richard .Pipe''s: book’Russia‘bnder the (1d
'Regime to understand tme affeotS'a dissolution of theemonarchy
would have on ‘this’ patrimonial state. The }rovisional
Government desperately needed scme source of recognition to'
,demonstrate their legitimacys tu ul:.

The Provisional Government sought their source of legiti-

macy from the Allies. The Allies were glad to give this wouice



le i cy, provided that the Provisional Government would
take ‘a strong stand 1n favor of.a contvnucd war effort
\ccordlnﬂ to nerensAJ the Yrovis 1ondl Government initial-
ly had no official ODlnlOn on tne war and ‘its alms. '”un
thls‘questlon_of the War andplts_aims_the7Lrov1s;onalfGoverﬁ-
ment was left absolutely freé .taxing‘ubon itself no formal

ﬂ

obl1gatlons, belng at llberty to act as 1; w1sHed and pro-
clalm whatever war dlmo~lt deemed proper and oeces ary "18
The Allled ambaosadoro, however 1mmedlately began to pres-
sure thc rrov151onal Go#ernment Naurlce Pabo1ogue,,tne
Fronch ambassador, olaJed a kKey role in oressurlng the Govern~
ment to_pursue the war. Paleologue saw,raul hllluﬂov,
Tiniétef of Forelgn Affairs;oimmediafely,after_the é5dioation
of theiTsar}e He urged "very‘strohglyethetrthe‘Pfovisionéi

Government should delay no. longer in. solemnly procLalmlng its

loyalty to the alliance dnd its dete nlnatlon to oontlnue

=ty 48

the war at zny cost. w19 ne super01llouo anbassador _ree f
turned on March 18 to_seebmiliukov. ’"Whatever reasons you
méy{have for going slowly with the hotheads of fhe éoviet;
you must realize that I cannot tolerate any doubt about yoor |
determination to continue the alliance and'carry on the War."zo
Miliukov published a statement of the\GOQernment'e
position on March 20 which LIRE UL bhOh{ﬂt would satisfy
the demanding ambassador. He stated tthdtithé first.task?
wquld -be{"to carry:the war, toia victorious:conclusion' :and
promi:sed'to. fuLfillwunﬁliqohinglyfthe;ag;eements1qonqluded

. . 21 ‘ |
with the AL11es. '35 currying ca the wor to a vietsrioue



¢ ~eliHOwevér, theFiénchianbassador fwals ot f"sa't:':'ﬁsfi'éd" o
In Miliukov's words he "came running to me and: pounced on’ :
me w1th 1nd1&naulon and bltter reproaches."v He quotesi
}aleologue:v "Germany is not mentloncd at alll Wot the

“slightest reference to our aims in the warl.. “22

m111umov
trieo to placate the embassador by‘promising future c‘onfir'~
’mafions’of the Russian will to:fignt'

The 1:‘rench ambaesador was not alone in press uringrthe
young Government hfter talklng to M111ukov the Amerrcan
ambassador, David Francis, assured hlS government that "the
adminis{ration of the new Gerrnmentvweg rlght—th;nklnb,
sincere. andkwould prosecute the,war‘feérlessly, regardleés
of itebcostvin blood’and treaSure.”  Rodzianko.(former
Chairman of the Duma) and MlllUAOV both assure me that the‘
ProvisionaloGovernment w1ll v1gorouoly pres ecute th war. "“3
The englleh Ambass ador, Sir George Buchanan, rccelved the
following message soon afier the March Revolution: "All ;_
your'ianuence should'be thrown into the scale avainsf ény
Admlnlstretlon which is not resolved to fight to 2 f*nish n2h
?aleologue, agdln, oymbollzed the Allled p0°1tlon in 1917
When he Was approached by anvltlnerant band of students,
celebrating the Revolution he responded fo their inquiries
by saying “Ivcan render no oetter homage to Russian liberty
than by asking you to join me in shouting 'Vive 1la Guerre.'"25
The ambassador was obviously wrong. The demands of the

political situation in Russia were in conflict with the

demands of the Allied War effort. George Kennan refers to



the Allled policy of onlj pursulnﬁ the. war as "myopic“ and
furthor states thet the Amerlcan pollcy was baoed on "ig-
‘noranne n26 ‘He 1llustrates thls’cqngluSLOn by p01nt1ng_tof
the Allled Diplomatic conference held.in.Petrbgrad,ibeforﬁythe~
Marchfmevolutlon. Thekpurboses»of'this'conferénce were‘to
stlmulate the Russ1ans to new war efforts and to plan for a,'
sprlng effensive. 7 Kennan feels that thc Allies missed a
grand. opportunlty to w1tness flrst hand the internal cha0°
thot had made Russia's’ contlnued war, effort 1mp0551b1e :]Hej
p01nts to the pos» conference statements of Dourmorgue, thc
French Minister of Colonles, ‘as evwdence that the onportunlty
had been ﬁiésed:""lt is clear from all the conversations I
bad and all that I saw that Ru051a is flllcd with a unanlnous

“27 va1ously

w1ll to pursue the war to a corplete v1ctory
he had been deceived by others or by his own self- fulfllllng
w1shes " Kennan crvtlclzes th*c "MJop*‘" and concludec that
"to try to drive thcm_uo it (the!war): was ; ~tox pr0v1de]grxst
to the mill of'thﬂ'agltator and the, fanatlc "‘8

Kerensky became~by mid-summer th81"most)1nfluent1al"man -in Russia.
A western Journallst wrote on March 20 that "Kerensky is the
idol of the people and everything he does makesbh*m moré»
popular. "29 loologue also rocognlzed he*nnsxy 1ﬂfluence
"Kerencky 1g a man we must try to win over to our cause.
He alone .is capable of making the Soviet realize the necessity
of continuing the war."BO Paleologue did indeed convince
Kerensky of the beneficence of the Allied policy and Keren-

sky succeeded in convincing the Soviet that the war should be




continued until a general peace could be‘found In 601n - 80,
however, Kerensky oxtlngulshed debate on the cruc1al quostlon
of,thé'masses. Without a party in powev which repreoented
thelr ba°1c longing for peace, the masses turned to the only
party that promised 1mmedlate peace, Lhe Bo‘shev1ks.

A western expert wrltlng in- 1926 expregsed the oplnlon
that the "bourgeo*51e had been c0mplete1y decelved and had
w11dly over-estimated the entnu81asm ofgthe.worklng class
for the:wér."31 ‘other ex pert conkludes +bat "out of touch
with the real mood of the country, thevllberal‘leaders'had
assumed a patfiotic dévbtion where none existed. n32 This
expert cites Ckhrana’report- from as ea”ly as 1916 whlcb
concluded that many among ‘the masses be ieved that‘"the.war
cannot.be concluded successfully; and ought td-be endedvnbw."BE,;'

1

While Kerensky tried to restore the administrative apparatus

of the state and fix the foundation of a new stateAand-stial

order, he also procl imed. that "one of the main duties was
- ’ ’ 2 . ' . ' ' . .‘
to carry on the war."”” Under these circumstances, with-

ttle support for the war among the lower classes, nerensky

Wes pursuihgi é policy doomed to fail,
4 western observor concluded at the time that "ther

is no question that in the fwrs days of the Revolution the
only cry that went up from RuSSla was a cr& for peace. A
passionate desire for peace was hlversal."j Yet this
desire was not reflected in fhe'Provisional Government. The
Fetrograd Sovietl even pass ed a resolution on April 13 favor-

ing a successful prosecuticn of the war. rerhaps the efforts



of the Allies were affecting the policies of the frovisional.
Governmcnt whlch was stlll searchlnv for lto lefltlmacy.ko
rnlv.‘ Amo"“sador %rdncvs ccabled Was hlngton that: "It has
been my effort...to 1mprcus upon all the importance of ‘a
VLgorous brosecutlon of the war and to subordinate theretos

ons as to the “1"ht of races or the recognltlon of’

all*quesLi
36

classes." Howev er,ksoon the oelegguered c\ovu:‘é would oegln
to hear the cries for peace and thus pr901p1bate the first
crisis of the Provisional Governmenta‘

Té‘many thé notion of a Separétefpeace was considered
‘shameful and 4ncompatible with the honor’and'dignity of
Russia:‘ This precipitated among some soéialists4thecltdiné

development(of Ru581an Zlmmenwaldlsm.gjlnsbead of. "n-
POSlngfthe questloniof war or peace"nthey proclalmedvpluim &
the slogan "war cr revolution,". This policy was based on’ tno@
premise that elther the re voluulon w1ll XKill the wer or the,
war will kill tne revolutlon."37 This uthéarye resultéd,in'
a cry for a gengra* peace based on the moral repudlatlon of
ihe imperlallst désigns iof all governments through a unlted
internstional prolete rlat ThiS'Cthéoﬁyc spurred efforts by4
somé Russiahs To okganlze an 1ntcrndtlonal peace confbrcnce
at étockholm. These efforts will Dbe discugscd later; the
immedizte effect was 1ntcnse pr ssure,from'the Soviet exertéd
on the Frovisional Government to lead the way in announcing
a policy of “peace without annexations or indemnities.”
A serious crisis developed as Kerensky and Miliukov

argued over the publication of Russia's war aims. Niliuxov



1z

published a statement of war alms consistent with the slogan
"no 1demn1t1es, no annexetlons" on March 28 However, thls

statement was made’only for domestlc'consumptlon. It dld
st*mulate some dlssent amonﬁ the memberfof the Sov’et be—
cause of- references to RuQSla s "observance fully (of) the
oollgatlons whlch nave been adonted w1th respect to our allles\"38
Thls was-a reference o tne now ;amous ?secret;xreaules"
Wthh Russia had 51vned earller glVlng her‘control of the
Dardﬁnelleo and Conotantlncple after a succeesful complctlon
of‘the war. This opposxt on smoldered for some. tlme and was
then revised by herenskylln Aprll. Fe began proclalmlng tnat
oniy he among the members o the Brov1 1onal Government |
cuppori:ed fully the slogan "no 1ndemnvt1es, no anneXatlone 39
The Sov1et soon began to demand that hllluxov scnd an addre
to the nlllee proposing that they renouncé all: "annexatlons and
1nderm*'tles.

'all*unov finally a5reed to Qend the All*eo a note
merely informing them of Russia's war aims. Hiliukov, how-
ever, inserted a statement which read:

Certain of the victorious conclusion of the

war, united to our Allies, it is equally

‘sure that the 1ssue raised by this war will

be settled in the sense of the realization

of a secure and lasting peace, and that

the advanced democracles inspired bJAthe

same Gesires, will find means to obtain the

sanctions and guarantees necessary to

avoid f 16tnm sanguinary conflicts in the

future.
This statement obviously tried to obviate the purpose of

the note: to renounce Russia's imperialistic treaties

A great debate ensued between Kerensky and kiliukov. The



Allies played 2 key role in;this debate,ﬁ’Paleologue firm-

ly supported Miliukovfbui Buchaﬁan sided with Kerensky,

Also, the sociélist délegafion from”Ffanée, headéd by Albert
Thoﬁas, whé would soon‘replace aleologue, sided with- nercnoky;
Cff\Clally, mlllukov was supported ‘He proclalmed to Tnomas.

"I wau too v1ctor ous."hl, ActuallJ, however, the rlft ~had:

,9

emboldened those who w1shed to form a coa 1t10q-government.
This resulted in more 3001allsts comlng 1nto %ﬁe Governmeht
Keréﬂsky's rise to M1nlster of Var, and Llllukov ] re51gna— B
tion the day before raleologue left for hls return to France.
(WlllUKOV had trled to walx a tlgnt—rope between oi;"fendln"r the
Alllos and offcndlng the Sov1et He had falled ’A nevahase’
of the revolutlon had begun but stll1 Russ1a had not extracted
1t&el+-from_that drcadful war. Tlme was grow1nv snort

Before}Pale0loguehsvdepanturezone;ofwhrsmﬂprlmexandbf”
jddidious"csourcébednfdssed that: | |

‘However painful such an admissionAmﬁst.bé'to

me, I feel I'm only doing my.duty in coming to

tell you that the war cannot go on. rfeace

must be made at the earliest possible mo-

‘ment... Necessity is the law ox‘hlgto”j Lo
No one is coupeclled to do the 1mposclo*e

Paleologuc respcended:

You may be quite sure that the moment Russia.
betrays her Allies, they will repudiate
her... Your Alliesg also have the power of

the purse which is about to be doubled 1if

not tripled by the help of the United States.
We shall thus be in a position to continue
the war for as long as 1is necessary. I

must admit, however, that I have met ‘the
same pessimism on all sides during the

last few days. 43

Yet the tllies continued to push the Russians to fight.

tmerica appropristed 3100 million in credits and 315 million



in cash to entlce Ruosia to stay in the War. Wranc1o otlll
felt that the world bltuatlon "demanded act1v1tles on my |

st to assist the Rus31an Government to keep the'Ru831an .

i)

p

ermies‘fivhting'V hy constant ePfort is to ﬂeep her 1n thc

!
"% No doubt such a pollcy oacked bJ hard cash would

War. 2
the a 51gn1f1cant 1mpact on the Korenoky d001310n to remain
in the War.

Tbe German ngn Conmand in nprll began to follow a
new uactlc vis-a-vis Ru051a. A v1ruual afmlstwcn ensued
and the Germans began a.dlrect'appea1 to the Russian soldiérs
and:people to end the war. »Prdpégandg leéflets weré cirCu;
lated which claimed Germany did not covet Russian iahd, butl
only wished to live in peace.. This plan was aided by Ebl~.
‘shevik. agltauors who encourared fraternlzatlon bptween forces_
as a means to an immediate peace. mheoe efforto were qulte
successful and were followed.With'dlplomatlc ;n;tlatlves
by Germany to Russia. Kerensky reveals later that: nIt
was the plan of the Germsn High Command that this armistice
be féllowed by a sepafate'péace... Berlin's efforts {o comef
to a direct agreement with Russia were begun aé early as
April."45 Under heavy pressure at tbc time from the Allies,
Kerensky and the Government not only rebuﬁfed these German
.appeals for a separate'peace; but théy_began to accede to the
long standing Allied‘demand that they begin an offensive. |
¥erensky reveals in his mcmoirs that "having réjected the
ides of a separate peace, which is always a misfortune for

the country concluding 1it, the return to new action became
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unavoidable."u6 The Provisional Governmeht was. begiﬁningvk
to come to a concensus to begln an offenolve and alWaJ |
Allled concerns about theﬂr retlcence to frght Tne effects
of thws offen51va would be cataatropnlc, for the otruggllng
vovernmenfgﬁould oegln the.. sllde to ob11v1on for Alexander
¥eren sky.» R

Meanwhile; the general peeoe initietives;df the Siberian
Zimmerwaldist Were,gaining'momentum.f’This poiicy ofyﬁjust'
defensism" while working for peacelwas quite popular emong
the‘more moderate soc*alistsrof fhe RevolufionA A oOVlet ,

egatlon left 1n June to travel around Furope and to

stimulate interest ln‘the’Stockholm Beace Conference Thlu
groop at firet met with-limited acceptance of their.eppeal,
especiaily in France. ‘Evehtually they_convinced‘the‘Italiani
Socialists to favor_therConferenoe. They then'received’fhe_
‘greatesf possiblekboost toftheirfefforts._ Sir Arthur7“ |
Henderson, arsoc*aliSt member of the British‘cabinet COnvinced,
the 3British Labour Iarty to support th*s conference 57 B

The Allied {overnmcnts had at flrst treated these delegates
a2s itiherént dreamers of no consequence The support of the
British Labour Party, however, 31gnalled that there mlght be
'oome chance for the 0001allst° to brlng thls peace conferance:
to fruition. The Allies 1mmedlately colludcd to squash thlS"
peace movement. The day after the British Labour rarty vote,
the British CGovernment votéddto.reecind the pessports of all
those who wished to attend this conference. The effects were

!
fatal to this nascent movement for peace.48



The effects of thlo de01s1on also had a tremendous
1mpac+ on domeotlc ?u551an pOllthu. Ambassador Buchanan told
»hlo government that "Kerensky begged me this mornlng to urg
Hls Maaesty s Government not to refuse pa85porto to our
‘Socwallsts."u9, The fallure of thls m1o51on underaut the
1tlonbof the moderate SOCLallsts 1n Ru sia.’ hav1ng arrived
inywestern EuropeHwith great'nooee they return d blﬁterly
dlsap001nted Rex Nade, a western scholar. concludeg that the:
moderate socialists (had) made....a;negotlated
- peace through Stockholm the cornerstone of-
“their foreign policy program and (had) sent
the delegation abroad to further this cauce.
Their empty~handed return contributed to
and symbolized the failure of the-moderates
in 1917 v
Tbe admission that the Stockholm Conference would not meet
in the near future was also an adml"31on that the peace |
program of Soviet majority, tled as 1t was to a ceneralfpeace
via the conference. was collapszng, leav;ng.them withont'any'
meaningful_brogram in this vital area.so"In-enother article,
Wade goes so far as to conclude that the failurelofnfhis |
mission "was one of the main causes o the fallure of the
moderate: , socialists and of the v1ctory OL the oolohev1ns.":1
The Allies cannot escape blame for this failure as bhey'
continued their "myopic" interpretation of events wifhout
.regard for the domestic repercussions in»gussia.

In Russia, meanwhile, a new military strategy was
evolving. Kerensxy later admitted that "it was quite futile
. . . £0 ’
i ‘ Yeoo 1 he summe £ M
to think of victory. n the summer of 1917 Kerensky,

éxplained,s-however, that a néwvsﬁrafegy-Was”apﬁropriate{“



But a victory was not necessary! As FPresident
Wilson declared categorically before Con-
gress, it was the Russian Revolution which
made it possible for America to enter the
War and thus alter fundamentally the ratic
of the contending forces in the War... In.
the sunner of 1917 it became necessary

nly to keep going until the arrival of th
American arny on. the ‘estern Front, with all
its tremendous resources. This general
Allied task exposed 1itself, so far as :
Rusgia was concerned, in a new,strategic -
aim:  we were no longer required to engage
in a general offenalve. but -to compel the
Germans to keep zs many divisions as poss%ble
on the Russian rront untll the autum“..._Jg

LbVlouSWy, the Allies, tne U.S. _spe01flcally, played a E

b
| 0o
1

nlflcant role in nercnsky's ecisvon to stay 1ﬁ the war.

Rex Wade, agaln, concludes that becaus of the pollc1eb of

the Allies the‘RQSSians "were gradually forced 1nto a pos1~

tion of simply trying to nold on whlle the war took luS

r‘[;,

course;"J lieanwhile, the Bolshev1ks cont;nued to dgltate

among the lower clause

T;e stratcgf7hold1ng on perve r,elJ "e sulted in the

decl ion to initiate an offensive against the Germans.

The interpretatione of the reasons for this offer"lve are

many. Howeverhlﬁost“ofﬁthose”interpretafiohs”ihdicate*tHat

action._ Tdmund Waloh writes that Herensky was, in part

"responding to the Allies when he ordered an .

attack."55 4n observer felt at the time thet Kerensky was

\J\ u

e
convinced that "the war must be waged at any cost." ©

Tseretely, the lecader of the Zimmerwald meovement, clited

’-J »
Pe

nebulous "ezternal factors" and supported the foensive.57

George Kennan concludes that the offensive was an effort to

[av]



"imnfess the AlWies "?8 Another eypert ngdhlﬂg at the annudl
meetlng of the Amerlcan Historical Aso001atlon in 1908 |

uald that the effort was d "final and futlle sacrlf;ce for
tbe Allle:."59 1h¢u'speamer also pos1ts that be"ehsky~'

noned to. gain leverage throuﬁh a oUCCESufUl offensive whlch
he could use to bargaln w1th the Allles for rev1sed war aims. %0

vorhapo of cru01al 1mportance to this dec£51dn was thc

visit of .the Root MlSSlon to RuSSLa in June of 1917. - This
grodp; renréspntlng r851dent Wllson, was. headed by “llnu
Root; a dwstlnvulshed Amerlcan but ha*dly an cypert in Russxan
affairs or for that matter partlcularly 1ntcreutcd in Russ1an
affalro. In unort the goal of thlo mission was "to. drlve
home thc thought that the degree of American gupporu for the
frov icnal Government would depend strictly on the v150r of

64

Russia's war effort." Anoauthor, ertlngrat the»tlme cqncldded

fhatithe‘"bbvipusamisgibn“of«RootﬁwasﬁtoﬁmékeFRuésia'figh£.”62
Waish’concluded that "extrabrdinary pressuré was brought to
bear on Kerehsky by the Allies, who urged him to give a
practical proof of Russia's solidarity:with the war zims :
of the Entente."é3 In short, Rodt’canveyed the méssage_b
fo Kerensky "No fight, no loan.ﬁéu

| Lerensky later stated that his main task asg Minister
of War was "to restore by all means at hand the fighting
czpacity of the army. To accomplish this I was to move the
army to an offensive... which would bring about a sharp change

Néq

in the attitude and sentiment of the army. Kerensky -

8780 felt that there was a need tOk"WlpC out the shame."60



Who else would elicitd this shame except the Allies?
Finally, Kerensky feltethét only'théeSocialists ceuld inspire .
ithe war-weary arhy to fighty
N He proved to be utterly wrong. ‘Although the Russian
army met with success in the first few days of battle, 1t
was soon forced to retreat haphazardly. The long aWalted‘
offensive, whlch the Allles had pushed so hard ?or, was a
fiasco within days of its beglnnlng.k In the wake of thls
’catastrophe Kerensky was app01nted premelr as rrlnce Lvov'
resigned. erenSA/ trled to empha51ze that everyone hdd
supported this offenolve. Cn tnlu p01nt he 15 almO&» correct.
This failed offenSivevhad now(talnted all the socialist
moderates in office with the policy of a confihued war. Cnly
the Boléheviks had cpposed the effensive. »The GovernméﬁtL
continued to alienate'the lower classes and force them'tol
the open arms of the Bolsheviks. |

In the aftermath of this fiasco, Herensky appointed
L. Kornilov, over the objections of many, as supreme ml*ltary
kcommander. Kerensky Vlewed Kornilov as one who could help
restofe order to a quickly disintegrating “’Clety. In truth,
he had‘precipitated a chain of events which would lea@ to
hlS downfell.

Nerensky 1mmed1at°ly scheauled a Moscow State Conference
of representatives of all facets of Rucsian 8001etx,whlch
he hoped would result in a new unified commitment among all
of Russia's disparate power groups. The Conference failed

‘and only "illuminated 'the disunity of the nation."¢7



Soon after iercnsky appointed Kornilov he began to view.
him as a rival Tor power < ’Thdeed, Kornilov was a dynamic
figure around whom the conservativelforcee of the natipnyc
eouldirally. Ambassador Francis found Kornilov's appoihfment
Vreassurihg;"68 ThefDuteh;ambassadhfkmmt'considered Kore;
niiev3 ‘"persondl friend," and he was pleased with |
apH01ntmenu 69

In preparation for the MOscow Conference' ovnllov pro—,
poeed several repre581ve measures. whlch he wished to announce
ot the Conference. in Auﬂust 23 {ornllov v1o1ted Ieren ky to
try to'persuéde ﬁim to‘approve,these measures. »The fact ihat»
Kornildvbbroughf his own guard to this meeting only»addedlfO‘j
the teﬁsion pervading the COnfrontation,' KerenSky, however,
still refused‘to accept fhese measure.x'Therefore. fhe |
rrov1swonal Government entered the uonfcrencc w1th no "deflnlte
program” and only promlses fo” more of tnc eame.70 uornllovis report
sto.vave isaidy WI- only wwish :to.isave (Russia, and'williigladly submit
to a strong frovisional Government, purified of all undesirableée-
elements."71 Kerenéky vegan to fear that Kornilov would
"gobble up" the Government.’2 In the wake of the conference
to unify the nation "rumors about possible coups d'etat Were
rampant;"73 fround Xerensky there grew. aA"ter fving vacuumn. w7l
ﬁis,days as the centrai figure in the Russian drama'were
coming to a close, as his country polarized and he sat
paralyzed,‘fearing‘above all the outbrea¥k of civil war.

After the Conference,more and mocre conserva tives bLegan

to beseech Kornilov to restore order. Consplracles were



s
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plenty. Kerensky laterlblamés the Allies er urging Korﬁilov
to usurp power.75 'Théfé~does seem’tb be evidence that the
‘prltluh omh ssy prlnted and dlstrlb ed posters which pro-
clalmed Kornilov as-a natlonal hero.76, nerensky even charge
Lord Mllner Brltluh war Nlnlster WLth sendln& a letterkto

77 It would not be ¢lloglcal given tne

hoznllov urging a coup
previous actions and poultlons of the All es, tg concluae
tnat they were at least amenable to axhornllov coup. How~‘
ver,,be¢orc Iornllov could 1n1t1ate thls coup a man whom
later 1nvest1gators would hold 9respons1b1e for'thettragic
woursemeévents" entered the”picfﬁre and precipitaféd this
crisis,?8

' This men, V.K. Lvov, former Procurator of the Holy
Synod,~saw_Kerensky on September U; 1Kérénéky denies,authorizing
him’'to speak to anyone on hlS behql;.‘ Powever, Lvov left

Kerencsky and travelcd to mllltary headquarte”s {o see nornllov._

Lvo? implied that he had oeen sent by nerensmy to present
Kornilov with three options for a future governmept.fiﬁornilov,
believing .erenskXy was abdicating his power,vindidéted hé'
would prefer the third option which would have made Kornilov
the sole dictator of Russia.

Lvov returned to iKerensky and said'thgt Kornilov wanted
to be the suprene dicfator cf Russia. Kerénsky anonymously
confirmed fhis by telegraph with hornilov. Hornilov thought
Kerensky was only confirming the offer made by Lvov and readily

admitted that he was prepared to take power. Xerensky apr-

sted Lvov and fired Xornilov. The Central Executive Com-



mlttee of the All-Russian Sov1et declared Kornilov a traitor

~and cqlled on the army to re31gt hls orde
Kornilov is-said-t0 have responded:f

Russians, our great fatherland lies dying,
its hour of death is near. Forced to :
act publicly, I, General hornllov,»declare
that the TrOVLSlonal Government, under
pressure of the Bolshevik-majority of
the Soviet, acts in complete harmony
with the plans of the German General
Staff... I swear to lead the people P
on the path of victory over the enemy..;BQ

With those words Kornilov ofdered his pfotége;vGéneral
Krymov to march on Petrograd | o

A letter written by Kerenbkj pefébnallsécretary to
hlS wife in London as Krymov apprOGCheg Petrograd ﬁay'ser#é
as an lndlcator of Kerensky's thoughts during this crucial

time.

Kornilov the other night openly raised the
banner of rebellion, His regiments are.
marching on retrograd,.. A battle is
immenent. It is impossible to foresee
the issue of the battle. If Hornilov
wins~- which is likely- our fate will be
settled, while a state of aznarchy will :
be inaugurated throughout Russia. If

our troops win things may be better

but even then the general situation will
be worse than ever, as it is certain that
famine, riots, ect. are inevitable. As
~you see I am in the messrand I am un-
able to get out- of 1§1 . Altogether the
“situation is gloomy. ,

This document facilitates an understanding of why Kerensky
turned to ényone who would help him oppose Kornilov.

Lenin leaped at‘the opportunity; ACCOTdingiﬁb%Kéfensky,'who
mayébe‘susbeétedua87bihsed‘;Lenihﬂéaid“ "Genéral Kornilov has‘opened
fotr ub quate"unexpectedvperSpect1Ves* TWe mistiact at once”l82

The Soviets immediately organized to defeat
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this_counter-revolution. General‘Krymov's troops-melted
away into the arms of BolbheVlK agltators before he even
vreached'Petrovrad V01c1ng the predominant view, one ocholar
concludec that "it was due to the efforts ‘of the Sov1ets,
'not_of the,government, that the,rebelllon‘was squashed "83
;Kérensky.aﬁd:théﬁmodérates;wére uhdermined by this
attempt at counter-revolut 1on:A;"Fear of'counter~révolutidn‘
hadjproduced s -decisive shlft fo the left among the worklng
claéées,?Buﬂ In addition, nerensky'hgd been forced to distri-
bufé arms and ammunition’ambng the.Bolsheviks. It was as:if he
‘rad “been :forced to ehtruétnhi%7‘defense.to a boa constrictor.
Gne,expértvbest states the effect of this affair. “The
Kornilod rebellion was essentially avtest of.strengfh be-
tween Kdrnilov and Kerenskysy thé victor...vwas Lenin.ﬁBS
From thlo p01nt forward nerensxy fate Was.Sealed’ Cne
diplomat felt that the "population became conv1nced that the

Bolsheviks were going to have it all their own way."86

days after Kornilov's defeat the Bolsheviks took contro1
of the Soviet and proposed to use the same army that had risen
against Kornilov in a new surge for power against herenuﬁy
'vIt is difficult to conclude what specific tasks the
Allies undertook to embolden Kornilovvto maké his ﬁove for
?ower.v However, there is some cvidence thét at least the -
British were_involved'in some sort of enccuragement of
Kornilov and other conservative elements who wished to

restore order. At the least, one may conclude that the

Allies did not discourage this move and in fact may have been




conspicuously quiet on the matter. fCohcernedeonlw-with the
war effort, vthe Ailieé;Were éeeklnﬁ all means to lnsure a
utabWe pro-war govcrnment ln Ru5513 The reault wa° the
ant1th931° of their des 4eé{

November 7 QUlC ly approached + 4 Russian general ds2reported by

Chernovfto+héve concluded that "Kerenshy and HisT group are not at
preéentﬂup téwthé demandst of the 51tuation‘f Thé massés afe turning to -
the Left, while theklntelllgent01a are turnlng Right.;f
Kerensky stands‘still and beneéth,h%m'an1abyss is'forming."s?
Very sbon the bolshetiks madé fheir move to obtsin pbwef.
They wére‘met with little reSistenée. .Kerensky had'de?ended
on the support of the Cossééks;,but the'Céssacks‘had seeh 
their hero, Hornilov, betrayed by Kerensky and. they, herefore,
decided.to doAnothing to(defend,Kerensky.“Kerenskylcpntinued
to call for their help and they cont’nued to say "yes,Ayéé,
we're coming, asbsoon as we saddle our horses.".98
nevér came and Xerensky was forced to flee. The Eoléhevixs"
had come to power and they were determined to res store orde
to the~5001e»y, ﬁhat is a Bolshevik order of communism.
A1lied policy in Russia had resulted in ﬁbjectkfailure.
herenéky's private secretary writing'in Tngland in mig-
December of 1917 indicated that ore of the‘maln reasons for
Kerensky's fall from ﬁower was the Aliies‘ "neglecf of ‘the
slan democracy upoen which Kerensky's
ne kanchester Guardlan was

one of the few Western newspapers to indict Allied pollcy in

the aftermath cf kerensky's failure. Cn November 10 they
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editerialized that "Allied support could nave rcmoved'_
Russia from the war peacefully" and avoided the ri“e to power
cf Bols h@VlSm.gO nnren PJ, ‘hims f ‘later admits that he

Ancw "the ooldlers weve not qu*tc sure whetber Lt Was neces

0

ry~to die when there, in the rear, the fond drec mv‘bf

ren eratvons were bplng rcallzed "91 -Yet he continued to

€9

accede to Allied pressure by launchihg the July?offen51ve.
Yerensky also makes the final indictment of his own and

A1lied Dolicy by concluding that "the ﬁrump card of the
Q2
Bolshevikl was peace, peace, 1mmedlate peace'"’~
This paper has not ~ough* to detall KLerensky's l fe, nor

has it scught to detail the pollcles of the ‘rov191onal

-

it has sought to d“tall the effect of the A’lled
sting on a contlnued war effort by Rus x.ano

to link this Allied policy w1th the causes for the rise o70
Bolshevism. It is not contended that_this Allied policy
wag the sole cause of Kerensky's fall from power, Kerehskyi
may héve harbored ambitions of attaining the dream of all

pre vious Russian lPddQ”S, the acquisition of Cuqobqntwnople.
Tn acceding to the Allies' demand that he not withdraw from

the war, he probably we*bned all cf the possible mcnetary

gains he could accrue if he only "held on" in the war against
the likelihood cf the.Bolshéviks' rising to power. . EHe

decided to place his bet on the continued war effort and he
lost. There can be little doubt that the Allies had a cig-

nific ‘t effect on this decision and they therefore must

be neld accountable as well, The Allies lost their bet as

¥

much as Kerensxy lost his. Current policy-maxers should



learn from this experience that myopic policy without
regard to the domestic repercussions in other countries can
quite easily lead to disaster in the long term interests

of both countries.
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