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This first modern study provides an original and balanced perspective of a theorist whom Lenin

referred to as both &lsquo;master of Marxism&rsquo; and &lsquo;renegade&rsquo;. Examining

Kautsky&rsquo;s political thought over a period stretching from the Paris Commune to the

Second World War, the author argues for the consistency with which Kautsky developed his

positions on socialism, democracy, political parties and the role of the proletariat. While

Salvadori&rsquo;s analysis is grounded in the debates within the Communist International and

the German labour movement, Kautsky emerges as a distinctly modern thinker who produced

a Marxist theory of the state, and originated critique of the USSR as a &lsquo;state

capitalist&rsquo; system. At this level, it provides a serious and measured exposition of the

terms on which arguments for socialist strategy currently move.
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PrefaceKarl Kautsky was one of the leading exponents of Marxism from the last decades of the

19th century to the early decades of the 20th. It has been universally recognized that he played

a major role (for good or ill) in the history of German Social Democracy and the Second

International. He was perhaps the supreme target of the polemics of Lenin (and Trotsky) in the

controversy over the political and ideological significance of the Bolshevik Revolution and the

Soviet state. Despite all this, Kautsky has been singularly ignored as an independent figure for

historical study, unlike his peers in the history of Marxism and socialism. This does not mean

that much has not been written about Kautsky. For the most part, however, he has been in

effect assimilated into the history of the workers movement and treated in relation to other

figures – Eduard Bernstein, Rosa Luxemburg, Franz Mehring, or August Bebel, not to mention

Lenin and Trotsky. These, unlike Kautsky, have themselves been the subjects of a considerable

historiographic tradition. In sum, there is an enormous disproportion between the volume of

references to Kautsky in the course of history itself and the paucity of critical studies devoted to

him.I have come to the conclusion that the main reason for this disproportion is that scholars

have so far fundamentally confined themselves to the judgments ‘for’ or ‘against’ Kautsky that

were pronounced in the thick of the political struggles between parties, ideologies, and

movements in his own time. One might say that the image of Kautsky has remained fixed ever

since in the forms it acquired in that epoch. A purely theoretical figure who lived a tranquil and

‘anti-heroic’, even a rather prosaic, life in an era of fire and steel, Kautsky has not proved an

attractive subject for biography.The general conception that long predominated, given the

influence of Leninism and the judgment of Lenin himself, was that Kautsky was a distinguished

Marxist theoretician (albeit somewhat ‘tarnished’) until he became a ‘renegade’, when he

opposed the Bolshevik Revolution – indeed, ‘the great renegade’, precisely because of the

‘positive’ role he had played previously. This interpretation, which puts Kautsky in contradiction

with himself, has never been substantiated by any comprehensive communist historical study.



There is, however, another and very different interpretation which has also had significant

influence: that advanced by Karl Korsch in his celebrated essay of 1929 on Kautsky and the

materialist conception of history.1 Korsch maintained that Kautsky had never understood

anything of Marxism, either before he became a ‘renegade’ or after, and that he was always

merely the exponent of a banal evolutionism, equally in his political theory and in his historical-

philosophical outlook. The conclusions of the present work differ from both these views.My

interest in Kautsky goes back quite some years. I hope readers will pardon a brief explanation

of it. My first contact with the veteran theorist dates from 1959, when his work The Agrarian

Question (which, as we know, Lenin hailed enthusiastically when it originally appeared in 1899)

was published in an Italian edition, with a long preface by Giuliano Procacci. This book made a

deep impression on me. At the time, I was conditioned by the entire violent polemic of Lenin,

leader of the Bolshevik Revolution and the Soviet State, against Kautsky the ‘vulgar liberal’ who

upheld a conception of the state and of democracy that never went beyond the platitudes of a

dreary, philistine secondary-school teacher, a man who was thoroughly incapable of

understanding the role of finance capitalism in the interpretation of imperialism, and so on. I

was struck in particular by one fundamental question. How could Lenin have described

Kautsky as a revolutionary up to the eve of the First World War if The Agrarian Question

already evinced a conception of the state in full accordance with the positions Kautsky later

defined in his polemic against Bolshevism, and in complete contradiction with the ‘model’ of the

Paris Commune?Shortly after the appearance of the Italian edition of The Agrarian Question,

Werner Blumenberg published Karl Kautsky Literarische Werk: Eine Bibliographische

Uebersicht,2 which furnished a precious instrument for research into Kautsky’s work. I thus

began a study of German Social Democracy and of Kautsky in particular, the fruit of which,

after many interruptions, is represented by the present work.3 The nature of my findings can

be summarized under two headings: one ‘formal’, the other substantive. So far as the former is

concerned, this book is not only not a biography of Kautsky in the complete sense; it is not

even an intellectual biography dealing with Kautsky’s work as a whole. I have not dwelt

systematically on Kautsky’s philosophical and historiographic production – I touch on this only

insofar as it clarifies the specific field of my research. Neither have I gone deeply into Kautsky’s

ideological and philosophical formation.4 My work does cover nearly all of Kautsky’s output,

but from a specific angle. For the substantive focus of this book is an examination of the way

Kautsky approached the relationship between socialism and democracy in the course of his

long political activity. Indeed, the title easily could have been ‘Democracy and Socialism in

Kautsky’. What I have sought to do is 1) to offer a concrete historical context for the analysis of

Kautsky’s positions, viewing them through the prism of the history of the SPD and the German

labour movement; 2) to examine to what extent and for what reasons Kautsky did or did not

change his positions; 3) to draw some conclusions about the central problem raised by Lenin

as to whether there was a real ‘break’ in Kautsky’s evolution.It may be useful here to give a

brief preview of some of the conclusions I have reached on the third of these questions and to

stress in what sense the work of Kautsky appears important and significant to me, beyond the

specific role he played in his time.As I point out in the course of this work, Kautsky’s evolution

was indeed marked by a series of changes, even ‘contradictions’. Could it have been otherwise

with a figure who grappled with social developments over a period lasting from the years

immediately following the Paris Commune to the eve of the Second World War? Nonetheless,

throughout his activity, or at least from the beginning of the 1890s to his death in 1938, Kautsky

maintained a ‘consistent’ conception of the modern state, of the role of parliament, of the

function of the political and civil liberties bequeathed by bourgeois liberalism, of the



indispensability of a centralized bureaucratic-administrative apparatus (in open polemic against

the principle of ‘direct legislation’), and of the importance of political democracy as an

instrument for assuring knowledge of society and ascertaining the will of its citizens. Kautsky’s

point of view on all such problems remained remarkably constant. My answer to the question of

whether Lenin was ‘correct’ to call Kautsky a ‘renegade’ because of his conception of the state

and democracy is therefore clear: by the end of the 19th century, Kautsky held a view of them

that would inevitably clash with Soviet theory and the practice of the government of the

Bolsheviks. To be sure, Kautsky had spoken of socialist revolution and the dictatorship of the

proletariat. Nonetheless, when Lenin and Trotsky accused Kautsky of having abandoned the

perspective of the dictatorship of the proletariat which he had earlier long upheld, they were

thoroughly mistaken, for they failed to note, or perhaps did not want to see, that Kautsky had

always regarded the dictatorship of the proletariat as a regime which, although it would

represent the power of the proletariat alone, would be established by free elections, would be

committed to respect political and civil liberties, and would be based on the use of parliament

for socialist purposes, and on constitutional control of a centralized administrative-bureaucratic

apparatus of government. Undoubtedly, this was a standpoint in profound contradiction to the

Marxist conception of the transitional state: on this point Lenin was correct. But it was

nonetheless one that Kautsky had developed as far back as the turn of the century, and which

he upheld constantly and openly even during the time when Lenin considered him a ‘master of

Marxism’.Having made this point (the illustration of which is obviously one of the tasks of the

present book), I would like to try to set out what appears to me the general significance of

Kautsky’s work. Firstly, of course, its historical importance is obvious. Kautsky was a central

figure of the European workers’ movement; to retrace his development is indispensable for a

deeper knowledge of it. Secondly, and even more pertinently, Kautsky’s work is preeminently

representative of a type of awareness of the complex problems posed to the workers’

movement by the social evolution of the developed capitalist countries, beyond the

perspectives of Marx and Engels, and opposite in direction to that of the revolutionary heirs of

Marx and Engels (Rosa Luxemburg, Lenin and Trotsky, to mention the major names). Kautsky’s

consciousness of these problems was anything but ‘limpid’; it was partial and contradictory. But

it was a consciousness which has nonetheless made its way, after many vicissitudes, into the

Western Communist movement itself, after the crisis of Leninism as a model of theory and

practice and of the Soviet state as a model of organized power. Indeed, the approach of the

Western Communist Parties to these problems today has assumed a shape which in my view

can be defined, without the slightest polemical provocation, as essentially ‘Kautskyist’. In effect

Kautsky developed an analysis of the relations between society, state, and parties which was

representative of the Social Democratic approach to some of the same problems explored by

Antonio Gramsci from the contrary standpoint of an original interpretation of Leninism. In this

sense, Kautsky provides the terms for a comparison with the ‘Gramscian road’. Both Kautsky

and Gramsci were equally conscious of the importance of democracy for socialism; they

arrived at conclusions which have ‘exemplary’ significance precisely as political

opposites.Arthur Rosenberg, the great historian of the labour movement and of Bolshevism,

once made an observation which I consider a fundamental starting-point for an understanding

of the sense in which Kautsky may be regarded as ‘representative’. In his work Democracy and

Socialism Rosenberg remarked that Marx and Engels failed to register the nature of the

organization of modern parties, particularly socialist parties, in the context of capitalist

development: ‘In the first place, both men never completely understood the actual character of

the new European labour parties that developed after 1863. They felt that these parties did not



act in accordance with their own ideas. Yet they regarded the mistakes of the workers’ leaders

and the petty-bourgeois backwardness of their followers as the cause of this deviation. Marx

and Engels mercilessly criticized individual actions of Lassalle and Wilhelm Liebknecht, yet this

criticism hides the conviction that basically the socialist parties are, or at least should be,

revolutionary parties like those of 1848; that it suffices to berate the erring leaders and to

oppose the petty-bourgeois prejudices of their followers in order to set matters right again. But

Marx and Engels failed to recognize that after 1863 they were not dealing with individual

mistakes within the socialist parties, but rather with a new type of party, and that the average

European labour party was basically different from revolutionary Marxism.’5 Now I would say

that Kautsky, on the contrary, expressed a different outlook on the nature and role of modern

parties: with respect to the development of capitalism, with respect to the state, and even with

respect to their internal structure. Central to Kautsky’s analysis was the conviction that the

model of 1848 and the Paris Commune could no longer serve to advance workers’ interests in

a social context dominated by large-scale capitalism; it could inspire neither greater offensive

actions by labour, nor the construction of a socialist state. The coherence of his interpretation

of this position led inevitably to his clash with Lenin’s rehabilitation of the revolutionary spirit of

1848 and 1871. So far as the state, the civil service, and the nature of political parties were

concerned, Kautsky arrived at conclusions which seem to me singularly analogous to those of

Max Weber on the relationship between firm, state and parties. This emerges particularly

clearly in his 1893 essay on parliamentarism and direct legislation. Kautsky maintained that

any project of ‘direct democracy’ was doomed to failure in a society dominated by large-scale

modern industry – that is, by a mode of production whose very essence requires not only

central planning and coordination of the economy and the state, but also a bureaucratic

apparatus as a professionally selected technical instrument for its implementation. He

concluded that although the state apparatus and the technical-administrative apparatus

constructed by the modern bourgeoisie could be used for different socio-political purposes,

they could not be ‘shattered’ and replaced by an ‘anti-bureaucratic’ state and form of social

organization. These are central theses which the Western Communist movement has recently

come to accept. When Kautsky, convinced of all this, saw the Bolsheviks in practice abandon

the model of the Commune and instead establish a super-centralized, bureaucratized state

machine, he judged that force of circumstance and ‘rationality’ had prevailed, but in the worst

possible form, so to speak. For he thought that the centralization and unified legislation

characteristic of the modern bourgeois state had to be energetically ‘corrected’, on the one

hand by bringing the bureaucracy under the control of parliament and of consumers, and on

the other hand by creating a network of democratic and de-centralized local bodies

circumscribing its centralized nucleus. These conditions, however, could only be established by

full political democracy. He saw the super-centralized machine of the Soviet state as a one-

sided triumph of unbridled centralism and bureaucratism, the inevitable consequence of a

despotic political system.If we shift from the problem of the state to that of the socio-economic

development of capitalism, Kautsky believed up to the years immediately preceding the First

World War that the German and European workers’ movement was on the way to the decisive

show-down with the bourgeoisie and with the ruling classes in general. He then became

acutely, even embarrassingly, aware that the enemy commanded rather greater reserves than

had been suspected and that a new analysis was needed to prospect the future of capitalism.

During the Great War itself he arrived at his theory of ‘super-imperialism’, which Lenin

denounced (in Imperialism, Highest Stage of Capitalism) as a theoretical error and a political

betrayal. From the beginning of the world conflict, Kautsky reiterated the penetrating judgment



that it was quite possible that in itself the war would not lead to the end of capitalism and the

inauguration of an international revolutionary process, but might rather consecrate the end of

the primacy of Europe and the advent of the young and powerful United States as the

dominant power on the world scene. This, he said, raised the possibility of a new global

balance among the capitalist states. His analysis of imperialism held that it was a policy, but not

necessarily the policy of capital, representing not an economic necessity but rather a choice by

big capital determined by the influence of militaristic circles and business sectors with interests

in armaments, under the direction of reactionary finance capital (here there was a strong

similarity to Schumpeter’s Sociology of Imperialism). Kautsky concluded that there were no

objective limits to the operation and perpetuation of capitalism per se and that socialism could

only be an expression of a will for a different social order. Socialism would thus no longer be a

historical necessity, as Kautsky himself had long preached, but rather a possibility to be

realized by political organization and practice. Such an approach, with all its oscillations and

many internal problems (which I have sought to elucidate in this book), represented a picture of

capitalist development and of the international relationship of forces of substantial realism.Even

though he came to hold this perspective, Kautsky continued to believe in the advent of

socialism. Having reached the conclusion that capitalism retained possibilities of development,

he held firmly to another conclusion: that through its development capitalism would increasingly

augment the potential of the workers’ movement, since it was constitutionally incapable of

overcoming its class nature or of preventing the exploitation of labour by capital from creating

the objective basis for socialism, along with the historical need for it. Nevertheless, having

abandoned any faith in an automatic ‘collapse’ of the capitalist system, he considered political

democracy of even greater importance as the supreme means by which the proletariat could

express itself, become conscious of its exploitation, organize its own struggles, and breathe

real life into the possibility of socialism. Thus in Kautsky’s eyes political democracy assumed

the character of a necessary and decisive condition for the growth of socialism. Hence when

fascism made its appearance in Europe, Kautsky insisted that the supreme task of the labour

movement was the reconquest of political democracy as the basis for a resumption of the

struggle for socialism. Since he held that democracy was the indispensable general form of

both the conquest of power and the construction of socialism, he opposed any strategy aimed

at directly replacing fascism with the dictatorship of the proletariat in the form of class or party

rule. It was for this reason that he argued that, given the negative model of Bolshevism, the

European workers’ movement should abandon the notion of the ‘dictatorship of the proletariat’,

replacing it with that of the ‘domination’ of the working-class (the word he used for ‘hegemony’).

He meant by such a ‘domination’ a regime founded on three elements: 1) an established

consensus in favour of socialism; 2) maintenance of political democracy; 3) the use of

parliament for socialist purposes and the construction of a system of organs of rank-and-file

democracy capable of lending the state and the central power a popular foundation.A little

noted aspect of Kautsky’s theoretical activity which is analysed in this book are the positions

he took on Stalinist Russia and on fascism. It is well known that he was an implacable

opponent of Stalin’s Russia, but the precise terms of his opposition are less familiar. Here

again, Kautsky’s standpoint was to acquire a representative significance. He was the originator

of the theory that the Soviet regime had given rise to the rule of a ‘new class’, a theory that had

a long future before it. He reached this judgment on the basis of criteria at which he had

arrived during the period prior to the First World War. Kautsky never ceased to stress that the

nationalization of the means of production was not in itself at all equivalent to socialism and

that it could even become the most powerful instrument for the creation of another form of



class rule different from capitalism. For him socialism was the product of an indissoluble

combination of political democracy and the abolition of private property. Observing the

development of the USSR, Kautsky concluded, well before Bruno Rizzi, James Burnham, or

Milovan Djilas, that it represented a third form of society distinct from capitalism or socialism,

yet which had in common with capitalism a class character expressed by the rule of a minority

over the majority. In his view this type of class rule was even more oppressive than that of

capitalism in its bourgeois-democratic form, under which the proletariat preserved the

possibility of defending its living conditions.As for fascism, here Kautsky developed one of his

most significant theories. He argued that fascism could be but an ‘interlude’ which would be

followed by a return to political democracy, for he was convinced that modern industrial society

required that the relations among social forces be regulated through formal rules of free

bargaining. Since he regarded democracy as the most ‘rational’ and normal form of industrial

society, he considered fascism a ‘deviation’ brought about by exceptional circumstances. At

first he harboured the illusion that a society like Germany could never fall victim to the virus of

fascism. Then, when it did, he was convinced that fascism would expand no further and that it

could in no way represent the destiny of capitalism. Hence his slogan: the struggle against

fascism can only be the struggle for the reconquest of democracy.Such is a rapid and concise

summary of the major themes treated in the present book. I should make clear that my prime

objective has been to present the thought of one of the principal exponents of post-Marxian

socialism, who has been more vilified than read. I have been sustained in this objective by the

conviction that for those who are interested in socialism today, in a historical situation that has

changed much since the epoch in which Kautsky, Lenin, Trotsky or Luxemburg lived, mere

passive repetition of old hates and loves is a futile exercise. In my view we need rather to

reconstruct the history of socialism with greater depth and discrimination, and then to reflect on

it in a spirit of critical independence.If I had to offer an interpretation of Kautskyism, I would say

that it cannot be defined in the manner of his son, Benedikt, who called it an organic

systematization of Marxism,6 nor in the manner of Korsch, for whom Kautsky was simply a

mystifier of Marxism, nor in the manner of Erich Matthias who, in his noted and in many

respects acute work Kautsky und Kautskyismus,7 called it an ‘ideology of integration’. I stand

rather closer to the assessment of Hermann Brill, who is cited by Matthias. Brill noted that

Kautsky, while considering himself the great ‘orthodox’ systematizer of Marxism, ‘very rapidly

went “further”, into uncharted territory’.8 Let me try to explain. Kautsky was certainly in no way

a very original thinker, and ‘Kautskyism’ discovered no new theoretical horizons in the sense

that it furnished no new ‘categories’ of thought. Kautsky’s Marxism was a hybrid combination of

influences deriving from Marx, Darwin, or Liberalism, and of reflections on the major products

of German academic culture, with which he nonetheless polemicized constantly. But it was not

only this. For Kautsky was a sensitive and sometimes very keen observer of new phenomena

of social development, which could not simply be ‘read’ through the eyes of Marx and Engels.

He was caught up in these developments, and sometimes led astray by them. What makes

Kautsky remarkable, despite his monotonous, even tedious style, is that he, the most ‘orthodox’

of the orthodox, was able to grasp the real import of certain problems with an attention and

sometimes an open-mindedness that even led him, where necessary, to question the tenets of

his beloved Karl Marx. This process, regardless of its results, contains a lesson of no mean

importance. Although he was not an original thinker in theoretical terms, there was an

‘originality’ in the representative character of his positions, which was not merely ‘static’, but

anticipated with clear and solid analyses many problems over which polemics are raging today:

the relationship between democracy and socialism, between the state and the workers’



movement, between capitalism and the role of the proletariat as a class.Finally, I would like to

express my dissent from Matthias’s study of Kautsky. The German scholar has interpreted

Kautsky’s role in German Social Democracy before the First World War as that of an advocate

of integration into capitalist society, even while he remained in appearance a theoretician of

‘socialist revolution’. Yet what should be the real object of his analysis is lacking in Matthias’s

essay. For to define Kautskyism simply as an ideology of integration tends to presume that

Kautskyism was ‘responsible’ for this integration – in other words that a different ideology would

have enabled German Social Democracy to avert such integration. What integrated Social

Democracy into German society, however, was not an erroneous ideology; it was the product of

real historical conditions. Between the end of the 19th century and 1914 the SPD experienced

a situation completely unforeseen by the heritage of Marxism, which was nonetheless its

official ideology. Its integration into the Second Reich was fundamentally determined by

objective processes, which met with the active accord of some sectors of the party and the

opposition of others: above all by the peculiar combination of a powerful and conservative state

apparatus, based on an alliance of aristocratic militarism and elite bureaucracy, and an

unprecedented industrial development dominated by a brutal finance capital. In these

conditions, the real ‘motor force’ of integration was actually the trade-union movement. German

Social Democracy was the first great workers’ party that was compelled to deal, squarely and

bluntly, with a capitalist system whose rapid end its theory had led it to expect, which instead

exploded outwards in an imperialism that rallied wide mass support. Kautsky’s reaction to this

unforeseen development was contradictory, oscillating between optimism and anxiety that

‘something had gone wrong’. His ideology was an expression of this situation more than a real

and decisive cause of it. Indeed, if the constraints had not been so powerful in reality, in the

abstract nothing would have prevented Social Democracy from ranging itself behind an

ideology of non-integration, which was after all defended within the party, above all by Rosa

Luxemburg.I dedicate this book to the memory of Ernesto Ragionieri, in the full knowledge that

he would not have shared some of its approaches and conclusions. I also owe a grateful debt

to the memory of Theodor Pinkus, the noted librarian of Zurich, thanks to whom I was able to

obtain precious materials that completed the results of inquiries conducted in the libraries of

Leipzig, Dresden, Zurich, Munich, Amsterdam, and the Giangiacomo Feltrinelli Foundation of

Milan.M. L. S.1 K. Korsch, Die materialistische geschichtsanffassung. Eine

Auseinandersetzung mit Karl Kautsky, Leipzig, 1929.2 Amsterdam, 1960.3 A part of this work,

in very abbreviated form and dealing only with Kautsky’s work up to the aftermath of the First

World War, was published in AA.VV., Storia del marxismo contemporaneo, Milan, 1974, under

the title: La concezione del processo rivoluzionario in Kautsky (1891–1922).4 W. Holzheuer’s

study, Karl Kautskys Werk als Weltanschauung. Beitrag zur Ideologie der Sozialdemokratie vor

dem Ersten Weltkrieg (Munich, 1972), is devoted to Kautsky’s formation and to his

philosophical conception of socialism. The reader may also consult several essays by E.

Ragionieri in Il marxismo e l’Internazionale, Rome, 1972.5 A. Rosenberg, Democracy and

Socialism, A Contribution to the Political History of the Past 150 Years, London, 1939, pp. 296–

297.
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Melvin H. Pritchard, “Intellectual biography of the "Pope" of Social-Democracy. A definitive

intellectual biography of the theoretician of German social-democracy from the Efurt Congress,

(1891) to his death during the rise of the Nazis (1938). Salvadori traces the rise of Kautsky as

a leader of the othodox current in the orthodoxy versus revisionist debate in social-democracy,

his wide influence on other social-democrats (including Lenin), the debate over the nature of

capitalism, the role of the peasantry and the role of social-democrats in government. The war

in Europe is of particular interest, since ironically many of Kautsky's followers in orthodox

current gave critical support to the war effort (by voting for war credits), while some revisionists

(Bernstein) and radicals (Lenin, Liebknecht and Luxemberg) opposed the war from the start.

Salvadori reveals the reasoning behind the paradoxical support Kautsky gave to a pro-war

position; before the war social-democrats pledged themselves again any war. His polemic

against the Bolsheviks is extensively covered in this monograph. Though Salvadori reveals

many details of Kautsky's anti-Bolshevism; many of his ideas of the nature of the Soviet Union

were incorporated into the social-democratic theory in the Cold War. For those unfamiliar with

the source of the theory of "Cold War" social-democracy it is laid very neatly here in this book.

Finally, Kautsky views of fascism were unknown to this reader. Salvadori, examines them also



here in this monograph. Though nothing about Kautsky's analysis of fascism is unexpected,

other social-democrats such as Otto Bauer and the theorists of the Frankfurt School are better

known for their analysis of the nature and rise of fascism.”

Mark Cowling, “An excellent intellectual biography which should be more widely read.. There is

already one review of this book by Melvin Prichard, which says most of what I would want to

say.While the book expresses some of the author's own opinions, these generally appear only

on obvious occasions, for example that Kautsky underestimated the extent to which the Nazis

would be able to remain in power. Kautsky wrote a massive amount in the course of a long life,

and this book represents an excellent way of getting to grips with it. From the fact that there is

only one of the review it looks to me as though it is not very widely read, which is a tremendous

shame. If you have always felt a bit guilty about not knowing more about Kautsky, this is the

book for you. A feature which I found particularly enlightening was discussion of Lenin's

polemic against Kautsky. It becomes clear that the Kautsky Lenin was attacking and the

Kautsky that he previously admired were very much the same theorist. In other words, Lenin

had got a distorted view of Kautsky.One minor criticism: while this is obviously an intellectual

and political biography, and a really good one at that, it says almost absolutely nothing about

Kautsky's personal life.”

The book by T. J. English has a rating of  5 out of 4.6. 4 people have provided feedback.
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