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Abstract

Introduction. After the end of the Civil War in Russia, the Soviet authorities set about dismantling the Menshevik Party.
With the support of the Communist Party, an initiative group was formed in the Don region, consisting of former members
of the Menshevik Party, whose main task was the official dissolution of the regional branch. The purpose of this study is to
examine the system of views and ideas held by former members of the Menshevik Party that motivated them to participate in
the dissolution of the regional branch. Objectives: to examine the activities of the initiative group aimed at dissolving the Don
branch of the Menshevik Party; to clarify the political views of former members of the Menshevik Party in the Don region,
participants in the movement, and the reasons that led them to take part in the dissolution of the Don branch of the party.
Materials and Methods. Documents and materials containing information on the activities of the initiative group
tasked with dismantling the Rostov-Nakhichevan Menshevik organization have been identified, analyzed, and utilized.
Descriptive, comparative-historical, and historical-systemic methods have been applied.

Results. Former members of the Menshevik Party played an active role in the dissolution of the organization’s regional
branch. An initiative group tasked with dissolving the regional branch of the Menshevik Party was formed amid the
Soviet authorities’ crackdown on opposition political forces. Another important goal of the group was to elect delegates
to the All-Russian Congress, which was to officially dissolve the party within the Soviet Union. With the support of
regional party bodies, members of the initiative group managed to recruit former Mensheviks into their ranks and begin
the dissolution of the regional branch. Information from registration cards filled out by members of the movement shows
that, prior to the Bolsheviks’ rise to power, they approved of the activities of the Menshevik party leadership. But after
the Bolsheviks came to power and won the Civil War, members of the movement radically changed their political views.
Discussion and Conclusion. 1t was concluded that the movement’s members supported the leadership of the Menshevik
Party and disapproved of the Bolsheviks’ actions. However, after the Bolsheviks came to power, the movement’s
participants drastically changed their political views. They began to harshly criticize the Menshevik party leadership,
which had gone into exile following the Bolsheviks’ victory in the Civil War, and fully endorsed the political actions of the
Soviet authorities. It is highly likely that former party members concealed their true political views due to the repression
against other socialist parties. At the same time, some of them may have actually changed their political views. Despite
this, the leadership of the South-Eastern Bureau of the RCP(b) did not allow the initiative group to fully accomplish the
goals and tasks set before them.
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AHHOTANHSA

Beeoenue. Ilocne 3apepuienus I paxxganckoit BoitHbI B Poccun coBeTckue BIACTH MPUCTYNHIN K pa3srpoMy MapTUH MEHb-
meBuKoB. 1Ipu mognepkke KOMMYHHUCTHYECKOM mapTun Ha [loHy Oblia co3JaHa MHUIIMATHBHAS TPYINa, COCTOSBINAS
13 OBIBIIMX YJIEHOB MAapTHUHM MEHBIIEBHKOB, ITIABHOW 3a/iadell KOTOPOil Obl1a oduIManbHas TMKBUAALMS OTICICHNS Ha
TeppuTopun peruoHa. Llens paboTbl — pacCMOTPETh CHCTEMY B3DISAOB M HICH OBIBIIMX WICHOB MapTUH MEHBIICBH-
KOB, TIOOY/TMBIINX MX IPHHATH YUacTHE B JMKBHIAINHN PETHOHAIBHOTO OTACJICHHS. 3a/1adl: pacCMOTPETh AEATEIbHOCTh
HMHUIMATUBHOM I'PyMIIbI O TUKBUIALMH JOHCKOTO OTAEICHHUS NapTUU MEHBIIEBUKOB, BEISICHUTD MOJIMTHUECKUE B3IVISbI
6I:IBH_II/IX YJICHOB MMapTU MCHBIIEBUKOB Ha I[OHy — YYaCTHUKOB JIBUXKCHUA, IPUYNHBI, 3aCTABUBIINEC UX IPUHATH Y4aCTUC
B JIMKBHUJAIUX JTOHCKOI'O OTACIICHUA ITapTUH.

Mamepuanst u MemoOsl. BHISBICHDI, TPOaHAIN3UPOBAHBI U UCTIOIb30BaHbI JOKYMEHTHI 1 MAaTEPHAIIBI, COAEPIKAIIIIE CBE-
JICHUS O AEATeNbHOCTH MHUIIMATHBHON TPYNITEI 10 JMKBHIAnUU PocToBo-HaxnueBaHCKOM opraHu3anny MEHbIICBHKOB.
[IpuMeHsIOTCS OnMcaTeNbHbIN, CPABHUTENBHO-UCTOPUIECKUN U HCTOPUKO-CUCTEMHBIN METOBI.

Pesynomamul uccnedoganusa. boiBiiye 4ieHbl NapTUY MEHBIIEBUKOB NPUHSIIN aKTUBHOE Y4acTUE B JIMKBHJALIUY PETU-
OHAJIbHOT'O OTACJICHUA OpTraHU3aluu. I/IHI/ILII/IaTI/IBHaH rpymnma 1mo JUKBUJAIUU PETUHOHAJIBHOTO OTACIICHUA MapTU MCHb-
IIEBUKOB ObLIa CO3/1aHa B YCJIOBUAX HpOBOJlHMOﬁ COBCTCKHMH BJIACTAMHU penpeccm‘/'l IIPOTHUB ONIO3UIIUMOHHBIX ITOJIUTH-
yecKuX cuil. J{pyroii BaKHOU IIeNBI0 TPYIIIBI OBLTO M30paHue AeneraToB 1 Becepoccniickoro chesna, KOTOPBIN TOIKEeH
Ob11 o(MIMANTBbHO JUKBUAMPOBATh HapTuio Ha Tepputopuu Coserckoro Corosza. MMes moanepikky OT perHOHaIbHBIX
TIAPTUHHBIX OPraHOB, WICHHl HHUIIMATUBHOMN T'PYNITEI CyMENH IIPUBIIEYb B CBOM Psi/ibl OBIBIIMX MEHBIICBHKOB M HA4aTh
JIMKBUJIALMIO PErHOHAIBHOTO oTAeneHus. VHpopmanus 13 perucTpandoHHbIX KapTOUYeK, 3allOJHEHHBIX YYaCTHUKaMU
JABWIKCHU, MMOKA3bIBACT, YTO OO IMPpUXOAa K BJIACTU 6OHbLLIeBI/IKOB, OHU 0}106p5UII/I ACATCIbHOCTh PYKOBOJACTBA MapTHUU
MeHbIIeBUKOB. Ho mocne nmpuxoaa K BjIaCTH OOJIBIIIEBUKOB U UX HO6BJILI B Fpa)K}laHCKOﬁ BOITHE YJICHBI JBWKCHUA paau-
KaJIbHO U3MEHIIN CBOY MOJUTHYECKUE B3ITIAIBI.

Oécyscoenue u 3akniouenue. ClelaH BBIBOA, YTO WICHBI IBM)KCHHS MTOJICPKUBAIIN PYKOBOICTBO MAPTHH MEHBIIIEBUKOB
He ono0psuth neficTBrs 6onbieBUKoB. Ho mocie mpuxosa K BIacTH OOJIBIIEBUKOB yYaCTHUKH JABHKEHHS PE3KO U3MEHH-
JIM CBOHU NMONIUTHYECKUE B3I AbI. OHU CTaIM MO/IBEPraTh KECTKOM KPUTUKE PYKOBOACTBO NapTUH MEHBIIEBUKOB, KOTOPOE
HaxOJMJIOCh B YMUTPALIMH TTOCIIE TI00e/1bl OONBIIEBUKOB B [ pask1aHCKOW BOMHE U IMOJHOCTBIO OJOOPSUIN TOJIUTUYECKUE
JecTBus coBeTcKUX BiacTei. C OONMbIIOi Honeii BeposTHOCTH OBIBIIHE WICHBI ITAPTUH CKPBIBAIM CBOM UCTHHHBIE TO-
JUTUYECKUE B3IVIAABI M3-32 PENIPECCHI B OTHOLICHUH APYTUX COLMAIUCTHIECKUX mapTuil. IIpu 3TOM y HEKOTOPBIX MX
HUX MOIJIM W3MEHUTHCS MOJIUTHYECKHE B3IAAsl. HecMoTpst Ha 370, pykoBoacTBo HOro-Bocrounoro Bropo PKII(6) ne
MO3BOJIMJIO MHULIMATUBHON IPYIIE MOJHOCTHIO BBIIOTHUTE CTOSIIIUE MEPEA HUMH LENU U 3a]1a4l.

KiroueBble ciioBa: WHUOHUATUBHAA Ipymma, KOMMYHUCTUYCCKAA NapTHA, MCHBILICBUKH, OpraHrU3alysd, IMOJTUTHYCCKUE B3ITIAIbI

Jas nurupoBanus. AranoB A.A., Enguro O.A. ®unocodckoe OCMBICICHHE KpPH3UCAa PYCCKOTO MapKCH3Ma Ha
MpUMepe JOHCKOM OpraHM3allid MEHBIICBUKOB. Hayuwnwvli anomanax cmpan Ilpuueprnomopes. 2026;12(1):56-61.
https://doi.org/10.23947/2414-1143-2026-12-1-56-61

Introduction. After the end of the Russian Civil War, the Soviet authorities set about dismantling the Menshevik
Party. By 1923, as a result of political repression and the emigration of its leadership, the Menshevik Party no longer
existed as a unified political organization. To finally crush the movement, the Soviet authorities began preparing to
hold an All-Russian Congress of the Menshevik Party, which was intended to officially dissolve the organization within
the USSR. To this end, with the support of the Communist Party, initiative groups consisting of representatives of the
Menshevik Party were established in various parts of the country. Their goal was to hold local congresses of regional
branches, the purpose of which was to dissolve the branches and elect representatives to the All-Russian Congress of the
Menshevik Party. One such initiative group was established in Rostov-on-Don and Nakhichevan-on-Don in 1923. The
objective of this study is to examine the system of views and ideas held by the Don Mensheviks that motivated them to
participate in the dissolution of the regional branch. Objectives: to examine the activities of the initiative group aimed at
dissolving the Don branch of the Menshevik Party; to clarify the political views of the Don Mensheviks who participated
in the movement; and to identify the reasons that led them to take part in the dissolution of the Don branch of the party.
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Materials and Methods. This study utilizes documents containing information on the activities of the initiative
group tasked with dismantling the Don Menchevik organization, which were discovered at the Center for Documentation
of Modern History in the Rostov Region. These sources are being introduced into scholarly discourse for the first time.
Historiographical studies analyzing the activities of the Don Mensheviks from 1903 to 1917 have been consulted [1].
M.A. Vaskov’s work [2] is devoted to the activities of the Don Menshevik organization from its founding in 1903 until the
outbreak of World War I. T.V. Shchukina’s study [3] is devoted to Menshevik organizations that existed in the Don Army
District from 1914 to December 1917. Together with the Don historian S.G. Voskoboynikov, she analyzed the tactics
of the Don Mensheviks during World War I in another study [4]. Historian E.A. Ryazantseva [5] studied the activities
of the Saratov Menshevik organization in 1922-1924. This study allowed for a comparison of the situation of regional
party branches that found themselves in similar conditions. In her work [6], L.A. Boeva noted that the Communist Party
actively enlisted the GPU-OGPU in its struggle against the Mensheviks. This made it possible to completely eliminate
the Menshevik party [6, p. 63] by the late 1920s. In his work [7], G.G. Kasarov examined the activities of the Menshevik
Party in the second half of 1918. The author concluded [7, p. 45] that the position of the Menshevik Party had strengthened
in the second half of 1918.

This study employs descriptive, comparative-historical, and historical-systemic methods, as well as the principles of
historicism and objectivity. The application of the comparative-historical method made it possible to compare the views
of the Don Mencheviiks before the Bolsheviks came to power and after their victory in the Civil War. The historical-
systemic method made it possible to identify the individual elements of the subject of this study.

Results. Thanks to the efforts of an initiative group (S.M. Kasyanevsky, P.V. Okhlonin, S.V. Suslov), former members
of the Menshevik Party, a meeting was held in Rostov-on-Don on November 16, 1923 [8, p. 100], attended by 11
former Mensheviks. The overwhelming majority of the Mensheviks present (9 people) had joined the party even before
the February Revolution; the rest became members after it. The meeting was chaired by the Don Menshevik [8, p. 1]
S.M. Kasyanevsky. He and another Menshevik, S.V. Suslov, addressed the assembly with reports. In their reports, the
representatives of the initiative group drew attention to the fact that by the time of the meeting, many Mensheviks were
beginning to leave the party en masse and join the ranks of the Russian Communist Party.

The speakers noted that the remaining party members were not participating in its activities. In light of the current
situation, members of the initiative group proposed to the assembled former party members that they give the “movement
an organizational form” [8, p. 1]. Those gathered expressed their views on the current situation. Thus, the Menshevik
P.V. Okhlonin noted that at present the main task was “the liquidation of the Don organization” [8, p. 1]. He stated that
every Menshevik must independently decide on the possibility of joining the ranks of the ruling Russian Communist Party.
Another party member named Golishchev drew the attendees’ attention to the fact that, despite its “valuable achievements”
in the past [8, p. 1], the Menshevik Party had formed an alliance with the bourgeoisie after the February Revolution.

In this regard, he supported the idea of officially dissolving the Don branch of the Mensheviks. Suslov, the secretary of
the meeting, noted that he did not rule out the possibility that the Don Mensheviks might collectively join the Communist
Party. It is worth noting that the assembled former Mensheviks shared the Communist Party’s view of the party’s
“treacherous” role during the revolution and the Civil War, which consisted in their betrayal of the working class and their
agreement with bourgeois forces. Of course, they may have made such statements because they sought to avoid political
repression by the Soviet authorities’ punitive organs, but at the same time, it cannot be ruled out that they had become
disillusioned with the party itself.

The outcome of the meeting was that the assembled former Don Mensheviks supported the initiative group’s proposal
to dissolve the Don branch of the party. To that end, they decided to convene a city conference in Rostov-on-Don, at which
the former Mensheviks were to adopt an official declaration calling for the immediate dissolution of the Don branch. The
drafting of this declaration was entrusted to an organizational Bureau elected at the meeting, consisting of five people.

Two days later, on November 18, 1923, at the second meeting, the members of the Bureau read the text [9, p. 1] of
the draft declaration. Its text was fully approved by the assembled participants. The text of the declaration was published
[9, p. 1] by the members of the initiative group in the November 20, 1923, issue of the Don newspaper Trudovoy Don.

After the text of the declaration was published in the newspaper, the initiative group for the dissolution of the Don
branch of the party began receiving letters [10, pp. 18—43] from former party members, in which they stated that they
“endorsed the initiative group’s declaration” [10, p. 18] and were prepared to sign it. At the meeting [8, p. 6] held on
December 9, 1923, the meeting’s secretary, Suslov, summarized the Bureau’s preliminary findings. Suslov noted that
the Bureau had received feedback from former members of the Menshevik Party in the Don region, who supported the
idea of officially dissolving the regional branch and had submitted statements of their endorsement of the declaration.
He also stated that the Don Mensheviks “viewed negatively” [8, p. 6] toward the speeches made abroad by the leaders
of the Menshevik Party, and that their letters had been published in the newspaper “Trudovoy Don” by the time of the
meeting. Those gathered deemed the Bureau’s work “satisfactory” [8, p. 6] and instructed it to publish articles in regional
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newspapers outlining the goals and objectives of the initiative group aimed at dissolving the Don branch of the Menshevik
Party. In addition, to attract supporters, the Bureau was to hold meetings at enterprises in Rostov and Nakhichevan where
former members of the Menshevik Party worked.

Some former members of the Menshevik Party supported the initiative of the liquidation bureau, which was tasked with
officially dissolving the movement in the Don region. As part of this process, they filled out registration cards issued by
the bureau, in which they answered a series of questions. In them, the former party members, in addition to providing their
personal details and the date of their joining the Mensheviks, described what “seemed most correct in the Mensheviks’
program and tactics in 1917 [9, p. 2] (referring to the events between the February and October Revolutions). The other
two questions concerned when the former party members experienced a “change of views” [9, p. 2], that is, when they
began to doubt the party’s course and in connection with “which issues most shook their Menshevik views” [9, p. 2]. In fact,
the discussion centered on various political actions of the party. Other questions concerned the choice of the country’s
path of development (through the establishment of democracy or the dictatorship of the proletariat), attitudes toward
Soviet Russia’s withdrawal from World War I, the Civil War, the Bolsheviks’ policy of “war communism” from 1918 to
1921, the national question, and the intelligentsia. The last two questions concerned the former Mensheviks’ views on
the introduction of the New Economic Policy in Soviet Russia and their attitude “toward the military discipline of the
Communist Party” [9, p. 2]. Of course, it must be noted that the responses of the former Mensheviks cannot be fully
trusted, as they may have refrained from expressing their true views on a particular issue out of fear of political repression
by the punitive organs of the Soviet authorities.

Former members of the Menshevik Party gave similar answers to most questions. In the Mensheviks’ program and
tactics of 1917, party members were drawn to “cooperation with bourgeois parties” [9, p. 2], “universal suffrage and a
parliamentary republic” [9, p. 7], “the parliamentary method of struggle” [9, p. 8], support for the idea of convening a
Constituent Assembly and “opposition to civil war” [9, p. 13], the nationalization of industry, and the introduction of
democratic freedoms [9, p. 17]. Such answers indicate that the former Don Mensheviks fully supported the party’s course,
which required the implementation of a minimum program, that is, to overthrow the monarchy, establish a democratic
republic, carry out political and socio-economic reforms through the convening of a representative body such as the
Constituent Assembly, and form a coalition government that could include representatives of right-wing parties. On
these issues, the Mensheviks sharply differed from the Bolsheviks, who were advocates of implementing the maximum
program. It called for the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the rejection of capitalism; that is, before
the Bolsheviks came to power, the Don Mensheviks did not advocate for radical reforms in various spheres of Russian
society, as evidenced by the registration cards they filled out.

Former party members gave varying accounts of when they first began to question the political course of the Menshevik
Party. For some, this shift in views began after the Bolsheviks came to power [9, p. 16] and the attempts to establish Soviet
power in the Don region in early 1918; for others, it occurred during General A.l. Denikin’s rule in southern Russia
(1918-1919), and the reason was the policy of “compromise” toward the “bourgeoisie,” as well as “slander and criticism”
[9, p. 17] directed at the Bolsheviks. Another reason cited for the vacillation was the “counterrevolutionary work of the
Mensheviks” [9, p. 10] in Finland, Hungary, and Germany — where attempts to establish Soviet power ended in complete
failure—as well as in Georgia [9, p. 8], where Soviet power was established in 1921. For some Mensheviks, the rejection
of party ideology occurred in 1920, that is, after the Bolsheviks’ de facto victory in the Civil War. The Menshevik
P.V. Okhlonin noted [9, p. 13] that the shift in his views began in late 1920, when he saw signs of the introduction of
the NEP, yet at the same time he approved of the policy of “war communism,” which reveals clear contradictions in his
ideological views.

Most of the questionnaires filled out by former Don Mencheviiks indicate that they were not in favor of establishing
a democratic system in the country. They believed that “social reforms” [9, p. 24] could only be carried out through
the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Only one Menchevik [9, p. 23] opposed its establishment.
Unfortunately, he did not explain in the questionnaire the reasons for his opposition to its establishment. In fact, most
Mensheviks became supporters of Bolshevik ideology, under which no compromises with other political forces were
possible, despite the fact that the party leadership had previously opposed the establishment of a dictatorship.

Former members of the Menshevik Party were opposed to World War 1. An analysis of the documents suggests
that they supported the Soviet government’s signing of the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk on March 3, 1918, which led to
Soviet Russia’s withdrawal from World War I despite enormous territorial concessions. They also believed that, under
the conditions that arose after the Bolsheviks came to power, a Civil War was inevitable [9, p. 30] in the country. They
believed that only by destroying its opponents in the Civil War could the proletariat build a “better life” [9, p. 27]. In fact,
they supported the view of V.I. Lenin, who believed that if the working class came to power, a Civil War would inevitably
break out in the country due to the actions of the former “exploitative classes.”
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When asked about their attitude toward the Bolsheviks’ policy of “war communism,” the overwhelming majority of
Mensheviks approved of its implementation. They believed that the Bolsheviks’ pursuit of this policy during the Civil
War was necessary and inevitable for the defeat of their political opponents. Only the former Menshevik L.A. Grachev
stated in his questionnaire that he considered the implementation of the “war communism” policy to be “an incorrect
step and tactic” [9, p. 17]. In fact, the former Mensheviks supported the Bolsheviks’ actions during the Civil War, in
which the Soviet authorities nationalized enterprises and seized necessary resources from the countryside through food
requisitioning, because this system had proven effective and allowed them to defeat their political opponents.

As advocates of proletarian internationalism, former party members noted on their registration cards that they supported
all actions taken by the Communist Party in resolving the national question. Like the Bolsheviks, the Mensheviks believed
that after the overthrow of the monarchy in Russia, it was necessary to remove all national restrictions that had existed in
late imperial Russia. They believed that resolving this issue would strengthen the position of the working class and help
overthrow the capitalist system in Western countries.

Former Mensheviks viewed the actions of the Russian intelligentsia during the revolutionary events of 1917 and
the Civil War with disapproval. Some Mensheviks acknowledged the important role of the intelligentsia in “Russia’s
liberation movement” [9, p. 9], but noted that after the February Revolution, it had renounced radical action and failed to
take the lead in the workers’ movement, as it did not believe in the establishment of a dictatorship of the proletariat in the
country. In fact, in their documents, the Mensheviks declared the “treacherous” role of the Russian intelligentsia, which,
in their view, had betrayed revolutionary ideals and was unwilling to transfer power to the workers. The Bolsheviks held
a similar position.

The former Mensheviks also viewed the introduction of the New Economic Policy favorably, though they regarded it
as a “temporary phenomenon” [9, p. 30]. They believed that implementing this policy would restore state-owned industry
and pull the country out of the severe crisis that had arisen following the end of the Civil War. At the same time, they
viewed the NEP as a transitional stage from capitalism to socialism and did not share the concerns of some Bolshevik
party leaders. In fact, they supported the viewpoint of V.I. Lenin, leader of the Russian Communist Party (Bolsheviks)
and head of the Soviet government, who had initiated the introduction of this policy. The information in the registration
cards allows us to conclude that the former Mensheviks supported the strict discipline established within the Bolshevik
Party, under which Communists who disagreed with a particular decision were required to submit to the decisions of
the majority. At the same time, strong “military discipline” [9, p. 42] within the Bolshevik Party, according to one of the
Mensheviks, was necessary for victory over “capitalist governments” [9, p. 42]. Of course, the Mensheviks with extensive
pre-revolutionary experience remembered the Second Congress of the Russian Social Democratic Labor Party in 1903, at
which the party split into two factions: the Bolsheviks and the Mensheviks. One of the reasons for the split was the issue
of strict centralism, which the Mensheviks opposed. It is quite possible that, in time, the former Don Mensheviks came to
recognize that the iron discipline established by the Bolsheviks had led to their victory, the seizure of political power, and
the defeat of their opponents in the Civil War.

The Don Mencheviiks managed to accomplish a great deal as part of their efforts to suppress the movement in the
region. Their representatives took part in the work [10, p. 129] the Donetsk Provincial Conference of Former Social
Democrats, which took place on January 12, 1924, in Bakhmut, and from February 1 to 3, 1924, they participated in the
sessions of the All-Ukrainian Congress of Former Members of the RSDLP (Mensheviks). At that congress, its members
allocated two seats [10, p. 138] to the Southeast for the future All-Russian Liquidation Congress. After the congress, the
leaders of the initiative group appealed [10, p. 10] to the South-Eastern Bureau of the RCP(b) for permission to hold
a regional conference of former Social Democrats to elect representatives to the All-Russian Congress, which was to
officially liquidate the party. But upon facing a refusal from the South-Eastern Bureau of the RCP(b), the Mensheviks
began to realize that their work was coming to an end. On May 18, 1924, they held a liquidation meeting [9, p. 48], at
which they condemned the actions of the party leadership, which was abroad, for having split the party. In connection
with the party leadership’s “treacherous” policy toward the working class, the meeting stripped it of the right to speak on
behalf of the regional branch. Former party members were advised to join the Communist Party. At the same time, the
Communist Party leadership refused to convene an All-Russian Congress to dissolve the Menshevik Party. Consequently,
in the fall of 1924, on the instructions of the Central Committee of the RCP(b), all initiative groups working to dissolve
the movement in the regions were disbanded.

Discussion and Conclusion. Thus, the initiative group established in Rostov-on-Don to dissolve the Don Menchevik
organization succeeded in getting its work organized and in recruiting former Mencheviks who fully endorsed the actions
of the Dissolution Bureau. The registration cards filled out by former Mensheviks, despite the similarity of their answers,
reveal a shift in their ideological views between 1917 and 1923. An analysis of these cards leads to the conclusion that,
prior to the Bolsheviks’ rise to power in October 1917, the Mensheviks fully supported the party leadership’s course,
which consisted of implementing the minimum program (establishing a democratic republic and carrying out a series of
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social reforms). In this, they differed from the Bolsheviks, who advocated the implementation of the maximum program,
that is, the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat and the rejection of compromises with other political forces.

However, following the Bolsheviks’ rise to power and their victory in the Civil War, the ideological views of the
members of the Menshevik Party began to shift. An analysis of documents shows that, as political repression against the
party by the Soviet authorities began, former Mensheviks started to criticize the actions of the party leadership. Of course,
former Mensheviks may have provided false information on their registration cards to avoid political repression, or their
ideological views may have genuinely shifted over time. Former Mensheviks almost entirely supported the political
reforms carried out by the Communist Party between 1918 and 1921, which sharply contradicted the ideological views
they had previously held. Despite this, the leadership of the South-Eastern Bureau of the RCP(b) prohibited former
Mensheviks from holding a regional conference of former Social Democrats to elect delegates to the All-Russian
Congress, which was intended to officially dissolve the Menshevik Party throughout the country, and the initiative group
itself was unable to fully achieve its objectives.
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