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Through the XXth century, the USSR was displayed as an example of the real socialism, receiving the praise of the communist sectors that campaigned around the world showing the achievements of the model in the scientific, economic and cultural fields. But also, even those who attacked the model agreed with communists in qualifying such a system as a finished version of “Marx’s ideas”.
It is very clear that the Russian experiment established an attempt that challenged Marx and Engels’ predictions, who have claimed that Socialism could only come up as the result of the contradictions of a capitalist production system that would have accomplished its aims. 
Lenin himself used to mock, in 1905, those who intended to carry out a socialist revolution in Russia. In his book “Two Tactics of Social Democracy in the Democratic Revolution” he stated:
“Marxists are absolutely convinced of the bourgeois character of the Russian Revolution. What does this mean? It means that the democratic changes in the political regime and the social and economic changes which have become necessary for Russia do not in themselves imply the undermining of capitalism, the undermining of bourgeois domination; on the contrary, they will for the first time, properly clear the ground for a wide and rapid (…)development of capitalism, they will for the first time, make it possible for the bourgeoisie to rule as class (…) The degree of Russia´s economic development (an objective condition), and the degree of class-consciousness and organization of the broad masses (a subjective condition inseparably bound up with the objective condition), make immediate and complete emancipation of the working class impossible. Only the most ignorant people can close their eyes to the bourgeois nature of the revolution which is now taking place…”
Also Antonio Gramsci, the ‘father’ of the Italian communism, wrote short after the Russian revolution in his article The revolution against ‘The Capital’, that the revolution that Bolsheviks intended was not only carried out against the capital (as an economic system), but also against The Capital, Marx’s work, because the goals they were after in those conditions implied contradicting the principles of dialectic materialism.
Nowadays everyone knows that what the Marxist’ orthodoxy predicted occurred in the end, and that the extreme revolutionary measures adopted at the beginnings of the Russian experience had to be slowly abandoned. The collapse of the soviet model was, for many, the proof of the end of Marxism. 
But, is it true that the Marxist theory is no longer relevant?
Most of the intellectuals that have declared themselves on ‘the left’, believe so. We need to be honest and admit that the problem lies not only in the corruption of that extreme revolutionary left, that presented as socialism any mean of accumulation done through a Totalitarian State. It is necessary to assume that Social democracy has lost its bearings in many opportunities, and that for different reasons has accepted to celebrate agreements with sectors on the right, endured national politics of imperial type within their countries, lean on wars of conquest –as the Labour English government did in Irak-, or adopted neoliberal adjustment methodologies imposed by the IMF and the European Central Bank in face of the current capitalist crisis – e.g. Greece, Spain and Portugal-. 
It is essential to go back to an orthodox socialist thinking, progressive, sound and democratic. We have to go back to the sources; to contrast theory with practice.
We believe that, in order to achieve this, is of ultimate importance to recover the vision that the important representatives of the Social democracy, as Rosa Luxemburgo and Karl Kautsky, had. Not because we tried to do studies of just historic character, but because we are convinced that it was their profound knowledge of the historic materialistic method what enabled them to understand the reality they lived in, and be one step ahead of the difficulties and challenges that such reality put in front of them. 
In this paper, we will contrast and compare their ideas as regards the possibility of a socialist revolution in Russia, its limits and challenges, as well as the consequences it may entail.

