ALTERHATIVE , 8
o 1905 SEVOIUTION AND 1907 commrs

'J.‘he world of 'Iosa, Luxem'bm. evun as the world in gcnera.l, chanaed COl= .'
p‘letaly wi.ﬁh t!-.a 1905 mlssiun Rwolu‘.'.icn. Sonetlung was tef:l.nitely 1n the a.ir
;_.thmughout tha wo..ld, a,lthough M&W the conne*i.iveneas of the events,

A
-rmch lass t.he c.oncept of 1905 as p:roloqug 'bo 191‘?,usre present to none// S Lt

N AT

ica /:f(ﬂze ccnccrete pﬂ‘. every slnsle theory bo 'hh.f./ :

'
Ty

K

The hecti.c a.ctivity of pa.rticipe.tion in a vevolution, tha overni.gtrb ma.aa ~'

a.ctions of the pea,sa.ntry as 1well e8 the prol, released so

) well as thoughts in the masses, in revolutionary leaders. in organiza.tion, a.no.

_ ‘even . peu-sonal rela.tions, in a wa.y that nothing séemad in any way reJa.ted to
' wlut talking or tl_'leom or action was 'be.fore.

.In the case of Rosa, where, on organization, she not only gladly accgi:t
Jogishe‘s leadexéhip, tut showed very little interest .in the question, there sh;a ’
wa.s, not just a.longsida ut towéring mactically as well as theoretiéally. .F‘Or
exa:nple, a simple matter uﬁ{ like writing a new twoadside meant being also xe~ .

fi

aponsible for its publica.tion. meant rushing to find a printer, not just by a dis-
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_Qn ox, p' nnt, bt wil:h s'lm in hand to see tha.t it a.ctua.lly was done. .

: _ It maant an. entirely new stage also ia rela.tions with W
the Bolahavﬂ:a as & y whols ' in in: particular, Three datelines apd places ««

C'.’{ =il te..l 't.he]a:l th u.nd(ﬂ

) For"the first 'bima, thev noum be a truly interna. Lional mited Gcn;t'ess
sl : Latvians -
whare - Hsnshavﬁm a.nd Bolehevﬂcs. Russiana a.nd Polps/a.nd Latts ‘a8 well as’ the

W by direct oonfmnta.t:l.ona

s i
el h

. ‘ Tha fa.nt&atic and no-b-so-fants.stio point of this was tha:r. da.ys on end .
would be spent Just on the’ agenda. However. far from that 'being a conﬂequence
'fof "cha.os“, as.both a 'rrotsky and a Balatenova were to write; as a Deutscherﬂgaé'
were to repeat, though mors than a half can{.’ury a.fterwa:mls
';,when both hindsight and documents were availa\ﬁf to mrove the contrary the truth’
~waa +ha.t it was a question whethar you ware giing to confront raality theoretica.lly
draswing conelusions from what has bean for oo
as well as pra.cticam ,m/perspectives.m , ‘The reason -I;here ‘is such _
rega.rd of history, is that, it wasn't only thy Manshaviks who ‘had moved q.way

from Pevolbiion , Mﬁ-nogénhﬁﬁaw—-&iswaﬁy—mw

who were ‘suwoposedly so interested in things to be dor.e thet they didn't want to
waste 'timel on abstract theory. B 1 4230




"' none’ fo...lowed him 1n his com.ept of permaner® re\rolution, participsted in

) i-ckmdes of amendments and dela.ye on PEB? what £he agenda vas to be. -

: '_.nnne ca:n esca.pe hir:.tory, a.mi -bhare ia no ua.y to d.is*v.ss tha ‘concrete wi.thé&t

remling the mrler.tying theory when fi.na..n_'ly it got t-o the ons

theo“etica.l’
pml .

l ‘ ‘,ques..ion a.gread up.m for diecu.ssion, that 1s to say, rela.tmasnip of the party .
to bmmgeois w:r:tios. all the d..ffarenh theori.ea. efvaluz.tions, perspectives

"__«aid come- otrb. Lurentrerg. shined & hex moat wrilliant, and not Just as an in-
dividral thaoreticia.n. but as 8 confrontation with ¥arxism, with hzstory, and ,FfL

Thus '.whether :1'1'. m just in the apaach uhere she spoke a.s a. dalega:!;e

bt 'bhen vo‘r.ed. with the Bol‘_

Polish‘_party_presanted a.n indepei.ﬂent molul:ion,
or in the W concluding remks, whera

eheviks' a.gamst the Henshev.‘iks;
she'ha.d' 1:.0 contand wi‘l:h Plexha.nov as 'bhe"fa.ther“of Russim, ""r:xism, ‘a8 uell a8
i"‘ l

sha nevartheleas d:ose. instea.d to gtresg, th
C latte

. impossibility of snccessi‘ul rech ution without 'bai.ng e unified pe.rty, the :.'ed

Has tne Eetica of ‘vevolution and the pr:e- Wq

'though very close to’ Bolshevﬂcs.

‘ threa.d that Tuns th:ough all of 1%

' para.tion for xgg world revolution, in naither of which could theory and pcractice
{totality} '¢

{/,,yuill and goa.l, personality as revclutiona.ry, ra.ther than as aupposedly narrow

factionaliswm,

' Vg
Thug, in the first spe ech of g-ree‘bmss, th the most magnificent
* - analysis of the RR, as being so nassive, so new, 80 great as to tar over any

idea of a.dva.nced Germany and even showi.ng what i't. meant to have 50 years of

had to participate who had to perticipats in a
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exporience as againat Marx who




sufld.en 1owerins‘ of Gema.ny, which ha.d been recogn:.zc-l ny a.ll, i.nclud:lns herae:.f. o
an the grentast Ha.mdst pa.rby with the mcrsf. a.dvanced proleta.ria.t a.nd most 11.1{91?

‘ nntil the. dny o‘f dea.th, a.nd .’mdaad upon uhicb cha
',buso. 10 ysrs ht-ecr:, her om Gemmsny revol.ttion.' 4% the sane tima, this "speaking
o -Rusnixn" maant a.lso the grownd’ not just of her theoxy of Genarel Strike, 'hrut '
s _har mmmm trenl ‘with Karl Kairtsky ' md ‘the whole leadership yoars
'"befare, Lanin or a.nyone else s to ses the depth of the (torm SD's opportzmism,
a.nd.
meacpaéte&".:by harselz sinoe she was- ‘to relate hex greamest theor;txml
ti.on of: capi%the questions ths.t cnnfronted her in tha L

of. Ma.rxmn economics ln the maahool, (we -dll develop 'bhia J.a.tar)

Jog:.ahes on. the other, tha.a nothing indeed, wa.s 1e:E't etandiug rrom '
qubstanding

Raform or Rm'oltrtion uhich did remain the red -l:hread -hh:rough her
'111‘9. Gontra.ﬁ.‘l.ctory as that sounds, both the continuity a.nu the d.‘lscont.‘.nulr.y
ea.me “to _so grea:b a point of tension that reorganiza.t:.on was inesee.;a‘ble.

LS

) /‘ The one mforinmate, and in a certain gense , inexplicable |

’ was in this fact. Here everyone wags relating the RR to. 'bha
]r.ﬁlution;f of ¥arx's day. Aand 'hha 1848 Rev. of Marx's da.:y was discuessed
both within the combext of what preceded it, the Qf, what actually followed,

and the new tha:b they weze confronting, the’ necessi-t.y ‘for Marxists to spall

out Marxism Sor their own day. And yet none -- and that includes T::otslfr |
: . 4232




ho ha.d devalopad. a theory of pamanent revolution in Hriting, if not at- the
Gongx:esu i'bseli‘ * --ronsidered Marx's ouﬁ "concluding reraa.}:r:s" to the 1848 ]%:
Rev'n in the 1850 Address to the Com. Loague, whare he. proola.med 'hhat the. ‘
ravolution musﬁ not stop at the bourgeois atae'e but continue in permanéae
'bo socialism :ﬁzself' ‘

-

Tt ia ﬂds which will nake us a.t 'hh.is point tu:m away ﬁ'.'om ‘this most

' si@iﬂmt Gonm:ess :@L..w held in cmier to NNE# m-:obta wha:b it is e mea.n & "

. i

e Paculiurly anovgh, the place where M‘hsky chooses to solidavize hinself wi'bh
“Luxenbirg, and +to instst, in fact, that they mee aye to. eye, has RN 1ittle to
~do with a.nybhing Yelating to pemananf:mlution. Tt is twwe that when he retold
L the st ‘gome ideeadas dn My Idfe - he interpreded that phrase about -
.seeing taye to's "¥¥pe & question of the Perm,. Rev, .And juiping off
- from this retelling,\Deutucher,|by referring to the 5th Congvess,; makes it appear
. that it tnxly was & discussion of perm. rev. and of solidarity on the
‘quest, But in fact, While she was analyzing the course of the RR from Jan
1505 to Oct, Hove and Dec., not only was it a quest. of developing her view on
the, General Strike and the class dynamics of that, tut what hed suddenly gobten
t the applause of the Mensheviks, then the applause of the Bolsheviks,
en her oun indepandent separation from both, was the fact that the critleism
and ¥ENISONIPN bending in both dirsciions was due to the orga.nizationa..’l
ouestion, which made her stress that ZPSEONCMEEINNIS EDEREN it
the nreconditinn for any successful rev'n was 'bhe unit x of the pe.rt.v. It was
tihat which made her speak against the narrowness of the Mensheviks, the rigidity J
of the Bolsheviks, and the"trus German" wnity, SRUR¥ wnity, unity, And since -
Troteky thought he, too, ma above both factions in the Russian party, that was §‘
the point at that moment'that trought ahout the experssion of “eye to eye". .
What led to all the misgohstructions of what happened at the Confress was the #act

his own theory and since the folaning yoar he had
”‘ﬂ‘ e"’ﬂ"’ne TR g Biatan situstion fron the viewnoi.'lt of a theereticia.n

et 2y '
o G ,,/(9..- d‘g/ v bt,,j{wﬂu@ﬂt )mgﬂ




Vexceptioa a.nd a.ga.in, a.head of what a.n:,' other rovel ut.iona.rv was thinking
and’ daing, Léain mclﬁdea, vas the anti-imperialist struggle. Who in.
the Interna:cional raised the crlticism of SPs on the question or China.

as ea.rly as 1900? Who ralsed 1n 1@ on x-iorocco? l.nd who in the ,

ﬁght. against milifari.sm raised. it not. only as & principle wi+hin, but

a.lso as would be used against the colonies? So much credit ia given 7 {,

\'haut the naw stage of capita.lism ha.ving first bean ra.ised by a bour- ) /
no" s;Ho‘baon, as 3. s-l;udv.Aa.nd ‘ny the i‘irat Ha.mist. Hilferdin.g. con-:- ‘f _P

it was nbt a firat. ‘ Ha.sn t st? "manr’x-:

at&ntin\Zetkim

perla.lism. I am following up the(economic aspecta of this concept...i..

pher, for the dlalectics to work 1tself'out, 3t has to go 'beyond. contra.-"
alction--and 1t goes ‘beyond,fwhether we think it stops when we start our -
a.nalysis. (‘I‘he- greater rart of .Hegel against Kant, '.meq he says that he _

stopped dead.AND the preclse place where Lenin yoesbmsbroke through f'.'ily

on the Hegellan dlalectic was the sylogism which breaks down the opposition ”
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6Bjé§tj:'&a aud subject11re,s.nd which therefore _#\e_ené':ndt only -

thas ﬁeqn"dllcili;SQ'iQ.'ﬁlso' ah.egfect, a.nd. an ‘e‘ffc’act' becomes gl.:'

and p?qgeeﬂéd tomake all those aphcrisis about ﬁone-uhdérétﬁhdiﬁg“

GAPESAT who Have not grappled with the 0GIC,).




It 15 true tha-'b Hhen sha wrote ‘ACC ou she rela*ed it. to her cla,sses
the m’a tha.t ttat she conldn't a.nsﬁar certain économ:‘r.c questions
; _I ghe 'hhen m ueuidad it was Vol. 11 thx had acmethi.ng
niseins. ; But. fthe very su‘bbitle of the Mce of Cap book, "y Gontri‘nuti.on
e Economic (n.am.fi.mtion of Tmverislisn” "113 a differe:nt etory ‘and

\__‘N
that betwean the writing‘ of the work in. 1912 and the mting of
A crs.t;_g"ub;_s_é_«;r an outioreak of actual imperialist yax and betra@ym
yped 'bhs lnns-la.stinh deba.tea thern )a.nd s.’mcs point precisel,'

aspect __(Sf her wovk — the a.na.lysis of imperia.lism - do

"eloped 'by 'Mam 'i.n' Vol. II.: No, the real poi.nt‘

_‘a.nd wi:hh i'b the preoccupation and disgus-b with the
'l:.he o:.-ga.nization, a.nd tha-’o a.i‘terr the dafea.t..

£ 'rsviuionism, was indeed herm grsa.test contrlbution, eore‘bically a.nd.

| xganmtioﬁmy, ,m:.ch me.de her tower above all otherf : Leadors, Tenin 'lncl
‘8a’ f;ha.t'ahe didn't ha.ve ‘o walt for the actua.l betra.ya.l to break Hiﬁh Kaubs‘

but' 1n i‘a,ct ha.d begtm itt o four years before there was a. war’ it at‘tor‘{;
had m:itten what wes stiW]fd by Lenin as & grext reolu'biona.ry work, %9’
L,.‘Road £ POMEL, with its fm:-;ii" "theory of attrition .

. \ ishina
TRy \Ag early as 1899 , as she was Reform Or Revolu!.&on

Refoxm or oV so—=
whi.ch was a great enough contribution, she was writing agitatediy %o Jog*.ches
acking that the question be answered"imedmtely - apd I'do mean smmodiabely.”
.It turmed out ltha:h Hha.t- she was demanding an immediate answer to \iaé one of tt;s
-problems of the o.mtradi.ctions of ca.lai.ta.lism that lead 'l'.o its colla.pse: " at
first this occurred to me as & ‘theme for a baa,utim.l. ;ewi a.rticla enti‘hied

14236 . ) /(u’.

o A ’ ,f




Righ‘ 'bega.n at‘t‘.acking.- har a.tt...tude. In 'a wa.y, the_h&eaumy

and is ..cct.seé. o"’ no‘bh.’mg ahorb of trea.son, a.nd. 'I'.he loca.l pa.par at Frei.burg
on'l{a.rch 3, 1914 dmoaes to quote her smeehﬁ as the origina.l s'bano- ‘ e
K gz'a.phi.c report underlines the whole la.st parts “This proucl Germa.n milita.rism -
'l.:' \ﬂhich a.ccord.ing to Bisma.rck was afraid of God but nothing else, 'bhi.. :nili'barism -
:‘:‘-.Hhic.h ig supposad 'ho :E'righ‘hen us in the guisa of & coloasus of 'fron a.nd steel

. .‘bristling with a.rmment fro:r ‘top to bottom -- th:.s co"iogus shivers at the very’

,thought of & mutiny of preclsely twelve soldiers. The whale of 't'.he Gerv'a.n

Enpire 15 seen as dissinlv:mg in ruins as & result of & W Socia.l-Democra,tic

denoristration,” (Nett1, Vol. II, p. 527)
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