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Translator’s Note

This is the first English translatlon of
“Theory and Practice' by Rosa Tuxembvrg. It will
give the Amerlcan public the oppcrtunity to hear Roea
Tuxemburg speek for herself in ner confrontation with
Karl Keutsky on the crucial questions of the General
Mass Strike and on the relationship of spontaneity to
crganization, as well as on the unity of thecry and
practice. This crucial 1910 debate 1in Cerman Socisl

Democracy led to Luxemburg's revolutlonary tresk with -

Kerl Keutsky and foreshadowed the collapse of ‘the

~ Second Tnternational at the outtreak of World War I.
Also included here are her concluding remarks from
"Attrition or Ccllision” in that continuing debate,
whera she extended her eritique of the opportunism
which was corroding the Germen Scclal Damocracy to an '
attack on its pusillanimity in the fight sgalnst
imperiallsm. . :

Both articles are from Rosa Luxemburg,
Cesammelte Werke, vol. 2 (Berlint Diety Verlag, 1972,
97k}, PD o7, 378-4203 they have glso been
checked against the manner in which they were printed
in Die Neue Zeit. Tuxemburg's criginal footnotes are
acterisked; for all numbered footnotes, unless other-
iz noted, I am indebted to the Tnetitut fir
Marxismus-leninismus. : :

" _-David WoOlff
April 1980




THEORY
PRACTICE

The flrst questlion which the interest of party
clircles demands in our present dispute is this:
whether, discussion of the mass strike was obstructed
in the party press, namely in Vorwdrts and the Neus
Zelt. Comrade Keutsky denles this, asserting that it
wWould "naturally never have occurred to him to wish
to 'forbld' discussion of the mass strike."l Comrade
Kautsky wishes to misunderstand me. We are o'bviously
not concerned -with a veto of Comrade Kautsky's--a
single editor cannct "forbid" anything--but with a
veto by the "high command" of his arlglnal acceptance
of my article, which was oheyed by Comrade Kautsky
in his sphere of influence the Neue Zelt. -

"As Tor the other questlon--propaganda for a
republic--here Comrade Kautsky slsc denles that he
obetructed me. "That would never have ccourred to
him." All that was involved was one passage about a
republic in my maas strike article, "whose wording
seemed inexpedlernt™ to ithe editors of the Neue Zelt.
T myself then hed my article published in the

1 K. Eautaky, "A New Stratogy,” Neue Zait XXVIII, 2 (10-2% Jum IQ‘D)l
Pp. 3324, 364-74, 412-21. Unless otherwime noted, all quotaticns
fron Klutnky'u writinge are from this article, (Tr.)
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‘Dortmund Arbelter-Zeitung.2 *But in vaip will one
Search this article for that passage about a repub- -
dic." Comrade Kautsky has "not noticed™ that I hag
Published this passage somewhere elge. "“The covardly
velling of Prineiples wiih which Comrads Luxerturg
Treproaches us," he concludes, "ig therefore reduced
to thist that we objected to one beassage in her
article, which she herself has voluntarily dropped
since then., Such strategy is no plece of heroisnm,
Octavial® ‘ ‘

- In thls representation of the facts, which
Places me in such a ridiculous light, Comrade Kautsky
has fallen victinm to singular errors, In reality it
¥as not at all a quéstion of “ons’ passage" and the
possible danger of iis "werding": 1t was g question

of the content, of the slogan of a Trepublic and the

h.his presen-
if I eall upon him

Your articls is very beautiful and very
importent, I am not 4n agreement with evexy-
thing and reserve the right to polemize
against 1%, Today I den't heve time to do
g0 In writing, Enough, I &ladly accept the
artlele if you dslete Peges 29 to the end,
Under no eircumstances eould I Print this,
Even your point of deporture is falsg,
There 1s not one word in our program about
8 republic, Not out of overslight, not
because of editorial caprice, but on well-
considered grounds, Likewlse the Gotha
Frogram wsaid nething of a republic, and
Marx, as much as he condemned this Dbrogram,
acknowledged in hig letter that it wouldn't

2 Roma Luvcaburg, yhat Next?" Azbsiter-Zeitung (Dortaund),

15-15 March 1910, Translated an "The Next 8tep" in Rema

Luxemburg, Sslected dical Writinze, ed. Robert locker (Naw York;
Grove, 1977, Tx, .
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do to openly degand a republic (Neuwe Zeit,
ix, 1, p. 573) Engels spoke on the same
matter regarding thenEzfurt Program (Heue
Zeit, XX, 1, p. 11).

I don't have time to set forth to you
the grounds which Marx and Engels, Bebel
and Liebknecht acknowledged to be .sound.
Bnough, that what you want is an entirely
new agitation which.until now has always .
been rejected. This new agitation, however,
is the sort we have no business discussing
50 openly. With your article you want to
proclaim on your own hook, as 2 single
individual, an entirely new agitatlion which

- the party has always rejected. We cannot
and will not proceed in this manner. A
single perscnality, however high she may
stand, cannct pull off a falt accompli on
her own hook which can have unforesesable
consequencen for the party.

It goes on in the sama vein for about another
two pages. . ) '

The "entirely new agltation,” which could have
"unforeseeable conssquences" for tha perty, had the
following wording:

Universal, oqual, direct suffrage for
all adultis, without dlstinetion of sex, is
the immediate goal whilch ensures us ths
enthusiastlic agreement of the btroadest strata
at the present mement. But this geal is not
the only one which we must now preach. As
long ae we answer the infamous electoral
reform bungling of the government and the
bourgeols parties by proclaiming the slogan

J Karl Marx, Critiqus of the Gotha Progras,

4 Friedricn Bngels, A 4 f the t S Democratic Pro
of 1891,
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of a truly democratic electoral‘system, we
sti11 find ourselves—-taking the political
situation as a whole--~on the defensive., In
accord with the good old Principle of every
real battlée tactic, that a Powerful blow is
the best defense, we must answer the evex
nore insolent Provocatlons of the religning
. xeaction by ‘turning the tables in our agi-
tation angd 8going over to a sharp- attack all
along the line. This can be done in the
most visible, clear, and so to speak lapidary
form if our agitation clearly champions the
- following demand, which the first point of
ow' political program leads to: the demand
for a republic,

Up i1l now the watehword republic has
‘Dlayed a limited raole in our agitaiion,
There were 8ood reasons for this: our party
wished to save the German working class from
those bourgeols, or rather petty bourgeois
-Tepublican illusions which were (for example )
50 disasterous in the history of French
soclalism, and st11) are today. From the
beglnning, the proletarian struggle in
Germany was consistently and resolutely
dirscted not against this or that form and
eXxcrescence of class society in‘particular,
but against class soclety -as such; instead
of splintering into antimilitarism, anti-
monarchism, and other petty bourgeois "isms,"
it constantly built itself as anticapitalism,
mortal enemy of the existing order in all
its excrescences and forms, whether under
the cloak of monarchy or republic, And
through forty years' radical labor of
enlightenment, we have suceeded ip making
this conviction the enduring possession of
the awakened German proletariat: that the
best bourgeois republic is no less a clage
state and bulwark of capltalist exploitation
than the present monarchy, and that only the
abolition of the Wage system and class rule
in every fomm, and not the outward show of

8




"popular sovereignty” in a bourgeols rapub-
lic, can materially alter the condition of
the proletariat. !

Well then, it is just because the forty-
year laber of Social Democracy has been such
a fundamental prophylaxis against the dangers
of republican petty bourgeols illusions in
Germany that today we can calmly make a place
in our agitation for the foremost principle
of our political program, a place that is
tts due by right. By pushing forward the "
republican character of Soclial Democracy we
win, above all, one more opportunity to
illustrate in a palpable, popular fashlion
our principled oppeosition as a class party
of the proletariat to the united camp of a2ll .
bourgeolis parties. For the frightening
downfall of bourgeois liberallsm in Germany
i revealod most drastically in its Byzantine
genuflection to the monarchy, in which 1ib-
eral burgerdom runs only 2 nose behind
conservative Junkexdam.

But this is not enough. The general

_state of Germany's domestic and foreign
politics in xvecent.years points to the mon-
archy as the center, or at least the outward,
vigible head of the reigning reaction. The
semi-absolute monarchy with iis personal
authority has formed for a quarter century,
and with every year more so, the stronghold
of militarism, the driving force of batitls-
ship diplemacy, the leading spirit of geo-
political adventure, just as it has been the
shleld of Junkerdom in Prussia and the bui-
wark of the ascendancy of Prussia's politlcal
backwardness in the entlre Reich: it is
finally, so to spesk, the personal sworn
foe of the working class and Soclal
Democracy .

In Cermany, the slogan of & republic ls
thus infinltely more than the expression of
a bveautiful dream of democratic "peoples'
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government," or political doctrinairism
floating in the clouds: it is a practical
var cry against militarism, navalism,
colonialism, geopolitics, Junker rule, the
Prussianization of Germany; 1t is only a
consequence and drastic summation cf our
daily battle against all individual mani-

. festations of the reigning reaction. In
particular, the most recent evenis point
stralght in the same direction: Junkerdem's
threats in.the Relchstag of an absclutlst
coup d'&tat and the Reich Chancellor's
Ansolent attacks on Reichstag voting rights

"4n the Prussian landtag, as well as the
redemption of the "xoyal pledge" on the
question of Prusslan suffrage through the
Bethmann reform bill. :

. With a clear consclence I can here setv forth
this "entirely new agitation,” as it has already
sppeared in print without causing the party the
slightest injury in body and soul. Although 1 had
agreed (with s sigh, to be sure, bLut with resig-
nation) to delete the section on the republic,
Comrade Kautsky finally returned the whole mass
etrike article to me. Without altering a word I
published the interdicted pages "29 to the end,"”’
furnished with an introduction and conclusion, as a
gelf-sufficient article in the Breslau Volkswacht of
March 25 under the title “A Time for Sowing"t where-
upon it was reprinted by a string of party papers--
to my recollection in Dortmund, Bremen, Halls,
Elberfeld, Kbnigsberg, and in Thuringlan papers.
That 1s certainly no piece of herolsm on my part:
it's just my tough luck that Comrade Kautsky's
reading of the pority press at that time was as desul-
tory &5 hia consideration of the party's position
regarding the slogan of a republic. If he hagd, let
us say, more maturely considered the subject, he
could not poesibly have mobillzed Marx and Engols
sgoinst mo on the question of a republic. Engels'
article to which Kautsky refers is the critlque of

1o
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the paxrty leadership's draft of the Erfurt Program
of 1891, Here Engels says in Section Ii, "Political
Demands":

The draft's political demands have one
great flaw. What actually should have been
sald is not. there. If all these ten
demands were conceded we would indeed have
diverse further means to carry the main
politlcal peint, but in no way the main
point itself.

Engels substantiaties the urgent need to clarify
this "main point® of Social Democracy's politcsl
demands with an allusion to the "opportunism preva-
lent in a great part of the Social Demccratic press.”
Then he contlnues) '

What then are these ticklish; but ve

essentlal points?

Flrst. If anything is certain, it is
this: that owr party and the working class
can only come to powsr under the form of a
democratic republic, This 1s even the spe-
elfic form for the dlctatorship of the pro-
letariat, as the great French Revolutlon has -
already shown. It is surely unthinkable
that our best psople should, like Miquel,
tecome ministers under a Kaiser,. At present
it seems that legally, it won't do to .set a
demand for a republic directly in the
rrogran-~although this was admissible even
under Louis Philippe in France, just as it
now 1s in Italy. But the fact that one
cannot even draw up an openly republican
party program in Germany proves how colos-
sal the illusion is, that we can genlally,
peacefully instell a republic there--and
not only a republic, but communist society.

In any case, for the time being we can
slde-step the question of a republic, But
in my opinion, what should and can be
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ineluded 1s the demand for concentration of

all Eoliticg;,gower in the hands of the
beople's representatives. And for the pros-

ent that would be SJff*cient Aif one can
go no further.

Second., The reconstitution of
Germany. . .-,

So, then, a unified republic. , ., .

On all these subjects, not much can bs
seld in the program. I eall tadls to your
attention chlefly to characterize both tha
sltuation in Germany, where it will not do
to sey such things, and the self-delusion
that would transform this situation into a
communist society by legal means. And .
further, tco remind the party executive that
there are £till more weighty political '
questions besides direct legislation by the
reople and the free administration of Jjustice
before we reach the end. ‘With the universal
instability, any of these questions could
catch flre overnight: and what then, if we
have never discussed, never come to an
understanding on them?

We see that Engels percelves "one great fiaw"
in the party program: that it does not include the
demand for a republic, solely on the basis of cate-
gorical representatione from Germany that, for polit-
lecal reasons, such things were out of the question.
With vislble discomfort and various misgivings, he
decldes to-bite the sour apple and "in any case”.to
"sldestep” the demand for a republic. But what he
unqualifiedly declares to be essential is discussion
of the slogan of a republic in the party pressi

You there can judge better than I can
here, whether it is possible to further
formulate the above-mantioned points as
program demands. But 1t would be desirable
that these guestions be debated within tha
paxrty before 1t is too_late,

L]
Heug Zeit XX, 1, pp, 11-12, 12




This "political testamsnt” of Friedrich Engels
was, let us say, peculiarly interpreted by Comrade
Kautsiy when he banned discussion of the necessity
of agitation for a republic from the Neue Zeit as
an "entirely new agitation" which alledgedly "until
now has always been rejected by the party.”

As for Marx, in his critique of the Gotha
Program he went s¢ far as to declars that if it
were not possible to openly advance a republic as
the program's foremost political demand, then all,
the demands for democratic deiails should have been
omitted as well. He wrote, regarding the Gotha

" Program:

Its political demands include nothing
beyond the old, well-lknown democratic
litany: universal suffrage, direct legis-
lation, human rights, a people's militia,
ete, ... . ' o

But one thing has been forgotten.

Since the German workers' party exprassly -
declaves that it acts within "the present -
nation state,” and hence its own siate, the
Prusso-German Empire . . . , it should not
have forgotten the main point: that all

- these pretiy little things rest on recog-
nition’ of the so-called "popular sover-
elgnty,” that they are therefore only.
appropriate to a democratic republis,
3ince you do not feel yourselves in the.
position~--and wisely, for the circumstances
demand caution [nota bene, Marx wrote this 35

. yYeers ago in the era of Teasandurf,5 under
the advancing shadow of the oncoming Anti-
Soclalist Law--R.L.]--to demand a democratic

5 Hermann Teesendarf was Bexlin public jwosscutor from 1873 to 1879
and becans infamous as arganizer of the legal perascution of
socolalists, The Excepticnal Powsrs Law (Ausnahme Gesstz), batter
known as the "Anti-Sccialist Law,” wam in force fron 1878 to 1890;

1t placed oxtreme restrictions on ansoclation, spesch, and the press.

+
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republic as the French workers' programs
43d wnder Louis Philippe and Louls Napoleon,
you should not have tried to hide behind
the . . . dodge [the dots are substituted
for a boisterous adjective of Marx's--R;L, ]
of demanding things which only make sense
in a democratic republic, from a state which
is nothing hui a milltary despotism embel- -
lished with parliamentary forms, alloyed
with a feudal admixture, obviously influ~
enced by the bourgeolsie, shored up with
& bureaucracy, and watched over by the
police. : ) .

, Even vulgar demooracy which sees the
millenium in the democratic republic and
has no suspicion, that it is in just this
last state fomm of bourgeols society that
the class struggle will be fought out to
the end--even it towsrs mountain-high over
thls sort of demoecratism within the limits.
of the police-germitted and the logically
impermissible .

Thus, Marx too spoke an entirely different

- language. in puncto republic. Shortly befere and
after the Anti-Soclalist Iaw was in effact, Marx,
like Engels, allowed--on the -strength of assurances
from Germany--that perhaps it wouldn't do, to
formally advance the demand for a republic in the
program. But that today, a quarter century later,
thls demand in the agitation (and that is all we are
concerned with hers) should pass for something
"entirely new" and unheard of--that is surely somG-
thing which neither of them could have dreamed.

To be sure, Comrade Kautsky peinta out that
he has already propagandized for a republic in the
Neus Zeit, in a manner “totally different” fram that
in which I, in my harmless way, do so now. He must
know more about it than It in this case my memory
sgems to fail me. But 1s more conclusive proof
required thar the most recent events, that in this

'ﬂouo Zgit IX, 1, p. 573, b
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matter the essential thing, the follow-up in
practice, gas not done? The increase of +he Prussian
civil 1ist® offered once again the most splendid
opportunity imaginable, and at the same time laid
the undeniable duty on the rarty to sound the slogan
of a republic loud and clear, and to look to its
propaganda. The insolent challenge of this govern-
ment bill, following the ignominious end of the
suffrage bill, should have been unconditionally
answered by unfolding the political function of the
monarchy and its personal authority in Prusso-
Germany; by emphasizing its conneciion with milita-
rism, navalism, and the social-political stasis; by
Tecalling the famous "discourses" and "remarks" on
the "rabble of the people” and the "ecompote dish";
by recalling the "penitentiary bili";? by revealing
the monarchy as the visiblas exprassion of the entire
imperial German reaction. :

The pathetic unanimity of all bourgeois parties
in their Byzantine handling of the bili-drastically
shoWs once again, that in today's Germany the slogan
of a republic hac become the shibboleth of. class
division, the watchword of class struggle. Of zll
this, nothing in the Neus Zeit er in Vorwirts. The

- increase of the civil list is not approached from
the political side: it is treated chiefly as a fisecal
duestion, as a question of the Hohenzollern famiiy
income, and this is dilated upon with more or-laess
wWit. But not one syllable in our two leading organs
has championed the s5logan of a republic,

Comrade Kautsky is a more qualified Marxian
scholaxr than I: he should know better, what pointed

5 0 June 9, 1910, & b2 Taising the crown donation was passed in
thes Prussian lowsr houss: it ‘gxanted the Prussian cowrt ap additional
3.5 nillion marks, Placing at its disposal a total of 19.2 @illien
aarke per year of mtate funds.

? A govermment eponsorsd M1l "for sufeguarding industrial working
conditions™ was dofested in the Reichotag in 16899 with the aid of
viclent mass actions: it had been dubbadithe “penitentiary bill®
because it proposed the abolition nf the righte to organice and
astrike.

15
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adjective Marx would have appiled to thiz “dodge"
and this sort of republicanism “within the limits
~eof the pi police-permitted and logically impermissible.”

Thuy Comrade Kautsky is in error when he says
I "bewail myself" of being “badly handled" by the
editors of the Newe Zeit. I find only that Comrade
Kautsky has handied himself badly, .

II

And now to6 the mass sirike. To explain his
unexpected stand against the slogan of the mass
strike in the latest Prussian voting rights campaign,
Conrade Kautsky created a whole. thsory of two strat-
egles: the "strategy of overthrow" and the “strategy
‘of attrition.” Now Comrade Kautsky goes a step,
farther, and constructs ad hoc yet another whole new
theory of the conditions for political mass strikes
in Russia and in Germany.

He begins with general reflactions on the
deceptiveness of historical examples, ard how plau-
slbly one can, with lnsufficient caution, find appro-
priate justification in history for all strategies,
methods, alms, institutions, and earthly thinge in
general. These observations, of a harmless nature
in their initial breadth and generality, soon show
their less than harmless tendency and purpese in
this formulation: that it is "especially dangerous
to appeal to revolutionary examples." These warn-
ings, in spirit scmewhat reminiscent of Comrade
Frohme's fatherly admonitions, are directed specifi-
cally against the Russian Revolution [of 1905--Tr.].
Thereupon follows a theory intended to show and prove
the total antithesis of Russia and Germany: Russla,
where conditions for the mass strike exist and
Germany, where they do not.

16
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In Russia we have the weakest government in
rld, in Germany the strongest; in Russia an
unsuccessful war with a small As ¢
the "glory of

antry which, until 1905, believed in the Tsar like

& god; in Germany we have the highest economic devel-
opment, and with it the concentrated might of the
cartels which Suppresses the working masses through
the most ruthless torrerism, 'In Russia. we have the
total absence of political freedom; in Germany we
nave political freedom which brovides the workers
various "safe" forms for their protest ang struggle,
and hence they "are totally Preoccupled with organi-
zations, meetings, the press, and electicns of all
sorts.” And the Tesult of these contrasts iz this,
in Russia the strike wae the only possibie form of
Proletarlan struggle, ang therefeore the astriks wasg
in itself a victory, even though it was Planless and
ineffeciual--ang further, because strikes were for-
bidden,

The moral of all ihis 1s that the long revo-
lutionary period of mass strikes, in whick econonie
and political action, demonstration and fighting
strikes continuously alternate and are transformed
one into the other, ic a specific preduet of Russian
backwardness, In Western Burope, ang especially in
Germany, even a demonvtration mass strike like the
Russian ones would be extremely difficult, almost
impossible, "not in spite, bui because of the half-
century old socialist mevement." As a means of
struggie, the prolitical mass strike could only be
employed here in a single, finel battle "o the
death"--and therefore only when the qusstion, for
the proletariat, was to conguer or die,

7 6451




In passing only, I wish to point out that
Comrade Kautsky's depiction of the Hussian situation
is, in the most important points, an almost total
reversal of the truth, For example, the Russian
peasantry did not suddenly begin to rebel in 1505.
From the so-called emancipation of the serfs in
1f61, with a single pause between 1885 and 1893,
poasant uprisings run like a xed thread through the -
internal history of Russia: uprisings agalnst the
landowners as well as violent resistance to the
organs of government. ‘It is this which occasioned
the Minister of Interior's well-known circular letter
of 1898 which placasd the entlre Russian peasantry
under martial law. The new and exceptional in 1905
was simply that, for the first time, the peasant
masses' chronic rebellion took on political and
revolutionary meaning as concomitant and totallizatlon
of the urban proletariat's goal-consclous, revolu-

, tlonary class action,

" Even more turned around, if thls is poassible,
is Comrade Xautsky's concepiion of the quastion's
main point--the stirike and mass strike acilons of
the Russian proletariat.. The plctuxe of chaotic,
vamorphous, primitive strikes" by Lhe Russian
workers--who strike out of bewilderment, simply to
strike, without goal or plan, without demands and
n"definite successes"--1s a blooming fantasy. The
Russian strikes of the revolutionary pericd effected
a very respectable raise in wages, but ahove all they
succeeded in almost universally shortening the
working day to ten hours, and in many cases to nine.
With the most tenacious struggle, they were able to
uphold the eight-hour day for many weeks in
St. Patexsburg. They won the right to organize not
only for the workers, but for the state's postal and
railroad employees as well: and until the counter-
revolution gained the upper hand, they deferded this
right from all attacks. They broke the overlordship
of the employers, and in many of the larger enter-
prises they created workers' commitiess to regulate
working conditions. They undertook the task of abol-
ishing plecework, household work, night work, factoxry

18
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penalties, and of forcing strict observance of
Sundays off, B

These strikes, from which promising union
organlzations rapidly sprouted in almost ail indus-
tries with vigorous life, and with solild leadership,
treasuries, constitutions, and an imposing union
press--these strikes, from which as bold 2 creation
as the famous S5t, Petersburg Council of Workexrs'
Delegates was born for unified leadership of the
entire movement in the giant empire--these Fussian
strikes and mass strikes were so far from belng
“amorphous and primitive" that in boldness, strength,
class solidarity, tenacity, materlal gains, progres-
sive aims and organizational results, they could
safely be set alongside any "West European" union
-movement. Granted,.since the revolution's defeat
most of the economic gains, togéther with the politi-
cal ones, 'have 1little by little been lost. LEut this
plainly does not alter the character which the
strikes had as long as ihe revolution lasted.

Not "organized" and hence "planless," these
econcmie, partial, and local conflicts continuously,
"spontaneously” grew into general political and
revolullonary mass strikes--from which, in turn,
further local actions sprouted up thanks to the
revolutionary situation and the potential energy of
the masses’ class solldarity. The course and imme-
diate outcome of such a general political-
revelutionary action was also not "organized" and
elemental--as will always be the case in mass move-
ments and stormy times. But if, like Comrade
Kautsky, one wishes to measure the progressive
character of sirikes and "ratlonal strike leadership”
by their immediate successes, the great period of '
strikes in Russla achieved relatively grecter eco-
nomlc and social-political successes in a few years
of revolutlon than the German unlon movement has in
the four decades of its existence. And all this is
due to nelther a special heroism, nor a special
genlus of the Russian proletariat: it is simply the
measure of a revolutlonary peried's quickstep,

1
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against the leisurely galt of peaceful development
within the framework of bourgeois parliamentarianism.

As Comrade Kautsky said in his Social
Revolution, 2nd edition, p. 63:

There Temains only one cbjectien which
- egan be, and hence all ths more freguently
will be reised to this “revolutlonary
romanticism": that the situation in Russia
proves nothing for us in Western Burcpe
‘Pecause our clreumstances ave fundamentally
different. o '
Naturally, I am not unaware of the dif-
ferencez in circumstances: but they should
not, on-the other hand, be axaggerated., Our
Comrade Luxemburg's latest pamphlet clearly
demonstrates that the Russian working class
has not fallen as low and achieved as
1ittle as is genorally accepted. Just as
the English workers must break themselves
of locking down on the German proletariat
as & packward class, so we in Germany must
glve up viewlng the Russians in the same
WaY .

furthexr oni

As & political factor, the English workers
today stand even lower than the workers of
the economically most backward and politi-
cally least free of European states: Russla.
It is their living revoluticnary Reason
that gives the Russians thelr great prac-
tical strength; and it was their renun-
clation of revclution and self-limitatlon
to immediate interests, thelr so-called
“political realism," that made the English
a gero in resl polltics.

But for the preeent, let us set aside the
Russian situation and turn to Comrade Kautsky's
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depiction of the Prusgso-German situation. Strange to
say, here tco we learn of marvels. For example, it
has been until now the prerogative of East Elblan
Junkerdon to Jive by the ennobling conviction that
Prussia possesses "the sirongest contemporary govern-
@ent." How Social Democracy, on the other hand,
should in all serioucness come to acknowladge a gov-
ernment to be "the strongest” which "1s nothlng but
a miiltary despotism embellished wiih parliamentary
forms, alloyed with a feudsl admixture, obviously
influenced by the bourgeolsie, shored up with &
‘bureaucracy, and watched over by the police"--I find
 that somewhat hard to grasp. That foollsh picture

of misery, the Bethmann-Hollweg "cabinet"t: a govern-
ment reactionary to the bone and therefore without a
pPlan or pelitical direction, with lackeys and buxrsau-
crats instead of statesmen, with a whimsical zig-zag
course; internally the footbtsll of a vulgar Junker
clique and the insolent intriguss of e courtly
rabble; in its foreign policy, the football of a
personal authority accountable to nons; only & few
years ago the contemptible shosshine boy of the,
"weakest government in the world," Rus:sian Tsarismy
propped up by an army which to an snormous extent
consists of Social Demecrats, with the stupidest
dril), the most infamous mistreatment of soldlers

in the world--this ia the "strongest contemporary
government"! .In any case, a unigque contributlon

to the materialist conception of history, which
until now has not deduced the "strength" of a govern-
ment from its backwardness, hatred of culturs,
"slavish obedience," and police spirit,

Basides, Comrade Kautsky has dene yet more for
for this "strongest govermment": he has even woced
her with the "glory of almost & century of continuous
victories over the strongest great powers in the
world." In the veterans' associations they have
lived, until now, solely on the "glorious campalgn”
of 1870, To construe his "century" of Prusslan
glory, Comrads Kautsky has apparently added in the
Battle of Jena--as well as the Hunn Campaign in China
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led by our Count Wa.ldersee,8 and Trotha's victory
over the Hottentot women and children in the
Kalahari.?

But as it says in Comrade Kautsky's beautiful
article of December 1905, "The Siate of the Relch,”
at the end of a long and detailed descriptlon:

Comparing the Reich's shining outward state
at its beginning with the present situatlon,
one must confess that never has 2 more
splendid inheritance of might and prestige
been more rashly squandered . . . , nmver
41 1%s history has the German Relch's
position in the world been weaker, and
never has a German government more thought-
lessly end willfully played with fire than
at the present time. . .

. of cdursa, at that time the maln thing'was to
paint the shining electoral victory that awaited us

8 In 1859 the anti-imperialist popular uprising of I Ho Ch'uan broke
out in north Chinaj it was bloodily suppressed by the aliled armles
of eight inperialist powers unler supreme command of the Cerman
ammy's chief of staff, Alvert Graf von Walderzee. Cervan partici-
pation bacame known es the "Hunn Caopaign” through a speech by

- Kaizer Vilhele II to the departing troops of tho China expeditioen,
which Luxenburg recalled in her apeech of May 27, 1913, "The Werld
Political Situation™: “Then came the Hunn Campaign in China, to which
¥ilhele II sent the acldiers with the slogani Quarter will not be
given, prisenors will not be taken. The soldiexs were to wreak havoo
1ike the Hunna so that for a thousand yeara no Chiness would dare
cast squinting, envious eyes on & German,"” Goeammelte Worke, Vol. 3,
. 214, (Tr??

% From 1904 to 1507 the Nama, a Khoikho! peoplas ("Hottentot” was the
derogatory Afrikender nane for alil Khoikhoi) and the Herercs fought
a guerrilla war against German colonlal rule in Namibia, then known
as German Southwest Africa. The uprising endsd with tho devastating
defeat of these pecples, after which German colonial troops were
employed against them with the utmost grueity. Luxemburg analyaed
it in her spasch of June 1%, 1911, "Our Struggle for Power.” (3ee
Chapter 2 of Raya Dunayovehaya's work-in-progress Rosa luxomburg,

¥omen's Liberation and Merx's Phi%oaoghx cf Povolution, published
in Newn & foiters, April 1980. Tr.

* Nous Zeit X®V, 1, p. M2V
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Hamitien freedam fighters in the Kalahari, ca. 1905, Seuted figure

iz Jacob Morenga, guerrilla lsader in the uprising against GCorman
imperiallan.

in the 1907 electionsl® and the overwhelming catas-
‘rephes which, according to Comrade Xautsky, would
inevitably follow it--with the same inevitability
with which he now has them follow the next Reichstag
election, . ’ ' .

On the other hand, from his depiction of eco-
nomic and political conditions in Germany and Western
Europe, Comrade Kautsky constructs a strike policy
which--measured against reality--is a downright
astonishing fantasy. "The werker,” Comrade Kautsky
assures us, "in Cermany--and throughout Western
Europe as a whole--takes up the strike as a means of
struggle-only when he has the prospect of attaining
definite successes with it. If these successes fail
to appear, the strike has fajled its purpose." With
this discovery, Comrade Kautsky has preonounced a
harsh judgment on the practice of German and "West
European” unions. For what do the strike statistics
in Germany show us? ©"f the 19,766 strikes and lock-

10 Redchetug elections of 1507 btacams known as the "Hottentot
olections" bacause the Chancellor, ven Bilow, cazpaigned on &n
isporialict platform intended to brand Social Democrate as traltors.
Although Soeinl Dezocracy ralsmed its total vote count by almast
300,000, it lomt 3§ meats due to the apportiorment of slsotoral

distzicts and & secont ballot alliance of the bourgecis parties,
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outs we have had, in all, from 1890 to 1908, an
entire quarter (25.2 percent) wers wholly unsuccess-
ful; almost another quarter (22.5 percent) were only
partly successful; and less than half (49.5 percent)
were totally successful.¥ : )

These statistics just as crassly contradict
the theory of Cemrade Kautsky that bocause of the
effective development of the workevs' organizations
ag well as the cartels, “the struggles between these
organizatlons likewise grow ever more centralized
and concertrated" and on this account "aver more
infrequent.” In the decade- 1890 through 1899, we
had a total of 3,722 strikes and lockouts in Germany ;
in the nine years 1900 through 1508, the time of
greatest growth for both cartels and unions, we had
15,99, So little are strikes growing “"ever more
infrequent" that they have rather grown four times
as numerous in the last decads. Ard while in the
previcus decade 425,142 workers took part in strikes,
in the last nine years 1,709,415 did: once again four
times as many, and thus on the average approximately
the same number per strike.

According to the schema of Comrade Kautsky,
one quarter to one half of all these union struggles
An Germany have "failed their purpose.” But every
union agitator knows very well that "definite
successes” in the form of material gains absolutely
are not and cannot be the sole purpose, the sole
dstermining aspect in economic struggles. Instead,
unlon organizations “in Western Europs" are forced
atep by step into 2 position which compals then to
teke up the struggle with limited vrospects of
"definlte successes": as specifically shown by the
statisties of purely defensive strikes, of which a
whole 32.5 percent turned out completely unsuc-
cessful. That such "unsuccessful" strikes have,
nevertheless, not “falled their purpecse”; that on
the contrary they are a direct condition of life for

* Sorveapondenas Bulletin of the General Comnlasion of Germay Uniona,
1909, Kr. 7, Statistloa) SBupplezant.
) +
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the defense of the workers' standard of living, for
sustaining the workers' fighting spirit, for impeding
future onslaughts by the employers: these are the
elementary grournd rules of German unicn practice.

,And further, it 1s generally known that besides
2 "definite success" in material gains, and indeed
nithout this success, strikes "in Western Euzope"
have perhaps ‘their most important effect as beginning
points of unlon organization: and it is specifically .
in tackward places and hard-tu-crgenize branches of
labor that such "unsuccessful” and "ill-advised"
strikes. are most common, from which over and cver
arise the foundations of union organization. The
history of the Vogtland textile workers' struggles
and sufferings, whose most famous chapter is the
great Crimmitschau strike,ll is but a single testi-
mony to this. The "strategy" which Comrade Kautsky
has now set forth is not merely incapable of direcs-
ing 2 great political mass actlon, but even a nermal
union movement.,

But the above-mentioned schema for "West
European" strikes has yet another gapling hole--
Jjust at the point, in faect, where the economic
struggle brings the question of the mass strike,
and thus our own proper theme, into consideration.
That 1s, this schema entirely excludes the fact that
it is just "in Western Europe" where ever longer,
meore violent strikes without much "plan" break like
an elemental storm over those reglons where a great
exploited mass of proletarians stands opposed to the
concentrated ruling power of capital or the capital-
istie state: strikes which grow not "ever more infre-
quent” but ever more frequent; which moatly end

1 1o Auguat 1903, 8,000 taxtile worksrs in Crimalteches struck for
pay xalces and & ten-hour day. In spite of stats intarventlon and
the decres of limited martial law in Crimnitachau, all attempts to
braak the sirike werc frustrated by the determinaticn of the workers,
which was strengthened by the solidarity of the Cernan and
intarnational working clessr bui the intervention of rafarmiat uaion
landors forced them to returm to work without any gains in Junuary

1504,
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"Out 22 weeks: Fighters for the 10-hour day from Crimmitochau--
Sclidarity Forever! 18 January 1504." : ' ‘

" without any "definite successes" at all--but in
spite, or rather Just because of thls are of greater -
glgnificance as explesions of a deep lnner contra-
diction which spills over into the realm of politics.
These are the pericdic glant strlkes of the miners

in Germany, in England, in Franhce, in America; these
are the spontaneous mass strikes of the farm workers,
as they have occurred in Italy and in Gallclaj and
further, the mass strikes of the railrcad workers
which break cut now in this state, now in that one.

As 1t‘says in Comrade Kautsky's excellent
article on "The lessons of tho Miners' Strike" of
1905 in the Ruhr district:

In this way alone can substantial
advances be realized for the minere. The
gstrike against the mlne owners has become
hopeless: from now on the strike must step
forward as politicel; lits demands, 1is
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tactics must be calculated to set legis-
Yation in motion . . .

Ard Comrade Kautsky continues:

This new union tactic of the political
strike,. of uniting union and political
actlion, is in fact the only one which
remalins possible for the riners; and it is
the only one certain to reanimate ution as
well as parliamentary actlon, and to give
neightened aggressive strength to both, -
. It could appear, perhaps, thai here under
"palitical action" we are to understand parllamentary
actlon and not political mass strikes, Comrads
Kautsky destroys every doubt, deularing polnt-blank:

But the great decisive actions of the
struggling proletariat will be fought out
moxe -and more through various sorte of
political strikes. And here practice
strides forward faster than thecry, For
while we discuse the political strike and
search for its theoretical formulation and
confirmation, one ‘mighty political mess
strike after ‘another flames up through the
spontansous .combustion cf the nasgeg--ox
rather every mass strike becomes a politi-
cal actlon, every great political test of
strength climaxes in a mass strike, whether
-among the miners, the proletariat of
Russia, the Italian farm workers and rall-
road workers, ete. [Neus Zeit, XXIiI, 1,
Pp. ?80’ ?81"“‘3111.]

So wrote Comrade Kautsky on March 11, 1905,

Here we have "the spontaneous combustion of
the masses" and the union leadarship, econcmic
struggle and political struggle, mass strikes and
revolutlon, Russia and Western Europe in the most
beautiful confusion, all rubrics of the achsma fused
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together in the living interconnection cf a great
pericd of fierce soclal storms.

It seems that "theory" does not merely "stride
forward" more slowly than practice: alas, from time
to time it also goes tumbling backwards,

I11

We have btriefly examined the factual basia of
Comrade Kautsky's neweat theery on Russia and Western
Eurcope. But the most important thing about this
latest creation is its general iendency, which runs
on to construct an absolute contradiction between
revolutionary Russia and parliamentary "Western
Burcpe,"” and sets down the prominent rele played by
the politiczl nass etrike 1n the Russian Revolution
a8 a product of Ruseia's economlc and politica.l
backwardness.,

But here Comrade Kautsky finds himself in the
" disagreeable position of having proved much too much,
In thls case, somewhat less would have besn decldedly
more.

Above a.ll, Comrade Kautsky has not noticed that
his current theoxry destroys his earlier theory of the
“gtrategy of attrition." At the center of the
"gtrategy of ettrition" stands an allusion to the
coming Reichetag elections. My inexcusable error
lay in this: I held that the mass strike was already
called for in the present struggle for Prussian
voting rights, while Comrade Kauteky declared that
our overwhelming victory-to-come in next year's
Reichstag eleotions would create the "entirely new
situation" which might make the mass strike necessary
and appropriate., But now Comrade Kautsky has demon-
strated with all desirable clarity that conditions
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for a period of peolitical mass strikes in Germany--
indeed, in all of Western Europe--are lacking after
all., "Because of the half-century old socialist
movement, Social Democratic organtzation and politi-
cal freedom," even sinple demonstration mass strikes -
of the extent and momentum of the Russian ones have
tecome almost impossible in Western Burope,

Yet if this is mo, then prespects for the mass
strike after Reichsiag elections secm fairly prob-
lematic. It 1s clear that all the conditions which
make the mass strike absolutely impossible in
Germany--the strongeat contemporary government and
its glittering prestige, the slavish ohedience of
the state employees, the unshakeble opposing might
of the cartels, the political isolation of the prole-
tariat--that all this will not swddenly dlssppear
after next year. If the reasons which speak agzinst
the political mass strike no longer 1lie in the sit-
vatlon of the moment, as the "strategy of attrition"
wowld have it, but in the direct results of "half a
century of soclalist enlightenment and polltical
~ freedom," in the highly developed level of "Western
Burope's" economlic and political life--then postpone-
ment of expectations for a mass strike until the
year after 'the Relchstag olections turns out to be
no more than a modest fig leaf covering the "strategy
of attrition's" only real content: the comm ndation
of Reichstag elections. In my first replyl I tried
to show that in reality the "strategy of attrition”
amounted to "Nothing-But-Parlismentarianism." Now
Comrade Kautsky himself confirms this in elaborating
his thecries.

Yet more., Comrade Kautsky has, to ba sure,
postponed the great mass action until after the
Reichstag elections: but at the same time he inust
admit that in the present sltuation, the political
mass strike could become necessary "at any moment'--
for "never in the history of the German Reich were

12 Rosa Luxeaburg, "Atiritien or Collisicn?"
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the soclal, political, and international contre-
dictions under such tension as now."12 Byt if in
general the social conditions and historic ripeness
of "Kestern Europe,” and specifically of Germany,
make a mass strike actlon impcssible now, how can
such an action suddenly "at any moment" bo set in
motion? A trutal provocation Ly the police, a mas-
sacre &t a demomstratlon could greaily heighten the -
masses' agitation and sharpen the situation: yet it
obvlously c¢ould not be that "great occasion” which
would abruptly overturn the entire economic and

. political structure of Germany. :

But Comrade Hautsky has proved yet anothex

superfluous thing., If the ganeral economic and
political conditions in Germany are such as to make
a mass strike actlon 1like thé Russian one impossible,
and if the oxtension which the mass strike underwent
in the Russlan Revolution is the specific product of
Russian beckwardness, then not only i1s the use of the
mass strike in the Prussian voting righte struggle.
"called into question, but the Jena resolutiocn as
Well. Until now, the resclution of the Jena party
convention [of 1905--Tr.] was regarded both here

and abroad as such a highly significant anncuncement
because 1t officially borrowsd the mass strike fram
the arsenal of the Russian Revolution, and incor-
porated it ameng the tactics of German Social
Democracy as a means of pelitical struggle, Admit-
tedly thie resolution was formally so composed, and
by many exclusively interpreted so that Social
Demoeracy seemed to declare it would only turn to
the mass strike in case of an attack on Reichstag
voting rights, But once, in any case, Comrade
Kautsky did not belong to those formalists; indeed,
in 1904 he emphatically wrote:

If we leaxn one thing frem the Belgian
example, it is that it would be & fatal
errox for us in Germany to commit ourselves
to a cpecific time for proclaiming the

Dy, Kautaky, "What Now?" Neus Zait AXVIII, 2 (15 April 1510): p. BO.
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volitical strike--for example, in the
event of an attack on the present Reichstag

voting rights.”

The chief significance, the essential content
of the Jena resolution lay not in this formalistic
“commitment,” but in the fact of German Social
Democracy's principled acceptance of the lessons
and example of the Russcilan Revolution., It was the
spirit of the Russian Revolutlon which ruled the -
convention of our party in Jena. And .now when
Comrade Keutsky directly derives the role of the
mass strike in the Russian Revolution from Russian
backwardness, thereby eonstructing a contradictien
between revelutionary Russia and parliamentary
‘"Western Burope"; when he emphatically warns against
the examples and methods of ravolutlon--yes, when by
implication even the proletariat's defeal in the
Russian Revolution is debited in his account to the
grandicse mass strike action, through which the
rroletariat "must eventually be exhausted"--in short,
when Comrade Kautcky declares point-blark "but be )
that as it may, the schema of the Russian mass strike
before and during the revolution does not fit German
conditions": then from this standpoint it seems an
incredible blunder, that German Sccial democracy
officially borrowed the mass strike directly from
the Russian Revolution as a new means of struggle.
At bottiem, Comrade Kautsky's current theory is a
frightfully fundamental revision of the Jena
resolution.

To Jjustify his individual, cockoyed stand in
the last Prussian voting rights campalgn, Comrade
Kautsky step-by-step sells ocut the lessons of the
Russian Revolution--the mest slgnificant extension
and enrichment of proletarian tactics in the last
decade,

* "Ravoluticnarias Everywhere,” Neue Zeit XXI1I, 1, p. 736, My
emphasis,
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In light of the conclusions which follow frem
Comrade Kautsky's newest theory, it now becomes clear
how very falss, from the ground up, thls theory is.
-To derive the mass strike actlon of the Russlan
proletariat, unparalleled in the history of modern
class struggle, from Russia's soclal backwardness--
in other words, to explain the outstanding importance
and leading role of the urban industrizal proletariat
in the Russian Hevolution as Hussian "b&ckwaxdness"--
- 35 to stand things right on thelr heads,

] It was not econcmic retardation, but precisely
the high development of capitalism, modern industry,
and commerce in Rugsia which made that grandiose mass
strike action possible, and which caused it. It was
Jjust because the urban industrial proletariat was
already so mmerous, concentrated in the great
centers, and so sirongly moved by class conscious-
ness, Jjust because the genuine modern capitalist
contradiction had progressed so far, that the
struggle for political freedom could be decisively
led by this proletariat alone, But because of thls
it could be no purely constitutionazl struggle after
the 1liberal formula, but a genuine modern class
struggle in all its treadth and depth, fighting for
the econcmic as well as the polltical interests of
the workers--against capltal as well as Tsarism, for
the elight-hour day as well as a democratlc consti-
tution., And only btecause capltalist industry and
the modern means of commerce bound to it had become
a condition of existence for the state's economic
life, could the mass strikes of the proletariat in
Russia realize such a staggering, decisive effect:
that the revelution celebtrated lts victories with
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them, and with them went down in defeat and grew
silent. ’

At this mement I can think of no nore exact
formulation of the factors in guestlon here, than
that which I gave in my pamphlet on the mass strike
dn 1906: . -

We have seen that the mass strike in
‘Russia represents not ths synthetic product
of a deliberate Social Democratic tactie,
but a natural historic Tigure on the
ground of the present revolution. What
are the forces in Russia now which have
trough.c forth this new manifestation of
ravnl atliont

The immediate task of the Russian _
Revolution 1s putting an snd to absolutism
and establishing a modern bourgeois-
parliamentary constitutional state.
Formally, this is exactly the same task
faced by the March Revolution in Gexmany

. and by the Great Revolution in France at
the end of the eighteenth century. But the
cireumstances, the historic milieu in which
these formally analogous revolutions. took
plece, are fundamentally different from
thoge of today's Russia. The differencs
in circumstances is the entire cycle of
capitallist development which has run
batween those bourgeois revolutions in the
West and the present bourzeols revolution
in the East. That is, this development has
not selzed the Western European lands alone,
but absolutist Russia as well, large scals
industry with 21l its consequences--the
modern class division, the glaring social
contrasts, modern metropelitan 1ife and the
medern proletariat--has become the leading
form of production in Russia (i.e., the
decisive cne for its social development ).

But from this has resuited a strange,
contradictory historical situation: that a
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revolution whose formal objectives are
bourgeels will be carried out uder the
leadership of a medern, class-consclious
preletariat, and in an intermaticnal miliea
which stands under the sign of bourgeols
democracy's downfall. HNow the bourgeoisle
is not the leading revclutlonary element
1% was in the earliex mevoluticns of the
West, when the proletarian mass, dissolved
in the petiy bourgeoisle, served as its .
military levies, 41l 1s xeversed: the
class-consclous proletariat is the leading,
driving clement; the blg bourgeois strata
are in part direetly counterrevolutionary,
in part weakly liberal; only the rural
petty bourgeoisie, along with the urban
petty bourgeols intelligensia, are decidedly
oppositional, indeed revelutionary mirded.
But the Russian proletariat, so clearly
destined for the leading role in the bour-
geols revolution, is itself free from all
illusions about bourgeols democracy--and
tHerefore it enters the struggle with a
strongly developed consclousness of its
own specific class interests in the acutely
sharpened cppesition of capital and labor.
This contradictory state of affairs-is
expressed in the fact that in this formally
bourgeols revolutlon, bourgeols society's
oppositicn to absolutism will be commanded
by the prolstariat's opposition to bour-
geois society; that the proletariat’s
struggle will be simultanecusly directed,
with equal force, against absolutlism and
capitalist expleitation; thal the program
of revolutionary struggle is directed, with
equal enphasis, toward political freedom
and the eight-hour day, as well as a
material existence for the proletariat
worthy of humanity. This two-fold
chavacter of the Russian Revoluticn mani-
Tasts iiself in that inner unity and
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reciprocal action of ecoucmic and political

struggle in which we have been instructed
by the events in Russia, and which finds
its natural expression in the mass
strike., . . .

So the mass strike shows itself to be
no specifically Russian product, arising
from absolutism, tut a universal form of
proletarlian class struggle resulting frem

-the present stage of capltalist development
and class relations. From this standpeint,
the three bourgeois revolutions-~the Great
French Revolution, the German March
Revolution, and the present Russian one--
form an onrunaing chain of develepment in
which the prosperity and the end of the
capitalist century are reflected, . . .

The present revolution realizes, in
the speclal clrcumstances of .absolutist
Russia, the universal results of inter-
national capitalist development: end in
this 1t seems lepgs g final descendant of .
"the old bourgeols revelutions than a
forerunner of 2 new serles of proletarian
revolutlons in the West. Just because it
has s0 inexcusably delayed its bourgeois
revolution, the most backward land shows
ways and methods of extended class struggle
for the proletariat of Germany and the most
advanced capitalist lands.l%

Earlier, Comrade Kautsky alsc viewed the
Russlan Revolution in the same historical perspec-
tive. In December 1905, in complets agresment with
my interpretation, he wrotei

We may most speedily master the lessons
of the Russian Revolution and the tasks
which it sets us, if we regard it aa neither
a bourgeols revolution in the traditional
sense nor a soclalist one, but as a wholly

¥ Rosa Luxenburg, Mass Strike, Party and Trade Uniona.
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unique process taking place on the border
1ine between bourgesis and socialist
soclety: 1t demands dissolution of the one,
prepares for the formation of the other,
and 1n either case brings all of humanity
under capitalist edvilization a mlgnty step
forward in its march of development,”

. If thus one grasps the real social and histor-

- dcal conditions which lie at the root of the Russlan-:
Revolution's specific new fomm of struggle, the mass
strike action--and ancther Anterpretation is not very
well possible without phantasizing the actusl course
of this action out of thin air, as Comrade Kautsky
now does with his "amerphous, primitive strikes"-- .
then it 1s clear that mass strikes as the form of -
the proletariatt's revelutlonaxy struggle come into
consideration even more for Western Europe than in
Russia, to the extent which capitaliem {in Gezmany,
for example) is.much more highly developed.

In fact, all the conditions which Comrade

Kautsky mobilizes .against the political mass strike

are just so many forces which must make the mass

strike action in Germany even more inevitable,
extensive, and powerful.

. The cpposing might of the cartels which Comrade
Kautsky involtes, "searching" in vain "for its like "
the slavish obedience in which the enuvrmous category
of German state employess is sunken--thase are the
very things whlch make a peaceful, profitable union
action ever more difficult for the bulk of the German
proletarlat. They feed ever mightier trials of
strength and explosions in the economic sphere, whose
elemental character and mass extension take on more
and more political meaning the longer they continue.

It is just the political isolation of the
proletariat in Cermany to which Comrade Kautsky
refers, just the fact that the united bourgeoisie

* "Driving Forces and Perspectives of the Russian Revolution,”
Neus Zeit XXV, 1, p. 333, i .
1)
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down to the last petiy bourgeois stands behind the
govermment like a wall, that shapes every great
political struggle against the government into =
struggle against the bourgeoisie, against exploi-
tation. Ard the same circumstances guarantee that
every energetic revolutionary mass action in Germany
will not take parliamentary forms of liberalism or
the previous form of the revolutlonary petty
bourgeoisie's struggle, the trief harricade vattle,
but the classic proletarian form of the mass strike.

And finally: it 1s just because we in Germany
have "a half century of socialist enlightenment and
political freedom" behind us, that as soon as the
situation has so ripened that the masses take to ths
field, the action of the proletariat set in motion

by every political struggle will roll together all
ancient reckonings against private and state exploli-
tation, and unite the poiiticel with an economiec
mass struggle. For, as Comrade Kautsky wrote in

19071

We have not the slightest ground to assume
that the degree of exploltation of the
Gexman proletariat is less than that in
Russia. On the contrary, 'we have seen that
with the advance of capitalism the exploi-
tation of the proletarlat increases. If
the German worker is in a somewhat better
position than the Russian, the productivity
of his labor is also much greater, and his
needs in relation to the general naticnal
standard of living are much higher: so that
the Gemman worker finds the capitalist yoke
perhags even mors galling than the Russian
does. :

Comrade Kautsky, who paints in such splenddid
colors how the German worker is "totally preoccupied
with organizations, meetings, and elections of all

" The Social Revolution, 2md ed., p. 60,
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sorts,” has for the moment forgotten the quite enor-
mous slave herds of Prusso-German state employees,
rallroad workers and postal workers, as well as the
farm workers, who unfortunately enjoy very limited
nmeasure of that contented precccupation with
“organizations, meetings, and options of all sorts”
as long 2s the right to organize is legally or
practically denied them.. He has forgotten that in
the midst of royal Prussian freedom these enormous i
calegories live politically as well as economically
in .genuine "Russian" conditions, and that therefore
these very categories--not to mention the .miners-- -
will find it impossible, in the midst of a pelitical
convulsion, tc maintain their silavish obedience or
to refrain from presenting their special bill of
reckonlng in the form of giant mass strikes.

But let us look at "Western Burope." In dis-
puting all this, Comade Kautsky has Yet another
opponent besides myself to deal with: reality.
Specificelly, what do we ses here when we only direct
our attention Lo the most important mass strikes of
the last ten years? .

The great Belgian mass strikes which won
universal suffrage stand by themselves in the ‘90s
as a bold experiment., Nevertheless, what depth and
multidimensionallty! : .

In 1900 the mass strike by the minexrs in
Pennsylvania which, according to the testimony of
American comrades, did more to spread socialist ideas
than ten years of agitation; also in 1900, mass
strike by the miners in Austria; 1302, mase strike
by the miners in France; 1902, general strike by all
production workers in Barcelona in support of the
struggling metal workers; 1902, demonstration mass
strike in Sweden for universal, equal suffrage; 1902,
mass strike in Belgium for universal, equal suffrage;
1902, mass strike by the faxm workers in ell east
Galiclae (over 200,000 taking part) in defense of the
right to organize; 1903, in January and April, two
mass stirikes by the rallroad workers in Holland}
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1904, mass strike by the railread workers in Hungary;
1904, demonstration mass strike in Italy protesting
the massacres in Sardinia; ‘= January 1905, mass
strike by the miners ‘n the Auhr district; in Octoter
1905, demonstration mass strike in and around Prague
(by 100,000 workers) for universal, equal suffrage
in Bohemian landtag elections; in October 1905,
demonstration mass strike in lemburg for universal,
‘equal suffrage in Gallcian Landtag elections; in
November 1905, demonstration mass strike in all of
Austria for universal, egual suffrage in Reichsrat
elections; 1905, mass strike by the Italian farm
workers; 1505, mass strike by the Itallan railroad
workersy 1906, demonstration mass strike in Triest
for universal, squal suffrage in Landtag elections
which victoriously forced the reform throush; 1908,
mass strike by the foundry workers inm Witkowitz
(Mdhren) An support of 400 shop stewards fired
because of the May Day cele'bra.tion--victoriously
concluded; 1909, mass Strike in Sweden in defense of
the Tight to organize; 19C9, mass strike by-the
postal workers in France; in October 1909, demon-
stration mass strike by all workers in Trient ard
Rovereto protesting the political persecution of
Soclal Democracy; 1910, mass strike in Philadelphia
in support of the sirsetcar. workers' struggle for
the right to organize; and at this moment , .
preparations for a mass strike by the railroad
workers in France, :

This 1s the "impossibility" of "West European"
mass strikes, especially demonstration mass strikes,
which Comrade Kautsky has so beautifully demonstrated
in black and white. Comrade Kautsky has theoreti-
celly proved the olwious impossibility of mixing .
pollitlical and econonmic strikes, the impossibility of
impressive, general demonstration mass strikes, the
impessibility of mass strikes belng a pericd of
repeated hand-to-hand combat. He has forgotten that
for the last ten years we have lived in a period of
sconomls, political, fighting and demonstration
strikes: a period which has extended, with striking
unity, over almost all "West European lands" as well

3}
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as the United States; Iver the capitalistiéally most
backward like Spain, ani the most advanced like North
dmerica; over lands with the weakest union movements
like France, and those with strapping Social :
Democratic unions 1like Austria; over agrarian Galicla
and highly Industrialized Bohemia; over half-feudal
staies like the Hapsburg monaxrchy, republies iike
France, and absolutist states like Russid, And of
course, in addition to the above-enumsrated stands

For while we discuss the political strike
and search for its theoretical formulation
and confirmation, one mlghty politiecal mass
strike after another #lames up thtough the
sponianeous combustion of the masses--or
rather every massg strike becomes a politi-
‘eal action, every great political test of
strength climaxes in a mass strike, whether
among the miners, the proletariat of

Russia, the Italian farm workers and rail-
road workers, ete.™

From this it almost seems as if Comrade
KXautsky, through his newest theory of the impossi-
bllity of a pericd of political mass strikes in
Gemmany, has demonstrated not asg
between Rugsia and
between Germany and world--Western
Europe and Russia thrown in together, Prussia must
in fact be the exception among all capltalist lands,
if what Comrade Kautsky has worked out on the impos-
8ibility of aven short general demonstration mass
strikes in Prussis is true,
unthinkable thet in a damonstration strike against
the govermment hers, commuter rallways, streetears,

E g. Kautaky, "The Lessons of the Miners' Strikes,* News Zait XXTII,
11, p. 781,
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and gas works come to a standstill,” that we in
. Germany experience a demonstration strike which
“alters the entire landseape, and in so doing makes
the deepest impression on the entire bourgeois worid
as well as the most indifferent strata of the prole-
-tariat." But then what is "unthinkable" in Germany
must be what has already proved itself possible in
CGalicia, in Boheria, in Italy, in Trieste and Trento,
in Spain, and.in Sweden. ‘In all these lands and
clties, splendid demonstration strikes have taken
place which completely altered "the landscaps." In
Bohenia on November 20, 1905, an absolute, general
work stoppage relgned which extended even to ‘
agriculture--a thing they have not yet experienced
in Russia. 1In Italy in Septenber 1904 the farm
workers, strestcars, electric and &a38 works took a
holiday, and even the daily press had to stop publi-
cation, "It has indeed becoue. the most total gen-
eral strike," wrote the Neus Zeit, "that history
knows of1 for three whole days the city of Genoa was
left without light apd bread apd meat; all economic
life was paralysed.”™ In Sweden's capital Stockholm,
in 1902 as well as 1909, all means of communication
and commerce--streetcars, cebs, wagons, municipal
- Services--were shut down in the firet week. 1In
Baxcelona in 1902, 21l economic life rested for many
days. :

. and so in Prusso-Gexmany--with its "strongest
contemporaxy government," and its speclal "German
conditions" which surposedly show proletarian methods
of struggle, possible in all the rest of the world,
to be all sorts of inpossibilities--we have finaliy
acquired an unexpected counterpart to those special
"Bavarian" and "south Germen" conditlons which
Comrade Kautsky onecs so heartily derided with us,
But in Particular, these German "imposelbilitisg"
plume themselves on the fact that preclsely in
Germany we have the strongest parxty, the strongest

* oda Gitorg, "The Italian Gemeral Strike,” Neus Zeit XXIIZ, 1,
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uniens, the best organization, the greatest disci-
pline, the most enlightened proletariat, and the
greatest influence of Marxism. By this methed we
would come, in fact, to the singular conclusion that
the stronger Socisl Demncracy is, the more powerless -
the proletariat, But I believe that to say mass
strikes and demonsiration strikes which were possille
in various other lands are impossible teday in
Germany, is to fix a twand of incapacity on the
German proletariat which it has as yet done nothing
.to desexve. : '

V

What actually remains of Comrade Kautsky's mass
atrike theory, &fter he has polnted out all the
"impossibilities"? The one, "final,” pure political
mass strike, disengaged from economic strikes:s which
once only, but with absolute conclusiveness, smashes
_dewn like thunder out of the clear blue sky. Says
Comxade Ka.ut.skyl ) '

Here, in this conception, lies the deepest
ground of the differences between my
friends and me over the mass strike. They
anticipate a pericd of mass strikes, Under
the existing conditions in Germany, I can.
imagine a political mass strike only as a
one-time event into which the entire prole-
tariat of the Reich enters with its entire
strength; as a struggle to the death; as a
struggle which either overthrows our
enemies, or asmashes--or at least cripples--
the totality of our organizatlons and our
entire strength for years on end.

As for this image of the "final mass strike"
which swims before Comrade Koutsky, one must first
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of all say that 1t is » @t any rate, a totally new
creation: for it is not drawn frem reallty, but out
of pure "imagination."” For not only deoes it fit no
Russian pattern: not Qne nass strike of the many
which have-taken Pplace in "Western Eurcpe" or the
United States approximately resembles the eXxemplar
which Comrade Kauteky has invented for Germany. None
of the mass ‘strikes known till now was a “fipnal® .
struggle "to the death"; none led to the total vie-
tory of the workers, but none "smashed ‘the totality
of organizations and the antire strength" of the
proletariat "for years on end." Success was mostly
2 partial end an indirvect one. The miners' giant
strikes usually ended 4ip a direct defeat: but as a
further consequence, they realized Important secial
reforms through their Pressure--in Austria the nine-
hour day, in France the eight-hour day. . The most
important consequence of the Belgisn mass strike in
1893 was the comquest of universal, unegual suffrage,

8 Swedish maas strike, formaliy concluded .
with a compromise, actually warded off a genexral
attack by the confederated “usiness world on the
Swedish unions, In Austria, demonstration strikes
have mightily hastened. electoral reform, The mass
strikes of the famm workers, with thelr forma]
partial inei‘fectiveness,'ha.ve greatly strengthened
the organization among the farm workers of Ttaly and
Galicia, All mags strikes, whether economic or
political, demenstrat

The achievements of the political mass
strike are incaleculable: 1ts worth continu-
ously grows with the degree of proletarian
class consciousness, A pvolitical strike
carrled out with enexrgy and solidarity is
never lost, because it is what 1t aims at--
a developing exercise of the Proletariattyg
power in which the fighters steel their
strength and sense of Tespensibility, and
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the'ruling classes become conscious of
their adversary's might.*

But if until now every mass strike without
exceptlon, "West Eurcpean" as well as Rusaian, in
direct cecntradiction to Comrade Kautsky's newest
schema has wcught on nelther the total victory nor
the destruction of' the proletariat, but on the con-
trary an almost invariable strengthening of the
workera' organizations, class ¢onsclousness, and
self-confidence, then on the othsr side the question
arises: how can that great and "final," that
apocalyptic mass strike in which the stoutest oaks
crack, the earth bursts asunder and the graves open
actually come to pass in Germany, if the mass of the
proletariat has not previously been prepared,
schooled, and aroused by an entire lengthy period of
mass strikes, of econemic or pelitical mass
struggles?

. According to Comrade Kautsky, "the entire
rroletariat of the Reich” will plunge into this
"final" mass strike, and'what is. more "with its
entire strength." But how are the Prusso-German
state employees, the xallroad workers, postal
workers, ete., who today are paralysed in "slavish
obedience," the farm workers who have no right to
organize and no organization, the broad strata of
workers still stuck in enemy organizations, in
Christian, Hirsch-Dunckerist,l5 yellow unions--in
short, the great mass of the German proletariat whom
we have not yet reached with our union organization
or Social Lemoeratic agitation--how axs they
suddenly, with one leap, to bs ready for a "final"
mass strike "to the death" unless a preceding period
of tempestuous mass struggles, demonstration strikes,

¥ Hews Zeit AXIII, 2, p. 385.

15 The German Christisn {Catholic) and Hirsch-Duncker unions were
antisocislint--the latter wore aleo opposed io strikes. In 1907,
14,9 parcent of all German union members belonged to these urnionap
about another 4 percent belonged to various "independsnt unions,
some of which wore openly centrolled by tho employsrs. (Tr.)
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partial mass strikes, glant economic struggles, ete.,
loosens them little by little from their paralysis,
thelr slavish cobedience, their fragmentation, and
incorporates them among the followers of Social
Democracy? i

Even Comrade Kautsky had to see this.
"Naturally," be says, "I do not imagine this one-time
event as an isolated act 'shot from a pistol.,' I too
expeel an ovn of embittered mass struggles and mass
astions, but with the mass strike as the final
weapon.” But what "mass struggles and mass actions"
does Comrade Kautsky have in nind which will lead to
that "final" mass striks, which do not themselves
conglst of the mass strike? Could it be street
demonstrations? But one cannot simply hold street
demonstrations for dacades on end. And Comrade
Kautsky certainly rules out general, impressive
denonstration strikes for Germany: indeed, it is
"entirely unthinkable ihat in a demonstration strike

- against. the government here, commuter railways,
sirestecars, and gas works come to a standstill."
Itkewlse, economic mass strikes could not accomplish
that preparation for the political mass strike:
according to Comrade Kautsky they ave to be kept at
a strict distance from the political mass strike, to
him they are not at all benefiecisl but even--almost
harmful. -0Of what, finally, shall those "embtittered"
nass struggles and mass ections of the preparatory
era consist? Perhaps of "embittered" Reichstag
elections, or meetings with protest resolutions? Bub
those enormous strata of the unorganized or oppo-
sitlionally organized prolotariat, upon whom the
"final" mass strike depends, unfortunately stay away
from our meetings. And so 1t is utterly impossible
to conceive how we will actually win, arouse, and
school the "entlre proletariat of the Reich" for the
final struggle "to the death."

Whether Comrade Kautsky wishea it or not, his
final mass strike, jusi in ruling out & periocd of the
mass strike's economic and political character, comes
at us simply shot from a pistol.
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But finally, one must ask: what kind of a
"£inal"” mass strike is this, that comes only once
and in whlch the entire preletariat of the Reich will
grapple to the death? Should we understand by this a
periedic “Iinal” mass strike which in every great
political campalgn--for example, for Prussian voting
rights, to prevent the outtrealk of war, ete.--will
finally give the decision? But one cannot pericdi-
cally struggls "to the death" again and again..
Painted <hus, a mass strike in which the "entire
proletariat” grapples “with its entlire strangth”
te the death” can only be the struggle for total
politizel power in the stata: obviously the "final"
struggle "to the death" can only b that in which
the proletariat wrestles for its dictatorship and to
finish off the bourgeois class-state. In this way,
the political mass:'strike for Germany withdraws
farther and farther. First, through the "strategy of
attrition”" it was expected the year after the

_ Reichstag electionsi now it vanishas from sight as
the "fipal," the solitary mass strike and teases us,
from beyond the blue horizon, with--the soclal
revolution. '

let us now recall the stipulations which
Comrade Xautsky, in his first article “"WYhat Now?"
attaches to accomplishment of the political mass
strike--strictest secrecy of preparations, declslon-
making by the suprems "war councli” of the party, the
greatest possible surpriee of the enemy--and we unex-
pactedly receive a mental Iimage vwhich bears a strong
Yesemblance to ths "final Great Day" of the general
strike after the anarchist formula. The idea of the
mass strike 1s transformed from a hisitorleal process
of the modern proietarian class struggles in thelr
decedes-long pericd of conclusion, into a free-for-
all in which the “antire proletariat of the Reich,"
with one jolt, suddenly btrings down the bourgeolis
sgocial order.

But what did Comrade Kautaky write in 1907 in
his Social Revolution, 2nd edition, p. W7

L8
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That 1s nonsensical. A general strike
in which all workers in a couniry cease
their labors at a glven signal presuppeses
2 maninity and organization of the workers
which cap hardly e reached in the present
socliety-~-and if it were reached, would be
60 irresistible as to dispense with the
general strike. But such a strike, with
one jol%, would suddenly render not merely
the existing society, but aevery existence
impossible--that of the Proletarians even
sooner than thai of the capitalists, It
Would thus infallibly treak at the very
moment 1t began to unfold its revolutlonary
effect.

As a means of political struggle, the
strike could hardly (certainly not in the
foreseeable :t‘utures’ assume the form of a
strike by 511 workers in a country. . . .
We face a period when the isclated s non-
politieal strike will e as hopeless
against the superlor strength of the :
cartels as the isolated parliamentary
action of the workers' partles is against
the force of the capitalist-controlled
state power., It will become ever more
urgent -for each to supplement the other
and dvaw new strength from their Joint
action.

" Like the use of evary new weavon, that
of the political strike must first be

learned.

And so the more Comrade Kautsky turned to broad
theoretical generalizations to Justify his position
in the Prussian voting rights struggle, the more he
lost sight of the general perspactive of the develop- -
ment of the class struggle in Western Europe and in
Germany--which in previous -Years he never tired of
pointing out. Indeed, he himself had an uncomfort-
able sense of his present viewpoint's incongruence
with his earlier one, and was therefore good enough
to completely reproduce his 1904 article series
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"Revelutionaries Everywhere” in the final, third part
of ‘his reply to me. The crass contradiction is not
thereby done eway with: it has enly resulted in the
chaotle, flickering character of that article’s last
. part, which so remarxably lessens one's pleasurse in
reading it.

But not that article series alone is in shrill
dissonance with what Comrade Kauisky now advances.
In his Social Revolutlon, we read that we will enter
a whole lengthy pexiod of ravolutionary struggles in
‘which the politicul mass strike will “surely play &
great role" (p. 54). The entire pamphlet The Road to
Power ie devoted to the depictior of the same per-
spective. - Yes, here we have already enitered into the
revolutionary period., Here Comrade Kautsky revlews
the "political tesiamen v of Friedrich Engels and
declares the time of the wgtrategy of attrition,"’
which consists of legal exploltation of the given
state groundwork, to te alresdy pasti

At the beginning of the '90s, 1 -
acknowledged that a peaceful development
of proletarian organizations and the prole-
tarian class struggle on the glven gtate
groundwork would tring the proletariat
farthest forward in the situation of that
time. And so you cannot reproach me with -
a craving for the intoxication of Co
rrrevolution and rrradicalism vwhen my
observation of the present situation leads
me to the view that conditions have funda-
mentally changed sinco the beginning of the
'90s, that we have every reason to assume
we have entered into-a period of struzgles
for the state instifutions and state power!
struggles which under manifold changes of
fortune could be drawn out for decadps,
whose forms and duration are unforeseeable
at present, but which w111 most probably
bring about a considerable increase in the
proletariat's power In the foreseesable
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future, i1f not indeed its total power in
Yestern Surope,

farther ¢n;

But in this universal instability, the
immediate tasks of the proletariat are.
clearly given, We have already developed
thenm, 1 be no further progress
without altering the state groundwork on
¥Which we wage the struggle., To most ener-
getically strive for democracy in the
Reich, but also in the individual states-.
Specifically in Prussis &nd Saxony--that
is its first tagk in Germany; its first
international task is tha.struggle,against
geopolitics and militarism,

- As_clesrly visibie ag these problems
are the means at our compand for thedr
solution, To thoge reviously emploved is
how edded the mass Strike, which we had
already theoretically accepted at the
beginning of the '905, and whose applica-~
bility under favorable circumstances hasg
since then been repeatediy demonstrated, *

In his Social Revolution, in The Road to Power,
in the Neue Zeit Comrade Kautsky preacheq the. :
“politice]l strike" to the German unions as the "now
tactic"

he pure unien strike to more
and mors ineffectiveness, Indeed it wag this concept
which led him, in bygone years, to an cmbittered

feud with the Correspondence Bulletin of the General
Commission of Unicns, :

‘nconditionally achleve “dofinite successes" or thoy
have "failed their Purpose”; and as the means of

* The Road to Fowor, pp. 53, 101. My emphastas,
ZIhe Road to Poer

5 e e
652




"organizing the proletariat, heightening its insight
and sense of strength, and increasing the nmasses'
confidence in thelir organizations,” he counts only
"successfully fought campaigns for higher wages."
After all, we need nothing so urgently now as
"visible successes" to impress the masses. "But
thers are few successes which so visibly document
our mounting strength to the masses as electoral
victorles, as the conguest of new mandates." Thus,
Reichstag elections and mandates--that is Moses and
the prophets!

.Now we hear, that the German worker is only
ready for "safe” demonstraticns, that "a mere demon-
stration strike i1s not even the most impressive" form
of political protest, that "a victoriocus Reichstag
election makes e far greater impact"! And finally
"a real mass demonstration" worth anything at'all,
"which is not required for immedlate defense, but
which simply protests an injustice already existing
for over half a century": such a damonstration strike
"without a powerful motive" would hardly be posaible
_in Germany. Comrade Kautsky has simply not noticed
that with his argumentatlen he has, in passing,
leaked out the finest thepretical ground for--the
abolition of May Dey.

. Comrade Kautsky quite rightly reminds us that
“oven bafore the Russian Revolutlon" he gave an exact
description of the working of a politlcal mass strike
.An his article "Revolutionaries Everywhere." But it
seeme to me that what mettera is not merely to sketch
revolutionary struggles and their extermal course in
theoretical abstraction--that is, in Never-lNevex
Land--and to project thelr general schema: it is
equally a matter of giving, at the same time, those
slogans in practlce which will release the maximum
of ths proletariat's rsvolutlonaxy energy and drive
the situation forward the farthest and fastest.

Granted, in his numerous articles and his
pamphlets Comrade Kautsky has glven us, with
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compelling clarity, a picture of the rev..utionary
struggies of the future. For example, in his 1g0b
description of the mass strike hs already showed how
"avery mansion, every granary, every factory, every
telegraph office, every strutch of raillroad is mili-
tarily guarded"; how the soldisrs are loosed upon
the masses everywhere, and how in spite of this it
never comes te a lattle “for wherever they come the
masses scatier, to reassemble wherever the secldiers
have not yet arrived or-have Just left"; how first
"gas and slectric works shut down, streetcars stop
running, finally even the mails and rajilroads are
seized by the strike fever; first the state workers
sttlke, then the junitor eilvil servants as well"--in
short, all is here with 'a three-dimensionality, life,
and rsalism that are all the nore remarkable, in that
he dsals with events coming at us out of the blus
sky. DBut when from these aetherial heights, where
theory calmly circles like an sagle, the question
first plunged to the flat land of the Prussian voting
rights campaign, then swidenly the trainless and
planless Prussian govermment was transfigured into
& rocher de brenze [rock of tronze~-Tx, ]; the German
conditions depicted in The Road +o Power as ready Lt
for social revolution (Hurrah! March on! March on!)
turned into a frozen land where "it is absolutely
" unthinkable" that workers in state workshops ' and
civil servants, be they junior or senior, take ‘part
in-a demonstration; and the "revolutionary era which
is arising” transformed itself into an industrious
Preparation for Reichstag electlions, for "thers are
few successes which ao vislibly document our strength
to the masses" ag--Heichstag mandates, .

Heaven-storming theory--and "attrition” in
Practice; most revolutionary rerspectives in the
clouds--and Reichstag mandates as socle rerspectiver
in reality. Conmrade Kautsky declared hig campaign
agalnst me with the urgent necessity of rescuing the
idea of the masg strike fram compremise. I fear it
would have been better Tor the idea of the mass
strike as well as Comrade Kautsky, if this rescue
had been forborne.
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VI

let us return to Prussia.

At the beginning of March, in view of the
voting rights campaign which had begun and the
mounting demenstration movement, I declared that 1f
the paxrty wished to lead the movement fariher forward
it must make the slogan of the mass strike the oxder
of the day, and that a demonstration mass strike -
would ba the first step toward this in the present
situation. I considered that the party faced a
dilemma: it would either raise the voting rights
movement to snarper forms or, as in 1908, the move-
ment would go back to sleep after a sghort time.
Indeed, this was what summoned Comrade Kautsky to
the field. of battle agalnst me.

Apd what do we see? Comrade Kautsky points out
that, me to the contrary, we have certainly not
_experienced a hint of a mass strike; he triunphs that
the situation has struck my initlative "dead as &
doornall." Now it seems that in his polemic zeal,
Comrede Kautsky has completely overlocked something
slse that has unfortunately been struck "deasd as a
doornail": namely the demonstrations, and with them
the voting rights movement ltself, '

Comrade Kautsky argues against me that an
intensification of the demonstrations is entirely
unnecessary, that the party faces no dilemma, that
the main thing is "to bring about the wider employ-
ment of street demonstrations--not to slacken in
this, but on the contrary to make them ever
mightier."® Well, since April the street demon-
strations have totally ceased. And not, indeed,

* wyhat, Now? Neue Zeit, 15 April 1510, p. 7.
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Barlin SPD voting rights demonstraticn, 1910,

through some lack of enthusiasm and fighting
spirit among the masses: their inner creativity has
not gone to sléep. Na, the street demonstrations
were simply .called off by the leading party
authorities in the face of the struggles and
endeavers of the provinces, as the ist of May has
shown, as the May demonstrations in Breslau and
Braunschwelg have further shown-—deliberately called
off. Just as I wrote in my first reply in the Neue
Zedit, even at the end of March--without awaiting the
further course of events and of the situation--under
pressure of the mood of the provinces, they arranged
the April 10 demonstration with the feeling: An end
to this at last! 4ang an erd has been made. No
demonstrations, not even meetings take up the voting
rights question, the stora-breathing rubrie of the
voting rights struggle has disappeared from the party
press. And this circumstance can sServe as surest
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symptem that the thing, for the time belng, is over
and no longer actual: that our leading central organ
Vorwarts began to concern itself with tactics in the
voting rights struggle. "The popular movement in the
grand style" 1s meanwhile sent back honme.

" What does Comrade Kautsky sey to this? Doss
he who brgught "Jeat, Satire, Irony and Deeper
Meaning"16 to bear on me venture the slightest word
-of reproach to the "higher authoritias who, despite
hls warning "not to slacken in the street demon-
strations,” have plainly killed the demonstratien
movement? On the contrary: here Comrads Kautsky is
"all adniration, he can find only words of wondor For
“the latest demonstration campalgn" which "was the
model of a successful strategy of attrition." WQuite
>ight., This 1s just how it locks in practice, this
“strategy of attrition" which, "worn down" by two
bold steps forward, rests on its laurels and lets the
crashing overturs of the "popular movement in the
grand style" run down into the gentle %urring of
preparations for Reichstag elections. i

So the voting rights movement is sgain brought
to a standstlll for one, perhaps two Yyears: and what
is more, at such a well-chosen moment that we havs
rondered the government the greatest service anyone
could have possibly done it,

16 Jent, Satirve, Trony and Dssper Meaning is the titls of & coaedy

by Christian Districh Grabbve.

i7 Luxemburg is alluding to a passkge frem Section 3 of Merx's .
Ihe Eightoenth Brumaire of louis Bogaparts., "But ths Tevolutionary
threats of the petty bourgecisis And their democratio representatives
aro perely attempta to intimidate the cpponent. And when they have
run thezselvsse up a blind alley, when they have mo campromined
themselves that they are forced to act out their thrests, then
this is done in an sabiguous way that shuns nothing more than the
meens to the end apd snatches at pretexis for defeat. Tho crashing
overture which proclaimed the struggle dies dewn into a gentle
purring s econ 28 the struggls is supposed to begin, the aotors
coase to take themselves au sfrieux, and the purformance falls ag
Tlat as an air-filled balloen pricked with s pin." {Tr.)
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) The withdrawal of the suffrage bill by
Bethmann—Hcllweg was the decisive moment. The
government was ir a tight corner. The parliamentary
Patchwork of electoral reform and the parliamentary
horse-trading were bankrupt. The enemy was at the
end of his rope. .If we really were serious about
practicing the “"voting rights storm,” about the
slogan "no peace in Prussia,” about the &reat words
of the Prussian party convention, then the collapse
of the govermment bili was the given moment to
immediately launch a general, grandiose attack out
of this flasco of parliamentary action with the cry
"Give us a new bill!", with sireet demonstrations
across -the whole -country which would then have led
- to a demonstration mass strike and mightily driven .
the struggle forward, Comrade Kautsky, who has most
graclously proposed to acknowledge such brain storms
a8 “axmed" assembly in Treptower ParklS as the appli-
cation of my "strategy," has here a clear example
of what "my strategy" really calls for. Not childish
Don Quixoteries like those Comrade Kautsky demands of
me, but political exploitation of the encmy's defeat
as the only victory~-which, horeover, l1s not so much
‘the discovery of some "new strategy," but rather the.
ABC of every revolutlonary, yes, of every serious
battle tactie,

That was the party's task. And I am not here
Ironouncing the party's unqualified duty to open a
"revolutionary pericd" every Monday and Thursday,
But I feel that if the party begins an action, if
‘1t has summoned up the storm and celled its men-at-
arms the people to the field of battle, if it has

8 Berlin police chier Traugott von Jagow had baansd atrent
demonstrations with his “public nobico® of Fotruary {3 s 191w
“The *right to tha strveta! is being prociaimed, The streats are
exclusively for tha purpose of commarce, Resistance to atate

Bexlin zoo, whexe
150,000 dencnstrated for free, equal, amd universal suffrage before
the police arrived,
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spoken of a "popular movement in the grand style” and
attack "by all forces"--then 1t dare not, after iwo
advances, suddenly scratch its head, gape about,

and declare: "Never mind . . . we didn't mean it
serlously this tims . . . let's go hore." . In my
opinton such storm-mongsring on approval and at weord
of command is unworthy of the party's greainess and
the seriousness of the situation, and inclined to
discredit the party in the eyes of the masses.
Further, the voting rights and demonstration move-
ment which had begun was an .excellent opportunity
for arousing and enlightening the indifferent

masses, and for winning unsympathetically-miqded
¢ircles of workers as our regular agitaticn is not
in the least in a position to do. By deliberately
stopping the movement short, the party has left this
splendid opportunity unexploited after the most
beautile beginning. '

But further, and above alil, political points
of view come into question. It is most shortsighted
to mechanlcally divide the question of Prussian
electoral refoxrm from the question of Reichstag
voting rights and to declare that our btig guns won't
go intvo actlon over the Prussien voting righis
struggle, that we'll save them in cage Reichstag
votlng rights are annulled after the Reichstag
elections. Flainly, one must deliberately close
.one's syes to the actual interconnections not to see
that in the present situation, atruggle for Prussian
electoral reform is essentlally nothing other than
struggle for Relchstag voling rights. It is clear
that an energetic end victorious campaign for
Frusslan voting rights is the surest way to parry,
in advance, 2 blow against Reichstag voting rights,
The resolute and persistant follew-through of the
voting rights struggle would simultaneously have been
a defensive actlon againat the reaction's hankering
for a coup d'&tat--an action which would have had all
the advantages of an cffense over a forced defense.

Now Comrade Kauisky objects--and this is his
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last trump--that sinee the mass strike has not, as
wWe see, broken out, that is the best broof how 1ittle
it flowed from the sltuation and how misteken my
standpoint was;

But -the very fact thai it 1s 5ti1l being
debated shows that the situation is sti11
18 ripe. As long as one can still
dispute and investigate whetker or not the
mass strike ig opportune, the proletariat
as a collective mass is not Tilled with
that mass exasperation ama sense of
strength vhich are necessary if the mass
strike is to be accomplished. If the
necessary mood for it had been Present in
March, then a dissuasive voice 1iks mins

Would hava been srothered under a protest
of raging anger. : .

¥ shows an interesting
Mes: now the mass

upheaval whose commencement cannot

be trought about at will,-which one can awalt but
not arrangs." I feel that the task of the Social
Democratic Party and its leadership consists 4in
neither the secretive hatching of "great plans" nor
the "awaiting" of elemental upheavals, Mazgs
atrikes--as I clearly stated in my first article in
the Dortmund Arbeiter-Zeit ~-cannot be ‘madeg" by
an order from the "supreme cormand," they must arise
from the masses and vanc
politically, & ie,
& powerful offensive, to so lsad thls action Forward
that the masses are eVer more conscious of their

s--that the Party can do, and that is also its
duty. Social Democracy cannot artificially create
a revolutlonary mass novement; but, cireumstances
Permittiing, it can certainly cripple the finest mass
action through its wavering, feehle tactics, Proof
is furnished by the aborted, or rather, the imme-
diately countermanded voting rights mass strike of
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1902 in Belgium.19 How effectively the party ean
prevent a mass strike, this "elementa) upheaval "

oy putting on the brakes under certaln clrcumstances,
even when the masses are battle-ready to the highest
degrse~-Cemrade Kautsky himself has reported this
with regard to Austria, “But even though," he

velis us,

Even though corditions 1n Austria favor a
mass strike far more than they do here, and
even though the Austrian messes were tem-
porarily aroused tc a level from which we
in Germany remain far distant, to such an
agitation that they could only be held .
back frem launching into a mass strike by
the utmost exertion of all forces; and
finally, even though Tepeatedly and in

the most positive way "threatered" with
"the mase strike, the comrades reeponsible
for the factlcs of the party have viclently
put on the trakes and prevented one up til1
NoW . B

It 1s self-explanatory that this obstructive
role of the perty leadership could appear most
actively in Gewrmany, in view of the extraordinarily -
developed crgenizational centralism and discipline
in our party. As I earller wrote in my article
"What Next?": :

In a party where, as in Gemmany, the
principle of organization and party dis-
cipline is so unprecedentedly cherished,
and where in consequence the inltiative of
unorganized popular masses--their sponta-
neous, so to speak improvised capacity for

9 o Apri1 1, 1902, a mass stxike began 4n Belgium in which over
300,000 werkers tock part, It was troken off on April 20 by the
General Councl) of the Belglan Workers' Party, although the demands
foxr changea in suffrage and the related constitutional szendment
had been rejocted cn April 18 by the Palgian chanber.

* Neue Zait XXIV, 2, p. 856,
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action, such a significant, often decislve
factor in all previous great political
struggles--is nearly ignored, then it is
the inescapable duty of the party to dem-
onstrate the worth of this so highly
developed organization and discipline even
for great actions, and their worth even
for other fomme of struggle than parlia-
mentary elections. '

The past fate of the Prusslan voting rights
movemeni almost secms to demonstrate that our organi-
zational appavatus and our party discipline prove
themsaslves better, just now, at traking than at
.leading great mass actions. When éven in advance
the street demonstrations are timidly and reluctantly
worked out; when every necessary opportunity io ralse
the demonstrations to a higher power--like March 18,
like the 1st of May--is embarrassingly shunned; when
our own victories like the congquest of our right to
the streets on April 10, as well as the defeats of
the enemy like the withdrawal of the government Pill
are left totally unexploited; when finaily the demon-
strations are put back on the shelf after all and
the masses are sent home; in short, when everything
is done to hold back, to cripple the mass action, to,
deaden the militancy: then obviously that tempestuous
movement cannot arise from the masses, which must
vent itself in a mass strike.

Naturally the obstructive effect of such
leadership is most nearly decisive when the action
is still in its initial stages--as is the case with
us in Cermany, where it is just taking its first
steps. If once the revolutionary period is fully
unfolded, if the clouds of battle are already rising
high, then no trake-pulling by the party leaders will
be able to accomplish much; for the masses will
simply shove aside thelr leaders who set themselves
against the storm of the movement. Thus could it
also happen in Cermany, one day. But in the intersat
of Social Demccracy, I find 1t nelther necessary nor
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desirable to steer that way. If we in Germany
unduestionlngly wadt with the mass strike until the
masses, wlih “raging anger," storm right over their
brake-pulling leaders, this obviously ean happen only
at the expense of the influence and prestige of
Social Demecracy. And then it could easily appear
that the complicated organizational apparatus and

the ‘striect party discipline of which we are Justly
proud are, unfoxrtunately, only a first-rate makeshift
for the parliementary and union daily routine; and
with the given disposition of -our leading circles
thay are a hinderance to the mass action in the grand
style, to what is demanded by the coming era of-
violent atruggles. .

And in the same conneztion, another especially
weak point in our organizational relations could have
a disastrous effect. If the union leaders had pub-
licly come out on theix own againet the slogan of
the nass strike in the latest voting rights campaign,
it would only have clarified the situation and
sharpened the critique of the masses, But that they
didn't have to do this, that instead through the -
medium of the party and with the aid of the party
apparatus they could throw the total authority of
Social Democracy into the balance to put the brakes
on the mass action--that hes brought the voting = |
rights movement to a standstill, and Comrade Kautsky.
has merely provided the theoretical musie,

fet in spite of all this our cause moves
forward. The enemy works for us so unceasingly,
it 1s through no merit of our own that we're in the
clover both in and out of season, Yet in the end it
is not the task of the class party of the proletariat
simply to live on the sins and errors of its enemles
despite its own errors, but to accalerate the course
of events through its own energy ard to release, not
the minimum, but the maximum of action and class
struggle in that impulss.

And when in the future the mass action agaln
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arises, then the party will face exactly the same
problem it did two years ago and last spring. After
these two trials, the broad circles of our party
comrades must from now on clearly understand that a
real mass action in the grand style can only bhe -
kindled and at length maintained when treated, not
as a.dry practice piece Played o the time of the
party leadership's baton, but as a.great class
struggle in which all significant economic conflicts
must be utdlized to the full and all forces which
arouse the masses must be guided into the vortex of
the movement, and in which cone deesn't shun a ’
mounting intensification of the. sitvation and
decisive struggles, but goes to meet them with
resolute, consistent tactiecs. Perhaps the present
discussion will contribute its part to this.
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“In Conchision. ..
from

ATTRITION OR COLLISION

In conclusion, .a little historical
reminiscence--yet one which 1s not without agreeable
parallels to the present. Comrade Kautsky rejects,
for- Prussia, the examples of other lands where the
mess strike has recently been used. Russia counts
for nothing as an example, nelther does Belgium ox
even Austria. For it 1s “out of the question to
appeal to the examples _of other lands in the present
situation in Prussia."20 But in search of the
fitting model for our tactic, Comrade Kautsky himself
goas back to the cld Romene and Hannibal. Here he
finds an example for the edification of the German
proletariat in Fabius the Procrastinator, with his
allegedly victorlous "sirategy of attrition.”

Te me, going back to the antique Romans seems
rather far fetched: but since Comrade Kautsky has
already done so, I would like to demcnatrate that,
here too, the facts are not quite correct. . The fable
of the necessery and victorlous strategy of the
Cunctator was destroyed by Mommsen, who proved that
from the beginning "the natural and correct employ-
ment" of Roman military forces was a resolute attack,
ard that the Febian procrastinetion (which Mommaen
calls "methodic do-nothing”) was not the expression
of some deep strateglc plan dictated by the
sltuatlon, tut flowed from the conservative and
senile politics of the Senate.

20 gautaky, "What Now? p, 34.
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"Quintus Fabius," says Mommsen, "was a man well
on in years, of a circumspection and determination
which appear to have teen nothing less than procras-
tination and obstinacy; a zealous worshipper of the
good old days, the political omnipotence of the
Senate, the magistral authority; for the salveticn
of the rtate he looked first to sacrifices and
‘Prayers, then te methodic military leadership.”

"A leading statesman in command of the intorcon-
nectlion of events must have come to grief hers," he
sa2ys.in another piace, "where everywhere either too
1ittle or tco much had alreudy been done. Now the
war began, in which the enemy had been allowed to
decide the time and place; and in their well-founded
consclousness of military superiority, they were at '
a loss for a goal and direction-for their first
operations." An offensive in Spain and Africa was
the first ccmmandment of tactics, "but they heeded
the command of interest as liitle as that of honer."

That through this hesitation the Spanish.
allies of Rome would be sacrificed for the
second time, could have been foreseen as
easily as the hesitation itself could have
been avolided., -

L L e I L T T T TR,

However wise it may have been for the Romans
to remain on the defensive and expect their
chlef success through cutting off the
enemy's neans of subsistence, yet it was
surely a strange system of defense and of
"starving them out" when the enemy--under
the eyes of a numerically equal Roman
army--was ‘allowed, with Central Asian
indifference, to lay the land waste unhin-
dered and in great measure to adequately
rrovision himself for winter through sys-
tenatic foraging.

L e e R T T S

Finelly, it could not be said that the
Roman army forced this conduct of the war
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upon its general, To be sure, it was com-
posed in part of militla recently called-
ups but its core was the veteran legions
from Arminium. Far from being demoralized
by the recent dsfeats, they were embittered
over the dishcnorable task ailoted them Wy
their general, "Hannibal's lackey," and
clamorously demanded to e led.against the
enemy. Thers were violent demonstrations
in the popular assemblles against the
obstinate old man. ’

In this veln, Mommsen goes a good deal further.
"Rome wae not saved by the 'Procrastinator,'” says
Monmsen, "but by the firm union of the federation--
and equally, perheps, by the national hatred with
wnlch the occidental welcomed Phoeniclan Man," This
was so notorious ihat finally even “"the majority of
the Senate, despite the quasi-legitimizaticn which
recent events had given the rocrastinating system
of -Fabius, resdlved to dismiss the military leadexr-’
ship which was slowly but surely leading the state
to ruin."* : :

. Thisg is what it looks like, Fablus Cunctator's
victorious "strategy of attrition.” It is, in fact,
a legend preached at high school students in our
schools to drill them in conservative spirits, and te
warn them against "rashness" and *revolutionizers"--
to drum into them, as the spirit of world history,
the motto to which the Home Cuard marches: "Forward,
ever slowly." That this legend should be served up
to the revolutionary proletariat today, in this
situation--that is one of the unforeseen decrees of
fate.

Be that as it may, it seems to me that an
element in our ruling Senate of the party and the
unions is adequately deplcted here: that element of
+he noble Quintus Fablue, who locked first to sacri-
fices and prayers, and then to methodic military

* Theodor Momosen's Roman History, 3rd ed., 1856, vol. 1, pp. 551-577.
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~ leadership for the salvation of the state. From lack
of procrastination, froem youthful exuberance znd
rashness in our party leadership, we have rot to my
knowledge suffered greatly. As Comrade Adler said

at the German-Austrian party convention in Granzi

& touch of the whip always dees good; and 1
confess that at a party convention, excla-
mations lamenting that nothing is eing
done please me far more than those advising
discretion and prudence, We take good care
of you indeed, prudence--better, perhaps,
than we should. We don’t need you for
trakes! . o ‘

So, more or less, I think it is with us. That
Comrade Kautsky lent his pen and his historieal
knowledge to advocating the Cunctator strategy was
a waste, to say the least. For brakes, Comrade
Kautsky, we don't need you.

o
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