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for work-in-progress on Resa Lixembur Homsn'a Tiberatian nnd
. Marx's Phidopophy of Re‘volutian

mmxtmu's JI!TER-REGNW AD HCURSYJ INTO MARN!S NBY CONTINENT OF THOUGHT«
Fronm tho "Hatisaal Questlon" (Bofore end During World War I} to Acoumulation

of Capital

Waather Luxewburg's inter-regnum brought on by the 1910-11 break
with Kautgly -~ the raai:'mg of isclation in the Party, the seaych for roote
of ‘mrﬁmm and o theory as new as the rhetonenen of imporiﬂlism -~ digd
or did not make her turn back to her owm eriging ar revolutionary -~ intop~
natio'nnllnn va, “mt'lanalirsm" == 1% 1s kigh tims to confront the “"Polish

o Queat:}.m.

N

PR T ~~THE POLI3H qﬁmnon

Frrom har start in 't.be Msr::ist movement. qrnaticmalim ¥ag Luxem-
Bur:g"a., - most distinotive revelutionayy mark as sha and 'fogichas firet emorged
IA on the Polish exile scene in Zurdch, broke with %he Polish Socialist Party (PPS)
and establishad a new Party. the Soc:}.a.l Dameoxracy of tha Kingdem of Poland
(SDEP). Though her adamant, wnhending, s tubtom, intransigent oppogition to-
' . the "ri.ght of nations to self-determination" in general, and as 3t related to
‘Poland, the cou.ntry. of her birth, in particular, flew in the face of Marx's
p o sition, she oonsidersad her stand the only true, proletarian, internationalist
positlen, At her first appearance at s Social-Demncratic Congrass in 1896 the
young woman lactured the experienced, ortliadox leaders of the Senond Internation
‘a2, the direct inheritor-continuaters of Marxism, that they lmew rothing at all
about the Polish Question; that the recognition of the PPS,who were no more than
"nationalists”, if not ou tright ‘social patriots!, was proof enough of that,
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The objootive situation, she maintained, had totally changed since

Marx's day, vhen thoro ims bardly-a proloturian movoment, much. loss a rovolution-
ary one, Now, howovar. thoro was a revolutionary Maroc*«t movoment both 4n Russis
and in Poland And Poland wag not only oconom_cn.l.‘ly intogratod into the Tsarist
cmpire, but was moro a.d\mnced industrinlly than Ruasia itsolf. Ovor the next 'bm:
- years' sho continued work on hor doctorel thesis, Tho Iadustrial Dwelogmmt oi‘
Poland, which was to provo tho-point. Though no ono agrood with hex posiiion on
solf-dotormination, ls_he did win recognition frem tho International for the SDKP
as the official Marxist Party of Poland. Within four yoars, tho 13 thuanian Marx-
" ists Joinod with tho SDKP, which thus bocamo SDKPAL.

Tuxemburg nover lot up on hor opposition to solf-dotormination of

H‘ria:t'lons bofo:-o or oven during a revolution. When Jogichos, who had collaberatad
'-"on the original thosia of opposition to the "National Q\..es tioxn, felt it nover=-
tholess inaphropria.to and untimely to show 580 olcarly hor opposi{'im to Harx'
.-positicm on the quostion at the outbrosk af the 1905 Revolution in Poland, sho
answercds "Tho foar that I make tos much play of our contradiction with Harx
seems groundloss. Tho whole thing should, in fect, bo takon as a triumphant
vindiention of Marxiem, Our clear 'revision' will impross cur youngsters all
tho moro..es" She added a P.S.t "At worst, ~any inprossions \or dircot disagroe-
ment with Marx could be altored with a little rotouching."l |

Contrary to tho bolici of anti-Loninists who havo written volumine
ously that tho great divids botwsen Luxomburg and Lenin contorod on the organiza-
ticnal question, tho cxit of Luxomburg's sdheronts from the famous Russian Soclal-
Democratlc Congross ocourrcd not on the organizatioral kut on tho National Ques-
tion. It is truo that sho wrote against Tonin on tho quosiion of organizaticn,
but that was aftor tho Congross, and, again, during tho 1917 Rcvolution., (In a
lator chapter we will go into that in deotail.) Tho point hore iz that, while
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sho walked out of tho 1903 Congress, she joincd tho Party 4n 1906, though the fa-

mous "Point 9 of the Party program on soli-dotcymination romained cractly what it
was when she walkod out, Reovolution was always tho lifo force of her owm acf.ivi'-
~tles, her principlos, her writings. Revolution was thu unifying force. Which
E © didn't moan that foc stopped her eritical writing. Quilto the contrary., In 1908-
09 she workod out hor most c.owprehmsivo stitoment in siz lengthy articles which
-shq mtiﬂed "Tho Problem of Matlonelity and Auionomy."

Just a5 somo anti-Loninists try to mske the organizational rather

‘than tho Hational Quostiom the point of ‘division botwoon Lonin and Luxcmburg, sc
othors act as if Lonin did not “rofuto’ Luxomburg's 1908-09 thosts.? In truth,
“ono of ILonin's groatost con‘crihxtioné is procisoly his work on the Natimal Ques-
‘ tion bororo and a.ftcr tho- mr, as unl_'L as aftor ho, hi.msolr, had power. E‘feryono
from Marx and Engols to Kautsky and Bobel, to Plokhanov and Lenin - absalutoly

evaryone 'ln the intemational Marxist movamont outsido of her own.group -- opposed

her position.

Nothing, however, moved heor from her cpposition,

She began her most comprohensivo thosis on the "nationality problem"
by taking issuc with the Russian stand ("Point 9" of the RSDIP program) "that all -

naticnalities forming tho state have tho right to solf-dotorminatien.” She ad~

mitted that -- although "at first glance" it appoared as "a paraphrase of tho old
slogan of bourgoois naticnalism put forth in all countrios at all times: *the
right of nations to froedom and indopenderca'"~~ it was truo that tho Russian

Social~-Domocracy wex also for tho clags struggle an? for revolution, Still, Lu-
xemburg held forth triumphantiy, "it eives ne practical guidolino to the day to

day politics of tho prolotarist, nor any practical solution of naticnality pro-

blems," {p. 109) Having ruduced the Mayxist principlo of solf-dotormination te

hardly moro than "bourgools nationalism", sinco "practically" it offers nothing,

Luxemburg now procedced to put down that straw man. She concluded that solf-deter-
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@ination was shoor "utdpia" + undor capitali-:m it is impossidle of achievcmant,
and why would anyene noed it undu* socialism?

) When I.uxemburg toclk issuo with Marx on the National Quostion, she
ralsed Lo point only that At was outdated. Tho disputc was conductod as i At
wore mom]y a quostion of whothor "ortnedox" means you hold that Marx could novor
te wreng., But it wasn't a questier. of whether Marx could or couldn®l bu wrong,
nor was it that the objective situation ecouldn't have changed, It was a question
. of dialect:t.cs, of the methodology in approaching opposites., Any question of dla-

lectic mothodology and the relationghip of" that to the diglectics of liberation,
: j.whora it had baen raised, ad bean judged “abstract" by Luxemburg, In I.uxemhurg‘

inter-regm:m. too, a8 she saarched for new theory to answor new "facts," diulec—

~ tdos of liberu'cion entirely passed her by. Unfo“tunatc]y, 8¢ did the new forcas

" of revolution in the naticnal strugple apainst gperinliam.

Luxenburg could not have bean in the dari about Marx's position which

:was axpressed limumerable times in inmumerable placos, and she argued against it
ofton enough, Sho may not have lmown. however, about t.he Feb, 7, 188? lettor
Engols wrote %o I{autakyjon "Nationalism, Internaticnalism and the Polish Questioni“
It bears special importa.nca to us here becauso it was writtan just a fow weoks
u."tar Engels collaborated with Marx on a new Proface %o the Russian edition of

tho ‘Commmist Manifesto, dated Jan. 21, 1882, I+ has spocial relovance to the
protlematic of all discussions about tho 1505 Rovolution, nct only as it was dis-
cussed vhilo it was happoning, 1505-17, but as it roappeared in the 1910 dispute
with Karl Keutsky when the question was the rolationship botwoon "backward" Russis
and "advanccd" Gormany. Tho 1882 Profacc had prodictod that a revelution could
ocecur firsf, in Russia and bo successful if it “bocomes" tho signal for prolotarian
rovolution in tho West. Naturally, this added impotus to tho whole question of
Poland which was thon part of tho Russian Empiro,
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Here is how the Ictier of Eigels to Kautsly read,
‘liberation of theirAcomtry at
% 8ocialists whe do not

froodem of -the pregs ’
recongtitution of

_-.‘_..__.——_.‘...-._...-—«L__——n.u....-—-...-..._..._ '

mothod of fighting, ., ond
lioutonants in the Paris Commng, v

e e e

8s LuXemburg heg argucd,l that the objeqtive si-

8 time that a neyw thesic wag needec-h
' thore are g absolutesn 4p Marxism, No doubt na'ti.cnal golf-deg-
f&érui;nation wa.si't "an nbsoluf.o". but neither wag it something Limited to the 1_81&_037

put ;ll.t.“in a lottor to Engels about ti "20 million heroos. be-
“ween 'E“!'C"Pé and Asla» question of self-determination of the natioy,

but a quegtion of revolutioharv- potential, He singled out thoip Tole in tho Papig
) -

Commune,

In & word y to countorpoge thq clags strugelo, not to mention rovoe
lution. to “tlic National fmestion” ag Marx analysed it, is to mako an abstraetipn
of the real ang transform the reality into an abstraction, Mot enly did the ob-
Jeotive situation in Iuxemburg*s time not change ge d:astical]y on the Nationsl
Question frop vhat it wag in Mars?

L]

as a totality,

meemburg, howover, continyiod tgo develop hor dirferencog both an the
question of ideology and on the question of Droduciiong

"Any ideology is basically only a superstructure of tye matorial and elags , P e
conditions of a given CPoch.  Howover, at the samc time, +hg idoology of each 14804 <
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eprch harks back to ths ideclogical results of the preceding epoch§ while on
the other hand, it has its own lopical development in a certair arsa. This is
ilustrated by the sciencos as well as by religion, philesephy and art..., Be-
causd the medorn capitalist culture is an heir te and continuetor «f earlier
czlltures, what develops is the continuity and menolithic quality of a national
culture.... - '

"Capitallsm amnihilated Folish independence, but at the same time created
wodern folish national culture, This national culture is a preduct inddspen~
sable within the framework of bourgeols Poland: 4its existence and development
are?historical necessity, cormectod with the capitalistic development itself,”
y : (Daviss pp.253-255) :

Whet io ironie is that, without evar changing her “'general" position

that "national culture” was "indispensable” to tho bourgeocisie, she Znsisted on the -

¢

avtonomy of the SDKPAL even after they "merged" with the Russian Socisl-Damocrecy,

The outbreak of World War I did not stop her oppeosition to self-dater-
. mination, Rather, the shock of the betrayal of the Secong International deepened .
. her bellef that internationalism and "nationalisme, ineluding the question of sé]_.f.‘-
déteminatilen. wei-a abs.dlute opﬁosi‘.tes . She mobilized at once tu fight the hetr_a'yal;"
: 'l{nder.'the pssuionym of Junius, she preduced the first gro_at.ou'tcry against the be-

- traysl, The Crisis of: the Secial Temocracy 4 spbke most eloquently:

"The *olvilized world' which looked on celmly while this same imperialism con-
signed tens of thousands of Hereros to the-mest horrible destruetion, and filled

.. ‘the Kalahari desert with the mad.ceries of those perishing cf thirst and the
death rattles of the dying; while in Putumayo, in ten years forty thouvsend
human beings wers martyred by a gang of European industrial robber barens, and
the rest of a people beaten into eripples; whiiz in China an ancient culture
was offered up to all the abeminations of destruotion and anarchy, under the fire-
brands and murders of the European soldisr-rabble; while Persia helplessly suf-
focated in the ever-tightening noose of foreign despotism; while in Tripoli the
Arabs were bowed to the yoke of capital with fire and sword, their culture and
their dwellings alike razed to the ground -- this 'civilired world' has only -
today become aware that tho bite of the imperialisi beast is fatal, that its
breath is infamy,."

Mevertheless, the Fifth Thesis of the Junius pamphlet states:

"In the era of rampaging imperialism thore can be ro mere national wars.
Matlonal. interests canu serve only as a means of decepticn of batraying the
working masses of the people to thuir deedly enemy, imperialism....

"It is true that socialism recognizes for cvery paoople the right of in-
dependence and the freedom of indeperdent control of its own destinies. Put
it is a veritable perversicn of socialism to rogard pressnt-day capitalist so-
clety as the axpression of this self-determination of nations.”

Junius concludes: "So long as capitsiist states exist, 1,e. so

loeng as imperialistic z—:&rld policles detemmine and regulate the immer and the
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outer life of a nation, there cen be no 'national self-d.atermination‘ either in war
‘or 'i.nA Peaca."
| Great as the solidarity wes that suept the revoluticnary jhternat_ion—
aligty abron;d == Lenin included, of course -- when they pot that anti-war panphlet
from Germany, Lesiin (vho d1d not know that Junius was Luxemburg) vas shocked to
coimtar_posod to {5 Mo cace mgiien 30 g L SOLdetorminatian, ubich
/the. exeot qpposite of his own attituis, not because he'always was for the right of
7 natiohg to self-determination, but becwsuse, where previcusly it had just bsen prine
( ‘,}:q.{ple, ‘now he considered it a matter of the very life of ths revolution as well,

' : holding that the struggle for national self-determination weuld become the bécill'i

. :f‘o:lz; & proletarian soclialist revolvtion itself. He vrote:

+ - "In’saying that the class struggle is the best means of defense. against

invaslon, Jundus applies Marxist dielectics only halfway, tsking one step on
. the right roed and immediately deviating from it. Ferxist dialectics '

eall for a concrete analysis of sach specific historical situation ... Civil .

war sgainst the bourgedlsie is alsg a form of  class struggle..." (p. 210)

- "There is not the slightest doubt that the Duiek and Polish Marxists
who are opposed to self-determination belong to the hest revolutionary and
internationalist elements in internsational Soeia)-Democracy. How is 1t, then,
that thelr thecretical reasoning is, as we have seen, just a mass of errora?
Fot & single correct general argument; nothing but 'Imporialist Economism'l';
- . (p» 293

"Imperialist séonomism" meant subordinating the new "Suboct -

the colonial masses who are sure to revolt -- to the overwhelming might of the
imperialist land. For Lenin, the whols point.' always ard forever, so to speak,

was that: "All national oppression calls forth the resistence of the broad masses
of the peoplet and the resistance of a nationally coppressed pcpulation alwajrs tends
towards national revolt." (p, 248) It became absclutely imperative %o see the sin-
gle dislsctic in revolution and in thought when the Irish rebellion erupted. As

he put it:

"Tho dialectics of histery is such that smell nations, powerless as an in-
dependent factor in the siruggle against imperialism, play a part as vne of the
forments, one of the bacilli which help the rgal pever against imperialism to
come on the scene, namely ,tho svcialist preletariat." (p. 303)

That would heve been sxactly Luxemburg's point of view if the prolel-‘-




ilaya [unayevskaya

~8-

tariat was the masgs invelved; that, Precisely, was waat she meant by sponianeity.

But having :juiged national seli-determination to be "bourgenis”; having seen the
great suffering of the molanizl masses but riot the dialevtic of their creativ:l.fy’ l
she d;df;.'t ckengs her old pPosition, As it heppens, Ireland had boen the country

" she used es "proof" for opposing naticmal solf-determination, and even before the
Easter Rabemon, when Lenin thought that it was on‘!.,\,r becatse meemhurg didn't
know Ma‘*::'a position on the independence of Ireland, he ecnsidereq her attitude one
of "amusing boldness" 'as he repeatod hep contrast between herself as “practical”
those favoring national solf-determination as "utopian.” He wrote: “lhils declar-
iug the ‘Andepencence of Poland 1o be a utopia and repeating it ad ! nouseam, Rosa
Luxemburg exclaims ironically: why not raise the demand for the irr]ependance of

':— .u.reland? It iz ‘obvious that the 'pre.ctical' Ross I.uxemhxrg is wnavsre of Karl
- Ham:' 8 ettitule to the question of the indepandence of Imeland,’
. Fow that it was not 8 quextion af knowing or net Rnow:lng Harx'sg posi—

B tion but of needing to confrent the imperialist war and tna colon.’ml 188503 ravoli-
:i.ng. he struck out ngainst all, especzally the Rolsheviks, who opposed national
self-detarmination s calling their position nothing short of "imperialist economism,"

I.uxemourg 8 admirers, adherents and nan-adkersnts al:lke, are at so l
great a loss fop a rational explanatinr of her position on the "Natiomal Question"

that it has besn atiributed +y everything from "factional origing" (she had emorged

48 & Harxist internationalist vevolutionary in the struggle against the Polish So-
cial:lat Party's "Mationalism") to vary nearly ealling her position "insanity."
"There is no other word for it," wrote .George Lichthatim, asking his readers "to
‘pause here, Tho subject is lcaded witn passion, It wes ths central issue of' Rosa
Luxemburg's political life so+ It was the one issus on which she stood ready to
break with her closest associates end to fly in the face of every authority, includ-
ing that of jlarx, Poland was dead! It could never be revivedl Talk of a Polish
nation, of an independent Foland, was not only political and economic Luneey; it
was & distraction from the class strugzle, a hetrayal of Socialismt ,... One thing
only counted: fidelity to proletapian internationalism as she understocd it (and
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- ag Marx, pcbr man, had plainly not understood it). oOn this point, and on this
alene, she was intracteblé ..., Tne of the strangest aberrations ever to possess a .
ma jor political intellect."’ .

' The birth of the Third Yorld in our ers has made it easy not to
fall into any trap of couﬁterposin,'r, *intermationalism” and "nationsliem, as if
they st all ‘t.i:ﬁos Were irreconc.i.’la‘ble absolutes. In the hands of a ravelutionary
liko Frantz Fanon, the dislsctic relationship of the two has been beautifully de-
veloped by him in expressing the idea, even of an absolute,as if it were a fighting
slogan. In “Pitfalls of lational Consclousness” he wrotes ‘

" "History teaches use clearly that the battle against colonielism does not
run straight along the lines of nationalism .... National consclousness which 1s

:  not nationalism is the only thing that will give us an international dimension,

- +++The natives' challenge to the.colonial world is not a rational. confrontation
of points of view, It is not a treatise on the universal, but the untidy affir-
mation of an original idea propounded as an absovlute.... For Burape, for our-
selves and for humanity,,...mw must work out new concepts and try to set afoot a

" new man,” , . ]
T Even if ve do not go out of tho historic framework of Rosa Luxem-

‘ burg's time there is no need to stoop to psychologizing, All wve need to dq is take

& degper look at Marx's newr continent of thought not limited to the Mational Ques-

-tion, much less Poland.

PART II -- BEXCURSUS JLTO MARX'S .PHII.OSOPHY OF REVOIUTICH

In an agsay on "The Progress ané Stagnation of Ilarxism* ? Luxem-
burg tock issue with eritles who called iarx's writings outdated, nolding :ingtead
that "our needs are not yet adequate for witilization of llarx's ideas.” Lukemburg
was right when she re¢lated what is remembared and vhat is forgotten of Marx's writ-
ings to the specific stage of clacs struggle and what jlarxists judged to be "practi-

cal,” useful for that stage.

She was wrong, however, when sha wrote:

"Though that theory is en incomparable instrument of intellectusl culture,
it remains unused bgeause, while it is inapplicable to bourgeois oless culture,
it greatly transcends the needs of the working olass in the matter of weapons for
the dalily struggle. i‘ot wntil the working class has been libepated from its
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-prosent econditions of existence will the larxist method of rescarch bs soctalized
s of production, so that it can be fully utilized
humanity—at-large, and so that it ean be developed to the
full measure of 1ts functional capacity," :
. This judging of Harx's new continent of thought as Just "a weapon
in the class struggle,” "a method of research," and "gn ihétrpment of intellectual
culture,” needed by +he "party of practical fightors," as if all that was needed
was practice, practice,_ j:ractice, was the near-fatal error it all larxists after 'i"ha
death of larx, To grasp it at its root rather than as if it wore just characteristie
olther of Luxemburg or Germany in the early 20th century, we better hegin at the be~
ginning, directly with Marx's clogest collaborator, without whom we would not have

* had  either Volumes IT or IIT of Capital -- Friedrich Ingels.

o Here is & Marxist who did not, at least not when he spoke of
o .-Marxism in gereral and not in specifics, delimit Marx's contribution to "methed of
 .research,"” ‘Here is Marx's closest collaborator, who could be considered, ‘in “some

}t\#)dammtnl resvects, a co~founder of Historical Materialism, He wae cér'tainly the’

'most devoted and consciously tried only to follow Marx's bequests,.

Horeover, Fnpels was medest encugh not to allow the ifovement to be-
heve as if he were Marx, He not only st;-esssd' that Marx was "genius" while _the rost
- were at best "talontedv; —he correctly maintainaed that though Marx and he were moving
in the sume direction independently of each other w- prointing to his oun writings |
both on political economy and Conditions of the Horliny Clase in Mnpland -~ never-

theless, as he put it in the 1888 Proface to the Communist pnifesto, ho considered
himself "bounﬁ to stateo that the fundamental proposition which forms its (the _
Maﬁii‘esto's) nucleus belongs to Harx and that, .‘:.n fact, iarx hLad worked this out
in almost as clear torms as Engols Vwaa then {1883) presenting it, “some years before
1845, TIna word, Ingols is saying that the new continent of thought was discovered
by larx as early as 1843 vhen he first broke with bourgeois society) that all the de~
velopment for all decades since was but an extension of "the nucleus" of all we iden-

tify with llarxism -- from Historleal Materialism and the economic laws of capitalism
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to the HMarxian dia'lectic of 'f.he

class strugsle and revolution. with its glohal di-~

mension both of the downfall oi‘ capitalism and the eroation of
Ciety-

a new clags~less so~

ind yat, and yot, ard vet.... l'irst came Engels’ owm work. Tha
Origin _df the Family,

which he considersd the fulfillinp of a baquest of M=rx, Then,
-after the publication of Vol. IT of Capital in 1585,

came a nevw Introduction te the

1888 English edition of the Conmunist Ms.nii‘esto. in which he teok the liberty of

' i‘ootnsting the historic, *na,jestic first semtence -~ "The. history of all hitherto

‘ oxiatﬂng societv is the history of c¢lass strugeles” -- oy adding the words: “That

o 1s, all written hiator-y." Ingels went on to explain, in a long dizressicn. the

e "d:lsowaries" of the pre~history which had "ﬁrst then bacome knewn and racommanded
I'he Origin of the I‘amg.y to a1l readers, ‘ ) : "

v

‘ oo Thus Engols muted the dialectical ﬂow of the challenge to a1l Mar%

held to be the “pra-histom“ of humanity, whose 't:n..e dovelcpment would first unfold

" “after the overthrow of capitalism, Tt isn't thet Engels didn't know that Marx saw

no nead to change ahything in the historie text of the Manifesto whon & new Rugsian

edition was published in 1882, at 2 time when he had already read the new discoverd

ies about primitive society;. Engels himuelf stressed “he fact that Mars had tried

to convinee him to yead Morgan's Ancient Soeiety. In & letter to Kautsky on Feb.

16, 1884, ko wrecter "Marx spoke‘about it but my kead was full of othe:w things at the

time, and he never returned to it. This must have suited him as he wanted to intro-

duce the baok among the Germans himself, as I see from 'tho quite extensive extracts

he made,"

It is true that B

Engels did think he was cevrying out 2 "bequest" of

Marx in writing The Origin of the Family, It is also true that his enthusiasm in

discovering ijfarx's liotebook on Morgan, which led him to get}his own copy of Morgan's

Ancient Society, ard which inspired him to write the book; mede him Believe that he

was expressing Marx's views in a coherent form rather than the polyglot marginalia
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Mary was using for himsslf alone as he vas excerpling licrgan. Fut Fngels was not

Harst, as he, himself, was the first to admit, and The Origin of the Family was bis
version, in whieh the solect quotations Crom Marx, gavo thn:impiasiori-thnf he was

ropreducing Marx's "Abstract,”

Far from that being true, ws now know that not only is the "Abstract"
-= that is to say, Marx's actusl Hotebook on Horgan -~ 148 pages long, but also that
it 45 not the whole ef Marx's lotebooks on anthropology. The wholo 1is 254 pages ~-

and even that ias not the wholse, 16

It iz not just a question of knowing or not knowing those 1B80-

. _1882 Ethno}_g‘gj.cal liotebooks which wers first published in the 1970s when Womsn's

-f I.i'bara.tinn Tirst becsme the Idea whose ti:re had cnme. VWhile it's true that Luxem- -

burg lmerw nothing of this, nor for that- mstter of 'I:he now famous lBlli;- Ecohomic

Phﬂosonhic Manusorigts -~ she belioved that she hed seen all of Iv'a:'x'= writinga
‘when Mehring published some of his early essayauand Ka.ut§k,v published Marx s -
" Theordes of Surplus Value -~ that is not what is at issue, What iz at iésﬁe is
Ath‘ht the problematic of the 1905-07 Russian Revolution and the 1910-].'1.' dispute on
theory and practice, and Moroces; and imperialism, is 'i'.he sauwe, and should have
compelié;l Tuxemburg to dig deeper into Marx's philosophy of revolution‘ rather than

Just new facts. Uhat is also at issue is: Why Lhas it taken 200 yoars to publish
Marx's works? Hore lmportant still, why did it need nothing short of a series

of revelutions to publish what we now do have? 2

The 1844 Economic-Philosophic fanuscripts were not published until

after the Russian Revolution, The 1857-58 Grundrisse was not published wntil after
the Chinese Revolution. Unfortinately, Yomen's Liberationists of the mid-1960s to
1tid-1970s exercised no revolutionary pro& to wresi Marx's notes on anthropoiogy
from the Archives, much less dialectically work out, o that ground, all the new
from the ongoing Movement. iuite the contrarv, The Women's Liberation Movement,

whick had helped create a new interest in Fngels' The Origin of the Femily, Private
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Property and the State, only served %o provide new loopholes for ilarxists, vorthodox"

_and so-called independent alike, f_o rush in and try to have that work be the greund,

the direction the lovement would teks,

Though t.hero had elways besen a Party, é.nd, irdeed, an Internationel
_(the Seccrd) that laid claim to the heritage of Marx, the truth is that it tock the
‘ Ruﬂsian ‘tevoln'c.:wn of I'ovember, 1917 to prod even Harxist scholars to discover the

now~famous 1844 Economic-Philosophic Manuseripts. Ard cnee the early workers' state

baca.'mg transformed into its opposite -- a state-capitelist society -- these contin-

ned .o gather dust until the 1956 Hunparian Revolution brought them onto the histor-

- ic stage.

_ Tu bring about a serious study of the next wunp uolished work. the
2 Gnmdrisse 13, in the 1950s, it took nothing short of the Chinese Revolutich of 1949,
It tock st111 another decade before even the single most discussed chapter of tha.u

: work ~e "Forns Which Precede Capitalist Productinn" - WAS publ*.shed :ln Eng] ish as

B Pre-Ca_L_italist Economic Formations. Recause, however, the discussion was i'ocused

ms..’mly on feudalism, or rather. the trs.nsit.ion from foudalism to cap11 alisgm, many

lacunae paped open as to its relationship to Engols' The Origin of the Family » with -
a1l iarxists, Eric Hobsbawm included, alaiming: "'l‘his was a work which Marx wanted

to write, and for which he had rropared voluminous notes, on vhich Trigels based him-

gelf so far as possible.” b As for the Ethnological No{obooks, there still has

been no seriocus grappling with them on the part of I-Iai-xists.

Luxemburg's disgust with the nopthodox” GSI leadership did nct ex-
tend to a perception of how total wes the lack of comprehension of Marx's philosophy
of revolution that would extend far beyond any single question, be it on “national~-
jsm" or the "“iioroccoe Incident". Her profound sensing of the opportunism within the
Gorman Social-DPemoeracy, which led to the 1910-11 break with Kautsky was not made
into the kind of universal that would pet others "to follow", that is, pet others

to realize that there had beon a diversion from Marx, nct just on tactical grounds;
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that the course needs to be roversed to reconnect with llarx's philoscphy, that is,

actuality of revolution, And meke that the s01id pround of the new, new, totally
~new. But to feol tha presencs of something totelly new that was the absolute oppo-
aite .oi‘ ':hlqajér:laliam required not enly sconomic and political analyses, bat live sub~
Jects tha.t are creativg‘.lyl struggl.'..'mg, :i.nstaz'z_d‘of Jjust suf'fering and therefore can
become what Lenin called the"becilli of proletarian soclalist revolution,.”

- ‘ There is but one dialectic conceptual i‘rarr'mwork, an inrdivigible whole
which does ‘ot divide economics and politics from Subjoct; masses in motion -~ a
living, feeling, thinking, acting vhole. Which is why, in Marx‘s new continont of
thought, history wasn't just “economic pericds but masses _'_g historjr. ﬁecause
_n single dial entic course dotermines the objective and the subjisctive forces, _the
i.d...alaet'lc of Maru"s phﬂosophy' of revelution is wha.t sllowed I-Iarx' theory of

_"‘:‘:history 'l'.o tra.nsform histor:.c narra’ uiVB into hinto“ic Raason. 15 1t is this vhich

oludcd Luxemburg in her in't.er-rcgnm.

The passion that hﬁd moved Luxemburg -- rcality vs. “orthodox"

theo:;y -- rogulted in her most sorious theoretical workj Accumulation of Capital

- (which she subtitled: A Contribution to the Eeomomic Interprotation of I‘mpérialg.'gy

turned out to bo not so much a oritigue of Karl Kautsky es of Farl Marx., This
‘became even moro pronounced as she sat in jeil during World War T and the criti-
cisms of her work kept pouring out by revelutionaries as well as by reformists. In

hor private letters, as she was working on herr rejoinder, Anti-Critique, or Hhat

the Epigones Have Done to jfarxist Theory, ghe uss taking issue with Marx's "style®,

vhich by now she designated as *rococco,.”
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FOOTNOTES

1~ See her letter to Jogiches of May 7, 1905, Roza Luksemburg: Listy do Leona
Jozichesa=Tyszki, Vol,2 (1900-1905) (Warsaws Ksiazka 1 Wiedzu, 1968).
2~ See the Kgf.ional fQuestion: Selected Writlvigs by Rosa Luxemburp, Edited and with

ar ‘Introduotiqn by Horace B, Davis {New York: Mdntlﬂy Review Pross, 1976), p. 9
“The Problem of Nationality and Autonomy”, translated as “The Natlonal (uestion
and Autonemy", is included in this work, along witﬁ othor fundamental writings
by Luxemburg on the Naticnal Question, It isn't that the U.S,1s so"Backward"
on theoretical questlons
/that we did not got an Fnglish translation of Luxembgrg's 1908 work until 1976,
Rather, it is that this fundamental work by Luxemburg so flew in the face of
reali'!‘.‘.y thet it didn't evoke translationg into other langueges. Az Lenin once
put it: "Ho Russian Markist ever thought of blaming the Poles...'r . Russians

" ;must continue to be for tha:ﬁ' independence.,*

3 It was first published by Moscow 4n 1933 in Briofe an A, Bebel, Y. Leibknecht,

K;.‘Kaﬁtsky und Andere, Tt has been translated among the articles included in .

The Russian Menance to Eurcpey a vollection of articles by Kerl Marx and F.

- Engels, seolected and edited by Paul W, Blackstock and Bert F. Hoselitz (Iliinois:
The Free Press, 1952), pp. 116-120, '
4~ This pamphlet 1s universally kmcwn as t.n:e‘Junius pamphlet, from the signature

Iuxomburg used., The quotation vhich follows is translated from Gesammelte
Werke, Band 4 (Dietz Verlag, Berlin, 1974), p. 16l. The reproducticn of this
pamphlet in Mary-Alice Waters' Rosa Iumnemburg Speaks (Mew YorkPathfinder Press,
'1970) contains a most fantastic error in referring to the Hereros doomed to de-
struoction as “tens of thousands of hercos..." (p., 326).

5~ The quotations wﬁieh follow are from V,I. Lenin, Collecied Works, Vol. 19, (New

Yerkr International Publishers, 1942), Paginations in the taxt refer to this
edition. Tn his article on the pamphlet by Junlus, Lenin writes, with great
fealingt "Junius® pamphlet conjures up in our mind the picturs of a lone man

who has no comrades in an 3llsgal organization accustomed to thinking out revo~




“A-
luticnary slogans to their conclusion and sys‘wmaticaﬂy educating the magses in
their spirit,»
6~ V.I, Lenin, Sclected Works, Vol. IV, p. 274,
7- See Gesorge Lichthein's review of Nettl's biography of Rosa _Luxemburg_;.n
Encounter. June 1966, _ o |
8- Frantz Fanen, Wretched bed of the Earth (New York: Grove Press, 1968).
" Qa This essay was originally publisbod in Vorr-'arts. March 14 1903.  The quota-
ion vsed hers was translated from Gosarmadto Werke, Band I, pp. 363-348.
10~ In 1972, Marx's Hotebooks, under the title, The Eﬂmolgg_i;gi;ll\btm_____s__o_f_j{a_ﬂ
- Mqrx (Van Goreum, Agsen, 19?2) woro finally transcribed by Lawrence Kvader,
p&:lnsta;cingly footnoted aud with quite a profound, 90 page ‘Tatroduction, It is
necassary to emphasize the word, trar.acribed. It is net a translation. The
- Notebooks were written by Marx :Ln English but include many Phrases and full
son'bonces in Franch. Gorman, I.atin and Groek,

. 1= Luxemburg's review of Frang Yohring's From the Legacy of Our Masters is in

- Gesammelte Werks, .Fand T, pp. 130-212,

-—12- Not all bave been brought out even now! There s no deartn of scholars vho are
happy to jump at such an excuse in order not 't'.o grapple sariously wlth that
which is available, espec:i.ally on Capital. Ses Ermest Mendel's Introduction
to the Pelican edition of Vol. I of Karl Marx's Ca itel, p. 29 and again p, Sk,
And zee my critique of Mandel; "“foday'e Epigoenes Who Try to Truncate Marx's
Capital.“‘ In Marx's Cepital and Today's Global Crisis (Weus & Lotters, 1978),

13~ The Grundrisse was not published in fullin English until 1972, when the Peljcan
Marx Libvary published it .n Londen,

14~ Karl Marx, Pre~Capitalist Beonomie Formatdons, with an Introduction by Eric J,
Hobsbam- (' nternaticonal Publishers, 1965), p.51, ftu, 2. There 13 no indica-
tion anyvhere {that Hobsbatm had seen these "voluminous notes" which dealt with
Morgan, Phear, Maine énd Lubbock.r

15- The great economist, Joseph A, Schumpeter, whe fap proferred economics to philo-

sophy ard wes especially hostile to Hegelian-Marxian dialoctics » navertheless
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caught, in Marx not only that uindivisible whole which he called Marx's “eoncop- .

tual schema® tut vwote s profound analysis of the Communist Manifesto on its
100€h aﬁntvaraqzww “The - Communist Mhnifésto in Sociclogy and Eéonomics". in
Jourﬁal of Political Economy. No. 57, June 1949, pp. 199-212. It was he who,
in his last, massive and yot unfinished $00-page History of Feenomic Anslysis ,
usad‘thé axpression, "trasnformation of historie narrative into historic

reason,”
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FURTHER RANDOM NOTES_GN'CHAPTER 3

‘.

I'm still at a complete loas as to how to 1nterconnect

_sthe 3 critical aspects - WL. NQ and the inter-regnum in.

e gensral -~ with MABRx's phiIOSOphv of rev'n as seen in hisg

. last year 1880-1883._

Take the question of 18811nsofar 2s the Preface of the

"iRuaBian edition of CM is concerned, That is really a questidV

_of permanent revolutian. and that really should have been

belleve. even in 191?. at leaat

ot explicitly. It did verw much live for all the revoiu-

And yet I had wanted to call that chapter "interregnum

" and ‘Marx's _eoncept of parmanent revolution. That is to

say. I was going to hang everything on permanen+ revolution
as that total uprooting which Marx had always and which would
answer every qﬁastion; including WL. But that alss didn't
work out because it was clear that 1l was then givinp my in-=
terpretation and skipping over RL's problems as well 28 what

was demanded the spacific years 1911-1913,
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When. therefore, I changed it to being‘the year

rqﬁher‘than the concept of permanent revolution, WL did appear

Qﬁ‘-; o more!:ele&ant both to RLs problem and %o Marx's EN.

Wheréupon. the troublas firgt started on & new level

i.e. the National Q estiorn. 'RL is totally wrong on that, that

it would make it almost impossible to say one compliméntafy

f

word other than on inﬁgrnationalism. And, moreover, it wasn't

the;aupject that preoccuried her in that peridd. THEREIN IS

" THE RUB. She doesn’t think that that's her problem. She

. .

‘s on %o something entirely new that no one else has the 38

siighfgéf3ideauof eithepiits ufgehcyror its relationship to-.
‘cgyﬁ;iétibﬁ_oi‘ﬁﬂ:pital. She is so preoccupied with”dgggz;dAUSﬁ"i;

_f“iﬁﬁeﬁiﬁl&ah as "pure science" that it néver enters*he:jmihﬂ';;V

Y

..fha#jif she'p-gq;ng to be discussing imperialigm, itéitotal."

l‘gﬁﬁbsifé is not the "0ld" proletariat in the home country but -

'”flithe masses, ror-proletarian masses, in the non—capitaliﬁm

éountries{ All of thatu may not be hard for me to "éprse“

'in the following chapter on her work BUT THE POINT IS:THAT Now

i.,e, INTERREGNUM, I HAVE T0 SHOW THE DIALECTIC AS THE DRIVE

FOR HER TO GET OFPF THE DEEP END BUT NOT SHCW THE DBREP END.

Now, then, it does remain a fact, no mattar what con-

sciousness or non-gonsciousness is involved that it is pre-

cigely those 3 subjects which do constitute inter-regnum.

5 That is tc say., having Jjust lost out._in .the _party on the

Y Aeven when so important a fact as | M
.{J;A question of the Mass Strike, which YHCINER/Was Teduced to a JNorocco SN
.}4: _ guastion of "indiscretior" and”indiscivline" and that in 4

o an atmosphere of disgusting male chauvinism, whizh she had
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let them’ "get away with" by sticking only to the supposedly

? A\ objective ,
L Bl subjecfs. " The

_ within the party and the ccntradictians of, on the one handn

isclation.

being wav in advance in catrhlng Kautcky's oppnrtunism and

on the other hand. do:ng nothing about it, but sinking into
the isolation ~~ and here she is méaching at the schocl which
’she credits completeiy with the impulse to write an anewer
To someone 8 questions -~ when nevertheless all. componenmﬁ

parta of the drzve to get out of the precsent .state to meet

tne challenge of what is. in the mlnga “that others aren g conn

scious of. anu therefore digglng in deep in+o thaory. That

of so-called"pure science® instead of pnllosopnlc rudder.? And7

.hgre_ye_do have thg.great advantagero{,KEQIilﬁx the,writings‘
in Marx's final years. Hence, we will begin with that.,, .




