THE BREAK WITH KAUTSKY, 1910-1911;

From Mass Strike Theory to Crisis over Morocco~

and Hushed-Up "Woman OQuestion’

by Raya Dunayevskaya

{A draft chapter from a new weork-in-progress, Rosa Luxeinburg, Women's Liberation and Marx's

Philosophy of Revolution.)
| SPONTANEITY AND ORGANIZATION
NCE SPONTANEITY HAP TAKEN the form of
an outright revoiution, Luxemburg's usual sen-
sitivity to the phenomenon tock on the dimen-
sion of a universal, the method of revolution,
As she had written to Luise Kautsky early in 1906, soon
after she landed in Poland in December, 1805: “The
merve general sirike alone has ceased Lo play the role it
once had, Now nothing butl a direct, gencral fight on the
street can bring nbout the decislen, ., "I
By mid-August, as she was working on The Mass
Strike, The Politleal Party and the Trads Unlons,? it was
clear that, {ar from the pamphlet being restricted to the
Lopics in the title, she was, in fact, beginning to question
ret just the conservatlve trade unionm leadership, but
the relation of Marxist leadership to spontaneity. She

had ahvays been highly responsive to proletarian acls of
spontaneity. What was different this time was that the

1505 Revolution had disclosed 2 totally now relationship .

alsn to Morxist leadership. The -most exeitingly new
phentomencn was that the so-called backward Russian
workers proved themselves far in advance of those in
the technelopically advanced countries, Germany partie-
ularly, Moreover, the Russian Revolution was not fust a
netional happening. In the impact both.in the Fast and
in the West, it had displayed an clemental force and
© reasen of world scope. Luxemburg at otice began work-
ing out its applient:qrg-_to Ge{mnny..‘ teat
In & word, spontaneity did not mean just instinetive
action as against conselous direction. Quite ths contrary,
Spontaneily was a driving force, not only of revolution’
hut of the vanguard leadership, keeping it left. As Lux-
" emburg expressed It in ber pamphlet: ’

“The element of spontanelty, as we have seen, .

plays & great pact In all Russian mass strikes with-
out exception, be it as o driving force or as a re-
straining Influence . . . In‘short, in the mass strikes
in Russta, the clement of .spontaneity plays such a -
predominant part, not because the Russian prole-
tariat are ‘uneducated’, but becausge revolutions do

not allow anyone to play the schoolmaster with

them." '

In working out the dlalectic of the mass strike,

Luxemburg- moved from her characleristic search for
“root cause” to concentrating, instead, on ‘the interre-

lationship of cause and cffect, History had shifted the -

guestion of the general strike from its anarchist non-
political “origins” to Its genulne political nature, The
1803 Revolution actually revealed; Luxemburg main.
talned, “the historicel Hquidation of anarchism.” Marxist
lcadership of the general strike aignified the unity of
cconomles and politles, .

Sue {raced through the sirikes in Ruysia from 1808
to 1808 and concluded: “Throughout the wholo of the
spring of 1603 and into the mlddle of the summer there
tormented throughout the whole of the Immense emplre
an uninterrupted sconomic strike of almost the entire
proletariat xgainst capital , , " Nor was It only & ques-
ton of the general strike embracing the enilre prole-
tarlsl, For the first time she was Improssed even with
what sho distlked most—the lumpen proletariat, The
revelutian irradinted the genlus of all peaple, and the
revolutionary massea In molion, “even knocked st the
gates of the milltary barracks”

Luxemburg proceeded 4o show the effactivenssa of
the strikea: how the fight for an 8-hour day meant its
immediate Institutlon, even before the outbreak of the
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revolution in January, 1805. The oil workers in Bakue
won the 8-hour dey in December, 1904; the printing
workers in Samara in January, 1005; the sugar workers
in Kiev In May, 1005. By the time of the October Days
and the second general strike, the economic struggle
formed “a broad background of the revolution from
which, in ceaseless reciprocal action with the political
agitation and the externa} events of the revolution, there
ever arise, herc and there, now isolated explosions and
nov; grest general actions of the proletariat , . . Nat-
urally, the question of the soldiers’. revelts in Kron-
stadt, Libau, Viadivostok were singled cut to show the
breadth and depth of the revolution; “Within a week
the S-hour day prevalled ia every factory and workshop
In Petersburg . .

Once one recognizes that this was-the essence of
what Luxemburz considered {0 be the genius of ravolu-
tien, then it is clear that—with her speeific historic’
examples of how many mass strikes, what duration they
ran, and how they were {ransformed from an economie
to a general rolitienl strike which led to “'a general pop-
ular uprising”—she was actually developing a strategy
of revolution. Moreover, she was developing it not only
on the basls of Russia, a “backward” country, but also
with eyes fixed on technologically advansed Germany.
Clesrly, it was no longer a question just of experience,

much less just a nations) experience, but a universal

phenomenon that was so little separated from any na-
tional boundaries that It eliminated the difference be-
tween national and international as weli as the difference
bétween theory and prastlee... . 17U
In dwelling in detal! on the mass strike in October, -
November and December, Luxemburg not only empha.
sized how “the workers threw themselves with flery
zeal Into the waves of political freodom,” but stressed
especially the fact that the proletaciast’s intellectual de-
velopment was boundless: -“the most preclous, because
lastng, thing in this rapld ebb and dflow of the waye
I8 its mental sediment: the intellectual, cultural growth
of the proletariat.” By the time Luxemburg esme to the
question of organization, of daily political meetings, of
formation of clubs, she dealt with the question of trade
unlonism as something the new force of workers had
“immediately taken in hand.” What 135 especially striking
about that new force “taking unions.in hand” is that it
was concernied not only with the organized but with the
unorganized workers, . N

Put differently, Luxembprg was against the trade
union leadership not only bocause they were conserva- .
tive, but because they were coacerned only with organ-
lzed workers, whereas the unorganlzed workers, she
showed, were every bit ss revolulionary and important,
And just as she included even the lumpen proletariat
ag likewise affected by the storm of revolutlon, so she
drew into the totality and genius of sponionelty every-
one from the lumpen proletariat to the artist as being
in this great whirlwind of revolulivn. What, amazingly,
was not singled cut to the polnt of making it a unl
versal was the soviet form of organization. However,
the whole quesiion of organization—be it the small
Marxist organisation that became a mass urganization
Mterally avecnight, a mass organization, or totally new-
forms of organization llke the sovlets—had henceforth
become inseparable from masa activity,

From 1006—and all the way untll the bresk -with
Kautsky, 1910-11--what Luxembturg slngled out was
the general alrike—the interrelationship of economic and
palitical work which *Jormed a broad dackground of
the revolution . . " The point of the historical tracing
of stelkes from 1298 to 1908, and the detalled examl.
natlon of tho actual 1008-1008 revolution, Jad her to
the conclusion thet the mans atrike ix: :

“The method of matlon of the proletarian mass,
the phenomenal form of the proletarian strupgle In
revolution , , , in & word: the economis wtiuggle is
the transmitler from one polltical center to an.
other; the polltical struggle ia.the periodie fertitl .

! zation of the.moll'for the seonombe strigele). Cause .

« and .etfect. hore. contiauslly .change. plaoed sy, - -




Roza Luxemdurg and Clara Zetkin walking to the 1910
mﬁdebwg Congr=as of the German Social-Democratie
h y. ‘

. Finally, the events In Russla show us that the mass
strike ds Inseparzble from the revolu_tion.'-'

ﬁnaliy. sh'e' approached the question of upplying
the Iessons of the Russinn Reyolution to the German

scene: “A yesr of revolution has therefore given the-
Russian proletsyiat that ‘training’ which 30 years of .par-
ligmentary. and trade unlon strugeles cannot artificlelly

glve to the German proletariat” No doubt she did not
{hen - (4908)  know ihat her climectic .ending -— that

“the magses will be -the active chorus and the Jenders -

only the ‘speaking patts,’ the, Interpreters of the-will
of the masses”—waa sctually laying the ground, not
alone for hee ususl fights with the trade uniton leaders,
but for ona with the established German Soclsal-Demo-
crutio—-that"is, Murdst—leadership, But, In fact, this
was what happened in 1510. And since in thet concrete
period and plece we will Dest.see both the ramifications
of her 1806 geners] strike thesls, as well ‘as her sensi-
tivity to tho smel) of oppostunism in the highest.levels
of “orihodox Marxism™, it Is fv 1810 thzt we now turn.

) UNIFED REVOLUTIONARY THEORY
—PRABTICE VS. “TWO STRATEBIES”

UXMBURG - CONSIDERED THE interaction of
‘economic. strikes and politlcal - demonstrations to
be & vre-revolutionary situstion, 1810 was the yesr

= she 471 It opportune to begln applying to Germany

the lessont, of the General Mass Strike she had drawn
Jrom the Dlusslan Revolution. Not only was it a yeer
when = new wave of stzikes broke out in Garmany, hut

on Feb; 4, when the govermment published the draft of |
the so-called <lectoral “reform” bill, with its threeclass- .

tler voting l'mitationr, there wos mobilization of mass
opposition, Every single Sundoy. during the months of
Februgry and March there were massive demonsirations
for ofuxl suffrage, At the same time, the waves of

strikes that ;hegan, the , year. continued . and  expanded. . o
ey PR RN (Cbnﬁhhbd‘oﬁ'l‘ag'of"di" TEL eB)t UL e

Carl Schorske shows that no less than 370,000 workers
were involved In work stoppages that yearJ

In mid-Fekruary, Lysemburg had writlen an analy-
slg of the current situation in relationship to the prin.
ciple of the General Mass Strike. She entitled it “What
Next"# and submitted it to the Party peper, Yorwarts.
It was returned to her with a nole saying that the
“Itxecutive” had Instructed the paper not 1o carry on
agitation for the mass strike at present when what was
most importast was the slectond campaign. Luxemburg,
on the contrary, thought that it was precisely the present
gituntion, koth on the question of the struggle for
electoral reform mnd on the question of sirikes, that
made diceussion of the General Maxs Sinike relevant.
She resubmitted the article, this time to the theoretical
organ Neae Zelt, of which, in name, she was deputy
editor. Where, heretofore, Luzemburg considered the
prestiglous Party School and her thearetical work In it
to be so important that she allowed nothing to divert
her from it, this time the priority went to the need for
agitation. She took two months off from {eaching at the
Party Schoot to go barnstorming throughout Germany.
Her {alks both on suffrage and on work stoppages
naturally included the idea of a General Mans Strike.
The opposition to Luzzinburg that had opened in the”
top echelons of the Germen SocialDemocrucy (GSD}
was revealed in some curious ways. Thus, while all
the papers in Frankfurt, for example, were reporting
Luxembutp's spesches one way, Vorwarts struck out
one sentence of the report, to wit: “The spenker evoked
the enthusiastic approval of the participants when she
advocated propaganda for the mass strike.” Luxemburg,
meanwhile™ was doing her reporting to Luise Kautsky.
One letter dated Mzrch 13, 1810, described Tiow many
mectings she addressed, how large they were, and how
enthoslasticnlly she had been met by the last one which
had numbered 31500 . ‘

At the ent! of the two months’ Jecture tour, Luxem-
burg returned !o Berlin. There she ¥Yound = note Irom
Kautseky, as editor of Neue Zelt, that sxld her ariicle
was “Important” and. “very fine!' but he suggested that
the paragraph’ propagondiring for a republic be ‘cut,
Meanwhile, he was pslemick ageinst her views, She :
at once-saw fo-it that her article was published .in
Lelpalper Volkweltung. As for the peragraph on. the
question of a tepublic, the had developed it into s
suparate article, and had that published as well. Which'’

‘didn't mean’ that she would let Esutsky off the hook

for not publishing her article, much' less for starting a
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polemic against her views without having published
them. . .

Kautrky hod opened up the floodgates of a dispute
with Luxemburg which was to take up no less than
unefilth of the space of the most prestigious journal in
the German Sociul-Demveracy, which in this case meant
establithed world Marxism, What it pressged wes the

birth of a new wave of cpportunism that soon jed to the .

break with Kautsky. Luxemburg was out to expose thut
it was not just the trade union leaders and reformists
who were vpportunists, She whs out to show that ap-
- Tortunism wat eating wt the very vitals of the Warxist
leadership: the German SecinlDemocrecy.

© ' ‘To dhis day, even those revolutionories, who, armed
with hindstght, do seo (hat the dispute between Luxem-
bury and Kautsky first exposed the bbyomhal opporiunism
ot the dop which was %0 lead to nothing shott of the
Parly's betrayal, still act as if Luxemburg's presclent
sland wos “accidental” The truth {s tiat Luxemburg
sensed. opportunicm four yemrs ehead of .2l others,
© Lenin [rcluded. The truih is that long before  the
Party’s outright betrayal at the outbreak of ‘World War
I, Luxemburg saw -in the Soclal: 's shavich

pacllementarianism so great a diversion from the revolu- R

tiorary road {hat she felt compelled net to Jet g0 of
the “dactic” of general strike until alt those who

it were shown to be. opporfunista, To iry to deflate the
dispute tas if it were a mere “personial medtter,” end say
that It wes simply 9 question thit Luxemburg felt “in-
sulted” at Kautsky's refusl 1o publish ker article, is to
blind onesed o just how historic, . whit a great deder-
rainant for world Memdst devclopment, wae Luremburg's
break with Kautsky, . :

Luxemburg’s. writings in that period demonstrate
that, far from the “Luxemburg atfair’ causing the dis-
turbance in the GSD, it was the objective situation, both
the actuml etrikes and the actual struggles for electorul
reform, that caused the crisis, Her position rightly was:
why let anyone, even i he were interuationaly recog-
nized @3 the “greatest Marxist” gild the lily of parlia-
mentarisnlmm with “heaven.storming theory” when, in
fact, that theory was nothing but @ retioneie for oppor-
tunist actionst .

Am uny hle wont I any dehate Wantaly wme tratéine
oW & brend new theary, The socalled “sirotegy  of
attritlon” (Ermattungsstraiegle) and “strategy of over-
- throw" (Nledenvertunxsstmle), culled from enclent
Roman history, were now used with a great show of
erudition--bat in & very different form than those “bwo
strategies” were Introduced first in 1907 in Kautaky's
Sociel Revolutlon and in 1900 in his-Road to Power.
Now (1010) In his “Theory and Pructice” article, maid
Luxémburg, thess sme theorles which bad been used in
Sevor of the 1003 Revolution, had becoma “a frighttully
fundamontal ravision” of the 196% Remlutisn pamed wt
the Jenr Congress which recognized the gendral strike
ax the method of revolution and not only for. Russia,5

Luxemburg hit back with everylhing she could,
entilting her article the eame as Kuutsky's.¢ First ghe .
quoted from her own pamphlet on the mass strike:

“So the muss strike shows itself to be no speci-
fically Rusalan product, nrising from absolutism,
bui a universal form of proleiarian class struggle
resulting from the present stage of capltalist devel.
opment and clzss relations. From this stardooint,
the three bourgenis revolutions—the grest Fremch
revolution, the German March ravolution, and the
present Rissfan one--form an onrunning chain of
development In which the prosperity and the end

-of the bourgeols century are reflected . . . The
present revolution realizes, in the specisl circum.
Stances of absolutlst Russia, the universal results of
international capitalist development; and in this it
seems less a final posterity of the old bourgeois
revolutions ¢han a forerunner of a new serics of
proletarlan revolutions in the Went, Just because It
has so inexcusably delayed its bourgeois revolution,
the most backward Tand shows ways and methods of
extended class struggla for the proletarist of Ger.
many znd the most advanced capitalist Iands.”
Then she quoted XKautsky in 1510 portraying how .

“chaotic” the peasant wprisings of 1005 were and how
“inapplicable” they were lo Germany, She contrasted
these 1510 etatements to what he had written in 1807,
holding that it was a reversal of the truth as to both
facts and theory. .

Kawlsky, she contineed, had written in his “Theory
and Pralice” article that he was re-¢steblishing drue
Marxian dialoctics “against the distortion of the dialectic
totality through an over-emphusis on the limited and
purely political aim,” Luxembury - exposed Kautsky's
clain o follows; -

“The plcture of chaotic, ‘amorphouy, primitizs'
strikes by. the’ Russian workers . . . 15 a blooming
flntlsy...'l‘hescsuikes,tmmwhich‘u'boldn

as the famous Pelershurg - Council of .

- Workers’ Delegates was born for unifieg leadership
of the entire movement in the glant emplre—these
Russian strikes and mass strikes were so far from
being ‘amorphous and primitive’ that:in toldness,
strength, class. solidsrity, tenacity, materis] galns,
progressive alins and - organizational results, they
could safely be sct alongside any ‘western Euro.
penn’ frade iunlon movement,” ) .

In fact, Luxemburg insisted, the so-called .two ghra-
degies of "sitrition” and “everthwow” for swhich Xhutsky
was making that “crude contrast between reveluticnary *
Russim and parliamentary ‘Weslern. Europe" was “nothing
but a rethonalimtion of Kawtisky's refusa] 1o favor e
mass strike.” Furthermore, she continued, spontaneity

" in the Russian mas strikes was not Tecking In “a

" rational” sirike leadership as Hautsky now c¢laimed, but
in facl, both ws rational leadership and ‘as spontmnenus’
strikes, the General Mass Strike in Russia achleved
more, concretely, for the Kussian proletariat, than any

- “phn" of the GSD. '

In her “Theory and Practice™ artlcle, she stressed
that the so-cafled “two stratogies”, ar drom belng “his.
torically” justifiable, were a fotal! deviation.from the
burning questions of the here wnd now—the 1910 strikes
and demonstrations, as well as the preparations for the
1912 election.. Not only ‘was the real issue whether or
nat the GSD should, under the concrete circumstances
of the day, agitete for a General Mg Strike, but with
Kauleky the whole relationship of theory to practice
was thereby made-very nearly frreconcilabie:

. “Heavenstorming theory — and ‘attrition’ in

‘practice; most revelutionary perspectives in the

- clouds—and Reichstag mandate as sole perspective

in reality . . . It seems that “heory’ does not merely

‘stride forward’ mote slowly than ‘praciice’: alas,

from time to tlme it also goes tumbling backwards

« « » Relchstag elections and mandate—<¢hat Is Moses
und the prophets!”

Fimlly, with her article, “Attrition or Collision?",7
Luxemburg moved in, if not for the kill, certainly for
148 dunbucinent vi Rautakys-~msory: eulling” . Suppos:”
ing, she wrote, that we would see something relevant
‘for our day in thoee iwo strategies In ancient Rome;
It atill would remain w fact that the ey Kuutsky tells
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Namzz and HMerero guerrillas resisted Geu; im. Germi =
periallam in German 8.W. Afriea (1084-07).
(uuted:ils the grext Nama guerriila leader — Jxcob Morenge, who was murdered by the Cage Mountes In the

Desert, 1908,

history, it is tedally false, The great historian, Momfusen.
has long since shown that the inveatar of the theory

of sitrition, Fablug Cunctator, became "famous” for his’

“masterly inaction” theory since, far from winning any
baltles against Hannibal, he earned such infamy that
{he Romans decided not to suffer any longer from his
generalship and had him replaced. .

25 she had siready shown in %both her “Theory and -

Practice” and her “Altrition or Colliston?” srticles, this
stretching into Roman history—which wae supposedly
more relevant to the 1910 dispute than were her artieles
on Cencral Mass Strike—was not only irrelevant but
totally false. All it did was to lead Kautsky into glorify-
ing German history as & “ceotury of Prussian glory.
As sha pointed out in “Our Struggle for Power: )

“And now. Tet's take & ook at the wars which
Garmbny has fought in the meantime, The first was
the ‘glorious’ Chinese war, whosa slogan ren: Pris-
opers will nol be taken, etc. Then in 1804 came
the even more glorious Hererd war. The Herervs

" are a Nogro people.who for centuries have clung
tu their mative soil, and mhde. it fertile with their
sweot. Their ‘erime’ Jay tn this: ‘that they would

net spinelessly surrender themseives to the YRpwcious

robber barons of industry, to the white slave ciyners;
that they defended their homeland agoinst foreign
invaders. In this war -as well, Germon arms richly
. covered themselves with—renown, Herr von Trotha
issued “he wellknown general order: every Negto
fouind armed will be shot down—no quarter will be
given, The men were shot; women and children by
the hundreds were hunted inte the burning desert,
end the wreath of thelr parched bones bleaches in
. the 1?‘11;'derous Omaheke—a glory garland of German
armsi™ . ' .

W “THE MORDECD INCIDENT

in-15%5, and plunged into the debate sgainst re-

formism, the guestion that kept cropping up. was
) what we now call the “Third World.” No métter
what the year, no matter whet the place, no miatier
whether it wes a question of {heory or of practice, her
hawk's eye kept following advanced wapitalism's exten-
ston into imperialism, -As we gew in the first chapter,
ghe had written to-Jogiches in 1800 (and, in fact, it
vas pihlished in the Leipsiger Volkssiung on March 13,
1803) that a new shift in global polltics hed been taking
pluce ever since 1655, when Jepen attecked China, More-
wer it wasn't only m question of Japan's imperialist
Intrusion. There was the Germmn {mperialist venture,
t:e Aélf!o-noer war, the U.S, Intrusion Into Latin

mer .

And here we were in 1910 and she found oo one
less iban Kaulsky laudirg a “eentury of Prusslan elory’”
an Af ft.waen't percozitizd by -Wilhelm I's exbortation

Emmncn SHE HAD LANDED in Germany, back

" to the Germen soliders in thet “Hunn cempaign"? to

erntiate ¢heir Sncestors the Hunns and tasch the Chinese
8 lesson In “4zghtfulness” The Chinese didn't forgel.
But {bey remembsred i s wn antiimperisllst popular
uprising {bwt broke out in northern China in 18091

In 1600, at the very firet Congress Luxemburg ef-
tended when she became & Germen citizen, chs had

8 Rota L Tour Chrigale for Power”, Getammalts Werks,
Vol 2, Fpe S84 o : - '
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91,
{"“The World Politlcal Situation*)
2 MThen :

The renler' figure

alrcady projected a need for antl-colon'sl action, On
Moy 15, 1902, she had an article In the Lelpziger Volks-
zeltung on Imoerialist mancavers worldwide, specifically
Martinique. In 1905, with the first “"Morocco incldent”
she at once ralsed questions of anti-militarism and anti-
imperialism.

As we see, prescience of tha decp oppertunism In
Karl Kautsky, when atl ill considered him the zuthori-.
tative volec of Marxism, wag by no means limited lo
the question of the Genersl Kiass Strike, much less
that of the question of suffrage, but was integral to the
very concept of what is a proleterian revolutioa,

No doubt the GSD Ileadership thought they had
brought her down to site when tha Congress that year
rejected her resolution “that the fight for suffrege in
Prussia can be waged to victory only through .great
determined mass action in which il means must be
employed, inuluding the polidical gencral strike if mec-
essary,” But the 1010 battles with Kautsky and Bebel
tmd no sooner ended than it once ugaein became clear
to her ihat the question of fighting opportunism was
not only 2 matler of domestic,policles, but of iru:-
national pouq. - e e Ve

. On.July 1, 1911, the German gunboat Panther sailed
into Moroceo, The dirst letters of the Internmtional So--
chllst Bureau that Luxemburg received as a ménber of
that Bureau showed that the leadership was a great
deal more concerned with the clectora battles’ going
on’in Germany, ibun with Germany's imperial act,

. "Indsed, not only was no’struggle egeingt their govera.

ment propoded at the moment, and not only wae the
news presested as if pesce rather than war was in the
air, but it was clear thmt the only thing that worried -
the GSD was that sty opposition might harm the. electoral




victory they counted on for the 1212 elections.

Luxemburg published the “private” letter and her
own analysis in the Leipsiger Vellwmellung of July 24,
1811, When inore letiers and lesflels, eech one more
ambivulent thon the one before, continued to fiow her
way, she wrole tho sharpest of all eritiqies, “Unser
Marckko-Flughisit,” which appeared in the Lelpaiger
Volksxeltung of Aug. 28, 1011 — aiter the cxecutive's
nranifesto Pad been published in Vorwarts of Aug. 0,
1811, What zic =ctipated wras the pusilanimitly, not to
mention belatedness of their manifesto for any serfous
struggle agzinst the war-mongering bourgeoisie. Instead
of u serious Marvit analysis of a burning issue, she
=mid, they were gelting “Social-Democratic political
twaddle.” By now the guestion was more than “an in-
ternational policy in genural, and the Morocco affair in
particular,” What was imperative for German Miurxists
wi5s an expase as 10 how the “Morocee affair” was
rehated to the “internal development of German mili-
tsrism . . . and Germmny's urge for world power.” She
conhcluded: .

“Ltl us add that in the whole of the Icaflet
there is not one word zbout the colonized nations,
not 3 word sbout their rights, interests, and sui-
ferings because of international policy, The leaflat
several times speaks of ‘England's splendid colonial
policy’ without mentioning the periodic starvation
and spréad of typhold in India, extermination of the
Australian aborigines, and the horse whip on the
bucks of the Egyptian peasants.”-

- - 'Whereupon, sl the furies descended upor her for'

‘breach of disclpline,’ for “distoyally” wnd. “Indiscre.
tion” dor having published a letier that hed been mesut
onlyforlhe%gflhels. :

. By thg time {he 1011 Congress opened in September
the Execntive Committes éried reducing the question
of what she did, aud when she did {t, es if &t were
only a question of making poblic what had been sent

10 her iz “private’ Yet co great still was the name of

the GSD, aod so far disteot aed unrelated fo organiza-
tioual growth was the question of imperialism, that the
Jeadership dit sueceed in diverting attention from the

political snlrsis to the question -of “a breach of disci.

IV TONE-DEAFHESS T0
MALE CHADVINISM

N THE PROCESS OF THE DZBATE on the so-called

‘“breech of diseipline,” mule chauvinism had raised )

its ugly head, as we will shortly see. That it was
not only male chauvinism’s ugly head, bnt that of

antlwar demonstzstion In 1919,

imperialism which the German Social-Democracy was
not up to confronting, as Luxemburg rightly insicted,
is seetr claarest at the maeting of the Internatiomal So-
cialit Buresu in Zurich, on Sept, 23, 1911, the week
following the Congress in Jena, There, with International
representatives like Lenln present, they withdrew. their
motion to censure Luxemburg: but mapeged, with the
support of others, like Plekhanov, {0 contain the dis-
cusslon- over the Morcoco crisis, Thus, when Lenin came
to Luxemburg's defense, Zinoviev reponted, “the thunder
rad lightning descended upon him zs well, Viadimir
llich appealed to Plekhenov . , . but , . . Com. Plek-
hanov replied that the ear should not grow beyond the
forehead, thot we (Russlens) should keep silemt; that
when we had milllons of members ag the German
Soclal-Democracy had, then we should also be considered.
But for the time being we were snerely ‘poor relations.’
After listening to Plekhunov, Viadimir llich stammed the
door and left the meeting''10

The Minutes of the GSD Congress in Jenal! the
week before tell the whole story; it was there wnere the
male chauvinism dominated the discussion over what
they called “¢he Aforocco incident” -

_ It isn't that there wasn't also some humor in the
discussion, ior ks Luxemburg put it: “When the party
executive aserts something, I would. never dare not to
beliave it, for as a falthfil party member-the oid saying
holds for me: Credo qula absurdum-—I believe it pre-

", -cisely because it 15 sbsurd.” 'And"Imter she turned to

" Bebel, whom she sccused. of hearing only. with his

“glght ear” (ie. from the most conservative .benches,
where the Baden delegates sat): “In all my life, X have -

‘never seen a pletura of such.pathetic condusion, (Laugh-

ter. Bebel shouts: Now, now!) This is why I.am - not
cross with you for your accumations, I forgive you and
offer you the fatherfv advice (Bebel: The motherly
sdvice, Great amuseim....): 'do"better in the-fidure™ = -

Even when there were hisses for Laxemburg's

“wititude to Bebal, there was 2lso ‘great applause for her

anti-militarist stand. Clearly, there was a dexp antlmili-
tarist and anti-colonialist feeling in the Gérman Social-
Pemorracy. As Ledebour (whe was no friend of Luxem
burg's) put It, rising to her dedcnge: . .

“As 1 prophesied, a trap was set for Rosa
Luxemburg out of the publication of the letter,
and they made usc of the truly unjustified over-haste .
with which she criticized the leaflet. All that is
belag used to disguise the real heart of the matter.
Com. Luxemburg has frequently come into conflict
with me , , . we will come into conflict even more
often . , , (but) the moss demonsteations against
war and the war-mongers such a5 have &ken place
are not the achlevement of Muller and the execu.

. tl:irf[ + + . but of Com. Luxemburg, through her
eritique.” Lo o ’

it wasn't éor Wck of awareness about the pervasive
male chauviniem, that Luxemburg scted tone-desf, But

50 detormined was she that nothing should divert from

the political lssues in dispute that she allowad the leaders
to hush up the mmtter, though it lavolved her own
Jendership, It had been ber principle always to ignore -
any slgn of male chauvinism, not even letting the word
pass her lips, 3 10%-that che, wam't sware of ity exls-
eme but ghe held that since it waz die to capiiaiism,
it could be aholished vnly with the abolition of capltal-
ism, Just ms she had learned to live with an undarlying
anti-Semitism’ in the Parly,'2 so she Jearned to live with
what in our era hea been challenged by name—specific-

10 Quotad by Giga Hess Gankin orid H. H_Fider In The Belsheviis
ond the Warld Wor (Stonford Univ, Priss, 1840}, po. 2425,
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ully, male chauvinism, She took no {ssue with it, though
it stuck out from all over that the polemics againat
her, now that she disagreed with the core of the orthodox
leadership, had zn extra sharp edge which no male
opponcnt had 4o suffer, Here, for example, is a sample
of the leters that passed between Bebel and Adler:13

“ . .. the polsonous bitch will yet do w 1ot of
damage, nli the more beeause she is as clever as a
monkey {blizgescheit) while on the other hand her
sense of responsibility is totally keeking acd her
only molive is an almost perverse desire for self-
jusiification , . . " (Victor Adler to August Bebel,
Aug, 5, 1810,)

* ... with all the wretched female's squirts of
polson I wouldn't have the party without her.”
(Bebel's reply to Adler, Aug, 16, 1910.)

Male chauvinism was far from being just a creep-
img phenomenon in the established revoluticmary sociul-
ist movement, Much less was % characleristie only of
some rank-andfile members. In & welldocumented the-
sis, “Clara Zetkin: A Leftwing Socialist and Feminist In
Wilhelmian Germany,"!4 we sse that, oa the NETY same
day that Bebel wrote the above Istter to Adler (Aug. 16,
1810), he wrote {v Kar) Keutsky: . -

- “It is an odd thing about women. If their par.
tialitles or passions or vanities come anywhere into
question and are not given consideration, or, let
alone, dre injured, then even the most intelligent of
tbem olizs off the hardle and becdmes hostiie to the
yoint of absurdity, Love and bate. Ye side by side, u
regulating roason does not exist.” . ;r . -

- The:virulent male chauvinism permeated the whole
party including voth August Bebel, the author of Woman
and Saciallsm, who had ereated & myth about himself as
a verilable feminist, and Karl Kautsky, the main the-
oretician of the whole International, Thus, after Luxem.
burg's bremk with him f{n 1911, when Zetkin also sup-
poried Luxerhurg's position, and as they faced an:ap-
nroaching Party Congress in - 1913, Keatsky warned
Bebz]; ‘the two females and their followers.are planning
in attnek oo 2l central positions,” None of this chenged
the standinyg ‘of that fundementa] text of the socizlist

wemen's movewent, Woman and Socialism, which had |

. gone through innumersble editions,
The myth very nearly continues to this day, and in

13 Petar Natti, Rass Luremburg, 2 vols, (London: Oxford Unlv,
i Nadtl, Xas remburg, [Lom ord Unlv. Press,

i4 Koren. Homoycutt, Doctoral Thesis for Columble University, 1975.

o! imperiolism and its contradiction,”

any case, in the 1910.11 period, bath the suthorlty of
the GSD in general and. Bebel in particular on the
“"Woman Question” was unchallenged evervwhere in the
world at the very time he was co-organizing the casm-
paign apainst Luxemburg. It Is high time to turn ¢o this
question now. This is nat only because the hushedup
phenomenon of the “Woman Question” iz totally.un-
gcceptable to women liberationists today, but because
i is only today thet Marx's very different concept of
women's iberailon is first being grappled with, It is
no aecident Ll w1y in our own day — 100 years afier
they were first written — has Marx's very last research,
the Ethnologieal Notebooks, been published.!5

It is therefore only now that we can sce-that ii
wasi't only that the “young Marx” in 1844 roised the
Man/Woman relationship a8 a most important pivet In
that new continent of thought he was discovering—a
“new Humanlsm"—but that the mature Marx In the
very last years of his life, 1850-1883, was engoged in
the latest research fn ethnology as well zg in answering
the sharpest question raised on the concrete scene of
Russia and on the concrete relationship between the
“West" and the “East”, that s hetween the tachnclog-
ically advanced and the most backwsrd countries. That
this is also the most relevani. question of our dey is
clear from both the emergence of the Third World znd
the new gquestions of world revolution. X

The relztionship of theory to revolution was a pre-
occupation cof Luxemburg long before the debste lend- .
ing -to- the break with Xautsky. Just as both in 10608 at
the ‘Nuremberg Congress' where she Identified oppor-
tunism with - hostllity to theory 'as she spoke on ihe
need for the Party School to continue, snd in-1910 she
related opportunism both fo lnaction and lack of reve- .

Jutionary theory, so.in 1811, there was no doubt what.

aver that Luxemburg considered theory the lifeblood
of the movement in general and the leadership in par-
Heular, but held that the ‘established leadership was
quite anemic on_the guestion. She decided that the . -
new crisls caused by the phenomenon 'of imperlalsm

had to be p:qbeql{mher, rqqu- further, - R
 Heré Is whit she wrota’to’ Konstaitin Zetkin fn "
November, 1911: “T want to find the cause of imperial-
ism.. 1 am following up the e2tnomic aspects .of this
concept , o . 1t will be a stietly sclentitic explanation

- Her characteristic confldence in the masses and
thelr spantencity had, as we stw, so deepened with her
experience’ in the 1005 Revolution that she considered
leaders simply to be the ones who had “the speaking
paris", Since “any msass actlon onca unleashied, must
move forward”, the masses will also suceeed in pushing
the lackadaisical leadership forward, And what in the - -
yetrs 101011 did the lcadership's role turn out to be?.
We arep’t given the answer, Only one thing Is clear
beyond the shadow.of n doubt, snd that s that the
break with Eautsky and Bebel was irrevocabls, though
there was no. organizational break; the unity of the
party Yemeined to her unchangeable, But she kept her -
distance from the leaders who practiced. leadership s
If they were government rulers, though they did not
have state power.

For a full enalysh, lithed 17 SancFeb, 1979,
15 “o.r‘g: r.mnys-ll son droft d\cpgnqnql; an-Fab. |




