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Section 9 of this e.rliclo does ha.ve a reference to.the 
Polieh Sociel-democra.te, rei' erring back aga~ to point 9 of the 
program whioh the Polish groap rejected in l90J, 

, JIJHUtiE.IIIIfiU 'llfJEIMU!IIIEIIMMtliiiiiEIIIIUIIMM~IE!!~IUliUIIIIMI-***XI.JEKU 

This Vol, 'nolu~ 11ost important articles on self-' 
dst~tion, one'a crltique of the· Junius xaml.>hltWo an<i the other called 

J~·A Ca.rloature of Karxisa and llnperielist D:onolDism"J whk!t means VIL 
. "'lnoluded Jl!ol 'lbe ane on the ,Tunius is espeo!al:cy important since he 

did net laiOlf it 1la.S RL, and ~ ·:imC1f it wa.s anti-imperia.lli>l, and therefora 
did_ pmi::le it but: 

":L'he·falle.cy of this argument (vs, self-determination- rd) is obvious, 

Of courSe, the i'unds.mental proposit~on of Marxia.n dialectics is tha.t all' 

bouiwa:d.oo in _nature and soc"iety are conventional and mobile, tha.t there 
,,. . . ' 

is:not a ·single phenomenon which ~ot under certain conditions be trans-

:t'ormed tnt<. its opposite, A national wil.r can· be traneform..a.., into an 

imperialist war ~ vice veX-sa.." (~ 20J,) 

"In e&l"ng 'tht.t class struggle is i.ile best means of defense •.ga.inst 

invasion, JuniiiS applied Marxian dia.lectics onl,y ha.l:i~y, talting one 

step on the right road and immediately devia.ting from it. Marxian 
specific 

dia.leoti"" calls for a concrete arialysis of each/historical sitwition •• ,'. 

Civil war against the bOurgeois is ~ a form of the class struggle .. , 

Evidently, Junius' erroil is due to two mistakes in reasoning .. , " 

(xd ~ the two stages were "theory of stages", and " to outwit histor./',) 

(p. 210, 211, 212) 
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297).~·l!u:t ~~:lllili:I!!J('the wa:y argwnents which are correct fiom the 

Pol&:ld in .the )1r!!!leint epoch are .ob'liollllly incorrect 

~;~~~,S!l~~ f.,; ;.in which they ~= Presented. Polan<: ·n!U a.lllaye' be e. 

. b!•t.tla1,1e:l.djn. the i.ars between Gema.ny and· Russia, as long as 1IRl':a are 

1)'11~~.1}:~~~: '18 'n~"~ ~'agaiDet ~t~ political !reedCJII (and con-
. ~- ... · .. · ' ' 

{~~~'-f:'i,~~~~~; P.'litiCS:l independence) in p.lrlode between wa.m." 

l882, p.j99) .. 

•:;;~~,~~:ji;:~~i~~~):~~;th~'e;., Irleb re~~~·· ;,d by then he got hie subject 

i: "-:~;s~1g a•~~i-/·~:i~~ther a hardened reacti~nary 
... ,_., .. , .. }£~'#c~L!iA1:z:E1i'jl~oJ!el•.Srt inca~ble ·of piClt;uring to himself .a social 

llv;l;ag. ~enomenon. •.• ·llhoever expects a ·"pure" social revo~ 

·luti_< ID_ :~'•naver live to see it. Such a person J:B.YB lip service to revolu-
.•. '; '".":",: • 1 I ,, ·, ,"" ~. . • , 

tiw witboUt_understsuding what .Ill rev'olution ie.•· ( v. '.301)· Also quote p. 302. 
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-- ~;:.:· ·, _,. :,l:;.. ·· --The sWlarity in two articles"ilr. the Right of Nations to 
: .f'{', •-'. _ ·i' Seif-detezmination", w:rittan in 1914 but ~ the """'• Qincluded in 

· · .. ?r·;: :~::: .... _. ... · .. , .. t.
1 ,.vn, S"li·Vol .. 4, P.P 2!.;9-2.93) ~ l9l!t, ane1 ue artiole 11The Socialiet 

· ~.-\)i'ft•}·-:,. l !:_!!evolution imd. the lll.ght <>f lli!.t1ons to Seli'-datertinatior•" (theses Mtu:ch 1916) 
,-; .':< ,j:"i ,:-/'~f.:,::f.s 'ci>nt'lisiilg 'in the acnae t!l>l.t all pt"inaiples a.ro _the> same, and -

• :,_'_! ._.,_' __ ¥:_' - :· iliplla. . _1_ ~the. orl.ticl.sm of RL, but there 1e r•c.thing implicit in the one 
. · · ,:.•.;''f:~i'' · · !n-.~·l-911$ which 1e totally an<! f'ul.ly devoted pt"eoieely to RL's super­

. ''i;-".,)ii·i · /:tlies!lr' ,e, hor ~t l.mport.a.nt tb60rei;ioal work of 1908-09). Here 
_ ,\i :,:1/i:' i!.'Lenin 'tllkes .issue with RL's attack on KK on the NQ and ller J.Uillping 
'/1\_\_j 'c. - ,. :;)KJ{._andRL

1
:·Be.uer· in·._the same camp, but after that, it is fully and objectively 

.vu. 

•'"'.!ll•A f&iled 'to notice this (~- enormous eJ<aggemtion of the utiona.l .· 

Sh<> did J~weigh the totality of llauer•s theoretical 

the Jdniature llalka.n states·, but even America in ·the 19th century, 

~:economically a col~ey of ~pe ... ~ Maxx p;intEHl. out in Ca.pital ·~~sa 
· -:-. : ·:_ :~?'"burg bS.a sulx!Mtuted the question of. the economic independence of 

.. states f;, the' question of political self-det~.-ina.tion of na.ti.onsSI!ill in 

·,-_ · · · boucgeoie soo1ety, _and of their independence as states." (p. 2.5:3) 

"In reading over the instructive quct&tions from Marx and Engels, one 

can· see with particular cl!;rity in '!!bet a. ridiculous position Ro~a. 

LUxemburg has placed herself. Eloquently and angrUy, she preaches 

the need f~-r a. concr~ of the national question in various 

countries a.t various Jll"'iods, but mak~ not the slightes1! a.tte~n~t to 

determine through !!l!;!l; hietcrica.l sta.ge in the development of ca.pitalie~n 

Rtids:l.a. is passl.r>~ through a.t the beginning of the twentieth century, whet 

thl!~of the national question in this country are." (p. Z51) 
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