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Section ¢ of this article does have & reference to the
Polish Soclal-democrats, referring back againﬁ to point 9 of the
_program uhi.oh the Polish group rejected. 1503,

N
This Vol. inoludé%go nost imporbant articles on self-'
detmim.tion, ons ‘'a critigue of the dunius pa.mphlg andi the other ca.lled
"A Caxicature of Marxisn and Imperialist Economism®) whis™ meaus VIL
oluded RL! The one on the Junius is especially important eince he
-31d not Jnow it wes RL, and di3 kanow it was a.nti-imperia..:.i.m, and tnerefore
‘ada ma.i:)a it but:
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"The fa.lhcy of this a.rgumen‘b (va. self-determination ~ zd) is obvious,
Of oourse tha ﬂmda.menta.l rroposition of Marxian dialectics is that all’
baunda.ries in natu:r:e a.nd aociety are conventional a.nd nobile, tha.t there
1s not a sggle phanomenon which ca.nnot under certain conditions be trans-
fomed i.nto its opposite. A na.tiona.l War can be transfomud‘_, into an
“imperialist war and_vice versa." . (b 203.)

oy

'En sa.ying ‘thet oluss stwuggle is {lae 'bést means of defense against
i.nvasion. Juni.us applied Marxian dialectics only ha.l:r.f/ Yr taking -one

step on the right road and immedia.tely devia.ting from it, Marxian
dialectics ¢alls for a concrete analysis of ezgﬁhiif.::orieal situation.. .
Civil war against the bourgeois is also a foxrm of the cleas struggle...
E\ridmfly, Junius' exrolk is due to two mistakes in reasoning... *

(1 = the two stages were "theory of stages®, and " to outwit history™,)

(p. 210, 211, 212)
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poai.tion of Poland in the Ega_eir& epoch ave obvious]y incorrect

tgis :ls iot an a.rgtment a.ga.inst g:-ea.teu: political t‘reedom (a.nd con-

t ia a:l.ther a hardened rea.ct:lona.zy
Br mcapable of piottming to himself a sooi.a.l

,nam nve to sea it. ‘Such a person 1°¥3 lip service to revolu-
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' ‘ Tha sinllarity in two a.rticlea"er the Right of Nations to
aSeifn-dotemjmtion" weitton in 1914 but hefome the war, fincluded in
VIL B¥:Vole Y, pp 245~293) TFul, i9i%, =aa the artiole "The Scoialiet
Ravolution and the Right of Nitions to Self-dutermination” (theses March 1916)
is 'confusing in the oense that all principles are the aare, and M
inpli.cit‘ -the criticism of RL, but there is ncthing implioit in the one
Al 19145, which is totally and fully devoted pmecisely to RL's super-
A -hor most fmportant theoreiical work of 1908~09). Here
Tenin -tokes. imsue with RL's attack on XX on the KQ and Rer lumping
KX and! Ba,uea.' in' the same canp, but after tha.t, it is fully and objectively

?B.o RL’

SR weeees,
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I She Mled to notice thia (z,’d— enormous exaggera.‘bion of the aatlional
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aspec"') eonneotion. Shs did ,zot uaigh the totality of Bauer's theoretica.l

W&B. economically a colony of Europa. xs8 Ha.:.x pr..tnt out in Ca Capital ... Roas.

S ‘ﬁta.tes for the q_uestion of po...’s.ti.cal solf-deternination of naiionsm in

" bourgeois society, and of their independence as states." (p. 253)

.. '"In veading over the instructive quot&tions from Marx and Engels, one
_ can see with marticular clarity in what a ridiculous position Rosa
Inxembm:g has placed hexself. _Eloquently and angrily, she rreaches

historica

the need ftr a concre lysis of the national guestion in various
countries at various 'pe::ioda, but makes' not the slightest attempt to
determine through what historical stage in the develomment of capitalism
Ruasia is Laagi::g 'i:ﬁrough at the beginning of the twentieth centuxy, what

A e S )
the \psculiarities /of the national question in this country are." (p. 257)
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