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J\Dtion E5 her*nninr as.an innedl?'tn existence in 't}"e
er-e.-,g_p—pecessity—l-—butw it-is-not-yet-z-subjectss
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:.t were only personal‘becausa she # not only dia not i
which she. cnly: u:-.lt

lenve the Partv'. she dm rot create am .factiom7an

"--'been & "total" SPDr"taneist. ¥hat. she .’Ls k.novn for and xi Htlyq,..‘l/.l” -

" {i.e. rightly-if tednecsﬁner
50/ is for hei*wg%lm < glorification:-'.

- vin - : - =
) s, and surely her/pr.‘..ori‘ty ‘to,sponteneity over W\ Farty
" but aled -M landership. And that remzined true even when she did
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in the Revolution not only create %%L{n Germzny., but
* consented to that which she had fougkt 211 her life, to &
'uni‘ty of her Polish 'tendency with that of the left PFS to
conb .,ruct the. c. P. of Pola.nd. ,  .—- 

How to explain so -marhy cor‘trad:l.c ions Q&»‘ w}:ich there
1‘ kwise exits a2 unif;ing force--the Party--anc so tigh ..13
8 unifying i‘orce that unity. unity, unity.h"zhe unfortuna ely
in the :l‘u"l SOcia" Democratic concapt. that she opposed spiits
even at 'the point where thee wasn't a single m::oint oi‘
affinity between the tendency her ‘thDL{-‘ht represented and -the _
domina:‘:.t tendency in the .;90
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"many i‘alse interpretations of ,what RL's conc;ept of oxgem.za‘.:;.on._ -

as we't.l as concept of spontanei‘ty trulv \‘Vds- Iﬁ-t" begln
- -04 i

= \ Wi‘th her first and n'os‘c famous and m05+ ml{hsed;\--m.,sused

the "WESL" |
NN no t even a‘Llowing her to-

--name 1.he title of her articleu- M The 'ti‘tle she gave :
Wwas "Orgamzatwnal ‘ Que stionsm of the Russ:.en
, .aocial Democrec.y. , The title the "West" gave tt wes "Leninigm

or Marxism?"'ﬁa_n The dlfi‘eren‘t h:.storlc periods 1i kewise
',-led To- one-bided in‘t.erpretaelons. ‘l‘hus the/s D. before
... WWI were. i‘oreVer guoting and attacking both SN
her wri‘ti:ncs on spontanezty during ‘the i‘lrst Rueslan Revoljt hon. ‘
specii‘ically The ass Strike pampl 1et. while the goet-wﬂ'II v
critiques
S.D.y: West or otherwise.were always s..ress:.n&, the lgobm
1y Len'ln. In both ceses 2 oppos;tec that weren't-genuine
' '_ opposl‘tea 1o PL--—denocracy/dlctatorshln ::egard:rnqE the 1904
wr:.t:.ng_; and 2 0pposites--spontanelty/orgam.zation for 1906)
were’ stretched out to Mma-w he* .s-ay uhau she did not say. Q
Thus, "The Gr'gamzatlonal Quesnons of *he Russiar S,D."% .

(The new translation o with the correct title appears in

Dickh Howard, Selected writings. pp. 283-206), was =

cr:.tique not of what Is To De Jone?, whick everyone including
Nettl attrituted it to* (!\oréknln Geras . -

but wke a critique of Lenin's Gne. Step Forwar d. _'T‘wo-s-teps Back,

' Because of -her'disagreement'fu th the Bolshevﬂs on the Kationel
Question, RL's tendency never attended that fmmous 1303 Congress.
It was Lenin's eritique of the “behavior of 'the fiensi 1ev1ks at
that confress that she critic J.zed. She was ae!edn‘:v L______

not . "
~-/the Iskra that Ternin edited but the one appropricted by the
+hough they had been ouw ted.
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' s she ﬁas‘-
%-concerned. the S D.r.of Russza was Suill one.eﬂi&niuﬁ-:-
ﬂ It is inportant to keep this 1:'- mind ‘even as it is
impartaat* to be as- rigoroua 25 she was in paying strlct
. attention to tne objective situation to the {aot that
" Russie wes indeed a poline state;” "that you -truly bed

"RSD but. the 35D thet rracticed centralism a2s a principle.
- Lenin's

need for centralism, and that in fact it wasn't only the ),\\
What she’ ohjected to was what she cal]ed/thrdcentréhsm ‘

{Lenin's denial that he was ultré@entraliat in his revly

to her was never published; it was rejected by Kautsky

and even in the Russian it was first published...)
to illuminate themdifferénbes and agiln to give éue'credit

- “to the HSﬁ wanting %o establish a nationa; organization,
.Shecstressgd that it was indgéd necessary to have done With:ihe

e

."circie end loczl cludb aimosphere" that had perﬁaded'thei

-

i
‘.'
v

Kussian attempts %o build 2 unified organiaatiocn znd re-
quireé & Full 3-year canmnpzign, 190b-03. to'prepare for

that congress, “However," she continued, {p, 29€;"2t the

party cengress and even more #§so zfter, it became evident
thet centrziism is a slofen whick dozs not completely

exhaust the “historic content and the ... -

.5.5. organization.,”
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crermntmn LTS

that a social democrat *s"a Jacobzn :mdissoluhly connpcted

_.And .11'. is n't 'that point when she develppe her oppos:Ltion
'to Jacobinism and Blanquism in so detailed -a furm. tha..

eho 1ei‘t: o' ‘room whatever i‘or the conurete happemngs Qf
@(which vas the presccupation of Lenin). . :
the congre 8 w which led to the spli+./ One could:

say:.that the mlnu‘te she- I‘Ent‘réd "historv." her eritique-wazs
. it was hard to
-sa i‘ull of generahzat:.ons that 4 : sae arv*hznp

m’ concrete relating 'to the congress. and even

M be 1nc11 ned to over praise Lenin who stuck only to

- "the concrete. and *hus "proved” her ‘wrong. Which wiik'

1nds£ght, absoluteély i¢ not true, +hat ig +o Sey. some of’

genera"izatzon are 3o very re}evan tc our da-g 'tha

. WE . nus‘t £0 into them,

I~"or example, there is aksclutely ne doutt ...=..4& great
‘deal more of democracv. more noed for d1f"‘e-ent tendenczes
to ex,press .nemselves. and sur_ely it is imperative not
tc:.méke & virtue of necessity, which ead o erone 13 ving
under Czarism to overstress the nsed for centraliism to
opp;:ise'it. l-'u;thermore. wherees her exprassion, "No r rigid
formulaes for organié.étion will do +o eipress Marx's '
concepticr of socislism," mzy have left elﬁnv: room for
Aopportunis:r. to Hxzk continue furnc ..ioning ir & Narxist

b

organizeztion, as witness the "&ct that firsy

" 1
Lo reformism. Eerncteln, was not expelled, it *& even

Ctruer that Lenin's concept of cedtralism R R e AR Y -

had even more need of decentraliczatiozp. '
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. ~ _5.
) Where 1% seems to t.his w'"i.te“ that RL wrongly almost
-ma}'es do w:.th spontane:ttv it not s2ans organlzation.
ce*"tainly without philoscphy. is in-her singling out

. . e ueruwgm 7
*the student agaitation of 1501 and the mass strikel in
Bostpv-—-cn_nnoh. as’'if _‘t_'.heix.- erising sp;;ntanéo.-asly & had
also mee.n't that they had nc rieed for a karxist per ‘Ly,
The fact was that it was p*‘ec:.sely these strikec ang
great spon ..aneous actions whick led Ienin to m;f’:,'ccrclude

tﬁat if Marxists are go*ng “to act on ly as econonlats. -
. between the development of

there will bﬁ%a gap 4 poli tical work g ,
ﬁf“an actual revolution, aﬂﬂ'ﬂuﬁr 1t wag no‘ aceident

o™
'tha‘t RLSﬁ ha:nnerlng e.wav W uenir‘ 'S supaosed -
eyaggerc.tion cf""‘actory dlsciplir.e‘f which he :’.nsi,ted.the

inuellectuals lacked, in,turn led her %o defend intezllectuzls.

Whe“e she m shone brillizntly wis in

dialectical relatlonsh..p ' spontan=

ty to organization:

- "What L always i.mporta.nt for Social Democracy is not to prophesy a.nd to H
';meconstwct a rea.dy-mda recipe for the futwrte tasks, Rather, it is mnorhan '. i

e

that the correct! historica.l .eva.luation of thelfoms of stmggle comsmnuing te
“the given s:.'tua.t:.on be con‘inua.]ly m2intained in the party, and tha{fit

‘understand tHe relativity of the given phase of the sta:uggle, and the -

necessa:r:y advance.of the revolu tionary steges towazd the ult:.ma .,e)goe.l of the
{

‘proleta.rian vlass struggle." . . L

14870
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course, rgﬁckons on “the organization of the G 1n&$endent.,
direct actior of'ihe masses. - ghe is not correct in holding
that that verj nearly automatlcallyzmeans ga-nn-az s0 ~
total a concept5on of soc:alzam »hat 2 ghélg__g_x of
Mar? 8 coﬁ%ption of .revoiution could be 11?8“18& left

uo spontaneaus action, .Far from it. And nowhere is

this seen more cleargy *han when we éet tc the 1305
Revolution. where spontdneity w is a‘bsolutely

the brea test, but fal;s to-acheive its goal, The wiiee

\
) question n;_.:_ TRy, o f c1ass onsciuusness

does not, eﬁhaust the' quahtion of cocnltion. of Marx'=
-ph1losophy of revolution, of second negetion, that is to
T-say.not =1one the destructim of the old, but the creation:x

of the new. hae Sulll t¢ be teshed, and we cannat he“e

skip from 190& to 1917~ and 1919, So within the context .

of that debate, it is sufficient to end-where she endeg)

-~ \

& B 2 right o:f‘ he workin -
g ehms "tomakedis ownnﬁshﬂ:
. . - egﬂﬁemkhﬂ

ore Va.lllable ttu‘n the

le ncentral committeas " (p BOQ)
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' 1906 pamph1¢ o the
As -we ﬁve i seen in 'the chap..er oh’ the/c-enera.l Strike.

ins?ead spontaneity. It wasn' t merely the fact that she
had r:ritten th:.s in Kuox }zla. but that the revoi’:ution itself

m sharpened their views

historically. as well as actually Or. the other hc.nd.

' she was way ahead of Le'::m in 1910° in judging “the deep
' opportgpism p:l‘ . Ka.u’tsky.
Atr'the '-Saﬁ-le time, however, the :.nvers..on of 't"e relatlonship
between orgamza 13&; and action once zgain meant thn dlsregard
oi‘ p};-losoph§. 5 ,I't is absolu‘tely true as RL expres ed it . o

in "Wh.;t I\e:rt""; that "any mass action,” once unle sshed,

. must move forwa.rd_. v It is not true that & forward nov‘?nen\.

TSI T

by the masses c.mnot ke reve“sed or stonped by a Jeadership

- —

[y

wmch uses the e rne'tor:.c of revolution tut practicds
counue“-“evolu‘.ion. in a word, where RL saw the opportunism -
‘ in Kzutsky, she by no meant cxpected outright betrayal

-and indeed cid not%%emx, conceive that 'counter-revalutionﬁ._

cen arise from__\?:ithin revolution. It is that dialectic,

that trensformation into opposite, thet lenin, who had -

not seen as clearly &6 she the na ture of German Soc. Demﬂcz-a@)‘n

75;,,,rs.':-~ox_. .
dp.. fzr beyond her once Wl showed the he..ray al, dn

\ W--suing +he slogan, ""‘ur imp»rialist A’
wer into civil war," and in ® 5 yen WS bn. a{ f.

G-y
mn mlshevlkoslfm ] The conguest §

Tl MOWET .

g o B R e e e UL L L
i .\ . - - ] - W ' e
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'."vft!'t\“ A

. Enrtrm L. Wolfe mistitled ‘her work because\gglwas
more "a~~rtac;ive.' zné thus rave rer 190# critvique 50 anti-

"7Len*nlst a twlst that ke afirltutes to her 2 percistant

xemhur- in het period
f, hoth on revo1u*on cﬂd ow&arlzatlon..that-
:ed"ﬁhe Sussia. :artya Lcoreover, {hﬁugh'
.'theréfwég.éiso" jbih*n4 df Me"ﬂ*eviks r 
i, was by héiiéahs Lhafﬁil.upvike vhom she
u'wac the vo*e of “tne "Poleﬁ" tra helped‘
vare - oo :
-denln ge; a mkaorlt" af the 190?h Cor*re,u,
'Tbeir 1n erpretatwon of the Revoluiofh exterced
.'_“asrla hrc }ol né. That ezme vear, 1907, thrers
.15£he;‘f* s rress, vhere srain lerirn

ané Ro dumas (v ! -3 lartov liXewise zsgsocisted

umgnﬂ&i&nﬁhw1tr the amendment, 1lere is no doub*

here the clugenesbk theoreticzlly and preciice

the point of specific dorrulatio ngb dduwm Jerin anc 12
rave the éirsction {o'the amencment on
the anti~wzar grive.
{Interestinsly encurh » &1lso &t that .onrress
oth 2 mamber
o f. wvoments
":.hr:t -':riod i’.!"e roint

ant operly btorced on -et%lnja

concrers in fleicheis, )




IR R

*‘to Germany 1910 reached a- climax.

B,,f *the tlme the disnutes wi'th haut-..y on her S

demand that her position on the general stri e B applleJEEE

they were
. S0 absolutely st

'ppos ‘e ends that she bro?e w;th him compleuely. Bertram

«ulfe has(:s part o{)his reasons for skipplnh‘a’l those world
] ¢ not to mention betrayal on the

._historic events.
the SDczal Democracv in horld Yier I :nd L's finzsl

In = wo*d, when we come to her

g2 o 1nte*pat10naﬁ, N

:f5cc1a1 JEmocratlc organizatlo“,

;.whichgshe Eeclareq to Le & "stlrlirr coruvse."” ,And certeinly

petween Ler

1

‘ugthere ic arain not 2 swncle grcir of afrinity

“eritical positiecn o the Russian frevoluitorn

'Defocratlc poeition on the coantc*-rnv&utwoﬁ arai

She hailed that Eevolution as the are

ztect worle historic

event whick, ‘even if it faziled, would remain & tezcor for zll,
failure )
and for which/the CGermzn Z.3. vould te

(=1

zr 1he freaiest respon-

sivility.

What e then was her @acriticism? We wish here

to focus strictly ecn organization (later

with the theoreticel aifferences), ~he maln'p

difference orr arlzatlonallv-- znd in that she wag certzin 11y not only

et Lerir, tut sctually foresaw i wha* tecasnds

ity A bov or
+he Stalinist derener=1*on——wﬂfArren~er democracy W not

correct as arain

orly for the massgs tut within the state and Fovenrnnent,

pudsiplicity 7
£f tjkcf parties and uerd:nc1es.

with, a'plu“ )
14874
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s : ' o Loy e -
QShe warned agains‘n making "a ‘ vn-tue of nea«essitv" t‘aat is '

. ”‘m Ih.:.rxists must be’ carei‘ul 'that evan when‘an
"ab"‘so;'.ute neees-nty)because @thn counter-revoldtmn s!: the

-l!t.'u'.u:/‘1 requires-'the curtailinf of ‘awe freedom . @ at no. time

WA o

"fshot.ld onp E,’we' in 'to ‘the temptation to make 'Lhe 'tenporary

Eeneral princ:xple. -
c U Tepitieal vl .
Surely rer/contritu"ion +o 'the quert;o-: of prcletarlan

ﬂf‘ ocracv and &emocracy wa,t}'n.n the lzrx

. ﬂ.-e
Iy

ist perty was of rreat

""'break'wit!* -the Internatm al,-h r 1eade h.:.p of Spa*"*ms. and’

r.r.a'bove al the leeders iip of the actual Germa.n onluua.on .n'\fm

4

cd ‘t}'e ﬁ very thin; s she nhad eriticiz e& in Hussla,

»

".i.e. ‘the dismissal of the Lonetituant Assemtly, she declared

in the most unequivoecal terms on ihe German scene trat tris

type of

assemkly vas z.tour~eois instituiion to whick sre

counterposed workers' democrzcy as &% containsd only in

actuzl workers' couneils, so that very nearly 2ll of <the main

slocens of the Russian Revolution were exactly what she her-
self calle€ for in what turnec ssm out to e the last 2 months

of rer 1life"

A

fo, what ehe criticlzed in 1904 and what she eriticized

in 1917 W tear very 1litile resemhlance to each

other, either in nrinﬁi?le or in tactic, either in theory or
the d erent

in practice, ei'ther in/historic perio:__s or the d4ifferent foals

wmm 1908 and AF%hmwerr 1017, &I—f.ndtmgreatest
r

contrituiion, both in relationship to appmerrooting the
coricept of the party in spontaneity and internal democ*‘acy 14875




r she was already sensing &

ohaf" shift‘ in powers and had nct let rc#@Wﬁ

m, thet she maoe you

e -ersro women and

MEETERS

uhildren a.s' 'they 'trlednencape ihe savefery of gereral Lroi
deep her

land h:.s‘ armv persua.r,r_- +hem; and when you see how how
K gg relates 10 rade
in uernat:.onalz.en/;!.’ir.at even vhern there was & world war and

- I\a.'é,ﬁ.ldb Wurm bemoaned the corndition of the Jew= che 1-'e*:l:mzi.

- o vl A ] ) . _ -
and yet; eshe woulc have .me diately singlec out &S Sutject the

colonial masses oppressed by imperialiem as its rra ve—dl"rer'-‘:,

——

"What do you want with this particular suffering of the
. Jews? The poor victims on the rubber plantations in
. Putamayo, the Negroes_in Africa with whose bodies the
European 8 game of catch,’are just as near to me.
-Bo you rememberthe Words Written on the work of the
Great Genera! Staff about Trotha's campaign in the
Kalahari desert? ‘and the death-rattles, the mad cries
of those dying of thirst, faded away inte the sublime
silence of eternity.'
Oh, this 'sublime silence of eternity’ in which so many
screams have faded away unheard, 1t rings within me so
strongly that 1 have no special corner of my heart
reserved for the ghetto: I am a2t home, wherever in the
world there are clouds, birds and human tears.,."




h:‘_'h er éo 1: atwthey would result in a new

:m ".‘F .[nstead she 191: them 11e Bid° ""y s;de. WWe hwve seen
nﬂ% mhen I.enin ‘ar gued aga‘nst her position
he"ha-biondlfQuestion" which she couldn‘t see as recolu~
S ionery 1n" his. J.mperiaa.ist war, he. used uﬁe tgrm “half-wz y'

philosophic -
~I'|: came :from his ov.n/regrran:.zahon during

S

!

M-m* (t ‘e ob;;ect)--t‘za't is ‘the essence 0"‘ n‘ti-—diale:‘ticé'ﬁ'*

an.n s pomt.;s in 't‘us cage nere1's. was to show +hat

s . i .
only second ner«.tivity is t'*e solution, becaus= there is no o‘-‘a}\W‘f{

way 't:o »re.nscena "ihe ODpD“l'tan between Kotion and Realty,
,a“ :ich :
and thaet unity ﬁ‘%/as the truth", except to sse that they

"rest upon ikis Sutjectivity zlone." 1In & word, the feet thet
.onl;," the proletariat, only the oppressed, only the Subject
‘who is being oi)pressed. is the one for the overihrow, canno’
possitly te kep‘t epart fromthe otjective situation which '

érives +hem in that direction,

Firdlm', . 252%: "ihe oririn of the idez in
of teleolory throwshaense 1lirkt on llerel's p"i"os
@ ides coee not expleir thinss ty their czuse,
erlvins euhstance. or the whole of whick "r‘re5 2
it explzins ty “ein- the end towzrds which trey
tho uL)"t 0‘ c.S tendin— "

i »¥e should te able b see_what hepel
'Im'tion aeeiﬂg hov._:.'te concer* cevé._c:ped

of suks r.r.ce. reczp"oc:.t".-as ieceseity there
CBEUS2 1T4T "&8d




At.the seme time, -

'i= clats concciousness whzch

e} er¢b1ee 1ke intellectual

1iy is

or &s the

M ""I

(Work out ihe relationski

el
a

i

b

o
Jae
b 4

]

!

o
N C
+
a1

3 " " fw}er tbe :aubal gaqﬁ'rrla io nshiﬁ-

now r and live nnople therefore %oldiné destiny in treir

oﬁl“ erswer fd,ﬂausz-
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13.

why should a revolutﬁona“v

1a1ectica11y speahin

top at: causality ﬂ sort of one-to-one relc.uon nip is

t pet rid of explaining e

gng .
rzte
£

i
H

un be no tetal unroo+1n£. without

actpn,ls hardly nore. than, c"n;emplhtlon;

vou 100k at aﬁ obJect--ln u?1= che, 1mpev-

UM W, @ T

‘re“wzse of cont nued aLCUﬂu1atnP- iher1.hu1w +her’
B gnd - even colonialism . :
‘,you Po to mar?ehs/lﬂq ezd oF sutieet, o wender those otjects . .

'don"- move; -re mcrfeu can's produce i*s own neretivity, Tut

i,re su*1pc‘ could.

You nnve* looh &t peor
ol

o

ieriﬁg”subjects; which is wiy

only ohjecte., Lhere ig no duslity, no

Ingtead du sﬂldih

tack b home znd

of-collzpee will happen,

If, however, you loo¥k not just at the rooi cause tut 2%

new beginrirrs’ that will themeslves cetermine the end

there would te no way to avoid sukject,

{*zt hes teen unoticed uniil this doy is

. en, btze¥ in 1899, lonr hefore i kit out arzinst orx for his

- rololCo . . . .
. ( : p=p= girle ever ir the lsit volumbt, is that il he
B excluded .o0l, II from & conzicersiion of the 1
Marx's economic views., Thuz sle wrote)

*he Marxict formula for crises as prosented by Engels in Antie
Dushring and by Marx in the fizst and third volumes of Capital,

-lpplios to all crisau only in the measure that it wncovers their

van mmd AL aler e s Snel s amsrman W 1




"11+.

_ .As we- saw when we dealt with RL‘s inter-rernum vhich

2

ledj‘% W critique not so .nuchﬁ!‘ nautsky aﬁﬁ'«{.

i*t he omet;m clnar thit just asg her Accu:*ula‘cmnﬁf
S _‘ _ : " but Ienin’s dag not, {
: 'aui.tal diverted‘_fro": Marx § enalysis{ so,ironically enouph,

: the question in whlch :.I, seemed to be on totally opposite
points—-tbe I—a:ty--.' toth 2like did not m integrate
pI ilosophy w.rt:. organiza‘tion- (l)aosa. tecause ske pa:.c: very
1_1"tt'1_'c, 'ti‘te:z'tion to philosopky, ang (r.') Lenirn becc.u«-ém all thé
profound:. -, o 4 -
-a*tentlon he gnve 'qhi"occph- to "-he eyt ent even O'F
_ : .imsel:f a=s Wr-.-l" £s ..he rﬂ'tz.re of imperi llqm
"and ke rd'tional quec‘tionmﬂ the na 'nal question fgr"
“ﬂ\'olu‘ion. dialec‘tlcs thenselves, and the stc.;.c. it never-
tl’eless ‘was not exhended o thse E-‘art:,-. » Goukdd no ore
g.-ave an:answer, ard we netura 11}' cannct assume Ehwe. a:"ter
'Lhe event thet ” ”:elfg" ind e{rafed
‘nave been the correct answer,
clean siate; thrat is, nobody kas the answer, :.é'-'ert.":eless.
precisely becaz'z._u:e i &n¢ 5. zlone had Cimcoveresd g new
continert of thousht and hod = philosorhy of revelution B
from the very start of his tresl: fron capitzlism, he will

also have the groung for & prilosophric concepl of orgari-

zation, even if heé hzd “no theery of orgarization.®
+ though very triefly,
Let's review/wbet he did say in adéition to the fact that
proletarizt
the wemskoermer-nust Lave 2 party of iis own, irom whick he

never deperied, te it 1PLE, 1871, 197§ or 1892, there it

became concretized/’or trozdened, as vou wish, is in the
&% prilosephic conception. Thug, the JPU® Zewslufons enced

wjt?;w q‘ﬁ%ﬂ%’?e"f vorking class perty tut zlso

a pl"iinﬂo,ﬁ*y of permanent revdlution.
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hﬁ'?aris uommune had 2 new reason-* #3ts own vorking

en that

'bo,say. there is no divieion between 2

that 1n retu“nlng to the mzn/women re’Ptlonshzn vhick is

'traced throurb from gerns, m&trzl;neel_goc1ety. to-the sevagery

e
.
-
]
1Y
P
_f‘
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and'retrocression in vrorressive capitzlism when it comes to
the positiOﬁ of women, he weuy eritical sleso of primitive
commuﬂlsm, insistlnr that it was not an outside force that

overthrewrit. but that it came from within through the develop-

ment of chiefs, ete. Thus, atove 211 elge what was new was

N T =
this:; g backward couniry like rusei® could heve z fevoluiio:
. e e . st
-y h

~he multilinesl develonment of huvmanity, be it from

primitive communism,or the nsietic mode of production, or
westiern capitzlism v veq that itis impoesible 4o have tut

one answer 10 all the nulititude of developmente, n the contrary)

tefore an advanced country 8¢ I new forces and relations
inecluding even the peasant commune mzde its revolu<ioln or




1
,ﬁg;irelaifd its rev ‘
'advanced natiors, ﬁrd if, 1i§uF{ﬁB new counuries 1ike

it had a global not a national view. and if....

'forward

" joreover, with XL meking a special caterory of feneral

-istrike 2e toth politiczl and economic, she still naturally

i

‘{ze on the guestion of the party, tut that his freat phil-

1 out the national lund to przvate property.

-have been irdeperdent lon

]séés that it must Fo to insurrection, then how could that

be without subject? 'y
‘The tra»edy in Zerin is ro*t only that he didn't 1"ecar\s:a-r.

DSOphlc lecp forward iz not made availalle to the masses

Again. rdse RL and party: she certainly wesn't =s hostile to

the peasantry as 11, and yet she is so opposed to the Bolsheviks

ediate pa:celling

piving land to the peasantry, as ‘37 that meant imm

Finally the proof of error was hot only tha
' . before, tut why the onuosit;on todtne.:”
timing of "the 3rd Interna ional bec?use it wou 14 te dominate ,,y

cein®

t ¢“"rtaPus shouldﬂf
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tiﬂy n from wbich all the phonomenai o‘ the world may te

'i't ls nncessary ‘to as-.=-.uml= another %causality thirough

AT

c;us suf*1c1eh*lv d ern‘nnd' Erlorl.uaﬁi v%lch
--‘th.—. v is the.
whic-_.; :'s.s opposec: to 4Ye thes&s is contradictory
5 'éoﬁfi-aé-ict‘s “the thegis..
:.m order "o orove the antithesis 1% has- to ke poéited
htha‘t ‘tl'ere ie & freefon as & par‘ticul:&
& freedom to initiz*e znf cztate
: doh:s'{sq'uences of fuctate.n (1%
; . czlls. zttention o the fmct the
o {re;el says "hs se‘ gelf~Zeoter
' ‘ ..'ner. onl eJ:'ter;nall;:" {p. 3%1) or what we would ¢
;'tu a2l plenning, they are ornly means o ar end, rot an

' i_.n therselves.)

Qﬂ" A
Mé%?;’ iy T w Vecedop 14883

STAPT N L RE T2 Mer L T AT LN

. £ b O

e L O Tr iy g




