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The emergence of the Women's Liberation Movenment has
brought forth the demand for a total re-examination of the
role of women in revolutionary history. Rosa Luxemburg has
been especially singled out., As one of only a handful of
women recognized in revolutlonary history at all, she stands
alone in being the only woman recognized as a major theoreti-
clan of the socialist movenent, :

The new Interest in- Luxenburg has been witnessed not only
by the publication of an exocellent, definitive biography of
‘her life and works by Peter -Nettl . (Bosa Tuxemburg, Oxford
Paperbaoks, 33 75), but also by the re—publicaoion and trans-
lations of some of her najor works, 1ncluding Accumulation of’

Capital. .
Hopefully, the hew availabllity of her worlks will help

to rescue Luxenburg from the polemical morass which has
surrounded her name since her martyrdon at the hands of . the
German counter-revolution in 1919, For, despite her univer- '
sally acknowledged pos: tion in revalutionary history, and
despite the fact that Shu has beern baid lip~service by all
varieties and colorations within the Left -- from Stalinists-
to SocialmDemocrats -~ her ideas have rarely been dealt with
on their own merits. In the heat of factional disputes,
mch has been erroniously attributed to her, while a great
many of her own, original, ideas have been totally lgnored.
Thus it beoones crucial to re-establish Luxemburg on her own
terms. : :
In analyzing Luxemburg's works and role in revolutionary
history we must first confront the fact that she was the
only woman theoretioian to eperge in the socialist movement,
And this was true despite tne faot that the "Woman Question”,
as it was traditionally referred to in soocialist writings,
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did play an inportant role in the development of socialist
thought, not only in Marx's philosophy, but in that of "pre-
Merxlian' radicalism. The Woman Question, for example; had a
fundamental effect ugon’the development of Bussian radleallsn
in the 19th cantury. But the fact is that Luxemburg herself
did not play a major role in the woment!s section of the Soslal
Democratic Second International, although she certainly was
in close touch with.its activities through her association
with Clara Zetkin, a leader of the women's movement and

a2 staunch revolutionary soecislist.

To fully understand the genesis of Luxemburg!s political

thought, it is necessary to look to the organizational forms
~in which she participated and in which her own development
took place, . o ‘ |

IHE BATTLE AGAINST BERNSTEINGS REVISIONISM

Born in Russlan Poland in 1871, Luxemburg joined the
revolutionary novement there at the age of 15. Despite
Tsarist-forced exile, she was to work continuously for the
Polish revolution until her death, first in the Polich
Socialist Party (PES) then, cfter leeding & split from thab
group, in the Social Denocracy of the Kingdom of Poland

'(SDKP, léter, with the adhesion of Lithuania, SDKPiL)., With
the oreation of the SDKP, Luxemburg-established herself as
a theoretician to be reckoned with in the internationsl
socialist movement. She was the main theoretician of the

1. This point is developed by Robert H. McNeal in his blo-
graphy of Krupskaya, Bride of the Revolution (U. of Michigan
Press, 1972) where he notes thaet the two "bibles" of the
radical intelligentsle of the period were Alexander Herzen!s
Who Ts To Blame?, and Chernyshevsky!s novel, What Is To Be
Dong?. Both deait, not with the burning question of the
peasantry as would be cxuected, but with "theb ondage of
another large category of humankind -- wonen" {(p. 3?. It
should be stated that McNealls work is far nore valuable for
its dlscusslon of the development of the Woman Question in
Russian history, than for its treatment of either Krupskaya
or Lenin, which frequently is most patronizing.
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new Polish party (leadershlp, especially in organizatioral
matters,; was shared by her co-lsader and life-~long collabor-
ator, Leo Joglches}.

In 1898, while in exile from Poland, Luxemburg went to
Germany to work in the German Social Democratic Party, the
largest socialist pavrty in the world at that time. Her
entrance into the German Party coincided with the outbreak
of the now famous "revisionist" controversy, centering around
Eduard Bernstein!s theory of "evolutionary" socialism, |

Bernsteln and his adherents argued that capitalisn
could be "prodded" (by the sociclists) lnto evolving into
2 reasonable and humane scclalist syston. Bernstein, under
the guise of "reV1sing“ Marx to bring hin "more up to datel,

- made a wholesale attack on the entire foundation of Marxism.
(He equciaily singled out Marx's dialectical nmethod as being
"un-necessarf?. Bernstein's "bringing Merxism up to date®
constituted a conpletc abrogation of the dialectical mcvenenu
of history which Marx had demonstrctsd in Cauital. Where '
Marx. shoved the class struggle to be the sole basls for the
achieveient of human liberation, Bernstoin substituted the -
ballot box (electing Soclal Democrats to parlliament who would
then "vote“ socialisy into czistcncc), and using a form of
"ncral persuasicn" on the capltalists tc curb thelr "greedy"
excesses In exploit*ng the workers.

- Needless ‘to say, over seventy years of history -~ in-
cluding Roosevelt's New Deal and’ LBJ's_Har on Poverty ~- have
shown that, Bernstein's "evolution" to the contrary, capitaliar
has yet to “transforn itseif into a“huhan'éocicty. But, in
the year 1898, his theory was bcginning fo influence a section
of the German Left, pcrticularly Social Demoorctic trade
union officials and parliamentary represcntatlves. {" You
can s6o where this leads. The leaders of the Sdocond Inber~
national today are: Willy Brandt, Golda Meir, Harold Wilson.)
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It was Luxemburg who led the attack and soundly trounced
this first (but certainly nect last) serious perversion of
Marxisn. In the pamphlet, Reform or Revolution she expesed

“the petit bowrgeois class nature of Bernstein's theory, ‘
denonstrating that the basis of capltalism wes not merely

the "oppression” or ihpe verishment of the working class, but
the actual capitalist relations at the point of productiori.
Unless these relations were totally transformed, nothing,
nothing whatever would chenge. She showed how the rarliasnent,
with its "ballot~box" dermocracy was & fraud, being nerely

the political appargtus for the oppression of the working
classs She noted that, as soon as the borlianentary system
began in any way to conflict with the interests of capitalism,
the parliamenﬁ, not capitalisn, would be sunmarily abolished.

In her polemie, Luxemburg hemmered away at the fact that
the essence of capitalisn is not merely the incrensingly wretch™
- ed life of the worksrs, not merely the existence of
‘Propertied and unpropertied classes; but the actual, real,
human social relations ot the very point of production it-
self: : : s

By transporting the concept of capitalism from its
Productive relations to broperty relations, and by

- Speaking of sinple individuals instead of speaking
of entreprensurs, he (Bernstein) moves the question
of socialism from the donain of production into the
domain of the relations of fortune -- that is, from
the relation between Capital and %abor to the
relations between rich and poor,

In Beform or Revolution, Luxemburg makes abundantly clear

that capitalism is not merely a book-keeping arrangement, but
& particular form of social relations among human beings which,
by its own very procese, creates the new forms of revolt which

et

2. Hosa Luxemburg, Reform or Revolution, Three Arrows Press
New York, 1937 editiomy —— — ' !
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mast uproot it, It was Luxenburg's ingistence on this, on
the human, subjectiva force hecessary to uproot capitalist
society that distinquished her from every other theoretician
in the Gernan Party, whether they were for opr against
Hersteinisn per se. N

~ Though Luxemburg‘g fierce polemical logic easily won
the debate with revisionism, the question was not, unfortunate~
1y, "settled® for history. By 1914, the entire leadership
of the Germen Party (and indeed of most of the Second Inter-
national) was, in bractice 1f not in theory, Bernsteinian.
In the Germen Party,.only Luxenturg and Karl Liebknecht maine-
tained the banner of Marxist internciionaiism, - They were
- Very nuch alone, - e A
” -But the tronsformation of the German Social Democracy
from revolution to reforylsn did not takg place "suddenly"
with their capitulation to the imperialism of World War I
ih 1924; 1t had its roots much sarlior, ./The transformation
into opposite showed itself ag early as 1905 when the
party lecdemship refused to‘comprehend—the}trﬁe revolutionary
medning of the 1905 Russian Bevolution, = -

THE 19045 RUSSIAN BEVOLAION ;. THE CBEATTVITY OF THE
MASSES VERSUS il PARTY 10 -LEAD .-~ THE.MASS STRIKE.

, What Luxemburg haa established as a theoretic principle
in the Heform or Révoiutibﬂ'doaumenp of 1899 -~ that.nass
ecbivity, nass creativity. was the only poth o socialisn -~
was conoretized and dzepended by her participation in the ,
actual revolution of 1905, 'Her experiences in a real, thorough.
golng revolution laid the groundwork for a new theoretic
breakthrough, the mass strike. Ny ' -

The 1905 Russian Revolution Wwas so spontaneocus, so un-
expected, that not only the Tsarist forces, but the soocialist
revolutionaries ~- Luxenburg and Lenin included -~ were totally
unprepareds Iuxemburg, still in Germany, began writing
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furiously of the Russian events, making the necessary comn-
ectlons with the German situation, and translating the spirit
of revolution into the German. The general strikes which were
bursting out in Russia and Russian-held Poland began to have
their effect on Gernan werkers.  And German vorkers, while
never approaching the heights of the Russian, began "speaking
Russian' in their increasing militancy and strike activity,

The term "nass strike" began to be seen even in the
sedate Journal of the German Soeial Denocracy, Vorworts.

Party trade union offibials, who had always siléntly supported -
Bernstein and reformism, began to-attack-buxembufg.fqr foment-
ing "adventurism® among the working class (by which they meant
any strike activity not planned and controlled by themselvés).

. The liberal newspapers, along with those of the Right, began
Yhelr own attacks, slandering her as "Bloody Rosa". The
Germen government arrested her foc sedition, and she .was
glven a one year sentence.:

. Late in 1905, impatient with only revorting and amnalyzing
the kevolut;on from dfar, Luxenburg managed to smuggle herself
into Russian Poland on a Tsarist broop troin, Posing as. Anna
Matschke, a German journ:list, Luxcoburg made her way.alone
to Warsaw, into the thick of actucl revolution, Reunited with
her Polish Party comrades in VWarsaw, she began & period of’
frenetic political activityo Luxemburg was very much in. the
forefroﬁt of the Polish events. Through dozens of speeches

“to parby arid trade union groups, -and to nass rallies, and
‘through her sharp and passionate polemical articles, she
sought to raise the vision of the revolut;on. No arm-chair
revolutionary, she thought nothing of "occupying® o print-
shop aid, gun in hand, forcing a roluotant propriotor to
print a workers! ledllet.

' At the time of Luxemburg's arrival 1n Poland, the revolu-
tion was at a turning polnt. The Tsarist officials woere making
a fron tal assault on the nasaes.' On one day 1t would appear
as if thc Tsar had sucoeoded in suppressing the mass movement,
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Yet on the next haw waves of strikes would break out, .Both

the sheer size of the mass revolutionary activity and its
Tluidity were overwhelming; it coneretized for Luxemburg the
real nature of revolution ang clarified the role of the
revolutionary barty. The 1905 revoiution showed that the
wouldbe fvangyapgn REYLY not only had not "pegun the revoly.
tion. put heg had a difficuit tize keeping up with it, This
Was not a "faul{n of gpe party, but rather o fact of real
revolution. The role of n truly revolutionary barty, as
Luxemburg saw 1t, wag not to attempt to organize, or to lget
the dater fop revolution, bug rather to be with the revolution
ary messes; to clarify, to to help the revolution
Push forward with the. ri

Of eventsg,

Despite the nmonumental foreo of the 1905 Bussian Revolu-
“tion, it‘was not able to go te completion, By Febfuary, 1906,
the brutality of Psarist repression had done its job; thousands
: e being, the voices
In March of that year, as she was
Preparing to retumn to Germany, Luxembqrg and her co-leader
Jogiches wape Seized in a midnight police raid, "Amna Matschketgt
ccvered and she wasg sent to the in-
famnoug Pavilion X of the Wapsaw Citadel, a fortress rop bolitienl

Prisoners,

wnst to her, had
suffiolently bribed officials, Luxomburg was freed from prison
in July, 1906, She was allowed to leave Poland fop PFinlang,
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Here she met with Lenin and other Folish and Russian exiles
to analyze the events of the revolution and their significance
for the fusupre,

THE M2JS STi"KE

Much has bzen mede of the 4ifferences between Luxenburg
and Lenin, n tha Pational, <westion; and especially on
Polish nationalism, these dir<eionces cervainly did exist,
However, bosh wene absolut . y united : against reformism

. and for mass activity and spontaneity in revolution. The
éxperiences of 1905 brought them close together, and they
were to rethin together on many of the questions facing
international socialism, R T _

It was during her stay in Finland‘thatxiuxemburg devel~
oped and wrote her theoretical analysis of ‘the 1905 Revolu-~

-tlon -~ The Mass Striks.. To this writer, the Mass Sirike
‘document represents one of LuxemburgiS'most important theo-
retic contributions to trhe revolutionary movement, :Here she
not only captures the monumontal spirit of actual revolution,

‘but singles out and emphasizes those aspeets of the experi-~
ence which were to be most eiucial to the ﬁroietarian move~
ment in the next revoluticnary period -- that of 1917. It
remains true, however, that unlile Lenin whb, after the
collapse of the Second International in 1914, returned to the
roots of Marxism in the Hegelian dialectic to "work out" the
new; Luxemburg, insofar. as she developed the theory of the
of the relation between the masses in ravolutién}and'the party,

3. dee Marxism and Fruedom by Raya Dunayevskaya '(Bookman &
Assoc,, N.Y. 19583 Fluto Press, London, 1971),  Chapter X
detailed Lenin's return to the Hegellan dialectic ana subge~

quent re-organization of thought,

4920




e I

did so largely on instinct. Her instinect was in many ways
nagnificent, but insofar as her theory was not sufficicntly
grounded on the Hegelien»-Marxian philosophic method of
working out history, even her greatest moments somehow lack
true completion. But the truth is that, until the publica-
tion of Lenin's State and Revolution, written following the
February 1917 revolutioﬁ, the Mass Strike ctands out as
the outstanding perception afd description of mass self-
activity and gself-crganization in revolution. Here she
writes: ‘

The revolution is not an cpen-field manouevre of the.
FProletariat, even il the proletariat with social
democracy aii its head ploys the leading role, but

"1t is a -struggle in the middle of incessant move-
ment, the creaking, crumbling and displacement of
all social foundations. In short, the element of
spontanelty plays such a zupreme role in the mass
strlives in Russia, not becoauss the Russian pro- -
levariat is "unschooled". but rather because _
revolutions ave not subjoct to schoolmastering.

It was to the would-be "schoolmasters" of the Germen

Party leadership, as well as to the working class militants
chaf-ing at that leadership's restrainbs, that Luxemburg

" directed this thundering wolemic. Party and trade union
leaders trembléd at the very thought of such mass, spontane-
ous actlivity as Tuxemburg described. Revolutlionary rhetoric
to the contrary, the German Party leadership was approaching
nearcr and nearer to the camp of Bernstein and his parlia-
mentarist theory. Fecr of the mass strike, coupled with the
European chauvinism which the Left d4id not escape, led

4, Rosa Luxemburg, The liass_Strike, quoted from an extract
reprinted in International Socialism, No. 21, Spring, 1965.
The entirc document hes been reprinted as The Mass Strike, the
Political Party end the Trnde Unions by A Young Socialist
PublicatIon, Colombo, Ccylon, 1967 (English trans.)
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the lcadership of the Second International, of which the
German was the largest party, to refuse even to place the
question of the 1905 Revolution on its agenda for the
International Congress of 1907,

This incredible rcfusal cven to discuss actual revolue
tion, along with other events of the 1906.07 period, made it
lnereasingly clear that the German Party leadership, as well
as that of the whole Second International, was becoming more
and more antl-revolutionary. For Luxemburg, this was a
period of great disillusionment and despair. The party of
which she was a member was the largest socialist party in
history, having several million members end a sizable repre-
sentation in the Reichstag. Yet this same party was opposing
itself to revolution., At the same time, separation from that
party was, for Luxemburg, separation from the masses and,
as such, unthinkable, -

4

ON ORGANIZATION AND THE NATIONAL QUESTION

- Luxemburg was not hergelf an Yorganizational" person.
As a theoretician end pelemiclst, she wos constantly sbeaking
to party and trade union groups, but che never attempted to
- weld her influence, whch was great,‘into an organized, mass
opposition to the degencrating leadership. That the group
Spartakus, which only emerged after the completc betrayal
of the Second International during World War I, had any
base at all was due to the magnificent organizational work
of Clara Zetkin, perhaps Luxemburg's closest personal and
political comrade.s ‘ '

Jv The role of Clara.Zetkin has too often been denigrated

to that of a "falthful, loyal, but uncomprehending" friend of
Luxemburgfs. (Secc Nettl, ». 12). It is true that Zetkin was
not a theoreticien, and probably for the same reason that
women have SO rarcly held that role. But Zobkin was crucial
to:the creation of the Spertakus group, and instrumental,
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On the question of organization, Luxemburg's theory
and her practice stood in contradiction. Although she took
issue with Lenin's organizational conclusions in What Is ToBe
Done (written in 1903, before the experience of the 1905
Bevolution), she was herself, as was the whole Polish group,
exceedingly elitist in practice, A4s Peter Nettl describes it,
the SDXPiL was, throughout most of its existence, "a head
without a body," Frequently in exile. the leadership, which
consisted of Luxemburg, Jogiches, and about five uthers,
made all the decisions for the Polish Party at home.
Uafortunately, Luxemburg!s disdein for orgenizational
matters often prevented her idoas from having any serious
effect on the direction of the Germen Party, It was not so
much her belief in "spontaneity" within the Party -- as
witnessed by the structurc of her own Polish group =- but
her failure to see the necessity of an active, working re~
. lationship between workers and intellectuals within the -
Party itself that led to this disresard of organi zat!.on.

The point'that_Luxamburg missed in her critique of Lenin's
¥hat Is To Be Done, was the nécessity for. revolutionary in-
“Tellectuals to be "disciplined” by the good working class sense
of the proletariat within the party organization itself, The
real’ difference emerges in that Luxemburg thought that the
actual working out »f theory within the party could take place’
separated from its proletarian members. Ienin did not.
However, Lenin and Luxemburg were absolutely agreed that the
-theoretical role of the party was crucial, when, and only when,
the party's theory was in real corresﬁondence to the actual

aspirations of the masses, ,
* +* * +# % *

5. (cont!'d) oo

if not central, in organlzing support for most of Luxemburgt's
oppositionist positions within both the Garman Party and the
Second Internationsl. It is hardly likely that this could
have boen accomplished by one who was merely "loyal®' and
not & sharp political thinker in her own right. It is time
that Zetkin's position be completely re-examined.
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A comparable sltuation existed with respect to her
position on the National Question. The original spiit of
vhe SDKPLL from the Polish Sccialist Party was based on the
question of the relatlon of Foland, then divided into three
parts, Austrian, German and Russian, to the mother countries.
There was strong natlonalist sentiment in Poland, but
Luxemburg believed thot a natlonnlist struggle there would
only divert from the class struggle and socialist revolution.

Most of her writings on the Hational Question were
directed to the Polish-Russian situation, rather than general-
ized to all nationalist struggles. They were based on her
economic analysis of the relative degree of industrialization
in Poland as compared to Russia. Poland was more industrial-
~ized than the imperialist Bussia, and Luxemburg feared thab
the separation of Poland from Russia would imped capitalist
development in the mother country, thus imped?ing socialist
revolution, It appéars that her view of the cconomic situ-
ation Prevented her fron.seeins, as did ILenin, that a Polish
strugmle against Tsarist imperialism could greatly help in
undermining the Tsarist autocraey, thus essisting proletarian
revolution in Russia. Here, economics unfortunately beclouded
the dialectics of revolution, '

Haor mechonistic interpretztion of the Nafional Question,
which was shared by the majority of her Party. had severe
repercussions for the whole Polish révolutionary movenent,
It effectively aided the reformist PPS Party, as it ocut
SDKPiL off from much of the Polish masses'qn this question.

Paradoxlcally, her own Polish parﬁy was btotally
nationalist! when it came to 1ts affairs; that is to say,
SDKPLiL refused to give up one lota of 1ts political autonomy.
It categorlically refused to nerge itself with the Russian
Party -=- witness to the fact that Polish nationalism was
not a mere "eclutching at the straws of history", but an
actual force in the world, even in the world of revolution-
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aries who denied its validity theoretically.6

But if the history of revoluticns since Luxemburg's
time has demonstrated her view of the National Question to be
wrong, and a variety of opportunists have since distorted
that view, it still must he remembered that throughout her
1ife, Luxemburg was struggling againest those who getually did
wish to divert from the class struggle, reformists who did wish
to divert from revolution.

L B I A

In the pariod 1906~0%, Luxemburg's oppoéitibn to the
_German Party leadership, although not appearing in dramatic
publié polemics, was deepening, Her main activities consigted
of teaching courses in the history.of soecialism and political
aconomy at the newly established Party achool, She was said to
have been a magnificent teacher, even by those who oppozed her.

Work on economics for her courses yielded two theoretical
worksi one,‘a popularizatiqng-Introduction +o Political -
' Ecdnoml, the other, her best known werk, Accumulation of
.Capital. '

THE_BRZAT_WIT7 KAUTSKY

7 Luxemburg ‘continued to werk as. co-editer, along with
Karl Kautsky, the most prominent theoretician of the German

6., It is likewise paradoxical that, while Luxemburg was 5O
vehement on this National Question, when it came to_herself,
as a woman, she saw its revolutionary necessityr “"Divorce 1s
part of the National Question, and I'm for -Thet" she said,

7. ILuxemburgfs major and most famous theoretic work, ggggmglgr
tion of Capital was published in 1913, I do no% take 1t up
here both because of space and because it is analyzed in d?pth
by Raya Dunayevskaya in S*ate Capitalism and Marxisgt-Humanism,
News & Lethers, Detroit, 1967. Luxemburg herself consldered
the work'to be pursly "acazdemic" and quite separate from her
political writings. ~

.
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Party, of the leading theoretical Journal of the Second
International, Neue Zcit. Her relationship with Kautsky,
an ally throughout the revisionist controversy and a close
friend since that time, was begimnming to be strained, It
was becoming clear that Kautsky. despite his revolutionary
rhetoric, was coming to share the revisionist disease,
Luxemburg oroke with him completely in 1910, It was to take
several ycars and the collapse of the Second International
before Lenin was to discover Luxemburg's prescicnce about
the "venegade Kautsky.*

The break with Keutsky, necessary as it was, left
Lwtemburg almest totally isolated in the german Social
Democratic Party. Always feared, if not hated, by the
leadership (Bebel referred: to her as "fhat-poisnnous blteh

. Who, nonethtless was "clpver as a monkey"), they now had
carte blanche to attack her. . ' '

The dispute which triggered Luxemburg's break with Karl'
'Kautsky concernad that sane issue,whibh‘had placeq Luxemburg

in opposition to the German leadership as adrly as 1906 —~
the Mass Strike. In 1910, -the mosses were once more showing
8lgns of revolutiomary outburst, and Luxemburg felt it
imperative thét the iden of the nass strike be raised anew.
At the same time that the German working class was growing i
more restive, the European powers, and Germany in particular,
were becoming increasingly militaristic, Various territorial
skirmlshes took place between the imperiaiist nations; there
were incursions into Afrioa; actual war broke out in the
Balkans in 1912,

By the early days of 1914, mass upheaval, political and
.economie, wgs Inereasing, Luxemburg seized the moment to
begin concrete agitation on thé qQuestion of the mass strike,
arguing that it was this aotivity alone which could suc-
cessfully combat militarisn ang imperialism, Ignoring the
Jarty leadership, she spoke to the masses: "I _they think
We are going to 1ift the weapous of murder against oupr
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Freiagh and other Brethren, then we shall shout: 'We will
not do 11—..’"8 This speech yislded her a year in prison for
‘Public disobedience of the laws," which she served in 1915.
1t was her enti-war agitation which brought her into close
contact with Karl Llebknecht, the revolutionary who was to
stand wilth her, in opposition to the Second International's
betrayal, in the oreation of the Spartakusbund, and untimétely
in death, '
. MOBLD WAR T AND THE YEARS IN PRISON
August 4, 1914, is quite possibly the most shameful date
in revolutionary history. It was on this day that the German
Soeldl Democratio Party, through its representatives in the
. Relchstag, voted, against all the piinciples of .international
soclalism, to support Germany's entry into World War T.
Despite all the high-fldwn rhetoric of its anti-war resolu-
‘tlons at previous Internationnl Congresses, most of. the
‘socialist parties in Errope likewise voted to send their
workers into war against each other. In August, 1914, the
official Imbernational Socialist‘movemenn ceased to exist..
For revolutionaries such as Luxemburg, Liebknecht,
and Leniﬁ,.this outright betrayal of socizlism was almost .
.impossible to comprenend. Everything Luxemburg fought so hard
to prevent had come to péas: the Germen Social Demcoratic
Party, indeed the whole Second Internationsl, had moved from
Marxism and revolution to revisionism and ocounter~revolution.
Luxemburg, along with Zetkin, Liecbknecht, and Karl
Mehring, had maintained anti-war agitation up to the very day
of the Relchstag vote. And despite their dangerous position
in a country at war, they continued to carry on their
opposition publicly. Their fist action was to disassocociate
themselves from the Socizl Democratic Party in the cyes of
the masses. An announcenc.at of the existence of an opposition
to the war within the German Party was published in

8. Poter liottl, Rosa Luxemburyr, lwperback edition, p. 321
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The oppositionist group, then called Gruppe International,
founded Die International as its orgen of protest. By this
time, March, 1915, Luxemburg was serving the jail sentence
for her speech of the previous year. Wnile in jail, she wrote
what was the only totally anti-war oppositionist statement
to ceme out of the enbire Germom Party, the Junius pacphiet,
so-called because of the necessory use of the pen—namne
"Junius." It was this document that Lenin ecclaimed as being
the dnly hope of the German Marxist Party. The Junius )
pamphlet, published in 1916, not only athacks the perversion
of Marxism through which the German Party justified its
suppert of the wer, but»also'raveals”hér personal horror

"2t the mutual mossacre of the workers of . Europe: ‘

The roilway trains full with reservists are
no longer accompanied by the loud acclamations
of the young ladies, the soldiers.no longer smile
a8t the pojulace oub -of thelr carriage windows...
The cannon fodder inflated with patriotism and
carried off in August and September, 1914 now rots
in Belgium, in the Vosges, the Masurian swamps,
creating fortile plains of death on which profits
ecan grow. Hurry, for the rich harvest must be -
gathered in to tihe grenaries -- o thcusand greedy
hands stretch sciross the ogean: %o help.

Luxemburg was relsased from prison in January, 1916
only o be re-arrested in July of the same yesr., This prison
term, her last, was to be the worst, both physically and
mentally. By Deéembep, 1916, most of the Spartakus leadarship,
ineluding Liebknecht, was 1ikeWise inijgil. Leo Jogiches,
who had assumed leadership of the Spartakus group in August,
maintained the publication of the literature and the function-
ing of the organization almost single-handedly.

Despite the disarrcy of the oppositionist group, the
tide was begimning to turn in Germany. Anti-war sentiment

§. Wettl, ops oite D 387
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w2s growing. Even the Centrist faction in the German Social
Demoeratic Porty, led by Kautsky, which, in 1914 had declined
responsibility for the war but had continued to provide its.
theoretical Justifiontion, was forced into a more active
anti-wer position., In January, 1917, Kautsky's faction
actunlly s»1it from the SPD to form the Independent Scciale
Democratic Party (USPD). Spartakus left with them in an
uneasy alliance, but maintaified its independent line, O
Luxemburgis two years in prison were not wasted, She
used it as a period'of personal investigation ang turned to
thé study of botany and litcrature. Her work on economics
was contiimed, and she kept up a: vast ocorrespondence, both
" personal and, -when possible, political. One personal letter,
written to Matilde Wurm, does much to reveal the, passionate
and biting temperament of its author: '

sseYou wouldn't mind being radical, you say,
only the trouble is that-one-gets put aside

and can't be of use any longer. You miserable,
pettifogzing soula, you would be perfectly
prepared to offer a modicum of hero'=m but ounly
against cash, as long os you can see an immediate
return on it; a straight !Yes!.;  the simple
words of that Loicst and straightforward man
(Martin Luthier): "Here I stand; I cen:do no
other, God hely me" -~ nome-of it was-spoken

by you. Lucky that world history to date has
not bheen made by people like you; otherwise
there wouldn't have been any reformatiog and we
would. still be stuck with feudalism...l

10, Luxemburg onposed the sulit from the SFD, although she
sanotioned it aftor the fact. Her opposition stemmed from her
fear of being isolated from the working class. In her words,
"The worst working class. party 18 bevter than none." (Nettl,
Op clit, p. 405) Agein; hir leck’ of organizational perspective
seems to have led her astroy. O this question, she made the
mistake of turning thv mozses into an absiraction, rather
than srusting that they would seek the correct ideas; not

the oldest or largest organization.

11, NEttl, op Qi-_to e 1\"09
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RUSSIA 1917; GERKANY 1918

The exact opposite of the reality which. confronted
Luxemburg in Germany existed in Russia. The most daring
action iA all of revolutionary history, the historic act
which transformed Russia from Tsarist-feudaliem to the first
workers' state in history and established a new turning point
for the entire world -- the Russian Revolution == burst forth
in February, 1917, From her jail cell, Luxemburg followed
the Russian events breathlessly, critically and jealously --
for the Kussians had dared, and the Germans had not.

Of all the misinterpretations,. deliberate or otherwise,

of Luxemburg's theoretical 2nd political) positions, none has

been more perverted than her stand oh the Russian Revolution.
Becausn of her eritical, revolutionary sense, . the misinter-
preters have made it appear as if she opposed the Russian
Revolution, Nothine could be furtner ¥rom the truth. In
fact she spid: “We are 21l Polsheviks in this," What she
' did oppose was the Bolshoviks break with other Marxist
parties and with their disbanding of the Constituent Assembly.’
Even if she was wrong in *his,.there is-no doubt at all about
her stand with the Bolsheviks and against the parliamentarists.
She evidently thought, however, that the way to pursue demo-
cracy was through the retention of'thg-COnstituent Assembly,
Luxemburg also had differences with Lenin both on the
 rarian Question:®ang on the National Question, but her
opposition was as an internationalist and one who had a

12,. She considered the peasants "backward” and "by no means
to be trusted” at a time whén they were acting most revolu-
tionary in seizing the land and estates,
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passionate faith in the proletariat, It was precisely
because of this that she hailed Lenin and Trotsky for proe-
claiming that the life of the Russian Revolution depended
absolutely upon the world revolution,

She feared, however, that the Bolsheviks would maintain
the narrow concept of the Party that Lenin had developed for
the illegal, underground activity necessitated by Tesarist
repression, She did anticipate some of the bureaucratization
that followed, .But, again, she thought that none in the world
had dared as the Bolsheviks and that therefore they remained
the beacon for the world revolutionary movement to follow.
This is exactly what she tried to coneretize for Germany
upon her release from prison,

# 8 # . H#

It took the outbreak of revolution in dermany to free
Luxemburg from her prison cell, Beginning in January, 1918,
series.of strikes occurred throughout Germany =~ strikes
having significant political intent, From theee strikes
there emerged a new workers' organization, The Revolutionary
Shop Stewards hovement., Based in fhe'factorias'of Berlin,
it had overtones of the Russian Soviets or workers' councils.
The Shop Stewards liovement was to play an impnrtant-role in
.the coming revolution, As yet, however, actuzl revolution
seemod far away to' the Spartakus revolutionaries, Their
organization, although active in propagandizing the Russian
events, remained hampered both by size and by the fact that
most of its leaders were in jail,

In September, 1918, the German Vestern Front collapsed,
New waves of strikes grected the newss by Octaber, the German
government was on the verge of falling, In an attempt to
placate the widespread discontent, the German government
declared an amncsty for some political prisoners. Karl
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Liebknecht was among the first released, Two wecks later,
actual revolution broke out with the revolt of the sailors at
the Kiel nawval base, On November 9, a general strike took
Place in Berlin: The German empire was at an end,

The revolution reached Breslow and the prison where
Luxemburg was being held. She was released to a cheering
throng and, although weakened by her prison ordeal, gave her
first political speech in two years on the spot. ZShe return=d
to Berlin %o find that the German Social Democratic Party,
along with Kautsky's USPD, had already taken over the govern-
ment, and the SPD was prepering to act -to prevent the extensinn
and deepening of the revolution, As far as the German SPD was
coricernad, the revolution had gone far enough ~~ they were .
in vower,

Luxamburg immediataly began addresesing eitreet ralliss
end writing sharp polemics against the attempts of the Germen
Party lesadership, Schiedmann and Ebert, to “restore law and
ordar", Just ac the French Communist Party werked to strangle
the neer revslution in May, 1958,‘so'the German Party worked
to abori the 1918 revolution, The dlfferencé. of course, was
that the German Party controlled the goverrment and had
virtually un11m1ted access to the forces of repre551on.

Despite the efforts of the SPD to stop the German move-
ment at mere parllamentary substltutlon. the revolution con~
tinued to swell in November and December of 1918, 1In the
revolutionary confusion, in which many different groups --
the SPD, the USPD, the Revolutionary Shop Stewards, and, of
course, the bourgeoisie, were fighting for control, Spartakus,
with Luxemburg as superb propagandist, atruggled to push the
movement forward., Their uncomgrdmisigg slogan, based on the
Russian experience, was_ "All power to the workers' and
goldiers' Councils." Unf::tunately, the lack of an adeauate
organization to disseminate their ideas again acted as a brake
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to thelr effectivencss, By November, 1918, Spartakus had
given up the attemnt to irfluence the USPD and Revoluticnary

Shop Stewards leadershims coming out against gveryzhing thai
was less than revolullonary, they now relied totally on mass’
activity to bring their program into being.

THE SPLIT WITH SOCI.L DEOCRACY AND THE FCAR OF

A ISOTATION

Throughout this period,. +he bourgevisie, aid=d and
abetted by the Germen Sccial democracy: 1gunched a vicionus
attack on the Sparfakus group, sugaesting thas Liebknecht ﬁas
a murderer, and reviving the old enithet of “Bloody Roga",

" Their fear of. Spartakus, lowever, vas 2 direct measure of
just how explcsive'fhe situation was., As Luxemburg put it
‘in the draft pregram for the'grohp:

.In hate and slander against Spartakus all the
counter-revolutionary, anti-social; dubious, dark
and dangerous elements combihe, This alone shows
clearly that the recal -hearc of the revolution beats
with Sparia’tus, that the fature is with it .
.Spartakus is not a party which wishes to obtain
nower nver the working classes Or by “using"- the
working classes, Spartakus ig no more than the
galf~-conscious part of the proletariat, which points
out to the broad masses their historic tasks a%
every stage, which represents at every stage of the
revolution the final goal and acts in ‘the interest
of proletarian world revolution in all natinnal
questions, Spertakus refuces 4o share the = Zog0V0
ment with the servantas of tue middle classes, with
Scheidmann-Ebert, because it conelders such coopezra-
tion trassecn to the very foundations (of Socialism,
a source of strength to the counter-revolution, and
the crippling of revolution itself, (13)

— o /e t———

13, Nettl, sp, cit., Pe 469




Strange as it may seem, this draft program was written
for the founding congress of the Spartakus Party, It was not
until December 30, 1918, that Snartakus_ formallv withdrew
from the USPD to_form the German Communist Party (KED).

Ven at this late date, Luyemburg was reluctant %o; form a
Separate organimation, Afiin she feared srparation from a
mass party., She only acenvted the split when the me jority
of the Svartakus group demanded it. Jogiches, however, voted

w#-u-&-n_-n' R

The early days of Januery, 1619, witnessed the escalation
of mass activity. Street demonstrations grew &ver more massiva,
The left groups who were in opposition‘io the SPD began to' con-
sider seriously the question of seizing the government, In
the unity cdouncil formed between Spariakus, the USPD, and the
Shop Stewards, a number of delegates, including Liebknecht,
voted for an immediate uprising to4take'poﬁer. The majbrify
of the Spartakus‘leadepghip. including Luxeﬁburg. cpposed this
. move as premature, But when the German workers took to the
streets in the atfempt,to scize power, Spartakus saw that,
no’ matter what its reservations, their place was with the
workers, . y
But Spartakus was correct, the uprising was premature.
When this was realized by those who had initially planned the
inswrrection, they attempted to begin negotiations with the
Schiedmann government to recover the sitvation. To thls,
Spartvakus was unalterably. and vehemently opposeds

When one is in the middle of the sharpest struggle
against the government of Ebert-Schiedmann, one does
noet at the seme time start “negotiations" with the
government.,,. Such negotiationsg can. only lead to
one of two results; elther to a compromise or -

far more probably -- to a dragging out of the situa-
tion which will be used by:Eberit’s men for the most
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bruatal measures of reprassion.,. The lesson of
the last three days calls loudly to the leaders
of the workers: do not talk, do not discuss
endlessly, do not negotiate, act, (14)

Luxemburg believed that, under no circumstances, should
one negotiate “over the hemads" of the masses. It was better
to suffer total defgat than to attempt to save the situation
by unprincipled compromise. Prineipled defeat would rreserve
the highest moment of the revolution until it would once more
be resumed. Compromise could only confuse, demoralize, and
rob the masses of the necessary revolutionary clarity for the
next attempt, '

JURDER =~ AND A LEGACY

The ‘tense events of late December and early January in-
creased the pressure on the Spartakus leaders. Rumors abounded
that Luxemburg and Liebknscht had been murdered (an attempt was
made on Liebknecht’s life in December)}.” Right-wing organizations
‘Placed a priced on Luxembdrg's head, But, ignoring her own
safety, Luxemburz continued her agitational work, When, in
late December, word came that assassing were looking for her
and Liebknecht, she did agree to ‘leave her_épartment-and sleep
elsevhere, Eﬁentually they were both forced to change their
qQuarters nightly, By January'lb, 1919, the counter-revolutiqn
reigned in Germany, They placed the'blame'fbr the insurreetion
on Spartakug =~ and primarily on Luxemburg and Liebknecht,

On January 15, 1919, troops arrested the two revolutionaries,
Liebknecht was hit in the hemd with a rifle butt and shot,
Luxemburg was smashed with a rifle and shot in the head, Her
body was thrown from the bridge of the Landwehr Canal,

4, Nettl, op, cit » P, 480,




The worlad revolutionary movement had lost two of its most
courageous fighters, and one of its greatest, most original
minds,

The martyrdom of Rosa Luxemburg appears, at first sight,
to_have made her greater than she _was, The exact opposite is
true, The mavtyrdom has o focused on her heroism and courage; -
given her a certain saintliness in the revelutionary movement,
that it has, at one and the same_time, belittled her contribu-

tions and made it very difficult to critically consider her

ﬁericus‘errors.
' This is certainly opposed to her whole spirit as a revolu-

_tiona;y. as an unbending critic of all existing thought., -For - -one
who challenged no less than Marx himself, and on one of his
main theories (accumulation of capital), she certainly would
have thought it beneath Marxism f@r anyone to do less to the
works of Luxamburg, If there ig one thing that is most uniouely
~Luxemburgian” it is eritical and uncompromising-revolutionarx
thousht. For the_Women's‘Liber&tion-Mqvemeqt'to grasp that
rudder is the greatest monument to her, and it is likewise the
greatest contribution that ca: be made to'wonien's liberatien,
that it shall not stand still, but go forward as a powerful
force for freedom: '

The Russian Revolution has but confirmed the basic
lesson of every great revolution, the law of its being,
which decrees: either the revelution must advance at
& rapid, stormy and resolute tempo, break down all
barriers with an iron hand and place its goals evern
farther ahead, or it is quite soon thrown backward be-
hind its feeble point of departure and suppressed by
counter~revolution. To stand still, to mark time on
one spot, to be contented with the first goal it
happens to reach is never possible in revolution. And
he who tries to apply the homemade wisdom derived from -
parliamentary battles between frogs and mice to the field
of revolutionary tactics only shows thereby that the very
psychology and laws of existence of revolution are alien
to him and that all historical experience is to him a
book sealed with seven sezls, {15}

v

—_— ###
15, Rosa Luxemburg, The Russian Revolution, Workers Age
Publishers, New York, 1940,
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