
hral creativity and no longer produced grcat torks o1'the mind.
art and literaturc r-ure alien to the proletariat. rvhich turned to $1o

sics for the sound of warfare, the passion and fighting spirit by w[;
itself animated. 'l'he art nhidr would express specilically proletarian i
aspirations was still in an embryo statc. X{ehring did not believe, h
sympathy for the rvorkt-'rs'carrse sulliced to protluce literature of hi
he rlid n't idr.nlifr arti.tir. ralrr,. r,rith a ,-orr*r.t p,,litir-al t"nd*n.y, j

lharr onle depr,., aled anv srrlh 'rcrlurl iorr. Uood int"ntion. *oro io1
tuto lbr artistic ability. Thus. although Nlchring emphasized the
that exprt:sses the proletarian point of view (Freiligrath's poems,
Die Weber), he was mistrustful o1 proletarian literature produced
political or propaganrla ends and detached from the classical literary

It is not clear. howevor, hol there can he a 'scientific aesthetico

N{ehring desiderates, since hc- cleclares on the onc hand that art
uated by its social genesis and intentions, and, on the other, that
no purcly aesthetic" non-historical critt-:ria. Nlehring rvas a well-read
cipient critic and quite aware of the difl'erence betrveen great and
He defined the greatrress of a worh of art by the success with which it
the conllicts of its time. but he also ouestioncd the nossibilitv of
than those bascd on the genesis of the worh. On this basic point it
clear him of inconsistcncy. For if all rvorks of literature are born of
flict, their gcnesis cannot permit us to distingrrish good worhs from

fäct that a rvork expresses the lendcncies of the 'progressive' class is

enough. There is still a need {br criteria independent of the genetic

tion; but according to Mehring there cannot be any such criteria,

case \\e should have to acknowledge that there were non-historical
ol beauty, which rvoulcl mean falling into l(antianism or worse.

Here again. horvever. Nlehring should not be too severely blamed

cquacies that hc shared with all contemporary Marrist rvriters on

the value of his u.ork does not consist in theoretical generalizations
ticular analyses in rvhich he explained, sl<il1'ully and convincinglp
baclcground of creativc literature. The gcnetic approach remalns

even lvhcn it is not clear exactlv how it relates to artistic evaluation'l

l(autsky, Nfehring, and Heinrich Cunow nele the most emint

cians of orthoclox Nlarxism as it rvas unclerstood in their day' Durt

the war, horvever, their political paths diverged. Trautsky maintatnt

trist' position, Nlehring declarctl for Spartac.us, and Cunow f"'y]:
of the party. 'l'l'rere was no tlirect correlation Lrctlveen theoretical

the one hand and politics on the other.

III
Rosa Luxemburg and the

Revolutionary Left

Luxpununc c.rctupitls an ambiguous place in the tradition of socialist

She was the principal theorotician of the small revolutionary group

combated both rcvisionists and orthodox ccntrists, but she difTered from

inist wing on c'crtain irnportant points. '[}rc group in question, the ]eft

German social demot'racy. had no real prolongation in the later history

eocialist mol't-'ntent, in the tirne of polarization after rgr8. Rosa Luxem-
uncompromising rcr.olutionr'sm. and her violent criticism of the treach-
most of the socialisl leaclers in tgrzg, separatcd her completely frorn
ist social dc,mocracy. At the same time her sharp attacks on Lenin's pro-

and tactics meant that, in spite o{ dying a martyr's death, sht-'was never
itted to the Cornmunist pantheon. \irrbal tribute was paid to her as a

ionary and critic of revisionism" but frorn a practical point of view she
ed.

of her writings is expresslV philosophical: she was a theorctician ol
strategy and tactics and of political economy. One may, however.

'Luxemburgi-sm' as a parti.ular rariant oI Nlarxism which, though not
mg-an.artitula1.. phiJosophical basis, occupies a place of its own in the
of socialist doctriie" inclutling its theoretical fbundations.

t . l|iogrrLpltit:aL infctnnalictn

li,T_i^"-:; 
a P.lish J*u css, rvas horn at\,amo{öin r g7o. Althoug}r she

:^r':." 
ot irt'r urhrlt li[e in J)oland she maintained close links with thefevnl,,*: -" , q'r.rr urL. ln I-olancl sne marnl.arned (ilose hnks wtth the

"^qtrOn a,fv ltt r r\ ar. . .,.
*dor ^r'rl-i 

rrto\clll{'I)1, as a pillar o[the Social l)emocratit: Party ot
po1.x ä-"rtanLl alrrl l-ithuania antl, indir:ectly. as one of the founderssh r_- 

rrrrorrrd dilrt. illutrrt ily. a:

"',JlTt:,i,st 
1rart1-. Hcr links u,ith sc,cialism began in her early

;r.ftll^* high n,.h,,ol in \Varsan in rBgT shc joined a clanrlestineIOffth ,"^,.. 
--brr,.! 'I"ui rir wilr'sa\\ ln rOö7 SflC lorned a Clandestrne

,t Z,,",lr'l't'tlll{1. to pscape arrest, fled to Srvitzerland in r88g. Shcat Zur;Il ,'-.""''.ru 
r's{'äpe Jrrost' llerl lo )\\llzerlilnd tn tijäjq. 5hr'

ud b";__ 
( nr\,'t'irl\ and lirerl tlr,.re rill rf3q8. uhen sh,, mor.d t,,

i 
--qrrre ,,tt,' of tht' most active theorists and leadr:rs of Cerman

I (,,'l



social democracy. In Zwich she met the Polish socialists Wärski.
and Tyszka-Jogiches, and wrote for the Paris papt'r Spror.oo li6
Wrkers'Cause), which became the organ,,f SDI(PiL *h.n thl
founded in 1894. Iirom r{3g3 onwards she tool. part in all tho cn..j,
Second International except the linal one at Basle, and afterwardT
of the (lerman social dcmocratic party. From the outset she devoted
to combating the Polish Socialist party antl its programme for the
ence o{ Poland. In 1897 she wrote a doctoral t}resis at Zurich on
trial development (publisherl as Die industrielle EntLaickluns

this lbrmed the hislorical background to her luture tactics, which
terably opposed to any attempt at reconstituting an independent
Her argument was that the development o{ capitalism in Russian
mainly the result oI the conqueror's policy, l,vhich had linked the
Polish bourgeoisie with the'llarist ernpire and its economic ex

east; plans lbr an intlependent I'oland, as she maintained in
ings, rvere contrary to the 'objective economic trend' which had
drawn Polish capitalism into the Russian orbit. Rosa Luxemburg's
to the movement for Polish independence supplied the main i
o{ SDIGiL in contrast to that of the PPS.

From the time she settled in -Berlin Rosa Luxemburg's career

with the Cerman socialist movement. but she remained active in the

o{ SDIGiL. carried on political propaganda in Prussian Poland, whi

ited several times, and wrote for Polish sooialist paperc;
de moltr o.t1, czry, (S o cia L D emo c:rotir: Reuiew), pu bli shed legally at

the illegal Warsaw journal Czent:etw Sztondar (AedFlog). l-rom

for Die |\eue Zeit, tht: Leipziger l/olkszeitung, and other
organs. From rB9B, when the world of German social democracy

nated by the controversy ovcr Bcrnstein's vien''s, Rosa Lux
and speeches were largely devoted to combating revisionism as

Bernstein and other reformists. Her most imnortant theoretical

period was the pamphlet Soziolrefonn orJer Ret'olution? (Social

oLution?) published in rgoo (second edition rgo8), containing.

""p."..inn 
o{ her disbelief in the possibility of r"{or-ing capitah

conviction that any strugglc lbr economic rcform must be of

significance.

l.lp to 19o6 revisionism was attacked by all orthodox German

the first Russian revolution caused" or rather brought to light, a

view resulting in the fbrmation of a lelt-wing group with Rosa r'

its chief theorist; other membors were ttu.i Li.bLnecht, Clara

Franz N4ehring. It was not until r9ro, however, that the difletetces.

radicals and the centre took on an acute lbrm and led to a new

F"b",,l-..""' a sot tal uphcava[. Sentenced to another year's impris-

und;::],").5..she wrotc in hcr cell a pamphlet analysingthe causes
""rru€rrlrutrg the social democratic lcaders {or dcstroying thc

.,u:- thc prrt1. r'rith the centrer group (Bebel and l(autsl<y) in gen-
üttntrrr''- t ,'t',i" 

Ri*t.,, (hirrt 1o lhc r.r,lulionaries.

ll"'tn n".rt, prornpted Rosa Luxemburg to work or,rt a new idea of

i" .r^- tioht oI thr: spontaneous uprising of the worl<ers ol the Tsarist
intncrtä"- ,.rr rr , rv/

'irrn.."n ol rqoi slrr',r'renl illegalll to \arsau lo lak'' parl in the rer-

l",ou.*.n,. -\rrestcd 
fter.tu'1.1onthq 

she was released on bail in

"nd 
returnerl to Berlin via l"inland. In a pamphlet Massenslreik,

-GewerkrchaJien (lgo6) she attempted to draw conclusions from the

if,. p.r, year' APaft from this, both before and a{ter tho rgo< Revo-

, r"ir"rr"d her views on mattors related to the stat'e of s.cialism in

urti.l"r published in Die Neue Zeit in r9o3-4 she criticized thc

m' of Lenin's ultra-centralist policy and his distrust of the worl<.ers'

At the same time she defended the l3olsheviks against the charge

ism that rvas brought by Plekhanov and the Mensheviks. Like Lenin

the doctrine that, in view of the bourgeois oharacter of the com-

ia-n revolution, the socialists should not attach the liberals but should

to gain porver rvithout hindrance; this issue was debated, 1br exam-

London Conference of the Russian Social-Democratic Vorkers'
in May rgo7. Rosa Luxemburg believed that thc clel'eat of the

revolution was only temporary that the revolutionary process would
and that Russia rvas a pattern {or the German working class as well-

and l(autsl<y both denied. The centrists and the radicals, however,
in their attitrrde tolvards militarism and the threat of war" until it

materialized. At thc Stuttgart Congress o{ thc Second International in
Luxemburg caused the anti-war resolution to be amended in the

if war did break out despite the ellbrts of the worl<ing class, it should
rmed into an anti-carritalist revolution.

:|t Y:* her principal theorctical work Die Akkumulation cles l(ap-
rlished in tqr., E,rgii.h translation , \'he Atcuntulation, of Capitä|,
tch analysed the pro,.ess of reproduction and demonstratetl the eco-
;vrtabrhty ol the r.c,Jlapse of capitalism. In rgr3, with Nlarchlewski and
she founded th" St,zrnlde mok'ratische lktrre$onclenz, a revolutionaryrl - tr( r\tt,tr,\yuttrt(tt1. d trvututtuttdt!

Lt.Y*Ton l,*'ti. Sht, was sentenced to a year's imprisonment in rgr4

,;.^L"""n"""lrul rras nol a('llrall) imprisoncd until lat.r. The ourbreal'

iitl"l "t tlre snl.jai democrats in voting lor war credits, and the dis-

"ule,lnternational 
had placccl the inte-rnationalist Left in the posi-h 

-'rrrrtu.rnattonal had placccl the interrrationalist Left in the posi-

;:fiitt min,,rity; bu1 Rosa Luxemburg continued the struggle,

,tl-"'" reloIrrlionary potential of the world prolctariat would even-

F";ltt inlo a sor.ial uphcaval. Sentenced to another year,s impris-



socialist movement by, accepting the Burgfriecte (,civic truce.) andthe imperialist war. She went on to deline the basis 
"" *hl;;

movement should be revived: wars, imperialism and _ifi,".i.ä j
abolished as long as capitalism lasted, but could only be "";;:ist revolution; the most urgent task was to liee the proletari"d;
spiritual dependence on the bourgeoisie in which it t ua b""n ,ltime-serving leaders. This work, published under the aril';ijt
l::,t:!!i::!:::," o"lfl"""jally knovn as the ,Juniu. 

o"-oi,",i*."logical fbundation of the Spartacus League, which. *;, ,i.r; ö
ilillr 

rhenucleus of.rhe future G".-ur Communisr party (Kp;;. i"League. while remaining a separa,. bod). joined ,fr. f"fi ;,;_":;
democrats who had formed the USpD: uit", th. war the UÄ;; ;i
members joining either the I(pD or the reconstituted SpD.

Rosa Luxemburg was released from prison in F.ebruary 1916
arrested again less than four months later ]or taking part in ""rl]**strations; she remained in gaol until the last days of th" *u. (B Nove
while there she wrote a reply (the Antikritik) to criticisms of her,
rf capital, and an unfinished analysis of the october Revolution in Rus

l"lr"r-yd: was first published in rgzz, after Rosa t.,""_t,r.gi-J*tn
friend Paul Levi, a former member of the Sparta"tr. L"ug.," urr"d u
I(PD. who, however, was afterwards e"pelLd from the latter and

fe SPD. The pamphlet, entitled Die ruisische Reuolution,hailed the
Russia as a sign that world revolution was close at hand" but attacked
sheviks lbr their policy towards the peasants and the national questi
abov-e all lbr their despotic rule and suppression of democratic freedon
chiefly on account of this rv.rk that Ro.u L.,""- h.,relJecame a b6te
the Stalinists (who never quoted it, however). In g.neial the pamphle.
tle known before the Second World Var, and was only translated into
guages after rg45 (English version r9<g).

Rosa Luxemburg was set free by the German revolution" but did r
her libertl for long. She imagined that the rerolulion would at once
into a socialist phase, but the attempted rising by the Spartacu sLeagt
was weak in itsel{ and had scarcely any roots in the workins class, was
During the rising the League transformed itself into the I(iD. while
ers' and Soldiers' Counr:ils formed the basis of the social clemocratic
ment oI Germany. On the night of 15-16 January rgrg the two chief C

leaders, Rosa Luxemburg and IGrl Liebknecht. were murdered by
troops, and two months later Leo Tyszka-Jogiches met a similar d

hands of the police. The lectures on 
""orroJi"s 

which Rosa Luxe
delivered at the party school and written up while in prison were
posthumously in r9z5 (Eiryfiihrung in ctie l,{itionatükonimie).

Bf)01\ | wr' 1 t

.-r ,,rr.untulation and the ineuitable collapse of capitalism
theorY "'r " 

'

-nno'nLuxemburg's"chief 
tl""T-u,*l::*l::.:":i*ll':-n-"-.:=:l

,u"E l,']"il"os can be found in many earlier texts, including Social

'f ,i;;.;i'""r'l?' and -:1 "l T::::::"it":l"nt.::l*f ;:'":":.::
,jJt.ritit..'. her riews on accumulation' rvhich we shall therefore

bY exalninlng' 
,

, th" orye xp o un ct e o n: t h e, Ac cumul ati o n !' "!':',* .: ::T:lT: :::tti::i';J"automatit. collapse of capitalism'. This term, however, was

fr;ilJ"'.emburg's"f l-l"lll;"ll:3,1::t'"'::f":::::,:T;:li:::
;1 ,;;;-, " 

*-o.L. unJ it is misleading in so far as it suggests that cap-

äu ."rr"p.. by virtue o{ its_own contradictions and irrespective of the

,o"ggt" "f 
thl proletariat' Far from taking this view' Rosa Luxemburg

*r"ä. rev.l'tion would overthrow capitalism long before the latter's

ric possibilities were exhausted. she held, however, that the capitalist

.o,_,ia orty worl< as long as it had at its disposal a non-capitalist market,

internal or external, ancl, as it was in the nature of the system to destroy

rn-capitalistic environment. it was inevitably preparing its own economlc

The.e co.,ld be no such thing as 'pure capitalism' on a world scale: if the

: economy developed to that extent it would cease to exist'

had mainlained that capitalism was bound to destroy itself by its own

ictions, especially those connected with the concentration of capital

impoverishment of the working class, but he never defined the exact

tions under which capitalism would become an economic impossibility'

Luxemburg set out to do this, partly by supplementing Marx's views and

by modifying them.
starting-point of her theory of accumulation consists in the schemata ot

ion set out in Volume II of CapitaL This is the most arduous and the

portion of Nlarx's work, but lrom Rosa Luxemburg's point of view it
damental to the crucial question of scientific socialism, viz. oWn-y is cap-
doomed to destruction Än 

".o,.o-ic 
grounds?'-or, to put it the other

oulo''C.,t the pro.ess of compound reproduction (enreiterte Reproduk-
as tt exists in t'apitalism develop, theoretically, to infinity?' Rosa Luxem-

argumenl i" a= lollous.
urung to Mary the value of any commodity consists of three compo-
expressed in the formula C+V+S. C (constant capital) stands lbr the

.l{ 
t}e means 

"f o."ir.ti"n, i.e. tools and raw materials, that have gone

f]Hns 
tn" p.o,l.,.t; V (variable capital) represents wages, and S (surplus:^ .,

'ro thu in''t""se ,,f value due to the unremunerated portion of wage-

rrn.contrast to previous systems in which reproductionwas governed by
capitalism is concerned onlv u,'ith the maximum increase of sur-



plrrs valuc" and thercfore lends constantly to increasc productiol i
o1 need. Accurnulation. or thc conversion o1t surplus value into
capital, belongs to the nat'r. of capitalist produ.tion. Jt is a condition
pound reprotluction, holvever, that the goods producrd should be ,.,
into rnoncy: Ior üris purposc lirrther quantities of goods must be
process over rvhich thc individual capitalist has littlc influence. ls1 u,
that thc annual production is erprcssed in thr.propor.tion:

4oC+ro\ FroS-ho

ln this lbrmula the amo'nt of constant capital is four tirnes rhat of va
ital, and the rate of surplus value. or rate of cxploitation, is roo per
val'e oI thc comrnodities prorl'ced is 6o units. lf the capitalist now d
or hal{ the surplus value, to in.reasing p.d'ction, i.e. adds it to his
capital, then, thc organic composition of capital remaining the same,

phase oI produclion will be cxpresser:l by the liirmula

44C,+n\-+rrS:(rb
'Ihis proccss can go on as long as the capitalist can get hold ofsu
of priiduction and labriur lbrce and securc an outlct fbr his goods.

conditions of simple reproduction money plays only the part of an

ary in the cxchangt-' of commodities. under capitalism it is an elem

circulation of oapital: ftlr accumulation to be possible, surplus
assume a rnonelary form. In addition capitalism tends naturally to dn
down to subsistence lcvel, so that S lends to increase in relation to V.

11, lbllowing Nlarx, we divide thc whole of social production into two

rncnls'-I production o{'rneans oI production, and II production of

tion goods-then we see that the t.rvo arc interdependent, i.e. they m

in a sperci{ic proportion so that the proccss of production may

moniously. I)cpartnrent I produccs means ol production {or both de

I and ll, rvhile dcpartment II produccs c<insumption goods {br the

capitalists of both departmcnts. 'l'he ner:cssary proportion is ill
lbllowing pattern:

Department I: ,1,ooo{i i r,oooV * r,oooS :6,ooo
I)epartment [[: z"oooC * 5ooV 1 rrooS:3?ooo

lior simp[e rcproduclion thc valuc of thc products in cleparlrneltltr
musl cqual the value ol tht,' constant capital of both dcpartments ({'oo

while the value o{ thc prciducts of dcpartnront. l[, i.e. 3,ooo, rnust

combined income o1 workers and capitalists in both dcpartmentsr-t'

r.ooo * 5oo f 5oo. This is so in the above erample, but it is not so 
I

!-

capitalization of

l)epartnrent I: 4.oooC * r,oooV * r,oooS :6,ooo
I)epartrlcnl Il: r,5oo[i + 75oV + 75oS : J,ooo

be seen that thr' r ahr.' oI thc production of rneans o{ prodrrction (6,ooo)

trOy,oo th,'rrtlut't,l the rneanlof production used in the given pro-

, .r.f. (1.". .1.oo, I 1".,oo). while the value of consumption goods (3,ooo)

less than t6e total inr.t'rnes of capitalists and workcrs in both depart_

(r,ooo * r,ooo + 7qo + 75o). The application ol this unconsumed por-

of S to thc ni:u, prodr-rr:tivc cycle, the proportion between the trvri

nts remar'ning the same" causes a correspontling increase in all ele-

of the valuc ol the totality of cornmoditios. For this, horvever. the corn-

ies must first be trans{brrned into money. Accrrrnulation depends on an

ing demand lirr thc goods produced, and the question is" how does this
nd arise? Industry .annot go on creating its own market u.d infiniturn;
is produced must in the encl be cons,mr:d. An in,-rcas.. of lropulation tloes
rlve the pr'blenr .1'demand, f'or the numerical increase of thc capitalist
is included in th. abstilute nragnitude oI the consurnablo portion o1 sur-

value, while lr,orking-class consumption is limitctl by the ,"age-leu,:l; ,,.,rr-
sections til the population, such as ]andowners. .ivil servants.

lrs, prolessional men, and artists. arc maintar'ned r:ith.r liom surplus
or from wages. N,r d'.s lrireign tratle provide the solutiorr, ibr the urrutu-

- ,..Li,.h i, itu..d 11t)'r'oltipourld reproduction', i.o. the
lifv. ll'tr"' ' '-t"/b 

'n,"'n 
rl.prtltn.trts' T[ n'' har'-

compound r.prod,.tion applies to world capitalism. {or rvhich all co..rrr-
are an internal r,arker. In ,trrer r,vords, Ior the surprus value of both

nents of pr.clLrcti.n to r.arize its.rl in money-rbrm, there must be a

,11,:::,a, :,,borh 
d,,lrrrrmr.rrls rnd,.upabl,,ol.ab,,,rL,inggoorls al u rate

ng with the ratc- o1'at:curnulation.



and the latter is increased so as to maintain the grorving ärmv n+
both departments. Thus the Russian Marrisls-St,r".. e"fg"i'"i,
Baranovsl<y-use thc N{arrian schemata to infer ttrat capitlhsir"
can go on increasing indefinitely. But to admir this ls to give up tii
oI scientific socialism. lbr if there is no limit i r "'ro v

rorms of production, it rouows that capitali.JiJ:::f#::äillT
it is an inexhaustible source of economic an,'
not a historical necessity, and there ,, .ro 

".o1rlJl"tt:::1" ffä;
capitalism. (The idea that capitalism n'ould collapse b""ur." of thi
of prolit seemed to Rosa Luxemburg absurd. lt was impos.ibl" tol
scenario of this breakdown, the more so as the tendency for the nrn
1äll was quite compatible with an absolute inr.rease in toial p."ttJ, i
to suppose that capitalists wo'ld one day cease produ"tion b".uu.,
rate was too low, even though they rvere making larger profits than I

Thus, in Rosa Luxemburg's opinion, Marx overlookeJ the question
vital to the existence of scientific socialism, viz. that of the precise e
reason why capitalism is bound to destroy itself. He wrote, indeed,
increase of productive power conflicts increasingly with the limited 

r

ties of consumption, but his schemata of compound reproduction do
lhe conlradiction br'tneen the.reation of rurprr. raru" and its realiz
schemata presuppose that capitalists and rvorlcers are the only consur
they assume lbr theoretical purposes a fictional society of ,pure, 

ca

consisting of capitalists and workers only. such a fiction is admi
analysis of individual capital but not, Rosa Luxemburg argues, in
ital as a whole: for it r:onceals the fundamental point that con
duction takes place in a world in which there is still a non-capitalist
and the social classes or countries that live outside the capitalist
necessary to the latter as consumers of its surplus production in
ments I and II. Thc surplus value must realize itself outside the
italist production, in pre-capitalist spheres such as backward
rural economy, and handicrafts: mature capitalism depends on the exr

non-capitalist classes and countries. But capitalist expansion tends in

to eliminate pre-capitalist economic {brms by dra*ing peasants and

into its own orbit. Capitalism thus unconsciously prepares its own d<

destroying the forms on which it depends. S/hen capitalism succeeds

ilating the whole of production, ac,cu-ulation will b""o*" impossible
italism will be economically unfeasible. 'Rrre capitalism' is int
surviving. At the present time there are many non-"upitulist areas of

and the struggle to possess these as sources of raw materials al'd cht

and above all as outlets lbr European goods, takes the form of imperr
field for expansion still exists, but it is contracting rapidly. By the fight

. ,:^- is -.Lcaflih destroying all remnants of the pre-capitalist envircln-

tPil'l'''-',i',,,,rnrlilion ol its ortn heing'
whicn 

to "', rr-.r ,lrhnr(rh Rns:r T,rrxenrhrrrr''s intention rvas to estab-nhtt:lL";. that although Rosa Luxemburg's intention rvas to estab-

is notew-.' -,[[ the ,:conomic inevitability of the collapse of capitalism.
.^re &rld lur d" --- 

r. | . rr l : , :-.-r -^^----..^:+-- -,1

"it-,:"'nt",..t"t tIeor.'ticians wh. believed in the historical nec.ssity of

l"t"lt.rj".r,'U hr-r argument._and the most importanl of them opposed

1'.,.- t<ru,"ty" (,ustav Eckstein. Otto Bauer, A. I'annehoek, Trrgan-

.i.i."rra L.rri n 

"frrga 
n- Ba lun.r sl<1 h"ld' n't 

il: l1'. l: Tt :' l::': :
'"^1"-]ir'tr-. rrrd tlr" fat,t that it makes jncreast-'d production an end in

t;'i;'; ol r nt''rt.tts ol.sutislling so''ial nceds' T:'".i'Tl l::1"1:ll'",:tj^'", 
tr4"tt"i1elv. as industrT was ablc to providc itself with o,tlets by

1*, ," inrrease proriur:tion, absorbing more and more of the means o{

iol, ..ptuyl"g more and more lvorhers. and so forth. N. on. denied,

,., tnat ,,upltnlirrt rvas beset by marketing difl'iculties that rtlsultcd in

of ou..p.o,l,r"tion, cut-throat competition, the struggle lbr marlci:ts, an{

ialist wars, and that militarism, besicle the immediate purposc ,f con-

ins markets, itself afTorded a sphere of capital accum'latign. But Marxists

y took the vien that alt.hough capitalism rvould evcnt'ally bt:

d by its orvrr manifold contradictions, it was not possible to prcdict the

economic circumstances in lvhich this would happen; and they rvere

to attach more importance to the rtoncentration of capital, tho pau-

ion of the ncirking class. and the extinction of the middle class than to

iency ol dernand, lvhich capitalism seemed able to remedy in vari-

despite its undoubted difTiculties and cristts. Rosa Luremburg's
ist critics rverc srrspicious rf the theory of accumulation precisely

it seemed to imply that capitalism rvould breah dor'vn automatically' If
ism was bound to destroy itself by its own expansion, irrespective of thc
rl role of the proletariat, this r,r,ould encourage a policy of passive expec-
and would tend to relax the partv's zeal instead o{ spurring it to revolu-

activity. Rosa Luxemburg herself never drew this conclusion lrom her
T1^rne critir-s also olrjected that she underratcd the possibility of com-

.reproduction thanks to the armaments inclustry and military cxpansion,
ls has been ,'ontilmetl Lry thc later development of capitalism.

Eeneral it appears thar the theory of a,r,,.,n'r,luti,rn inrohes assumptions
utg capitalism th:it were either unreal or have been disproved by sub-
events.

Luxemburg frequently rnakcs the point that she is concerncd with

l^u.t 
un all-embracing systenr, a si,rgl" rvorlilwide rnarkct, and fbr thiscl__ .J.,. ",.orl€ ton^..^ ,.;-..* 16rrofcs any modifications that might be due to external marl<ets.

röIII in ^
ni*^,,'l 

o stltgl'r'runtry may be able to survivc by erpanding into the
list worlä, rr"i ii,,"""it"it*r * *"tiar"ia" trr"." are no markets to



expand into. But for'pure capitalism'to exist in this sensc, it is not
lbr capitalist prodrrction to cmbrace every country in the world. It i,
in addition lbr the ratc of profit to be thc same throughout the
Rosa Luxemburg's theory, the developed countrit's may expand i
which, although capitalist, are bachward and where the rate of profit
lore higher. ln other rvords, hcr schema presupposes a rvorld in whicl
no dillbrence in economic developrnent between thc Congo and
One rnay imagine a worlrl as uniform as this, but it scarcely
basis lbr economic predictions. Not only is the prospect remote q1d
but it ignores the {äct that the gap between devcloped and backward
getting larger rather than smaller. This being so, to assert that capiti
breal< down rvhen this prospect becornes a reality is no less arbitrary
example, to suppose that capitalism can contcnt itself with simple
tion and could therelore survive if there were insullicient outlets to
compound reproduction. Rosa [,uremburg derides those who believe
Jall in the profit rate wil[ lead to the collapse of capitalism, on the
one cannot see the capitalists committing suicide bccause their profit
lcss high tharr they used to be. But she läils to observe that her own
open to the same taunt: i[ capitalists one day lind they cannot
increased volume o1 goods" will they hang themselvcs sooner than be

with simple reproduction? The answer to this in Marxian terms is of
that it is in the naturc of capitalism to seel< alier compound reproducti
if 'nature' is not a purely rnctaphysical cntity, we may ash whether capi

really unable to change its spots as an alternative to complete
Such a hypothesis is no less extraordinary than Rosa Luxemburg's i
world in which all countrics are at the same level ol industry,
civilizati on.

Iirom today's stantlpoint we can sere horv lar hcr thcory of
based on a false estirnate of the future development o{ capitalism.
mate. however, unlihe her specific theory of the collapse of capi

shared by most of her Nlarxist contemporari"s. Thc theory of
assumed a growing class polarization approximating to the condition.

society consisted exclusively o{ capitalists and worhers. As we know,

pened di{I'crently; not only were small businesses not squeezed out'_Dr

all, in tbe more developed countries the proportion of worhers in the

tion has tended to decrt:asc. whilc thcrc has been a huge increase of wl

callecl non-proiluctive'worke-'rs, i.c. thosc engaged in trade, admini
cation, scrviccs" ctc. Rosa Lrrxernburg disposes ol lhese non-productive

by saying that they are remuncrated either from the uncapitalized I
surplus value or out of wages, lrut that there is aln'ays a poltion o1

that is turned into capital and so increases production in the next
^f 

J I

"'ä|"m. lrrodrrr-tirn. a ltug" nrurl.el lhitl ma) hur* a d,'ci.ir,.r-llr.r.l or.

, ^_ *,hl tlrt int.reirsed consumption o{ the non-productivtl worl<tlrs

"'o' :^"1f.,,'t ,rn the realization of surplus value, tlven if we acccpl Nlarx's
havettt". ,. , r' .:-..r:..-^ t-^+-.,,,,-- .^*^.],,-ti-,., ^,.1 -,'--^..',l',.,+i.,^ lol-."'",td l'_l:,.t,,,,l,tf,,ttlistinction betrveen pr.dr-rctive and non-productiv. laborrr

fittnb'1'-)rl,t.,nt the lattt-r is 'in the last resort'paid out of surplus value crc-
suPP'"' r :.-.. ,.loc.trlJi 

. *ott'i"g ''lass'o]ru.. 
tot.-, ilbburnl)tion of thtl theory oJ'acctrmulation is that rva.ges undcr

'rr"",.1 
altvays be dosc to subsistentle levtll: the argument being that

,h. l^r, of c'rpJoitation might be rveal<ened {rorn timc to time,they

H;;" last r.esor.t'ahlays prevail ovor working-class resistance, so that a

ln.-,n.."ur" irr rrotLt'rs' consumption was unlil<ely to o"tllt'..

,., n"r, l,rrremburg did not believe that a state controlled by ther llour-

.outa."g"tntc' thtt process of accumulation to any important extent. But

oi capitalisnr has shown that she was mistaken. Even iI, lbllow-

rx, we rr:gard thc statO as a whole as the political embodiment of global

, experience lras shown that this state can play the part of an organizer,

L ' tL.dt tl systerll wnlcn ollllIol] lgnoreo LIlo lever ()l uurrbLrrilPLr

,li 
ttn unstal,1,; sinr.e any drop in invcstnient woultl rnean a decrease

lrse rnade of the existing apparatus of production. hencc a lurthcr drop

economic anri legal means to afTect the distribution ol invcstment

and that it can" under political pressure for instance, enlarge the

marlcet. 'l'hal is to say, it can act as a s6cialist state in so 1är as it con-

the proces-. of'production in accrirdanco lvith social needs, instead o{ leav-

every.thing to thrr 'rvolfish greecl {or surplrrs value' as the sole motive torce

italist production.
the above reasons Rr sa Luxemburg's theory of actlumulation cannot, in

form. be accepled as an erplanation orlorecast oIthc econornic devel-

of capitalisrri. It does not lbllorv, however, that her wtlrl was of no cffect.

l(aleclri observes in thc collective worh (in Polish) T'he eutnomic
rcs of Marx's'Capitul' (rgfi7), the rivnl theories of reproduction put tor-
by Rosa Luxemburg and Tugan-Baranovsky rvere both orroneous but both
t to illustratc certain features of economic growth undor capitalism.
-Baranovsky heltl that therc are no absolute barriers to capitalism in the

^f r.ur rrmtted outit.1s. and that its output can be marketcd at any levcl of con-
on as long as the ratio of consumption to invt--stmcnt js maintained. There

Lg absurd. in .apitalist terms, in production being undertahen simply
to htreasc prodrrr.tion: on the contrary, prorluction regartlless of neetl

::ienglh 'rl th,':1 sl.m. But. l(ale, Li obs,'tr"s.'lugr,,-l-lrrrnrrsl<1 ov,'r-
trtfe la.t tlrat rr .).tenr rrhi,.h r.ntirr.ll ignor"tl th,. lerel r,l .on.umpt ion

t, anrl so on in a viciin a vicious spiral. On tlre other hand" Rosa Luxem-fl_- rrr o vrrrrrr(rD
*rtory, that ,',,nrprrrntl rcproclur:tion depcnds u,holly on non-capitalist



econom;c growth. In addition she lvas wrong in supposing that the
umc of goods exported to non-capitalist rnarkets contributes to t[s
of produ.tive surpluses. rvhereas what act'ally counts is the excess sf,
both good-* and capital. but especially the lattcr-ovcr imports; for;
gootls also absorb purchasing po\\.cr. Horveverr, in a limited sense the
ories s'pplement ea.h other: clne shorvs up the absurdity of a svst^.
viability depends on prodrrcing lbr profit instead of need, *hil. th,
dernrnstrates the irnportance oI loreig. marl<ets {or capitalist growh.
same time, .t--ither theory provides a srr{Ticit nt exlrlanation of ihe
compourrtl reprodu ction.

To Rosa Luxemburg. howeverr, the theory of accumulation was of
mental importance not only as the sole possible scicntilic vindication of
prophecy oI the donnfall of capitalism, but also as an ideological
it mea.t that capitalists could do nothi'g to avert the destruction of
and that no human power co,ld prevent the final victory of socialism.
as she and all Nllarxists believed, n,ould replace capitalism.

This bclief rvas, it would seem, based on a rnore general conviction
her thought was pcrmeatt-.cl-an unshakeable, doctrinaire {idelity to
cerpt oI iron historical lalvs that no human agency could bend or
belief in historical lal's is, of course, a classic theme of Marxism. and all
ists at the timc prol'essed it. but some held it more uncompromisingly
ers. Most of them attenuated the litc'ral sense of the doctrine. for i
invoking Engels's formula of the 'relativt: indepcndence of the s

or, like Lenin. emphasizing the rokr of 'subjective'iäctors*i.e. organi
power-in hastening social change: or again, pointing out in a com
lashion tho many social conflicts that do not 1äll into the general
'contradictions ol r:apitalism' yet undeniably do aflect history. Rosa

llrrg, however, was deterrnined to lind a single key to all historical
and believed that Nlarx's analysis of the dynamics o{ capitalism provt

l<ey, at any rate rvhen supplemented by an exact account of the condl

reproduction. Her adarnant refusal to believe in any individual or even

tive human actions that wt'rt' not pre-dctermined by the 'laws of hi

manifested in all irnportant questions jn which she took a dill'erent st

hcr {ellow N'larxists. Just as no capitalist elTbrts coulcl hintler the bhnd

lbrre. ol allutttulalion thal uer* blinging lhe uholr.'1 :ltm lo ruin'

was impossible {br any organized movernent tcl bring about a revolutton

Iicial means. N{en and women were instrurnents of thc }ristorical
their task uas to understand it and lheir own part in it. No purely
phenomena could of thcmselves af{'ect the ('ourse ol history; in

national ideologies were po\f€rlcss to dellect history from its progress

the great transforrnation of all time, the rvorldwide socialist revol :rttacl< not only

, ,hi* rl.t:tr.ilair" belief'Rosa Luremburg rvas lrecluently blind to thtl
ttinqt':;,,., ,,l sot.ial r.\,onts ancl showed an extraortlinary lad< ol political
'-:'ol reatttr "

lr:; i,, r,.gard to national questions and to the rt:volution itself. Her

il;r:, 11,',,r't'tit'al t'on.sistency 
1f 

thc 
|<ind 

which can onlv come lrom

äogru,i,, rigidity and insensitivity to facts'

3. Rr.forn and reuolution

Luxenrburg hatl believcd in the 'automatic breal<down' of capitalism in
t"'-'^],-.,rt.d |t h.r' ,'r'ititts, it would have been in glaring contradiction to
Eenscrfrrl'"'-- ' I t,. rrr , rrr I

ition she tooL rrlr iin the debatc on'refbrm versus revoiution'. 13ut, although
posltlon

irrd1{t,n l\,[arx thatcapitalism was condemned to self-dcstruction in that

sooner or later ltettomtt a bral<e on technitlal progress and economicl

it di{ ngt I'oilorv t}rat capitalism would collapsc r,vithout the need lbr

Ltionary action. lt was rather tht: case that imperialisrn must devellop to a

at which it trorrld attaken the revolutionary tlonsciousness of the prolc'-

without lvhich capitalism could not be ovcrthrown. lts ovtlrthrow lr,-as a

ical necessily, but so rvas the rcvolutionary movcment that must brinc' it

This vier,- uas sharccl by Rosa Luxernburg and other orthodor X{arxists

time.

question ol'the signilicance :rnd prospt'cts of 'reformist' action-i.e' the

'economic struggle for better conditions, and the campaign lbr demo-

measures u,ithin bourgeois socicty-was, in Rosa's Luxemburg's opinion"
to the whole socialist movemcrrt. Her position rvas essentially the same as

ls: the value ol'rcforrns rvas not that they brought an alleviation of contli-
but that the stnrggle itsell' a{fordetl the proletariat the necc}ssary prat;tice
te decisive battle. 'l'hosc who regarded reforms as an end in themselves
denying the prospect of ,.,,,ialisi and turnirg thcir backs on ther ultimato

y orthodor \'larxists 1.ook thc viell,that the revoluticln rvould come when
tc conditions u'ere ripe and that meanwhile their task rvas to fight lor

racy in public lilb and better conclitions for thc rvorking class.'l'he
tlsts'.while not *xPressly abandoning the hope of revolution. wer{) vagu€l
the tirne an,l t ir,,unr*lancis in lvhich it would occur. Thc ossencc oI llosa

rurg's position (lihe that oJ all the le1t wing ol'the Intcrnational, includ-
ln),was that she c,rornbated both thcsc vieu,s, although her opposition to

r'tc'rvpoint tool< shapc at a later date. In the controversy with
ä nrl r Lq'ru Itr.st'part1 leaders and trade unionists rvho supportetl him infl-^ . r-" "l'l'""'

::Yqi rtith'trt erohing any special thcorctical views-f'or examplc,von Vollnrar.
di;^:-o1,':',,'.. \ot Igung I t"ine

-"\teO hlr;rlt:rr.lr n,,r ,.nlr
and N{ax Schippel-Rosa Luxembr-rrg in
against 'revisionist' reformism but also



against thc orthodox variety. IIer rnain point r,vas that refbrms \ys..
less if they rverre not a means to thc conquest o1 porver; dlcy must not bs
even partially, as an end in themselves, and those who did so, whater
prolessions, r,vcre abandoning the revolutionary cause. Any struggle

that tvas not subordinated to the coming revolution rvas a hind
than a hclp to socialisrn, n'hatever its immediate outcome might be.
l-uxenrburg declared at the partl cungless at Stuttgart in r8g8, the uni
for better terrns for the sale o{ labour-pcxver. pressure for social
tlcmocratic mcthods nerc lrirms of activity within thc capitalist
there{ore had no speci{ically socialist rneaning except as part ofthttherefore had no specilically socialist rneaning except as part ofthe sl

the ultinrate conquest of political power. 'lb Tlernstein's dictum that
is nothing, thc movement everl.thing' she replied with the opposite

'l'he movement as an cnd in itscll. unrclated to the ultimate goal, is

me; the ultimate goal is everything.' Concentration on short-term
rcfirrmists like Sohippel to support militarism, as the growth of armies

production lr,ould reduce unemployment antl prevent crises by i

chasing power. This. llosa l-rrxernburg said, rvas absurd economically,

rvt're not duc to an absolute imbalance between consumption and

but to the inherent tendency of production to exceed the possibilities
market. and military costs would be borne in one way or another by

ing class. But the theory was also politically dangerous, as it suggested

rvorkers could or should give up their principal aims lbr the sake of

gains that would linally be to their detriment ('Miliz und Mili
Lei p zi gor l/ol k s=ai t u t r g'. F,'hrua rr r 8r;q).

Rosu T.ur*mhurg's mo'l g*neral lrealmenl oI rhis question is in

phlct SocinlÄ efrnn or Reuolution'l'fhere is no opposition, she declares,

the struggle lbr relorm and the stmggle for politiual porver: the lbrmer is a

the latter an end in itserl{. Sticial dernocracy is distinguished from

refbrmisnr bv its awareness of the ultimate eoal. To treat relbrms as an

thcmselves means accepting the inde{inite continuance o{ capitalism,

it to t-'scaper dc-struction at the cost of a ft'rv rrrodifications. -l'br example,

Schmiclt helil that the worhers' politicaI and economic struggle would

time to public control over prriduction antl would limit the role ot cal

But in fact the workers' influence on capitalist proiluction could only

rcactionary efTect: it would hold up technical progress, or align

capitalists against consumers. 'In general,' Rosa l,uxernburg wrote in 1

trade union movemcnt is not moving into a period of victorious de 
..

but into one of increasing dil'ficulties. Shen the dcvelopment or

reachcs its zenith and rnorldwidc capitalism begins to go downhill,the
task rvill be doubly dillicult. In thc first place the objcctive state ottrll

rnarkct wil-l be worse. as demand vill increasc more slowly and su tn l\tay rSgq shc declared that the British trade unions had

, -- r,,,\\. S.r..rndl1" capital will be even rlore unscrupulous in srlizing

'dty :T,;; nr,rrhrct r hich is the rvorkers' duc, so as to recoup its losscs on

tPuT-,"-rri,','. I lre.tal" t'annol inlen,'ne in atrr other inlcrest lharr (hal ,l'
lvorlu '"* . ^f fho ."trifcliqt .leqs rnd .rn onlv rrrr'srre rrcneral'1"^:.;.. it iF an .,rgrn of the capitalist r:lass and can only 

'ursue 
g.neral

ut'"l'-^ {rr a. thcv a.cord rvith the interests ofthat tlass. This applies
. _ rn \1, Lu! '_
rP\ lrr _

,.,d,,mu,.,.rti,.1,,,liti,.alin.1 ilutions. r'rhich th* borrrg"oi.ie rtill muintairr
'' ul. it srrils lh"nr 1o du sr,. Henr','no umottttl ol'

äs, anrl to lllr'r'\lenr rrl

äJrn ou.rtt,r, )ü' ''apitalisrn or achieve rcvolutionary objcctives by tlegrees'

i"nl.trriut'. ccotrotni,'and political struggle can only help to 6ring about
y'"- t:r:^,-,. ^{ -^-,^1,,i:^-.;+,1^-" n;rl rc R.'.nclpin r",t,,o. llr,-l
;t"O:..rt". ,.,,nrlitio.rts. of revolution: it does not, as Bernstein argues, lcad

ntiät1 ,rr,r',t-.ilr'iulistn or re:l.rir'1 ,'xploitution' S lrat the sl|rrggle rt' hi''res

L. trun.l'or,,raliurt of society hut the transformation of thc conscittusness

oroletal.iat. 'fo treat short-terrn succcsses as cnds in thernselves is con-

tJth. .lr* r ierrpoint and can only breed illusions; 'in the capitalist world,

reform is and alr,vays rvill be a nut r,vithout a l<erncll In despite of Bern-

Marx's predictions conOerning the devclopment of capitalism are being

to the letter. 'l'he {äct that there arc no criscs of ovcrprodutttion at the

does not invalidate his viervs or signify that capitalisrn is changing or

ble of adarrtation. 'l'he urises that Marx knerv at llrst hand werc 1ot the

as those he predicted: the ftirmer n''ere crisos ol thc grolvth and expan-

of capitalism. rrot its exhaustion-the real crises o{ overproduction have

to come. The systcm of share capital is not, as Bcrnstein maintains, a sign

small canitalists are on the increase: it is a {brm of the conccntration ol
ital and therefore internsilics contradictions instead of curing them. The

riat cannot avcrt or invalidate the larvs of capitalisl economy: its defen-
struggle Ior 1he right to sell labour-power on normal terms is a Sisyphean

' 
though necessary to prevent wages falling still morc. Ilut, whatevcr the

'efforts" their sharo in the wt.alth o{ societv must diminish'tith the
ility uf a natulal pro(.(.ssi as the productivity of labour increascsl

i-revolution anrl rcform are different in nature, not mcrely in degrec:
does not alnount to a gradual revolution, or revolution to a telescopcd

rn'To rhink urherrri.,.i" i, b"li,.r,.tlrat r.upirrli.nr need ,,n11 b,,rn,"nj,.,l.
tttat its orcrl lrr,,l i. lluleL,essi-lr\.

,I
' tl*".h.,rq"s r,'lusal to adnrit that relorms had any value irr them-

lnd ht't mi-s{1ps1 of any .onspicuous succ(.rbs in the proletariat's eco-

'llu*$," irr,'lin,.rl her to nral.e p*..inri*r ic lorcr.ust. ,ni ,o dispurlge lhe
oblained. I{c'r revisionist adversaries. such as IJernstein and Davitl,JhrrDrltain 

as ir nrt,,l"l country as 1är a-" thc u,orl<ers'struggle was con-

llt: 3l the othcr hand. sarv in it a pernicious cxanrple ol hon' the pro-
enr ,l -r '

i;;:'u.0,' r'Urrrrlrtcrl br rernporurl guii,.l-'u ot ,'t,rrrrlrterl by ternporary gains. In an article in lhc Leipzi,g,er



achieved successes by abandoning the class viewpoint and
the lrameworl< o{ the capitalist eoonomy. The tsritish ptoletarial
bourgeois ideas and sacrificed class objectives for immediate gain.
now at the end of this period, and the class struggle-in the to
reformist sense-is about to begin again.

All this is fülly in accord with Nlarx's theory, but not with the
from Engels on which the reformists relied. At the first congress of
Communist party on 3o December rgr8 Rosa Luxemburg made no
interpret Engels in a sense favourable to her own views. but critici
taking a reformist line in the Introduction to Marx's Tlrc Class
France, under pressure, as she claimcd, fiom Bebel and the social
in the Reichstag.'fhe text in question had done harm to the socialist
by providing a permanent excuse to those who based their hopes on
liamentary action and in practice ignored the prospect of revoluti

Rosa Luxemburg did not speculate deeply as to the basis of Marx
the working class, by virtue of its position, must evolve a

sciousness. lVlarx lbrmed this opinion in r 843 on purely philosophi
and never abandoned it. Its only basis at that time, however. was the
that because the working class is subject to the maximum of deh
it cannot liberate itself as a separate class but only as a movement
humanity of mankind as a whole. This is scarcely a cogent a

a pafticular class is oppressed, exploited, and dehumanized it does

a priori that that class must aspire to world revolution, still less that
tion will succeed. ln any case, the modern .rvorking class is no more

ized than the slaves of antiquity. In his later writings Marx used
to be more pragmatic arguments. The capitalist system would soon

over technological progress, and the rvorl<ing class stood for a

would remove obstacles to such progress and subordinate
human needs instead of to the multiplication of value lbr its own

argument involves premisses which are 1är from obvious. It assumes

inite technioal progress is in the nature of things, or rather that
technical improvement is an inseparable part of human nature

progress is a human activity: as Ldvi-Strauss puts it, one axe does

another. But Marx did not malce this assumption; on the contrat!,

that the urge for technical improvement was peculiar to capitalism
existed in other economic systems. Thus. if he was right in
talism rvas bound to lose the power to improve technology, the cc

would be that capitalism would cease to exist in its presentlotrrr,r
acterized by technical progress; but it would not follow that its rot

inherited by the workirlg 
"1".r, 

still less that the working class would

ability to control technical progress and that this ability would ens
rgv^f,.,: J -

' "rutronary by natrrre, her account of sor:ial reality was olien based

-6. J1 r.,ruld equally well be supposed that capitalism would go
y'-' -^r r'-----. ^- l-., -^-1-^^l L-, ^-^+L^-.^^i-+-. +L.r -i-h+irl, ,,o*no", Irirrn or be replaced by another soci;ty,lhat,might

ti, 0.0""',T ll:-:l'llnuäl 
improvement of productiv. forces a

.,-r" ,.,r". \\'ils not the whole of Marr's argument. He also thought that
lL ''

:-"1 rrrciridt to the proletarian revolution would bc the increasing
lld' f'

,"n ni ,,[r"..o. the disappearancc] of the intermediate class, the

n'r ri* uf th" 'rr'sene army' and of the proletariat, and the develop-

liä. tu,,"r'. ,'lass-r'onsciousncss. lJut even ttn Marx's prcmisses these

, rr. no, sufHtient to justi{y belief in the incvitability of a proletarian rev-

poverty does not in itself produce a trend towards revolution, nor tloes

ance of the exploited class, nor, least of all, the {äct that justice

side. On the other hand, according to Marx the growth of revolution-

dcpcnds on social conditions 'objectively' tending towards

ion: it is no1 a spontaneous mental phenclmenon, but must be the reflec-

an actual historical trend. In order to know whether to expect an

of revolutionary consciousness, we must lirst find out whether a social-

al is on the way in accordance with the historical process. But it has

shown that this condition is f'ullilled, since the proletarian revolution

icted by N'larx has not yet occurred any'where and there is no reason to

it soon, or indeed at all.
Marx nor llosa l-urenrburg makes it clear which statement loeically

fust: thal capitalism cannot be relbrmed, or that the working class is
to destroy it by revolution. Since the two propositions are not thc same,
they must Lre provcd independently or one must follow lrom the other.
polemics lvith the refbrmiots, R,r.o L.,""-hurg appears to make most
the former proposition. IIer theory of accumulation supplies proot

' 
according to her, N{arx failed to give) that for purely economic reasons

cannot go on indefinitcly. But even iI we aocept that theory for the
argument, it is not clear how it lbllows that thcre must be a proletarian
'on' Assuming that capitalism must collapst-' because private ownership
heans ol pr,rrlur.tion leads lo,,r,.rpr,,r1u,.t ion rnd cri:cs. it is still not
ahat the syst,'m r,f onnership must be transformed in that particular

u conclusion is morc likely, though still not certain, on the lurther
tons that society is coming closer to a state in which it consists of noth-+L^ r

;llnourUeoisi* and the proletariat, that the latter's situation cannot be

on

not
rnd

"ruv€dr and that the bourgeoisie is bound to resist any attempt to

Tln"U:tt ol the rneans of production. But of these three additional
Ils. o.1., *L - t
| ' urrr) lno lasl is r.redible.
QoW*-ro- D r
."_^:":" ltosa Luxemburg believed unalterably that the working



more on theory than on observation. She was convinced that rer,
consciousness was on the increase, and whcn the fat'ts heliecl thi, .hu
inclined to blame lhe leaders' opportunism than objective ci
Bclieving that the workers were 'cssentially' revolutionary she
hope in an elcmental riutbreak than in organized party action.

4. The consciousness of the proLelo.rio.t and forms
o.l' p olitir:ol or garuization

'fnr questi'n of sponta'eity versus party organization was the crux
Luxemburg's most violent disagreernent r,vith the Bolsheviks; but she
ilar dangers in every branch of social dermocracy. Lonin, I(autskv.
'Iirrati were all guilty in h.r eyes rf underratirg the sp'ntaneity of
and tending to dis.ourage it by the doctrine of 'leadership,. Here again
almosl the onll one ol her o|inion in the social democraric,nouÄ"r,

By spontaneity, however, she did not mean a blind impulse devoid
logical self-awarencss. Not only hatl Marx predicted the proletarian
but his prediction rnust itself becornr part .f the proletarian consci
order for the revolution to come about. 'lt is fundamental to the
upheaval as {brmulated in Marx's t}reory that this theorry should
form ol the worhing-class consciousness and, as such, a historical fa

own right' (article on Marr in Vonr;ärts, r4 Nlarch rgo3). Since the
ary consciousness that is to be, or is now taking shape, has already
mulated in terms o1 thcory, the working class has every opportunity to
aware ofits own destiny, and there is no need ofleaders to educate

or look afier their cunsciousness lbr them. Lenin's ultracentralism
of opportunism, typical of the intelligentsia-so Rosa Luxemburg
'Problenrs o{ the organization o{ Russian social democracy' (Die lYeue

42-3, 1903-4). According to Lenin. the Central Committee could

itself lull power ul.s-ir-r,is party organizations, turning the whole

mere passivc instrument.

llle centralization of social rlemocracy, bascd on these twt-, principles-

blind subjcctiori ol all party organs and thcir activity" dorvn to the minutest

a cc-ntral authority rvhich thinks, acts antl clecicle* 1br.'v"ryone. and

strict scparation of the organized core ol the party lrorn the surrou

tionary nti/ieu, as Lenin uou[d havc il-scems to us no more or less than q

ical translcrcnce of ttre f3lanquist principles ol'the organization ol

groups to the social clemocratic rrovement of the rr,rl*ing masses. Lenin

his own point ol vicw utorc trenchantly" perhaps, than any of his oPPu

havc done lvhen he speal<s ol'his 'revohrtionarry riemocratr ,, 
"'Jncobln

.--ri,,n ul the proletariat tronscious of its class iltcrests'. But social dcmoc-
otgunt'1,,'"f.,,l rrirlr the ,rrgirnizali,,n ol lh,'uorking, 1a.". ir i" its,'U lhe u,,rl.ing-
tisnot tt"" -

rnoveilerlt

, .r^r rrr rli.tinguish the mindlcss discipline of the barrat:k-room lr6m

i,l:: är:-r, ti.,nl an,l his centralism was imbuctl with thc 'sterile atdtude
tt"-lr-*r,.f-r,",rn. llerolutionary tactics could not be invented by leaders,

ä1r, i.""t'',' :ll'u:1",":"s\: 
hi'st.ry cam. first" lcldels' 

:':T:i:"T:::
,ä" .fl'.','t ,,l the B,rlshevil< policy was to paralyse the fic'e development

.r;tnf ut" tleprive il of responsibility, and make it an instrumcnt o{ the
r'- ^{ *.,--,-t.,+i^- -,,-r L^ +},^ -^11.,^t i.,- -;-,:l
"O 

tn,,lttg,,r-ttsia. Tht-. agency of rcvolution must be the collective mind

*ort.r, and not the consciousncss of self-styled leaders. The errors of

ä. *o.L"rr' movcment \\i ere more fruitfirl than the infallibility o{ a Cen-

Committee'
he Russian Revolution of r9o5 convinced Rosa Luxemburg that mass

were the most e{Tective form of revolutionary action. Tn hcr view, that

ion aflbrded a pattt'rn {br other Iiuropean countries: an elemental out-

without a leadcr, a plan, or a co-ordinated programme, and not initiate{

political party. In r9r4 I(autsl<y, in Der politische Massenstreik, dt-'gried

Luxemburg's vicrvs as an aberration: how coultl she sul)pose that a tew

of accidental, disorganizt-'d strikcs, without a uni{ying idoa or plan,

teach the lvorl<ers morc than thirty years ol systematic work by parties

hade unions? llut this was precisely what Rosa Luxemburg believed; and

held that the revolutionary potential of the working masses was indestruc-
though it might be temporarily stilled by arrogant lcaders. This did not
that the party wtrs superlluous, howevcr. 'lhe concept oI an advance
of the proletariat n'as a sound one; but it should be a group oI active
rs, not a sover'eign body. Thc party's task was not merely to await tlre

n but to hasten the course o{ history; this, howcver, was not a matter
irqcie5 lnrl c(,ups (l'ötot bur ol ,.ultirating lh,.rerolulionar) con-

of the mas-"es. who r,vould in thc end decidc the fate of socialism
help lrom their lt,aders.

Rosa L'xemburg criticized l,enin for his barrack_room ideas antl
tion o1 thc socialisir4ovemcnt, she did not ioin issue directly with

s doctrine which Lenirr adopted as the basis ni hi. th"ory of the party,
revolutionary 

consciousness should be instilletl into thc workers'rnove-to"r u,rro,,i. i,,;il_';in his article 'Rosa Luxemburg as a Marxist' iIII
unrl Il'lcts sr: n/reruusstsein (H isro ry and ()lass- (),, ir 

"io 
u rro rr, r94).

rL^,
:'lldt 

sne hcrsell a,'ccpted this doctrine, as she held that thc party\t^L' r ', aD 
'rr\'

::t'.tt" of tht-' prolctariat's class-consciousness and that its task rvas to
Illto practice by irnbuing a sponLaneous movcrnr:nt with the tmth



already implicit therein. Rosa [,uxemburg would probably have agreed
formulation, hut she would not hav. gone on to say that the intelli"-
the primc source of the consciousness of the proletariat, or that the
rolc of standard-bearer could be replaced by a group of leaders. T[ 6".
was the self:organizing proletariat, not the prolotariat organized by prq
lunctionaries of the revolution. ln hcr comments and criticisms she
the position that Nlarrism u.as not merely a theory of the historical
an articulation of thc consciousncss, latent though it might be *. y"t, of
workers'movement. Shen that consciousness took shape, i.e. when
taneo's movement achievcd theoretical sel{-knouledge, the distinction
theory and practice r'r,'ould cease to exist: the theory would become a
lbrce, not in the sense o{ being a wcapon in the struggle, but as an
of it. There is i' this senso a kind of pre-established harmony between
doctrinc and the rcvolutionary movement that was to make it its own.
not 'invent' the philosophy of history: he erpressed the content of
tariat's sell'-arvareness, u'hich was still dormant, and was, one may say,

rnent by which that conterrt was first mani{'ested.

This account of tht' matter is consistent with N{arx's view of his
and with llosa Luxemburg's dominant idea. but she did not herself
similar language. It is clear that the abtive interprctation does not
di{Terence between Leninism and Rosa Luxemburg's philosophy of
but is compatibkr rvith either of them. lf the party's function is to i
spontaneous movemcnt with the truth that is imrnanent in that
are still free cither to accept Lenin's view o{ the party as a mani
agree with Rosa Luxemburg that thc workers' rnovernent is always a

neous process and that all tho party has to do is to explain to the
true objectives as laid down by history.

Rclsa Luxemburg's belief that the worhers' movement should not be

ulated or lbrced into a tactical moukl by party leaders was the basis of

icism of the Bolsher-iks alier their first year of rule in Russia. This

three main heads: thcir policy torvards the peasants and towards the

itics, and thc question of democracy in the state and party.
Rosa Luxomberg criticized Bolshevik tyranny in the same way as

but not fbr thc same reasons. I(autsky defended democracy on general

that rr.cre not specifically Marxist but might also be rccognized by

whereas Rosa l,uremburg was actuated by her Marxist faith in th9

valuc of the spontaneous political activity of the rnasses. She brushed 4

arguments of l(autsky and the N[enslrevil<s alrout Russia's econotr

wardness and the desirabilitv of a coalition with the liberal b

shr: said. n'ould be a descrtion of the revolutionarv causc. 'llhe B

been right to start the revolution lr,hen thcy did and to bank on its of it. Lenin and Trotsky decided that power should be wielded

_. ^f tlte trorld. Here Rosa l,uxemburg was in agreemcnt with tots\
t tt".l.",u. 

uar11 should seize power when it was politically feasible to do
Lenttr' "'' ,' r ..-:-.,;-- ^Lianti^ne rhnrrf eennnmir metrtrifv-alwavs on thelLtntji..".i i,,,.irinaire objections about economic maturity-always on the

*gt|:". 
"h,.h 

l u" generally accepted, that a socialist revolution in Russia

11,"" ..u"...,f il it touched o{T a revolution throughout Europe. She also

,",1 

'ri" 
ro"irt dr.m{)cralic prin,-iple thal.thr- part) rnust I'ir.t gain t .t:j":

":" -;" then thjnl< about taking power. This was oparliamentary cretinism':

ää;;r." 
r,rus to use revolutionary tactics to gain a majority, not the

iä *uy to""d
'riu, *u not m,'a11. h,*ever,ll*,i: q"il l,ilils 

seized rl":..l::n]::n:
ijl*li,rr. po'ulation" shoukl maintain itsell by terror and reject all n'rmal

ä, otpof i,i,.rf iree,l,,m irncl repres.nlatir.rn.'lh"^turning-p,int.ol ,n., 
T.:'1"

iä.r rru. the dispersal of the Constituent Assembly. Lenin and totsky
-don. 

"*u,r 
with gcneral elections altogether, basing thcir power on the

iprs. Trotshy declaretl that the Assembly summoned before October was

tionary and tirat universal suflrage was needless as it did not truly reflect

state of feeling of the masses. Buq Rosa Luxembr-rrg replied, the masses

influence their representatives a{ter the elections and make them change

and the more democratic the system, the m6re effective such pressure

be. Democratig institutions were not per4ect, but to abolish them was

worse. as it paralysed the political life of the masses. The restriction oI

suffrage to those u ho worked for their living was absurd in the general state

with industry in ruins and unemployment on a huge scale. The curbs

Press and on thc right of assembly turned the rule of the masses into a
oFreedom 

only {br supporters of the government, only for members of a

party, however rumerous-this is not freedom. Freedom must always be
who think dillerently' (The Russian Re'"-olution). Socialism was a live

I movement and could not be replaced bv atlministrative decrees. If
affairs were not proper\ tliscussed they would become the province of a

ctrcle of olficials and corruntion would be inevitable. Socialism called
spiritual translbrmrliorr,,l th" masses. and lerrorism was no ua1 to bring

tut: there must be unlimited clemocracy, a free public opinion, freedom
rons_and the Press, the right to hold meetings and form associations.

): the only active part erl: society would be the bureaucracy: a small
o{ leqdpp5 tn,,ul,1 gir. or,l"r.. and rh,. rrorl<"rs' tasl< uould l,e to applaud

.rne dictatorsliip o1'th" proletariat woulrl be replaced by the dictatorship

,':lti lO Ti'otsky, Rosa Luxemburg wrote, democracy u,as the opposite

lrtthip, u. it ,*, for I(autsl<y. 8"""u.,." c,f this opposition Iiautsky
the n"^1.., ^ .'rre Prolt'tariat should give up the power it had seized in an unripe sit-

uecause ('f ir | ^-:- ^-l .o^.-,--. r^^:r^r +r.-^r ^^-,...- -L^,,t1 h^ -^,i^t,J-,1



by means of c.ercion. But thc proletariat is sup|osed to exercise tho
"hip ol a cla... not ol a parl) or a ,-lique. irnrl ir .h,ruld ,J.,.o onon't')

r r I -'rJt
crati. conditions. 'If we have revealed thc bitter h"rn.l of i""quutit"l
bcneath the husk of {brmal equality and fret--rl,,nr. it is not i" ord".'to
hush away, liut to persuad. the worl<ing r:lass not to he satisfied wiL
press on to the conqucst oI political power and 1ill it with u ,r"* ,o.i.l
. . . Dictatorship is no1 a matter of abolishing democracy but of apnl.,;
rectly' (ibid.). Tiue, the Bolsheviks had comc to ptiwerr in circu
r,vhich lull derrrocracy was impossible. But they were now making a
necessity by seeking to impos. their own tactics .n thc rhol" wo.in
ment, turning the distorti'n of an exc.ptional situation into a uni
They were to be comme.ded {br seizing power in Russia. but the soci
was a matter lbr the whole world antl not for a single country.

Rosa l-uxemburg's criticism.f the Bolshevik dictatorship was consi
her earlier critique of Leninism. In r 9o6 she wrote that 'the very idea
ism excludes minority mle' ('Blanquism antl social derrrocracy,,
dar, z7 Junc). She also said at that time that when the Tsardom was
the Russian proletariat, after seizing po\,\r-er, would hand it over to a
elected by a majority of the population, and, as the proletariat was a
in llussia, this governme't could not be predominantly s'cial-democ
not clear hor,v she imagined the Bolsheviks coulcl l<eep themselves in
rgr8 while allowing free elections, since tht-. proletariat was only a mi
it could not by any means he supposed thal the wholo of it would vote
Marlov and l(autsl<y did not have to meet this di{liculty in their criticis
Bolshevik dictattirship, since they took the view that authority must deri

general representative institutions, so that thcre could only be a

tht-' proletariat if the latter constituted thc bu lk of society. Rosa Luxe
the other hand, seemed to bclieve that the Bolsheviks c,uuld have

power by democratic rneans under a systern of popular rcpresentati
strange notion could only be based on her mythical, unshakeable be

innatc revolutionary character of the rnasses, r,vhich, left to themse

bound tci evolve socialist {orms of public life. Lenin and l}otsky were

deal more circumspect and realislic than this.

5. 7'1rc no.ti.onal question

Tue question of nationality was a perrnancnt, rrnsolrerl theoretical
l\llarxism and a practical dilTiculty ol'scicialist movernenLs. It was not e

oncile thc principle that class divisions were fundarncntal to social a

prediction and lo probl"ms ol prur'1 i, alpolicl. r'rith th" lristoritalfact
ple werc and always had beerr divided on a national basis. Ethnic r, "" F*'\'roa(s- llr,' \uslriuns orer lh,.Cz,.,.hs anrl \4oruriarrs. All llr.s. small

. -,,lteo1lttrr criteria than thostl of rllass, and a nation was historically
d'Y ul.riur,.las.; hot then could a purely class vier'vpoint be combined
EäIlsr'"- 'r --...^."-iti,,,. .'f th,'ti,thf nf nafions fri indcnendence?'l'hettrunt'.,,';.,,,r1 rt.r.ognition of thtt right of nations to indtlpendence? 'l'he

tllä',,i";,.,,1r1,.. rgairr.r r hr.ir "rploil,'r" hutl h,'"n a polrulqr .ln*0"n.,'n

:1ni"-ir"r,,r,i1 ,.'nturv ancl ntt doubt expressed the natural attitude of the

11"1,.'r"rrf,,,'orrrrir.s ol thr- \ge,,l l-murrli'ation. hul on inspe.lion it

'9tt:il^r,,, srlre tlrr- irrrr.t.rale prol,lems ol rrational Ir,nliers and min,ri-

'Ji'ä : ;;' i' I 1 r o i t a ti o rr YII : :: : i:::.)-:: :,':"':5:':, :ll i:1i11 "1:
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ä n *, hr,',1r,, "h"u in despite oI all pradicll 
"1p.t',tt"1c",thi:,tf : 

i"*t,

ätir. *.1.., peoples rvere 'in the nature of things' identical with those of

metropolitan 
pnrlulnnt'l'. . . ,, r rr r - ,r ..,._-_- _.1 rL.. .^^+i^-^r_

ärtJ l"g"t. lcli. nothing that could be calletl a theory of the national-

"*ir. ffr.;. attitude to the prolllem was a mixture of Hegelian rr:minis-

th" rloguo. ol'r[3218, and their personal likcs and dislil<es, which they

,,t for"iflv a1 tirn.s, especially irr letters. Their viervs arc marked by a

European orierrtation and by contempt {tir small 'unhistorical' pooples,

are dournetl to tlestmtl.ion as natittns and are mcanwhile supporters of

reaction and puppcts o{ grcat-power intrigue' Marx was systcmatically

to Russia. believirrg that the desire lbr world domination was thg main-

of her policyr hc suspccted the British gr.rvernment oI conniving at Russran

msionism, and rcgarded Britain's part irr the Crimean S/ar as due to proltl-

pressure. Hc nas little interested in ancient civilizations other than that

, dismissing thom as infarrtjle periods of spiritual weakness and bar-

both India and China r'r,ere written olT irr this waY. He oncc' wrote in a

that the Orient hatl givcn us nothing but religion and the plague. He had

that socialisrn rvas the mission of the advanocd and dorninant coun-
By creating a world market the bourgcoisio rvas settirrg the stage firr rev-

, and when it took place in the developed countries the rest would
Engels welco,n",l th" llrrited States' conquest of territory from Mexico

\; 
Fren''h.olorrizution ol \lgeria: lhe ß,'douirr \\erc a r.r"",,l bandits anl-

' Ivrarx emphasizetl Brilain's rcvolutionary role in lndia, roused by colo-
rrom its rnillennial slurnbers. In a letter of 9 August rBBz hc rebul<ed

tn tor taking a sentimcr-rtal view of Egyptian natiorralism. Errgels made
f ^l rt ur nls (''nt.m1rt for the Balkan peoples: tlre Bulgarians \{cre a racc ot
rds who rvotrlcl clo best to k""p q.,i"t undcr Ttrrkish rulc pending the

r*u revolutiori. \ll these small nations were allies of the'ßar and ent'-
lt tht d"u.l,r,rerl \,.qt 'l'he 'hiclnrir.' ,r..,rr,leq*(]errnrns Prrles- llrrnrrari-

revol uti
eve[oped \\bst. 'l'he 'historic' peoples*Gerrnans. Rrles, IJungari-
rule ovcf the other Slavs (except Russia); Poland should be(except Russia); Poland should be

ln L

,"-1".'pn'-t772 llorrtir'r.. in,'ludirrg Lithuunia. \\hite Rrr.siu. attd i,
of the L]krainer. Thc Hu,,guriorl. werc entitlcd to rule over thc Slo-
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subject peoples had played no part in European_ history and would
independent. France should rule over Belgium, Alsace, and Lorraine.
over Schleswig. In general the higher civilization should p."ouil oou.'
progress over barbarism and stagnation. Both Marx and Engels rvgls
interested in the Polish question. Engels thought the Poles had done
the revohrtion than Germany, Italy, and Hungary put together. 

B
regarded the partition of Poland as the corner-stone of European
freeing o{ Poland liom Russian rule would be the first step towards
ing the Tsardom and destroying reaction throughout the world.

Engels's distinction between historical and non-historical peoples is
tion of the mood of rB4B rather than a deliberate historical theorv.
same may be said of his sympathy for Poland and his belief that it
key part in the revolution. Marx, however, towards the end of his life
seriously interested in the prospect of a revolution in Russia; he also
the Irish question might hasten the revolution in England. However,

questions in general played no part in his theory of revolutionary
The socialists of the Second International, especially those from

national empires of Russia and Austria-Hungary could not fall back

eral formulas and summary classifications of nations into o

oreactionaryl especially as they canvassed {or support from the

the subject nationalities. It was thus natural for the Russians, Poles,

trians in pafticular to endeavour to find a socialist solution to the

question. Lenin, Otto Bauer, I(arl Renner, Stalin, and Rosa L
their different ways sought to integrate the national problem into the

Marxist doctrine.
The theme is one which naturally recurs incessantly in Rosa

correspondence. The SDIGiL proclaimed itself first and foremost, rn

tion to the PPS, to be against the policy of Polish independence. Not

Luxemburg was indifferent to the oppression of one nation by anotht

regarrled it as a conseguence and a function of the rule of capital'

socialist revolution the problem would solve itself, as socialism by

would do away rvith all forms of oppression. In the meantime it
lighting for national independence" and it would be harmful to the

arT cause as it would divide the movement into sections, destroy t
tional solidariq, of the proletariat, and divert its attention to natro

which'rvas supposed to be the concern of the whole nation and not or

oppressed classes. In general, concern over the national question as a

problem was the result of bourseois infiltration and tended to u

class viewpoint which was the raison d'etre of social democracy' IvLdti

towards Poland was understanclable as a matter of policy in his drneo

outdated or erroneous and in conflict with Marxist theory, which
rL h J--- *.-)--'._t '-*b*". L\rvvll

'rre llussian r.volution. ln thc fbrmer she states that the rieht of
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poland aud Russia, regardless of class divisions, as resper:tively pro-

ItoÜ::; 
rcacti.rtary. The attempts of Limanon'ski, continued by the PPS,

iveal"' '.-- ,. ". ,. .-r -r . r | , rr | |

ri" .uu". of s,rcialism ivith that of an independent Poland were reac-

ln tl. high.'st degroe. The PPS sought ,::"1:1t" the,international

;p6vement in the cause of a reconstructed Polish state by lbisting on
'ädirtonu o{ the Polish nobility's struggle lbr independence. As early as

ioru Lr*.,t,burg protested."gi"* theintrotluction of a 'Polish' resolrr-

]"r'rh. l,on,l"n Congress of the Second International. arguing that it was

äe that Russia_'s strength.depended on the subjugation of Poland and that
-frurao* 

1y,lslrl ,'ollapse if she were freed. The strength of the Tsardom

-,1".1 on ,.,,ntlitions inside Russia, and the development of capitalism

lead to its dorvnfall in due course'

idea of restoring Poland \{ras not only reactionary inasmuch as it tended

the class soliclarity of the proletariat in the Tsarist empire, but it was

and hopeless as well. In all her writings Rosa Luxemburg never ceased

size that Polish capitalism was an integral part of Russian capitalism;

irds of Polish exports went to the east; thet irreversible process of eco-

ic integration could not be arrested by childish patriotic dreams' No social

in Poland was intcrested in independence: neither the bourgeoisie, whose

depended on Russian markets, nor the gentry fighting desperately

as mrrch as they could oi their way of life, nor the proletariat, whose

was the class struggle, nor the majority of the petty bourgeoisie, nor
nts. At the rnost, some small groups of the intelligentsia who lacked

advancement, or of the reactionary petty bourgeoisie threatened by the
of capitalisrn, drcamt impotently of an independent Poland. In general,

tl problerns had no signi{icancc o{ their own; national movements were
in the interest of particular classes. Since there was no class that coultl
rnt the national cause tin the basis of strong, irrelutable economic prin-
that nas th,'entl ol lhe rnall.r,un ind"p*n-,lcnt Poland \{as an impns.i-

Vhat was true of Russian Poland appliä equally to the provinces rulecl

,^olt'u 
und ,\us1ria. Polish capitalists attempted to turn the workers'

nts to. idcas 'f inclepenclence so as to cloud their minds and persuade
that th. ^-. _-

'jfl9.th*s" ri,'uslR,,., l,u^".hurg combur"d ir.,. rhe oulser the prin-

;::lt".^t s''lf-tl,'termination that iig.,.",I in the programme of the Rus-

tt the enemy was not c4Iritalism but the Germans and the Hakata (an

lt:n,fo. erorling Polish rights in the Poznaf province).

al dem.crats; she inclin"a t"rt?"J i" trr" 'i,,.;r;-M;;"i.. iJ* "t
,1ll"n(rlnt as a solution to the national question after the revolution.qurls \vere st't out in an article 'The nationality guestion and auton-

li"*':, 5,,rja!-demrtkratyczny (No. 6, August rqoS), and in her pam-



l -u

self:detr:rmination is a slogan of bourgeois nationalisrn, implyinq
nation has an equal right to decide its own destiny. In fact, nationai
are progressive or reactionary according to historical circumstances.

recognized by Marr and Engels when they emphasized the reactionqrv

ter of national aspirations on the part o{ the southern Slavs and Cz"
Swiss revolt against the Habsburgs in the fourteenth century or the
of Scots, Bretons, and Basques; many of these movements su

tionary monarchies against republicans. The natural tendency of history
small nations to be absorbed by larger ones; cultural and linguistic s'
horrnd to he the rrltimate goal, and it was reactionary and utopian to
reverse this process. 'Can one speaL seriously of "self:determination,,
Montonegrins, Bulgars, Romanians, Serbs and Greeks, or even to
extent ol the Swiss?'In any case a nation was not an integrated socinll

but a congeries of hostile classes opposing one another in everlthing.
Rosa Luxemburg held that the recognition o{ the right of nati

self-determination was one of the llolsheviks' gravest mistakes.

called right was 'no more than an idle petty-bourgeois phrase and

the Bolsheviks had hoped by it to secure the support of the non-Russi

ples of the empire, but the result was that the Poles, Finns, Li
Ukrainians, and the peoplcs of the Caucasus used their freedom to
the revolution, though formerly they had been active in its cause.

del'ending the integrity of the Russian state, now the bulwark of the

tion, and ocrushing separatism with an iron hand', the Bolsheviks had

the bourgeoisie of the non-Russian peoples to decide their own fate

even stirred up national I'eeling among peoples like the Ukrainians,
never been a nation.

'lhe acerbity with which Rosa Luxemburg fought the idea of nati

pendence, especially fbr the Poles, brought her and the Leninists -

opposition, but it must be emphasized that this was a question of stra

not of difl'erent views as to tht' intrinsic value of nations and national

Lenin's attitude on this noint was the same as Rosa Luxemburg's. He

the right to self-determination, but he regarded it as the duty of

fight against the separatism oftheir orvn nation; in any case

was far less important than the interest of the revolution, i.e' of ke

Bolsheviks in power. 1he proletariat of a nation should speak {br it

separation versus integration, and the mouthpiece of the proleta

party, which erpressed the most progressive tendencies of any na

Lenin's disapproval ol the brutality of the Soviet occupation of Geo.

had no practical effect, and the party's programme altbrded ampleJ

of the violent measures by which most of the Russian Patrimony was

However, Rosa Luxemburg's quarrel with the PPS was a fu
' +L,

"'re Llniy der'isive historical conflict; national questions are either

-. r-i,rht ii nray appear incredible that she could bc so blind to social
htnuilU'- r.. t. I r | ..
,'^. fr"it5is uas not the only instance of its kind: she was a doctrinarre

.r,ot ,t ..,"gn and through. Her accounts of social phenomena are

,^.r, f.or a \larxist s.hema, with the minimum of correction in the light

ionce. Since capitalist society was in the nature of things divided into

,1, .rurr.r" antl as the interest of t-'ach class was identical throughout the

ä]ut t.nrt as frr as the class 
Yar 

was.conc:."."d, it was a theoretical impos-

Ulrio, u"y nation ',rs a whole'to aspire to independence, for aspirations on

nlfonnt plane simpll r'ould not erisl. Roszr Luxernburg \'\ds nol shal<en in

."iri"" ty th.. outburst of nationalism in rgr4 and the rcsulting collapse

,j Int.routiuna[: sht' merely ]rlamed the social dcmocratic leaders tor

ing international ideals. Like many doctrinaire Marxists, she ceased to

in t"rm. of social analysis when experience I'ailed to bear out her theo-

presuppositions; instead, she looked for 'guilty men' and blamed the

un.y oo subicctive Iäctors. Since nations did not exist as integrated

ities" therc could be no such thing as a true national movement. If
appeared to bt-', it was a case of 'bourgeois frarrd' or 'revisionist treach-

and the Marxist schema rernained unscathed. The working class was

ally revoiutionary and any appearance to the contrary must bo due to

Ieaders inslilling reformist idt'as in the worlcers: the disparity between

essence ofthings and superlicial experience could be ignored or attributed
ividual bad faith. or erplained as a 'dialectical contradiction'. Reasoning

is way, Rosa Luremburg was able to preserve her views unaltered even
her predictions were almost always falsilied by events.

in for his part criticized Rosa Luxemburg on the ground that by one-
combating l'olish nationalism she was favouring the more dangerous
ism of Great llussia. Others who criticized her were the PPS theorists.

Perl and l(azimierz l(elles-IGauz. The latter wrote in rgo5 that the 'eco-
: conditions' that were supposeclly an obstacle to Polish intlependence
no more than a matter of trade between provinces. and that Rosa Lux-

was in eff'ect advocating that the proletariat should adapt its activity to
yurary requirernents of the bourgeoisie. National states were in the
Inlerest o[ capilalism, but independt.nr.e was also necessary to the

llit:' :t it *", n o"",r.io.y ,.nr',rlition of dernocracy.D^r.. ^.
',u_rlsh (-olnnrunists. on the other hand, wholeheartedly accepted Rosa

s doctrine on thc subject of national independence. 'llhe later crit-
"f 
;i;; 

;: ä,.,;,' T,l:ii,; :: "l,l'"Jl, 
lgcncral and summary character,l"^ .. b'"rref n+ 6.. ^ -r

,r"^,"'..unn''tr-slirnaling'th,'hourgeoisie's int.rr-sl in Ihe internaI rnar-fL - 
..urlrrurrsrrrnatrng tnc Dourgeorste s lnterest rn the rnLernal nlar-

lnat of other classes in th" national cause. But this criticism neverf^- J llr LrlE rrdLlutldt LduDU. uul LtllD ui tLlulDlll llcvEl

l,t 
ut tn r'all in rluestion the principle that thc class struggle is 'in the



transient, unimportant issues or a disguise for 'real', i.e. class, interests;
they represent a potential source of revoiutionary energy that must be rr
tactical reasons but can hardly be taken scriously 'in a historical
In short, Marxism in its Communist version never came to terms with
realities.

Rosa LuxnnrRrrRc is an outstanding example of a type of mind that
met rvith in the history of Nlarxism and appears to be specially attr
Marxist outlook. It is characterized by slavish submission to authority. r

nith a belief that in rhat submission the ralue. of scientilic thoughtcan
served. No doctrine was so rvell suited as Marxism to satisfy both
tudes, or to provide a mystilication combining extreme dogmatism with
of 'scientific' thinking, in which the disciple could find mental and
peace. X{arxism thus played the part of a religion lbr the intelligentsi
did not prevent some of thom, like Rosa Luxemburg herself, from
improve the deposit of faith by reverting to first principles, thus
their own belief that they were inderrendent of dogma.

Rosa Luxemburg's main theme was the theory o{ accumulation;
closely with her belief that capitalism must bring about increasing class

ization. (All orthodox Marxists shared this belief, and in I(autsky's vi
ism would have collapsed without it.) She endeavoured to give Marxism
consistent shape by defining the circumstances in which capitalism
an economic impossibility. Nlarxism was to her the universal key to
ing of history, enabling the mind to reject as insignificant trifles any

tious factors that might disturb its course. In this way historical ma

could be looked on not as an extreme impoverishment of reality
process of scientific abstraction, preseruing the essence of things and

ine what was merelv accidental. No one seemed to notice. however'

meant treating the whole of actual history as a series o{ unimportant
gencies" leaving scienr-e tr,r conlemplate onll thc general framenorl< of

sition from one economic system to another. All the rest-wars, n
racial con{licts, constitutional and legal lbrms, religions, artistic and i

tual life-was relegated to the scrap-heap of 'accidents', of no concer:

theoretician brooding over the rrrajestic phases of'great'history. In this

barrenness oI simplistic schemata was endoncd with a lalse sublimit/'
1'he {ate of Rosa l,uxemburg's rvritings illustrates the tragedy of the

to preserve the integrality of N[arxism while rejecting the only means

so, viz. an institutional body with authority to distinguish finally
and error. Rosa Luxemburg sought to be the charnpion of orth
instead of regarding the party as the infallible fount of orthodoxy she $€9uence, all that was distinr:tive in Rosa Lr.rxemburg's political and

ti{)()l( j w(, lHr G(rl,lrf,1\ ,\t.L +Jl

in tlr. rev.olutionary mission of the masses as thc spontaneous sour(tc
tut"','"nin \\a: nol guiltl ul this int'on"islenc1. and his lbrm ol Varxism
tlt' l*," in prl.tir'e hecause its doctrine was made the exclusive property
ell€cL'"' - ' r. r---r^-^.-r .-^--^r--a:---^.--":^^ T- +L.-...-^^ ^l D^^., |,---.,,--
1.,]"nirrti.," of pr,rfessional revolutionaries. Tn the case ol Rosa Luxem-

jri** rc:ull: l.rllolred 
,from 

helie.ri,ng. abs,,l,ulel1 in the prodelr-rmina-

"1'friu"rl 
anrl al"o t" 

:n",."tt:ntially',relolulionaty :h,"to:t"'' 
of 

,the

*. 
" 

n", parnphlet on the llussian revolution she urged Lenin to intro-

unt U.r.a dernocracy and at the same time to crush all nationalistmove-

*lrt, nn iron hand, not suspecting lbr a momcnt that there might be any

in thesc two demands.

äl ,fr" frnrl, of h,-r the,,ry of accumrrlation Rosa Luxemburg foresaw increas-

är*., dilTiculti.'s and pressure of capital on wages, 
]he 

radicaliz_ation of the

inp masses. and the class polarization of society.'l}is is why she attached

pra.ii."l impoltan, e to national and peasant movements, whose eff'ect must

ninirtr ur capitalism ,'xpanded. and sho neglected the role of colonial terri-

as thea1res of revolution. In shtift, she believt'd in a proletarian revolu-

in the classic \4arxian sense, whereas Lenin realized that no'pure'
ian revolution vould over occur and that as capitalism approached the

of two-cla-"s society the socialist revolution became less probable, not

Thus Rosa Luxemburg opposed Lenin on three points, each oI which was

ry precondition of the Bolsheviks' success in r9r7: their policy towards

peasants and the nationalities, and their military conception o{ the party.
In an article .,vritten in tgzz and published posthumously in rg24 Lenin

a picture ol Rosa Luxcmburg which was accepted as definitive by the
nist movernent: she was an 'eagle of the Revolution', but she had been

in her opinions concerning accumulation, the national problem, thtr
antl Bolshcvi[<s. and the October Revolution itself. (Her ideas on

ntaneity' and the role of the party do not figure in this list of her mistakes.)
German Comrnunists, after their fäilure to bring about a rising in rgzo and
tlamed their miscalculation on the iderology of 'Luxembu.gi.*', promi-
i_ , rr'Inls wt'rr' Ruth Fischer and X{aslo1', the fbrmer of whom compared
T.LuxemburH to a syphilis gerrn. 'T'he l'hole tradition of the Spartacus

was written o1l as a series of theoretical and tactical errors. In 1926,f-^.. --- -- -"-- -t

:::::"1.1 and personal r.r,nllir-ts in the Sor iet party leadershilr brought
8()-^^ll

n._"l"to 
'rtghtists' to power in the German Communist party, Rosa Lux-

:was rehabilitated for a bricf rreriod. while Ruth Fischcr and Maslow
r i^r'l-."t'ucll('el hut soon thc old stereotypes were revived and intensilied.

lTt:tt 
t" rgrr Stalin closed the discussion by stating that Rosa Luxem-nu'-*'pon*ii,l,'l"r 

,fl" ,n"n., of 'permanent revolution', later adopted by
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theoretical views became a dead letter, and she was remembered

bal tributes by Polish and Cerman Communists commemorating

dom {or the revolution. Her critique of revolutionary despotism rq;s
until long after the Second World War, when such criticism had
rent coin, and was treated as a historical curiosity rather than an i
ohange. In the rg6os, however, some interest in her ideas was shown

called 'Nerv Left' in its search for an alternative model of Marxist

which, n'hile rejecting Lenin's theory of the party, would set its
revisionism and continue to rely on the inexhaustible revolutionarv

of the proletariat.

IV

Bernstein and Revisionism

t. The concept o.f reuisionism

rrnnr 
orevisionism' has never been precisely defined, but has been used

ii;er or narrower sense according to circumstances. In present-day Com-

it is no more than an arbitrary label affixed to any group oI individual

any way critjcizes the policy, programme, or doctrine of a particular

but at the turn of the century orevisionism' existed as a specilic phe-

though rvith lluid boundaries, in Central and East Buropean social-

term denotetl those writers and political ligures who, while starting

ist premisses, came by degrees to call in question various elements

doctrine, espccially Marx's predictions as to the development o{ capital-

the inevitability of socialist revolution. 'Revisionists' were not people

ned Marxism completely or had never been Marxists. but those

to modify the traditional doctrine or who held that some o{ its
features were no longer applicable in the present state of society. Jau-

instance, rvas seldom called a revisionist, because he never set up to be

Marxist in the German sense. Later the term was also applied to
who attempted to supplement Marxisrn on I(antian lines. In general,

r' revisionisrn is typically fbund within the parties that insisted on their
to Marx's theory, i.e. especially those of Germany, Austria, antl Russia.
uy speaking" r.'visionism was regarded as a theoretical position, but its

l:n ly Bernstein in the later rSgos was preceded by political tenden-
led to the same direction. The first sien of the revisionist crisis in

I narty appeared in a discussion ofthe agrarian question in the early
ettn"p.*t.i'.,., a";g;;r. in rtig4 t!,re.,Bavarian social-tlemocratic leader
von Vollmar (rB5o-rizz) urg"j thot ire party shoultl defend the inter-
Peasants t. *.ll-". norkers. Thi. rrpp""r",l to be a purely tactical ques-

ll1ltl":n.O an essential point of theory. 'lhe orthoclox, following Marx
L r,,
l-retothat agriculture under capitalism must develop on broadly the
qö lndustry. i.". that fewer and fewer owners lvould hold more andtL^r - -'J'

-rc Iä[d- and that small peasant proprietors would be squeezed out of

,,,'^t"n"" I(autsl<y and those who thought like him were against tal<ing
use of the ,rnull fu.-"rs^ who wcre tloomed to extinction as a r:lass

1:1.2


