| ummm‘m , 8
"o 1905 REVOIUFTON AND 1907 GONGRE'.“:-!

. o The worlcl of 1osa. L“xembln - evun as the world in gonera.l, changed com-

‘ p"etely wi.ﬁh tha 1905 Hussirm Rmolu‘!;icn. Sonethmg was taf:lnitoly in the' a.‘.Lr
_,tiimughout the wo..ld, a,m.ongh xzb(meur‘the conneﬁveness of the etents,

-rmch lass t.he c.oncept of 1905 asdproloqug 'bo 191?,usre present to none/( S Eade

N AT

: ics 3 M/ﬂm ccnca:‘ete put every sin.gle theory ho thu :

a.ctions of the pea,sa.ntry as 1well 78 the prol, released s0

) well as thoughts in the masses, in revolutionary leaders. in organiza.tion, a.no.

_ ‘even . peu-sonal rela.tions, in a wa.y that nothing séemad in any way reJa.ted to
' wlut talking or tl_'leom or action was 'be.fore.

.In the case of Rosa, where, on organization, she not only gladly accgi:t

A : -
Jogishes leadership, tmt showed very little interest .in the question, there she
ua.s, not just a.longside but towéri.ng pectically as well as thaoretiéa.lly. For
emple, a simple matter ﬁ( like writing 2 new broadside meant being also re- W

o

sponsible for ite publica.tion. meant rushing to find a printer, not just by a dis-
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Aom b payment, bub with gin in hand to see that it actually was dons,

It maant on. entirely nm\' stage also ia rela.tiorxs with W
in in particular, Three datelinas a.ud. riaces ==

ugns_t_:ggc'f a=iill tell thg ith und(ﬂ

: For'.the first tima, thav uou.ld be a truly mterna. Lional- united Ccngress
Sl Latvians ‘
-where Menshavi}m and Boleheviks, Russiana a.nd Polgs/a.nd. Letts ‘as well a8 the'

W by direct coni'?.:cnta.t:l.ona

s i
el h

. ‘ Tha fa.nt&atic and no-b-so-fants.stio point of this was tha:r. da.ys on end .
would be spent Just on the’ agenda. However. far from that 'being a conﬂequence
'fof "cha.os“, as.both a 'rrotsky and a Balatenova were to write; as a Deutscherﬂgaé'
were to repeat, though mors than a half can{.’ury a.fterwa:mls
';,when both hindsight and documents Were availa\ﬁf to mrove the contrary the truth’
~waa +ha.t it was a question whethar you ware giing to confront raality theoretica.lly
draswing coneclusions from what has bean for oo
as well as pra.cticam ,m/perspectives.m , ‘The reason -I;here ‘is such _
rega.rd of history, is that, it wasn't only thy Manshaviks who ‘had moved q.way

from fevolttion , Mﬁ—n@gh:&hbu@y—-&ismﬁq—wm

w’ho Here supposedly so interested in things to be done that they didn't want to
waste 'timel on abstract theory. B 1 4230




er® revolution, participatod 1:1

R none :Eo...lmfed him in his com.ept of perman

éhamdes oi‘ amenamemua and. delaya on EAAmR what the agenda vae to be,
ua.y to dis*uss the ‘concrete nithé&t

o ;;nnne can esca.pa hir:.tory. a.ncl there is no

theo*etica.l‘
prol,

.- ""_ques..:lun a.g::eod umn for diecussion, that is to eny, relat.-.onsnlp of the paxrty -
-r,o bourgeois mtias. all the d..frarem theoriea. svaluz.tions. parspectives

"__«aid come- otrb. Lurentrerg. shined kb hex moat wrilliant, and not just as an in- |
dividral thaoreticia.n. but as 8 confrontation with ¥arxism, with hzstory,

_.z:evealing the mdemying theory” when fina..n.ly it got to -bhe ons

u:b ‘thien. voted. with the 3011

‘Poush;ﬁrty presentad a.n in:lepei.dent xeaolubion,
ehevﬂcs- aga.mst the Henahwiks; or in the W concludins remrks, uhara
Plexhanov 8s tho"fa.t.her“of Russiin, "‘mism, ‘28 well ad

- she:md' to contend with

sha nevartheleas d:ose. instea.d to ross, th
, 1 i \W

. impossibility of snccessi‘ul revc] ution without 'bai.ng e unified pe.rty, the :.'ed ‘

as tne Eetica of vevelution and the o= \'ﬁ :

) though very close to’ Bolshevﬂcs.

‘ threa.d that Tuns th:ough all of 1%

’ para.tion for xgg world revolution. in naither of which could theory and pcractice
(totality) i

{/,,yuill and goa.l, personality as revalutiona.ry, ra.ther than as aupposedly narrow

factionaliswm,

' Vg
Thug, in the first spe ech of g-ree‘bmss, th the most magnificent
* - analysis of the RR, as belng so masaive, S0 new, =0 great as to tar over any o

idea of a.dva.nced Germany and even s‘nowi.ng what i't. meant to have 50 years of

had to pextiecipate who had to participate in a
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sufld.en 1owerins‘.o£ Gema.ny, which ha.d been recogn:.zc-l ny a.ll, i.nclud:lns herae:.f. '

s t;ha gremtas'b Hmiat party ﬂi.th the mcrsrh advanced pmleta.rist and most lﬂcely.

ﬁo ne the vanb 3 of s.-.l'.i. rev&lutiona, was something that will rena.in wi.th hecr: _'

‘ nntil the da.y o:t’ doa.th, and i.ndeed upon which sha

,hua. 10 :,rsrz ln.tecr:, her o*.m Gormany revol.rbion.' A‘h the: sane ti.ma, this "speakins

o Rustmm" maa.nt alsn the grounﬁ not Just of her theory of Genarel Strike, hut .

har mmmm trenl ‘with Karl Kairtsky ' md ‘the whole leadership yea.rs

'"befare, Lanin or a.nyone else s to ses the depth of the (torm SD's opportzmism,

a.nd.

\

msxpaéte&f’ by harselz ai.noe she was: ‘to relate hex greamest theorehcal
tlon of mpitakrmthe questions that cnnfronted her in tha':', .

of. Ma.rxmn economics ln the maahool, (we -dll develop 'bhia J.a.tar)

i,form of Revoltrbion uhi.ch did remain the red 'bhread -hhrough her G
1&9. contra.di.ctory as that smmds. both the continuity and. the disconti:miw
: ea.me “to _so grea:b a point of tension that reorganiza.t:.on was inesee.;a‘ble.

LS

) /‘ The one mforinmate, and in a certain gense , inexplicable |

‘ was"in this fact. Here everyone wags relating the BR to. 'bha
]r.ﬁlution;f of Marx's day, And 'hha 1848 Rev. of Marx's da.:y was discuessed
both within the combext of what preceded it, the Qf, what actually followed,
and the new 'hha.t they were confronting, the’ necessi-hy ‘for Marxists to spall

out Marxism for their own day. 4nd yet none -- and that includea 'Ii'otsliy |
- . 4232




‘ .A:‘;‘_ -

K
.

‘ who ha.d &
qcon@osn i‘!;s_eif * -~consideved Marx's own "conclgdhg remakra® 'I:.o‘ the 1848
T }'tev'n in the 1850 Address to thelco:!i. Loagus, wheie he. proolaimed ﬂiat-the.‘
‘ mvolutiqnmxsﬁ not stop at the baurgeois stage but continue in Permancie

loped & théo:mr of pemanent revolution in writing, if not at the \

'to'soc'_:ia.lism i‘béﬂlﬂ“ - o ' _ ' )

-

Tt 15 this which witl make de at this point turh avay fren this nost

signiﬂmt Gongress HBE: he1a 1 order So MKk grobe What it is ye mean
v b nin-[;bea,i,r" 'beg]_‘ming with the 1848 Rev'n, ‘Bt Looking at it. Hila tima,
! i Comeny or tn Buropey o ven 1 utright sovetation, g zmther, n the
Piomt woasin's cotvention 15 e 0,5, snd thy Black atmension tat give's totaliy
ia ore p::ofounaﬂirectiontothe ‘movement iéqfk only ﬂier.{. . ora.little
e inthaactmlc.wil .I}!ar,:" but 100yea,rs la.'ber‘in,q;u-'day'. ; .. SR

i

h, the place where Trotsky chooses to solidarize himgelf with . -
ist, in fact, that they nee aye to. oye, has mEms little to . ¢ .
2 FY ing"to‘jpemanentmvolution. It is twre that when he retold -
ategr in My Life " he interpxetad'that‘mras Co

L Be e ; (s "WBFe a question of_zhe Perm,: Rev, .. And
- from this retelling,’ ) by referring to the 5th.Congrass.-
- that it truly was o & discussion of pernm, Tav,

‘auest,’ But in fact, '

1505 to oct,

Trotsky thought he, too, s
the point at that moment'that :
What led 40 all the nisgenstructions of what happened at the Confress was the fact

. think his own theory and since the foll.w Yoar he had
gﬁtg;agi‘{oggaﬁgis of %ﬁg Russian situstion from the viewgooi':r%ngf 2 theeretician

: 0 1) v e - 7 ;
I Sl ) I 2o e e e R




rexception and aga.in, ahead of -.mat a.ny other revol utionarv RS thinking
“":"and. d.oing, 'Lenin 1ncluderi, was the a.nt.i-impe:ia.list strusgle. Who in.
_’.the Interna'niona.l raj.sed the criticism of S?s on the question of Ghi.na.

"a.a ea.rly as 1900? Who ratsed in 1@ on rlorocco? !.nd who in. the .‘

,lf:lght agai.nst militﬂ.ti.sm ra.ised it not only as & principle ‘i:i":hin, 'but_

“.:'-a}.so as would’ 'be used against the colonies? So much credit ia given ? {

\'haut the naw stage of capita.lism ha.ving first bean ra.ised by a bour- ) / o
n.no"s;Hobaon, as 3. stugiv.Aa.nd ‘ny the ﬁrat Ha.mist. Hilferdin.g. con-— ‘f _p '

it was nbt a firat. ‘ Ha.sn t st? "manr’x-:

!.911, &he mta to atantin\Zetkim

‘perla.lism. I am following up the(economic aspecta of this concept...i..

pher, for the dlalectics to work 1tself'out, it has to go 'beyond. contra.-"
alction--and 1t goes beyond,fwnather we think it stops when we start our -
a.nalysis. (‘I‘he- greater part of .Hegel against Kant, '.mez;l‘ he says that he
stopped dea.d..@ the precise place where Lenin yoembms-broke through f'.'ily

on the Hegellan dialectic was the syDogism which breaks down the opposition -
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Lt . . -

bjectj}a aud :ls'l-ibdé!f:f-i\rjﬂ}‘:- Nldﬂhich therefore $\eeaé.'.ndt_'nl:1_:l.$f_
that what has been a caise’ 18 ‘also an effect,.and an effect becomes al

a.nd jirbgee‘déd to aake all those ayhorisas about none understanding’




- It is true 'tha'h Hhen sha m:‘ote ‘ACC og___p she rela*ed it. ’f.o her cla.ssas
'I',he far."-'- +..ha.t -hha.t she couldn"h answer certain dconomic questions
' | astded 3t yas Vol. 11 tod bad something
miseing, g But, fche very su‘b‘bitla of the Mce oi’ tap book, ny Gontri‘mxtion
e Economic (n.a.n.fimtion of. Ipverialisn” iclls & d&fferent story ‘and

that, between the “riting of m in 1912 sad the writing of
i crs.t;g'ub;_s_é_«;r an out‘brea'k of actual imperislist yax and betra@ym

f\pon 'bhs lnns-la.stinh debe.tsa thern )a.nd s.’mcs point precisel,'
aspectof her wo"k ~=' the- a.na.lysis of imperia.lism - do

"eloped 'by'lém i.n Vol. II.: No, the real poi.nt‘

: ‘fa.nd Hi:hh i'b the i:reocoupa.tion anrl di.egus'h Hith the
the o:.-ga.niza.tion, a.nd. tha.t a.f'berr the dafea.t-.

£ 'rsviuionism, was indeed herm grsa.tea-h contribution, aoretica.lly a.nd. o

| xganmtioﬁmy, ich 5246 her fower sbove a1l otherf 1eaders, Lenin inolo
8o £ha.+.'ahe didn't ha.ve 4o walt for the sctual betrayal to treak wii-.h Kauts!
but' 1n i‘a,ct ha.d begtm itt o four years before there was a. war’ it at‘tor‘{;
had m:itten what wes stiw}fed by 1ehin as & grext reolu'biona.ry work, %9’
: Road £ POMEL, with 31p faatastiz "theory of attrition .

. \ ishina )
- early as 1899 , as she was Reform or Revolutdon

Refoxm or Jovoo———
whi.ch was a great enough contritution, she was writing agitatediy %o Jog*.ches
acking that the question be answered"imedmtely - apd I'do mean smmodiabely.”
T4 turmed oub thet whst she vos demanding an imoediate SNSHEE %o ¥a6 one of the
-problens of the o.mtradictions of ca.pi‘b&lism that lead 'l'.o its collapse: " a.t
first this occurred to me as & ‘theme for a baa,utim.l. ;ewi a.rticla entitled
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‘ tharsri.a Luxemb\n:g, ’a.J_.l over a.ga.in, 8¢ en-?uria'r.ed at the so-ca..l.led pexsonal
detler that 15_ cﬂ.rculatad a:nnng the 1&aderahip. hich showw. shat at loest
she publishss that "

F.’Lnally a.nd. 'bhis finally is 11mited on;l.y to the poi.n’a before tha ouw--'
break” of_‘tﬁe waz:,she . rt.ns a.foul ox Gema.n impe:r:ia.‘l_.am and gets a.rx:ested‘
and” is ..csu oi’ nothing ahort of trea.son, and the loea.l pa.per at’ Freimrg

.,m.rch 3 19111-, dmoaes to q_uo’c.e her speachﬂi as ’c.he or:lginal ateno-. -
o g::a.phic reporh underlines the whole iast part: “This proucl Germa.n milita.rism :
' \ﬂhi.ch according to Bisma.rck was afraid of God bub nothing else,. 'bhi., ; ita.rlsm N

o uhi’ch is supposed 'E.o :Erighten us in the gui.se of a colossus of’ j.ron a.nd steel

: ‘bristling with a.nmment fro:r ‘4op to bottom —- th:.s coﬁoéus shivars at -bhe very

thought of a mutiny of praclaely tuelve soldiera. The vhile of the Geru-a.n

Empire is seen as dissblving in ruins as a result of a w Socia.l—Democra.tic

' demoristyation." (vett1f, Vol. II, p. 527)
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