THE  NATTONAL GUESTION: Selected Writings by Rosa Luxémberg.
mi‘}ﬁﬁgﬂnﬂe%m BlepRtregugion by Horace B. Davi ’5

Th*a quite new. and’ rat.her comprehensive aelectlon of RI.'
- writings on the Na+ional Question makee it impossible to see
“now it is that the. editor, }{orace B, Davis, cah poesibly con-
clude that this all will prove that RL wiis wight and VIL was
wrong. especially when he uaea such ridiculoue generalizations

that. her major work, The National guestion and Autonomy, which

1s'net'dn1y the firstEnglish translation but evidently has

never been tranala‘ted 1nto -any.. other language (1908-—09)- ia

LK)

‘ and that despite Lenin 8 attacks on her. Mhi&oao_pﬂioal

‘13 the carelassneae regardlng all facta. and complete. ignorance
-of wﬁat polemics are’ ipnducted when., These were written .
f right after the height of the relationship of RL and VIiL
5lﬁ:g§§:phey collaborated most cloeely in the 2 1907 Congresses,
' "when RL, who had walked out of the 2nd Congrese beo‘uee of
_the National QHESuiOB-. rejoined the Bolsheviks in 1906. and -
remained with them throughout the R ssian Revolution, without

even raising the guestion of the National Question, though

the. Bolshevik.s had never removed the question from their pro-

gram.?‘%é[n a wowmon w8 involvedp the NQ was

gc ’eubordinate that neithar cared to raise it, one because they

had won (the Bolsheviks), the other because obviously revolu~

tion was more—impertant. jl. M«;J\p{/ﬂ\,m\ D % fu,‘}’flff’

On the other hand when the 'imperialist war came and RL

continued with her stupidities and stuBborness, then there 14281




wag no iimit to the number of articles Ienin dirsctad gga.’tlnsti
the . "Pd;li:sh Marxiats", |
Now then, the actual super-"Historlcal“ b.;ggest thesige-
and also the ones she had wriw':ten both in 1896 and 1905
-that were directed against Marx -- likewise showed quite a
twisting of the position since it was not on theory. but
: aimgly that Marx's pokition wag out of date, in view of the ,J(

‘. '_ sfact thg,t now there was a great proleta,rian movement. ﬁ a))/ /y[[/
btk B feet (e gt he p»g |

'l‘he’ __g and Aut nomv. then. has 5 sections == t 6th

f)which is not published even "thig editor has to yim:.t was- too
SALE~

. detailed and mirior to’ be Muded -- + {1)) The Right of. Nations .

. e

to. Seli‘-Determ:.nati.on as if that right was made into an
e —

E} .“-"‘—.
_Absolute ‘and Marxiats don't believe in Absolutes. she goes

on to pzove-._tha* "chere is no such rights that actually‘it"
fonl;l/_ a paralohrase of the old slogén of ‘bourgeois nationallste:“-s s
put forth'ir all countries at all times: *the right of W

e T e

to freedom and independence."_jj Having now reduced the
'queat:l.on o0 bourgeois nationalism, it becomes very easy 1o say g
I'm for the class struggle not bourgeois nat:.onalism(o’l{x Jﬁ( ;
.obviously because she is aware of Marx's position on Poland,
she !:e:eps talking only of the fact that it has graﬂ:icai
vaiue. g.;x;x'd “that all things have changed btoth f"rom the 1—8'1-&9_3_
and the 1840s; :

gos—

article -- which was a geries of 6 -~ is

called "The .\etional STate and the Proletariat“/) and there

—— _...__..__
————— e

-_'_._————-c__——m——__-__-—--_—-'_
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ahe debelopes the class struggle }and*t?a proletariats'
4

e "\- ‘_

indenendent/,iasg/interests. ,fmfh Jrd/is called "Federatlon,
Lentraliza%isﬁ’ghd Particularism. .~ The:’ Lth”x "Centralization™—
and Autonomy". And in’%hat one she does a%’least show that

ghe is for autonomy., Bhe quotes Marx's 18th Brumaire. anQ
.then tries to show that the 1905 Revolution(EESIVed this
'historical collision, violently moving the Russian nobility

: *4}; %o fhé'side of reaction and depriving the parody of territorial
self—government of any mystifying resemblance to liberalism.":j
"P 243) It's. heavi . dlrrcted against Kautsky who w%§\+hen .

[serious mannerrwith the objective situation of seeing[“entirely
”.néw?écoﬁbmic.phenbmenaa Big industry, ma@hine pwodudfion.
prolatarianizatlon... labor of women and children. and so

forth":]kp. 251)

- {2) She then develones an even more
vulgar interpretation of super-structures "in a word, the
vulgar material process of capitalism creates & whole new
1deologlcal ' super~gtructure', with an existence and develop- ;{{;
ment wnichk are to some extent autonomous.d7 And proceeds to
develop Eff&mideology is bggi;allyy only a guggr-structure
of the material and claéé conditioné ;f a givenuégagﬁ:ri( Pe 253)

o e

with the conclusion, evidently, that the bourgeoisie has de-
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veIOped thia for their own . interests, maklng it no 1eas than

——
s

(;ftﬁe monol‘thic qu*ality*qf“ ggyggggé_ggljg;glfwg

(3 But since she N ig for

autonomV. she uees a\different form of explanatiow thy ‘this

type of independence:T%‘Eﬁzjzggﬁp’E"hrgeoig:ygggvggiertheleas
be*uaedu *If, however, we tranfsr the' concent of autonony from
this utopian ideological area to the historical field and examine
aa & sneclfic historical resultf*of the capitalist economy in

& certain environment,,." (p. 265) B

(4) In anotber way of Bngar

ia1ism is how much more valuable ar%,;grge units of pro-

cfion‘than small units. and she aSkBE::Fhat i the result

,‘tical dismemherment of Russia?" (p . 285) j

.

'e****i*&*&****#***l*#*n*g********au****n**#*****##*i*****&**

He then shows that it became even more, supposedly urge t
A\

unde* imperlaliam to oppose natloqallsm. for he quotes 1rom t

Junius pamphlet thatf:there can be no pelf-determinat;on undeﬁii>

3 B s

L —"

' (”Capita;‘sm. - T e

e e

Then there is the part from the Rﬁssian Revolution pamﬁhlet_;ﬁ
in 1918, where she oppoged the QEEEEEEEK'"so-called right of

s,lﬁ-determination “of peopleﬂg sy Or =~ gomething that was
really implicit in the slogan -- the slogan of the disintegration ;

-

£ Russie., " (p. 292) T PP

) \ﬁ_._____..--' L




