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- From the RD Collectiqﬂ; WQyne'State U, Labor History Archives

- Excerpt on Rosa Luxémburg from £ letter on Trotsky, Oct. 14, 1948

o 1’11 once again review Luxemﬁubg. In iQOB-She is
agalnat;centralist;?bgreaucratism," but offers no analygis of

Menshevism, In 1906-9 she breaks with Kauteky, but organizes no

. payryvy of her~own.';013arly. to Luxemburg the proletariat has re-
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Ll retrospact, . that.-in part.a
~awtth?ﬁautskyfﬁfganizationa1ly. -Ror -hen 1605 meant general

mainad a‘unity,;désgitéxthe fact that the general—strike brought .
Y HEY "Bresk with Kauts ‘hack to that later%)
I+t~in the Palish partyy and this completes ,
_ﬂ;ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁgEIEE“tn“apﬁBaink the seITfagiahmingtinn_niff?1;> .
“ThHE climax cf that tomes Tater in the question of the ~ -
On' the eve of the war, she gtill triee to unite Men- ’
th‘BolshEVism-qunity is 8till the key just when the
breakdown of capitalism will soon roveal ‘the breakdown alsoc of
the.proletarianVbrganizations. In_ 1917 she callatthe Second
fInternationalFa:stinkingqqorpse'and‘hails Lenin .and Trotsky for
'storming the heavens, " but: ghe keeps her distance from them, -
‘Why?, It szers to me -that” just as she did not grasp the signifi-
; ~L8W==Qr perhaps because she didn'te--~zhe doas. .
1z the new organizataomn. the pro.ctarint has formad.
L3 for her failure t6 break .

-A:Btnikefépcondmggvéctiqn-—not Sovieg-~nolitical action; the or-

Co

N ‘;of.:'the:-.ga'rt)x' T

- anizafion»ofﬁthe'grﬁrégariat as:rulers.ol%side of the roalm-
oo T TN S T T
<7 Tet ‘me ,elaborate. She descrilicy fermany 1918.as -

"chébs. without plan, without consciousness .The revolution wag

Jpolitiqalféﬁly,,npt”ebdnbmi&fﬁ_'You need not overthrow
Scheldenann "but to undermine him." “For Russia~ 918" she - says

“"In plabe of: the representative bodics, created b¥<general,

"popular’elections. Lenin and Trotsky have Iaid down

i

thenonly‘trueprepresentation‘of the laboring magses,”  Evident-
AR to Luxemburg "representative bodieg" should- refresent, not

ibey..the massas, . If the masses are to be "reprasented, "- 't_:hen._.'ﬁ}_ley
“mirst submit. to- elections, and so at specifis places and gpecified

times; when the masses wish, in burst of revolution, not to be
representcd -but to be, creating an unheard of organigatizn--well.
that does not conform to form=--Talk of organized gapitalist pro-
duction orfanizing us, the rovolutionists as welll And finally,
in the question of the Ukraine, she says "it had never formed a
nation or government"!| o :

: Why is Rosa s=o consistently wrong? (Incidentally, if
Rosa thinks that a no-nation entity could produce a Gogol, she
has no conception of the relationship of literature and genius to
vhe masses. Did you know I was a Ukrainian?) -

| Her failure to €rasgp the cconomic content of the revo-
lution stems from he: failure "$o see" the mono olization of cap-
ital and “thus falling prey to the glitter of imperialism, and
thus her theory of acecumulatisn has her bound and gagged. Every
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_w.tiﬁé,ﬁhe_yiéhes;tdbmové és,a revolutionist.'she musﬁ do violence
~ . fo-hep 'theéory. She dragsithekproletariat-onto-the nistoric stage

~in order to. destroy capitalism “long pefore® capitalism has run
out of-treath in the non-capitalist lands. "Long before" is
wrmt@en.dn:the'eve.o£,1913 when the irreversible breakdown of
Européan :society from +he law of motion of capitalism and the
.actidns of tne proletariat.. She continues to demand "spontan-

- eity®. from the undifierentiated proletarian mass when the orga;i-

“‘gation of the pro letariat :showg her where power .should lie. ,
naturdlly “do dot mean ‘that she would have been rictorious-~how can

- gnyone-guarantee that--but she would have left 4 legacy for the

future revolution ‘other +than her martyrdom.) Finally, she decleress .
*Phe victory cf the spartakasbund stands not at the beginning but
‘gi_;hgiend of the revoluticn., It is identical with the victory of
the willions of masses of the -socialist proletariat.”

I underiined‘thé expressions, "at thgsend,of the revolution,”

. -and ‘"identical, " because it seems “si ; ‘'so vicious is

V> cause it doas Ny

;;gpgolgtariat'waS‘Smashing;German society in 1917-1

o
?iiffﬂ?geath grapples

i

- P{pat tne German Social Demacracy .nob Merely TG

*

the -strangliehold of capitalist organl

CEhinki thet in a socialist gociety; not Nan,

fully‘develop. - That is why, for all the seeming oppositenass of
.hermspontaneity'and iT's Plan,. they.are inukactualitylsimilars
{is-there such ‘a-word?) When the objective.situation:demanded or-
ganiﬁation,-she‘opposed_it--Lenin's;Party-to‘her was nothing bu
a;bupggucratic"cggtraptionfv When the -object

tariat but was attempting to organige it as capitalism's @

/ arm, i.e., AS its lifeless slave, she rejects proletariaﬁ‘gf“épontan-;)

¥

fproletériatftofsma

oua;y"*icreating‘the shop Stewards Movement, and lets it die be- -~ -
% confanmto- form. I, e e Pt ) g
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<5 Thet, not her. martycdom, is,: to_me, the groat historic :irag-
edy 6f Tuxemburgism. . it only we could learn lessons of the party
andﬁitsirelatlnn.ﬁa’the mass movement from this stranglehold that
veapitalistlorganization had ever on this stewling, brilliant, = .
“douragesus: rovolutionary ngagle”l’ It is not only that she built

. “no: Bolsi vik party, so to speak,. ahead of 1914, .but that when-the

91 9==-and had -

pdwer,enuughfleft over Tor 1920 and 1923--she "did not lead the
'éh'the:organizations that held it in-a very:




