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Sectlion ¢ of this aztiele does have & reference to the
Polish Social-democrats, referring back again‘ to point 9 of the
_program which the Polish group rejected. 1903,

| 20
This Vol. inclu ixo most important articles on self-'

detmina.tion, ons ‘& critique of the Junius pa.mbhlgj andi the other ca.lled
"A Caxioature of Marxisnm and Imperialist Bconomism™) whi: means VIL

oluded RL! The one on the Junius is especially important eince he
-Q1d not Jnow it wes RL, and @43 kanow it was a.nti-imperia..:.i.m, and tnerefore
‘ada ma.i:)a it but:
"The fa.lhcy of this a.rgument (va. self-determination ~ zd) is obvious,
Of oourse tha ﬂmda.menta.l rroposition of Marxian dialectics is that all’
baunda.ries in natu:r:e a.nd aociety are conventional a.nd nobile, tha.t there
1s not a sggle phanomenon which ca.nnot under certain conditions be trans-
fomed i.nto its opposite. A na.tiona.l War can be transfomud‘_, into an
“imperialist war and_vice versa." . (b 203.)

oy

"_In s&.ﬁng 'thet cluss struggle is lae best means of defense sgainst
inva.aion, Junius applied Marxian dialectics only haltr Y.- taking -one
Btep on the right road and immed.ia.te]y devia.ti.ng from it, Marxian

spacifie
dialectics calls for a concrete aralysis of each/historical situation..

Civil war against the bourgeois is also a form of ‘the class struggle...
E\ridmfly, Junius' exrolk is due to two mistakes in reasoning... *
(1 = the two stages were "theory of stages®, and " to outwit history™,)

(p. 210, 211, 212)
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t ia a:l.ther a hardened rea.ct:lona.zy
Br mcapo.ble of piottming to himself a sooi.a.l

,nam nve to sea :I.t. ‘Such a person 1°¥3 lip service to revolu-
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=t L LThe simdlaxity in two articles™®r the Right of Nations to
if-detormination”, written in 1914 but hafome the war, fincluded in
VIL 8¢:Volo %, pp 299~293) Ful, ii%, aua the artiole "The Sogialiwt
Rovolution and the Right of Nitions to Self-deterdination” (theses March 1916)
is 'confusing in the ncnse that all meinciples are the same, and BN
isplicit da_the criticism of RL, tut thore is nething implicit in the one
A =191, which is totally and fully devotod precisely to RL's super-
-hor most fmportant theoreiical work of 1908~09). Hera
) insue with RL's attack on KK on the NQ and Rer lumping
. KK and ‘Bauex in the same camp, but after that, it is fully and objectively
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;o Sﬁe'fetlil_ed 'to notice this (#{i— enormous exaggeration of the aational
C L . . “ . .

aspect). donhédtion'. gshe aid got\uaigh-the totality of Bauer's theoretica;
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("Not only the miniature Balkan states, but even America in the 19th century,
wiis ‘economically a colony of Europs, ®s Marx pofnted out in Capital ...|Ross

Ia:xem'bm-g ha.a eubstitu-hed' the q_“ues#ion of the cconomic indeﬁehdence of

__ - states for the question of poiitidl self~deternination of na.i'ionsm in
. E -""J_:ourgéoi.s society, and of their independence as states.” _(p. 253)
.. '"In veading over the instructive quot&tions from Marx and Engels, one

_ can see with marticular clarity in what a ridiculous position Rosa
Iuxemburg has placed herself. _Eloquently and angrily, she rreaches

: historica
the need ftr a concre lysis of the national guestion in various
countries at various 'pe::ioda, tut makes not the slightest, attemyt to
determine through what historical stage in the development of capitalism
Ruasia is Laagi::g 'i:ﬁrough at the beginning of the twentieth centuxy, what
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the \psculiarities /of the national question in this country are." (p. 257)
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