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-Paris: Editions Socisles, 1975. 7
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This wassive work of 3 d22 pg}l plgﬁpgnlnp of snpendlcea, notes and
blblingraphy, is canslderad Ly wany European historians to be the-latest
~~'definitive" work on Rosa Luxemburg. Of the 822 pp,-, the -1ag€ 300 roughly
are devoted to Badia's analvsis of RL's political Cocabulary, I'NE uding
#50 pp. on the formad anelysis of "terms" used in hey writing, complete
with charts, (It {s all a question of structures which determine thr effect
.o the reader or listensr); and her!Writing, spesking snd ggem personality"
[v] pp.)twhlgh takes up RL #5 8 Journalist, especially on writing techniques,
polemicis y-Lrdtor, writer, epistolerian.., [inslly ending with the chapter
entitled I'Materials 1s for a Portra!t'q- personality; human relations} “ways
of be eing, ways_ L1 3 living" \this last turns out to have three sub-sections
CEHE yomea Qﬁgr dayy bndﬂthe cook': I read some of these, especially on per-

/-—'\..

gsonality, but they are not summarized here, The section on "the women" for . .. ’l
-example, is so offensive in its ps _holog}zing and assessing “ﬁés she” baaut:fu ?*l
that unless you Want this, I flg 3. 1d find it a wasté of time.

I hepe it is clear that there ifg(ndthing L in this book. It is solely
al critlcal biography by Badia, w many paragraph-sixed or smaller quotes

- -from RL in the text (usuallv only a sentence).

?ﬂ:' : tht T wili try to'do he(h is to summarize/extract_the .Introduction
“and the Conc}usion. cite whiatever Badia cffers on the 1907 ndon Congress;

'try to extract”his attacks on Nettl] and summarize the @nalysis of the break
: with KK as related to RL's works on Morocce ond militarism,

e
Introduction, pp.(?-ﬂS\ \

Badia opens with: "Rorn Polish, RL. was a sreat German writer. She was

without doubt alsoc the most remarkable golemlcist that Germany. knew. in the

first 20 years of this centity." The infroduction is divided intditﬂparts,

the first is "A _Misjudged Writer"”. Readérs were a‘hocked when her Tetters

from Prison were publishedy__few months-after her murder. Saw a "sensitive

wondn" behind the ReQ/ROsa the'tgetroleuse!/ Fhese first 24 letters hed suf-

ficed te reveal & writer, Since then, many more letters published, but atill

RL is misunderstooll.| "BL'S friends themselves did her a disservice. All the

works devoted to he Have studied in the main-- and often exclusively--~ and 7
* one can't deplore it-- her thought, her political idepsy; without really being { 7

interested much in the formab expression of ideas, .. [E;

RL's "human warmth" and her as "piitical militant is what has obscured full |

study to now. "Importance end Todayness of her fdeas™: Multipiication of (:) /\4:02

RL publications and works on her in last decade, Most important is Nertl,

Great attraction for vouth of '68 is todayness of problems she writes about. '%&
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e oppositlon betveen -vrs-i“"l

Guerjn underlines th;s"todayness". Cliff even speaks of-her “prophecy" on "KM' Frv
the Russian Revolution. Much use of RL sgainst .enin.-FlechthLim showa how | jjnu/fﬁzsl

RL is nade to represent the "humzaist-democratic-libertalan ‘dspects of

socialisw" vs, Lenin, In EE and Russia, historians noted the errors already dD ;ajﬁd’
seen by Lenin, but also see ner as first foe of revisionism, anti- 1mperialtuﬁy;ﬂ‘,Jn ﬁ
and founder of German CP. They huve written on the use of her work "oy .
boudeois historlans, anti-communtsts and Trotskylsts oﬂher errors to struggle e

B against d-Lism." This isn't only the EE view. The editor of the French ed. 73 2
of Letters to Jogiches huas written against the "abuse by the extreme Laft" u)

of her lefyacy. Therefore, cur First c¢oncern has been to "return to the texts, fatien v

pubiished or still unpublished. The first task is a minute, complete, attentive .~ .
YENRIRKX L
4

14730 | _ i >t g /




Badia 2222222

Eéh‘. e R

i

R AT T T R

ré%fng of the German work of.RL. The primary nbjeétive is not to ln:efpret,

buk to read and understand." (Ridfculous in the light of what follows--m.) L
Rew Sources"s Dismisses first two. biographles-- Roland Holst and,Froelich. *
They.were old,<in exile, had poor memory,etc. Mottl's work is the best biog-
e raphy-toéay."Nevertheless, Nettl devotes littlekustained attention to RL's
“7" quallties as a polenicist and a writer, or to her literary and artistin tastes. /

o
;¢ And even after the publication of Netcl'a work, large areas of shadow rematn
Fa

on the theories and political action of RL, which we have tried to clear up here.
o . i Nettl@ recogaizes himself thot he hesn't treated serlously the relationship
' 4~ betwsen_the thought of Marx and

’ thet of RL.... Finally, xwekéwst cerrain L 2ﬂ}qﬁﬂ,
_ - archival -sourcas remained intccesible or unkrown to him. Fora others, he went™ "7 L p.

] "t hrough-cHem toc rapidly. These are the réasons weé hive to =k contest a great ';gy?g&f,

. number of his interpretstions.’ (In a footnote, Badia claims that while Netti -

- meontions the letters to-¥, JabobZit. Buttinger and Hoover, he "seems not to
have reacd them. ") "The '.fbriﬁ?ﬁ;?e\of RL": sha was the only one to know

) tirectly and profoundly the workers /parties of both East and West. She knew
«. 0 .. German, Russéan, Polish and Frand@l It is critical to examine not only her
e theories, but fthe results of gher practical poiltical action within the
". GSD. There she was the leader of the Iefc-wi:gaaﬁnd we want to know! how much

did the masses follow her words of action?.. ast section is entitled
"Journalist and Polemicist bar_excellence¥;AActually not the last, but it N
reveals much and seems 1ike conclusion) The art of the writer, of the jourrnalist
“ » 7 is"inseparéble from the content ofs the pamphlets.This 1s what allows the
; idees of  the theoreticiin tov touch the hearts and min SH"This role of RELkERYy
. agjta:ot;‘qf propagandist charqpterizeq well the activity of RL, while also
© marking lts'limits.-gy'is‘!nftHg;jghﬁ;)shé“dfifé?g‘frqm;a Marx-or-a-Leniu, -
ALl three studied the §ciety {n which they lived and which €hey tried- atl
thelr lives to transform, Marx wasn't only an economist and a philosopher. PRUSIY IS,
_Kfjkrom hls beginnings as editor in chief of IRZ, he was _also hgad cf .the party,.” - /
.~ Ltthe prineipal ferce in the Communist League..., For posterity, however, it is . =
e _the theoretical works of Marx that are cruclal, not the.numerous journalistic
/- ... articles. The mass of work of RL, on the contrary, throsts itself into dafly
) pxattiqm'pollt!cs)»and\Lgpdq to a short-term use... Lenin’s activity allies
o JAtself more uitthL'saf'&ggy there, where he often had a small circle of mikiEEQCS.iéa_
)ﬁa éf;gﬁighr addressed;qhbusnandé of listeners ar readers. Lenin -was not—only-the """ =2
g .#'-1 A mo;EHEﬁi hg:Bo%shevikjgatty, ke was_also in the October Reyolufion
' ké;’ e

L:.{ and founder of the-SER, (AL was ewe either head of state(nor party, The site
1{' ‘uation of spErpetual opposition exp N¥, at least in part, the essentially

1 critical Sha?aetﬁr“bf'ﬂher work.. . TIThe actual last section of Badia's intro-
duceion is "Delimitation of the Subjdet": RL's retevance today is not reducible
te the purely historic dimensioh. How she posed questions, decided what is
important, This rrescience, tﬁ;g sense of the importsnt, this modern fashion
of expressing rroblems, also makes RL original. "That probably comes from

her sense of the human., This woman, whose life was devoted to pelitics, never
forgot what was made§by and for men. All her tife she Insisted-- much more
than certain darxists of her time, Kautkky.for example-- on the importance

of 5Q§%§5535g153559rs, of moral determinations - she called that "idealism'- -
whichin a given historiz 'EItiation; pushéd men to act or to rematn passive,"
Badin goes on to explain why he will concentrate on Germany, not Poland ( her
positions were more developed there), and to explain how the book will be set
in the context of the political economy of Germany in theae years.

14731




Badia 333333

On_the London Congress, 1907: Therepore scattered references to-the- London—;
Congresd.aiixkk within the chapter on the Y1905 _Russian Revolution_and _its Lessons" .,
P:83... Summing up RL's posltion on 1505 and the prcletariat, Badin :ays.{jﬁecause
Russie is today a capitalict country with develeoped industry, a numerous and
educated working class, the revolution has changed character. The grand Lourgeoisie fh
became conservative; the working ciass is the oniy bearer of the revolutionary g rfﬁ _j
movement. It has , as ailies, cnly the petit bourgeoisie in the rural areas, zndll -
in the clties, the inteilectuals, Nevertheless, at the London Congress of ek | N
- RSDLP in 1907, PL would consider the Msmail peasan:ry perhaps &s thg 4 g
Unaturai-<aily of the working class. } N
Footnote hevé: In Her discourse, RL had (against Flekhanov, wion, che accusgd
of narrowuess and scholaq:lcism), ‘aftirmed that "in Germany the joining /
the GSD are more and more numérous, not only the rural proletariat, but uise the
amall peasantry®-- amd an affirmation perhaps excessive in its formulation in
thls epocl, even if the cunclusion that ®L held seems evident to usi one can't
consider the peasantry as "a clozed and homogeneous class"”, "reactionavy"|[]RL!
went on to declare that in Bussia NEhe™ Important.q-strata of thg\peas@nqry are

* not only our temporary political allfeE, buc-our natural comrades:in the future”

an well:" Suih. declarat;ons are the more remarxable in that they are rare in RL.
One knows in fect that she hardly interested herself in the peasant problem.

HKJ pe. 86- 8-4ﬁ0n RL's dlfferences with Lenin on armed imsurrectiont It Is true that,.
0 - gpearing in Lendon !n/HH'“' 0’ “at the Congress of the RSDLP, RL, &s a delegate ﬁmw

FE”EDKP!L, end prooaﬁTy*fai the declston £of her party, had modified her i
!fjudgement on Moscow uprisin ,,Dea--ﬁﬂﬂé, and declared," On the question of armed
{.uprls;ng... my PoTIsH comrades and I do not share the point of view of our Bnl- :f!?
“shevik-comrades.” However, Badia precedes this by saying that when the 12/§/’
rising task place, shé considered the Bolshevilk action as "a phase of th glﬂ//j
ravo‘utionary movement"; it was for her a decisive phase...

10 0ba- Agaln on the proietariat and the peasantry: TRL had seen-the tmpor»aut

role played by tHe pecsantry /in the Russisn Revolutio®=€1905). But she thought
that the only tr ly"revcturf'nary class remained the industrial proletariat,
-\t Londen, 1907, ;she ap B id/the formulation of Lenin: "allieance of the mox
preletariat and the poor Deasantry!, SHEXTHUEXEHXEXEMEXyBNEUXSuS with her 1dea
that ‘the consclous proletariat ("mu staa_g“rhe direction" ‘of revolutionary action,
> N.even-if .she retorted to Plekhanov_that thé peasantry. is fan_ob jectively revol=>
gf-}/}ﬂ fonsTy element_in_the‘bresent xixuakken revolution.ﬂrTh peasants are the
Y./ &llles of the proletariat, but they are not @ called to direct the revolution

with them,

Bzdie does title the section in which the above is found "An appreciat
of the revolution very close to that of Lenin", and expresses the quote od p.
In the sectior enctitled "Some Dévergences”. There is an interesting section on
how RL went ovexr to the Rolsheviks during 1906, which includes the following:
"In August, during her atay In Kuok”ﬁTﬁfﬂT‘imt the Menshevik leaders {Pavel
Axelred, ete,)t 'The geraral fmpression of ...discrganization, but especially
of confusion in 13zas &nd tactics leaves me totally disgusted. By God, the - )
srevolution is great and beautiful, on the mcondition that the social democracy /C?Z/
~doesn't come to mess it all up.”-- fram Letters to Kkapd I LK

o

One oLher polint on London 1907, There 8ré a— nﬁTEE?’;E references to the
exteamely bad relations with LJ at the time, and the hint is that she was faced
iwith & sitvation so upsetting here that she may not have been at her best then,
For example, Badta "raveals" that this is exactly when LJ intercepts RL's letter
to Kostia Zetkin, and becomes enraged, (Hy the way, because of Badia's "structural”
:ppxnlnnh approdch, things are found in the "l&;g&i& places, The point on
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Zetkin Is in the whw chapter on "The Break with KK and its Beckground"! Whether
this 15 the reeson for such sparse reporting of the Lundon conference, 1 don't
know, but that's all there is. ‘

. . . o . \
Oa_the Break with Jogiches: Incredibly, there is no analysis of the breat_k"‘hiven
Tn the book, despite its permeating psycholopizingy This s trie borti in the
hisroric {(chironological) section and in the section entitled "Her relations
with Jogiches®,. :

peps _154-- "The reasons are still poorly knowm-- Jogiches' infidellty inm Polandf--
for which PL broke with LJ in 1906 o1 1907." Footnote shawx here refers reader

to Metel, then cautions “given RL's taste for secrecy, even her closest frierds
are {ll-informed."

When you look in the actusl section on the relations with Jegiches (pp.784-791),
you first find a lot of how BL fele a "great need-for cmotjon, for tenderness, /:}:'\ -
- -for. dreoms.” And how, Ghen she was with L1, she cried oftens ... Wl LeyTE }-“":c/ .
.. . = BaMa s€¥F 8 change ta-thefr ¥élations first wich xim Reform or Revolution: /2 ) J’/J E
./ﬁs-\{"lt is striking thet when posed in Feb. B 1899 with the dilemma to fo /
P @ : ,egfb!n Leo -in Munich @ o finisf:he article against Berusteli, she chonse ‘
RIS -.-":he"pt_:'con-'l solution and ¢oncluded: ('l consols myfr]‘éf that 1f T have wr a gond
g freiclie we will both, despite all, have & cercal personal sm:i.r:;fm':t:ic"-:l'-i’ﬂ.l '
.5 /17Bue Bedia goes on to offer hig. 3is-on-zheir relations from 1900 to the break a4,
¢y “mo.longer.lord and master;mo longer the supericr beipg 5.7
' he a : ‘s, 2ven his pattynesses, f . ~ -
'but it was for her like an exterior projection of nerself, a sort of fixed point T )
“'from which she could: judge herself..." . e N e e ‘,‘—’_-'% .
' After this Badia skips to the perlod aide after the breakj on how LJ continued ™"
‘to try to use the sprtwent uatil a letter from RL finally stopped it, He makea
a big point of his dating of the letter vs, Nemmiwsifmdzelych's dating. For the
‘record, Bacia says Sept. 1908, Tych says Sept. 1909. : ;

0N _the Break with Ksutsky, 1910: Here too, I can't imagine anything will be of 2
much interest, becasuse there is frankly very little serious writtén¥he the—-— 7
xeisgiyn actual events of that perlod--/the Movg6cco crisis, militariam-- as it ’
\8°F8en in the writings of RL. To some extent it is because Badia "analyses"
her writings in a dlfferent section of t he book( Part III, Theories and Vocabutary).
Yet there are cartainly many pages devoted to "The'Break with Kautsky snd d&e—.

. Background" @_‘.“TTAE]‘?_EI,HM to "The Struggle Against Hilltarism" (‘pp‘_.___179'-2167:"‘f-,
/‘ Badta begl “F¥Fcing the political economy of Germany from 1870-1910 and Y€s—

w3k .71 relation to the break in vhe GSD. Then insertsd before.the section which actually

¢ §ed “{"Yeakes up "The Rupture.KK-RLY; 15 oné entitled {"New lLoves™, where Badis again
4l attacks Nettl and "reveals" the background to the break-- the affair with
q:”"/ Kostia Zetkin. "This episode doesn't flgure in any biography of RL, Nertlgy makes
™ only.a beief allusion to it, and conmits several errors.”--P, 154,

Badia gous on to say that he thinks all.previous writers on-RL.bave.mis-.
understood the political situatdon before ‘the break.{p. 156): "It is completely
fmprécise to write £5 Nestl. did, -that tn 1910 'RL was alone'. On the essential

A% questiong like rhe mase strike, she had the whole Left of the party at #bher —
. side, and a not negligible fraction of supportees.” Then comes khk what follows \\@
from this: RL and KK had diverged some yesrs before the breal was made public ./

in 1910. The question should be posed:/"Why in 1910 did RL judge the mnme“ﬁ?‘"-*"*--\_)
epportune to affirm her -positions, to make clear her differences with the direction-
7'5 the party and with KKI" . o oeeeo-e 0 e o
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For Badla, the breck with Kautsky wasﬂnot/bnsed on

AL since 1t is 1911,

. and therefore 1s treaced as though the—Ttuc were separate, (igt’{a the question
of militarism directly related to the 1910 break, -2 1ET-~ "The two principatl
themes on which the discussicn turned were the praopaganda for the Republic
and the mass strike.” There s here some d2scription of the_@ggg__uonke:s-'--——-—ugz)
meetinge '~ *%2 Spring of 190, and@h&—strug"g'fé'_ﬁ_'t_hm_p_quI_ggh_Was Weirer?
Zuv nothing of a serious nature in taking op the writings themselves,

. All is centered on answering the question he has posed-. "why did AL .

~~Judze 1510 as the cpportuna moment?" And the concluslon he comes toc -~ I think~-
s.-thet RL was probably too hasty in judging the revolutjonary will of the

{ tiasses, They were so flred up by her own oratory, which was great, that she ST
took that for the conscicusness in geneval. By 9.,-477 nbw Badia does say that "/’['
RL Ehought-tha€ 1t Was d pra=revolutionary ‘moment; and ther%’f}:re broke, but = 7
could* tTEATH Control of the party. "

. MThe_Styruggle Against Militarizw" is separated into the next chapter,
..-which doesjtake up the Morocc m Affaly at least somewhat, but by the end of
“the whole discussion of anti-m{litarism, vhere is neither a sustalned discussion
Gt UUAE -amy, of RLYS writings mE nor any extensive quotations. Ratda He does say that
.o the Yfajlure of the masses” was zs much to bleme for the path to 1914 as the
'h‘.‘:{t:‘a’afsbﬂ of the leadexra'.- in ather words, it was objective. This is. supposed.

fl o ke ::ebased on Lenin's Imperialism (1),

. ".!_'3'éa‘1" Raya, I imagine I've told you Litrle and too much of Badia. But I will
"o ineludedl some extracts from the Conclusion, because he makes me so mad, and maybe
i you'd want. to say something against it, ) : . :

\_/f.::;clusioh bo.. 8|m . _/j//’
"The attempt-- not ,_r,are/today-- to make of RL the "Revolutjonary" par excellence,
a completely pure figure, a halckd martyr, that one opposes to all the political
leaders who have been confronted with tha responsibilities of power, is easily
explained, (Foctnote here: The plan is simple, they oppose the pure Rosa to the B
"machiavellian” Lenin... and go on to oppose the Spartacist movemenp—to its ”'J(ﬁ_-‘t-,_,.‘/.,)'
"perverted" son, the German CP.(This is_the essence O GUEFIn,Etcy) have under- (j ==
lined how RL, in the heart of thé G50, finds herself most of the/time in opposition}
the necessities of the polemic-znd even the nature of her adverdaries led her to
put the accent on her éﬁﬁ-’insig_ga_n\;.grlf she was never found at the head of a state,
/l?one forgets t quickly some months of the revolution in Germany during which
‘:} RL_had practical’ responsibilities] and where, like all responsible politicais in
similar situations, she 2in front of sush and such vi_sgj,ssltudes..of.,revol-,-',§)

/’*ﬁ utionary combat, where she con emmed R TR nrivate the capture of Vorwarts and ,'>
q

"
S A
.
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J,~ urged the § articists to participate_in-the-electtans,..

A 0 "7 ™Ris attempt can 6lso be Founded on an actual readéng-- but rapld and incomplete--

i of the work of RL, It is possible-- and sometjmes seductive-- to see in RL the
epostle of Freedom, of Revolution and of Sotielism. Preclisely because she constructed
& simplified worid-- one part the bourgeolsie, the other the prol,e;anat.;-.ths\one (_,D
side capit_lﬁism, the other socialism-- a part of th ~yolth, in its impatience, s ")‘*’-
perhaps today seduced by this explanatory sketeh.Th oncepttonof “the wor {d, ’
if one doesn't look at it oo clesely,., permits the denial of the hard daily
rveality, the forgetting of the long and patient atruggle of the workers! movement...
in order to only hold on to the explasion, the Revobution: miracle-solution to
all the difficulties, realized one beautfful day by the sole will of a relatively
restrlct? group of fighters fuil of courage,

FI ST L R Er

serian R ey

"NeAtr did RL presenmt in that way the struggle for socialism. But ft is necessary
to recoghize that certain of her formulations-- especially if isolated from the
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genexal nisrorizal contexte- seem woWgs ©o 30 in this divection..." "With
" this- preaching in favor of the mags strike, RL horsélf had a tendency to believe,

nr to let herself helieve in an o ic development of the revolution, and - .
to ignore, or at thz very least tb phss o ost_in silence the-ideologleal pxeq_sure»)([‘-‘
exeftad by the bourgetaie on the peasants, the artisans, the cadres, and a park
of the proletariat,...”

WWith the mujority of Second Int'l theoreticians, RL had a tendency to reduce
lerxism to the eccnomlc antagonism between bourgeoisie and proletariat. She didn’t
atudy the social sk relations, analyzing neither their content nor their devel-
opment, relatively autoromous, any more | Alger@_wwg_f_wﬂ_l_iam L, |
_and the gue n~pages itself whether. the vehénence_of hex anti-imperialism.J-—" - Y

' ‘c’cg'ld Yempensaie't flor the absence or weskness of this_swkmaixamy social osnalysis.™
T VWorelEhEn many, other sociai democrats, she reaffirmed or safeguarded & certain
ebhic; she exemplified the reasoned invslvement of the revoluttonary. She showed
also that politics, that is to say, scruggle for this ‘ideal, socialism... is
not. accompanied by aun impoverishment of the personality. Her example mexits )
~ contemplation &3 much as her work. We underntand less than her tragic end, her life itself
" and ‘the conception of existence m that she strived to make prevail..."”

R4

LR 4y Y R I TR B e A T

" Rays, to me every sspsct of this work by Badla is an attempt to re-write
‘Rosa's’ heritage from the,_p.ni.ns__ghét-Net,t_}___ha'd..,reached,---and which gpurred some™— Lo
fnterest in RL todqy-_@?..ﬁxom_.tffé‘&ﬂo plus poges making an attempt at serjous.- Cg‘ 7
i | f

understanding-of RL as théwrcticidn, dllte=dizected -to-shoving her 8s journalists>

kog..-reyqlii'iii'aii;;"gh'a'there'1s such mezn-spirited partyness of the fully Stalin@jst> -
wariety, aven Z 18 & F

% polemizist.,. As .,':_h__qgg,t_i__i;e_r,.achiemggg__war"e.—“preac-}enc"a!i-ratherrthan‘-prrrlm%

urocommunist. Everything gets re-wroked Eof the inmediate

- goat of combatting the youth who ware using RL vs, tﬁ,?:mh—s—l’f‘ftc.

- " And when all this i(é?:ﬁiﬁiﬁe_(i:m;hIAl:l-iu_s_g_grian structuraiism,) and French

" obsesslon with style and psychology, there is hardly anything recognizible left

i of RlL. I just don't --or can't-- believe that the state of Lefr e"scholarship”
§s 80 low that this miserable book is considered by so many as the definitive work
on RL today. If ever there were a proof that PSR is needed by France, and nowl

Mike




