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: ~,-~i-s-'t"ae:--‘n.s"1esi.—s1:a—e ~ir=which—theToncrete———
J\Dtion &5 beginning has. an innedl?'tn existence in the
er-e.-;g.p—pecessity—l-—butw it-is-not-yet-z-setject iyt —————
VH _egel. ,seiencﬂ of Ioric, Vol. 2. p. 172 Sl

:.t were only personal‘becausa she # not only dia not <.,
which she. cnly:

lenve the Partv'. she dm rot create am .factiom7an

%‘ha‘t she is k.nov r for and ri Htly ‘l,w
'%Bl&w tednessy’oﬂer s w«-r““ ‘
Biv o ' glorificatiops— 7"+ -
g A .' and surely her/priori‘ty tc.sponta'lelty over W\ Par'ty '
- but also -ﬂm laadership. And that remained true even when she did

in the Revolution not only create & 1%%!1 Germzny., but
* consented to that whiech she had fougkt 211 her life, to &
'uni‘ty of her Polish 'tendency with that of the left PFS to
conb .,ruct the. c. P. of Poland. ,  .—- 

How to explain so -marhy cor‘trad:l.c ions Q&»‘ w}:ich there
1‘ kwise exits a2 unif;ing force--the Party--anc so tigh ..13
8 unifying i‘orce that unity. unity, unity.h"zhe unfortuna ely
in the :l‘u"l SOcia" Dcmocrat:.c concapt. that she opposed spiits
even at 'the point where thee wasn't a single m::oint oi‘
affinity between the tendency her ‘thDL{-‘ht represented and -the _
-dominart tendency in the 580,
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Fmany i‘alse interpre‘ha‘cions of :wha.t RL's conc;ept o; oxgana.z.a :.on

as We'tl ﬂs concept of sponta.neity trulv wd.s. I.e'b” beg:.n
: i

‘. with her first and most f‘a.mous and snoB+ mls"hsedzum¢sused

the "\\'ES‘L"
NI not even a‘Liowing her to-

--name 1.he title of her articlen— M The ti'tle she gave g
Wwas "Organlzatwnal ‘ Que stionsm of the Russ:.an
, .aocial Demochcy. ' The title ithe "West" gave tt wes "Leninigm

or Marxism?"'ﬁa_n The dlfi‘eren‘t h:.storlc periods 1i kewise
:-led To- one-bided 1nterpretauons. ‘l‘hus the/s D. before
... WWI were. i‘oreVer guoting and attacking both SN
her wri‘ti:ncs on spontanezty during ‘the i‘lrst Russlan anoljt hon. ‘
specii‘ically Tre Jass 8 Strike pampl 1et. while tha goet-wﬂ'II .
critiques
S.D.y: West or otherwise.were always s..ress:.n&, the lgobm
Len'ln. In both ceses 2 oppos;tec that waren't-genuine
' '_ opposrtes ‘.:o PL---denocracy/dlcta‘torshln rngard:nc the 190’-&
wr:.t:.ng; and 2 0pposites--spontanezty/organ;zation for 1906)
were s‘tre'hched out to m'ma-:e he*- say wha.. she did not say. é
Thus, "The Gr'gamzatlonal Quesnons of *he Russiar S,D."% .

(The new translation ofFf with the correct title appears in

Dickh Yoward, Selected writings. pp. 283-206), was =

cr:.tique not of what Is To De Jone?, whick everyone including
Nettl attrituted it to* (!\oréknln Geras . o

but wke a critique of Lenin's Gne. Step Forwar d. _'T‘wo-s-teps Back,

'Because of .her'disagreement'mi th the Bolshevﬂs on the Kationel
Question, RL's tendency never attended that femous 1303 Congress.
It was Lenin's eritique of the “behavior of 'thé fiensi 1ev1ks at
tha't 'corf_’-ress that she critic J.zed. She was as!edn‘:v L______

-/the Iskra that “Lenin edited but the one appropricted by the

Jiensheviks at thet 1903 congress even though they hat been °‘."""V“t‘°".d'
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' s she ﬁas{-
' 3-concerned. the s D.F. of Russza was Suill onhe. aﬂihniuﬁrf.
ﬂ I't is inporte.nt to keep:this 1:'- mind even as it is
1mportant* to be as- rigoroua es che was in paying strzct
. attention to tne objective situation to the faot that
Russia wos indeed 'a polite state;" "that you ~truly bed

"RSD but. the 335D that rracticed centralism a2s a principle.
- Lenin's

neead for centralism, and that in fact it wasn't only the ),\\
What she’ ohjected to was what she cal]ed/thrdcentréhsm ‘

{Lenin's denial that he was ultré@entraliat in his revly

to her was never published; it was rejected by K;utsky

and even in the Russian it was first published...)
to illuminate themdifferénbes and agiin %o give éue'credit
‘40 the RS0 wanting o establish a national organization,

She stressed that it wes indgsd necessary to have done with <he

e

i
‘l.
v

weircle end loczl club atmosphere” that had perﬁ&ded'thei

e

AT

Ruseian attempts to build 2 unified organiastion and re-
qulred a Full 3-year canpzign, 19Qb-03. to prepare for

that congress, “"However," she continued,{p. 29€,"z2t the

party cengress and even more g§so zfter, it became evident
thet centrziism is a slofen whick does not completely

exhaust the “historic content and the ... -

.5.5. organization.”

s .
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crermntmn LTS

that a social democrat *s"a Jacob;n lndissbluhly connpcted'
e organlzatlon of the class cunscious porletariat.,.'
}And lt 15 at that point when she develppe her opposition
_to Jacobinism and Blanquism in s0 detalled -‘a ibrm. thau
aho 1ertz 1o ‘room whatever for the conbrete happenxngs of
@(which vas the presccupation of Ienin). . :
the congre a,aumﬂug;; which led to _the split./ One coula:
sayhthat the mlnute she- rEnJ%d "historv." her eritique-wazs

: it was hard to
-sa rull of generallzatlons that 4 : sae arv*hznp

m’ concrete relating 'to the congress. and even

F-f!ﬂlhﬂnbo 1nc11ned to over praise Lenin who stuck only to

?A‘the concrete. and *hus "proved” her ‘wrong. Which wiik'

1nds£ght, absoluteély i¢ not true, +hat ig +o Sey. some of’

genera’izatzon are 50 very re}evan tc our da1 tha

. WE . nust g0 into them

. "_ '
'H"-M" ISNNRRTTI S o ¥
For example, there i s abtsclutely no dnub* u.n.aa graat '

‘deal more of democrgcv. more need for d1f*e*ent tendenc;es
to exgress unemselves. and eu:ely it
tc;méka & virtue of nhecessity, which
under Czarism to overstress the nsed for centraliism to
oppése'it. rurthernore, wheress her expression, "Ko
formulaes for organiéétion will do +o eipress Marx's '
concepticr of socislism," mzy have left elbﬁw room for
Aopportunism to &y continue Tunctioning if & Narzist

b

organizeztion, as witness the ’&ct that firsy

" 1
Lo reformism. Eerncteln, was not expelled, it *& even

Ctruer that Lenin's concept of cedtralism R R e AR Y -

had even more need of decentraliczatioa.'
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. ~ _5.
) Where 1% seems to t.his w'"i.te“ that RL wrongly almost
-mal'es do w:.th spontane;tv it not sans organization.
ce*tainly withou‘t philoscphy. is in-her singling out

D i er wgm _
the student aga._ita.tion of 1901 and the mass strike' in
.?.ostov-‘on-Doh.. as-if theix.- arising spéntan'eo.-.ls"y £ had
also mee.n't that ..hey had no rieed for a Karxist per ‘Lyn
The fact was that it was p*‘ec:.sely these strikec ang

great spon ..aneous actions whick led Ienin to m;f’:,'ccrclude

tﬁat if Marxists are go*ng “to act on ly as econonlats. -
. between h development of

there will bﬁ%a gap 4 poli tical workw
ﬁf“an actual revolution, aﬂﬂ'ﬂuﬁr 1t wag no‘ aceident

o™
'tha‘t RLSﬁ ha:nnerlng e.wav W uenir‘ 'S supaosed -
eyaggerc.tion cf""‘actory dlsciplir.e‘f which he :’.nsi,ted.the

inuellectuals lacked, in,turn led her %o defend intezllectuzls.

Where she m shone brilliantly was in

dialsctical relatmnsh...p

spontan-

-eity to organization:

- "What L always i.mporta.nt for Social Democracy is not to prophesy a.nd to i
';meconstwct a rea.dy-mda recipe for the futwrte tasks, Rather, it is mnorhan i i

1

r

[
~

that the correct! historica.l eva.luation of thelfoms of stmggle comsmnuing tc
% ‘the given s:.'tua.t:.on be continually maintained in ‘the party, and tha{fit ‘ .' '
i VT
: .' N, i

v
o
-

‘understand tHe relativity of the given phase of the sta:uggle, and the -

necessa:r:y advance.of the revolu tionary steges towazd the ult:.ma .,e)goe.l of the
{

‘proleta.rian vlass struggle.” . . L

9t

\

14870

L e A ot e,




course. re.fcl:ons on ‘the.organization of the G 1nd’f:endent.,
direct actian of'ihe masses, - .she is not correct in holding
that that ver Y nearly automatlcally ameans wm s0 ~
total a concept5on of soc:alzam »hat 2 ghélg__g_x of
Mar? 8 coﬁ%ption of .revoiution could be 11?8“18& left

uo spontaneaus action, .Far from it. And nowhere is

this seen more cleargy *han when we éet tc the 1305
Revolution. where spontdneity w is a‘bsolutely

the brea test, but fal;s to-acheive its goal, The wiiee

\
question n;_.:_ PRI TRy, of c1ass onsciuusness

doos not, eﬁhaust the' quahtion of cocnltion. of Marx'=

-phllosophy of revolution, of secénd negetion, that is to

'say,not a.lo.ne the destruectim of the old, but the creationrx

of the new. ha= Sulll to be tested, and we cannot he“e
skip from 1904 to 1917r and 1919, So within the context .

of that debate, it is sufficient to end-where she endgg)

B&“Bﬁ’jm‘e risht of he workin -
g ehms "tOmﬂkedis ownnﬁst
) . - aqkes\

ore valuable than the

le ncentral committeas " (p 300)
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1906 pa.mph1¢ ori the
in the chapuer on’ the/General Strike.

ins?ead spontaneity. It wasn' t merely the fact that she
had r:ritten th:.s in Kuox }zla. but that the revoi’:ution itself

m sharpened their views

historically. as well as actually Or. the other hc.nd.

' she was way ahead of Le'::m in 1910° in judging “the deep
' op_por'tunism p:l‘ Kau"tsky.

Atr'the '-Saﬁ-le time, hcn--ever. the :.nvers..on of 't"e relatlonship

between orgamza tion and action once zgain meant thn dlsregard

oi‘ ph..losoph§ /I'h is a'bsolu“tely true as RL expresse" it .

-

in "What I\ext?;". 'hhat "any mass action,” once unleashed,

. muist move i’orward,. " It is not ‘Lrue that & forward mox%en\.

2

by the masses ca.nnot te reve“sed or stonpec’. by a Jesdership

——"
[y e

wmch uses the kM rne'tor:.c of revolution tut practicds
coumer-revolu..ion. in a word, where RL saw the opportunism -
in Kzutsky,., she by no meant cxpected outright betrayal

-and indeed ¢id not“%emx, conceive that 'counter-revalutionﬁ._

arise from_wlthin Févolution. 1% is that dialectic,
that trensformation into opposite, thet Lenin, who had -

not ceen as clearly as she the nzture of German S50C. Democrachy, . -

75;,,,rs.':-~ox_. .
dp.. fzr beyond her once Wl showed the he..ray al, dn

\ W iesuing the slogan, ""‘ur imp»rialist
l . ) ‘é ﬂe{ﬂ"

wer into c;vi:.l war. ar:f n e .C ox;L m_’,Jﬂ -
‘wn Bolsheviks m ] The conguest )

T~ OWET s .

g e A C o Y S T T e M 4 e e
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'."vft!'t\“ A

3B=rtrm ol "01 ‘e mistitles her work because\@élw-,
g more "a rtac;ive.' and thus fFave rer 190L critique so anti~

‘7Len*nlst a tnlst that he af*rlbutes %o her 2 percistant

first and foremo$t
‘.e*:cilt;tion of 1005-07,
xemhur- in het period
f, hoth on revo’u‘on cﬂd ow&arlzatlon..that-
Ty actuallﬂ joi:ed tre Ju ian :arty; koreover, {haugh'

i

Jclnod tnere w:s 5150 a jbih*n4 of Me*afeviks',
s; it vaS'bv nofm ans Lhafﬁil.upvike vho she

u'wac the vo*e of “tne "Poleﬁ" tra helped‘
. - 'f!u" .

-denln ge; a mkaorltv Ay the 190?h Cor*re,u,

Tbeir 1n erpretatwon of the Revoltiofh exterces

“asvla anc. }01 né. Thka! game year, 1907, thers

':thelinternat;onal Socizlist Corgress, vhere arain Zeri

&ng k- Qm.(--h* le Ircighy aneé lzrtov

umgnﬂ&i&nﬁhw1tr the amendment, 1lere is no doub*

&

here the clugenesbk theoreticzlly and precticelly e
the point of spec*-zc forrulztio ngb d3gxpe Jerir snd D
action {o'the anencrneni on
the anti~wzar grive.
(Interestin;ly enou~tk, » &1lso &t that .onrress
“het L1 introduced Lznin to : 4 vz toith 2 memter

~ an . +
s = WOOENTE

rerce wlich ¢ et 'thr:t -':riod i’_!ﬂe roint
rir'" owr,

vere hecvily and operly boged on 2
&t Gonerers ir Zleickeis, )




e-tlme the disnutes with haut-"y on rer SR

demand that her positiOn on the general stri e be appl:eAEﬂE
they were

‘~‘to German; 1910 reached 8 climax. 'so absolutely at

'ppos te ends that she “troke. wzth him compleuely. _Bertram

14‘e has Cs part o:ths 1"5:.'=_E::am-‘. for skippm" 221 those world
] ¢ not to mention betrayal on the

._historic events. )
the SDczal Democracv in horld Yier I :nd L's finzsl

In = wo*d, when we come to her

g2 o 1nte*pat10naﬁ, N

:f5cc1a1 JEmocratlc organizatlo“,
ind certeinly

:,;-whichgshe éeclareq to ke & "stlrlirr gorvse."
petween Ler

‘u{there ic arfain not z sinfle grcir of afrinity

‘eritical position or the Pussian agvoluitor end

| -;TVDeTocratlc poeition on the coantﬂw-rnviut*on arain
She hailed that Revolution ac the greztest worle higtoric

event whick, even if it fazilee, would rem zin z teszcor for gll,
failure )
and for which/the German E.0. wouid tear ike freziest respon-

(=1

sivility.

What e then was her @acriticism? We wish here

to focus strictly ecn organization (later

with the theoreticel @ifferences), ~he maln'p

difference orr arlzatlonallv-- znd in that she wag certzin 11y not orly

et Lerir, tut sctually foresaw i wha* tecasnds

IR R

correct as arain
( : Ly b or
~ the Stalinist derenergt*on——wﬂfArren~er democracy W not
i
RS orly for }he!ma:sgs tut within the state and Fovenrnnent,
L e
- ™ U 2K / .
<i3\\ vity 2! plu“gl ty"of partles and +tendencies,

’ | 14874
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warned agains‘n making "a ‘ vn-tue of nea«essitv" t‘aat is g
: "w Ih.srxists mus‘t 'be careful 'that evan when‘ an

"ab"fso,lute neces nty)because q.-;tho counter-revolut:.on a- the

Eeneral princ:ple.
- epdtieal v .
Surely rer/contri'tu*ion o 'the quert;o-: of prcletarlan

ﬂf‘ ocracv and democracy wa,t}'n.n the lzrx

. ﬂ.-e
Iy

ist perty was of rreat

break'wit.‘ﬁ 'the Internat:.o al,-h r 1eade h.:.p of Spa“"“*r"qs. ang’

above al the leeders ip of the actual German evolu»mn n\fm
E%&h oge of t}'e ﬁvera thin; s she ks

.i.e. 'the dismissal of the lonstituant Assemkly, she declared

£

eriticizeé in hussia,

in the most unequivoeal terms on the German scene trat tris

type of

assemkly vas z.tour~eois instituiion to whick sre

counterposed workers' democrzcy as &W¥%Wm containsd only in

actuzl workers' couneils, so thzt very nearly 2ll of <the main

slocens of the Russian fevolution were exactly what she her-
self calle€ for in what turnec ss#m out to e the last 2 months

of rer 1life"

A

fo, what ehe criticized in 1904 and what she eriticized

in 1917 W tear very 1litile resemhlance to each

other, either in nrinﬁigle or in tactic, either in theory or
the d erent

in practice, ei'ther in/nistoric perio:__s or the d4ifferent foals

WG RGRE 1905 and %1017, &a;.nd&f&a-rea-‘;est
’
contritution, both in relationship o epwsmawooting the
coricept of the party in spontaneity and internal domoc*‘acy 14875




r she was already sensing &

ohaf" shift‘ in powers and had nct let rc#@Wﬁ

m, thet she maoe you

e -ersro women and

| :a,nd h:.s érm\' persu.,.r;_' +hem; end when you see tiow how deep her
ns relstes to rage .
: in uernatlonalz.en/x'hat even vher there was & world war and

@ ns‘éﬁlc‘.& Hur... bemoane'* +he cordiiion o‘ tre Jewﬂ che *'e-:lzed.

- o vl A ] ) . _
and yet; eshe woulc have unm diately singlec out &S Su"'je ct the

colonial masses onpressed bty imperialiem as its rra ve—dl"rer'-‘:,

1

"What do you want with this particular suffering of the
. Jews? The poor victims on the rubber plantations in
. Putamayo, the Negroes_in Africa with whose bodies the
European & game of catch,’are just as near to me.
-Bo you rememberthe Words Written on the work of the
Great Genera! Staff about Trotha's campaign in the
Kalahari desert? ‘and the death-rattles, the mad cries
of those dying of thirst, faded away inte the sublime
silence of eternity.'
Oh, this 'sublime silence of eternity’ in which so many
screams have faded away unheard, 1t rings within me so
strongly that 1 have no special corner of my heart
reserved for the ghetto: [ am 2t home_wherever in the
world there are clouds, birds and human tears..."




}i'*other 'éo 1: e.'t Mthey would result in a new

i (é’ .Instead she let them lie sida by s:.de. ~ We hive seen
: -m .when I.enin ‘arrued aga‘nst her position
he"ha-biondlfQuestion" which she couldn‘t see as recolu~
Stlonsry 1n" his. J.mperia.:.ist war, he. used uﬁe tgrm “half-wz y

philosophic -
~I'|: came '.From his ov.n/regrran:.zahon during

-'.,-'_ 'f: ('l: e obaect)--t"xa‘t is ‘the essence o“ n‘ti—di lectice’®

T

Lnn.m g p01nt,as in 't‘us caEe nere"'s. wag to ghow <hat

. . t .
onllr ‘gecond ner..-.'tivi'ty is the solution, becausn there is no giiwv T

way %o »re.nscena "the onpot-J.tJ.on between Kotion and healty,
,aw :ich :
and thaet unity ﬁ‘,\%/:s the truth", except to sse that they

"rest upon ikis Sutjectivity zlone." 1In & word, the feet thet
.onl;," the proletariat, only the oppressed, only the Subject
‘who is being oi)pressed. is the one for the overihrow, canno’
possitly te kep‘t epart fromthe otjective situation which '

érives +hem in that direction,

Firdle', . 252%: "ohe oririn of the idez in
of teleolory throwshaense 1lirkt on llerel's p"i"os
@ ides coee not expleir thinss ty their czuse,

erlvins euhstance. or the whole of vhick trey a2
it explzins ty ®ein- the end towzrds which ther nmus
tho uL)"t of &s tendin— »

- 209, “a 1 ’ e b |
'Rotiof E;;-" geeings}‘{o& g‘csecgg%gr* 555@3?%26 .gde
of sute=terce, reclp“ocit".-as hieceseity there 'ewu

i
CEUS21TET TEHN ] ﬁr\aﬂ‘a'd:.'a. "
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why should a revolut1onavv

'1a1ectica11y speahin

topiat: causality, ﬂ sort oi one- ..o—or'e relztionship is

hereby” exﬁlained. ‘znd one mu:t pet rid of exrlhlnlrg e

rzte

%
H

un be no tetal unroo+1n£. hluhouf

'actpn.ls hardly nore. than c"n;emplhtlon,

UM W, @ T

‘re“wzse of continued aLCUﬂu1atnP- iher1.hu1w +her’
B gnd - even colonialism .
‘,you Po to mar?ehs/lﬂq ezl of subject.. do veondeér “rose ctjects . .

You never look &% peorle, *hs exploited, excert @5 sulw

fering sutjects, vhich is why

only ohjecte., Lhere is no duslity, no

Ingtead du sﬂldih

tack b home znd

of-collzpee will happen,

If, however, you look not just at the rooi cause kut 2%

new beginrin-s’ that will the lves cetermine the end,

there would te no way o avoid sukject,

{*at hes teen unoticed uniil this doy is

. en, btze¥ in 1899, lonr hefore il kit out arzinst horx for his

: rototco . s . - -
. ( : p=p= girle ever ir the lsit volumbi, is that il he
- . excluded .01, II from & congicdersiion of +he 1
arx's economic views, Thuz sle wrote'

*rhe Marxict formula for crises as proa;nted by Engels in Anti-
Dushring and by Marx in the fizst and third volumes of Capital,

-lppli.os to a.].'l crisau only in the measure that it wncovers their

an mad AL aler e mammT Snel s amsrman W 1
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"11;.

.As Ewe saw when we dealt with RL's inter-rernum vhich

led ate, W critique not so .nuchﬁ!‘ neutsky &Qﬁ? L

i~t he omebm clnar that just as{g her Accw~u1a‘cmn6:l‘
. but Ienin's dag not, {
diiferted‘ rro:n .Marx's enalysis/ so,ironically enouph.

o

on 'the question 1r' wh'lch :.I, seemed to be on totally oppasite

i points—-tbe I-a:t}--,‘ toth 2like did not m :.r*er-rate
pl ilosophy w.rt:. oreaniza'tion- (l)aosa.

1_J1j'tt':!.j:_. t‘tention to philosorky, ané (r.') Lenir becc.u«-é:' 21l 'the
profound:.. . o
- -a‘*tentlon he ggve 'ﬂhi"occp““ to

tecause she pa:.c: very

"-he eyt em. uen o-F

-imseli es well zs ..he reture of imperi lmm
"and ke re‘tional quection.mm’ the na 'nal question pgrf“

“ﬂ\'olu‘ion. dialec‘tlcs thenselves, -and the stc.;.c. it never-

y Gakdh no ore
:ave an answer ard we na’tu“allx cannot essume ek, af“ter
b A

tl’eless was no? extended %

'Lhe even't that L "":eirg" -@ interrated philosophy, there would

heve been tte correct answer,

We do, however, start u ih

|..u

F=d
<.

clean state; that is, nobo€y kLas the answer, aaverthelecs,

precisely because il zne i elone had Cimcovered z neow

i

continert of thousht and hed = philosorhy of revolution @
from the very start of kis tresl: fron capitzlism, he will

also have the groung for & prilosophric concepl of orgari-

zation, even if hé hzd '"no thecry o
+ though very triefly,
Let's review/wbet he did say in adéition to the fact that
proletarizt

the vemsygermer-must have a2 party of iis own, irom whick he

I orgarization.”

never deperied, te it 1P42, 1871, 197§ or 1892, there it

became concretized/’or trozdened, zs ¥ou wish, is in the

& nrilosephic concepiion., Thug, the IPLR Rewslufons ended

witiw Mﬂﬁﬂ%’?e"’r v'oz king class perty but 2lso

a phibco,ﬁy of permanent revélution.
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hﬁ'?aris uommune had 2 new reason-* #3ts own vorking

comé?ehensivelv'}theoretichlly. point ty point, precise;; because

it .'ié"iv‘r

‘& newer vzswon pxtendih{ ull the w*y a

ty wrere "Ubrkinr# mould not aus+ ke & meang

en that

'bo,say. there is no divieion between

that in retu*nlng to the man/women relationship whick is

'traced throurb Ffrom gens, m&trzllnealrgoc1ety. to-the sgvaféry

e
.
S
-
]
g'.
h
.z‘
E

and retrogression in profressive capitzlism when it comes to
the positiOﬁ of women, he weuy eritical sleo of primitive
commuﬂlsm, insistlnr that it was not an outside force that

overthrewrit. but thet it came from within through the develop-

B e e L e

ment of chiefs, ete. Thus, atove 21l elge what was new was

N D =
this:; g backward country like rusei® could heve z fevoluiio:
. e e . st
-y h

~he multilinesl develonment of huvmanity, be it from

primitive communism,or the nsietic mode of production, or
wesiern capitzlis® .. yeq that 3tis impoesible 4o have tut

one answer 10 all the nultitude of developmente, Cn the contrmry)

tefore an advanced country € I new forces and relations
ineluding even the peasant commune made ite revolutic®h or




foruard

" poreover, with &L meking a special caterory of generel

-istrike 2 toth political and ecoromic, she still naturally

i

‘{ze on the guestion of the party, tut that his freat phil-

- have been indeperdent lon

]séés that it must Fo to insurrection, then how could that

be without subject? 'y
"The tra»edy in ferin is rot only thzt he didn't reorgan-

DSOphlc lecp forward ic not made availalle to the masses
Again. rdse RL and party: she certainly wesn't =s hostile to

the peasantry as 11, anrd yet she is so opposed to the Bolsheviks

giving landé to the peasaniry, as ‘31 that meant immediazte pa:cellingf,

1 out the national lund to przvate property.

Finally, the proof of error was hot only that ¢“"rtaPus shou;ﬂ}.
before, tut whi +he onnositlon todtne 3
timing of the 3rd Interna ional ?gggﬁee it wou 14 be domlnate ‘vJ
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T
;:113' ne:. :from w!*ich all the phonomem# o“ the world may te

'_i't ls nncessary -to assume another &causali‘ty throu h".;"'
LA .

in orde; 1:0 explai.n *l'em.g i- :

igs ...."ﬁ-.ere is no *’reedo..., b’ut-eveeyth_inf

maturds
world happera &%{? r,ccord:m" g, lawe.. .. 2&

i

th:.s pro'aoertion is =el -con .mc;ckon

eh“lv d ern"nnd' Erlorl.w wh:.c"z
--‘th.—. v is the.
whic-_.; ie opposec: to +¥e thes&s is conirediciory
5 'éoﬁfi-aé-ict's “the thegis..

‘.m order to prove the antithesis it has 'to ke buSl*pd

‘rha't 'tl'ere is & freefon &s & par‘ticular

‘& freedom %o initizte anf zists znad h
+CONSequances of"ﬁws‘tate.“ {I%'s *he pare

L ocells ettention %o the fzmot the

{(riezel sayes "tezause self-feter
»

..'ner. only externzlly" (p. 3%1) or what we would ¢
'tu 1 plenring, trey are orly means +o ar end, rot an

, 'i_.n therselves.)




