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o Contd frorn last Thursday

tr'IONTINUING her criticism of
LtBolshevism (or rather, one of
its policies), Rosa Luxemburg in-
sisted that in a countrv where the
proletariat constituted' a minority
ind where a larse fraction of this
minoritv was undmployed or semi-
employed, the Soviefs (workefs'
ass6m6liBs) would constitute a
fatallv resirictive base for revolu-
tionaiv sovernance. "It is an
absurdityx, she said, "to separate
the elect,cral law from social reality
and make it the fruit of utopian fan-
tasy". As a revolutionary she, of
coilrse, admitted that a restrictive
electoral law might be necessary for
a transition p-eriod "from 

- 
the

bourqeois-capitalist to the socialist
form"of socieiy". But even then, she
arqued, the ldw reslricting political
ris-hts to those who work makes
seirse only in a society "which is
economicllly capable of providing
all who wani to work the fossibility
of working and livins a well-to-do
and cultured life". This was not the
case in 1918 Russia with its massive

Rosa l"uxemburg on democracy a)
and such like bourgeois-democratic
phraseology".' l-uxemburs reiected the counter-
oosition of-revolutionarv dicta-
torship to democracy. She defined
the diitatorshio of the proletariat as
socialist dembcracy. 'This dicta-
torship according to her, "is a form
of aoblvinp dembcracv and not of
aboliihins"it". Althoush the dicta-
torship 'of the proletariat en-
croaches energetically and resolute-
lv, on the economic relations of
Soureeois societv "without which
sociaTist revolutirln,is impossible",
this dictatorship should be im-
olemented bv a class "and not a
leading min6rity on behalf of a

class".
Luxemburs stood resolutelv for

freedom and political pluralism.
Hence, she was oPPosed to the one-
party system:" Fieedom only for
the iupfiorters of governrnenti only
for the members of one Dartv - no
matter how big its memb'erstiip - is
no freedorn. Freedorn is always
freedom for dissenters. That is not
said out of a fanatical sense of f,us-
tice, but because that is the essence
on which depends the reviving,
healing and puritying effect of poli-

nute that freedom becomes a Pri-
,il"n.". She warned that a socialist
revdlution which abridges political
freedom is doomed for, bY so dolng,
"it shuts off its own sources ol sptr-
itual wealth and Progress". .

I-uxemburg attacked, even ln
!9i8, what hIs now become known
ai--iommand-socialism- And in
Joins so. she re-established the
orinc'iples of dialectics in revolu-
iionary politics: "The Practical

By Edwin Madunagu
realisation of socialism as an econo-
mic, social and legal system is far
more than an aggregate of ready-
made instructions which only.wait
to be aoolied. The oractical ri:alisa.
tion of 'socialism is veiled in the
midst of the future". She insisted -drawing examples from the
methods sometimes adopted by
Bolshevik leaders themselves -that revolutionaries must feel their
way at every step, search and ex-
periment, try out one method and
then another. If this is an impera-
tive, she argued, "it is clear that the
very nature of socialism precludes
the possibility of realisation through
decrees".

Declaring that socialism is a mass
movement; Luxemburg warned:
"Unless the entire mass of the peo-
ple is engaged, socialism will be in-
troduced by a decree granted to
them bv a s"core of intelEctuals sit-
ting rorind a green table". The re-
sult will be the creation not of a
socialist society, but of a bourgeois
society, tuend upside down or in
reverse. Then a nw ievolution will
become both necessary and inevit-
able!.

Luxemburg rejected the
"omnipotence" of the party. It is
wrong, she insisted, to imagine that
the revolutionary party has a "re-
cipe in its pocket for socialism which
only needs the energetic imple-
mentation" by party leaders. She
was convinced that only active and
conscious masses are capable of
building a new society: "Control by
the people is absolutely necessary,
othqrwise experience will be shared

onlv within a'circle of officials of the
nei gouernment, and corruptiorj
will be inevitable".

Her logic was that anY sustained
rule bv a "state of siege" leads to
arbitriry rule and an aibitrary rule
leads to corruption - in political,
moral and mlterial terms. Since
corruption cannot be removed bY
decre"es. but bv conscious mass ac-
tion a ';state of siege" regime, the
Ceausescu-tvpe. has no means of
internal selfliorrection. It can only
be destroyed.

Concluiline the essav. Rosa Lux-
emburs declired: "sricialism calls
for a s?nuine spiritual transforma-
tion oT the mas'ses who have been
desenerating for centuries under
bo"urseois ciass domination. Social
and riot egoistic instinct are needed;
mass initi-ative instead of inertness;
idealism that helps peoPle over-
come all sufferines and so on and so
forth. Decrees. dictatorial power of
factory overseers, severe Punish-
ment and terror are all paliatives.
The dominance of terror has a de-
moralisine effect. The onlv road to
revival is ihrough the school of pub-
lic .life, unlirnited democracy and
public opinion".- 

These- are mere dxtracts from
Luxemburs's essav published in
New Time{. The essav'itsel{ was ex-
tracted frorn a Iarger work.
Althoush. I doubt if the intention
for pubTishing the essay in the lVew
Times was a revolutionarY one. I tm
convinced that all those who do not
see the oossibilitY of human free-
dom under capitalism will sooner or
later include itre tife and works of
this controversial wornan as sources
for solution. A first-class marxist

theoretician, a leading economist, a

frriltiunt oolemicist and a merciless
critic. shehas "fi rmly convinced that

' dissertt was precisely what was re-
ouii"a in rhtl search-fcr truth"' No
wonder Lenin valued her immense-
ly, despite their often violent dis-
asreements. She was "one of the
m-ost exuberant sources of free-
thinking in the communist move-
ment".

Rosa Luxemburg's opposition to
ideological and politicaf iigidities in
the construction of soqallsm ls
rooted in her philosophical beliefs,
conclusions fiom hrir theoretical
work as well as her practical revolu-
tionerv experience. First, she iden-
tified iocidlism with a realm of free-
dom much higher than bougeois
democracv. So-cialism would cease
to have anY attraction for her' as

well as for'me, if it ceases to be.
Secondlv. she believed that social-
ism can be counterposed to capital-
ism onlv to the ext'ent that the for-
mer is a Drocess of negating the lat-
ter. not its compli:te negation' The
cornplete. negation of capitalism is
communlsm.

Precisell', because socialism is a

transition'tlre socialist regime can-
not be stable. Hence' it cannot be
governed by rigid laws. Pursing this
line of thought, in her economlc re-
search Ros-a Luxemburg came to
the conclusion fhat there could be

nothine hke economic laws of
socialiim. Her reason? The socialist
resime would be too unstablc to
crEate a set of laws. OnlY the com-
munist reginre of the fu[ure would
create la#s. She wrote this about
1910. Fourteen Years latet, in 1924,
Leon Trotskv came to the same con-
clusion with-regards to the proleta'
rian culture.

o Conclwded.
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