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No socialist can fail to sym-
pathise with the sentiments and
courage of the Norfolk anti-
rocket base marchers. Their ini-
tial treatment by the police and
Press demonstrated how the
bosses regard amy opposition,
how the Tories can show their
fangs, until they regain the com-
posure to laugh off their duffle-
coated opposition as harmless

crackpots.
Nonetheless, the Swaffham
events also suggest, though it

may sound paradoxical, that
martyrdom may sometimes be
easier than a less heroic approach
to a complicated and overwhelm-
ing problem.

However, after two years of
this policy and tremendous ex-
penditure, a reasonable guess has
it that Britain is now the posses-
sor of no less than five H-bombs.

Besides, the Establishment
mind has become beset with
doubts and second thoughts. The
British Navy, which was to be
almost completely done away
with, is slowly emerging once
again (the Far Eastern fleet, for
example). National Service is
dying very slowly, and the con-
ventional regular army and air
force (soon to be reinforced with
the new TSR-2) are still recog-
nisable.
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Firstly, it must be emphasised
that if the Labour leadership has
given any sign of even a faintly
radical opposition to Tory “De-
fence” policy, all the marches
would have been either unneces-
sary or absorbed in a general
anti-Tory movement. Unfortu-
nately, Gaitskell, Bevan and Co.
have been even more adamant
supporters of the Tory line on
Defence than the Tories them-
selves.

Their cowardice is the more
ludicrous when it is realised
that the ruling class itself has
reached an 1mpase in its
“Defence’” policy. The 1957
White Paper stated clearly that
the day of conventional weapons
was done, and that the Great
Deterrent (like God, it cannot be
mentioned by its real name) was
all that was needed to maintain
Britain’s ancient glory.

The compilers of the White
Paper were impressed with the
fact that Britain was unable to
keep apace “conventionally”
with the two super-Powers. But
Torydom was determined to have
its means of H-bomb retaliation
whatever the cost.

They chose, then, absolute
commitment to a nuclear Third
World War.
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And why not? Imperial Britain
needs force today primarily for
Colonial . wars and “police
actions” against the sullen and
rebellious populations in the
remnants of Empire. The H-
bomb is useless for such sabre-
rattling. All that is needed is an
army of conservative - minded
troops, carrying old-fashioned
rifles and machine - guns and
using conventional means of mass
terror.

Then why the fuss and the
shower of White Papers and the
enormous outlay on a battery of
armaments far beyond the capa-
bilities of a second-rate power?
The real use of the Great Deter-
rent seems to have been to deter
the Transatlantic Ally from driv-
ing too hard a bargain, to give
some vestafe of independence to
British Colonial policy whenever
it ran counter to American design
and no help could be expected
from that quarter to gain a better
deal on the siting and control of
American rocket bases on British
soil, and finally to serve as a
counter in the exchange of tech-
nical secrets.

Empire versus inter-Allied re-
lations. What a thorny problem
for the impoverished British
capitalist class. They can neither

decide on a single line nor find
the resources for a dual policy.
Contradictory Government state-
ments, fuzzy editorials in The
Times all show that the rulers
have reached an impossible posi-
tion with their own policy.

And Parliamentary Labour,
despite a statement early last
year of lip-service opposition,
has done nothing but endorse
Government contradictions.

Yet, despite the sorry picture
presented by the “leadership” it
should be quite clear: the only
force capable of stopping an H-
bomb war or rocket-site building
is the organised Labour Move-
ment. Once the workers move
into action, they can do this with
or without the blessing of these
official leaders. Once the mass
of workers are consciously behind
an anti-bomb or anti-war cam-
paign, it is surprisingly easy to
disrupt any military adventure or
act of war, surprisingly easy to
prevent a military plane from

HOW TO FIGHT THE BOMB

taking off, or stop a troop train,
or disorganise a rocket site. But
again, this can only be done if
individual action is backed up by
mass sympathy, mass support,
mass movement, and is directly
understandable to the mass of
workers.

Furthermore, any propagandiz-
ing for a radical opposition can
only come—if it is to be effective
—from within the Labour Move-
ment, on a level and around
issues immediately understand-
able to the people it is aimed at.

Measured by these criteria, by
their appeal to workers, by their
ability to win the active support
of workers against an imperialist
war policy, the Swaffham passive
resisters or any group which
hopes to stop an H-bomb war
by marching before concrete-
mixers, to Aldermaston or Down-
ing Street, are of doubtful effect.

The great tragedy of direct
action marching is not only that

contd. page 8

UNEMPLOYMENT—TIME TO ACT

HOSE in the Labour move-

ment who predicted that the
days of wide-scale unemployment
were over for ever have obviously
been proved wrong. Month by
month the total of workless
grows, and we have the gloomy
forecast by the Minister of
Labour (when recently in
America) that the Spring of 1959
will see unemployment at its
height.

One of the worst-hit areas of
the country is the industrial
North, particularly Lancashire
(the cotton towns plus the Mer-
seyside). Harold Wilson has cor-
rectly said that the cotton towns
are “bleeding. to death.” All the
government can offer is a sort of
elasto-plast, and that of very poor
quality.

Let me quote some compara-
tive figures which show the ex-
tent of the workless.

On October 13 the following

position existed:

Northern Ireland 37,963
Wales 38,942
Scotland 85,817
North-West England 95,572

writes ERIC HEFFER

Altogether within a 60-mile
radius of Manchester there were
unemployed at that date 160,000
workers, This fact emphasizes
one important thing. That this
unemployment is not the type
due to change-over of job or even
seasonal factors, but is unem-
ployment developing in the heavy
basic industries, which can only
mean that we are now entering a
classic capitalist slump.

In Britain as in America in-
creasing mechanization may

temporarily hold back the
demand for extra labour
until further expansion can
get under way.—The Times
leader, New Year's Day.

Let me quote some figures
given by Harold Wilson at the
recent Conference on the problem
called by the Lancashire Federa-
tion of Trades Councils. He
broke down the total and gave
us the situation town by town.

contd. page 8
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INDUSTRIAL

From 1941 till early in 1958, the
notion of surplus coal production
was practically unheard of. On
the contrary, particularly since

nationalization in 1947, there has

been an acute shortage. For this
reason capital has been poured
in, wages have risen and miners
have been cajolled and bullied
all with the object of bridging

ever-threatening deficit in fuel

supplies.

Only eighteen months ago, Sir
James Bowman, Chairman of
the National Coal Board, was
complaining bitterly about losses
of less than half a million tons of
coal as the result of increased
absenteeism following the ending
of the weekly attendance bonus
system. American coal was being
imported at a heavy loss and the

drive to introduce power loading -

machinery on the widest possible
scale was in full swing. Saturday
shifts were being worked and even
in January, 1958, Sir James Bow-
man told Ernest Jones of the
NUM that the Coal Board was
still aiming to fulfil the Govern-
ment estimate of 300 million tons
of coal or its equivalent per an-
num needed by 1965 (Carles
Timaeus: Reynolds News, Janu-
ary 12, 1958). Until recently this
involved the production of 140
million tons of coal leaving a
gap of 76 million tons to be
bridged by other fuels.

Threat

Today, however, one year
later, the position is drastically
different. It is not raising output
to 300 million tons by 1965 which
is the chief concern, but cutting
it to 200 million in 1959,

In a bid to achieve this, 36 pits
are being closed and even on
Coal Board estimates, 4,000 men
will be sacked without hope of
re-employment, during the course
of . this year. Furthermore, since
this .will reduce output by only
3 million of the 9 million tons
which need to be cut, the sword
of Damocles hangs threatening
over the heads of many others.
Even in highly productive areas,
rumours are circulating about the
possibility of further closures or
partial closures.

Basically, of course, the reason

for the changed situation is that

the coal famine has ended. At the
beginning of December last year
NCB unsold stocks were over 19
million tons and ° distributed
stocks ware practically as much
again.

'I.._awier_ production

This situation arises from two
main causes: in the first place
the current trade recession in all
industries and in the second place
the long term process of the re-
placement of coal by other forms
of power.

The index of industrial produc-
tion published by the Economist
shows that I'OdUCthIl in 1958
has been at a lower level than in

- 1958 was 12

the previous year. This drop in
the level of production has affec-
ted coal-using industries quite
seriously and has reduced their
need for fuel. Thus, for example,
production from British iron
foundries in the third quarter for
per cent lower than
in the same months of the year
before (Economist, November 29,
1958). Productijon of steel ingots
and castings in November, 1958,
was down by approximately 18
per cent on the same month of
1957 (i.e., 77,000 tons). Obviously
they needed less coal.

Simultaneously, however, there
has been a swing against coal in
favour of oil and other fuels.
Thus, while the iron and steel
industry used 18.6 per cent less
coal in the first months of 1958
than in the equivalent period of
1957, it used 9.5 per cent more
oil (ibid.).

| Oil prices

A similar movement occurred
in engineering, food, drinks and
tobacco, chemicals, textiles and
clothing, cement, paper and print-
ing, china and glass, and other
trades. Overall consumption ' of
coal by these industries dropped
by 9.6 per cent while oil con-
sumption rose by 19.9 per cent.

In fact this trend which has
been taking shape for several
years resulted in Britain buying
more than a million tons of fuel
oil during October—a level never
before  reached, representing

~ about a third as much again as in

October, 1957.

‘One of the most powerful rea-
sons for this change has been
lower oil prices. As the Econo-

mist, June 21, stated: “In the

South of England at any point

reasonably near a port and dis-
tant from the coal fields, fuel oil
has now become a cheaper fuel
than most grades of coal if some
allowance is made for its higher

thermal value, some measure of

convenience and efficiency 1n use
and some-quantity discounts al-
lowed to large oil consumers
which maye be supplemented by
special rebates . . .”

Present policies
This is so, however, in the
case of numerous oil-burning
electricity generating stations—
except -in one case where oil is

price as its coal equivalent. The

truth is ‘that the Central Electri-

cityy Board - is - tied by less

favourable ‘contracts concluded ;

with - the: oil* companies under
Governmeént pressure some four

years ago when the Ministry of -

Fuel and Power planned to save
8 to 9 million tons of coal per
annum by this means.

The conversion of eleven sta-
tions to date and the further three
planned during 1959 is especially
hard on the coal industry since
they are one of the NCB’s best
customers for small coal which is

the most difficult type of fuel to
dispose of. Despite repeated pro-
tests by the NUM this policy has
not been changed.

Besides these reasons for the
swing against coal, growing effi-
ciency in the use of fuel, clean
air regulations, the increased pro-
duction of nuclear energy and
railway modernization are all
playing a considerable part in the
coal industry’s difficulties and are
likely to continue to do so in the
future.

Therefore, the mining indus-
try’s problems are likely to be
prolonged and increased as the
years pass, even if without the ad-
vent of a major slump.

Present policies pursued by the
National Coal Board should fin-
ally have dispelled all illusions
that the nationalized structure of
the industry is any guarantee of
the miners’ welfare. As a com-
parison with conditions on the
nationalized railways show only
too clearly, the improvement in
the miners’ conditions has been
fundamentally the result of the
coal famine—not of nationaliza-

- tiom.

Capitalist adjunct

This is not to say that nation-
alization has been a complete
failure, for the old coal-owners
would have closed down unpro-
fitable pits years ago instead of
subsidizing them with the more
profitable collieries. @ Without
nationalization, coal would have
been so scarce and expensive that
British steel and consequently
British engineering would have
been crippled.

Hnwever, from the socialist
point of view, nationalization can
be said merely to have converted
the coal mdustry into an adjunct
of private capitalist industry,
ministering to its needs and sup-
plying it with a basic

not possibly have been main-
tained. Furthermore, it 'is being
increasingly forced to conduct its
operations according to the de-
ceptive capitalist considerations
of profit.

As Sir James Bowman wrote

.in The Times of December 11:

“The policy of going all out for
the last ton served the nation’s
purpose at the time. We are well
aware that it is no longer neces-

sary. There must be a complete.

supplied by contract at the same : change, of emPhESIS Wﬁ can now

requirement
without which its profits could

The Solution to the Mining Crisis,
writes Stan Newens is a

PLANNED SOCIALIST ECONOMY

concentrate on competitive effi-
ciency.”

This merely reflects the policy
stated by Sir Ian Horobin in the
House of Commons on Decem-
ber 3 that people would no longer
buy coal at any price. “The in-
dustry was no longer a monopoly
and it must consider carefully its
competitive position” (The Times
report, December 4, 1958).

In other words, price and not
production is to be the criterion
of the NCB’s policy in the future.

The hierarchy

Such a policy is anything but
socialist. If the NCB appears to
make a profit or cut losses at the
cost of throwing thousands of
workers out of employment where
even in financial terms they rep-
resent a larger drain on the state
social services, this profit is no
mark of success. After all, the
NCB could have cut all its losses
by closing down all unprofitable
pits .in the past, but the country
would have been Cl'lpplled as the
result.

This is not to say there 1s little
room for improvement in NCB
operations from the financial
point of view. The very structure
of the hierarchy which controls
the industry is very unwieldly
and too many of the people who
opposed nationalization have
found cosy nooks in which their
contribution to the industry is
insignificant,

As far as sales policy is con-
cerned, it is often deplorably un-
adventurous, An example which
recently came to my notice was
one in which the Coal Board’s

tender to supply a large customer

with fuel was higher than all
other coal suppliers, although of
course they were themselves cus-
tomers of the NCB. _
Board policy on the problems
of converting the all-too-plentiful
supplies of small coal into large
fuel has also been unsatisfactory.
Methods of converting the small
into briquettes is still little more
than in the experimental stage.
In the pits themselves much more
large coal could be produced if
less blasting took place, but this
would of course necessitate a re-
duction in the amount of coal
which a filler is supposed to pro-
duce each shift. Any suggestion
of this sort, however, normally

receives scant consideration.
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S WE TURN into 1959, we
leave behind us the most
devastating year that the British
worker has experienced since the
close of the last war, with unem-
ployment increasing day by day,
and the employer becoming infi-
nitely more jubilant as Trades
Union leaders surrender conces-
sion after concession with every
turn of the screw.

Whilst this is obvious in almost
every section of British industry,
nowhere is it more apparent at
the moment, than in the coal-
fields of South Wales where the
closing of six mines is due to
commence immediately.

It is of course true, that since
the inception of nationalization
34 other pits have been closed
and no outcry has been made, but
the difference in the present case
is that on closing the other pits
the National Coal Board have
always been able to absorb the

PETER BERKELEY ON

 DEFENCE

OF MINERS

Page Three
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. DOCK LABOUR SCHEME IN DANGER

workers displaced by the closure,
with no increase in the unem-
ployment figures, whilst the most
conservative estimate in relation
to the current closure reveals that
at least half of the 2,800 men dis-
placed will be thrown out of
work when the closures are com-
plete. |

Of course, the Government
will say that these 1,400 men
will be able to find other jobs in
other industries, starting a new
life elsewhere and that there is
no reason for anyone to be per-

MINES contd.

The smaller coal itself would
be in much higher demand if
‘householders possessed the slow
combustion stoves in which it
can be burned. However, no at-
tempt has been made to encour-
age the sale of these stoves, some
of which are more economical
than the increasingly-popular oil-
burning convector heaters.

In the long rum, however,
ing more basic than a
bolder NCB policy is required.
The coal industry itself should
be part of an integrated fuel ser-
vice which would require the de-
velopment of a national fuel
policy. The production and use
of coal could then be planned:
only that which was needed
would be produced or imported
and all that which was produced
or imported would be needed.

Fuel policy

Oil would only be used in the
place of coal where it was to the
advantage of the community as
a whole and not as in many cases
today, solely because it is to the
short-term benefit of private,
capitalist, sectional interests. Pit
closures would be foreseen years
ahead, and planned for instead
of being carried out as part of a
panic policy.

Of course, a mnational fuel
policy could only work effectively
in reality within a planned econo-
my as a whole, Then light in-
dustry could be introduced to
provide alternative employment
for men displaced by pit closures.
Then, of course, the requirements
and output of coal-using indus-
tries would not be subject to the

vagaries of a market so suscept-
ible to recession and slump.

The building of a planned
economy can only come about,
however, as the result of the ex-
tension of nationalization (includ-
ing the nationalization of coal
distribution which accounts for
47 per cent of coal prices in the
London area, for example). A
planned economy is only possible
if all large-scale production is
completely within the hands of
the community and not subject
to private profit considerations.

This means a drastic change in
the nature of present Labour
Party policies which do not en-
visage anything more advanced
than reforms based upon a capit-
alist system.

Socialist demands

Here the miners themselves
must help. Not for many years
have the militant trade unionists
within the industry been more
needed t& fight NCB -policies and
the supine acceptance of these by
some NUM leaders. However,
they must realise that industrial
militancy alone is not enough,

In the long run the only secur-
ity lies in the building of a social-
ist society, and it is through the
Labour Party that we can work
for this. Therefore, it is the duty
of all militant miners who wish
to create a brighter future for
themselves and their fellow work-
ers to play their part not only in
the tremendously important
lodges and branches, but also in
the Labour Party meetings. It is
here that they can demand a
genuine socialist policy which is
ultimately the only lasting solu-
tion to the economic problems of
today.
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turbed, but leaving out the prob-
lem of finding the new job in an
increasingly difficult labour mar-
ket, consider the problem of
what such a move must entail,

Firstly, the vast majority of the
men working in these pits are ap-
proaching fifty years of age, some
of course, are even older and are
at a time of life when they are
more or less settled in their aims
and ideas. Additionally, quite a
large number of them are the
owners of the homes in which
they live and have no desire to
sell up and wander off elsewhere
in an endeavour to seek fresh em-
ployment. So.intense is the feel-
ing against such a venture, that
throughout the whole area, the
ministers of religion are offering
up prayers to circumvent the im-
minent closures.

New approach needed

From a practical point of view
however, it seems almost im-
becile to allow whole villages to
become abandoned and permit-
ted to fall into decay simply be-
cause the whole project has been
mis-managed in the past. Of
course a small pit won’t pay its
way if it is ruon by men unused to
the type of coal concerned and if
it has to provide the salaries of
the armies of unprincipled
bureaucrats who batten upon its
operation, and com tion to
the hordes of ex-mine-owners. A
new and more enlightened ap-
proach is more than necessary if
such pits are to succeed, with a

completely different method of

calculating the financial aspects
of the National Coal Board’s
affairs.

These, of course, will not be
forthcoming under the present
Government, who, with an axe
to grind, have no desire to assist
in the success of socialist enter-
prise.

In the meantime, lodge meet-
ings are being called throughout
the coalfields to consider future
action even to the extent of a
recommendation -for  strike
action. It is to "be hoped
whatever the decision of the men
concerned, workers everywhere
will support them to the full, both
morally and financially, for one
thing must be remembered, these
men are being victimised for no

truly valid reason, except perhaps’

that they are too ardent in their
belief of trade unionism.

Direct labour

'I‘HERE is a story current in
Tool

ooley Street today, which
if 1t is true, could reveal one of
the most disgusting betrayals of
the workers by their so-called
leaders, that could possibly be en-
visaged, I present it exactly as it
was given to me. ..
One of the more potent ex-
amples of sharp practice during
the last Docks Strike, was the at-
tempt upon the part of the Trade
Union Officials, in conjunction
with the Minister, to introduce a

that

resolution in respect of perish-
able cargoes, into the National
Docks Scheme.

Almost a week before it was
presented to the men in Tooley
Street, it was circulated to the
other areas up and down the
country, in the hope that these
men, not being directly concerned
with events in London, would ac-
cept the resolution in sufficient
numbers to make it binding upon
the London men.

Unfortunately for the machina-
tions of the Minister and his myr-
midons, the dockers throughout
the country were more than a
match for them and with the rea-
lisation of the full implication of
the resolution, turned it down
flat, with the result that it was put
to the men in Tooley Street in a
final effort to alter the course of
the current and future strikes.

In Tooley Street of course, and
at such a time, the presentation
was ludicrous, more especially
since it was at a Public Meeting
where the catches embodied in
the . resolution were exposed to
all and sundry. What the resolu-
tion said in effect was that, upon
the occasion of a stoppage, the
local Medical Officer of Health
should be in a position to dec-
lare what constituted a perishable
cargo, and upon such declaration
he would issue a certificate which
must entail its being worked by
the men who were on strike, or
failing this, would enable the em-
ployer to use “black labour”
without incurring any penalty or
transgression of the Dock Labour
Scheme.

Resolution rejected

It is obvious to anyone exactly
what would happen if such a
resolution was to become an in-
tegral part of the Dock Labour
Scheme, more especially in places
like Tooley Street where almost
every commodity handled is food
of some description and is, in con-
sequence, of a perishable nature.
A stoppage or a strike against.
the most arbitrary action of an
employer would become a farce,
and the greatest weapon possessed
by the worker would disappear,
whilst the Scheme itself would be-
come non-existent, through the
introduction of ]
labour. One can readily under-
stand why dockers everywhere,
even those not concerned with
the strike, threw out such a reso-

lution in no uncertain manner.

Unfortunately, however, the
Minister has not lost sight of the
fact that such a resolution intro-
duced as an amendment to the
National Dock Labour Scheme
could effectively hamper strike
action by the dockers and smash

- the closed-shop bias of registra-

tion, allowing the employer to
return to the days when he could
pick and choose the men he wan-
ted, where if your face didn’t fit
or you were a trade unionist, you
just didn’t go to work.

contd. on page 6
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40 Years to the death of

ROSA LUXEMBURG — revo

by TONY CLIFF

Rosa Luxemburg was born in the small
Polish town of Zamosc on March 5th, 1871.
From early youth she was active in the
Socialist movement. She joined the revolu-
tionary party ‘‘Proletariat” which was
founded in 1882, some 21 years before the
Russian Social-Democratic Party (Bolsheviks
and Mensheviks) came into being. From the
beginning “Proletariat” was, in principles
and program, many steps ahead of the revo-
lutionary movement in Russia. While the
Russian revolutionary movement was still
restricted to acts of individual terrorism
carried out by a few heroic intellectuals,
“Proletariat” was organising and leading
thousands of workers on strike. In 1886,
however, “Proletariat” was practically decapi-

tated by the execution of four of its leaders,

the imprisonment of 23 others for long terms
of hard labour, and the banishment of about
two hundred more, Only small circles were
saved from the wreck, and it was one of
these that Rosa Luxemburg joined at the age
of 16. By 1889 the police had caught up with
her, and she had to leave Poland, her
comrades thinking she could do more useful
work abroad than in prison. She went to
Switzerland, to Zurich, which was the most
important centre of Polish and Russian emi-
gration. There she entered the University,
where she studied natural sciences, mathe-
matics and economics. She took an active
part in the local Labour movement and in
the intense intellectual life of the revolution-
ary emigrants,

Theoretical leader

Hardly more than a couple of years later,
Rosa Luxemburg was already recognized as
the theoretical leader of the revolutionary
socialist party of Poland. She became the
main contributor to the Party paper, “Sprawa
Rabotnicza,” published in Paris. In 1894 the
name of the party was changed to the
Social-Democratic Party of the Kingdom of
Poland; shortly after, Lithuania was added
to the title. Rosa continued to be the
theoretical leader of the Party (the SDKPL)
till the end of her life. In August, 1893,
she represented the Party at the Congress
of the Socialist International. There, a2 young
woman of 22, she had to contend with well-
known veterans of another Polish Party, the
Polish Socialist Party (PPS), whose main
plank was the independence of Poland and
which claimed the recognition of all the

READ THE REST IN
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On January 15th, 1919, Rosa Luxemburg was murdered. With |
her death the international workers’ movement lost one of its noblest
souls; “the finest brain amongst the scientific successors of Marx
and Engels,” as Mehring said, was no more. This article is the first |
chapter of a commemorative issue of International Socialism to mark |
the fortieth anniversary of her death—Editor.

experienced elders of international socialism.

Support for the national movement in
Poland had the weight of long tradition
behind it; Marx and Engels, too, had made
it an important plank in their policies. Un-
daunted by all this, Rosa Luxemburg struck
out at the PPS, accusing it of clear national-
istic tendencies and a proneness to diverting
the workers from the path of class struggle;
and she dared to take a different position
to the old masters and oppose the slogan of
independence for Poland. (For an elabora-
tion of Rosa Luxemburg’s position on the
national question, see Chapter VI.) Her
adversaries heaped abuse on her, some of
them, like the veteran disciple and friend
of Marx and Engels, Wilhelm Liebknecht,
going so far as to accuse her of being an
agent of the Tsarist secret police. But she

stuck to her point.

Against reformism

Intellectually she grew by leaps and bounds.
She was drawn irresistibly to the centre of
the international Labour movement, Ger-
many, where she made her way in 1898.
She started writing assiduously, and after a
time became one of the main contributors
to the most important Marxist theoretical
journal of the time, “Die Neue Zeit.” Invari-
ably independent in judgment and criticism,
even the tremendous prestige of Karl Kaut-
sky, its editor, “the Pope of Marxism”
as he used to be called, did not deflect her
from her considered opinions once she had
become convinced.

Rosa Luxemburg entered heart and soul into
the German Labour movement. She was a
regular contributor to a number of socialist
papers—in some cases their editor—she
addressed many mass meetings and took part
energetically in all the tasks the movement
called upon her to perform. Throughout, her
speeches and articles were original creative

~works, in which she appealed to reason not

emotion and in which she always opened up
to her readers a wider and grander horizon
than they had known before.

The movement in Germany was split into two
main trends, a reformist and a revolutionary
one, with the former growing in strength.
Germany had enjoyed continuous prosperity
since the slump in 1873. The workers’ stan-
dard of living had improved uninterruptedly,
if slowly; “trade unions and co-operatives
grew stronger. On this background, the
bureaucracy of these movements, together
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with the increasing parliamentary represen-
tation of the Social Democratic Party, moved
away from revolution and lent great strength
to those who were already proclaiming
gradualism, or reformism as their principle.
The main spokesman of this trend was
Eduard Bernstein, a disciple of Engels.

. Between 1896 and 1898 he wrote a series
- of articles in “Die Neue Zeit” on “Problems

of Socialism,” more and more openly attack-
ing the principles of Marxism. A long and
bitter dicusion broke out. Rosa Luxemburg,
who had just entered the German Labour
movement, immediately sprang to the de-
fence of Marxism. Brilliantly, and with mag-
nificent élan, she attacked the spreading
cancer of reformism in her booklet, “Social
Reform or Social Revolution.” (For an ela-
boration of Luxemburg’s criticism or Reform-
ism, see Chapter I1.)

On the national question

Soon after, in 1899, the French “Socialist”
Millerand entered a coalition government
with a capitalist party. Rosa Luxemburg fol-
lowed this experiment closely and analysed
It in a series of brilliant articles dealing with
the situation in the French Labour move-
ment in general, and the question of coalition
governments in particular. (See Chapter I,
sub-heading 5.) After the fiasco of Mac-
donald in Britain, that of the Weimar
Republic in Germany, the Popular Front in
France in the 'thirties, and the post-Second
World War coalition governments in that
country, it is clear that the lessons drawn
by Rosa Luxemburg are not of historical
interest alone.

In 1903-4 Rosa Luxemburg indulged in a
polemic with Lenin, with whom she disagreed
on the national question (see Chapter VI),
and on the conception of Party structure and
the relation between the Party and the
activity of the masses (see Chapter V).

In 1904, after “insulting the Kaiser” she was
sentenced to three months’ imprisonment, of
which she served a month.

In 1905, with the outbreak of the first
Russian revolution, she wrote a series of
articles and pamphlets for the Polish party,
in which she developed the idea of the Per-
manent Revolution, which had been indepen-
dently developed by Trotsky and Parvus but
was held by few Marxists of the time. While
both Mensheviks and Bolsheviks, despite the
deep cleavage between them, believed that
the Russian revolution was to be a bourgeois
democratic one, Rosa argued that it would
develop beyond the stage of bourgeois demo-
cracy and would end either in workers’
power or complete defeat. Her slogan was
“revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat
based on the peasantry.'*

Life of action

However, to think, write and speak- about
the revolution was not enough for Rosa
Luxemburg. Her entire life illustrated the
dictum: “At the beginning was the deed.”
And although she was in bad health at the
time, she smuggled herself into Russian
Poland as soon as she was able to do so
(in December, 1905). The zenith of the
revolution had by then passed, The masses
were still active, but were now hesitant,
while reaction was raising its head. All meet-

*It was not for nothing that Stalin denounced Luxem-
burg posthumously in 1932 as a Trotskyist. (See J. V.
Stalin, Works, Yol. XIII, pp. 86-104),
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