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5RVD�/X[HPEXUJ�DQG�WKH�
SHUPDQHQW�HYROXWLRQ

Savas Michael-Matsas
This is the written text of a talk given at Hybrid International Sym-

posium “Anti-imperialist Rosa - On the actuality of Rosa Luxemburg’s 
Theory of Imperialism”, 28-29 May 2021, organized by the Plekhanov 
House, the National Library of Russia (St, Petersburg-Leningrad), the In-
stitute for Postcolonial and Transcultural Studies (INPUTS), University 
of Bremen, and the Moscow Branch of the Rosa Luxemburg Foundation 
(Berlin)

Today Rosa Luxemburg’s legacy is actual more than ever in a world 
in turmoil, driven by the inner contradictions of globalized capital into a 
JOREDO� V\VWHPLF� EUHDNGRZQ�� ,W�ZDV�¿UVW�PDQLIHVWHG� LQ� WKH� SRVW�/HKPDQ�
Brothers world capitalist crisis in 2008, which is still unresolved although 
more than a decade has passed. It later brought mass unemployment, social 
devastation, rebellions, and an escalating imperialist war drive. Then there 
was the gigantic qualitative leap to a new level, vastly more catastrophic: 
the global shock of the Covid-19 pandemic and its continuing disastrous 
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consequences worldwide. The danger of a universal ruin brought by capi-
talism, for which Rosa Luxemburg had warned, emerges again now not 
only with war, militarism and social disaster but also with the massive de-
VWUXFWLRQ�RI�HFRV\VWHPV�DQG�FOLPDWH�FKDQJH�E\�WKH�FDSLWDOLVW�SUR¿W�V\VWHP�
manifesting, in the most dramatic way, its incompatibility with the actual 
life process itself.

Global systemic breakdown does not mean the automatic collapse of 
capitalism. Rosa Luxemburg was wrongly accused in the past of being 
a supporter of a supposed “economic determinism”, where the objective 
contradictions inherent to capital will lead inescapably, without the strug-
gle of a conscious subjective agency, to its automatic collapse. Important 
contributions by Marxist theoreticians and scholars, particularly the his-
toric debate between Michael Löwy1 and Norman Geras2 on the famous 
slogan Socialism or Barbarism, have proven that this persistent claim was 
false.

Rosa fought resolutely and uncompromisingly against the linear con-
ception of history dominant within the German and International Social 
Democracy against, starting from her battle with the evolutionary “social-
LVP´� RI� (GXDUG� %HUQVWHLQ¶V� UHYLVLRQLVP�� FODVKLQJ�PDQ\� WLPHV� ZLWK� WKH�
economic determinism permeating the so-called “orthodox Marxism” of 
the Second International. Her systematic works despite weaknesses and 
errors, particularly in her major work Accumulation of Capital in 1913, 
never have fallen into economism. At every step, before and after the cru-
cial threshold of the Great War, she emphasized the crucial role of class 
struggle, of class consciousness, of revolutionary will and proletarian rev-
olutionary praxis against bureaucratic inertia in the German SPD, gradual-
ism, reformism and blind faith to social progress.

The essential difference between Luxemburg’s dialectical conception 
of capitalist breakdown and a fatalistic view of the automatic collapse of 
capitalism can be seen clearly in her approach to permanent revolution, 
ZKLFK�KDV�¿UVW�EHHQ�UDLVHG�DQG�WKHRUL]HG�E\�7URWVN\�GXULQJ�DQG�DIWHU�WKH�
1905 Russian Revolution, particularly when it emerged in tense debates 
DQG� LGHRORJLFDO� FRQÀLFWV� RQ� WKH� VWUDWHJ\� RI� WKH�ZRUNHUV¶�PRYHPHQW� EH-

� Michael L¶Z\��Ȇ/D�6LJQLILFDWLRQ�0éWKRGRORJLTXH�'X�0RW�'ȂRUGUH�Ȅ6RFLDOLVPH�RX�%DUEDULHȂȇ��
Rosa Luxemburg /¶pWLQFHOOH�LQFéndiaire,�/HV�7HPSV�GHV�&érises, ������SS��������
2 Norman Geras, The Legacy of Rosa Luxemburg, Verso, 1983, passim.
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tween the different factions in the Russian Social Democratic Workers’ 
Party and internationally. The “dress rehearsal” of the 1917 October So-
cialist Revolution.

3HUPDQHQW�UHYROXWLRQ�DQG�ERXUJHRLV�PRGHUQLW\
$�SRLQW�RI�FODUL¿FDWLRQ�LV�QHFHVVDU\�KHUH��7KH�WKHRU\�RI�WKH�3HUPDQHQW�

Revolution is usually connected with but limited to debates on the inter-
relation between democratic and socialist tasks in revolutionary processes 
in peripheral capitalist countries. This is the most commonly encountered 
approach, centered on the experience of the Russian Revolution of 1905 
and 1917. It is associated, in one way or another, not only or mainly in 
the pre-1917 divergences among Russian Marxists but above all with the 
struggle led by Trotsky and the Left Opposition from 1924 on-wards for 
the prospects of world socialist revolution against the doctrine of “Social-
ism in a single country” advanced by Bukharin and Stalin.  

The concept of Permanent Revolution, actually, has a broader scope 
not limited to the periphery of capitalism, a greater methodological depth, 
a longer trajectory, and constant change and development throughout 
bourgeois modernity, from the times of the revolutionary ascent of the 
bourgeoisie to its historic decline. It is running from the early battle cry 
Revolution en permanence of radical Jacobins and Saint-Just in the French 
5HYROXWLRQ�WR�WKH�(XURSHDQ�5HYROXWLRQ�RI������DQG�WKH�IRUPXODWLRQ�RI�WKH�
perspective of Permanent Revolution in the famous 1850 “Address of the 
Central Committee to the Communist League” ZULWWHQ�E\�.DUO�0DU[�XS�
to its re-formulation and further development in the imperialist epoch by 
Trotsky. It acquires its maturity precisely at the “highest stage of capital-
ism”, to use Lenin’s characterization of the epoch of imperialism, of capi-
talist decline.   

7KH�FRQFHSW�RI�3HUPDQHQW�5HYROXWLRQ�LV�QRW�DQ�DUWL¿FLDO�FRQVWUXFWLRQ��,W�
expresses the contradiction, stressed by Marx in his Grundrisse, between 
the permanent and escalating clash between the inner tendency of capital 
to universality and its own internal limits, producing recurrent crises, ever 
more disastrous cataclysms – and revolutions: 

The universality towards which it irresistibly strives encounters barriers in its own 
nature, which will, at a certain stage of its development, allow it to be recognized 
as being itself the greatest barrier to this tendency, and hence will drive towards 
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its own suspension.3

The permanent character of the revolution arises from the incomplete-
ness of the historical process insofar as the inner limits of capital and capi-
talism itself are not abolished in the worldwide transition to Socialism.

The theory of Permanent Revolution is the conscious expression of this 
unconscious and yet uncompleted world-historical process in uneven and 
combined development.   

5RVD�LQ�����
It is from this universal historical materialist vantage point and by 

VWXG\LQJ�WKH�VSHFL¿F�IHDWXUHV��WKH�RULJLQDO�FKDUDFWHU��WKH�G\QDPLF�RI�FODVV�
social relations in Russia that Rosa Luxemburg had approached the 1905 
Revolution and came close to the “heterodox” views of Trotsky.

Both Trotsky and Luxemburg perceived in the 1905 upheaval in Russia 
a literally epoch-changing event with vast implications on an international 
scale, in bourgeois society and the international workers’ movement.

Rosa Luxemburg described the last week of January 1905 as “epoch-
making in the history of the international proletariat and its struggle for 
emancipation.”4 

5RVD�ZDV�WKH�¿UVW�0DU[LVW�LQ�:HVWHUQ�VRFLDOLVW�RUJDQL]DWLRQV�DQG�3UHVV�
who referred to the events in Russia using terms similar to Trotsky’s, and 
speaking about “a revolutionary situation in permanence”. In her his-
WRULFDOO\�VLJQL¿FDQW�DUWLFOH “After the First Act”, on February 4, 1905, she 
wrote that, after a long period of stagnation of the workers’ movement in 
SDUOLDPHQWDULDQLVP� LQ�:HVWHUQ�(XURSH�� ³RQO\�QRZ�GRHV� WKH� UHDO� WDVN�RI�
Social Democracy begin in order to maintain the revolutionary situation 
in permanence.”5   

$OUHDG\� LQ� KHU�¿UVW� DUWLFOH� RQ� -DQXDU\� ���� ����� “The Revolution in 
Russia”, Rosa Luxemburg had recognized a turning point in world history: 

��.��0DU[� Grundrisse��1RWHERRN�,9��3HOLFDQ��������S������
��5��/X[HPEXUJ�� Ȇ$IWHU� WKH� )LUVW�$FWȇ� Witnesses to Permanent Revolution: The Documentary 
Record,�HGV��5LFKDUG�%��'D\�DQG�'DQLHO�*DLGR��%ULOO��������S������
� Luxemburg, Witnesses, op. cit., p. 370.
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The FDSLWDOLVW world and the international class VWUXJJOH finally seem to be emer�
JLQJ from their VWDJQDWLRQ ,from the ORQJ SKDVH of SDUOLDPHQWDU\ JXHUULOOD warfare, 
and to be ready once DJDLQ to enter a SHULRG of elemental mass VWUXJJOHV�>Ȍ@�The 
VWDUWLQJ SRLQW of the new revolutionary wave has shifted from :HVW to (DVW .1RZ, 
two violent social VWUXJJOHV ,two SUROHWDULDQ mass XSULVLQJV ,have broken out al�
most simultaneously in Germany and in 5XVVLD .They have once more suddenly 
EURXJKW  to  the  surface  of  modern  society  the  elemental  revolutionary  forces  at 
work in its bosom6... 

By stressing the dual phenomenon of the eruption of the Russian revo-
lution and of the proletarian uprising in the Ruhr region in Germany, Rosa 
Luxemburg did not only show their conjectural coincidence in time but, 
¿UVW�RI�DOO��WKH international character of the new wave of revolutionary 
struggles at the beginnings of 20th century as well as the strategic inner 
connection between the revolution in Russia and in Germany, its begin-
QLQJ� LQ� WKH� SHULSKHU\�� LQ� WKH� (DVW�� DQG� LWV� XQHYHQ� EXW� FRPELQHG� GHYHO-
opment link with revolutionary struggles at the center, in Germany and 
:HVWHUQ�(XURSH�

From this international perspective, by studying carefully the uneven 
GHYHORSPHQW�DQG�VSHFL¿FLW\�RI�FODVV�UHODWLRQV�LQ�&]DULVW�5XVVLD��/X[HP-
burg grasps the 1905 Russian Revolution not as a belated repetition of 
WKH�(XURSHDQ�ERXUJHRLV�UHYROXWLRQV�RI�WKH���th and 18th centuries but “the 
EHJLQQLQJ�RI�D�VHULHV�RI�SUROHWDULDQ�UHYROXWLRQV�LQ�(XURSH”, not an echo 
of the past in a pre-modern peripheral society but, on the contrary, the most 
modern event shaking the entire capitalist world: “[T]oday there stands 
before us”, she wrote, “a country convulsed and thoroughly shaken by the 
PRVW�PRGHUQ�RI�WHPSHVWV�WKDW�FDVWV�WKH�JODUH�RI�D�PLJKW\�¿UH�RYHU�WKH�HQWLUH�
bourgeois world.”7  

This “most modern of tempests” had revealed the exhaustion of the his-
toric role of the bourgeoisie in Modern Times, already traced by Marx in 
his balance sheet of the 1848 Revolution in the 1850 Address and further-
more foresighted concretely in historical materialist terms in Das Kapital.8

Rosa Luxemburg, in her famous speech on “The Role of the bourgeoi-
sie and the Proletariat in the Russian Revolution”, in the (London) 5th Con-

6 Luxemburg, Witnesses, op. cit., pp. 356-357. 
� Witnesses, op. cit., p. 369.

��6HH�IRU�H[DPSOH�.��0DU[��Capital�YRO��,,,��3DUW�,,,��FKDSWHU�;9��3URJUHVV��0RVFRZ��������S������
DQG�S������
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gress of the Russian Social-Democratic Labor Party in May 1907, stressed 
the exhaustion of the historical task of the bourgeoisie and its “universal 
turn to reaction”: 

...the ERXUJHRLVLH has ORQJ DJR ceased to SOD\ the SROLWLFDO�revolutionary role that 
it once did .Today ,its universal turn to reaction and a SROLF\ of tariff SURWHFWLRQ, 
its ZRUVKLS of militarism and its EDUJDLQ everywhere with DJUDULDQ conservatives, 
all show that the fifty�HLJKW years that have SDVVHG since the Communist Manifesto 
have had LPSRUWDQW FRQVHTXHQFHV�.

This exhaustion is manifested in the decay of liberalism, not only in 
WKH� VHPL�$VLDWLF�&]DULVW� (PSLUH� EXW� DOVR� DV�5RVD� VDLG� DOVR� ³LQ�*HUPD-
Q\��)UDQFH�� ,WDO\�DQG�(QJODQG��� LQ� WKH�ZKROH�RI�:HVWHUQ�(XURSH�´10 The 
decay of liberalism seen by Luxemburg in early the 20th century seems 
WR�FRQYHUJH�ZLWK�WKH�YLHZV�GHYHORSHG�PXFK�ODWHU�E\�.DUO�3RODQ\L��LQ�KLV�
magnum opus The Great Transformation, where the decay and inevitable 
collapse of the liberal bourgeois order that had reigned in the 19th century 
are considered as the deeper cause of the cataclysms of the 20th century, 
the two world wars, the 1929 Crash, and fascism. The great difference is 
that from Rosa’s perspective the leading role that the liberal bourgeoisie 
had played is not replaced by a multi-class, Polanyian type, resistance but 
by another class protagonist: the proletariat winning the support of other 
mass popular movements. She writes: 

...the SUROHWDULDW must UHJDUG itself not merely as a subordinate detachment of bour�
JHRLV liberalism but rather as the revolutionary movementȂs YDQJXDUG ,determin�
LQJ  its SROLF\  LQGHSHQGHQWO\  of other classes �>Ȍ@�the conscious SUROHWDULDW  must 
make use of any SRSXODU  revolutionary movement and subordinate it  to its own 
OHDGHUVKLS and its own class SROLF\��.     

5RVD�/X[HPEXUJ�DQG�/HRQ�7URWVN\�LQ�����
It is clear that in her analysis of the 1905 Russian Revolution, Rosa 

Luxemburg comes close to the Permanent Revolution perspective ad-
vanced then by Trotsky. Trotsky who participated too in the 1907 London 
Congress said: 

I am pleased to say that the point of view presented here by comrade Luxemburg 
on behalf of the Polish delegation is very close to the one that I  have defended 
and continue to defend .Any possible differences between us are more a matter of 
individual nuances than of political direction .Our thinking moves on one and the 

� Witnesses��RS��FLW���SS����������
�� Witnesses, op. cit., p. 550.
�� Witnesses��RS��FLW���S������
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same track of materialistic analysis12.

This convergence pushed Stalin, in his crude article “Some Questions 
Concerning the History of Bolshevism”, in 1931, to condemn Rosa Lux-
emburg for the “original sin” of the theory of Permanent Revolution and to 
RVWUDFL]H�KHU�RXW�RI�WKH�RI¿FLDO�6WDOLQLVW�9XOJDWD�LQ�WKH�6RYLHW�8QLRQ�

7URWVN\�KDG� UHSOLHG� WR� WKLV�DUWLFOH�DQG�RI¿FLDO�FRQGHPQDWLRQ�RI�5RVD�
Luxemburg by defending her revolutionary Marxist legacy.13 Later, in 
�����KH�SXW�WKH�VWUXJJOH�IRU�WKH�QHZ�)RXUWK�,QWHUQDWLRQDO�XQGHU�WKH�UHG�ÀDJ�
with the three names, the three L’s that the Third International celebrated 
in its early period: the names of Lenin, Luxemburg, and Liebknecht.14

In 1905 and in the London Congress in 1907 there was indeed a con-
vergence of views between Luxemburg and Trotsky on Permanent Revo-
lution. They both moved on “the same track of materialistic analysis” but 
at that time there were actually differences too, which were more than in 
nuances.

Both Trotsky and Luxemburg emphasized the leading role of the pro-
letariat in the Russian Revolution. They agreed that the Revolution could 
be victorious only by establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat sup-
ported by the peasantry. They saw that the future of the Revolution and 
of the revolutionary proletarian dictatorship depends on the future of the 
international socialist revolution and its victory in the metropolitan centers 
of international capitalism. But at that time, Rosa still did not see, contrary 
to Trotsky, the Russian revolution solving not only democratic but socialist 
WDVNV�WRR��(YHQ�ODWHU��LQ�������GLVFXVVLQJ�DJDLQ�WKH������5HYROXWLRQ��VKH�
wrote in the “Junius Pamphlet”: “It was a proletarian revolution with bour-
geois duties and problems, or if you wish, a bourgeois revolution waged by 
socialist proletarian methods.”15

On another deeper level, the level of dialectical-historical materialist 
method, there was undoubtedly a crucial convergence between Trotsky 

�� Quoted in Witnesses, RS��FLW���S������
���/HRQ�7URWVN\�� Ȇ+DQGV�2II�5RVD�/X[HPEXUJ�ȇ� -XQH������� KWWSV���www.marxists.RUJ�archive�
trotsky���������OX[HPEHUJ.htm.
�� L. Trotsky, “Luxemburg and the Fourth International”, https://www.marxists.org/archive/
trotsky/1935/06/lux.htm. 
�� R. Luxemburg, “The Junius Pamphlet”, Selected Political Writings of Rosa Luxemburg, ed. 
Waters, 1972, p. 290.
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and Luxemburg which shocked all the defenders of rigid “Marxist ortho-
doxy”. In the London 1907 Congress, Georgi Plekhanov remarked with 
irony that “Comrade Rosa Luxemburg sits on no stool. She is like one of 
5DSKDHO¶V�0DGRQQDV��ÀRDWLQJ�RQ�FORXGV���RI�FRPIRUWDEOH�GUHDPV�´�5RVD¶V�
marvelous reply was: 

&RPUDGH Plekhanov is SROLWH even when he has no intention to be ,and in this case 
he has SDLG  me a JHQXLQH  FRPSOLPHQW  .In order to orient  oneself  to the flow of 
events ,a Marxist must survey relations not by FUDZOLQJ DPRQJ daily and hourly 
conjunctures ,but from a certain theoretical KHLJKW ,and the tower from which the 
course of the 5XVVLDQ  revolution must be surveyed is the international GHYHORS�
ment of ERXUJHRLV class society and its level of maturity��.

7KH�6SKLQ[�DQG�WKH�ULGGOH
The 1905 Revolution, as the “dress rehearsal” of the October 1917 So-

cialist Revolution, was the laboratory of the Permanent Revolution at the 
dawn of the new imperialist epoch. In this laboratory, Rosa Luxemburg 
and Trotsky traced, analyzed, and discovered new essential elements of 
this new epoch. At the center of the theory of Permanent Revolution is 
situated precisely the investigation of the question of the new in the nature 
of the epoch.  

Research and discovery are not automatic processes. The qualitatively 
new that abruptly emerges, a world-historic event, especially a new histor-
ical epoch full of convulsions and of all kinds of surprises interrupting the 
everyday life is always a challenge to the established everyday metaphysi-
cal thinking, embedded in the illusion for the immutability of the existing 
order of things, as Rosa rightly had remarked.

In her article on “The Revolution in Russia”, on January 28, 1905, she 
had drawn inspiration from ancient Greek mythology to describe revolu-
WLRQDU\�FKDQJH�� WKH�¿JXUH�RI�6SKLQ[�ZKR�ZDV�SRVLQJ�DQ�REVFXUH� ULGGOH�
with lethal consequences to those passing by without being able to answer 
it - a myth central to Sophocles’s immortal tragedies Oedipus the Tyrant 
and Oedipus at Colonus. Rosa Luxemburg writes: 

It  is  a  SHFXOLDULW\  of  JUHDW  revolutionary events  that  however  much they can be 
foreseen and H[SHFWHG as a whole and in their JHQHUDO outline ,as soon as they come 
into EHLQJ in all their FRPSOH[LW\ ,in their concrete form ,they always arise like a 
Sphinx, as a SUREOHP that must be observed ,studied and understood in its most 

�� See Witnesses, RS��FLW���SS����������
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minute details��.

To answer the riddle that the revolutionary upheaval in Russia had 
posed already at the beginning of the 20th century, Luxemburg (as well as 
Trotsky) studied it in all its complexity by surveying it from the standpoint 
of “the international development of bourgeois class society and its level 
of maturity”. What changes were taking place in international bourgeois 
society? What was the level of maturity of international capitalism? What 
is the internal relation between events in Russia and world-historical de-
velopments, particularly modern imperialism?

Rosa Luxemburg contributed to the extremely important and high-level 
debates on imperialism at that period by publishing The Accumulation of 
Capital was LQ�������RQ�WKH�HYH�RI�WKH�¿UVW�ZRUOG�LPSHULDOLVW�ZDU��7KH�ERRN�
is marred with some weaknesses especially her theoretical errors on her 
critical reading of the reproduction schemes in Vol. II of Capital that di-
rected her to prioritize capital’s expansion at the expense of non-capitalist 
economic areas and to see capitalist crisis exclusively as a crisis of realiza-
tion of surplus-value.

Nevertheless, it is an important theoretical work that cannot be lightly 
dismissed. It includes crucial insights. It brings necessary attention to the 
central role of the logic of capital to understand the relationships between 
Global North and the Global South as well as to survey the expansion of 
capitalist relations at the expense of previous established non-capitalist 
UHODWLRQV�LQ�(DVWHUQ�&HQWUDO�(XURSH��WKH�IRUPHU�6RYLHW�VSDFH�DQG�&KLQD�������

7KH�GHYDVWDWLQJ�FULWLTXH� WKDW�5RVD�GRHV� LQ� WKLV�ZRUN�DJDLQVW�(XURSH-
an colonialism, militarism, and imperialist genocidal policies could not 
be dismissed, either. Nobody can ignore her uncompromising defense of 
popular resistance, including armed struggle of the oppressed peoples in 
the periphery against the imperialist predators of the center of capitalism.

The internationalist stand and opposition by Rosa Luxemburg to the 
¿UVW�ZRUOG�LPSHULDOLVW�ZDU�FRXOG�QRW�DQG�VKRXOG�QRW�EH�VHSDUDWHG�IURP�KHU�
previous theoretical and practical struggles. At the same time, the eruption 
of the Great War and the collapse of the Second International have driven 
Luxemburg as well as Lenin and Trotsky to re-orient themselves in new 

17 Witnesses, op. cit., p. 358. Our emphasis. 
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XQFKDUWHG�WHUULWRULHV�RI�+LVWRU\�WR�¿QG�DQVZHUV�WR�WKH�QHZ�ULGGOH�SRVHG�E\�
the Sphinx of the imperialist epoch.

In her Anti-Critique to the criticisms to The Accumulation of Capital 
Luxemburg stresses amid the ongoing world war chaos: “Imperialism 
brings catastrophe as a mode of existence back from the periphery of capi-
talist development to its point of departure.”18  

In her political writings, at the same period, Rosa insists: 

The LPSHULDOLVW SKDVH of the rule of FDSLWDOLVP has indeed made SHDFH illusory by 
actually GHFODULQJ  the GLFWDWRUVKLS  of  militarism� �war ��to be SHUPDQHQW  ��.(LWKHU�
world war to the YHUJH of universal ruin or SUROHWDULDQ revolution��LPSHULDOLVP or 
socialism��.      

Rosa had answered the riddle of the Sphinx of the epoch as a dilemma: 
permanent war and barbarism or permanent revolution for world social-
ism.

More than a hundred years later, in our days, the same riddle is posed 
to humanity by today’s escalating global catastrophe in even darker terms: 
we have to choose either a turn to barbarism and universal extinction of 
life or to choose permanent revolution for world socialism and life.

Rosa the Red insists: choose Life!   

                                                                                   
16-20 May, 2021

���5��/X[HPEXUJ�� Ȇ7KH�$FFXPXODWLRQ�RI�&DSLWDO��$Q�$QWL�&ULWLTXHȇ, LQ�5��/X[HPEXUJ�DQG�1��
Bukharin, Imperialism and the Accumulation of Capital,�HG��.��7DUEXFN��������S������
�� Selected Political Writings, RS��FLW���S������
�� Selected Political Writings,�RS��FLW���S������
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Sungur Savran

After Antonio Gramsci, the great Italian Marxist, who was redesigned and re-
packaged wholesale so as to be made a liberal socialist alternative to Lenin and the 
Bolsheviks, it is now the turn of Rosa Luxemburg to be harnessed to a similar task. 
The dichotomy that is sought is the counterposition of Luxemburg to Lenin in the 
form of “Rosa the democrat vs. Lenin the ruthless dictator”. In this, Luxemburg’s 
pamphlet on the Russian revolution, written in 1918 while in prison, serves as the 
major weapon.

The purpose of my presentation is to show that this operation is a hoax since 
Rosa Luxemburg changed her opinions on the decisive issues discussed in that 
pamphlet in the heat of the German revolution.

7KH�1RYHPEHU�UHYROXWLRQ�RI�*HUPDQ\��7KH�WZLQ�VLVWHU�RI�WKH�
2FWREHU�UHYROXWLRQ

In order to understand how Rosa Luxemburg changed her views about the poli-
cies pursued by the Bolsheviks in the revolution, one has to remember the back-

1 This is the written text of a talk, in a slightly longer version, given at the Rosa Luxemburg Sympo-
sium organised by the Russian National Library Plekhanov House and the international organisati-
on INPUTS held in St. Petersburg, Russian Federation on 28-29 May 2021. I would like to extend 
P\�JUDWLWXGH�WR�$ULV�0DUDYDV��D�*UHHN�FRPUDGH�RI�WKH�((.��IRU�KDYLQJ�EURXJKW�WR�P\�DWWHQWLRQ�WKH�
two key sources I have used for this article (see footnotes 2 and 3 below).


