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Rosa Luxemburg: Deepen democracy, the way to socialism
by Pablo Slavin[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Argentina (1965). Lawyer. Magister in Science and Philosophy Politics; Doctor (Phd) in Law with the Thesis: 'El pensamiento de Rosa Luxemburgo. Marxismo humanista, revolucionario y democrático'; Head Professor of Political Law in the National University of Mar del Plata (UNMDP), Faculty of Law.] 

Introduction:
As we have already exposed in previous works, we understand that the collapse of the URSS in 1989, far from having meant the "end of Marxism", as many theoreticians from the right -and also sadly from a false left- hurry to decreed, it represents a proof of the rightness of Rosa Luxemburg's thoughts and the need of recovering those. And that recovery forces us to debate, not only the ideas and texts from Marx & Engels, but also, and mainly, those from the ones who using his analysis methods -the dialectic-materialism- continued with the development of the theory.
Because Marxism, as it is well explained by Rosa Luxemburg, must not be understood as a "dogmatism". For the contrary, 
"Marxism is, by its very nature, the most fecund, the most universal product of thought, a theory that makes the mind soar, vast as the world is wide, and as rich in color and tones as nature, urging to action, and pulsating with the vitality of youth. This theory, and no other, provides the key to the riddles of past history, and opens the way to our understanding of society as it continues to unfold; lifting us, “with one wing sustained in the past, the other grazing the future,” it impels us forward in the present to creative, truly revolutionary deeds.
But our being aware of the actual trends of historical development by no means absolves us from involvement in our own social history, or allows us to fold our arms fatalistically across our breasts and like an Indian fakir wait to see what the future will bring. “Men make their own history, but they do so not as free individuals,” says Marx. One could, with full justification, state the converse: men do not make history as free individuals, but they make their own history. Far from blunting or sapping our revolutionary fervor, a sensitivity to the objective movement of history tempers the will and pushes us to action by showing us ways to drive the wheel of social progress effectively forward and by sparing us from impotently and fruitlessly knocking our heads against the wall, which sooner or later inevitably brings disappointment, despair, and quietism; through this knowledge we are protected as well from mistaking, as revolutionary activity, aspirations that have long since been transformed by the forces of social evolution into their reactionary opposites."[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Luxemburg, Rosa (1905); The Polish Question and the Socialist Movement; in The National Question – Selected Writings by Rosa Luxemburg, edited and introduced by the late Horace B. Davis, Monthly Review Press, 1976.
 ] 


Since her earliest writings, Rosa Luxemburg stood by the existence of a dialectic relationship between reform and revolution, in the need to link democracy and socialist revolution, and above all in deepness of democracy as a way to reach socialism and an emancipator tool for the working class. A working class that should not be guided by enlightened ones, but had to learn from their own mistakes: it's spontaneity was the key. But what is the meaning of her defense of the spontaneity of the masses? Does it mean that she was against the political parties? 
A critical analysis of this concept is essential on the actual reality, when capitalist mode of production faces through one of its deepest crisis, and bourgeois' democracy is object of serious questioning. This is the intention of our work, in which we reserve an ending paragraph for contrasting this ideas from Rosa Luxemburg with the Argentinean experience after the crisis of December 2001.
