Letter from Rava to Harry on the relationship of theoxy to philosophy

June 30, 1978
Dear Harxy,

T would like to have a little theorstical dlscussicn with you on the
differsnce between theory and philesophy, and on the difference belwzen a
"jcader” and a founder that may, at first sight, appear to be both abstract
and, "geographically,” far apart, but in fact is so crucial for cur day
when splits and sects are endless and yet no Great Divide anywhere near
Lenin's Great Jivide occurred so that the masses could sense 2 dircction.
Tndeed, I wish to go much deeper and further than "just" a Great Divide.

(T do b2lleve we Harxist-Humanists achieved that for our age by extending
state-capitalist theory to Marx's Humanism, thus catching also directly
wiora Merx had started,) I wish also to go as faxr back as THE founder of
all of us, ENGELS and Lenin included, Note, I include Engels of Harx's own
timz and place him alongside Lenin or anyone post-Marx, because it is most
docisive to rcalize MARXISH IS MARX'S CONTIKENT OF THOUGHT: AND ONLY OF
MARX, AND NOT OF MARX AND ENGELS. -

. Because thers has been so much nonsense wrltten by intellectuals against
Engels as if he had "betrayed" Marx, and, the opposite side of the same coin,
co much of Harx and Engels, as if it wexe & hyphenated name, ifarx-Engels,
i.,e,, as 1f it wexe the same, that I have early decided to keep out and
stick to fundamentals: Marx. But, in fact, though none but Engels cowld. .
have brought out larx's works; and though when Marx was alive, Engels was
not just some kind of secretary, but true collaborator, and always a ravolu~
tionary, it ls not true that he was anywhere near Harx in sriginal thought.
Tndeed, 211 cne has to do is read the kind of letters Engels addressed to Marx
when he, for the first time, was reading Yol.I of CAPITAL in galley proofs, to
see how much Bngels did not know. But even that. is not the xezl point, much
less the need o know,that it was Mark alone, and noi Marx and fngles, who is
responsible for that new continent of thought Marx first called'a new Humanism." .

It is there, at lis point of origin, which, in nethodology never changed
though always wes developing and becoming more profound and more concrete, 2t
one and the same time. OK, let's begin at the beginning, at bls very break:
with bourgeols soclety, at hls 1844 Economle-Philosophic Essays, and even that
made nost specific with Man/Homan relationship telling all, Now, generally,
at least since the 1960s when both the Women's Liberation Hovement was born
anew and so was & new generation of revolutlonaries, male and female, so was
the rediscovery of Harx's Essays. And yet what was not stressed in the sane
way was what Marx stressed, not just to expose the allenatlons end frustratlons
and exploitation of capltalist asciety, but in order to show HOW:TOTAL A REVO-
LUTION WAS NEEIED. So, .the key words are REVOLUTION, énd TOTALITY OF THE UP-
ROOTING, not only of capltalism which, so to speak, wis *hig" task, BUT ALL
OF HUMARITY'S IEVSLORMINT MARX DESICNATED AS "PRE-HISTORY," .

Kow, this brings me to how much lessey angriginal was Engels, and not only
at the point of origin, but both in maturntion and at the very climactic polnt
of writing after llarx's death, and the very book soclallst fominists surely
have accepted as the best of all for that era: Origin of the Family, Privatae
Property, and the State. Now, compare what Engels doveloped so fully and the
mare abstracts of liarx's notatiens on Mergan's Ancient Society. Where, in En-
%els, the discovery of primitive communism--and 1t was among American Indians

the Iriquois cspeclally) that all socialists were first touting to tho skles
as showlng how sreat women "wore," and how, before private property, you didn't
degrade womcn oither to just an appendage of a machine if in the factory, or a
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uroeder of children and thus the next generatlon of workers, but “equals"--Harx,
on the other hard, while saying all this, pever made ihat totel, as Lf all we
neeted 1s to "medernize" and primitive communism becomes the communism of the
futurs society. Guite the contrary. He showed that cven in communal soclety,
there was “slavory'--slavery of women--and it was thure brrause we already had
DIVISION OF LABOR. . ] .

flow, whether one says division of labor was agrlcultural and men's moving to
cnttle breeding while viomen xemained in agriculture--or whatever other “facts" are
adduced coming to division of labor in 4ndustry--Marx's profound insight has no-
thinz to 4> with anthropology or technology. No, the polint was that somewhere in
the "pre-history” of humanity, the division between mental and manual labor, ne-
cessary or osthexuise, produced the break-up of the total being, and its 'reunifica-
ticn" would first end lan/Yoman in pre-history and start a new humanity. .

So, both revolution and totallty as new_beginnings would start; not just a
row continent of thouzht, but a new kind of person. #ow, let us get down %o our
age and see how difficult it 1s to grasp that "Absolute ldea as New Beglnning."

. First, it appears as
the unity of theory and practice. Reread MARXISH AND FRIEDOM, where I certainly
had 2lready grasped the breek-up of Absolute as the movement from practice as well
as from thepry, for them to unite as’ revolutionary practice for our age. In tliere,
the centrael part which will. lay the ground for oux-age as the age of absolute con-
tradiction, of transformation of tha first workers' state into state-capitalism,
does take. up all of [larx's works: chilosophic, .economle, historic and political.
And what do I call 1%? "Unity of Theory and Practice.,” Not only that., I, ina
footnote,; thanlk ilarcuso, for his seminal work, 'REASON AND REVOLUTION, by saying I
agree " with him that Narxism went neither with Left Hegelians, noxr what became
of Hegellanism as that was transformed into opposite by the Right. Now it is true
we neant entirely different things. I meant what I was later to.cali a "new con-
tinent of thougnt,” whereas Harcuse meant that since neither Left Hegelians nor
Right Hegelians are truo inheritors of the dlalectic, “thorefore" Marx went to
"saciology"—-Harxist, it is true, and not bourgeols, but "sociology” nevertheless.

Yhy, however, could I not have made myself so clear to myself as to see that,
nuck as I learned fron larcuse, we were not only on different planets "politically"
but philosophically? -The answer is in fact that untll PHILOSOPHY AND REVOLUTION,
until my own return to Hogel, straight, AND THE NEW ERA OF THE 19605 INCONFLETED
IN 1968, AND NEY FORCSS OF. LIBERATION AS- REASON--Labor, Black Dimension, Women's
Liberation, ~Youth--if0 HEW. STAGE OF COGNITION COULD BECOHE CONCRETE AND PROFOUND.
And it is when I also bogan, with that new phrase, "new continent of thpught,” to

see that not only was it-unity of theory and practice, but new_beginning--new con-

tinent, "new world view, and that not only as internationalism--worker has no coun-
‘try; the werld is his country--but Human-ism. And it 1s only now, in reworking
for the 10th time ilan/Moman zinultanenus with revelutionaxry that -the work on Rosa
1s 1ikewise beconing: ROSA LUXEIBURG, TODAY'S WOMEN'S LIBERATION HOVEMENT AND
MARX'S THZORY OF REVOLUTION. : . . ’
. So, if being =2 "philosophor'~-lfarx--was not just "tha
theoretician” Enzels was in “following" BY RSINTERPRETING MARX AS HE UNDZRSTOOD
HI!{, then just think how absolutoly stupid (if not:idipti.c) Joan Smith is in try-
ing to correct ysur "vory sorious lack" on women, .whercupon she retrogressed to
the point that women must just tailend "THE PARTY." In hexr case, not only is phi-
losophy completely lacking, but theory too is reduced to "strategy," "combined
strategles." Ah, wcll, as Hamlet's fathor (or his ghost) advised Hamlet not to

seek reovengo on his mother: "Ioave her to heaven." Yours
]

_ Raya
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OCctober 15, 1978

To WL-NZL:(also to be read to the locals)

Dear Slsters:

Two seemingly opposite universals --"one, not two"; a. .
total uprobting -~ have become especially alive for me, as I
gm at the very.first stages of the work on Rosa Luxemburg and.
Yarx's Philosophy of Revolution. One 1s Engels' Origin of the -
family upon which not only the Stalinist-Trotskyist-"Left™ ‘
st1ll rely very heavily, but the latest pretentlous six-volume
work-to-be of Hal Draper's Marx's Theory of Revolutlon never
departs from. On the contrary. Draper 1s so busy not separating
in any respect whatever Engels from Marx, that hé.writes of
them as one. Nowhere is this more striking than in his “chapter"
entitled "Marx and Engels on YWomen's Liberation". = .

(According to his projection of the work in the only.
two books so far available to the public, that chapter is *
supposed to be in Part III of Volume II, which deals with
'Mixed-Class Elements and Movements'.,.and includes the ,
"Women's Rights-Movements", So anxldus was Draper to intervene.
in the Women's Liberation Movement.that he singles out that :
chapter, called "Marx and Engels on Women's Liberation," and
had 1t published in International Socialism in 1970. It is this
vhich I will write a eritique of for my.Two Worlds column in
December, whether or not he finally makes available the volume

which he gave months back to the NYRB for review.), K '~ .. . , |

. I want to 1limit myself here to-Just.one refefence, -
Footnote 29 states: ."Marx, 'Abstract of Morgen's Antient.Society',
quoted, by ‘Engels' Origin of the Family.:W Since I imew that
Engels guoted only a rew paragraphs of -Marx's "Abstract"; I !.
became curlous and sure enough I found that Engels did no, stch’
thing, though Engels himself gave the impression that he'was
giving the essence of Marx's Notes, o o

. PO

’-

- What Marx's Notes turn out tq-be are no less than 254
pages. Moreover, although he thought that Mbr%an's work was
quite important and asked Engels to read it, he by no means
agreed with Engels that it was "epochal." Secondly, the Notes
are not only on iMorgan's work, but also on the latest works in
anthropology by John Budd Phear (The Aryan Village), Henry
Sumner Malne (Letters on the Early History of Institutions),
and John Lubbock (The Origin of Civilization). And as if all.
that were not enough, he had chacked on all of Morgan's refer
ences Yo Greek literature as well as comparing what Morgan had
done that was new and how 1t related to other works by anthro-
pologists, (The bibliography itself is five pages of biblio-
graphic notes by Marx.

Above all, these Notes that Marx never got to develop
in full and on which he worked in the last vears of his 1life,
¢an under no circumstances be separated eilther from the new
works on the Orient that Marx included in his 1857-58
Grundrisse, nor from the very last writings from hia pen, the
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four different drafts of the letter in answer to Vera Zasullbtch
on the prospects of revolution in Russia, and its relationship
to "the village commune,” In a word, what we have here, if
anything at all was needed on the question, 1s the oceans

that separate the genius Marx from "the second-in-command, "
Engels. No one should read Engels' Origin of the Famlly
without also studying Marx's Notebooks, which are now avallable
in a magnificently edited work entitled The Ethnological
Notebooks of Karl Marx, edited by Lawrence Krader, By editing
T do not mean that Krader took any llbertlies with Marx's notes,
but that he has a very profound and comprehensive Introduction
of some 85 pages, as well as notes to beth his own Introduction
and to Marx's Notebooks of 67 pages, as well as a biblilograrhy.
The book as a whole totals 454 pages and 1s issueld by a - :
Holland publisher, Van Goreum, Assen, 1972. lost of these
Notcbooks are in Engllsh. Of course, you need to know half a
dozen other languages since a sentence may start in English, .
continue in German, French, Greek, or Latin before he returns
back to finish the sentence in English, The polnt is that
Krader did not "translate" -- he transcribed from the original
handwritten notebooks, avallable atb The International Institute
of Social History in the Netherlands. .

_ " Now then, the total uprooting that Marx's, and only
Marx's, philosophy of revolution projected at the very s art
SF Fi5 new continent of thought -- the 1844 Manuscripts which
first raised the question of Man/Woman as the most. fundamental
"pelationship -- was never let go of but constantly deepened
until the very last year of his life, 1883. It is this which
‘Draper 1s trying to so pervert as to call Marx's expresasion
"rhetorical, Even this transformation into opposite was done
not only for the purposes of reducing Marx and Engels, to his
own narrow vision, but In ovder to nit st today's Women's
Liberation Movement, ‘with 1ts daring to point a2 finger at

male chauvinism, o : ' ,

I thought you might want to be with me in the process
of working out the new book rather than be confronted with
its worked-out views, even i1f as presently expressed they are
not all too c¢lear. : e : .

Yours,

" RAYA




November 10, 1978

Dear Friends:

The amazing aspect of ths draft chapter of the .Rosa Luxem-
burg book that I have just written is'that this is not what I set
out to write. Originally, I meart it hardly more than a perfunctory
note to clear the air of today's.women's movement's still depending
on Engels’' The Origin of the Family, and got especially angry at
Sheila Rowbotham, who is definitely the most independent of the so-
cizlist women, and the most learned, for accepting Hal Draper's
article in International Socialism as if that were truly a - “summa=
tion" of “"larx and Engels on Women's Liberationu" It is true it
is heavily footnoted -~ 75 footnotes, no less -- but at. the moment
I thought it was only the interpretation that was in question. It
- was at the point of checking on that relationship that. I.realized’
that he was talking cnly about Engels' The Origin of the Family,
Private Property and ‘the State, as if that were, 'indeed, a boolk by
both Marxz and Engels. Once I del¥ed into Marx's Notes on anthro-
pology, my writing on Draper turned out to be .ngthing short ‘of a very

s . )

sharp differentiation between Marx and Engels and an outright attack

on somebody a great deal mere important than'Draper. I'm referring
to Engels, himself. S - Cest . :

You will not be'able to. see the .chapter itself until ‘it ap-
pears in the épeécial .Jan-Feb issue, ‘because it has turhed ocut o be
over 30 pdges long. I'm anxious, however, for you to know something
“about it, and not just for "kndwledge”, but the manner in ‘which you
. carry on dialogues with women's! liberationists, as well as male
Marxist "specialists" on the so~called "woman question . —— it
ought to bring in a lot of, new subs, besides. Here is the way it
will look, as a ‘titlé page: . T . ' . e

. 1

Marx's and Encels Studies Contrasted

RELATIONSHIP OF PHILOSOPHY AKD REVOLUTION .
TO WOMEN'S LIBERATION -~ . . ..

. e
.o -

I. Why a Century to Publish Blarx? - . - -

o
]

R BRI "It took-nothing -short of a.
" series of revolutions to -
bring out the unpublished
AR : writings of Marx.," '

.
: [

TI. Hal Draper Misconsiru : e .t

' "Engels'’ ‘wbrld historic de~
feat of the female sex' is
. no expression of Marx's."

ITI. Marx's Notebooks: Then &hd Now . g

"No greater empiricist ever
lived than the great dialec-
tician, Karl Marx."
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The quotations after each section heading are taken from that
particular section and will be boxed on the actual page in N&L --
not just for technical graphic rezsons, but to single out the _
dialectic flow of that theme. For example, regarding the first one,
we are calling attention not only to the Russian Revolution, which
brought out the 184% Manuseripts; and not just tc the Chinese Revolu-
tion, which focused on the Grundrisse; but the fact that the Women' s
Liberation Movement of today, though they did inspire the .digging-
out.of the Ethnélogical Notebooks from the Archives of Marx, were
nct the ones to analyze those profound Notes, is what has presented

us with that challenge for today. :

The word, "miscontrues" in Section II -- Hal Draper Miscon -
strues -~ is not limited to an attack on Draper, but calls into
question Engels' own writings. The fact that Engels thought he was
carrying out a bequest of Marx, and that he certainly was not
diszloyal to Marx can neither transform Marx and ‘Engels into a single
person, nor bind us to falsely identify iHe. coémradely relationship
of the two with Marx's (only Marx's) unigue, original, new conti-
nent of thought, Nowhere is this more clear than on the question
of sexual relations, family, monogamy, individual/ universal , :
human relations, when iiarx got a final look:at them, after four full
decades of  study, revolutions, thought, .and the concept of what is
a total% ¢ truly human society. ‘that the second section does, then,
is showthow Engels developes these ideas in The Origin of the Family;
2-how Hal Draper, following all Marxists, miscontrues and roois him-
s&1f in those misconceptions,. to once again delay until the day - :
after the revolution any totzl uprooting. As against this, . you will
see in Merx's Notebooks, though they are very unfinished, the gomund
for our age by the very fact that he cnters around the dialectic
of contradiction, dualities, negation of the negation, whether that
be in present society or in primitive communism. , :

The third Section -- Marx's Notebooks: Then and Now -- has no
blueprint. While it lays new ground and shows a certain direction,
it all remains to be worked out. Y%hich is why I end with: "But
Marx's philosophy of revolution is so total a concept that it cannot
be just heritage, Rather, it is the type of past that is proof of
the continuity of Marx's philosophy for our age., We will continue to
grapple with it throughout this projected work, Rosa Luxemburg, To-
day's Women's Liberation Movement and harx's Philosophy of Revolu- -
tion." K

May I suggest that the WI-N&L, before the Jan-Feb issue comes
off the press, prepare for a very special meeting in relationship
to News & Letters, in order to see how the WL page that issuo will
meagsure up to what this special issue will signify, not just in re-
lationship to the book-to-be, but in relationship %o the daily
activity of WL and dialogues to be held with Women's T.irerailisiusis,
&G B0 peispeciives aud washu, Dotn among working class and projected
theoretical studies., As for +the N&Y. Committzes as a whole, a very
special meeting should be held at the -end o' January, when both the

LR d L4 F AR Y
N&L iz off the prsss and

Yours,
RAYA
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P.S. LAST .INUTE FOOTNOTE FRON i Yo

) You wouldn't think that the Conference of the Association of
Secial hnthropologists of the Comuonwealth on “New Directions in
Socizl bnthropology', meeting at St. John's College, Oxford, would

be the occasion for Raya to be mentioned. But at that conference,

Sir Raymond Firth delivered an address on "The Skeptical Anthro-
pologist? 3ocial fnthropology and varxist Views on Soclety" in which
he says: "I have used 'transcendence’ in the ordinary, secular

sense of surmounting a particular in favor of a more general aim,
Raya Dunayevskaya (1958:39) discusses transcendence more technically
in relation to alienstion,® '

The essay may be found in Harxist _Analyses and Secial Anthrapology

London: walaby Press, 3975.
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October 5, 1979

Dear Friends:

The last twe weeks with Olga, “beins rway", has meant working 12 hours
rather than 8 hours a day, and quite a productive 12 hours a day. I have
drafted two full chapters, and have cutlines of three others. However, that's
not the point of this letter. Rather, it is to tell you that the work on Rosa
Luxemburg is forever uncovering new fields for re~study, from the Ethnolopical
Notebooks for the chapter NiL printed last year, to the 1907 London Congress
on the 1905-06 Revolution, the Minutes of which have never to.this day been
translated. Leon Trotsky's role there kept cropping up at all hours of the
day and night, although great portions had nothing to do with the chapter I
wos directly working on., So--

Since this happens to be the month of October-- and as you know the old
calendar considered the November Revolutions of 1905 and 1917 as having occurred
in October} end since this also happens to be the 100th anniversary of Trotsky's
birth, but I did not wish to write just & "commemorative" article, I decided
to write a Political-FPhilosophical Lecter to all of you, entitled “ON THE TWO
RUSSIAN REVOLUTIONS, AND ONCR AGAIN ON THE THECRY OF PERMANENT REVOLUTION",

We are returning-tommorrow, and as if Olga dfdn}t work hard enough here,

she will start stencilling this on ocur return, and you should have it in two
weeks. EXCERPTS of it will also go into the November issue Two Worids, and.
we will leave the review of eiarcuse's One-Dimensional Man intende@ for that
issue go into the December issue instead,

I will be sure to meet the deadline of -the January issue, which will
be & 12-pager, with the new chapter entitled: "TWO TURNING POINTS IN ROSA
LUXEMBURG' S LIFE: 1898-99 AND 1905-07". As you know, theoretically, that
takes in the struggle against reformism snd the writing of Reform or Revolution,
and the participation in the 1905 Revolution. But you may not know that the
first period coincided with her moving to Germany and a new stage in her re-
lationship with Jogiches; while the 1905-07 Revelution, although the very
highest point of development in fact, in theory, ta personal relationships,
also becomes the end of her relationship with Jogiches on a personal level.
Actually, the development of the letter point will not be analyzed until the
following chapter on Women's Liberation and Rosa Luxemburg, but there are
sufficlent indications of it in the chapter as written that it will be sure’
to create controversy. So what else ‘{5 new with my writing?

Yours,
RAYA




: October 17, 1979
TO THE REB-NEB (To be read also to all locals)
Dear Colleagues:
As 1 am editing the Draft Chapter 1 it keeps getting bigger
so that 1 fear the Jan-Feb. NSL will be so special it will take up more than
the full & inside pages. On the other hand, 1t's turning out to be more of a
review of the whole rather than a single chapter. First, look at the title:
BEFORE AND AFTER THE 1905 REVOLUTION: Two turning Points in Rosa Luxemburg's
Life~- 1898.9 and 1905-07.
It now has three subheads: I, Entrance on the German Scene-- now deals not
only with Reform or Revolutien, but with RL as personality who is truly"a land
of boundless possibilities’ as she deals with the burning question of that day--
the first appearance of revisionism-- and"touches all bases"-- on "Woman Ques-
tion”, giobal politjcs, and the beginnings of a separation from Jogiches.

II. The Flash of Genius and the First Russian Rev-.
olution has you become witness not only to revolution, but to"organization”,
that is to say, how a small underground party of no more than a couple of hun-
dred becomes literally overnight a mass party of 30,000, all in Pcland which
iz but part of the Tserist Empire. Something happens to RL as participsnt in .
an ongoing revolution, though she is not yet aware of it: the bacillus of sep-

aration from her colleague and lover and co-leader is nevertheless laid there.

: IT1L, The Pivotal Year, 1907, You have heard
enough of that 5th Russian Congress in London where 31l tendencles were present.
and arguing of a still ongoing revolution (so they thought). But what you
haven't heard of that pivotal year-- though part you know as Political-Philosophic.
Letter which will become an Appendix to the chapter-- is: relationship of '
spontanelty to organization as RL viewed it what you have alsc not heard is
that it is the year of the Stuttgart Second International Congress and the
Homen's Socialist Conference (these were held similtaneously with the Second
International congresces). In this case, one of Lhe many things that have never
come out about RL is that she addresses thallConference as rapresentative of
the International Socialist Bureau (the top leadership of the .2nd Int'l). Pece
found thias for me. ' : : . :
And while I am on that subject, I better tell you about a'new
£ind"s I don't know where Dave of Chicago kept his talents so well hidden that
‘we didn't know he was a superb translator from German {and that he even types
beautifully!) and is so erudite in his knowledge that he can do everything
from smooth political writing to finding a gquotation from *"Matthew" in the
Bible, {Don't ask me vhy Rosa chose to suddenly come up with a saying from that
source as she battled Plekhanov; she caught me off guard as it isn't even the
01d Testament!} Dave translated a whole 40 pp, article on Theory and Practice.
With him, added to Pete on German, Urszula on Palish and myself on Russian--
and we all even know English-- we ought finally to catch the whole of Luxemburg.
Now then, NEWS & LETTERS for Jan-Feb. will really have to have some
special and creative attention from you and the PIC-- and, above all, start
thinking of next year where N&L will be the centerpoint of the Convention.

Yours, Raya

P.5. All this also gave me an idea how to modify the title of the lecture on
RL in January as Revolution and Counter-Revolution: The Life and Death of
Rosa Luxemburg. This will show it is not Just personal death but counter-
revolution, &nd tommorrow as well as today.
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October 17, 1972
TO THE REB-NEB (To be read also to all locals) ’
Dear Ceolleagues: o ) ,
‘ As T am editing the Draft Chapter 1 it keeps getting bigger

. s that I fear the Jan-Feb. N&L will be so speciel it will take up more than
the full & inside pages. On the other hand, it's turning out to be more of a
review of the whole rather than a single chapter. First, look at the title:
BEFORE AND AFTER THE 1905 REVOLUTION: Two turning Points in Rosa Luxemburg’s
Life-~ 1898-9 and 1905-07. .

It now has three subheads: I. Entrance on the German Scene-- now deals not
only with Reform or Revolution, but with RL as personality who is truly"a land
of boundless possibilities’ as she deals with the burning question of that day--
the first appesrance of revisionism-- and"touches all bases"-- on. "Woman Ques-
tion”, global politics, and the beginnings of a separation from Jogiches.

1I. The Flash of Genius and the First Russian Rev-
olution has you become witness mot only to revolutionm, bit to''organization,
that is to say, how a smail underground party of no more than a couple of hun-
dred becomes literally overnight. a mass party of 30,000, all in Poland which
is but part of tne Tsarist Empire. Something happens to Rl as participant in
ah ongolng vuvolution, though she is not yet aware of iti the bacillus of sep-
aration fror. her colleague and lover and co-leader is nevertheless laid there.

' III. The Pivoral Year, 1907. -You have heard )
enough of that 5th Russian Congress in London where all tendencles were present
and argring of a still ongoing revolution (so they thought) . But what you D
haven't heard of that pivotal year-- though part you know as Political-FPhilesophic
Lecteér which will become an Appendix to the .chapter-- is: relationship of
spontanelty to organization as RL wiewed it; what you have also not heard is
that it 1s the year of the Stuttgart Second International Congress and the,
Women's Socialist Conference (these were held simuitaneously with the Second
Internatic=al congresses). In this case, one of the many things that have never
come out sbout RL is that she addresses thatlCohference as representative of .
the International Sod¢ialist Bureau (the top leaderShip of the 2nd Int'l). Pete
found this for me. : o . iy L0

And while I am on that subject, I better tell you about a'new
‘find"; I don't know whers Dave of Chicago kept his talents so well hidden that
we didn't know he was a superb translator from German (and that he even types
beautifully!) and is so erudite in his knowiedge that he can do everything
from smooth political writing to £inding a quotation from "Matthew in the
Bible, (Don't ask me why Rosa chose to suddenly come up with a saying from that
source as she battled Plekhanovi she caught me off guard as it isn't even the
Old Testament!) Dave translated a whole 40 pp. article on Theory and Practice.
With hiwm, added to Pete on German, Urszula on Poligh and myself on Russian--
and we all even know English-- we ought finally to catch the whole of Luxemburg.
Now then, NEWS & LETTERS for Jan-Feb. will really have to have some
and rcreative attention from vou and the PIC-- and, above all, start

inl
ng of next year where NEL will be the centerpoint of the Convention,

i

H

Yours, naye

P.S. All this also gave me an idea how to modify the title of the lecture on
RL in January as Revolution_and Counter-Revoluticn: The Life and Death of
Rosa Luxemburg. This will show it is not just personal death but counter-
revelution, snd tormorrow as well as today. ‘
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: October 25, 1979 . -
To the REB-NEB (to.be read to atl locals) o -
Dear Colleagues: )
Let me invoive you In a little theoreticsl discussion on method which
has just now ( I mean as I am working on the 1907 Congress, from which I'm
learning a 1gt) shed new light on a section of Marxism and Freedom which
I calied "Organizational Interlude", which, as you will remember, is headed
by & quotation from Hegel on the fact that "intellectual sloth” results when
someone starts only with the results of a philosophy rather than participating.
in the process. ) e - . . -
You will also recall that that section on the Second International held -
thar 1907 was actually the beginning of th® end of the International.- Now
the point is: Why did I say thac,- shen in fact I did not know at that time
- about the 1907 Russian Congress, that the 1907 International Congress in
Stuttgart, which had always been considered theé highpoint: of the Second In-
ternational, I chose to disvigard so vehemently as to claim-one need not wait
for 1914 and the collapse of tHe International to-have sensed that that's
exactly where it was headed? I made my point by saying that -a Congress that
was being held after the 1905-06 Revolutien, which had not taken up that ,
Revolution, was bound For theé historical dustbin. In o word, the¢ very absence
of that .point on the International's agenda I judged to have signaled its )
‘downfall. Tt is & fact that "absence" also has a dialectic of its own, since
it isn't only nature.that does not 1ike & vacuum, but revoluticnary-polities. .

» refuses .to believe in the “*Void™,

L . There' is also one.other interesting back-
ground-elemerit to that Chiapter 9 in M&F. The orlginal outline of M&F: that .
was submitted to Marcuse when he tried to get Beacon Press’ tospublish my
book, had no such section.’ What I considered a vold was™the period from-
Marx's death until. Lenin's encounter with Hegel in-1914: When'Marcuse said
I couldn't do that; there was the-great Sécond Intermbtional and it-organized:
masses and masses of pedple, my answer was: for hiStory's sake, I'11 write -~
that section, but I will not even Honor it by elther’ giving 'it a sepsrate.
-part, or calling it "The Party"; instead, it will be treated as just am
Interlude. And whereas he might have told me to go t6 ---, in any case he
would not. interfere with my analysis, I 'kept stressing that the Second In.:
ternational died in 1907. © IR
: . "~ Now that I have all these magnificent speeches at
the Fifth Russian Congress in 1907, and that, in fact, it becomes clear that '
Rot 1903, which everyone considers the breakup of Bolshevism end Menshevism,
but 1907 was the real Great Divide, and thdt it was not the "Organizational
Question” but the revolution which credted the divide, I cBnnet but marvel
at the greatness of methodology, which 'lead to the writing of the Orgenizu.
tional Interlude and the singling out of 1907 2z 'the ‘birth of two irrecon-
cilable tendeucies in darsism, - ¢ : : C

Yours,

RAYA

-t




November 26, 1979

To the HEB-NEB (copies to.be Sunt'-.t.o the locals)
Dear Colleagues: S ;

0ffhand, it may appear that Chapter IT of the HL book -- "The
Break with Kautsky, 1910-1911: From Mass Strike Theory to Crisis.over MNorocco ~—
and Hushed-Up 'Woman Question' "’ -— would. have nothing to do with theé crisis in
Iran, especially the so-called Left's tail-ending of Khomeini. But, in fact, as .
you, yourselves will he able to work out, when you have a chance to read it,
you will gain gquite an illumination of the present crisis. Let me first tell you
its content: : .

Spontanelty and Organization. .

single revolutionary pragtice vs. "Iwo Strategies" ’

Imperialism raises its Ugly Head . . ‘ ;

" Prescience about Kauteky's Oppoxtunism, but Tone-Deafness’ atiout
Leadership's Attitude to "Woman Question” - R

. The f£irst section is, in a fundamenial sense, known to you since.
it deals with the most popular part of Luxemburg's heritage ~- The Mass Strike.
But, in fact, in the context of 1510, when she restates the question of the Mass.
Strike, 1905-07, what comes.out mest clearly is that, because she considers the
essence of revolution to be that Mass Striko, what she is talking about when she ;
relates the Mass Strike to the revival of strikes in Germany, is what she considers
to be a pre-revolutionary situation in Germany. Fron that point of view, the
whole question of spontaneity and organization is not just a guestion of sirikes
and trade unicns, nor even the guestion of when a strike becomes both political
and cconomic, but the whole role of leadership, Herxist leadership.

: That concept of leadership is the nub of the dispute with Kaubsky,
the reason for her prescience about opportunism within the movement, and the
fooling that revolution is being made into an abstraction, while all eorts of. de-
viations raise their ugly heads. The proof is that no sooner was the dispute on
Ggneral Strike in 1910 concluded than the pusillanimity of the German Soclal-Tlomo-
cracy on the question of Germany's imperinlist attack on Morxocco came to the fore
in 1911. Uhat is missing in all this.is that no political or “factional”, i.e.
actually organizational, conclusions axe drawn from this, so that the break with
Kautsky appeaxs very nearly Jjust "peraonal.”

Not only that, The most fantastic lctters against Luxemburg

are boing exchanged within the loadership. -They reveal the most disgusting male
chauvinism. No malo opponent of the "1line", not even the founder of Revlsionism,
was ever referred to in such sourrilous texms as "poisonous bitch," Surely, she
Knew about those letters and felt the acid tongucs,oven when they found political
dosignations for her dissent, And yet, with very great doliberation on her part,
she continued to be tone-deaf on the question. This is not the chapter whers this
question is dealt with in great detail, and most important of all, fully philoso-
phically, tut it does serve as the transition point to dhapter III.

The point, as I was working on this chapter, that gavo me the mest
Ltzoubls, was aluo deublescdged, On the onp hand, T une very disaprolinted bacause,
originally, I had deflnitely thought 1910 would bo the focal point of the book
since it would have shown that she had broken with Kautsky four years shoad of
Lenin, that she had been a gaonuine vanguaxd in sonsing tho opportunism in that

"Pope of Marxism", and thus ...
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In the actual cornfrontation with that year -- and not so incidental-
1y, I found that very nearly nothing is availablo in English, and everything had
to be translated for the very first time -- I found that when one is prescient,
ingstead of having worked it out philosophically; if ono is "ahcad of the time",
but has not drawn organizationzl conclusions, i.c. seen what is the historic sig-
nificance of a tendenev, a tendency for which she is willing to take total re-
sponsibility; and if one therefore goes to the next peint on the agenda -- in
Luxcaburg's case, Accumulation of Capital, then theory, too, fails. That is why
I had to cnd the preccding paragraph with three dots; that is to say, T couldn't
possibly conclude that she was “in advance " of Lenin, : -

On the other hand, when it came to the question of her hatred of
imperialism, of great feeling for all the peoples of all the woxld whom capital-
ism was oppressing, of the truly huran warmth for the cries of the Hottentol women
and children that she kept hearing from the Kalnhari Desert as if they were just
around the cormer from har home, thon you wished to lash out against the so-called
"Hew Loft”, which seems to feol nothing but its own narrow slogancering, and its
all-too-willing tailendism of state powers,- It is for this rcason that I felt
it necessary to itake a day off and talk to you about Iran,- I°l11 be sending you a
letter tomorrow, : < :

YOurs,

' Raya

(




December 2, 1979

10 THE REB-NEB (copies for all Totals):

Dear Colleagues. . o . . .
S In Jjumping ths gun on mysolf by d:.sclosing to you a very difi‘icult
philosophic problem that I, myself, have not yet worked out —- and Idon't
know whether, in these 10 days I'm "disappearing", I can woerk it ont for Chnptar
Three -~ I do so0 only bacause the concrateness of the political crisis and
countor-reveiutionary move with theocratic cons‘l‘iﬁution that the Tranian masses
will now be pushed to adopt, makes philosophy more practieally urgent than any
"pclztical line."

: Heré is what has come up in RL book (which should bs more pracissly,
ca.lled MARX'S: PHHDSOPHI OF REVOLUTION ~- except:that it 1s always the cohereta,
-in the Hogeliah sense of total, which must ‘take priority and it s the’ subject

of RL that is the compulsion on o taks & 25th lobk at' the problam we, have ra.ised
directly aftar PHILOSOPH’I AND REVOLUTION _appeared):
- Here- is- the 1905*0? Revolu-

tion in Russia, reaching into Iran, Afghanistan and China, that becomes the

Groat Dividse’ ‘batwébn reform and revolution on ‘the Russian ycene where suppoqedly
- there are no ‘refor-ists but "enly Menshaviks within "revolutionnry" da.rxism. o
Surely, Lenin, Tuiémburg and also Trotsky net ohly "sidé with but’ ‘most actively
act out revolution. And, surely, they base themselves on Marx in-the ‘1848 Revo-
lution, to the point that RL; even pro,]ects the concopt. that it is not the end

of the 19th cantury revolutions but the beginriing of a whold rew series of 20th,
century revolutions; with the Russian Revolution® im the vanguard mtemationall,y
{(ard, of course, LT proclnims. even ii‘ not a.t e I,onﬂon Congress. the' eoncept

of permanent ravolution e . _ o

Pty B o Ay ©

AND YET, AFD YET, AND YET' no'h a single ¢no mentioned "(and" they didn't”
mention it because it was not concrets to themt tnough they ‘surely had’ read
Marx's 1850 Address) Marx's declaration that from how on == tha.t Is to aay, .
since the 184849 Revelution with the bourgeoisio ‘had proved 'a failure and dis- .
closed the bourgecisie's betre.yal - revolut:lonary soc:lnlists must procla:lm v
"revolution in pemanenc:e " ) ) o . o

- Not only that. Though they were a].'l. Russians. and though 't.he 1882

Preface to Marxb Commnist Manifesto articulated a possible revolution in that
backward country <in advance of "the West", none' saw. this asg nnything relat:i.ng .
to them at the procise momeni'. of 19079 A o i
. And not only thet, So far as Luxemhtu-g '..ns concerned. in 1910 sha had’
all the revoluticnary positions not only on: Genersl Strike, but on descending ’
imparialism, which the Mordeco Incident mado clear in 1911 =~ AND YET AND YET .
AND YET when' sho broko with Kautsky it was very nearly made “por.sonal", not; only
because she 8id rot build a faction around herself as tendency, but because:’
when she was off to thecry - Accumu Ic&.' OF CAPI‘ML - she dev:late& not. so
nuch from Kautsky. .
BOT FROI-I HARXI

LT SR

. All this brings me back to the pbint t.hat WO, and we alono, callod
Marx's philosophy of ruvolution not just oconomic theory or political thoory
or even thoory of rovolition excopt as manifestation of a MEW CONTINENT OF
THOUGHT, Think of it. Intornalize it, Don't let go of 1t for a single socond

.-'L P . DL +
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Just bocause the urgcncy of the moment is Iran -~ or whatover! How can anyone
think that if I Lave f£inally, aftor all the years I witheld from allowing anyone
to usc my Outline of Capi*al, said, Yos, go shead and use it for classes since,
though I then knew little of dialoctics, now that wo have P&R, M&F as well as
‘Poday's CGlobal Crisis and"Those Who Wish to Truncato Marx's 's CAPITAL", il can be
studicd as a wholo —- I repcat, how can anyone think that this is the timo not
to study CAPITAL so much as to start competing with Trotskyists and that type
of Left on the small coin of concrete questions? (And not in the Hogelian sense
of conereote, but in tho ordinary, penny-a-liner senso?) No. For heaven's sake,
start paying attcntion to Marx —- ALL OF MARX — and tho only thing to be added
to that is how I-Iarxist-Humanists dig deep into that now continont of thought,

Even more urgent than thet -~ how can anyonc think, after all we have
contributed for the past 25 years, if not actually 40 ycars, that the way to under-
stand Khomoini's risc in counter-rovolution is to read tho doscriptions of the .
“in-person" roports, ]NS'IEAD OF HAVING, IN THE VERY ORGANISM OF HIMSELF/HERSELF,
THE KMCWLEDGE THAT THE DMEDIATE JS FIRST UNDERSTOOD .BECAUSE YOU ARE GROUNDED
¥ MARX'S PHILOSOPHY OF REVOLUTICN AS SPELLED OUT FOR US 1M }MRXIST—HUIWIST
POLITTCAI.—PHIIDSOPHIC IETTERS FOR TODAY?

. Something is vsry wrong, indeod if e 5o undcrostimatc oursalves,
our philosophic-political-aconomic contribu't::.ons in THEORY, WHICH ALONE CAN BRING
ORGAN TZATTIONAL GRCT.*PI'H, and t.h:lnk. instead, that one more d:.stribut.ion w:.ll bring
in now members! . . :

- ilow then, to rstu.m to. Chapter 3, which am f:lnd:i.ng so difficult.
Ii' I am to bring in tho 1850 Address that was not secn by those whom I praised,
when- discussing 1905, as groat Markist leaders who wero "making” revolution on .
the immediate theory: AL T am to bring out from the "hushed up" so-called "Woman
Question” not just what they didn't sce but what they cven failed to loock for,
so that We loarned of the Ethnological Notebooks only a .full century later;  if
both pormanent revolution and Women's Liberation come in this early -- that is, .
directly aftor 1911 is discussed in Chaptor 2.-- then how does it flow from the
historic period in quostieni OF course, -that, again, will boiour contribuiten,
and should make pooplo realize what NEW CONTINENT OF THOUGHT MARX. DISCOVERED,
and question why all thosc Marxists who swear by Marx have. novertholess wanted
to carve his philosophy into so many academic or ompiric i’:l.elds tha.t. you never
did seo, the WHOLE AS NE-W EEGIFNING. . : .

. It isn't that these. quostioﬂs must be -answorod now. It :ls tha't. the
dialoctics of revolution, dialectics of thought, dialoctles of organization,
dialectics of Thon and dialectics of New had batter get us back to the Porspectives
wo adoptod in Septembor., It is those Perspectives which have to be carried out,

" and which by Soptember 1980.had bottor compel us to turn to building this organi-
zation ~- News and Letters Committees -- on the bagis of what is distinctively,
uniquely Marxist-Humanism, with philosophy as central and not absiract, and with
organization not as small-mass-party:".sm. And before youn all begin to dony that
any ong of us is small-mass-partyist. just remember that the whole question of

#infantilo sicimess of Leftism in Communism" that Lenin criticized was not that of
opportunists, or reformists, but of genulne revolutiocnaries who were so broken up
over tho defeat of the 1919 German Revolution and tho boheading of their Party,
that they hungered for short-cuis, as if nnything olso rmoant procrastina.tion.

'Ioura ' RAYA |

P.S. I assume that my last lottor on Iran is widoly distribtitcd and becomes the
basis, tho ground for discussion with contacts and ourselvos and in classcs even

bofore N&L gots off tho press this Thursday.
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January 14, 1580
Cear Friends:

Chapter 3, which I have just completed, is at first plance so to-
tally different from anything else I have written or spoken about Luxemburg,
that I consider it important to call it to your stiontion. First is the
question of the title: "Luxemburg's Interregnum on the Way to Few Theory:
and Fxcursus on Why 2 Century to Publish Marx's Works?" Both the fact that
it is an interregnum, and that it comes, not in 1910-11, but after that peried,
25 she is beginning to work out her greatest thaoretical work®, Accumulation
of Capital, mark a new stage in comprehension of the dialectic. Perhaps I
should have said, instead of "eomprehension", a great inadequacy in the compre-
hension of dialectic, It was comparatively eagy for Rosa Luxemburg, to defend
Harx against a revisionist's demand for the “removal of the dinlentic coaffold-
ing", It is a veory diilerent thing when, in faecing a new reality -~ imperlal-
ism --, you feel no compulsion to dig into the “dialectic”, The task is cne of
your reworking of the whole of Marx's deep-rootedness in the Hegelian dialectie
and Marxlan creativity of transforming dialectical methedoleogy into dialectics

of 1iberation, ‘

Therefore, whorens previously I had only hint:d it, in this Chapter
I have developed the fact that Luxemburg always disagreed with Marx's concopt |
of self-determination of nations, in general, and of Poland, in partienlar.
I want you to get a whiff of that from a magniricent letter Engols wrote to
Kautsky about two weeks after he had co-authored with Marx that fantastically
, prophetic new Preface to the Russian edition of the Communist Manifosto, which
had "‘projected the possibility of Russia having a rovolution in advance of the.
© industrially developed nations. Here it is, dated Fob. 7, 1882: . .

"Polish socialists who do not place the.liberation of their country .

at the head of their program, appear to me as would German scoialists ‘
who do not demand first and foremost repeal of the socialist law,
froedom of the press, association and assembly. .... It is unimpor-
tant whether a reconstitution of Poland is poasible before the next
revolution, We have in ne case the task to deter the Poles from their
efforts to fight for the vital conditions of their future development,
" or to persuade thon that naticnal independcnce is 'a very socondary .
matter from the international point of vicw.l_ fn the contrary, indepen-
dence is the basis of any commen international action ,evs We, in
particular, have no reason whatever to block their irrefutable strive-
ing for independence, In the first place, thoy have invented and ap-,
Plicd in 1863 the method of fighting ...r and socondly they weié the
only reliable and capablo lioutenants in the Paris Commune.* -

) I am using very little of the chapiter on the Ethnological Fotebooks,
that we printed in Nows & Ietters last year, except for the first section, and
oven in that, tho paragraphs are cemsiderably transposcd. What I am now call~
ing Excursus into why it took a century to publish all of Msrx's works is not
tled in Chapter 3 to tho Man/Woman relntionship, but to what resulted from
Marx's delving into primitive sccietics insofar as it related to the Russian
cenditions,  To put it differently, what has tc be the pivotal point for this
excursus is ticd to tho concreotoness of the book and the specific subject of
Rosa Tuxomburg in the 1905 Rovolution. Ko doubt I will lator in the book re-
turn again to the rest of what I had written last yoar on the Ethnological
Notcbooks, oxcept that I will definitely reduce Draper to a long footnote -~
but it i3 really more rolevant to our age than to the mannor in which merle~
chauvinism appearcd in Luxemburg's poriod. Here, what we have to learn mothod-

*For rreatest work, not tha greatest theorctical work: dndecd, it would be a devi-
ation from Marx's theory of accumulation of capital, _
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ologieally is that, no mattcr_'how,.éqmp_rch‘msix;i‘ly‘ you thi;k--you have dealt with
a subject, thc aspect that makes it concrotc. in-on historic peried is the only
proof, e T L T "

s

Let mo cite onc other section of Chapter 3, which relates to the
question of dialceties in another néw way. . In- 1903, ‘Fuxemburg had writfon
an essay on "The Progress and Stagnaticn of Marxism," - At first reading, that
locks like the highest compliment to Marx's Marxism, sinco the esscnce of it
is that not only has Marxism not stagnated, but we, the Marxists, haven't yet
_reached the totality of historical materialism. On sccond reading, you swedoenly
begin to reslize what a very big gap there was in -the thought of Marxists-once
. Marx dicd; because far from regarding-Marx's thought as a whole new continent,
they regarded Marx as a rcvolutionary economist who taught thom all about the
- class struggle, Just as Engels thought that hc was following out a béquest
of Hdarx when he wrote Origin of the Family, so Xaxcmburg thought.she was on
the way to "extending" Marx's theory of Accumulation of Capital by concentrating
_on the new rcalii';y, and sloughing off the dialectic as. “"rococco.”

But that will be for Chapter 4. Here what is crucial--- whether you
congider it as an entlrely new idea or .as a- further.dovelopment of Chaptors 1 and
2 -~ is that a transition poriod can bo eithor a great lcap forward or a fall
backward -- not, however, ks retrogression, but.as an illumination of what hap-
pons when the dialectie is kept only in the back .of your mind, The very noarly
subordinate point ‘I am trying to make is that Luxomburg!s "FProgress and-Stag- "
nation of Marxism" is used as a transition point between her very wrong position
en the Fational Question, dialectically.as well as .factually, -and theo:movc to-

wards’' a new thaory which deviates not from.Kantsky.but.from Marx,

: . I will try to work out somo new way of gctting chapters to you long
before the Convention. ' Perhaps T wili have somothing more concretc.io say
at the Feb. 3 speclal REB moeting, which will bo both a summation ‘of what has
. happcned.sinco the convention and, a- further concretization of vur Perspectives
from now until the new Porspectives.wo reach at the 1980 Conyontion, - -

‘ Now what is important is to study Chaptor 1 in such a’way that thoso'
questions that ake not developed but only hintcd at {1iko the National Quostion}
are grasped, not by writing the conclusion with hipdsight, tut by following the
process, both yhen it moves forward and when it doecsn't, C

Have you drawn your own balanco shect for theso four menths? Have
you thought about the soriously heightened objeetive eriscs as Carter is heating
up the Cold War? .And have you worked -out a methodological rolaticnship between
what 1s happening in tho world and the book? -I consider that both the 'talks on
Luxemburg and, in-a vory differont sonsc,- the talk on tho 75th anniversary of
1605, arc morc illuminating of the situation than the genoral relstionship of
revolution and counter-revolution that has always brought-us back to 1917 as the
reforance point, I would like to hear from you before the Feb: 3 meooting.

Yours,




Harch 5, 1980

One More "Footnote" On the Concept of
Permanent Revolution-and another on
the Newe Rheinische Zeitung

Dear Friends: (Youth especially)

The reason for the quotation marks around the word, "footnote,” is that,
naturally, Marx's concept of permanent revolution, not Trotsky's should have
been the subject of all the voluminous books on the subject still coming off
the press, However, I am referring not only to that wmest profound 1850 Address
to the Communist League, but this time focusing just on “tactics,” on "little
things" surrounding the "publication” of the Address. Since the 1848-49 revolu-
tion had already been defeated, it had to be done clandestinely. It was there-
fore issued as a "leaflet." (ALL YU LEAFLEY WRITERS JUST THIJK OF FRODUCING
ONE BUILT ON THAT #EDEL:) In 1851, when the worker revoluticnaries and leaders,
Marx included, were arrested, the leaflet or circular was found on some of the
arrested members. ' Whersupon a bourgeois newspaper decided to publish it., AND
IN BOOK FORM IT WAS ISSUED BY THE POLICE OFFICTALS NANED WERIUTII ANP STIEBER!

I ceme upon this fact .and others in the process of translating Luxemburg's
speech at the 1907 Congress, which we have always praised and rightly so as
she stressed there that 1905, far from being just a continuation of 1848, had
initiated 2 whole series of totally new proletarian revolutions in-the 20th
century, Today, however, I became dissatisfied with one sspect which related
to the Neue Rheinische Zeltung. Where both Luxemburg and we had always stressed

what conclusions MHarx drew from the 1848 defeat, Luxemburg here was putting too
much emphasis, I felt, on the subtitle of Marx's paper, "Qrest Sf the Democracy,"

az if "extreme left wing of The Democracy' as liarx used it, hadn't meant the
proletarian class struggle. In any case, I'decided to footnote the firat mention
Luxemburg makes to the Neue Rheinische Zeitung, . . ’

i And here comes the exciting “discovery" of something we all know s0 well—
Marx’s WAGE LABOR AND CAPITAL. .But, in getting reacaguainted with the pamphlet
the "new" fact that jumped out at me was that its first vublication was as a
serles of articles in that "Organ of Democraczf“-EE53Iﬁﬁ'IE'EEIE'EIﬁE_EE—E_;és
searching for some of the articles in Feue Rheinische Zeitung and feeling how
very internationalist that "organ of the democracy” was~-thers was mot a single
revolution anywhere in Europe, be it France or Hungary, Germany or Belgium,
that wasn't there subje gls as well as a lesson drawn fox action;
and then reading about its last, 30lst number which came out in red coloring,
which declared that its "final word will always and everywhere be the emanci-
pation of the working class," I turned to Marx's introductory words to Yage
Labor_and Capital which declared since the paper addresses itself directly to
the proletariat; "We wish to be understood by workers...and shall not presup-
pose cven the mogf elementary notions of volitical economY,. ereupon it
turng out thot what ha meant hy "most alementary notiona of political economy"
meant he would not usa academlc Jarpon, Moreover, where we, even now, regaxd
e pamphlet as an "economie work,™ Marx in that introduction was stressing
" that it is the political issues of the day that made him embark on this series
since, first, what must be considerad are '"the colossal political forme in 1848,"
and, with it, the counter-~revolution since "Europe, with the defcat of the rev-
olutionary workers, had relapsed into ita old double sluvery, the Anglo.Russian
slavery."

Now, please tell me, where, no matter how hard I looked at today, could 1
have found so relevant to the convention's projection of a pew N&L combining
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theory and practice as the publication of age Labor and Canital in the popular -
daily, Neue Rheinische Zeitung onm April 4, 1849, “aere is nardly a day that the
work on the RL book doesn't throw some new illumination on the problematic of

ocur day, be it on Iran or WL, be it on Theory/Practice or Youth, be it on Black
dimension or N&L projection of a 12-pager, Haturally, this doesn't mean that

the subjects, topics of the book, as such "eall forth” such a relationship.

Rather it is the way Marxist-Humanism recreates it. But, since truth is concrete,
it is no accident whatever that it is these subjects and that historic period

and this stage of our organization's growth an% ffe way we prepare for the con-
ventlon and the new tasks it will set that ¢oalescedy Just listen, for example,
to what those 1905 revolutionaries, this time Lenin, had to say in their lmpa~-
tience about the course of the revolution and its old guard: 'co to the youth,
gentlemen! That is the only remedy . therwise--I gilve you my word--you will

be too late (everything tells me that) and will be left with "learmned' memcranda,
plans, charts, schemes, and magnificent recipes, but without an organization, .

without a living cause. Go to the youth:"

Yours, RAYA

the convention fnd s0,

I will have a great deai moze to séy on tiis and that at
I hope, will you.




March 11, 1980

" To Women's Liberation - News & lLetters Committees:
Dear Sisters: : ’

- The date of publication of Women as RHeason as Well as Force of
Revolution in Farsi,with its introduction by Neda, "Women in the Iranian Revolu-~
tion: In Fact and In Theory", this March 8, 1980 will have both philosophic and
actual ramifications, sufficent, hopes Neda, to "help tring about Chapter IIT of
the revolution.," Tt surely helped the VL-N&L here in Detroit (as well as in
other locals, I'm sure) to create a new ground for the Convention itself, .

' You no doubt remember that for the last two years I did not favoer
a serarate national meeting for the WI-N&L that would precede either "the Conven- .
tion or the Plenum, Everything, however, has changed this year. By "everything -
‘has changed" I mean that it wasn't only“spontaneity" nor only “practice" with
proletarians that we are extolling. By “everything has changed" I mean everything
from the chaptsrs of the Rosa Iyxemburg bock that have appeared, to the Iranian i
pamphlet that was just issued, to the fact that the date of publication coincided--
by coincided I mean plinned to coincide ~- with our own celebration of Intexnmation-
al Yomen's Day in the very period when we also reached a new international rela-
tionship with ths French UL movement that likewisé is very interested in the RL
book. Hence I am very anxious that WL-N&L meets the Friday btefore the opening of
the Convention. . e -

' Let me make this even more concrate by being totally philosophical,
This is the first time anywhere, at any time from the day IMxemburg was murdered

to today -- and this time by "icday" I mean since the birth of the WL movement as
eoncretization of an Idea whose time has come -- that thére has been, such a book
‘conceived, which, at one and the sape time, presented Iyxemburg as revolutionary
personality and original theoretician. Though she departs quite seriously from
Marx's philosophy (the emphasis is on philesophy, not on actual revolubtion) the
book nevertheless can make philozophy of xevelution and revolution lnseparable .
because there is no way to separate the subject of vevolution =- masses in motion ~=
from philoscphy of revolution., The 'nesd  for . such a book iz not due to any
lack of books on Luxemburg this decade -- averybody from the Stalinists to the
anarcho=syndicalists and from the Trotskyists to so-called “independent thinkers"
like Hannah Azendt has trisd to appropriate Lyxeémburg, That holds true whether

the people trying to appropriste her did so with flags flying high and shouting

" Q}ﬁqf‘ourth International are boxrn under the banner of Lenin-Luxemburg-Leibknscht!
ozq&.?ig ~wing Special-Democrats were the ones who attempted to pin on their anti-
revolutionary, anti-Leninism, to hexr critique, revolutionary critique of Ienin and
merger with Lenin's Bolsheviks' in revolution. Indeed, included also are various
tendencies within the WIN — and this inecludes both those who rejected her, be-
cause she hadn't written on the "Homan guestion", and those who “accepted" her by
attributing to her their interpretation ~- that is to say, Leninists-Stalinists-
Independent Marxists-Trotskyistd view that"only afier tho conguost of power will
the WL question. be rosolvad W . : ' .

Put differently, Hoss Inxemburg; Women's Iiberatlon and Marvls
Philosophy of Revelution will te the only bouk on Hosa luxemburg which, 4t une
and the same time, moasures up to har rovolutlonary stature and transcends it.

Let me concretizo thla , on the besis of the three chapters you've already
seon: 1) What the “Two Turning POints” of Chapter I established was thwt tho
Revolution of 1905 was the focal point in the 1life of Luxemburg to such an intense
dogree that, though she had alresdy disagreed with the relgning Social-Demecracy,
they could not keep hor from at once cccupying the conter-stage.
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2) As you will sce fronm the April issue-of ‘N&Ly; Chapter IT shows critically
vhy even so pivotal a break as the one with Kautsky could send a serious revolu-
tionary like Luxemburz into what would bacome an inter-regnum for her, becouse (
She wasn't deeply grounded .in liarx's philosophy.* Yet you see hor at her greatest
both in the question of theory, practice on the cconenic secene in Germany, 1910,
and in the question of sniffing out opportunism/ﬂith the. very first whiff of Im- -
porialibm, : - . : in the 65D - - : .
" (Do not forget thai David Lefly's translation, which is likewise to appear.
in April will make it possible for all of us to hear LUixemburg in her own words.)

Finally, you will, g?r kpe first time, confront the tone~deafness on
male-chauvinism, which vhethorfil was "unavoidable" for the period, is surely
totally wrong for curs. Tha doesn't mean that we catinot learn from her polit:],ca.l
descriptions bothof Imperialism and of the relationship of theory to mactice in .
the conerste transition:years 1910-1921, - . . . ..

)] Beginning with next month you will also have Chapter ITI on that inter-
- regnul, but-this time only in xerox form, only one per loeal, and absolutely not
for distribution. Just as Chapter IIT will,.for the first time, take vexry sharp .
issue on the Natjonal: Question, and brings up a very different aspact of her re-
lationship to the dialectic, so Chapter IV (which you will get at the ond of Hay)
on Accumulation of fapital will show how very wrong on theoxry a ravolutionzry can
be In the prevar=ticn for revolution. Do not forget that you also have had the
Ethnological Notebooks chapter, even. if.I have not decided .which chapter that will
bB. ' -t . : .. B , . s .. .
BRRE In addition tc all the materials T have written, you will also have by .. )
June Olga's pleco on Women's Liberation; as well.as Anne's"Harxism and Feminism" - (
{whother that ¥ilk for the outside press or for Nzl you will certainly get to. xead
it,) . And this brings us to June at which tine your attention will be totally .
devoted to the Perspectives, - . - T . ' o
No matter which uay one approaches or relates to Perspectives, the Rosa,
i - d2id such a solid Ffoundation for discussions )
1 poi i the Wl . ¢ this, |
I didn't see such serious crcativity in integrating UL's contribution to our very. .
unique Mamxist-Humanisn, Frankly, I sometimes felt that the Marxist-Humanist philo~
sophy was simply kept in the back of our heads,
way that we were oppressively awar
which we certzinly were the ones t a ;eatege )
‘mevertheless been anticimted by our bregkthrough on the Absolu
ginning, . . ' - . .

Lot me say 'in concluision that no matter what the activity that cach local
will wish to report, nothing.can take precedence either over the vhilosophy of revo- .
lution on even over the mannow in ukich you will approach both a mailing list,
initlating c>rrespondence as well as follow-up, and actually looking for a pub-
lisher; "B oro is no othexr way to achieve oithar tha transformation of the Taper
into a 12 pager or the ney stage we will havo reached in 1981 with the publication
of the book, . - P T

Tours,

RAYA




April 8, 1980

Dear Friends:

Instead of a letter on the process of writing Cpapter IV, "Marx's and Luxem-
burg's Theories of Accumulation",{Olga in any case gave you an indication in the
RE3 minutes of April 3) I wish this time to write on the special Hay 4 meeting on
Marx's birth, not as a day but as what Hegel called "a birthtime of history," and
what we call a new continent of thought and of revolution. it wWill be a projec-
tion of some of the fundamental points of the final chapter of the Rosa Iuxemburg.
book, That ray be, and is, a2 contradiction to the dialectical principle. thai
you cannot know before you know. In the specific instance of the bock when I
haxve finished only about half of it, +this means I cannot possibly relate to it
directly, Yet, as a review of the 40 years of Harx's creativity, from the moment
of his break with bourgeois society in 1843 and the eaxrly writings to a brief 4
months before his death and the Ethnological Notebooks, the talk cannot but relate
all Harxists (including Rosa Iyxemburg) since Marx's death to the new continent of
thought Marx discovered. .

‘ Our age has one advantage, that of knowing more of Maxx's writing than did
Luxemburg's ags. ‘We, as Harxist-Humanisis, again by drawing no distinction between
"the young" and "the mature” lMarx, made philoscphy, economics and politics into a
totality, The objective situation helped us, since it was the periecd of a new
type of revolution (Hungary 1956) against Communism's tremsformation into opposite,
state-capitalism, thus creating a movement from practice to theoxry and compelling
revolutinnary theoreticians to constantly create anew. Ngvertheless, we must .
never forget Hegel's warning about knowing something se well as to ]Fﬁ“;é; };‘gm
granted: "In general, what is well known, precisely because it is we oWn ’
most common mode of self-delusion and of creating illusions for others is, in

. knowledge, to presuppose something as being well-known, and to accept it as such,
( Such knowledge, without being aware that this is happening, refuses to budge de-
._spite all discussion,” (Fhenomenology, Preface) S S

Take, for example, the fact that all of Marx's works have the word “eritique"
in them, and wa certainly know that from the time he was working with Ruge and try- -
ing to start a new magazine, Marx wrote him in September 1843 that the purpose of
the journal must be "the relentless critique of everything that exists." But has
"eritique” been rade the sguivalent of "ravelutionsry" and “practical" as tolally
as it was with Marx, beginning with the Economic-Philosophic Manuscripte which he
completed the next year? : : ‘ T

These manuscripts didn't, after all, comé to light for some 84 yedrs, noeded
nothing short of the November 1917 Rgvolution to bring them out of thé Sgeond
International's vaults, and another 28 years befors a néw generation of revolu=
tionaries, rebelling against the new monstrosity of Russian’ state-capitalism,
brought them onto this pericd's historic stage, and thereby also to the Fnglish-
speaking world. Nearly a quarter of a cuntury has passed since then and whilo
we have mroduced more of that whole new continent of thought Marx had discovered
in 184+ than either the 01d Left or the so-called Now Loft, It is first now that
We are scheduling, at ono and the same time, & new book and projecting the transw
formation of News & Letters into & theorotical as well as an activist organ, So
again I say the fact that "we know", and indeed “live by" the fact that MNarx was
a.frg:olutionary does not yob mean grasping in full Marxism as a whole new continent
o ought ., . -

Luxemburg cortainly was a rovolutionary, and ao was Lenin, and so was Trotsky,
and oven some Social-Domocrats who lator turned out to be counter-revolutlonaries
were revolutionarios when they first estoblished the now (Second) Maxxist Interna-
tional, None of them saw it as a now continent of thought (except Lenin, who had
to break with his philosorhic past and havo tho world fall about him in the First
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Horld Uar, buforo ¢ by roturning tec Moxx's decp-rootedness in Hegel, /racognized
that not a single llarxist, himself included, had understood darx's Capital, es=~
pecially 1ts first cha.pter.) ) ‘ (

What I’n dr:.v:mg a.t is tr.a't :Lf you vocogn:.zo I-:arx only as founder of & soc1al-
isn and not as the founder of a new continent of thought,you.r attitude is such
that of negessity you recognize alse laszalle as a.foinder. _As.foxr. Fngels, who
was also not only a founder but the only onc capable of issulng Volusies II and IIX
of Capital, didpn't hz dlso ncwrtnolr\ns, - “first rush to issuc his own Origin of
thc Fam:.lv as a "bequoest” by larx? And here was a man, & foundor vho knew that
Mary was “one" and he was only "two"! '

Let ne try to stress that: point fron a dlfforent dlrectlon. That point.is .
crucial not Jjust for the book, not just for the May 4 talk, tut for the whole
march of history to that point of unity of philosophy and'rbvolution. . For, other-
wise, we would always have a duality -- philosophy and revolution ~~ instead of
rhilosophy of reovolution, Let me state first, on the question of lassdallc as a
founder, that that type of attitude is cxa.ctly what lod insxorably to the revolu=-
tionary, super-erudite scholar and author of the firast (and still, unfortunately,
one of the best) biograrhers of laxrx -- Frang Hehr:l.ng-- shutting all doors to any
conception Gf .what a new continent of thought--Marxisn was. Class struggle, yos;
brilliant, yos; a fp Bger, yosj-but that shouldn't keep "the i‘2w genexation” {I'm
referring to Bebel)}I ting ra.t"xe_ angrily about the "two old men in London" not

really understanding "the now." The "how" Bebel was roiferring to was the need
for a™unified Party" predoni.nat&ng over theorotical quibbl:lj'xg. Reconsider thia:

1) In 1875 the Lassalleahs and the Eiscnachists (supposedly Full Maxxists) '

are uniting to form a new pa.rty at Gotha, Iassalle is dead, but the Program is .
fully Lassallean, 2) Harx and Zngels hit tho ceiling, want to. disassociate them-
selves from that Party, but’ ..nstea.d fael that the movement is so important that
they should limit themsclves to eriticising it in lengthy letters to the Eisen-
achists, 3) Marx writes "rarginzl notes" on that rrogram; the Critigue of the
Gothn Prcgr_a"n is one .of the greatest of the.shorter histor:.«..a.l ‘polifical writings
over, but it dogsn't get Dublished,- 4) 16 years pass; a now, mass,"gonuinely. | -
Merxist Party" “headed by Kautsky, Bﬁbel, Bernstein -- and they write a new :
Program, the Erfurt Progrom: Bigels is still alive, and wheh he sces that Program
he writes a critical letter and insists that Haxx's Critique of the Gotha Program
now be published., tVhen-they f:.na,lly can resist no longer, they publish it with
an editorial) note which says that it is "a.contribution to the discussion." -

And that, dear youth and- othors, is.what the whole International lived on
until its total collapse in 193%. How nuch clearer would the road have been for.
all of us, had we known Norx's pnalysis not only of the Lasealleans,'but of his 1lst
meeting with Kautsky: "A small-minded mediocrity, too clevor by half (he is only
26), industrious.in a certain way, busies himselT with statistics i does not
derivo anything intelligent fronm them, helonging' by natuxre to 'tho tribe of Phili=- .
stines." (From a letter of Harx vo, Jenny, of. Na.r‘c—&gels jldrke, ol. 35, p. 178.)

The question, the ‘serious g_upstioa, “is.the a'btitudo of the serioua ravolu-
tionzries, serious in tho sersa of their! qcknowledging "orthodox Marxism" -- could .
they also be just cgotistic and Yeorrectly" non-cultist regarding Harx when they ~ °
acted that"independently”? MNo, it's.a great deal worse, for it was not only those |
vho deviated but those who were "orthodox", "sincaro", and rovolutionary.. Ho
wonder Lenin said thero is no such thing as a sincerometer! Uhat made them be-

. lieve otherwyisc is that they wore not.pebtiy-bourgeols individuslists, ThdyMein-
corely" bolievod thoy wore reducing their oim individimlity to the Universal of
soclalism, as was- "nproven" by the fact that tho most important thing for them was

“to "popularize Harx", and “apply" it to tho concrote situation as they saw it.
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So it wasn't just that they didn't Imow the 2844 Manuserivts, or that their
understanding of the 1850s and the Critiouc of Pollticmd Heononmy was inadequate
because they dddn't have tho Grundrissa, but that when theory was spelled out in
organizational form, they 10l¥ frco to disagree on"little™ organizational questions,
Let's take another look ot those 1344 januscripts and doal this time with still a
newer generation of intollectunls that discovered thom, One of tho finest analy-
ses of the 1844 Manuscripts was one of tho first e- Horbert Marcuse's-~ when it
vas finally published in Gorpany in 1932, The very +itlo of his roview eSERY,

"The Foundation of Historiecal Materialism o" shows that the young Marcuse, far from .
separating tho early ;hilosophical lHarx fron the mature cconomist, actually made
the early work the foundation for Marxism ond for all aspocts summarized in his-
torical materialism. Ho certainly was also the one who saw revolution as inhérent
in the very first writings of Harx. This b5-page ossay is quite comprehensive in
‘the ccononie, political and philosophic aspects, And yet there is not one single
Hord of larx's profundities on the Man/tonan rolationship, though it's in the very
same paragreph that Marx speaks against vulgar communism which is what Marcuse 8id
rocegnize as contral. Nor is it only a question that there was no movement from
practice as a WIM, Marx first had tho vision and the philosophy and the"new human-
ism" which he declared uas both a compelling need and had a revolutionary force.ro

Clearly, it isn't only the last few years of Marx's life whon he was working

on the Ethnological Notebooks that neod to be brought back to iife, to theory, and
-made into a challenge for our goenaration. For that matter, the very year, 1871,
which ‘supposadly evexy Harxist undorstood and certainly always celebrated ~- the
Paris Commune -- remained nothing but 2 celebration. It wasn't until Lenin : on
the eve of rovolution, "rewrote" *tho Civil War in France as State and Revolution
that the Peris Commune was studied soriously as both Theory and practice, &s wWeil
as foundatlon for new revolutions, Let's not forget that to this day, the
anarchists keep saying that Lenin wrote State and Revolution as pure demagogy
whereas they followed the true intellectudl forcbearars of the Paris Cemmune ~-
Proudhonists and Bakunists. In a word, it is not only Lenin thoy oppoze but Marx
they slander as an alleged "statist,"- though the whole of the Civil Har in France,
as the whole of State and Rovolution, is directet. to the destruction of the bour-~

- geols state; to establishing a "no siate" but the conmune form of oxistence, since,
sa.id. Harx, tho greatost achibvement of the Paris Commune was "its own working ex-
istence," o : : ' : ’

Moy 4, which brings Marx's May 5 birthday a day ahcad of time, follows by
three days Hay 1. The two give thav now continent of thought its Aporican roots
as yell as its Black dimension, I hopa we never consider ~ as a cliche Marx's
statonent that “Labor in a white skin cannot be Ffree so leng as labor in the
Black skin is branded,” It was, after all, not only as an oppressed race that
Karx embraced the Black dimonsion, but as that croative revolutionary forcs which
opened & neW epoch for the whole world. - It is iy, this sense that this year's
"Nay celebration" opens up a new stage for us both as the year of Rosa Luxembur
Women's Iibsration and ifarx's Philosophy of Rovolution and as the period of the
transformation of Nows & Tntfars inte a 13 Daze theorotiend os well oo activict
organ, 1I'm confident that thic also means that you will not keep the date of the
meeting as your secret, but btring part of the"outside™world with you to it.

Yours, RAYA

The so-called independent, erudite Marxists who think State and Revolution is no
more than a "“rewrite" of liarx's analysis of the Paris Commune should study, study
.very carefuliy, how Iukacs and Korsch, the very Marxists who did reintroduce dialec
t1c as the Indispensable rovelutionary element in Maxrxism, nevertheless stopped
short, far short, of identifying dialoctics of the Idea with the. dialectic of libera-
tionj shereas Lenin went directly from Hogel's Spience of Togie and its prineciple,
that "man's cognition not only refiocts the world but oroates it", to tho National
Quostlon as the dialectic of history that would help transform the imporialist war
irto a eivil war and his vory lant’ Tostamont whero he charactorized Bukharin as not
fully a Marxist because he did not understand the dialectic. 64‘36
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Hay 5, 1980
Doar Friends:

The talk yesterday on "A BIRTHTIME OF HISTORY" which stressed May 5
as the historic birth of Marx's new continent of thought in 1843; May 1 as the
symbol of the American roots and Black dimension of Marx's Humanism; as well as
May 4 as ths 10th anniversary of the end of an epoch of youth revelt which was put
down in bloedy counter-revolution at Kent, Ghio and Jackson, Mississippi, but
vhich lives on, in fact, in the new youth anti-draft movement ~~ was also re-
lated to May 4, 1919, which opened an entirely new geographic continent of revolt,
The significance of thatoriginal Cultural Rovolution in China was by no means :
limited to the fact that the Crient now was likewise becoming a eontinent of re-
volution. Rather, it was a manifestation of the extension of the 1918 German Re-
volution, and the announcement to world capitalism that their beheading of the Ger~
man Revoluticn, with the murders of Rosa Luxembupg and Karl Li€himecht.in January, i
1919, did not end but only set a new stage for world revolution. -

Tho reaseri I am writing this letter and expressing in dotail the
very first paragraph of my talk is because I wish to single out somo of the vory
new points. -~ and, indeed, includg some I may not have expressed --.and also to .
tell you about what you will not br'.{ able te "see" when you hear tho.iape ¢ all
the becks I had brought to display on the table that represnted works by Marx .
which had been unpublished in his ¢wn lifetime. . They comprise thousands of Pages,
from the 1844 Essays to the Grundrisse, and from the Theories of Surplus Value to
the Ethnologiecal Notobooks, - . : S - -

, . Vihen you listen to the talk, plesase note especially that Marx's
eritique of the Hegelian philosophy as something that comes enly after the event
(as witness his expression that the Owl of Minerva spreads -its wings at. dusk)
included giving thought its wings -- so that the Marxian dialectic was both an
anticipation of revelution (whether we are referring to 1843-4% or to 1847 when.
he completed the Commmist Manifesto), as well as a participation in revolution
when it finally did break out spentaneously,as well as a summation of what had oo~
curred in such a way that even in defeat he eould project- future revoluticns,
Specifically, I am gpeaking of his theory of permanent revolution. In a word,
the first seven years of Marx's Humanism (1843/44 through 1850) show us the totali-
ty of his whole philesophy and actuality of revolution. Thal was never changed
in any fundamental wey. A1l that he is famous for as an econcmist -~ the theory
of value, surplus value, concentration and centralization of capital, i.e. the
discerning of ths general law of capitalist accumulation to its collapse «- far
' from being the result of his "becoming mature", represents only the concretization
of materlalism as inseparable from tho prhilosophy he had elaborated. - )

' The 18605 -~ extended to 1871 and the Pawls Commune -- are the most
familiar to us both berause of Capital and the history of the Civil War in the U.S.
as Well as the Parls Commune, —However, there, too, I ineluded not only the his-
tory as events, but historic narrative as Reason, so that I could draw the genera-
lizatlon that just as ‘the 1848 revolutions set the political-philesophic ground
for the 1905 Russian Revolution, and the Paris Commune sct that ground for the-
1517 Rovolution -- except that in the lattor case, it was necessary for Lenin to
roturn to Hegel to scc all that was involved in Marx's writings and the "restate-
ment" of that for onc's own age -- so, for us, it becomes imperative to recognize
what that mcans for today. It is ncocssary in our age, when Women's Liberation
has tecome an Idea whoso time has come, to make that inseparable from Marx's total
philosophy as hc cxpresscd it beth in 184% and in 1882, in order to restato what

is new for our day.
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It is in that context that we approachcd the last perioed of
Marx's 1life, 1875-1882, whon we could first sec not just philesophy, not just
polities, not just cconomics, and not cven all as a totality -- but organization
and tendenclos, organization and tendencies, organization and tondencios, from
the Communist.Leaguo to the First Intornational, and from the Critiquo of the Gotha
Progran to tho last years of his life, It was within that context, also, that
I folt it nocessary to prdsent an outline of tho book on Rosa Luxcrmburg as I now
sce it in 1ts toba.lity. Thus: ’

ROSA LUJG:MBURG wom 5 LIEERATION AND MARX'S PHILOSCPHY OF REVOLUTION
by P.ayn Dunayovakaya

Cha.ptrr 1l -~ Two 'l"uming Po‘.’mts in Luxemburg's Ia.fc: Bei‘oro and M‘ber
the 1905 Revolution

Aggondix'sf Laon Trotsky and tho Thcory of Pcmanent Revolution

Chapter 2 -~ The Break with Karl Kautsky. 1910-191_1: From Mass Strike Theory
. to Crisis over Morocco : ’

g:hagf.cr 3 -- ILuxemburg's Intcr-regnum and hcursus into Marx's New
.‘ Continont of Thoughh _ .

.&Egendixz Marx's Unknown Ethnological Notcbooks
Chaptor ¥ -- Marx®s and Luxomburg's Thoories of ACCUMULATION. OF CAPTTAL"
Chapter § -- Attitudos to Ob;]oc'civity -~ Spontancity, Organization. Phﬂosophy
Chapter 6 -- Yar and Ravolut"ons, 1914, 1917. 1919: World Russian, German

Chagter AR 'meon's Libcration: Bcfore -and Ai‘tor World War II, with Focus
cr . om Toda.y ‘

Chapter 8 8 - ‘Philosophr oi‘ Ruvolution

APPRNDIX: First English Translaticn of Iamamburg s Speech at 1907 RS:DRP Congross
(and perhaps a scetion frem "Attrition or Collision") )

* . -u_

. It is important to keep In m:lnd not: on]y the inscparabﬂity of
phﬂoscp"xy and srgsnizaticn, it to rocemnize that tho question of tendoncies'
within Marxism is a question overy bit as eritical as the concept of Marxlsm as
2 new continent of thoughts; In a word, from the moment Marx broke with bourgeo:l.s
socicty and called for "a relentless critiquo of ovorything», rovolutionary—prac— :
tical and self-criticism all got merged into theory, the phikosophy of rovelution,
a totally new mold that "God" couldn't"throw away"bocausc ' that's not how it was ™
made. It was the croation of men, women, youth, the human being. And in order to
bacome a new form of life, it first had to have a new form of organization for the
expression of the four forces and Reason of revolution. Ard that will show where
Lenin, too, was wrong, since the concept of “party to lead" -- oven with 21l the
qualifications that Lanin did make, and thdt Stalinists, Trotskyists and Maolsts
don't recognize =- is incorrect for our age. Working out a new rolaticn of theory
to practice, organization to spontaneity, philosophy to tendency is our:tagk, .And
for this conveniion, when we ave turning to the transformation of N&L into a 12
pager, the discussion on organization will be seen as integral to the new book,

Yours, RAYA ‘
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Octeber 6, 1980 \

Zyer aince Anne woried with me on the book in Septambar, X decided
upon cne modification to the promise that I will not only bw really, really awasy,
tut that you, will not ses any other part of my book until it 4a finished. . The -
redification is that [°ve sinplad cut a chapter =~ Wouen's Liberaiion, Then ang
Now =~ which I've just now flnished, and it will bw sent to you next week. Homom-
ber, pleane, that this is to go to absolutely no one except Li&L members, that
only two coplas will be sent to sach local, and striot sccoumting is expectad.

It i3 iwportant for mo to get your resction and coments irdividusily. I do not xant you
Mt to dimcussz "colleotively” weither at the losal or at the WL Es¥tings., At

this l1ate stage in the writing, it does not help me at all to have a gollective

Jud zement. Instead, it must be a direct relationship.to me. Apd anyone who

Wishes to worits to me on the chapter mist do so no later than the erd of Cetobar,

I3l not oven road it 4if it misawy the deadlire. .

The digeipline I exercise over myself must by the sslf-discipline wach
. of you exerclaes over yourself. Otherwise it is not 2 sorlous Harxist-Fumanist
writing beesuss, sinco we make no saparation betwesen the philoscphy of revoliution -
ard the revolution itself as a deily imsk, thorse san be no precraatiniation when
1% comea to a book which Involves S€%d years :lmtaai of a day, but every dny dooa
count. .

Dear Frisnda (JWL-F&L):

Lat e glvc Fou aluo the new sequance of "ho chapters, since there
has been a change since the contints you received at the convention. The first
four chaptars stard as lo except that X definitely wAll rework the aitiocle on the
Ethnological lNotateoks, not as an Appendix or Aftsrword to Chapter 3 , but as an
integral part of tha final chapter. The fifth chapter now is: "Prinor: Har and
Revolution”; clapter § 13 the one you will got as soon as I retumn to Dntroit,
and is entitled "Women's Literation == Then ard Nou™: chapta'- ? 1.1 on "Spnntanoity.
Organization and Philooophy.”  The £inal chapter is o - ' AN
“Philosophy of Revolutioni Tho Development of Marx fros & Gr:‘l.tic of Hega‘!. to tha
Author of q:x_:g'b__gg ard Thoomt of Permanent Revolutden.* .

This wesk, whan I finished the Notes Lor Chutper 5, T swdmlyn-
membored that swful first amntence of Yary-Allce Yaters Itroduction to her
Resa Inxenmburs Speaky, whish stressed that she was bom in the yosr of the Paris
Cozmune and diad “a little more than & yoar aiter the Iolsheviks caxe to power
in the October Revolution.” MAvd, I wald to mysell, wasn't that the year of the
German revolution? Wasn®t Luxemburg & leader of that revolution? Isn't ‘that 3% her
zrntut lagmay? Whero ix the Gamm moltttion? )

I went to check, and by goliy, 1t 4m't. Kot only does Mary-Alies Waters:
as she Tirst introduces hor, but when wo £inally come to the. elinwx and we hava
Xl Lxaxeaburg®s spaech at ths Congress held two woelts elfure ber muldor, 1t 1 1) the - .
Psrty."tho Younding cmvontim of the Geraan Commint Partuw: 2¥ehe =nls soaech .
Tiiteourg i permittad to mske in Wators*ceolleotionn dur:.ng the two and half monthe
of her liberation frcn prismmi 3} oh pardon ma, thare 1s a brief minor artiole,
#izainst Capital Punisiment®, which does oreap in, tut that only stresses the fact
that Af you want to know something about the German revolutisn =~ the German, not
the Russian «= you have to dwperd on that miserable Trotskyist introduation -~ and,
tellove it or not, the Corman rsvolution doesn't enter her intyeduoction umtil after
Iuxemdrz 4s killed, snd then onlyr to stroess, whem the spontarecus revolution

ocourred, in Noventar, "the Spartakus leaders decided to vemazin within the USPD
&s long as posaidle.* That, however, is not 4ha Spartakus uprising; that is the
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ovorthrov of the raiser. In fact, I Leliave she never msntions the Spartakus
u'ar*:ln:t. ‘'e Laar lhor, !iary-l\lica ‘-vm.ters. pot Zoss Tuxembupg, and Mary-ilice
Vaters talks about “cemonstrations”, “hurdereds of thousards of workers. poured
irita the atreets”, “revolutionary ferment”, It ch my dear there is no revolutim,
unless you take a3 & compliment that *it was wmuch like the esrly months of 1917

in fmassla following the February revelution.” _

Ton't be finished with your disgust yot., UWhen I asked myself:
whers is the Garman revelution? 1t vas because I suidenly realized that I was
writing my chapter with no references to Waters book at all, which is supposed to
bo the best becsuse it has & fow more places represented. The few moure pleces
Just don'% happan to be about the Garman revolutien. mbhat the Sparialustamd Wanis
I was quoting from o 1919 pawphlot I HMMSSUHSGCHEOUEIYESR have hod fron way back
whoni "The Jegirning” I quotsd frem the {irst lssus of Die Rote Falme thn.t Robert-
Leokor inelndes in his bock: ard Ths ording -~ cne gingts day tofore she wes
murdered -~ i3 yhat SHETEAWRSCENITES she called “Crder Reigns in EBorlin®, also
1ncludad in lovkors Plaaie listom to thet grest revolutionsry®s final wr-ﬂns

» "Order relgne in ibrl‘ln!' You stupid lackevst Your

*ordor? 13 tuilt on sard. Tomosrow thy revolution will

.reer its heed once again and, to yeurhomr. will preolainm,

with trumpets tlazing:

Im, I am, Iw&nholl“

B oa, e

Youra »

fays

PeSe Do you think I forget Women®s Libaration? Xeop not I, Yary-Alice Watera
forgot it:. Here's all she has io ssy; avery word of which is false: "Un-
fortwnately, ohe rarely, At ever, wrote about tho specdal problens of the
strugele for women's Yideraticni... and she dismigosd the ingpults divected
against ber because she was a woman.as simply part of the overhead palitiead.
tattlos.* o wonder so many women shy swdy AL sale-chuuvinisnm is disamissed
es “overhded political taitles.” The trath, of course, ig — and you will
soon resd it for yourself -~ thai Laxsaburg wrots from 1902 on on the"Womsn -
Question®, and twok in 1898 when sha fivst wat Plokhano? she wrote Jogiches

: thlth:mthold:ﬂota putmﬁmemmi@rmknmwﬂtothmb

Four nosd At.

There hmliﬂttox&ry%num@pnpmity,uahomuptothe
conclusion by caliming en the one band that the gelsctdony from Rosa - o
Loemtrargy ~teil wora about her than sny bliogrephy could~ end on the oibey « -
hend, rogurding the ¢arly selections: *Ihey ssem stiffer and more self-
congeloas, Throughout her style seecs somawbat long=winded, at least to -
the modem ee.>, arsl one often vishas she conld have fornd scme more anoice
mhmbbrpointmﬂgotmuithit. But see 3he mede her living as
& Journaliss =— sometines simply turning out copy — and mhtrdn!nshudly
pro'ddn! great incentive to brevity." s

Had encugh? Vell, there®s one paper called ﬂm & lotters that would ba
very mppy to receive any revointionary Journalisnm of t.b- stature of Rosa
I.wconhn-g's.
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November 3, 1980

M5 +hs REB {copies to NEB)
Dear Colleagues:

The individualism manifested by the correspondents in
the letters written directly to me on Chapter 6 ("Women®s Liberation,
Then and Now") has resulted in a sort of new category. That is to
5ay, as against what I get from a "collective" discussion, this
time I felt that, whatever contribution thaz letters will make to
the final draft, there is a great deal that each one can learn
from the others, which in turn would glve the organization a new
view, Therefore, I would like to propose that a speclal bulletin
be issued. It is true that I will need to abbreviate the collec-
tion of letters, but I will not otherwise edit. On the contrary,
rather than expreesing any view on them individually or collective-
ly, I will actually not work on them further at this point, because
I am no longer on that chapter at all, Here 1s what happened to
me while "walting" for your lettersi . .

The so-called last chapter, the one on Karl Marx's philo-
sophy of revolution, just wouldn’t get written, I+ refused to be
confined into a single chapter, The subject demanded more, and
not aleone because it has always been central to everything we do,
but because specifically in relationship to Rosa Luxemburg, pre-
cisely because she was such a great revolutionary, the lacuna of
philosophy in her concepts came to a. very sharp near=breaking -
-point on the question of the 1917 Russian Revolution and 1919
German Revoluticn., It extended to our period in this sense: Could it
- XMiEHE possibly have had an impact on 19197 It was hot a matter '
of trying to have hindsight see what foresight could not have seen,
and thereby pat itself on the back, No, the gnawing point is the
working out of what it means to us, no matter what it meant to her

age. - :
Thus the last chapter has become Part II -- *From. a Critic
of Hegel tc Author of Capital and Theorist of Permanent Revolution"j
and it will have three chapters:
Ch.l =~ Marx Discovers a New Continent of Thought and
. Revolution, 1841-1851

’

Ch.2 =~ From the Grundrisse to Capital and the Critigue
2f the Gotha . Propgram ]

Ch.3 -- Marxz's Unknown Ethnoloeicsl Notebooks, Unread
Drafts of Letter to Zasulitch, and Undigested 1882
Preface to the Russian Edition of the Communist Manifesto.

Naturally I cannot fZell you what these three chapters will
‘contain when they have only been conceived and not yet realized,
However, I think that the surprise in the fuet that the new continent
of thought now seems +to me to start in 1841, when Marx hag still
not broken with the bourgeoisie, can be answered =- and this, indeed,
touches on the whole question of originality, genulne originality
in an rewolutionary way -- by showing you the subheadings of
Chapter i. »f Part iI.
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The chapter is introduced by "A Preliminary Note on the
Dialectic in Mare of the Early 1840s; in Luxemburg,1902; and (
in Lenin, 1914.,v And it is this context, i.e. the 20th century,
which makes one see{ for the first time, I might add) that even
before Marx had broken with the bourgeoisie, but when he was
already working on his doctoral dissgertation, (thoroughly disatis-
fied with academia, with the Pnnssian state, with himself ) that
the dialectic of an ancient period -- Ancient GCreece ~~ when you
look at it with eyes of “todav" (i.e.-1839-18#l7 when he was a
young Hegelian) showed Marx the significance of’a crisias in thought.
Or perhaps t:iﬁ should be turned around. It was the crisis in the
thought and iMjalife of Marx, z graduate student striving for a new
world, that 1lluminated the ancient period he had to write about.

In any case, there is a terrific drive and direction seen in that
doctoral dissertation which was followed by the philosopher be-
comirg a revolutionary Jjournaiist, and fighting, at one and ‘the
same time with Prussian censorship, with the ycung Hegelimns, and
being drawn, instead, to the Moselle peasantry and the peasants
charged with wood theft, deciding also to take on none less than
Hegel. . : S

The first subsection, therefors, is called “Prometheus.
Bound, XEHOCXRNX 1841-1843." There will be two other sections--
one dealing with 1844 to 1847, and the other dealing with 1847-1851.

(

' You understand, I'm sure, that I will now have to disappear
again, since I'an determined not to disobey my deadline for com=
plet ing the dF¥aft by the end of the year "just because" I*ve
decided to extend the final chapter intc a whole new part,

~ Yours,
RAYA




December 16, 1587

Dear Friends:

Delieve it or not, the draft of the Loolk is actually finished -- well,
almost. The little “almost" is really little, since it refers to the third sec- 7
tion of the final chapter which will te a rewerking of the very first chapter you
had -- on the Ethnelogical Notebooks of Marx. 8o -that is now being sent, one copy
to each local, is actually the Ffinal chapter of the entire book: PHILOSOPHER OF
PERMANENT REVOLUTION AND ORCANIZATING MAN. e . .

Section I of that chapter, "Critique of the Gotiul Program (of a United
Workers' Party of .Germany)", begins with: "The fetish of a vanguard party to
lead is very nearly beyond comprchension when it affects as great a revolutionary
as Rosa Luxemburg vho had such overpovering confidence in the spontaneous action
of workers that she vas considered as simply a spontanelst,” ) :

The fact that such a great contradiction could pervade her thought' — and
that the passion of conviction of spontaneity, on the one hand, and the never-
ending adherence to "the party", on the other hand, were just lying there side by
side without ever being jammed up so they could be transcended -- could never be
resolved because there was a lack of philosophy. : ' '

In a certain sense, it also explains why I felt that the chapter on or-—
-ganization in Part 1 of the book, was insufficient. What I mean 1g that the re-
lationship of spontaneity and organization, when it is within the framework of
her debates with Lenin, would not really answer the- burning question of our day.
That could only be worked out 1f we returned to Marx and especially if ve returned
on the ground that has never been considered an “orpganization" document -~ the
Critique of the Gotha Prourem. lot only has that never been couprehensively worked
out, but the one person, Lenin, who did use the Critique of the Gotha Program as '
the ground for his greatest work, State and Revolution, did mot avply it to the
‘question of the party, even as he did not reorpanize himself on that cquestion with
his philosophic reorzanization. e )

I dare say that referring to News & Letters Committees as Yparty in the
eminent historical sense" (Marx's statement about his "party" im a period when no
party cxisted) may not help us grow, but I do believe this is a year of prowth;
and that need to grow organizationally can never be separated from the philosophy
of permanent revolution.

Please note that Section 2 on the question of Permanent Revolution has
as part of its title “1843 to 1883"; in a word, its development throughout the
vhole mature life of Marx from the moment when he broke with bourgeoils society
until his death. To put it another wav, wheraas. st most  nthare uea the 1850
Address to show that Marx wrote ‘something" on the Permanent Revolution, we show
that it was integral to his philosophy whether it was one of his early essays on
religion and the Jewlish Question, or the very last work on Ethnological Notcbooks
vhen, far from leaving it as a matter of “primitive soclety", he at once concre-
tized it to show that the revolution -- in 1832, mind you! == could come first in
backward Russia,

I know that we are ull so conercte that what we are now thinking about
is Poland, but all you Irish reveluticnaries please note that the quote that comes
directly after the title of Section 2 is from a worleshop tall: by James Connolly:
"Revolution is never practical until the hour of revolution strikes. Then it
alone 1is practical, and all the efforts of the conservatives and cnmpromisers bee
come the most Futile and visionary of human language."
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How you have to adnlt that it is a lovely way to begln the new year,
but, again, being concrete, you will not want to spend too long celebrating.
All this rush to get the draft finished was motivated by the fact that we are
having an Expanded REE on January 3. It is then vhen every loecal will, in one
fundamental respect, do exactly vhat the Expanded REB will do: sum up what has
happened this quarter since the Convention: since we inttisted the 12 pager:
as we approach the deadline for the Sustaining Fund; and as we map out still
newer perspectives for 1981 -~ that is, as, in theory and in practice, we strive
for grouth both in organizarion and in the paper,

Tovard that end, I am attaching the Contents Page of the now completed
draft. I believe it can be used for talking with everyone from publishers to
the latest contact you Just made in your own activities. PBe your most creative

self irn articulating the uniqueness of Marxist-Humanism in the new form of this
vork.

Yours,

Raya




January 30, 1981
To RIB-1.IB (copy to all locals, -and to WL}

Jear Colleagues:

One more new moment has arisen in relationship te the
"RBL book". hers, previously, I had insisted that VL was not a
 separate part, tut only a chapter { and 1 did so. in order to stress
that the book is a totality, rather than three different parts) .
T have now decided that the totality is test seen when there 1S a
seperate part., here is what I mean: What was Chapter 6, “tomen's
Liberation, Then and I‘ow", is not only a matter of “Then and Now"~~
i.e, different historic perieds -- but also and above all, so tgtally
different a concept that it transforms the whole question of rtiming."
Faturally, the different historiec periods are important; buit that can
easily be scen by expanding the section,"Yesterday, Today and Tomor-
row." Indeed, that historic section will also be expanded, insofar
as the Black dimension is concerned, to include Africa as well as
the U.3, But we cannot limit the concept of ‘omen's Liberation to a
contrast of different historic periods, important as that subject is,
Rather, Marx's concept of the Man/iioman relationship, which we guote
so0 often, instead of being "taken for granted".must first be worked
out for all periods., : - : :

' we must roll the historic elock back, not just to guestions,
_of the women's movement, but back to the post-larx larxists, beginning
with Engels. himself. I now see that Engeis’ "philosophy", when it
comes to Lomen's Liberation, is only a form of "biologism", Otherwise,
he couldn't possibkly have come up with that fantastic phrase about
"+the world historic defeat of the female sex", with which to explain,
the change from matrilineal to patrilineal society. Contrast that
to Marx's concept of a totally new human being, man and woman, and
so total an uprooting of capitalist relations that the dialectic it-
self totally changes from an Hegellan self-development of thought
to a revolutionary (Larxist) self-development of humanity.

Clearly, the new Part II that I am now proposing will not
te just a critique of modern women's liberationist theorists but a
critique of all post-liarx Marxists, beginning with Engels' QOrigin of
the Family. It may be an exaggeration to say that Engels had moved
away rrom Larx's philosophy of revolution, but it is @ fact that if
you do not have as profound a concept of it ag did Marx:it affects
your whole interpretation of humanity's development, and you have
therety already rarrowed the battle for the uprooting oi the oldethe’
creation of a totally hew society. If just the change from matri-
lineal to patrilineal society was the great determinant in humani-
ty's development, what happened to the whole history of womankind
asince that time? Have we or have we not been in all revolutions and
created the subject of women's liberation? Isn't it a fact that in-
stead of digging into history, actual developing history, and tracing
all the new developments, Engels concentrated so totally on"primitive
communism" that it began to look as if all one needed to achieve
liberation was modern technology? In any case, the residue of this
view, accepted by the socialist women, even including the karxists,
Clara Zetkin and Rosa LuXemburg, remains in the movement %o thie day.
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Fow let's go to our Sime, In this case, I mean the perioed
since {:ie Humanist Zssays of Larz were published, first in the late
1920s in German and in post-uull in krenah, te have two such absolute- {
ly opposite mersonalities and philocophieg as Herbert Faveuse, a ikarx- 3
ist scholar, ard Simone de Beauvoir, the Brisvantialist ¢ - No one has
wyitten more profoundly ' ‘than l.ar use on the"Critique of the Hegelian
ilalectic", ang, irdeed, the other essays. And yet he did not at all
see what l.arx was saying on the Lan/voman reiatinonship, Simone de
Zeauvoir, on the other hand, singled out that sevtion, exalted it, but
ded by twisting it to mean hardly ‘more than the Exisltential "Osher”.
What united these two opposites was that in each’cage it was left as
man's +task, " ) :
'cw go over to Sheila Rowbotham, who extolls the primacy
of lLoman angd cervainly doesn't want to leave it as ‘man's taslk, Yet .
she designates lomen's Likeration "as an organizing idea" as if all
WIL's taslk today consists of is to write its own lthat Is To Be Jone? ;
as if the total opposition to elitism consists just of decentralization.
"what then h an relation ? Doesn't that become
S oman in place of a Superman? And with
upertheory? L

The new Part IT I'm proposing will probably be entitled:

THE WOMEN'S LIEZRAPION FOVENENT AS REVOLUTIONARY FORCZ AND AS REASON.
Having two chapters instead of one for this Part II will affect also
the section I called‘"Luxemhurg's Activity in the “women's Lliovement",
That is to say, the chapter will tegin, not with Luxemburg's birth as
a revolutionary, but with an historie, "geographic" background of where ..
she was born,poland , which is now in the headlines again. . (

T A h Luxemburg's birthplace was where wouen were

-responsitle Jor one of the first mass strikes, long tefore she was born.

It was directed against the horrible, male-chauvinistic edict that
women who worked in the factory must undergo the same sexual examina-
tion as prostitutes, [0 wonder that that type of patriarchal attitude.
caused Luxemburg, during her teens, to join the revolutionary movement
and by 16 to read liorgan's Ancient Society,

. Finally, when it comes to the modern period, I do not know
how much of the latest news T will include. For example, before the
Convention, I was excited ) ] i
Russia to want to include thHem in Perspectives; whereugon I found out,
tefore the actual opening of the Convention, atout what Mamonova called,
correctly, the "Christianization" o¥ that moverent. Presently, I have
roted that Liamonova,in her call for an International Feminist Union,
4id net ineluds socizlism and Soncehnirated un oppusition to “Botalitari-
an" male chauvinisn as if "democracy” was not asg guilty.

The more I
think of the disregard of Luxemburg by the whole movement, including
Socialst Feminists, +the more I realize that, once Yyou leave out revo-
lution as the only way to uproet the old society, you are not only re-
ducing Lomen's Literation to "a new sensibility” but leaving the whole
of humanity right within the capitalist frameworlk, :

Yours, RAYA

¥.8, Pleasge change the titles of what will narbe Chapter 5 o "Snon-
taneity, Organization and Dialectics of Revolution", and what will now
bte Chapter to "i:ar, Prison, Revolutions, " Vhat was Part II on liarx
now tecomes Fart III, And I am how calling the last chaptes in that
Part III "The Fhilosopher of Permanent Revolution Relates Theory to

Organization," v
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