Casa La Monda
Via Franscinl 4
CH 8600 Locarno-Muralto

8th July, 1976

Dear Raya '|.

I have your letter and 1 am sorry that you are
worriaed about the Foreword. Originally Mr. Reif had
written me that it is time if he had it in September,
but in order that you don't worry I wrote it today,

and enclose a copY. Please tell me frankly if you
don®t like something in my Foreword and of course I
shall eliminate it, or on the other hand if you wish
ag_g_tg'!tli_g_g_ tg_y_e_r_s_fiessed I shall try to dohsdo_."—mfpgm
sanding the Porewor&_'a:orrow to Mr. Reif, about whom

I cnquired a short time age, at which time he was etill
in the States.

With all good wishes,

Affectionately,

(”/_




Daar EFs

Thank you very much for sending me the Foreword to PXK, and
inviting my coxmentery., Because Mr. Reifjinformed re that thers is an
interest on the part of the publisher aiso to bring out a German edition
of Marxism and Freedom (which Marcuse tntroduced), and becsuse I am
wvarking on ¢ new study of Ross Luxamburg and Today's Yomen's .iberation
Movement, 1 wondered whether you would be wliling to write two brief
additions to what you say About me. Could the reference you ma2ke to
the fzct that PSR concerns itselfwith the Women's Libersation Hovement
be extended to call attention to the fact of the relationship between
Rosn Luxerburg and the Women's Liberation Movement? If T may explain,
here is what concerns ne!

For years I have cerried on poelemics with Rosa Luxemburg on
Harx's theory of the agccumulation of capital. Nothing has maddened me
£5 much, however, as the complete disreqgesrd thet today's so=-called
theorzticians of the women's movement display towards Rosa, as if omnly
that wonan who writes on Woren (with a capital W)'"as such" merits attention.
1 have 2is0 been feeiing very strongiy on the resson why there has beéen &
lagk of cazeraderie between Luxemburg, Lenin, Trotsky in the period of
the 1905 Fevolution in which they were ~1} participants, and after whica
they did coliaborste on £n agemendeent to the Resolutlon on war at the
19C7 International Congress. Could there have been, if not outright
male chauvinism, at least some lcoking Jdnwn on her theoretical work,
begsuge she was woman? In sny case, between the Stelinist elsnderous
misinterpretation of her position, and the new breed of theoreticlans
amwong woren, who dlsvensrd her, T #n very onxious to find sore wey
before vy study of her is covwpleted to ¢all attenticn to the interrets-
tionship between grerst revolutionary theoreticians llke Ross Luxetburg
and the present Women's Liberation Mpvement, 1 would therefore greatly
appreciote it if you could invent sone way to singla out her nsme for
comnentary, ejther at tha point where you speok of Women's Liber~tion,
or wheraver you choose. (1 enclose what I wrate about her eritically in

#&F, and excerpts from my recent lecture where I snticipste my next work
on Rosa.)

The otter auestion ! wendared sbout wos thot of terel himself hn
regsrd to what 1 consider the overly-praised Frankfurt School Hegelioms
1ike dorno. Last year, when I wne asked te spesk -t the Hegel Soclety of
+periecs, I developed some points that brought sbout & quite heatcd disgcus-
sion. Where you mention that it is impassible to underscand Marx without
understonding Hegelian philesophy, I wondered whether vou couldntt call
sttentlon to my contribution to Hagellan dialectics -= that Chapter One
on Absolute Negativity as New Begiunings -- 23 being cogent for & German-
ppesking public, well-versed in Hegelian dislectics. (Znclosed is that
pirt of the lacture that desls with /dorno.) Thenk you wardty for any.
thing you do on either or both of these suguéztions.

n Yours,

* Itp forever carrying nn dislogues "with” revolutienaries who sre no longer
ative, singe I du not consider eayone Jesd «hase thought remeins our heritege to

pursue and develop: .,
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Casa La Monda
Via Franscim 4
CH B600 Locarmno-Muralto

2nd October 1976

Dear R.D. *

T apologise for not having answered your letier
of July 15th sooner, but I was away on a long vacation at
the time and have a chance to answer only now, at'ter my
recent return to Locarno. I have a little time today
because I had to take care of a large correspondence which
arrived during my absence and besides that, T am leaving
in 4 days for a trip to the States.

I am glad to make the additions to the book review
which you suggast, and also to your contribution to the
Hegelian dinlectlces. As to’ Adorno, he was, {rom person
k:nowledgg and _from-reading soma of his writings, a puffed-

L oup’ phrase-maker with no conviction and nothing to say.
whole bgs—ine,gs with the ‘critiecal theory' is a big hoax., It

:wae Just'a word invanted t5 avoid the wdrd§ Marxtst—thesry, %
“ which was too dangerous For iorkhelmer even in the pro-

Hitler time.

e

My new book is oul aud T shall send it to you,
althougsh with some misgivings because I assume that you will
not agree with some essential points of what T zum writing,
But the misgivings are that I would he happy i{ T had written
something of which T could expect warm agreement. I want
you to look through it when you have time, and T am grateful
for your critique from which I am sure I shall learn,
espacially since I am not sensitive to critiecism at all

except when it is ill-intended and dishonest, as for
instance most of Marcuse's is.

With warm regards andgood wishes,

7

Yours,




Cet.17,1976
Dear EF:

First, a rather unusual aspect of our relationship as I
never before introduced "legal" matters, but presently I have some
difficulty with the US Government from whom I cannot pry loose a
folder on me, despite the Freedom of Information Act. Hence, the
copy of the enclosed letter I wrote Joe Hansen of SWP who had
succeeded to get documents my lawyer would like to see since they
probably involve me. There is nothing for you to do, but I consider
you friend who should know if ramifications suddenly reveal defense
needs. Please read and return directly to me since I do not wish
these floating about loosely.

Secondly, I was naturally very glad to hear that you
did (will?) make additions toc your Preface to German edition of
P &R. The"structure” of youwr sentence did not make it clear
whether you have already done so, or will do so in the near
future. In August Adelbert Reif wvisited me and told me that upon
his return to¢ Germany he would visit you in Switzerland, and carry
with him his copy of the Preface. Was he there? Did you expand
his copy, or the one directly for Europaverlag? Mr. Reif had also
informed me that an announcement of Philosophy and Revolution with
your Preface would there (Frankfurt Book Fair) be announced as
next year's publication. 1 am most anxious that there be no
delay, My view of the dialectics of liberation never separates
thought from act, and Mao's death has given even a greater urgency,
I think, to my work as all "Alternatives™ are put through the
wringer of events.

I will look forward to getting your new book. 1 always
felt total confidence regarding your attitude to criticisms as
your whole life is deeply rooted in what, ever since Karl NMarx
hyphenated critical-revolutionary, serious thinkers have lived
by as the essence of their own self-development,

You may laugh, or at least smile, when I tell you that
in Spring when I was lecturing at Boston University, Prof. Robert
Cohen who had brought me there and had seen Prof.Marcuse the
week before, told me of his "message" to me, It said:”"Hello."
When Cohen kept pressing him, he said, Raya Dunayevskaya will
understand; just say,"Hello." And that is about the extent of
his relationship to me since the 1960's. What you had said of
Adeorno and Horkheimer and the whole Frankfurt School is what I
always knew, especially since 1943, when my critique of the
Stalinist revision of the law of value appeared in American
Economic Review and then hit the front page of the NYT. Nany of
the Frankfurt schocl then looked for me as they had so low a view
of American "erudition", they could not believe any one would
know Marx that "eruditely"(a word I absolute abhor), But when I
demanded why their collaboration with US State Dep't, it turned
out that "you don't understand at all," Then, by the end of
World War II, one person I really looked forward to meeting--
Rosdolsky who had headed the Marx-Lenin Institute in Austria and
landed in the concentration camps, and now was supposed to help
re-establish those Archives. To my shock he still was a Stalinist
a3 there was no other "existing Communism."” There are more
involved ways of escaping the Humanism of Marxism than "eruditen”,
but I know cf none.

Yours, ,ﬂ‘
‘..J'
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L ) (ctober 6, 1976

Dear Joe:

Recently a good number of documents hava been releasad to the SWP
under the Freedom of Information Act, as a result of your legal hattle apalnst
the government's political surveillance. I have not been that successful in
trying to get files held on me by the FBI, CIA, Attorney Ceneral and the NSA.
The National Security Administration has acknowledged having a folder on me,
but refused to reveal its contents "because 1t is alassified and thevefore
exempt from access or velease pursuani to Title 5 U.5.C. $52 (o) (1), The
record has been reviewed and is judged to be gurrently and properly classi-
fied in its entirety under criteria set forth in paragraph 2-303, DoD Regu-
lation 5200.1-R, which implements Executive Order 11652." {Letter from NSA,
Serinl: N 9325, dated Sept. 7, 1976)

My attorney, Neal Bush (Halpern, Mogill, Bush, Pasner, Weiss, and
¥cFadden, 1455 Centre St,, Detroit, Mich. 48226) naturally appealed the
deeision. You know better than I what a tedious, long and hureaucratized
road that is to travel, Neal Bush, who is handling all the inquirles,
thought his job would be greatly facllitated if you would make available to
me any of the dncuments you obtained which 1ist nme.

Here are the pertods I thought most likely to include references to me:

1) 1077-38 when T was with Comrade Trotsky in Mexico.

2) In 1943, although I was no ldiger in the SWP, the Russian Embassy in
Hashingten, D.C. applied pressure upon the American Economic Review to

trv to stop the publication of my translation of an article from Pod Znamenen
Mawxizma with an analysis by me called "A New Revision of Marxian Economics.”
The Embassy wrote the AER that "Raya Dunayevskaya j= very obviously a psasuvio-
nym, no doubt of a Trotskyist or a fascist, probably both.” Since the U.S.
and Russia were alliss then, this was followed wp by our State Department
1ikewise pressuring the AER not to publish. The AER rezisted, telling me that
"oyervoma" knew I was a Trotskyist but it was so important an academic contri-
bution they would publish it, and the Russians shouldn't object since they
were giving the Russian view 30 pases as contrasted to the 6 pages for my
commentary. Naturally, I do not know vhether any of this -=- and the interma-
tional controversy that arose from it which hit the front page of the New

York Times and Jastsd for an entire year -- foundi its way to SWP files.

3} 1647, when I attonded ihe Pourth Intermatinnal Cronference in France, I
do not know whether you know that nn the very day I arrived, at a very cheap
hotel on a side street in Parirm, T war visited by a man from the Amerliean
Embacey whe had lmown me in the '30s when I worked for the government. I
asked him how he eonld voassibly know I was in Baris and where I was staying
when I had no contact with hin for vears. 1 believe ihe nanme of Irving Brown
was cited by this man, after which he proceeded to tell me that the vouth
section of the Sontalist Party which had just heen won aver by Trotskylism
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had openly advertised the conference, and since he was a "speciallst on
splits,” he wanted me to help him get into the adult conference for the

sake of “"scholarship." I naturally told him off, reported it at once to
Pablo, and changed hotels. The harassment continued when I proceeded to
England, allegedly because I was carrying the film of Trotsky in 1917 for
“public show.” (The joke is that the authorities also inquired about me

of Gerry Healy, and he evidently assured them that he had never heard of me.)
By the time I returned to New Yﬁr(, the Immigration and Naturalization Dopari-
ment confiscated a shorthand notebook of mine which they mistakenly thought con-
tained the minutes of the Fourth International conference, but since they did
not bother o a\gknowledge they absconded with it, 1 didn'+ bother to inform
them that it was a lecture on Shakespeare. Rovland Watt~ of the ACTY was then
my attorney.

&) After the Johnson-Forest Tendency left the SWP in 1931, 1t happened that
the M$litant was carryine sore articles written hy ~nmeane named Adams. At
that time T was mavried %o a man by the name of Adam: (of *+he Bicentennial
Adamses), who was a Senior Economist for the government and who was being
harassed for having married me. Once again, the name of the SWP and the
Militant came up., I went to see Comrade Cannon and he assured me that the
name Adams would no longer be used in the Militant.

I do not believe that there are any other periBds of my 1ife which
aight enter into the SWP surveillance documents., However, I was in consider-
able difficulty from both the British and the U.S. governments when I was in
Africa in 1962; my passport was lifted on my reiurn to the U.S. Fowland Watts,
vho was still my lawyer, finally got my passport back, but the Immigration
Dept. offered no explanation, claiming it was "all a mistake."” But it was the
same period when, because of ovr struggle against the labor bureaucracy in
Detroit, & youthful son of a UAW leader informed me that the UAW likewise had
a file on me which listed me as "a far-left split-off from the Trotskylsts.”
}‘!.nllly. just last year, during my lecture tour in Berkeley, "Trotskyism" as
a characterization of me was suddenly linked to a Chinese friend, whom I had
met when I was in Hong Kong in 1965-66, where I was doing research work for
the Mac chapter in Philnsophy and Revolution, and when the Mao chapter for

Marxism and Freedom was translated into Chinese and smuggled into malinland
China,

Besides Rava Dunavevskaya, the names I submitted when I demanded
to see my files weret Rae Spiegel, Rae Adams, Freddie Forest. 1t goes without
sayine that 1 would sreatly appreciate anvthing vou ran do to heln me with my
fignt against the FBI, CTA, NSA and other surveillance agencies.

Comradely wyours,

PS: Anne Jjaffe, vho is deliverines this letie> to you in per-on, is both a

comrade and an attorney, will know tre contents of this letter, ond Is
authorized to reseive Your rerly in re,

10655
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Casa La Monda
Via Franscinl 4
CH 8600 Locamo-Muralto

25th Novamber 1976

Dear R.D.,

Thank you for your letter of October 17th which I
enclose according to your wish. I spoke wlith Mr. Reif
a few danys ago. He did not bring a copy of my Foreword
but I have a copy hers and shall now make changes as you
indicated in some previous letters. I shall amend the

copy within a few weeks but according to what he indicated,
this will be ample time to be useful.

The story you mention about Marcuse's "Hello" is
rather funny yet it is sad. Incidentally I never
understood why Marcuse stayed at the State Department for
lantlL._an_gWa man with his theoretical
ambitions and capacities this seems a strange way to spend
time . Not that I have ever taken seriously what some of
his enemies said, that he was really something like spying
on the radical movemsnt, but still it puzzles me why he
did that at all, If Horkheimer had done such a thing it
would not puzzle me because he was so trembling with feaxr
that he could be called a Murxiwt—oe=dven a saterialist,
itha d Tave done -aimost anything to Wipe out any

\ traces of such idea?;] But of course Horkheimer could not

have done 1% becausé with his p‘;%y.a and arrggant behavior

he would not ave been hitting 0o well with the people
in the State Department, But that does not answer the question
why Marcuse did it. T cannot imagine that he had the same
purpose of proving that he was-mot a revolutionary? d:':t you
!,.fk:now the answer let me know, Incidentally there s quite a bit
of renewed intersst in the ankfurt School, I get quite a few
questic from various people who study. the history of the
School ¢ t is really a funny story; [  Horkheimer is now
quoted as the creator of the Critiocal eory and people write
abou¥ the Critical Theory as if it were a new concept
discovered by Horkheimer. As far aa I know, the whole thing
is ajho becauss Horkheimer was frightened even before Hitler
“of spea £ about Marxist theory,. He used in general Aesopean
languages and spoke of Critical The order not to =
believe that is all, ba

~theor - s groat
dissovery of Critioal Theory by lHorkheimer and Adorno,

Yours,

i

As to the enclosure you mention, I did not see it so
far. It is possible that it was put in a wrong file

as it sometimes happened. ¥When I find it I shall
send it to you.




Nov. 30,1976

DBar EFs - 70028

Thank you very much for yours of “he 25th which speaks of
presently enlarging your Preface to P&R in its German edition. You
must understand that I need have your popularity, nor even the
publisher's view that you will make money for him, so that even
tho Mr. Relf said there was lots of time before ever it will be .
published, you will not wait for other deadlines. As it is, I'm
in pieces with all these delays both on Mexican and German editions
but since both have now been h-ard from as I rushed an Appendix on
Mao's death, I hope the currency, if not the Hepelian dialectics,
will finally make 1977 the year, garlv, when it will get off the
press. (I enclose a"Letter" I wrote on that, should you be

interested in what I think the fighting heirs over Mao's Mantle
plus the Mantle itsaelf.)

1 doubt I'm the one who could answer the question us to
why Marcuse remained with State Dep't. after WWII since I opposed -
any such collaboration even during¥ and when tis vitriolic attacks
by the Maoists in America on hig years in State Dep't. as if he
were a "spy", and I offered to help, he said, they were so far-
fetched that they are the recipients of a boomerang, He surely is.
no coward,and his Reason and Revolution surely did not hide his
Marxism. as he understands I{. Ailso, once he was out, and 1 was
in great trouble because at the very height of McCarthyism, I had
decided %o “"discover” Marz's Humanist Zssays, that is to publish
them in English translation, (I believe,as a matter of fact, that

-is the first our correspondence likewise began)he helped. What
wae strange in those years, the 19505, is that our fights were
over my “optimism™ and "romanticism" over »roletariat and Black;
he used to argue that they only want a “"piece of the American pie”
and while he doesn't oppose that, it couldn't be called “revolu-
tionary", as I insisted. He also opposed my view of the East
German Revolt of 1953 as revolution from under totalitarianism,
saylng it was only because Germans couldn't stand Russians, etc,
And I got nowhere with him when I tried to convince him that he
shouldn't use "Marxisa" when he is speaking of Russian Communism.,

What wAs important and may shed light was that, to my
shock, he was 80 heated a defender of Istael in the 1950s that
he even defended Suez war. In a word, could the fact that the
end of WWII led also to the creation of Israel lead him to remain
with state departmenty It would seem that his specialty of
both Germany and East Europe could have no direct relationship
1o the other. But then I remember some very contradictory develop-.
ments. Anyone who had ever heard of the Holocaust, much less )
knew what was like, to which a pogrom of which I lived through many, |
was &8 nothing, did follow"Exodus" with great passion. But so !
many of the German comrades who had escaped to Palestine found
it impossible to function there since neither the Arabs nor the
Jews would permit "crossing of the lines*, and a sccialist state :
was hardly what resulted. So, in 1947, in France, I met some who
had left Israel, and I must have had no less than a dozen different
verelons of what¥oceurring there, It is just when such ;barbariem
as Nazilsm emerges, people very nearly literally go crazy. ... ;.

© ¢ - Yes, when last year I talked to the Haegel Society of
America, and I dared criticlize Adorno'e Negative Dialectics, it
appeared as if the whole Frankfurt' School was there in person :
sharpening their knives at my expense, -~ . - R AT
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%in part, that is what the enclosdure 1 asked yovu toﬁigrgsg_was _
about, Perhaps, it_escaped your attentidh”hince it .
in i’ inside” 8hvelope; marked *letter’ to Joe,to be returned”, and .
it détalled,  in'a-letier to- SWP that wagmors Buctes 2sthan I
inspryihgldose  fhom NASA! By~ folderic home’sl'ﬂﬁa;ﬁa?ggg‘ﬁﬁﬁ‘ Ir;
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'i.jé'ar EFs

Instead of trying to explain the long silence (especially
since the German edition of P&R has once again been delayed), may
1 start right off by asking you whether I mey engage in a dieslogue
with you on Rosa Luxenburg? There is a very specific field that
i thought you would be most profound in--the difference between
correspondence, especially with women, and the writings (very
nearly non-existent) on that very subject, ‘omen, I'nm not referring
to the fact that they were on flowers, cats, or other small talk.
Kather I am referring to the very sharp attacks on their reformist
husbands, there using many references +to mythicel or long-ago
historical characters--Penthiselea, the queen of the Amazone. The
letter I have in mind is the one to Kathilde ¥Wurm on New Year's
Dey, 1917. I was so surprised at that particular reference that I
went to the trouble to look up, which, specifically, event she was
referring to and it was Achilles who slew Fenthiselea when she
t00k the side of the Trojans--and then praised her bravery, etc,
Prrirzadykuxsx Russell, in his work on the Oriental Heritzpe as
vell g8 the Creek, mentions that the Greek Urn that ieats wrote that
magnificent ode to (which he,Durant, preferers above the urn) may
have been the othe one where Achilles spears Penthiselea, Now, my &
aestion igt what has all this to do with with the Second International"
betrayal, 191k, and how does it happen that whereas she kept away
from the "Woman Question” other than what all LFarxists were for--
equal wages, suffrage,etc.~--would certainly po to mythology and the
roles of women as greater than life? Was it common %o show that .
one's interest in literature, in character bullding, in self-develop-

ment of idea though one kept strictly to economics~-poiitlcs in books, | -

panphlets? Did you by any chance know people who knew her? I remember| §
Narcuse (who was evidently a young Spartacist in Army at the time :
Rosa was murdered) speaking gloriously of her as orator? There seems
a great contradiction betwzen her awareness that there is more to0 the
*Woman Question" than economics in letters as contrasted to books,
pamphlets,ete. I would love to get the feeling of the times-~Germeny,
women, intellectuals between WWl and WWII.

How are you? Wwhat is new?
Yours,

i

Enclosed is minl-pamphlet on Sexism,Politics and Revolution in Iao
China which, cutting off reference to the Huang-Ch'ing dattle
ﬁnaga:ecome title of my work on Rosa Luxemburg and Women'p

-Todav,. ’




Casa La Monds
Via Franscinl 4
CH 8800 Locarno-Muralto

26th Uctober 1977

Dear R.D.,

Thank you for your letter of Oclober 20th. I am at
the moment in hospital as an aftermath of a heart attack and
not supposed to write letters, but the topic you write about
fagcinates me so much that I want to send you a line. 1

;1feel that the male Social Democrats never could understand

osa Luxemberg, nor could she acquire the influenceg for which

she had the potential because she was a womanj &a\ the men
could not “-become full revolutionaries because they did not
emancipate” themselves from their mnle, patriarchal; und heflce
dominatifig, character #tructure. AftE%_EITT‘thE‘GFIEIﬁEE
exploitation is that of women by men [@fid there is no social
liberationcas long as)there is no revolution im the sex war
ending ip full squality, which has never existed since pre-
history. 1 believe she was one of the few fully developed
human beings, one who showed what a lhuman being can be in the
futurq&l Indead, as you say, she was not econcerned with the
woman's question which is, after all, only the human gquestion;
in this respect quite the contrary to Klara Zetkin, the
pureaucratig.leader of the allegedly revolutionary woman's
movement. Unfortunately I have known nobody who still knows

her personally. (hat a bad break between the generations..

i An v bbbt B R T3 b

SR

I hope to get out of the hospital in a few days and take a
rest, then 1 hope to finish a manuscript of an analysis of
Freud from the standpoint of his Lourgeois prejudices.

I am, with warm wishes,

Yours,

L;'- -L./L’.

Thank you for sending me the articte whieh I shall
read very sooun.
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