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T 1t ol Ba ditficult 10 nueistha this: warm, affec-

tonate, ¥ Woman In het!mid: “seventies is'ona of :
the: nﬁ%ﬂhﬁo{ our time. Her study Is packed

“with volumes of Hegel, Marx, Lenin, Trotsky, and
tuxemburgin several languages. There are vast

" sections’ 'wmen's history, Black and Jabor histo-

and Third World couniries.

Dum} ;skayz Collection, = 7000 page
ntimerous writings, Is stacked up

By bo:u In several fows in the library.

- In addition ;are fows ol her major works,
> Marxism and Freedom (1958), Philosophy and Rev-.
olution {1973), and Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Lib-
eratlon, and Marx’s Phliosophy of Revolution.

+ {1982), works which have bean published in sever-
ul languages — ‘French, Itallan, German, Spanish=
Japanese, Parsian, and smuggled to mainland
‘China' and beéhind” the lron Curtain. Finally, she

" 'ghows me bSound velumes of the Marxist-Humanist
-monthly nawspaper, News & Letlers, a paper and
-organization which she founded 30 years ago In De-

. trolt, though since 1884 News & Lailers has been

published In Chicago.

In the one and hall hour interview she speaks as
sasily of Emily Bronte and Herman Melville, as of
Hegei's ‘‘negation of the negation,” or the strug-
gles in New Caledonia, and Is constantly reaching
for a book to quote me selections of it. It is all part
of the dialectica! flow of her thought which Is so
characteristic of her writings. We began by discuss-
ing her association with Leon Trotsky.

CLR: | know that your writings stress that the only
biography you are [nterested in is the biography of
an idea. But since Trotsky was such a historic per-
sonality, :would you telt us about the period when
you were his Russian secretary?

Rays Punayayskays: | do not dany what history has
granted Trotsky. | certalnly "consider him great,
whether we speak of his statements, or his actual
role in the Ruasian Revolution, and | consider the
period | spent with him In Mexico In 1837-38 great.
But the reason | would prefer to speak about my
own viaws and the philosophy of Marxist-Humarn-
ism is precisely bacause my rea! development was

_not when | was Trotsky's secretary but began with

the breesk with Trotsky. It is not only 3 question of
discovering new ideas, but the method in which you
approach your task i3 key,

You see, in 1336, } had wantad {o joln the Amaeri-
cans who were lighting the fascisis in Spain. But i
was turned down because | was a woman. That was
when | went 10 Mexico to work with Trotsky as his
Russlan segretary.

This was the period when the greatest frame-up
trials in history were taking place in Russia, tweo
yaars during which Stalin killed off the General
Stalf of the Russian Revolution. Insida Russia the
workers faced the most Draconian anti-labor laws,
including forced labor camps.. And in forelgn policy
it was the perlod which ended in the signing of the
Hitler-Stalin pact, an agreement which in effect
gave the green light to Hitler to start World War
II.

To my utter shock and disbelief, | realized that
with the outbreak of the war, Troisky, who had
been fighting Ihe Stalinist bureaucracy lor over a
decade, would now turn to the workers and ask
them to defend Russia, because it was a "workers’
state though degenerate.'” Here was this man who
had helped make two great revolutions, the 1805
and the 1997 Revolutions, and | couldn’t believe
that | was saying to Trotsky, “*You are wrong and |
am right.” Actually | tost my power of speech for
two days.

Buti precisely because it was so great a break and
chatlenga to what 1 used to consider Marxism, { had
to prove it. | was not only opposing the Hitler-

Stalin pact, | was opposlnq Trotskys conceplion

that nationalized economy egualled workers'
state.

1 was quiet for three long years, and then | went
back to the three original Five Year Plans of the
Aussian aconomy, which had been published at the

outbreak of World War 1, but | also retutned to
Marz, because | falt Trotsky did not understand
Marx, especially the philgsophic Mant. So, my first
assay on the nature of the Soviet economy, called

Russia as a Slate-Capitalist Society, W
based on what | later discovered was. o

which are today known as the Humanist Esssys. .
CLR: | had a chance to Iuok al some parts’ oI

and it ssems that the question of allunaﬂon ln
man;woman relationships, and the women's :strug-.
gle to change socialy is a main themq ol lheee ‘col-

RO: The essays include 35 yeare of my wﬂtings on:
the subject, and are divided Into four paris:

1. Women, Labor and the-Black Dimens!on

1I. Revolutionaries All ’

NI, Sexism, Politics and Revolutlon -_ Jmn.
Portugal, Foland, China, Latin America Us.’

== I8 Thara An Organizational Answer?

. The Trau to the 19803 The Mluaiﬂn Link —-
Philosophy — In The Helationshlp Ol Hovo[u-
tion To Organization

You see, what | believe charactarizes our apoch is
what | nave caned e movement from practice that
is itseif a form of theory. Women's Uiberation Is -
one - vary - iImporiant - manilastation - of this. move-
ment from’ pmcﬂca. ‘What | mean by this ia that
movements ‘of “our ags, ‘be they In'the U.S., East
Europs, or the Third World, have brought forth new’
revolutlonary - forces who at the same:lime - have’
acted as Reason, as thinking subjects. Thelr mature.
demands, In turn, have posed a challenge to all phi-
losophers, to work out the new stage of cognltion
philosaphiecal.

- For axample, 1 look at the Black women from the
period of the Abolitionists to today, and thelr mag-
nificent 1eading role, which has been so historically
and philosophically ignored — particularly as-fo .
the direction it can give to the movament — by fo-
minist maorellclans
CLR: | was first attracted to your writings when |
saw that you as an American phllosopher, In-dis-
cuasing the 1979 [ranian HRevolution, related that
tc the 1905 Iranian Revolution and the role of
women I that revalution. Even dmong those of us’
who supported the iranlan women, few would re-
call women fn the 1805 Iranfan Revolutiont
ROD: Historically, women have bean ignored not only

~ a3 revolutionaries but as thinkers as well.. What |

had been interesied In was tha impact ‘of. m 1905
Russian’ Revolution on the East. Tha ranlan. women'

.iv @ ceriain sense went beyond thelr Fuasian’sls-.

ters. -Aussla at that time included as welf Poland,
and that meant Hosa Luxemburg. Nevertheless the
Rusajan woman did ‘not establish  a  zepanate
woman's - Sovist, whersas the kanlan women did,
and called this new form of arganization "Anjo-
mans” or Soviats, in March 1978, a few days alter
the magnificent International Women's Day demon-
strations of thousands of iranlan women, | was spe-
cifically critiquing the irsnian male Leit who were
ignaring the ravolutionary role of women in’ OppOss
iny Khomaini. Tha point was that the iranlan’Revo-
lution could continue if, among other alements, the ;
fevolutionary feminism thnl was In the air wu no!
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LR:: This- brings ms to what | think I3 a central -
i aspect of both your work in progress and your last
-rbook . Aosa . Luxemburg Women's Liberstion, and
- Marx's’ Philosophy of Revolution. How do you de-
. fing” therefationship between Marxism and femin-
smy :
RD:.-From" theé very begiening, meaning Marx's
reak " with capitalist society in 184344, he was
ry~ anxious to. eslablish the concept of the
man/woman relationship in' his, writings. The Hu-
manist-Essays show you how central this concept
¥ to Marx. He was inslsting that even though he
 singling out what he thought was the most rew
utionary - force - — - {ive - prolatariat — you did not
“‘haveitc"bellove -2 singla word of what he said on
economics .or on- politics, 1o realize how -alienaled
is; caphalist- soclsty was, All you needed to do
10.look atthe relatonship ‘batwasn man and
e . Why .do you treat your wile, or your-loved
0:30misarably? Why'is she the second sex? Why
+713'she’considered as not having a mind of her own?
- Wiy do.you disregard har — whether she Is In the
; home, of inthe factory, or Is trying to ba a wriler?
| youi recognize ‘the truth of what you have done to
women'in.all these years, you recognize that this
soclety . must - simply : be uprooted lock,- slock and
Lo barrelAnd | bélleve that what he sald in 1844 was |
#characteristic of his life as a whole. -
iz For.example,_in_Capital, his greatest work, which
‘"is'supposedly all on econamics, he included nu less
 thar ‘80 pages on just “the Working Day,” most of
»which Is spent on women, thelr labor, how exploit-
-they are. No matter how Jow the salary of the
an 18, the woman's salary Is always lower. And he
+.wasn'(: only, speaking of working women. Take the
case. of Lady Bulwer-Lytton, She was author of a
Jfiovel, Cheveley or the Man of Hanour, and she had
~oared ‘not only to ditfer with the views of her con-
“; sarvative - aristocralic politiclan-husband, but de-
“‘cided to make har vigws public. Bacause she dared
#16°g0" out on the hustings and atlempted to rent a
facture:hall to_speak at, her husband and her son
3 "her thrown into an insane asylum! In an article
MdrX wrote in 1858 called Imprisonment of Lady
“Bulwer-Lytton he dafended her and attacked not

. prass for its saxism but also the so-
called ;2] ‘press, which morg or less had pre-

2. sahited the same attitude.

-PRIGT1488,” Marx, as head of the First International
"WOUAG  Men’s  Association, was Instrumental ' in
slecting ‘s, woman, Madame Harriet Law, to lts high-

¢ .est:body; theGeneral Council. Another exampte

Z-waAK i 1671, just belore the Parls Commune erupt-

%g;’%ﬁhbq't@‘ hsd. encouraged Elizabeth Omitriéva to,

1:got0: Parls,  wheré she became active-In the Parls

.Commiung and organized the Union des Femmes
- Pour:la Defense de Parls et les Soinssux-Blesses,
an ladependent women's of the First intarnation-

al . g
ln-our age, the women's movement has ralsec

. wafy.:important * questions which no others have
. raised, The American feminists saw that male chau-

"= vinishi was not only a characterislic of capitalism,
but that #t existed in every soclety, Including the
precapitalist socleties, and that it also axisted

“iwithin the Left movement. In the last decade we

have saan how women alt aver the world have in-
sisted thal the Lelt confront its male chauviniam,
Let me show you how | express some of thesa voices
in my Hosa Luxemburg Women's Liberation. and
Marx's Philosophy of Revolution;

Too many revolutions have soured, so we

must start anew on very different ground,

beginning right here and now. Under no cir-
cumstances will we 1st you hide your male-
chauvinist behavior under the shibboleth :‘the
social revolution comes first’ That has
always served as excuse for your ‘leader-
ship', for your continving te make al| deci-
slons, write all Isafleis, pamphlels, and

Iracts, while ali we do Is crank the mimeo ma-

chine. B e o

| think It ls important-for the Women's. Liberation
Movement to come to grips “with what Marx's
whole concepl of “Ravolution in Permanence™
meant. It was based on the fact that unless revolu-
tion continues through to full human seli-develop-
ment, we will not be able to get Tid of all the alien-
ation and frusiration. and . exploitation that
capitallsm has ieft us with, In the mind as well s in
reality. ; ’ .

For the 1820= 1 think that the Women's Liberation
Movement, until It is seriously concerned with revo-
lution, will not get anywhere. This was proven In
the 1884 alecton when we couldn't even present a
good minority point of view of .women. | think
women have shown that If they stick only 1o caresr-
ism, it Is going to be the end of them Instead of the
beglnning of a new sociaty.

CLR: Earller you mentioned Mard's 1844 Humanist
Essays. You were the first to publish and discuss
thase Exsays in English as part of your first work
Marxism and Freedom In 1358, How do you think
that the Marx we sea in these essays is differant
from what is catied Communism today? '

RD: Not only is Marx’s Marxism different from
Communiam, 1t Is the exact opposite. Marxiam |s a
iheory of liberation or it Is notning, and Commu-
nism is a maiter of exploitation now, though it
wasn't that at the time of the Russian Revolution.
The ‘new humanism' which Marx spoke of in these
1844 gssays was not a matter of counterposing ma-
terialism to idealism. He had rejecied both the
peity-bourgeols Idealism of Hege!l and Feuerba-
chian materialisni. He was spesking of a new unity
ol materiallsm and idealism, and that out of a new
relationship or practice to theory. From the very
beginning it was not only capitalism that he reject-
ed, but also what he called ‘‘vuigar communiam.*
By “vulgar communiam,” he was relerring to con-
temporary - sociaiists o! his time who had reduced

the whole concept of soclallsm 10 a mere abolition

of private property. In fact it is here that the ques-
tion of the relationship betwaen man and woman
comes up again, Marx was asking: Is a woman
going to be any freer If, instead of being the pri
vate property of her husband, she becomes the
common property of all in “universal prostitu-
tlon?” No, of course not! Marx was insisting that it
was the nature of the relationship of man to woman
that was the lssue, not whaether she was the proper-
ty of one man or many. At the same time, he argued
that 10 transform private party to common proper-

ty, without uprooting the atienation_of labor wiss:
no improvement. What had to be transformed were:
ihe relations at the point-of production.to. endjthew;
most fundamental. of . all . divislons,: that : batiee
mental and manual [abor. Ong"hiindred yearsyattar?
him, vulgar communisaimasquerading: as™ MaNisn
in Russia, in-China, [ Eastsfn Europe, provediiniacts
tuality what Marx was only predicting, . == i
CLR:.In_your: Marxism -andiFraadom

RD: 1t really relates’to what:|; et

Once | want back 1o the Humanisi Essay A0,
look at labor-not’only as-economic:exploltation but:
as alienation of man from his own actvity. in: earli-.
or socleties labor used to b’ the ‘activity ma
beings’dnd was not Only, manual.'it was:

- manual at {ha same time. Thel:wsa how they devel-
" oped. Human beings had to dafine_their ‘relation:.

ship to nature, they had- to-make tools, they:had to
make thamssives human rathar than [ust’

" animal rlationship of running for Igod, Thay- need~

ed for example 10- make. housas.. |t was aiak
which exercized all of. human: béinga’ .faculties,
women as much as men. So | asked myself: Why Is it
that we always credit the man in avery revolution,
and what were the women dolng?. e

In the case of the Paris Commune, the - men may

admit that yes, it was the milkmaids who were up
early in the morning and stopped the troops from
removing the cannons from Pasls to Versailles.
Okay but that is not all that Is involved. They were
up early, but what made them conscious that the
soldlars were trying 1o remove the arms?  What
made them resist the soldiers, even when they
were unarmed themselves? These women had al-
ready organized themselves In the months before,
and now they ware the ones who stopped_tha sol-
diers from carrying ‘out the government's orders.
As Edith Thomas tells us In her beautiful work The '
Woman Incendiaries, Louise Michel was among the
thousands of women who ran up thé hill right at tha -
soliders. A _
This magniticent revolutionary’ feminist and
poet, was exiled to New Caledonia:bacause of her
activities during the Commune. There once again
Louise Michel proved her internationallam since she
became the only exiied Communard who actually
supported the revolls of the natlve Kenakas :
against the French colonizers, | want to read you a
quotation from her writings while she was in exile, .
since the revoits of New Caledonia -are 30 much In
the headlines these past faw weeks. She writ i
During the Kunaka insufrection, on a stofimy
fight, | heard & knock on the door of my. hit:
‘Who is there?" § asked. ‘Talau,' he snswered.
| recopnized the voices of the Kanakas, who
brought us our provisions...They were coming .
fo say goodbye before going across the .

water in the storm to join thelr DOODI_O, o 10230 -




he people,’ thay. said. i ripped in

- acarf from ther{Parls) Commune

. had. -proserved through a thousand

os’_and. gave It 1o them as. remem-

ST Il ey 4
iel:had alsc written some beautiful poet-
|-had discussed in.detall in my lec-
.an:and Lharature’ oh;the occasion of
nal Women's Year in 1975, .

u.tell us a little. more about what you
slationiship_ betwéen - literature, women

ativity, ‘whether of .literature or

se3 changing the world, occur in two
‘periods In’ history:- At the very great
on the eve of a civil war, and. ai limes
saclal change, when:there, is a 'e-
s of new human thoughts and ac-

.are ‘at the eve of a major. crisis,” you
{'15-the .eve of chango. Litcrature at this

Ins very:new forms of :expression be-

ave a new perception. of averything.

“deep crists,” and In ordef-to be able o

» teality in'a’new way, and not to go to sul-
u’as an’ artlst look at hiiman beings in a way
s 'you a parception.nct just of ;the peried
‘are 30t but'sof »what Tl *tollow -aftarwards, :
wha ‘come out of this pariod of crisis, In other
aida an: anticipation-of - the new. All_this ocours,
evén though you may not really. be consclous in the
-politicel sense of this crisis, byt just “feel™ it |
ake for axampie * Wuthering Helghts by Emily
Bronta, which. was writien on-the eve of the 1848

- ution, and it ls comparable to the great Rus-
=Rwlltamum-ol mid . 19th century.” Russian litera-
kit of ‘that pariod was so grest because many of
_.the writers were soclalists, and were analyzing re-
" ality. 80 creatively that they showed not only reall-
b m&’iﬂus some giimpae into the futurs. Bronte
Tpistirasted something entirely new both in the
Sehaactars and in the aimosphers In which they
| calchas something new both in the sock".
which certainiy wasn't very great for her as a
Wmnd In showing Cathaerine, a woman, trying
;» ‘stap over ail the obstactes.though she still wasn’t

1 7Eva enoigh to mamy Heathlitf, - R
‘DH ¥ Lawrence, had of course written that a work
Savar boautiful, uniesa it In some way sacapes its .
by that | think he showed that there is.a-

iarnent o the creation of tha plot and chamc-

“that makes you see more Lhan you intended to

. [f:the same =piril, Mank had also =aid that you

: aip more from greut novels than from classl-

w%l_ﬂul economy. .
= The point, howaver, 5o far as women and ltara-
"mgt'up: l‘:::néafncd,“ls:that_.llllerature sven at ils
~greatesi reflects the malo-dominated society under
~* which we fiva, which in turn atfects ail of us, women
included. Whether we are talking of the women
: characlors In Greek tragedies — Clylemnesira,
ydoa, Elactra — or whether we look at Shake-
“$pesre's Lady Macbeth or be it Eugens O°Nei's
‘Mourning Bacomes Electra, of Jean-Paul Sarta's

¥ The Files, we are all affected by this cutture, and

'-sloy crea

we will not escape male chauvinistic spesches com-
ing out of our mouths until we tear this alienated
soclety up by its roots. L

virginia Woolf, in her essay, A FAoom of One's
Own, which is absclutely the finest plece of criticiam

. of women and literature, speaks not only about

how. different women are porirayed as characters
In Hterature as compared to what history books

“sald woman were at ihe very same period, but also

ters; but no one fecognizes them. . :
Then .there.13 .the great revolutionary writer and
feminist Ding Ling, who was able to capture in a dif-
lerent perlod of history — that’is before the Chin-
ese. Revolution’ of .1049 — the ‘question of male-
chauvinism . within .the Chiness Communist Party in
her ‘most original essay Thoughts on Marcti Eighth,
and- dared to challenge Mao directly in the 1850s.
In that essay, she dealt-direclly with. man/woman
relations in the guemrilla center of Yenan itsall,
especially ihese ‘of leaders and their wives. She

notes that oftan writers create thess” new charac-

~ saw the wives of leaders as cruelly taken advan-

tage of as they became like |bsan's "'Noras who re-
turned home'. The moral of the story being that
like_Ibsen's heroine, who rejected her Doll's House,
once youggam the deor behind you, you must leave
It stammed! . .

And on the ave of the Portuguese Revolution, The
New Portuguese Letars, which was published In En-
glish under the title The Threa Marias, pressnted a
naw form of (arature In which a series of lstters

-from one woman to another, exposed the patriar-

chal society and took up the conditions of women
from the 15th century to the prasant, especially the
retationship of man to woman. The form as well as
contant of the work was so revolutionary that the
three authors were imprisoned.

Now it i3 true thal.a great writer — a Shake-
speare, or a Tolstoy or-a Meivile — can envision
the ““human efement’” and *“‘original character” and
give us a glimpse of the future. What one sees in all
these articulalions, is when one age is disappear-
ing and a naw age Is coming forth. it is what the

_ philosopher Hegel called "“a birth-time of history

and a period-of transition™, 1 can be seen in the
dimension Shakespeare. created In Hamlet at thc
amargance of & new wotld of Individualismi— the

.hiatoric smergence of caplialiém. It can be seen in
. King Leat; at the death'of feudalism or.in what Yal.
as an “original  character’ in Anna

Karenina and In what- he presented a8s a historic
peoriod In War and Feace. And It can be seen in what
Matville did In Moby Dick on the eve of the Civil
War, and in his Confidence Man with his concept of
the “original character” with original “‘instincts”,
Meilville felt that the way to dellne this original
character was to compare it to a *‘revolutionizing
philosopher.”

The point, however, that | want to stress, Is thal
the great arlist is not the same a3 that revolution-
Rking phllosopher, or to put it more plainly, that
“phitosopher of revolution,” Karl Marx.

_Not being that philosopher . of - revolution,Tyat®
alming to transform the reality, of the woridiiweslve:
in, the writer or artist, more‘olftgn:_gh]ag n';o:,_d?,e%
not - understand that masses -in; motion  haye. ins:
splred his-or hervision: He or atié romai 5,116’ {Ea
sider looking In*. " .~ . o
CLR: This-discussion of . philosophy.’ Y
your second ‘majer work. In 1673 atter-a‘deca f
Intense- political: writing . and .activity.of ;the, E1s you .
wrote . Philosophy’. and . A JM{Q@& Pgos!&m
2: Mao;1n - thal. work..you - em, .
phasized the Hegelian iroots: of: Mandiam: and" the :
question of retuming; to Hegel 'y and-for. !’II'I'I'_IE_Em '
of:Laftist™

Sartre, lrom Merx 10 M: y

Why do you think that’today's genarat
acilvitists need o go back-to Hegel? -

AD: On the surface of it, ahy concemyfar Hegel
might seem Iralavant and totally.. bsiraet
period - of RAeaganomics, when  the *iwo
itans .have brought us 20 closs td_“Apocatyp:
Now'. However,:| think & careful. examinatio
the totallty of thé crisis —. economic, poll
tary, ideclogical — reveals 1o us a theoretic
the part of the Left that iIs nearly_as grave
among the caplistist idealogues. This makes™ |t
Imperative that we work. out a -totally; newsrela- ;
lionship between thes opposition movement:: from
mlow — practice — and phllosophy -ands-reVol
n, . L TR
Now the one thing we Ieared from. the:
19603 was this: without a philosaphy of ‘revolution, -
near revolutions aborll it is a fact’ that:because’ ;
those near-revolutions had ended so disastrbusly,
In particular France 1068, that the New Leftifindlly '
ended their-delusion that *théory can be picked up
en roule” and a deeper fook into Manx's’phiioso- "
phy of revolution was begun by some. ikt gt s
The year 1970 happened to'be the 200ih’ ann)--
varsary of Hegel's and 100th of Lenin’s birth, which .,
saw a revival of both Lenin and Hegel stidias, -and -
gave me a chance lo speak of both Revolutionis and
Dialactics in and lor itself. Dialectica “'in and for It-
seif"* is the question. of-Magativity, the power of .ne- -
gallvity. How-the fact that you object to what. /s be-’
.- comes_the_ very: Impulsé 10 ‘chang oW
» negativity, as’ agalngt: the way:|t:is e
does not mean “not belng - positive™. In"fact, ‘the
- “negation of negatton. s’ thepositive result of &y
double negation. . ~ .- LT T 0
in other words, you need a ravolution for the -
overthrow of the ofd and you need a revolution for -
Ihe creation of the new. This double rhythm of revo-:
lution is what Is so critica! about’ the Hegelian dia-
lectic, and how we constantly have to. retum to’
. Hegel and then take that concept of negativity and
concretize ‘it for your own .age, Your:own 'age Is’
what you concretize it for,” not as”an . abstractlo
but by showing that you are very solidly rooted:
the ground and want {0 change this society, -0
The problem s that state-capitalist” ideclogues:
calling themselves Communisis for- too long™ have:
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p:hidden the relationship of the Hege-
phy. to. Marx, and have tried to attri-

- Humanism :t0 some :idealist left-over.
“mystical” Hegelian “negation of the ne-
Why {do you think .they: have "bothered to
with ‘Marx's:Humanlsm’ so’ strongly? Not
are afrald 6f Hegel who died more

irs " ago, but becauss they were afraid
olts:in Eaat Europe, which refused to ac-
munist: tolallarianism: was_ the same
fsm.” Tha . flrst “revolt [ against -that

# in East' Gérmany-in- 1953, while

19858 .actually brought

“opon:and pre-

I he'-American “roots" of
espocially:In -the - Abolitionlst - movament.
dimansions .ol Marxism and Black
J our.oplnion? - .. .
hetAbolitioniats Is pre- -
e life was. dedicated to
ca.. The . movement
olith ey ‘were inter-
a! sfave . soclety - actually . practiced
veen Black and white; They were also
men's right: to equallty In an age
ad_neither the right to vote, nor the
rty nor divorce: They were intema-
d_really added a new meaning to the
lectual, Thelr (ntellectual creativity was
) glon of procise soclal forces. And ‘even
igh : they ‘were pacificists In philosophy, they
vera¥ssupportive of insurrectionists like John
X whan John Brown allacked Harper's.
weare all with him, and Wendell Phiilips
defense of the great martyr, :
Marx. certainly did not think John Brown
irxist and he did not singte out his move-
laas: struggle. But he completely assoclat-
in‘Brown and saw that insurrection as a
al"**for. the Civil War in the U.S., as he pointed
" ona.ofhis letters to Engels in 1860, -
4D British: working class came out. in support of
heAbolitionist ~movement, ~and many. of them
: rat Working Men's. International, which
fod ' by - Marx. . Marx's_ relationship to the :
lopists; even though they -ware not-engaged

“how  multi-dimensional

/; important ;ha considered the

of ' revelition, - He considared the
evolitlon ;of 1770 the first nationa! rev-
wirote of ‘the’Civil War. as tha first In-

ravolution: - £ -

& ‘question” of the Black struggle carried to
;. toduy, " the -whole. movement of the 19808 whether
" the youth” movement or the Women's Literation
- Movemeant, came .out- of the Black Clvil Rights
© Maovement. It began 30 years ago, with the Mont-
. gemefy .Bus Boycott in 1955 when Rosa Parks, a
- Biack working woman, refused to give up her seat
2 on.the bus. Than there were the young Black stu-
. dants who wanted a cup of coffee at & segregated

- tointer in Graensboro, North Carolina. _
Marxism and Freedom, | place the Monigo-
s Boycott on the same levdi as Ihe East Eu-
revolts, which § just spoke of, It waa no ac-
Fekiht;of course that these two world events were

F3

‘Liived in the ghetto of Chicago, where the UIC
“.dampus is located now. Two years later | led my

-inseparable from the . birth of the philosophy ot

Marxist-Humanism and the creation of its organi-
zational form in the U.S,, News & Letters Commil-
teas. In an unprecedented act, we broke with the
separation between worker and inteliectua) and
elacted a Black production worker from the South,
Charles Danby, to be the editor of News & Lellers.
Denby whose. aulobiography indignant Heart: A’
Black Worker's Journal -later recelved much Inter-
national publicity and who remalned a.tirefess rev-
olutlonary until his death last: year, truly showed
whal we mean by worker.not alone.as’a revolu-.
tionary force — as If ha is only a muscie of revolu-
tion — but worker as a thinker who presents & to-
tally ~ differant.  picture -.of alienation under

- capitatism.than the inteliectual. In a pamphlet en-

litted Workers 'Battle Automation, as early - as
1960 he wrote: . . .

The intellectual — be he scientist, engineer or

writer — may think automation means the

alimination of heavy labor. The production
worker sees it as the elimination of the labor-
ar. - : : :

Then In 1878 in a joint Introduction Denby and 1|
wrole to a pamphlet Frantz Fanon, Sowsto and
American Black Thought, we discussed the two way
road of ideas that has historically existed batween
the U.S. and Africa, and ook up- particularly the
international dimension o lhe Black as revoly-
tionary thinker,

Take for example Franz Fanon, the magnificent
world revolutionary from Marlinique who became
a leader of the Algaran ravolution. Fanon looked
at Hegel's Phenomenoclogy of Mind and the strug-
gla between the master and the slave and he
Iopoked at the dialectics of that struggle when the
master was 'whits and the slave was Bfack. The
truth of that matter was 1hat Fanon was not only a
Hegellan but he also criticized Hegel, saying the
one concept he has 1o take exceplion o in Lhal sec-
tion on_"Lordship and Bondage," was Hegel's con-

.ception of “raclprocity”. Fanon wrote that in the

case of the Black, it wasn't true that the Master
and the Slave finally reconcile at all. Instead they
fight themselves till death, and that Is how they
overcome Mastery or Slavery.

CLR: "Your refationship to the Black movemen!
seams, from your works, to be almost a lifelong
ane. How did it all start?

RD: Well, It may appear to you that | am a nawcom-
ar to Chicago, since | have been here only six
months. But the truth of the matter Is that when |
'landed here first as a FAussian immigrant child, |

firat strike at Cregler Public School against cor-
poral punishment and antl-samitism. Later as a se-
nior in high school | led a protest against the se-
gregationist policies of Medill High School. | was
stil & tesnager when the American Negro Labor
Congrass was organized in 1925 and | was altowed

to become a member of It. | was also the Hlerary
editor of \he Journal Negro Champion which was
published hera in Chicago. | cannot possibly trace
all of my work with the Black movement, but your
readers can read about it in the Raya Dunaysvs-

kaya Collection, thal is avallable on microfiim
Northwestarn and Univarsity of Chicago, = .

8y the way my affinity and close contact with.the
anthropologist Melville - Herskovits. . from= Northwes: -
tern University dates .- ...« g R

Sk

tory and culture was not what i was Gon.
sldered to be in. the academic'circles. as -
",Iust p"mm"'._ ut 3 irint N

loped lands. You: see, I the last ysars
of his life, Marx was- stidying the. under.:
developed - lands, : ‘the-. Iroquols,  Native -
American loclotz;alrehnd. Indla and Rus-

revolution ahead

country. In a sense he was.predicting In -
?;1'71 18708 the ~Russlan . nmmu«_f of !

CLR: In your Rosa Luxamburg, Women's
Libaration, and Marx's Fhilosophy of Rev-
olution, where you writé of the importance -
of these ideas for the Women's Liberation

AD: Many intellectuals think that Marx
gave up his interast in the queation of dia-
lectica and instead turned to economics in
his Iater works, 8 misconcaption thal couid
be traced back to Frederick Engels. But
Marx did not give up any of the phillosoph-
10dies on Hogel: Ang | v rame i 4
otall 1n oy e 4 _ Vlucodmlsln

vale Properly and the Siate. But whareas
Engels gloriflad primitive soclety and saw
it as an egalitarian soclety for men and -
women, In Marx's Ethnological Note-
brooks, we have proof that he had no such
concaplion. Mant was aware of the rela.
tively higher stalus of women in these sar-
lliar socisties, compared 10 the status of
women in the so-called technoiogically de-




‘veloped socleties, but he was also awara
of the dualities and contradictions of the
primitive societlos,
Marx .did not think that just because
communal ownership of property existad
" In these societies, that they wers there-
fore bereft of any contradictions, He cer-
tainly did not .think that just by adding
some ~ technological. development you
would reach the new sociallst soclety
" theret .
The. point “that - he -had . bean -tracing

now bacame much more explicit, where he
now saw they could have an enlirely dif-
ferent transformation than the develop-
ment experianced by Westarn European
socleties.

CLR: The revolutions therefore, In the un-
derdeveloped lands, did not necessarily
have to go through the classical path of
Western European sociatias?

RD; Yas, In fact he criticized the scholar Mi-
hailovsky for making a universal out of
Marx's concopt of human dovetopment In
Western Europe. The reason Marx re-
furned to dialectics and Hege! was be-

cause he saw that a leap forward could be
made, Just as revolution could take place
first in a backward land so they could
transcend certeln stages bacause It would
b a communal effort and would include
men, women and c¢hlidren. He was pointing
cut that there was no way for him to know
the sctuat point of transcendence, but that

' the element. of communal rather than prl-

vate property, women's striving fog
equality In these societies aa well as thelr
culture, could, all lead to a new process of

__development. .

Pheto by David Tumisy

So ha had recagnized the possibility of
revolutions happening In underdeveloped
lands. Ha had recognized that {he primi-
tive commune could be more advanced on
some questions than the technologically
advanced countries, and this was especial-
ly seen In women. And finally, at the
height of European ethno-cantrlsm and
only three years belorg the dividing up of
Africa in 1885, Marnt was immupe to tha
prevailing concept of a civilizing mission
and in fact showad a great application for
the Black and North African cuilure.

In his Ethnological Notebooks, for exam-

pte, he ridicules the British anthropolo-
gists who consldered Black Aborigines of
Australia *'backward’. The Black man was

_considered backward becauge he would

not accept the existence of a soul without
a body, after death, which was preached
by the Christlan misslonaries. To Marx,
this indicated, instead, the intelligence of
the Black and the stupidity of the scholk
ar. .
Marx went to Algeria in the last year of
his lite. Tha Algerlans ware of course by
than under the rule of the French.- Marx

- wrote of the dignity of “Mohammad's

sons"” and thair hostility 1o the West. To

© his daughier Jenny he wrola, “"Aoslems in
fact recognize no subordination, thay are

nelther subjects nor adminisirative ob-

" jects, recognizing no authority."

CLR: Finally, could you tel! us about plans
for your future writings?

/- RD: | am right now correcting the page
;. proots of my soon to be published work,

Women’s Liberation and Dialectics of Rev-

. olution, then on March 21at the Wayne

State University Archives of Labor Histo-

-y and Urban Affairs in Detrolt whare the
" on deposit under the tille The Raya Dun-

dyovskaya Collection — Marxist-Human-
ism 1941 to Today its Origin and Develop-
ment in the U.S. is aponsoring a lecture by
me on the collection. They ara also opening
2 month long exhibition of my archives in
conjunclion with the lecture, Following the

" lecture | will be presenting tham with a
- new volume consisting ol my documants
* from 1981-85,

} am also in the process of starting to
work on a new book on organizatlon. The
question of organization was a question
that the Women's Llberation Movement

- ralsed but did not answer, The questions
" of the Women's Liberation Movement,of a

non-afitist group, of the necessity of de-
mocracy after the revolution have to be
answered, and Marnx's answer was “Revo-
lution in Parmanence’ as ground for orga-
nization.

The point is that you should never sepa-
rale organization or any other subject
from revolution, which is inseparable from
Marx's phitosophy of Revolution. These
need to be held togethar as one, or wa will
once again face more aborted revolu-
tions.

| also would like to invite all of you who
can come to Wayne State Universily in De-
troit on March 2ist to do so, and partici-
pate in that discussion on the philosophy
of Marxist Humanism,
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