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. ; byA,drienne Rich · I 
I 

·-,. - . . . -.. ' . i 
,. ~IJrca})outthrec years J'v~ been reading a 1 
paper callea ·News and Letters, formerly ; 

·. pub.lished in Detroit, now in Chicago. De- · 
. _scribing itself as a Marxist-Humanist pub- . · 
· licil.tion, · it . combines wi)rldwide capsule \ 
· ... .:M"-.-..:-.... ...a ......... ~ -....:c1'..__ --~tr&mg con 

. AW~\,I.J..WA~O, J.\otCI.I.U-1'\# cuu j~ 1UQA -~ 

· political movements and 

·.-~~®:t:~~~~~· em·J :>hru;is on··~~ 
:~~~~}~~~~~~~;;~~~~~~r~~~~ 

.. : Dunayevskaya, ·its ·founder clearly its 

. guiding hand and spirit. Who, i soon began 
,. i:ciwooder, isRaya Dunayevskaya? · . 

'Io~:~~~~~;~:e~~~~~::·t:~r_;~ I 
'books bio and the extremely spare internal 
evidence of her writings, 'she is a woman of 
some years, having b~n active in the Black , 

· moyementin this country in t..'te 1920s. From i 
• • · .. 1931t() 1938 she worked as 'ftotsky's "'R.us- · 
· .•.. si8n secretary» during his Mexican , exile, 
· there coming to know Natalia Sedova 
. · 'Irotsky, his wife, about whom, in Women~ 

Lilie,ration and the Dialectics of Revolution, 
c she writes a moving ~In· Memoriam"; in 

··•· Mexico also; if my guess is correct, she met 
'the Black'llinidadian Marxist philosopher. 

· an.d critic C.L.R. James. With James; in L'le . 
· . f9Mls, she led a movem~nt ~t.'lrlri the Social- t 

i 1st Workers Pa..-ty, called (after the party 
' _____ .... ' - ·---- "- .. - .:.. . 

,., .. -

. ,_ .. 



. continued from p. J , .• 

names of the two) the "Johnson-foort..<t '!Cn­
dency.~ This mo\'<lllellt for ait indepeil.-tent. 
Marxi5m bioi(< \Vilh nouky _,. lhc ~~o or ' 
deJ!nbll!theSoYlet Union a;•Sta!:JC:Ipltll!sm" 1 

. · lcfepingthcpoliticalfocwpnwom..i,b== .. 
in fNtry other foa.s-~ class, nation.:. 
women 11M gott.:n lost, put d<!Wn,IIW!!iiW~ ...•.. 
ized. In addition, we weze fightlns th~ dogma 

· (James and Dunayeys~ declared Stali:li5t 
· · P.:;s;iaac:ounter-molutionlawhlchtheCom· 

munistPany,IIOtthepeop!t-,OWD:dtheineall! 
ofproductlon'aitdnmthe'COOilomyandthela· 
bor;:nlom). Johnson· !"crest al5o "eXtended to 
womenandyoutl!itsicieaofthe3pedalroleof 
the· black- 1110\'ell\cnt. D 'ibis cmpbasii · on ~ 
Blacb, woinen ll!d youlh ·as mlljor caialys;s : 
of change piCda!ed not only the Womm's 
liberation MOVCII!mt but !be sllident mOYe­
mentsandthe~onofthelllatkstrugglc 
in !be 1960s. . · 

Dunayovskaya and James thcmsclves split . 
<Wet __ « ·_ qll!!f.!on o!: ~"'at..~_. when __ t..;a", 
"Johnson-FcnistTenden~w;uiblacklistedas i 
~~-=:u~'~':~O.:~=';.I 
1952, and e~ptllt!l from the United SWes a 
yeariarU,HewastosnpportN!<:rumJhandth! i 
Ghanaian remlution, . n:tum ior a l!nie to i 
1'iallidar.l, wh= hcv,-as considered -uteirand· ! 
fathrr of~ mdian indeperulen~· and I 
linally, from the 19605 oo. llanned from 

____ ,1linida<L tndividehj.~~;~~~th:US.". 
··.· andDritDln;Writillgprolilloallyonpolitl~.Dd I 
. literature, 1-..:twing and leli,cl.'ing 1 · . . • ··1' 

DuDBy~:V.!laeya. hersdt' ~ in. the . 
UnltedStates, foullllins lhe"l{~n and Lcttcm 
Committees" and tb,o n..,.,'S)llipe;o eijil ck\..toP., 
ins her pJillo.iopby of Maixat Iiumnnisin ' 
Shelw traVdled, 1:\Ught ~.nd rectw.d in Eu· 

. rope. 1--..f.-i=, .A..:!:. Mwdw. ~~Lilly OOmbin· 
i1lg the wk£ or philos!)pher.~ activist. She 
w uansiatcd . M.'ilX, rdn~ Marx, : 
fit!ed togctha fra;pJICIIU. of Marx scallered in· i 
post-Marxist 5chlsmJ, rc..'Wc:d to leaVe M.'U'A I 
enst.rined but ill-read, or relegated 10 "the 1 
dustbm of tu.!oiy.• . · ! 

of c~ ... !I! ·!b:: plimary.~n, gf aipliaJ.' 
ism ulhe shl,tle source or ail apPresdOM V{e 
ins!stedlhatwomenwmi.lfootac:laa,a·j:ute; 
if not a ca."'tl; an oppi'Wild group II$ !"'illm- . 
wilJlin Opji!OS>ed groups, IIIII~:;;:!! !IIn tl!erulin& i 
chss. . · ·· 'ii .. ! 
And,as~"~bJabqidck!oi)olnioml 

(m Roia LumnburJ), . · . · . I 
• .• - •• ·-; • ' •• ' ·1-' 1 

1he Vobr4cn'll.lbera:lozl Mcvemalllhal '. • • • ' 
b•U>t OIIU>Ihe hlaoriia"'••ln 1he · . . · . 
mld-1!160'& wullb DOil!!ng &om tefoxe In ol! .. ' 
lu DWJy ~ ihrou&holii hl:t.xv.lll 
DIO.!I~£--tlw,~ . 
net only dkllt <ODie Olltorthe len but it <:m i 
dirrdtd qdJUt 11.11!14 DOt rro ... tlll: right, • I 
butlio.mwit!dn!l>el<JI!i!:!!. :. (p.·99) .. · 

It's clear how·euerlv she ... 'o!comoo tim nc:w 
fon:c-,l it :5ent shotk wave~·~ ~mica! 
group a1ttt !all.i::al ~up, ll>lrtiDg w!lh. !,he 
Srud.-n! !'!cn·Vfu!e:!! C-.~ Cii?p;!t. 
tee in 1965. But while rui thln!dni l!.as elM- . · 
ously been inci~- oft{}_ routi~"'d ·be: the 
oontempoo~~ Wol"..en•t.~ · I.:.Oe:atiotl l"t10" ... -c· · 
men!, ohc b2d, es early liS w l94Cs, recog- · • 
nirlod "th~woman.cllm!:IIS1oo."ll!d ant of. the 
Cariie~i~'5iD Wimie7i:tLi0WttO~iiWtilit ·--·=·c-_:-__ ::.,:.,:.: ---

Dild,ectk.•qfRevolu:lon ~"ta~f<md to 

.as Jn:.DR) !s an r.=Ullt of o~ by 
. mlnen'V!I;~1'!1he~9-$<)an!l~u!P~ 
itril:ulnwd~~kayawe,n.!l:. 

. WoUlell w.cilllzed not jult As ~I<Q"'(COn·· 
trihuting EU!)Wrl. COlii1!go, sllength) but 111 . 
"Reason~ lil r:vn1vtlo~..;;.s· ·lllltiators, j 
thin~~ :tmtef..;t:, ===.+~ i;f !h: n:;~. : ~ · ,, I 

1>-.ma-tmby.l ,b~~ i_p.a;~t !l· jl!etim~ in. the I 
philolophic ru:d c.igaD!zing st.'Uggies of the · 
left, In Ibn study of Hisel, Man:, Rosa lux' . 
~mburg, Mao, Sa.-:te, ainont oilicrs, md of 
more obs..'IJI'e d0c:ummts of the tadi.:alroCt~~>-

' · men~S of om- c=twy'&nd hdore. While I've .,. " T ~.y should !hot~~ o.f·th~~~-1 ' fdt the' c:hcllengil.g cilin.!nnon:~ Oioeno!d up in 
\A ,., ft., •• _. .. ..: .... .,;.,..""--'---··- trlwgturevi~ils:r,:r..;;:iiisaid.~tbaihcr~fi:: 

. '' r~u:-;~d;,h;'ha; i'd.:U' c':: d=>c~mmlna•lco!miDafemh,\htwhGha$ 
them so far? The answor seems obvious to me: li\'001 alo~~ldei :)lu: noi. immer..ed i:l, that j · 
feminists need to lciJow the history of tho ! world at oil.ce. so SJ)I.en.l,id •. poignant, ~ 

1

. 
left, eopedally in the United StaleS wh= it : matlc, sometimJ:S · · vlstolloUY.. so.m..-umes. 
1uu been so oocludcd and silenced Dut abo, stiJlins, · elwr.'l C!nba!IW-;'IIowhere more 
Raya Dliuayevs!a~Y!lls piit. or the rllStDzy or. than !We i!ltheUS: >' • . . . . . i 
women's liberation, and one of the oldest con- ! Wllll ~wn_ ;a D~~·~.YK>.rk a fc:w I 
tlnuously lldive women r:YOlutlonarlcs DO\¥ yem ego .bY·Ihe tltie of her pamphlet, 

~~~; :-:.;;;u:~~!!,~u.;:;;=. ;::::.:~=:~!~':e~f=~: I. 
·movement ior wemeii•a liberation lw been · teriali11 WLCR. I was coming out of a period I 
and might so. I cam£ out of a strain cffemf. of incn:a:illg cl!scoruent w!th tcndl:n~ In 
nlml(lllmostsrud"atenck!!cy")whlchm~ir· feminismtowa&'llaidn.!,1f"inneri:misr;Won• 
we" a leap forwanlomofMarxi.m!, le:Mng (Harinah Arendt'• uim r.,r the wilMra"'ll or 
the J.zlt bdllnd, and for wlllch a laD\ lllcc manyG<:rmamdurin&lhi.Th!xdR.eichlntoan , 
"Mml!t-ltwo.anlsm"would,lnthel:ttsixtics "interior lif~:,; .• 10 fsncin: [thl:) world in favor 
andariyaMIII!es,h;a"t$oundcdliieafuneral cf au hr•sinary world '9 it'ought to be' cr u 

. latd!.Amajocproblem(no:juuaproblcmof ltonceupona!lmelwlb;ien.••rmta!idngnot 
, lanauaetbltof~vmtobmitli= '· jwt about ie:sbiail ~ but,,hout ~-

.• aiJIIlk..ccntmdtcnnluo~o~JofclauatruiaJe · slonsoffcmaleoppa:ss!mtwhkhneslt<etbolh 
wblch ICIIdcn'd '\\'OtD!II iJMsible 1:Dlw tn the · remruc agency and r~ dlva;Jty,ln which 
paid workpbcco. and also CroDI 11 "buman!Jt" • "Wcty" fo'nio= liccorn:.! valued OYer rls!: 

.. ~~of-:1.?!:!~ . ;:~s<-t~~~~e!;. 
~~):tt"~~~~~~!~~!,~:'::.~:~~:~~ .. ' :· ~.an <lid Ia Itself-.;; ..• 'co.c-.. . ....... ' "-, 11295 

~--r~~.:::~-;~1-

~·. i . :· .;:'·--



I was first struck, in 11-.e pamphlet and then 
in ranginj; throU&h DWU\J~Iiaya's boolcs, by 
the vitality, combativeness, relish, impatience, 
of her voice. HcnisnottheproscofaMnrxist : 
mando_ri.'l, a disembodied in:ei!ectual. Shear- i 
sues; .she cl1allenges; she Uigi:S on; she ex- '\ 
postUlates; bu essm have the sPontaneity of 
an~Po!811iouis~{soiJ1Cofthemarc) I 
or a nu~OOok~)ou ciul heat hct thinking 

. ;ato~ She has a p.~mnz ~ or ideas as 
fiC5h ~d bl\lo!l, oi the Individual thlnlcor, 

· ~~.b:ih.ti:orhlsindividua!ityyetcarcying 

·:-~~~j;.~~d~~~~ . : 

lived ttmlugh. · I 
. · "l /( ar:dim 1111d "Freedom, first pub-

Ivllished in. 1958, is a history of U:e I 
procoss of Marx's thought, II!! it 

evolved out of tightcentit-«ntury philosophy I 
and Hegel's dialectic through the mass IJOfi!!· 
c3l mc;-..ements of the nineteenth =~y. as 11 
became adopte<J and modillecl by'Ilctsky and 
Lenin and linally, Io Q-JIUI)'tiVSkaya's words, 
"totally pCrw.rted" by Stalin. She traces the 

··''· . :!:!ft!..~~~-:'!!d=~!~~!:::::':!!!t:'.~!h 
no separatlonofmauualapd menmllabor, to 
t ..... : .. • .. 'd ...... ,.., .. bl.!t=uCr..t!=Ily r..:n "':.'Ork· 
·;;-:;;~,--;,"S;un's~nof a corporate .j 
totalitarian· state ·nU. • b.f. tho CommUDist I 
Plirty.:;whlch she de!Ioes as oounter-le\~lu- \ 
tiori. She ~ in the East Germll11 worl=' II 
~ ~-~-~?,5_3, tJ:C H~~ Rl:vo}u~on of 
bS11, evmmcc 01 a conU!ItllD& revotuuonary 
sl!mt Io Eastern EVJOilC (she was, of course. I 
·,.rl>ingv.-ell bcl'oo:thcPolish Sclidari~Jmove­
menf). She ends the first cdi!lon of Marxism · 

· · and .flredom with the Montgomery bus boy­
. roit t:S "a rponian:::ii• a.ov.mcnt kept within 
·· the hailds orthe Blaclc.t. • · · . . •· · 

InMcir.wm and.Fm!dom; Dun&ycv.kaya is 
&rappling, in the Taee of w Stalinist Iesacy, 
with the oUestion ·which continues to en!3!e . 
her. W1i4t iiappens tJ/W'/ What happtQS 
whentbeoldop;n=.sfonl:asbcensncc:essfully 
n:si."!Cdaudcii~4?Whittumsarc:volu-

.- liotlalyle3de!-intoatyrant? Why. did the Rus­
. siaiucvotuiio11 11:n1 backn.Jald on ltsclfl How 

do wi:·maJri the "co:ttlnubtg molutlon,• "the 
m'Olution Io jl.etiiiliQeoc:c" Io wbich this can­
not happe!l? . She Is pau)olll\tc about "the 

- ~~~-!r2l! th~ey ~ ~!!!:'J~ !!!d !.rum 
. praaice lc theOry" as a liYin& process, and 
about the nc:a:ssity for the "volccs from be-

. low' to be beardandllstcned to ita movement 
is to laep onlllO'Iiq. She baS theco.pacity, rore 
inpccplcas~;.s~iDW:lternphilos­
ophyand thCor,.--Iocludlni Marxlsts-to re­
s;xct ind 1eam fro!ll other klo,U or thinking 
and othcl mcdes oi :<ptaS!on: t.ho;e of the 
lb!rd \\\lrld, of ordloaty Jl'.intant 1m men,_ of 

worldn&-pcople ~ are pcrfcc_tly aware that 
'lhdrais ~•llcnattd labot"andialowl:owto~y 
that without polillcllllndoc:tiinatlon. M~te 

;~~--- ·- . 

Dunayevskaya Would claim sh~ odginally f~_mtheretodiscussthc~~Frevolutio."""d 
leamcqthisfromMr.{ll. .. , .· .'_. .. '. :·i;f ;, tliij.~~an<!l'Outhupns1118SOfth~Six!'~ 

.. ·But.\~aildl'l'eedimtlill)soacr<ai!on' i ~~;.j! with the·emergCllce of the Wom:;u: 
· oi'its mvti hlsioricili environment. Duriayi:v • .- Liber.ltionMo·.=cnLThiswor~fecls;-upto . 
~•-- -;rites of the &hauing impact of the the la.c;t chapter-less dynv.rwc; ana MOil'! 
• ...,,. w r • . , • "'- '' '••• hiJ by ·American Civil V.V on Marx's ihouSht wh"" ·. l:.ooncu:,. mon: "'"' ;;. puuti..a. p o;op . . 

·. he~ wrlti!!g O!pi!al; !h~ aclrnow!~~ the . tett~k. But in both beaks, D-wr~»ka)n. A; · ~~· 
unfinished legacy or R=n.sauctioo, and is · on a ''"'Y sp:cific mission: to ~ MIIIX's 

· able to m:oJ!Ilu the acute ei,81lllicance of. the . Mal'xism from the th.are!ical and orpniza- I 
Montgomcrybusbo)'oott-!~.e~lac~dim~- ' !IDnal~ieritsattributediohim;toreclaimbis i 

· sion."Wo~m~t, hoWevel', whcl.hei:l!l,"iorcc"cr tdeas lrom whathasbecnsen:e<i up as Marx- 1 
"=scn"areheielnvisiblee:x.:eptlolifcwtefcr- ism, in Eas!a!i Europe, China, Cuba and I 
ences to ~Luxemburg. She do:$ not me'\· · among Western intdlectuals. She losists ~ I · 
lion Lenln's·idcas on the emancipation of yOU.cimnotscvcrMIIIX'seconomicsfrornbis, . 
women, women's leadership in the?.uisCcm- hu11UIIIism; bUIIIllllisfubcremeanlng "the~- ' · 

.:i:nun~northereversaloflibe.~~hl!egis!~· em.andpgtio~ o~ human beings: n~ .... -Jy l 
lion 1o the Soviet. Union.· ,1\t 'this stage, for from the capitalist mode ~f p~uction, but 1 

Dunaye\~Icay3, womellsccmto~becnstill notonlyfromthat. ~efailweo1the~ i 
:;owb:;o.:n1ed u:::d:: ":h: pro!:t..:.....:.:t.t. ~.. r:-;o~utivn; tv wntmut as "rtvUluttuu w I 

I malce this po;nt b=we.ii's clear; from Pemianence"-tlteirdislntcgrationintoasYS- . 
seve.ra! Cssays in WLDR. that alrtady .In the t:m c! forced labor camps and polltiall. i · 
ftftics,lonabcforeMar.rlrmar~l'lwdom-..-ns _prlsons-"-as the sb~ that sent Duna-p- : 
written, Duna~r.aya was lccenly a:tuned !" •!<al~ back. to "the ~nginal fo?" of _the Hu- i 
women's leadership and presence both "'thir. lllliDlSm or Marx,_ translatiro& his early · · 
and outside mdical groups. Io ':1'• Miners' huiniutist ~:;> ?ersdf tx.;ause "the ollic!al I 
Wives" (1950) slui not;cj tbat while the press Moscow publication (1959) 1:1 1ll1ll':cl by foot- ' 
depicted the women as bravcly. goinJl along notes which ft2gmntly violate Marx's content 
with tbe strika, they w;:re in f:.ct ru;<:;-1sts, &ndintent.""Mnrxismisathecryoffibcr'!lion 
sometimes pushing the mcit. In- an unpllb- or it is nothing"; but she refuses to vrcl>uif 
lished essay of 1953, she sharply eriticiles the Marx as "humanist, • shorn of his economics. 
SocialistWorkcr.Partyforfailingtorcc:ognizc 
tha! the women who had streamed by th~ rni!- · · , 
lions Into factories in the US during World n osa Lw>!mL'UIII ~ oometltlng more than i 
\".'ar II w.;re "a concretc re:.-ci1utioiliil-i foCCG"" ~ n critical phdoscpbiCli biography. But · 
searcrJn0 for •a total rccl'g~cn of wei- .1. '-thatitcertainlyis:enaccountofl..wcom­
ety.• "By con!louing hcr.Is)c] =cit daily at buig as wom'll!, thinkar, Oll!anizcr, revolu­
home, thewomenwerer,iY!naanewdirucmsion · tionist. A ccntr.I chapter is del'oted to Marx 
to pcliti.:s." Perhaps it's not lri mere 'l'o-enight and Luxemburg a$ theorlstsof capital, dissect­
that tJ-Js essay .remained unpublished until ing Luxen1bwg's critique of Marx in her Ac­
ncw. In it Dunayc\'Skaya malo:s clear that !he t:Umulation ofCapflll/.ln the midst of a vivid 
equalityofsomewomcnasleudcnwithinthe ' andfascin.~tlnsbio£1l!phy,thenon-cconomist 
partyciid n9i cxic..'1li ioilll)'teahllCQgniticn oi reodcr may lind henelf d::&gglng \\ith effort 
women as a major social fon:e. Possibly her through t:nninology fila: "'lllriab!A capital" . 
own consciousness of women. though,!t=n,: end "undertotisumptionfsm.• Dull3yt\'Skay.i ' 
received little atlinnation in the o!illl1iz;..tion <llisents a_t many points from I.uxtmburg's . 
ofwhicli she was then· a part. · · . . effor:ttofulliiJ,asshesawit, Ma.'X'sunlinlshcd ' 

Philo.rop/o>andRevo/utlonisthemostli<:a~ woi!C: ·But 'beyond the economic debate I 
demi<,. least =ible of Du.-12'/<YSkaya's · Dunaycvskaya asserts that luxemburg, de- · 
boolcs;ltretracessomecfthehlsiorycfphilos- · spi~ hu eloquent writit!il on im!leritillsm,. 
ophy in Marxism and Frtedom, mO\ing un , never saw the pntentiO! for reVolution lu the . 
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colonized people of color in what i• now called 
the Third World; and, despite the centrality of 
women to her antiamilltarist work. never "'w 
beyond . th• purely <eonomic class struggle. 
Where· Marx had seen "new forces and new 
passions spring up in the bosont of society" as 
capitalism declined, Luxemburg saw only the 
~<~suffering masses" under imperialism. 

Luxemburg Was •a reluctl'.nt feminist" who 
was "sailed in a tltOst personal fonn" by the 
"Woman Question" but, "just as she had 
learned to li\~ wltll an undcriyi.'tg anti­
Semitism in the- pmty, so sh~ learned to live 
with ••• male chauvi:lisin. • {Does.this have a 
familiar ring?) In partic:ulai, sbe lived "'ith it in 
the person of Au gun ·Bebet, a self-procl'linted 
feminist who wrote of her "wretehed font ale's 
squirts of poisonv lUld Viktor Adler, who 
called her "the poisonous bitch ••. clevtt '"a 

1
• 

monkey." However, when sbe was arrested in 
!9!5 it was on tbeevcororsanizina:anintema. 1 
tiona! women's antiwarconfcroncc with Clam 
Zetkin. Of their relationship, Dunayevsbya 

••• far from l..uJ:emb!q's ha'in& no interest 
i.n i.he 50-CZlltd .. Vobm!.D Queu.lon: and far 
from Zelkin ha\in& no intctest outside or 
that question •. •. both of them • •• were deter­
mined to build' womm's movement that 
cimcanmce1 not only on orjanizina \;"Omen 
workm bot on haviua L~cm dcvdop as 
leadm, as dccision·nWcm, and as inde-
pendent Marxist molutionaries. (p. 13) . 

In· fact, from 1902 on I.u.•.embWJ: had been 
writing and spcaldng on the t!llllttcipation of 
women and on wom::n suffrage; in 1911 she 
wrote to her friend Luisc Kautsky. "are you_ 
coming for !he women's conicroncc? Jwt im· j 
3iine.I have be(:ome a femlnis!!" She debated 
Belie! and Kautsky over the "Woman Ques­
tion,• and broke with Kautsl-y in 1911, ye~ in 
her short and brutally ended life, feminism 
and proletarian revolution never boca.'l!e in: 
te~f!i~- Dll'l")~lql~j~ <;fiti"S of I..uxcm­
burg~· but alSo i!ltpaticni wilil! ~!:dey. 
femirJstswhowanttowrite~e.:olt.· : .•. : 

In !..!!.".e::b~"'i D-wuryt:QL!ya po~s a· 
brilliant, bra"" and independent woman, pas­
sionstely intunaliolllllist l.lld \Ill"~· a be­
lioverin the people's ~nta~:eity"in the cause 
of freedom; a woman who saw bmelf as 1 
Marx's pbilosop.bi ·ct.! heir, who refused tlte -~ 
efforts of l!er lover and other men to dis· 
c:curqe her from fllll participation in "'n2.ld!!s · ·1 
histoty"becauseshew-... a woman. But the b!- , 
UilfliPDf cioes not stoll here. The book opens 
out into a sequence of essays sener.ued, as : 
Dunayevskaya r:Us us, by three events: the 
resUiience of the Women's Liberation Men-.. 
mcnt out of the Left; the cubiication for lite 1 

first time of Mux'slut wrllings. 1M Ethno- ' 
iogicol Nottbcoks; and the 2)o~al national 
liberation ruO\-entents of the 1970.s · Which · 
demonstrated to her L'tat Mar.;hm continues 
:ohaven:wtingllSa phllosoph;of ll"IOiulion. 
LuxcmbUQ(s life and thousht beoame a kind 
of jwnpl..ng-ofr point into the JllUent and 
future-whmile saw and didn't see, ber limi­
tations as well as her und~ We tao~ 

· learn from ha m1stH'a$, s:;ys Ditna)oe-nicay.o, 
as slo.e bellies c!.."'YC!op!na thet~ wb!ch she 
will punue in WLDR. 

I n this 35-:r-ear collection of essays, inter· 
views, letter.~, lectures, yo~ see Dunaycv·­
skaya going at her central ideas b many 

different \Y"3ys. Agree or not with her analysis 
here, hoc interpreration there: these worki~g 
papers are some of the most tingling, in­
vigorating writing since the eariy days of 
Women's Liberat!~n when h'Iitini and or· 
&anizing most often wentliandinhaud. This is 

I 

::Ra::;l.:;-a:.:D:.:":.:•::•zns~ka:::!YL:::.... __ -------·-------------I • • • • -"! •• -. 
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'.i!' ··?~: ... '•J.: ~·. ···: ;·; ; . ' ... 
an iiresist."blo .~ruon cr .WCl\!en in move­
ment,:~~ \Vllrld .and _lhniu!lh history; 
~'Skeya reslly d~.ht!ld 10 an intema' 
tiona! per.pe::tl:-e. Shccbi~aad ¢ticizeo Si­
mone de lleauvoir, Shr..:!!o P.cWbot!Wn, Gorda 
Leiner; ppWei wutkring· Hdzhts, A P,JJ()m 
qfOnn!Jwr~ the "Three Marias• of theN~"'· 
l'of!Ug~U~Se l4pen, the poetry cif O~dolyn 
-~~.lei~~ ~~X'+.'!~!~!!,_ I 
'lfu\skj · v.;,.t tllrtlier t1um Thlul&.- ·111e· 

ciiliSUScs .Engels for diluting and dinortins · 
Marx, aad rost-Marxir.s and fcmir.ists for 
tal:ing Engels' Or'.gln qftr.e Family as Mads 
wordonwomenandmcn. Her quarrel with the 
Westm~ post-Mancis!4 Is tlutt they'vt IWn 
~.:Cf~.1;.AfQiihl;Wiwic;·iuJUtimtwhathas 1 

been leftout (especlally ~.dlmentiol!! of I 
· wanien a.i2d the Thin! \\brkl) is crucial in our 

1 . . time. Her quarrel with the Womea's M.,.._l 
.··::~~d~~ .. :!~:j=&~~~A:, 

post .. ~~ wiih~mt !Oo!dug intc ~·f~h for I 
them.sclvcs. She insists that Marx's Plilloso-\ 
phy,farfro:nbcingacloscdandautoaaticsys-

1 tern, is open-encle<:!, :o !bat ~ each. agr. he . 
'"-'''-'''"-' 'OcC:oDieS_m_ore-~Ve ihin in lhe--agc.tie!o-re."! 

That Marx was himself open 10 an e-.traordi- i 
lll!i}'cie~tDo:h•noi~tha.l>thcseofwhite; 
males. : 

But why do we n~ Mw:, any-.,.-ay? : 
Ollll8)'eY$ksya.bclievos he is the only philoso­
pher of "total re-10l~tl<w~- the revolution thac 
will toueh mri !ralUfann all human relation­
ships, tlut iJ n.....--ending. "revolution in per­
ma.."l~"l'trm:!..'!~!:en'.!'!:!SaP.Ml!:;-ltdswtc 

. whieh bas· found alJ thCIIIISWm, but a •oclety 
'allofwhcSeJY.~p!epaniclpatelnbothgovern­
ment and production, ami in which the divi­

. sion between manual and menial labor will be· 
ended. We need s-~eh a philosophy as ground­
ins for ol!;al1izing, siace, as she says ht Rosa 
lJIXI!!II!Iutg, "Withoutapbi!osophyofrevclu­
ti~ :::!-..'i--. ;p.;ud.i iUcli · itl · mac anti­
imporialism and anti-capitalism, wi!houtev.r 

_ ItVr.;~~ling what it is/or.• 

Dunayev•~-a bOs<> her c:laims for Man on 
her rra.dina or his entire work, but attaChes 
special importance to the Ethnological Note­
boola (only llall.ICribecl &nd published _in 
tm)ushool'.na that at the O'er}' end of his Ufr. · 
u in h!s early writings; he was concemed.wit~ 

· · ·· "bwiwusm"-not simp!-; class struggle but 
with the values aud structures a! p~-capi:alist, 
non-Ewopean societies, and the relation:hip 

··· ., · ofthcSC<COin~soc:ieties.l found theNate­
boOl'.Yin!llauin& thoiJ&h lwdly aao<>Q quick 
RaiL In these manuscripts, lolled between 
1880 and 1883, Marx mie'Wed the anthropo. - . - ' . 

:::_·,~---- -~·-

logicaVe.tlmological viti~ o_! ~ X:rem: 
Moii!Wl (Engels based h!s. Ongm on Mm·s 
nutes on Morgan), John Bodd Phear• He:uy . 
Maine and John Llibboeii. You have ID im­
.igine a. Oc:zinan J<w of .vast scllolar>bip and 
irascibilitv, reading aud takinJl notes in Ens-. 
!ish with ~onal iroi:ic German or Eiiglisb ·. 
asides. }-.rid indeed, ~.a.wox ~-cr:.s to ~ c.~ a \ 
_ ·=~l,I..!Jl~~Sf~M,M~.,..· 
ore-caottalist. tnoa sooeties. 

Marx did not go along with the ethnologists 
in their definitior..softhe ... savag~~mc.sured 
against "the civilized. • C".apillllism ·doesn't 
n,,""' progre:s; the: clvilizcci are also the 
dohTI:tved. H.e s;aw •a._.;tj .... .:on" c:; ::dh'!dtd 
c~nclidon - human subjectivity · clividtd 
against itself by the division oilabor, md also 
clivid..-d frout ruture. He was crltical.of Mor- . 
gan for ignoring the genocidi and .e:hnl)ci~ . 
against L~eAmericanlndians, ofPhear's con' 
descension toward Bengali culture and of the 
ethnoemtriclty of the cthnogr.~pbers in : 
geur!lll. · .. · 

But neither clid Marx idealize egalitarian i . 
· w.-wnuiicl wcict71- he saw~-- 5l'.)'S iJUiia;yCY: ! · 

skaya. that "the elen:ents of oppression in 
genercJ.. and ut woman in partic::Iart ~ 
from within primitive communism :.s prup­
·e<tyandrankbeganiOemerge ••• Thatistosay, 
within the egalitarian commun>l fonn arose 
the elemuu:; or its opposite-taste, a,ristoc-1 
""->'• different material inte=" Ho watched : 
cioseiy how the fa:riilY. evolve~ into an ceo-. 
nomic-unit, v*ithin which were U1e:sced.s, t'f 
siav.ry and ser frlom, bow tribal conllitt and 
conquest als~ l<d toward slaYCty and the ac- , 
quisition of property; but whore Engels , 
posited "the wotld-wide :U.-:otic def~ of the ! 
female 51::1., • Dun:cyevskay.~ asserts that Ma111 

. saw the resistan.ee of the: women in eVery n:vo­
lutioit, not simply how .they wtre disem­
pawemiby!h~d~lt)!l!!l'!~~fp~i=:.~·:..-.:! 
by European invasion and colonization. Ute 
Etilllologlcal Noteb<HIIa :ue !:mcial in 
Duru!ycvskay.~'s eye: becau!.l they show Marx. 
atapointinhislifewhcii:h!>ideaof=oiution 
was becoming even mon: comprehetiSlve: the 
colonialism th:u evolved out of capitalism 
forcedhimtonlto!ml~prc-colc•nialsocietie;;IO 
study human relations, and "w.~<ee the Jl'lSSi- ·. 
bilicy- cf ne.:.· hurr.c.n iclatlvrus, nm m they l 

might come through a m<R 'upda.ting' of 
primitive c:ommunlml's equality of the sc:-.es, 
••• b\llas Marx sensed they would IT.ust forth 
from a new type of n:-;oluti<,n. • rl\farx enYi­
sinncd a 101311y new I1UID. a totally new 
womao, a totally ne.v liie form _(and hy no I 
mtanS only for tnrJmge); in a word, a totally \ 

c ..... --· .. 

J_• 

~.: 
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·: neW_S'>clety." 
· · , Duna,...lca)'llYCbemcntlyo~posesL~eview 

that Marx's' Mandsm means class struggle is 
. priniary, orlhatiru:ismand sexual oppression 

will be ended when eapitalism falls. "What 
l!ap~ .tur7" she .::ys, is the question we 

· have to be asking au atoni Arid this, she=. 
· the Wo:n:n's Liberation Movement, Black 
and whi'.t,llas insiste(!'on. .• :;, . 

After Cbcmobyl, 20,000 women in Finland 
declale they refuse to beccmc piCgnant untii 

· nuclearr=:c'.orsaiCbaruied.Intheheartoftho 
South African revolution are womCil, as there 
alw..ys luive been: .~'!()men and youth, the 
clilld.ren of-~:b·~'COtting subst!lnA_"rd 
schools, the women of Sowcto organizing in ' 
sdf·help groups for li!Clll..')', food, health c:are.· . I . 

· · · --~ the heart of Reagan's war Q!Olinst NiCB.t-a-
.gUa, Its people~ discussing a new constitu: 
tioD, including proposais for gay rights ana 
abortion rights. In the Philippines, one of the 
WOrst sweatshops of the global factory that is 
wming women, a bloOdless l'OPu!at revolu­
tion gathers arouod a· woll!an, C~~n 
Aquino. At Big Mouotain, where as I write 
Navahos are read~ themselves a._.,.;n.t for· 
cole re10081iotl, the er£ndmothers stand fast. 

y:::~:=/~;:.~u;;~C:~ ,. 
.L agination, her tenacity, her own dialeclical 
growth, that I •.wnt to hear what she has to say 
cn:r.:nycfth:edge:ofs:rugglewherewefind 
ourstlvesln 1?86. Shcmentionslnpming, for 
cxam~le, ihat "It is that topic, s:xlllility, that is 
still i'l need of a relation to """'Jution." Nei· 
thersexuall'urity nor sc:z;ua! liberation has es· 
._;..1: .. 1.....a ...... " -~ ... : .... r ..... . _ ..... _,_. ch,. :.!r.:m.s 
;hek;bian ";.i.';;;m;;;;~~;;;.;;-~t, but I 
wantmore. 'M:'resu1luoclearhowanclbywhat 
historical for= betc>"-"=:ilitY h.:s been so­
cially constntcted, Indoctrinated; the deg:et to 
which lesbian and g:.y liberation has been a 
rtVOlutionar-J fon:e; how actual sc:orualpracticc. 
ilirorms theory; the conditions undo; ;vi'Jch 

· RX ls worK. .rca;ui.iun, ur. in iwcin: ~~c·s 
p!L'Wl; "the erotic as power." In North Caro­
UnaMabSegl<st,awhitclesbiananti-KLlnac­
tivisl, is on the line between the gay-baiting 
andquecr-b;lshlngofthoRig!ttandthehomo­
phobiaofsomean!l·KLlnorgani=. (Her My 
Mama's Dead Squirrel: Lesbian Essays on 
Sot•t¥m Crdllllr, r=ntly publi.•hed by fire· 

. justic:.) a c:aU from a gay liber· 
ation Ccntr.ll Ammc:a activist on his way to 
Niwagua to study and fCPOrl on gay and 1 
abortion rights In that revolution. lesbian 
L'b:!atlon scut arock<tiro& pulse of eneq:y Into 
the women's mO\'CIIICDI, Md we c:an only con-

.·.· j:cture bow lzft ~ an:; &mitism, 
homophobia ~~a, .. constrlded tl-.e political 
3C:ope of radical mmm, J-, gays and les­
bians, peo:~plcdrnwn to tlo.c work of justice but 
oiicl dlsallawed the search for justi~ for 

. themsclvi!J. . 
' . - -~·.: ... -~ 

In E! P.<So, Thcas, last March, I listened to 
tho attorneys of the Immigration and Natural· · 
ization Sm'i~ trying to. establish that the · 
wri:cr, photographer and teacher Margaret 

• Randal: should be deported from tlte US on · 
a~u.,tofwhatsheluuw'ritien; oo~er and OYer . 

thCWom"Marxism"wasusedasi,lcnticalwith 
Communism and both as identi ... t with cv!J. 
Randall'saoss-<:<amlnationbytheiNSwzsan · 
wtabasl!ed atw:npt to intimidate and smear 
many lovels or political di~t.· She was Red· 
baited, butal.lo WOtna'l·baitcd. Her!ndepend· 
ent Ufe, her having bad children by diff...ut 
fathers, her having onre worltcd in a gay bar 
and p;::sea as a nude mOdei, were cit!c:i by the 
INS to h!bcl ber an undesitableclcmcnL In her 
testimony, R.-mdall stated that "I do subscribe 
to :em: id=:; cfK:r! Ma.A;,;; tcvl to Jock at 
history." C!catiy, In the prese.11 climatc.of 
officialdom, that is an activity liable to sup­
pr:ssion. 

What! h=r D~~ye~o;J=;~ ::.j'iili abv.-: ;U 
i• t~t welta\'i! reached the point in I'Jstory 
where real r~om is ~!tainablr_ if ,are !!!:Willa ~ 
i~ to co:)lmit otuselve:s: to a more inclusive de. 
finition of freedom than bas ever !>.len 
auemptOd.lfindeedMnrxwasmovinslnsuch 

-a Wimion,: we ·can~ ieap· fon;.WQ irotii Mirit 
without undentanding where he left off, and 
what he left to us. 0 · 

'C.L.R.Iamos.AIIhtRtndezyo:LS~/V'JCtoryu,.;n. 
don: AlliiOn and Busby, i9c;.4), p. ~ 

' Sec News and Letters, Vol. 31 No. S (Juoe 1986), 
p.4. 

HlltOun, llrai:e, Jovanovich, 1%S), p. 19 • 
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RAYA DUNAYEVSKAVA ~-
·= ·. 

EVANSTON. k. 60202 . 

Sept, 18, 1986 

Dear Adrieririe Rich: 

Your review of my four major works created an adventur'ous journey 
for me. It was an' adventure bec?..use it shov!ed that not only doesAhe 
uniqueness, the newness of today• s Woinen' s Liberation biovement .. no 
longer stand .in the way of its appreciation of Rosa Lu.xemburg, '·the 
great revolutionary Marxist feminist, but it poses as well other cri-
tiques of ·today' s Marxism. · · , 

The simultaneity of the appearance of Women's Liberation-- that 
had dsveloped from an Idea whose time had come to a Movemm!_-- and 
the appear·s.nce. of the. transcription of Marx's Ethnolog~cal Notebbooks 
led me to think (evidenUy wrongly) that the work !.was rush!ne to,· 
completion-- Philosophy and Revolution-- with its :final chapter 
tackling"n_~~-P_!!.SSlons and new force~ would res.ul t in a veri table 

_ (w}JQ~f__:adical···re1ninism~!larxlak}i~~sm=? . ... . , ... ___ ••--•o••- .. ·-' -

Instead, as you so cog~ntly expressed it in your review. ".,. 
a. term like 'Marxist-Humanis .• would · .-";':he late sixties and early 
seventies, have sounded iike uner-a1 knerrz, .. to the Women'.s Liber-
ation Movement at that time. . - · · ·.· .-

From the receptlon (mostly the lack of it) of my works ty so- • 
called orthodox Marxists, on the one hand, and by rsadical feminists, 

· on the other hand, I felt that both the radical feminists and the 
post-Marx Marxists lack a philosophy of revolutiort needed for total 
revolution, It became clear to mo that the hlarxists were raised on 
Engelsian Marxism, not ~·s lllarxism, i.e,, what Marx from the very 
start called "a new Humanism", 

How r.r:mld women, I asked myself', :::kip over histClry and ai:t ·as 

if nothing happened before the 1960s? After-all, it meant skipping 
.over integral, crucial-periods of their own history, be it of the 
19th century or the 1930s, · 

In Yenan in those '30s and '40s, some women were critiquing 
Mao himself, The great writer and revolutionary Ding Ling had written 
"Thoughts on !{;arch 8", declaring the wives of tha Communht leaders 

_!iS. "Karas who Cf!me home". Yet U.S. radical' f'erninists not only dis­
missed the 1930s as "counter-revolutionary", but ne'~"er addressed 
the significance of the battles of the housewives drive:: into the 
factories to become those "Rosie the Riveters", only to be throv.n 

·out of the factories at the enq of World War II and told to go back. 
to the kitchen. 

It seemed to me tha·i; not only was a cri t:i.que of the Women's 
Liberation l:lovet:lent needed, but it was also necessary to draw up a 
balance sheet about that missing link-- philosophy-- not o~ly ~r. 

"' . the 'tlomeh' s; Liberation l•io-:ement, but among even the great r,,arxlst 
.. .::;! ·.revolutionaries. , d · .. · d rip.t

1
· on· 

• Pardon: rr.e ·for smiling at the word • aca em~c 1n your esc -
of Philosophy and Revolution as "the most acader.lic". WJ1a.J; is true 
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~~r~~~t ~~Y b~i~ int~950, when I was actlve in the:,J.liners• Genera'1 
d" - d a . wr1 1ng · e Ulspatches also on the miners • wives, I also 

ug eep 1n;o a study of Regel's work::1. Having never be't'n part ·of ... · 
academia, (I m 76.) I was_ J10t even aware that when, in 1953 . I first· 
b:;oke through to a n~w c.oncept. of Hegel'.~, Absolutes*, I had broken 
Wl t~ !h~ W~ole Hegeha!_: tradl t1on which saw Hegel's. Absolutes as ..... 
a h.:.e~azch1al system •. mstead, I saw, in the Absolu.te new b i i ·· 
a movement from practice as well as from theory.· • eg nn ngs, 

, . . Th
4 

s is why Marx never let go of the Hegelian dialectic •'""~ cr·· 
n; ~aw as ~'the source of all dialectics "· Marx held Absolut· 'N"··-tlvl ty "t' t' - • e ega--- ne !!ega 1on of the negation"-- to be an active creativit 
that Feuerbac~lan,mat;rialism's cr~tique of Hegel's idealism had Y 
not matched, 1\,arx s dlalectical. hHd:n.,.; 0.,1·-~"'~r: -1: ~m •• • · · · d -r--- · · i · · ~ -~'"" ,_, __ - ..... ""Q, "C" ,•t:t .J.t:Ht u~a no"t 
n e.,.~-~ t1': t~ ~:?t~9.ue !Jf Hegel though Marx had discovered·. a who' - ·.·. 
e~ Cvn 1nen" oz •nougnt ~d revolution of cla •- ~, .:.~ 

fvian/Woman relationship-- 1n a wora, "revolution s~ns pe~§'§.n~~belr: the 

It was only whim the turbulent 1960s ended with DeGaulle winning 
.in P:aris, 1968, without firing a shot, at the very heightnf .that 
massive activity _that had relegated theory to something that could. 
supposedly be cau~ht "en route"~ that I finally felt compelled pub­
lic~y .. to delve 1nto that .miss1ng dimensiono:f' :philosophy-- the ... 

· · -- Hegeiian dialectic that llarx had been rooted in. To tackle the di­
alectics of thought and revolution, was, I held, what all the new 
passions and new forces needed to have as their ground. I knew I: . 
was treading uncharted waters, not only among Women's Liberationists, 
but among orthodox. Marxists, .but I did not expect the response to 
my findings would be such total sile:1ce. 

(You have hit the nail on the head when you wrote: "If, indeed, 
Marx was moving in such a direction, we can't leap forward from Marx 
without understanding where h~ left off and what he left to us." 
That's what I thought I was doing when I c.:mcretized the task as the 
need to work out the new signalled by the 1950s that 1 had designated 
a movement from practiCe that is itself a form of theoryJ I involved 
myself in the recording of those new voices beginning with the miners 
on general strike: and thei~ wives, in those activities againot that­
machine, the "continuous miner", which. they called a "man killer". 
With it they had posed the q~tion: "what kind of labor should man 
do'?" In the '60s we recorded the voices from b'elow in Freedom Riders · 
Speak for Themselves (from.~ississippi and Louisianna jails) as 
well as the voices and thoughts fro.m the Mississippi Freedom Schools 
and the Free Speech f;iovement. This last pamphlet, The Free srech 
N,ovement and the Negro Revolution, by Mario Savio, Eugene l'la ker and 
Raya :Du:~ayevskaya,- a.s well as the pamphlet, Notes on Women• s"Liberation: 
We Speak in ~!any Voices, were issued along with Nationalism, Communism,. 
il.arxist-Humanism and the Afro-Asian Revolutions. I had hoped that 
the. essence of all these new VO:lces and new worlds was articulated ir. 
Philosophy and Revolution. 
------------------
~ Cver a. decade after those Letters on the A"csolute Idea were written, 
(see my Archives, the Raya Dunayevskaya Collection at ~layne State Uni­
versity, pp. 2431-66 and pp. 5041-5109), as 1 began writing my draft · 
chapters of PhilosophY and Revolution, I found that Hegel scholars 

. ,, 'had lei't the three final syllogisms of Hegel's Encycloiedia (para-

.· >? g'rap}ls 575, 576, 577i :fairly untouched, withou~ realiz ng that it was 
·.not :Logic, but Nature that.:had been the media·tlon, the ground for the 
· 'self-mo·.rement of the Idea/.from Pher.omenology, Science, Philosophy o:( .'<.· · 

i\ature, ~'f!.ind, i.e. the. whole Encycloped1!!.t. · ·11301. 
,.··--. 
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Passions, I might add-- Rnd r.iarx was a great one to taik about-
"new forces and new passions"-- was not restricted to what Audr.e Lorde · 
calls the "erotic as power". Any struggle for new human relations. 
renuired not only philosophy and revolution, but ~-development, .. 
. and that both the day of revolution and the day after. That nothing 

new, .. much less a totally new society, could be achieved cold- · 
bloodedly shows that the creative urge demanded passion. That is .·. 
what brought forth from Marx such new languap;e as "time is space for 
human devej,opmP.nt"-- and that in an article· on economics~ · .. 

Towards the end of your review of my books, you place a whole 
new series of problems before me. You single out "the edges of struggle", 
asking rne·tc expand on the question of women's liberation's rela- · 

:lit. tionship to revolution, since sexuality-- "neither s~::xual purity nor 
"'1' .s.~x~:~al li~er-a~,;ion"-- has esta~lished any relationsh~p to. revolution. 

wna,; remalns "still unclear {J.s) how, and by what hJ.ston.cal forces 
heterosexuality has been socially constructed; the degree to which 
lesbian and ~ay l~~tion has been a reyolutionaryfor?e; how actual 
sexual practJ.ce ~formS) theory; the condJ. tions under whJ.ch · sex is . 
work, recreation;--o:r;-:rn Audre Lorde • s phrase, ~the erotic is power". 

My problem is: how cal! I answer- the specHici ty of se~"Ua~i ty in · 
the sense it is now used WJ.thout .seeming to slough it off ~f-i reply: 
You are the one who must do it1 workers work out their own emancipa­
tion and Bl~ck:; .thairs, so. must all- other fot·(a!S' oi- revolution~:;-~.·-;__ 
youth, women, and women not just in general, but the very concrete 
question oi lesbianism, or, for that matter, all of homosexuality. 

It is true that women revolutionaries in the 19th a."ld early 
20th century referred to sexuality (if "they used the word at all), 
and meant by it only the discrimination against women in labor and 

_WaBes, never bringing the topic: in to the "Party", as,l.f it hadno 
relation to men in the moven,ent. And it ls true that by the mid-20th 
century, when- we began posing the subject, we were ·still- referring

1
-

not to specific practices, but using the word sex as if it encompassed 
homosexual as well as heterosexual, and thus leaving the impression 
that we actually narrowed sexism to condi-tione of labor, class struggle, 
or :.;-ace, rather than different sex practices. ~!hat was true was that-
as revolutionaries we were always putting the priority on the dial­
ectics of revolution. __ 

· · I beiie·re that where I have had the greatest exp'erience with 
·a ::;pecific force of revolt~tion demanding proof of the concreteness 
of freedom for itself is with the Black nimension. I have been active 
there from literally the :first inoment r·. a. U\trainiM,' · ·· landed on· 
these shores, the first time I saw allack. man. I '3.sked who was that. 
I took myself from the Jewish ghetto t•h e .B'lack ghetto in the 1920s. 
In the 1960s, on the lOOth anniversary of the Emancipation Procla­
mation we embarked on a short history of the whole Black Dimension -
in American history, American Civili~ation en Trial, which had as its 
subt:l. tle, "Black l·iasses as Vanguard". I was questioned by a Black . 
woman in the late •6os about what the concept of freedom in l·:arxist­
Humanism means to Black women. 

\'li thout feeling that I was evading her question, my answer 
stressed the fact that, far from Karxist-Humanist philosophy limiting 
us .in the f.ight for total freedom for all, it led me to the creation 
·of-the category, "~Ieman as Revolutionary Reasor( as well as Force", 
and that before women • s li bera '.:ion had moved from an Idea to a rr.ovement. 
I pointed to Black women speaking for i:hemselves in News & Lette;:§. 
not only as Mtivists; but as columnists such as Ethe! DUnbar in 

""Wa:/:·,of the ~lorld" and the development of' ~;,·"~loman as Reason". colu;nn. 
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I had to respond that each revolutionary force does have to. con~t1~~1; 
the question for what it considers, holds, as the proof that freedom· 
is here and d.oes relate to them. No one can do it for Cther. ·~;:} 

I then embarked on collecting 35 years of my writing for Women • §. -. 
Liberation and the ~ialectics of Revolution. Clearly, dialectics_ 
of revolution was still my preoccupation. This time , however, I •· 
wanted to single out.<.women as the subject, The aim was to show how 
total the uprooting of the old must be, be it in work, or culture, 
or leisure, or self. And with it, how total freedom must be, which 
was the meaning of li.arx' s "revolution in ·permanence" • that is, to 
continue after the overthrow of the old. at which point the task ;.;1 
becomes most difficult, as it involves nothing short of such full 
self-development that the division between mental and manual is 
finally abolished. · . . · ··· · · 

The Introduction/Cverview to that book, Women's Liberation and 
the Dialectics of Revolution, tried to spell out that dialectic of 

· revolution, whether it dealt with labor, Black, Women (Part I), or, 
·as in Par·t I!, a.ll women, -whether leaderS, or ranks, or whatever, 
and in whatever period, designated "Revolutionaries All". At the 
same time I had been developing the indispensibility of theory by 
speaking---on "Not: by-·-_P:racti'ce Alun12,- The f,Jovement fr-om Theo~f'Y!: .;-·:v;:~e:r~.:·--·.•c•ccc.,""""" 
in Part IIL I spealc(of "Sex5.sm, Politics and Revolution" in various.> 
par:t.s of' tn'e world, I posed the question without answaring· it: "Is ·· 
there an Organizational Answer?". I deliberately didn't answer it 
there because I i'eel very strongly that without that missing link 
-- philosophy-- there is no answer to the question of orgaruzation, 
which of course means relationship to revolution; · 
. This is exactly what I a'il in the process of w6rkiria . out in my . 
beck-to-be, .Dialect:tcs of Orga.'1iz.ation rL"ld Philosophv: :ehe ''Party·~-

. .!!,nd. Forms of Organization :aorn out. of Spontaneity. As you saw· from 
Part IV of my last bCJok, I tracea lr.arx 1 s !lew Humanism together with 
th(1 Dialectics of Women's Liberation in Primitive and r.ioderri Societies. 
Here is how I phrased it in my new working papers: "Put briefly, 
Women's Liberation is. the first dialectic of revolution when it is 
relationship~- when it comes out of-~ the·nsw epoch itself, which 
we declared philsophically to be a movement from practice that is 
itself a form of theory, and absolutely inseparable from revolution. 
It is those three elements-- the epoch; the philosophy, and a new 
force of revolution-- which we, and we alone, named when we saw Women's 
Liberation not only_ as Force, but as Reason." 

M.y point was that before Marx learned all those great things 
about thP. Iroquois that excited him so much as to create still "new 
moments" for him, he wrote the first draft of Capital (which the 
rr:arx-Engels Insti tut!i a belated century late:~; called the Grundrisse), 
where he analyzed pre-capitalist society and became sufficientlv 
enamored of those socieities that he used a most Hegelian phrase 
to designate human development-- "the absolute movement of becoming". 

This ~continuity of epochs becomes creatively original rather 
· thall being just an "update" when it is deeply rooted in continui "':Y. 
The new continent of thou~rht and of revclu1ion that l·iarx had discovered 

.. , ... '~when he broke with capitalism, az well as with what he callei "-l:ulgar 
-: ----communism", and critiqued Hegelian dialectics, he :called a "new:: 
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ifJmanf~m .. -. That will remain +JJg ground needed until th~re Jia~ ,· ... -~.-. 
total uprooting of all forms of capi &aiism, ~te:t~c ai{ weJ,i .. 

• including capitalist-imperialism, That is fir.st, w:r;itn.,the Sel 
Forth of Liberty brings the Self-Determination Cii','!;he' Idea to>Dia~ ··: ....... , ..•.. 

, turi ty. and the dialectic .is unchalned. The Universal and the Iridiv~ 
'idual become one, or. as Hegel put it: "Individualism which.• l!!tts :· :: . : 
nothing interfere with its Universalism, i.e. Freedom~" We cannot · 
.tell in adv~ce what a fully new human beir~g ·is because we are not,·. · 

' .. n __ ::-
I would .very m··ch like to talk more with you, Is Chicago on . .•· 

your calendar? Would you be interested in commenting on a."lY of the · 
-sections of what I am now working on; Dialectics_ of Qrganization and 
~n_osophy? <· 

Your!;, 
'.-: ·r 

"' \ ••.......... 

\ 
\ 

H ~~ l jk 1\-~"'~~(.;~ 1 L~uJ dL~o ~urt;f 
1

, o~- . 
.--- ~ \Wr~e..s vJt~llt... ~ L)w\r.o..r>.'l'-<lr""" 1 •;e, t..ht(._ 
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Jan. 24, 1987 

Dear AR --

:-.-.-", Wnen one is not s poet, how c~n she possibly make a, _ . 
thank you note sound like the rythm of Blood, -Bread and Poetry? ... 

Tygerl Tygerl burning bright 
In the Forest of the night, 
What immortal hand or eye 
Dare frame they fearful symmetry? 

At least I laughed hard when I read y~:mr description of 
enclaves "defined by little sects who feed_o.ff each others' 
errors·." 

You are right to ask ''Who is ~?" 

My -passion· is .. ·,'-'revcllltion"··'···'-"'"'"'""'' 
in permanence''. That, too, is just the end of the note, "not 
an ending." I am forever searching for new beginnings and . 
those will emerge when self-determination of nations, of 
movements find their affinity with the "Self-Determination 
of the Idea. 11 

Ray a 

-,-~ .. -..--..-_~··· 



,_ fnur.a T~yrJc.a !n._1~6.en S_an Antonio, T~xa:~d~r obrera chit;ana, su_ -:--_..;..., :.__ .. _.o..::_-- .•• _"·- --.:.. -__ < .,· ·\i>Jo>"::.l".i 
- comprorruso ron Ja JUStteta Ia Ilev6 a una ach~ ~man~~ntra del haa;r:llup 1 -----:1iif£,.. _. .... ....,._.... , 
miseria y eldew.mpl~ dur;tnte Ia Gran Dep ~. ~ li34 ot-3 8 apoy6 q( • d *''"~ ·-· __.,~ -•~-·· ; 
las huelgas dl! Ia dudad escribiendo pMflet ,.visitfnHA ho de huelg~ . .3o~~--~., - , .. _ ··--., ·-~ : 
unit!ndose al cordOn de piquete. Se enter6 d apurb de)os ob r\X en Ia P~,..~::-~-~,~~· ; 

. '
1
1 Zacate (espede de Pl.tZa de Trafalgar de San to~id;,=-dbr;d os SO\.;a]ist.illi: "14 ?' " .... ~ • ~- _n.Y»-· 

anarquistas soli"r. pronunda: sus disc-.Jt$OS. Su nt~sta:~o;...;vs obreros ck~~__.. .... --.,...,::~~-- :: '~~~~~~,~~ 
lt~llrv6 a unirse:al Partido Cor.:.unista en 1937 y Ia Alianza Obrera, una ··~: 
o~aniiaci6n ~unJada pot Ios corilun:stas y socialistas par.1 d&-mpleaJos, ei 90% de 

i 
! 

los cualcs cran limpiadortS de nuez y obreros: agrarios. La Alianza ory,aniz6 manifes· 
laciones en demanda de empleos, no de limosn~s. exigiU qu(el ob;·l!ro chicano 
tuviera e-1 dere:ho de h1Jelg.a sin el temor de ser depcrtado, asi como el derecho a una 

. jor::~d: y ";;:!urio mlnimw. Cuar,Ju 1~,000 iimpiadorcs de nucz abandonaron las 
iAbrica.'" en 1933; Tenayuca fuc elegida un.inhnente lfder huelguista. At rcsrf'cto 
Tenayuca opiua, ~to qt.:e el!'pez6 como un movimier.to p.aro crganiz.lrse en dem~n­
d3 de una igualdad de sa!arios se convirti6 en l!n m_o\·imiento de mas-as contra el 

1 '"'"'hr .. "'c ........ ...1-t- ..1--1..-- -!..!I-- ·· --- · - · ' ·• · • n"o m'·••"mo y 1o"o -o ---··r -;_- _____ ,- •-·-·- ................. u,. o.nan;;.,, y pua uud n:y ut: sal<:! .. " ·~oo 

. I transForm6 el car-'cter dellado oest~ dt> San Antonio... . . 

: }eOA.R~, ]QiM,vwii-.'N; fo tr.t.l~'Gt 
i ~at cJe&l. r ~v~'// ~ /.ea..u-.:'1 ~ IIJLPP.( 
A.IM[ RM:~v·s;.. t'?M.rry ~St. ll'W-1-~ ;,, 

·; r ~f:lp- m. ~(Ill.... ff...l.£i- SrJw..A.Hru... ~"~~'-"" E. ~~ ,-- El 
~ h e~ ~~ o . r """" l<u.p · t-.. hfr..c.L.. 
~~.J~It, 1Wj f1,-",.·d.,'llW'1 tec/r.NrtAf,'u\, 

~ r:;:;t~h:~~~~{).M~~ ·~ ._ 
i -II} 19i6 iW·--\'}.:1~ Pnu, !nc. i.':-,.; .:lfRWZKiO~ rJU('..Jii'iol ,J.n Hnlucutivo. A D 

1
# lltuJo p."'l' Vl(lll. Uofahty• ~- dr cnl~~istu ron Emm.a B. Tm.yuc.a. 1934.. •If • 

• ·,·_. Fo>t0J cMK£& dd lt:itltutt ofT~ Cclr-.un (S~m Ar~roni., L~iltt fotut-l. Ftlto d.- fm'ltt: TeNyiK• mc~tundo 
-liM manlfHI:Id6r. dtlu.hl dtl Ayunlmoln!tc de Suo Anlonlc, \9l7, 
Jitc.'lo ~h m p.:rte por "~'~' d:m.1ci6n (dir:g!d.& por d don.adotl y adolnlst:iM:b por fi Fund!na Exch~/ 
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Emma Tenayuca (n. 1916 en San Antonio, Texao;_l,~~ fder obrera chi~;,ar.a, su._ " 
corOpromiso con Ia justitia Ia 1Jev6 a una actit ry,41ltan n ontra de! ha~~~ ..... :--"'~~ .... ., .. _ _,.._, 
mt!eria y el desempleo durcmte J.a Gran Depr ian. o, }!i34 8fn apoy6 c~'~ .•• :::-::. ~..,.._.. . ..,..,, ·~·-.-
Ia:;_ ?uelgas dt Ia c_iudnd ~!.'ol:ribiendo pan~et ~,1isi~l~nHA ho df' huelg~·-,.:..· .. ~" : ...... _--..~ .... -- ·"' .......... __ ··-
umendo$e al cordon de p1quete. Se ente;o d t a:purb de)os ob rosen Ia P~d.ab .. .ot.~~- ... r.-·-···-··....- • .~.,,.. ...... _ .. 
Zacate (especie de Plaza Jt~ Trafalgar de San ntot1iJ),r.dbnd los sociaJis~~~ .... ~>,. • •• ~~·~r .. - ......... _~ ....... n_ 

anzrq~istas s~Iian pron~~ciar su!t d~scursos. Su 'Q..nt;1~g1fo. s ~breros de~- .. .:u-.. ~.:::.::.~ .... ...:-"""'""''.·'~ ·-·-.. 

Ia llevo a umrse al Partu:w· ComunJsta en 1937 y itt-~ Ja Ahanza Obrera,.una 
organizaci60 ft.it-.dada por ios comunistas y sociali!ttas. para desempl~ados, e) 90% de· 

1M ,">i] 22. ,.,~·,.,:S-
~..... ·~ .. -(:,;?£_ • . 
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los cuales eran limpiadores de nuez y obreros agruriu!;. La AJianza organiz6 manifes~ 
taciones en clemanda df.' empleos,· no de limosnas;· exigi6 que' cl obrero chicano 
tuviera el derecho de huelgc: sin e) temor de ser dt:porlado, .asi como el derecho a una 
jorn~da }' salario minimcs. Cuando 12.000 limpiadores de nu~z abandonanm las 
fabricas en 1938, Tenayuca fue degida unolnimentt: lider hue1guista. A1 respecto 
Tenayuca opina. "lo que empez6 como un movimier1to para organiz.11se en dem3n~ 
da de una igualdad de salarios se convirti6 en un movimiento de niasas contra el 
hambn·, ~\favor de los derechos civiles, y por un.a It:~' de salario minima y todv eso 
t:ransform6 e! ca:-okter tiel )ado C\eSte de San Antonio.» 
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Dear Raya, 
. . . - ~-. . 

Your writing to me means a great deal, I will be teaching 

from ~ in my femini.s t theory course next fall. .I;.;::hpo;p't;e~··'"t. ';;Uc~li.:""'';-.;-,:'"\4"' 
can meet sometime when I com'! to Chicago. I ~1ill K• 

Meanwhile, my continuing adm:.'.ration for your life 

·For- '-'revolution_. in- permanence" 

A.R. 

('I' . I 


