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,For about three vears I’vs been reading a b
- paper called News and Iertem, formerly
- published in Deiroit, now in Chicago, De-
scribing itself as a Mams:-Humamst pub-

" lication, " it . coinbines wirldwide capsule |

‘reporting, featurs - articlts making con-

nections among political movements and
. events, ‘discussion of _Marxism, past and
-present, with pamcula.; emphasxs on “the
 Black/youih/women’s dimension” of liber-
sanon.,-lthfeatum.ﬁthe thinking of Raya

: Dunayevskaya, its foudider and clearly its

gmqmg hand and spmt Who, 15001 began -

-0 wonder, is Kaya uunayevsxaya:
; T~

i
ey awy

PRy |

- squwtluuuun wu:y LT Name IEinainea so
“long unknown to me. From her back-of-

‘books bio and the extremely spare internal
evidence of her writings, she is a woman of
~ some yeara, having been active in the Black

movementin this countryin the 1920s, From
-1937 to 1938 she worked as Trotsky’s “Rus-
-, sian secretary” during his Mexican exile,
there coming to kmow Natalia Sedova
. Trotsky, his wife, about whom, in Women’s
- Liberation and the Dialectics of Revolution,
* she writes a movmg “In° Memoriam”; in
““Mexico alsc; if my guess is correct, she met
“the Black Trinidadian Marxist philosopher.
and cntlf‘ C. L R. James. Wlth James, in the

mnnma on p 3

Women's Liberstion snd the Dialeciics of Pevolrtion:
RnJm:g for the Future, by Raya Dunayevsliaya, Atlan-’
tic Highlands, NJ: Humamt.es P't'.ss, 1985 308 pp.,
$38.50 hardouver, $15.95 pager,

Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Elhesation, and Mnm'sPhi-
losopizy of Bevolution, by Reya Dunayevskaya. Atlantic
Highlands, NJ: Humanities Press, 1982, 250 pp., 3!9.::
hacdzover, $10.95 paper.: '

Philozophy aud Rm!ut:on from Hegel m Smre :ur.:l
from Marx to Mag, by Raya Dunayevskeyn, Allamic

- Highlsnds, MJ: Humamtml_’ms. 1982, (Fi.mm.bﬂshed

1973, tiorer out of pring.) .
Murx!mmdﬁwdomfmm 1176uhtﬂ‘!‘edxw.bykm

Dunayevskaya.  Atlartic Highlands, " NJ: Hmmnu ]

Pms, 1982. (ﬁm pdbhsbed 1953, 20w out of p:int.)'




... Iripidad, tn divide hix tima hetumsm tha 1154

commueafmm al

names of the two) the “Johnson-l"-omﬂ Tbn-

dency.” This movement for an indepcn:lmt

. Marxism broks witk Trotsky over the issue of i

o dcﬁnmgtheucﬁetUnlonas“ anlmlinn"

. (James and Dunayevskayn daclnred Stalinist

" Russiaa counter-revolutionin which the Com-
munist Party, not the peopls, owned theineans
of producnonandranthemnomyandthela-
bornions). Johnsen-Forest also *extended to
- women and youth itsidea of the specialrole of

the black movemenr® - This emphasis on | '

Blacks, women and youth as mujor catalysts
of change predated not only the Women's
Liberation Movement but the student move-
mcnrsandthcﬁcalaﬁon of theala.kstmggle
in the 1960,

Dunmvskayn and ’amu themselves sph:

over.a’ mubdmn of. n-a:'.:_-_...l.... .z.lal

“Johnson-Forest Tendency ®was blacklistedas |

PR

m.h-mummgmmuonmmemcunnype-
riod. James was Intemed on Bilis Llind in
1952, and expelled from the United States a
- mmmuewastompponNkmmahandm- |
Ghansian revolution, .refurn for a twe to |
Truﬁdau,wnnne\v'asconﬂdm%hggand-
father of West Indian independance® and
finally, from the 3963 on, banmed from

" andBritain, writing prolificaliy on po pahﬂcsand
.. literature, lecturing and tca'.:hm.,.' :

Dunayevskaya herself remained fn the“

bnitedSum, {oundmsthe‘l\{ewssnd...cm '
Commutees"anmhe nev.spapﬂ' and develop-
ing her philoSophy of Marxist Humanisin 3
‘She has travelled, taught sad lac(umd in Ey-

vona Afisa Acta Mt oan

S SRy o atiTimey 4 arainy A7 BLRALY muuuy m:nnm-

i ms the tasks of pailosopher. and amy:st. She .

" bas transiated  Marx, rein Mar, :
fitted together fragn:nts of Marx scattered jn
posi-Marxist schiswms, rcfused to leave Marx |

enshrined but x.l-read, or velsgated to "the 1
dusttin of history” .

: ‘K hy should thece threads of thehistory

- L T
_aof the gectavine Tafe Lo s vail 4o

fcmuusts, and why have I dwelt en
mcmsofar?’f'heamvcrsmnsobmnstomc:
feminists need to know the history of the‘
Left, especially in the United States where it !
has been so oxcluded and silenced. But also,
Raya Dunayevskaya is part of the histhry of.
‘womzn's liberation, and one of the oldest con-
tinuously active women revolutionaries now

aliamdebasoalicto .
Lo vine Whashalzond ey sbotbin b ey

1o our undemandmg ot‘ what and where the
“moveraent for women's liberation has been -
and might go. I catne out of a straln ¢f femi-
nism {1 almost zald *atendency™) which sawit. -
self ssaleap forwand ous of Marxism, leaving
thelzﬁbehind,and{orwhichawmhke -
"Marxst-Humanism® would, inthe late sixti

) ,_andes:hrmﬁes.hmsmmdedﬁhafunml

. knelt, A maloz provlem (not justa problem of

. Ianguagebwof ocpanlring) wasto break freea i

" amalc-centered tznminology of class struggle
" which rendered women invisible taless in the

- pald workplace, and also from & “umanists

- faloe ualverzal which derived from the Euro-

pmﬂcdﬁmﬁmor:hemahmm';'

faninimmol‘mmnmmd_m

- kecpmgﬂmpohumlfscmanwom:n. because

in every other focus—race, ciass, naucm-

women had gotten lcst. put down, wamginal- -~ © -

ized. In addition, we weze fghting the dogma

of class asthe primary cppression, of capital - -
.lsmaslhesinslescurceolancpnmimwe

insisted that women were, if nota class, 8 éastes -

if notacaste, anoppressed group as woinen—

v:immnppmsedgmups.andm'ﬁnlhemﬂng ;
class.

And,asDunm‘:kayahqmcktomlmom[ .

y (mRosaLzmmwa),

ﬂw%mm'l!«lbaaﬁon?dmthn
bunst onto the historis stmetn the - . )
_mld-l%wlihenoehhgmbcfminan‘.
its meny wppearasices throvghons sory. s

maamlq\mfmmthn.

nct only disy it come out 6T the le but it was
a?rzcrada:dm:’t,mmfmmbcﬁshz, '
-butfmmmthimheieﬁﬁ-" o (p.°9).

It’s clear how' m&lv :he welcomed this few
force™os it gent shock waves through radicad
group after radical ¢ Sroup, starting with the
Q"urhmi- l\lnn.‘h.\lmt ﬂ% .":am‘{. :
tee in 1968, But whﬂehatbinkiugbm obvie -
,Ouﬂy becn incited ans nonreichad Htr tha

COE.!!!!}.".‘!E.’? Woraen'z - Liberation H’i\)l’b" .
ment, she Liad, a5 easly as vhe 1940s, recog- - -
mmd'thewomand.mms:nn,”mdonaofthe B

earflest essays in Worens Libertiot qnd the =~~~ T e e
Diclectics of Revolution (hereatter riemedto

88 WLDR) is an zccoust of orgaﬁizing by '
. minesy’ wha{ the 1943-50 anti-auipmation -
] wﬁmsmmmbnmwr!m}nwmu;

wolen recognized not just a8 “Sores” {con--

. tributing gupport. cournge, strength) Lat as .

“Reason” in r:voluﬁon-—-.a ‘injtintors, il
thinkers strategists, m...... Siehonew -

Duniyevskaya hes spent a. jifetitne in. thc |
philoiophic ard cfganizing struggles of the -
Left, in the study of Hegel, Morx, Rosa Lux-
emburg, Mao, Sar‘re, among others, end of
mors obsenre documents of the radical move-
menis of our centu.ry ‘&nd before, While I've
fcl: the' ch‘.llenm.g mmamons o;.ened upin
u;m;wu:vu:w n_',;r, e vr.'iuscl m;mnerworx
deserves cxam.m.ioa&oma feministwhohas
lived nlongslde. bu ndt, immersed in, that
warld at ofice. s0 splendid, poignant, schis-
matic, sometimes - vislonary, somstimes
stifiing, - alwayy emha.tﬁed-uowhae rore
than here inthe US. "~ > =

¥was drawn 4o Dunaawslm"asmrkafcw
yeanngobyﬂmﬁucofhm'pamphlct.
“Woman as Reascn and as Force in Revolu-
tion,"anearly presentationof some cf thema-

* terialin FZDR. I was coming out of a period |

‘of increasing discontent with tendencies in
feminism toward & kind af “inner emigration™

_ {Hanngh Arendv’s terma for the withdrawal of

many Germans during the Thixd Reichintoan
“interior [ifs,. . .to ignore [the} werld in favor |

of an imaginary world ‘as it ought to be’ or as
itonceupon aﬁmehadbm“l‘mta.ndns not

~ just about Jesbian separatism but phout ver-
* sionsof female oppression which neglectboth
- fernale agency apd femals diversity, in which

" *gafoiy™ for wom=n becomas valued over risk

:akinz, andwdmmwlyslmt-oftmnm-
r.wuﬁ:y-bmma a phc.' of cxnlgra
ticn.n.nmdln luelf. e -

O FRERE



_ Twas first struck, in the pamphlet and then
in ranging through Dunayevskaya's books, by
the vitality, combativeness, relish, impatience,

of her voice. Hera is not the prose of  Marxist :
mandarin, a disembodied ingeilectual. She ar- |
gues; she challenges; she urges on; she ex-
postulaics; her essayy hiave the spontansity of
‘mmporaneou.sspec:h (some of them are)

A maralo oYt

ora uuu;uuulu—yull cﬁn hear hcf L'uinking ‘
. nkjl;d, She hngp p.mm_u_mg eance af jdeas ac
ficsh and blood, of the individual thinker,
: Ltgitcd byherorhzsindmduahtymmns
E._ﬁapopmﬁopimhzwond. Thethoughtof .
H philosophcns a pmc'ucl. of what slhehu_.

Tived lhrough
lv lished in 1958, is a history of the
process of Marx's thought, as it
evolved cut of cighteentn-century philosophy
and Hegel's dialectic through the mass politi-
" cal mevements of the nineteenth centu:y, as it
became adopted and modified by Trotsky and
Lenin and finally, in Dunayevskaya's words,
“totally perverted” by Stalin, She traces the

ar,tism and ‘Freedom, first pub-

b . -‘h‘ﬁ fmm ua.-v. idaa af a warkere? ctatawith

. RO scparaﬁon of manualandmentsllabor,
Lenin’s idsn of o burenusrntionlly mun *work-
totalitarian” state ‘run by, the Communist
Party—which she defines as counter-revolu-

* tion. She sess, intthnstGermnnwcrkcrs’
strike cf [ 1953, the Hunganan Revolution of

. 1558, evidence of & continuing revoiutionary
spirit in Bastern Burope (she was, of course,
-wiling well befors the Polish Solidarity move-

ers’ state,” to Stalin's creation of a corporate .|

* maent), She ends the first edition of Marxism -

" and Freedort with the Montgomery bus boy-

" cott &3 “a spontansSus movement kept within

" the hands of the Blacks™ . .

" InMarxismand Fresdom, Dunagwskaya:s
grappling, in the face of the Sialinist legacy,

-with the m.sﬁon ‘which continues to engaee

her: What bappcns qfter? What happens
" whenthe old oppression kas been successfully
resisied and overthrowa’ What turns arevolu-
: nonary!wdcrintoatymt?wwdxdthekus-
’ sxanx:valuhon turi backward on itself? How
do we'make the “continuing revolution,” “the
uvo‘ntioninpmnanmcc'inwmchmsm
not happen? 'She is pamonm about “the

.. movemant from theory (o nractics and from

_pracucetctheory'asahﬁnzpmocss,and
_ about the necessity for the “voices from be-
* low"to be heard and listened toif 8 movement
o mo'mcponmowng.Shehaslhempaamme
: lnpwpkaslearqedssshcism%mphnos-
ophy and theory —including Marxists o re-
spect and learn from oiher kinds of thinking
and other modes of expression: those of the
Third World, of ordinary militant women, of
WO, who aré perfectly aware that
'thdﬁgs"mwmmm;omy
- that without pomicel mdocuinauon. Mme

, leamec;thxs from Mugx. -

Butbﬁ:mmﬁwdomisalsoamwn ¥ elsni with the -emergeace of the Worsin's:

Liberdtion Mo ~:ment.'!‘hzsworkfeels—upto -
the last chapter—less dynemic and mom

- sborious, more like . political Dhﬂo;gphy-_;- .
. textbpok Eut :ﬂbg.hknub. Duna

s s Lomnan S F o
u;wuv;nﬂ;nn‘ :

i
|
!
|
|
|

~ Dunayevskaya would claim she origmally'

: ol‘ its own historical environment. Dunayed--
_skays writes of the shaping impact of the

. American Civil War on Marx's ihought when ©
" hewae writing Canitok che aobnowledges the
.upiinished legacy of Reconstniction, and is -

able to recogrize the acute sigrificance of the

. Montgommybusboyeott—*l:e“mackdnnm :

sion,™ Women, however, whether as  “force” or
“reason” greheremmxblemptmafmvrefcr-

ences to Rosa Luxemburg. She doss not men-

ticn Lenin’s-ideas on the mancipation of
women, women’s leadershipin the Faris Com-

.-mune, nor the reversal of liberad seuiai legicla. -

tion in the Soviet Linion. At ‘this stage, for
Dunayevskaya, women seem to have been still

T Yok, L h
subsumed under “the prol stariat,™

I make this point because ii's clcar, from
several essays in WLDR, that already In the
fifties, long before Marxism and Freedor vwas
wmtcn. Dunayevskaya was keenly attuned to
women's jeadership and presence both within
and outside radical groups. In “The Miners’
Wives” (1950) shé nots that while the press
depicted the women as bmvely g0ing along
with the strike, they wore in fact acivists,
sometimes pushing the men. In-an unphb-
lished essay of 1933, she shamply criticizes the
Socialist Workers Party for faxhngtorecogmze
that th2 women who had streamed by the mil.
lions into factones in the US, dunng World
War Il weie “a concrete ;é‘v‘ﬁluhuumy force™
searching for “a total reorganization of soci-
ety.” “By continuing her isil.,] revolt daily at

home, thewomen were giving a new dimension

to politica.” Pertuaps it's not by mere aversight

that this essay remained unpublished untii -

acw. In it Dunayevskaya makes ciear that the
cquadty of some women as leaders within the
pariy did not mcm'.oanyrw recognition of
women as 2 major social force. Possibly her

own conscicusness of women, though keen,: -

received little affirmation in the organization
of which . she was then a part, '
Philosophy and Revolutionis the most gcas-
demic,. Jeast neeessible of Dunayevskaya's
books; itretracessome of the history of ph:los- -

ophy in Marxism and Freedom, moving va |

fromthereto dxscusstanuban rcvolunon and

o thsatudmt and youth uprisings of ths : Sixties,

on & very spacific mission: to rescue Marx’s

, Maxism from the thzoretical and organiza-

tional systems attributed to him; to reclaim His
ideas trom what has been served up as Man-
ism, in Bastern Furope, China, Cuba and
among Western intellectuals. She insists that

. You.cannot sever Marx’s economics from his

numanism; humanisi hecemeaning “the self- '~ a

emancipation of humsn beings,” nocessarily |

from the capitalist mods of production, but
not only from that, The failure of tthussia.n
-uvv!uuvm w0 wuunuc 259
permanence” —their disintegration into a sys-
tem of forced labor camps

el am¥lat.Y

humanist essays herself because “the oficial
Moscow publication (1959) is marred by foot-
rotes which flagrantly violate Marx's content
andintent.” “Marxism is atheory of liberation
or it is nothing™ but she refuses to “rebury”
Marx as “humanist,” shomn of his economics.

osabmmt.wgis ..mnctlung mors tha.n
Rn critical pidosopbical blography. But

thatit certainlyis: anaccount of Luxsm- -
burg as woman, thinksr, organizer, revolu-
tionist. A centrz chapter is devoted to Marx
andhmmburgaslhcoﬂstsof capiial, dissect-
ing Luzemburg’s critique of Marx in her Ae-

. curtlation of Capltal, In the raidst of a vivid

and fascinating biography, the nou-economist
reader may find herself drzgging with effort

through terminology like “variable capital® | 5

end ‘ﬁmdcrconsumpuonism. Dunayevskaya
dissents at many points srom Luxemburg’s
effort 1o’ fulﬁll, asshesawit, Marw’sunfinished :

.Work. - But ‘beyond the economic debate |

I}unnycvskaya asserts that Luxemburg, de- -
spite her eloquent writings on imperialism,
never saw the potential for revolution in the |

Lmauuun sn ’

i poHacEs [
_prisons~was the shock that sent Dunayev-
skaya back to “the original form of the Hu- !
manism ‘of Marx” translating his_early |




. of jumping-off point into the

colonized people of color in what s now called
the Thind World; and, despite the centrality of
WOomen 1o har anti-militarist work, never saw
nd the purely 2conomic class struggle,
Where Marx had seen “new forces and new
Passions spring up in the bosor of society”as
capitalism declined, Luxemburg saw only the
“suffering masges” under imperialism,
burg was “a reluctant feminist” who
¥23 “galled in 2 most personal form” by the
“Woman Question™ but, “just as she had
learned 10 live with an undeziying anti-
Semitism in the party, so sh learned 10 live
with. . .male chauvinisin * {Does this have a
familianing?)lnparﬁcul,ar; shalived withitin
the person of August Rebel, 5 self-proclaimed
feminist who wrate of her “wretched female's
squirts of poison” and Viktor Adler, who
called her “the poisonous bitch. . .clever asa
monkey.” However, when she was arrssted in
198t wasontheeveof organizing an intsma-
tional women's antiwar conference with Clara
Zetkin, Of their relationship, Dunayevskaya

says.

-« far from Luxemburg’s having no interest

in ihe so~celied “Woman Question,” and far

from Zetkin having no interest outside of

that question,. . .both of them. . ~were diter-

mined to build 2 women's movement thar

" concentrated 10t only on organizing women

workers but on having them devtlopas

leaders, as decision-makers, and asinde-

pendent Maraist revolutionaries, (1)
In fact, from 1962 on Luxemburg had been

" writing and speaking on the emancipation of

women and on woman suffrage: in 1511 she
wrote to her friend Lujse Kautsky, “are you_
coring for the wemen's conference? Just im.
aging, I have become a feminicsin Shedebated
Bebel and Kautsky over the “Woman Ques-
tion,” and broke with Kautsky in 1911, yer, in
her short and brutally ended lifs, feminism
and proletarian revolution never became in-
tegrated. Dunayevskaya is critical of Luxem-

burg, but also ‘impatiens witi, presant-day

femminists who want to write her off, . . . -
In Tuvambure DumayevsXaya porirays a-
brilliant, brave and independent woman, pas-
sionately internarionalist and antiwar, a be-
lizver in the people’s “spontareity™in the cause
of freedom; # woman who saw herself as
Marx's philosophice] heir, who refused the-
efforts of her lover and other men to dis-
aeumgehafmmfullpaxﬁdpat.ionin"rmking-
history” because she was a woman, 8ut the bi-

vgrapity does not stop here. The book opens

out into 2 sequence of essays generated, as |
Durayevskaya talls us, by three events: the
resurgence of ths Women's Liberation Move. i
meat oitt of the Left; the pubiication for e |
iirst time of Marx's last writings, The Erhng.

jogical Notebcoks; and the glota) National

liseration movements of the 1970s which

demonstrated to her that Marsism continues

tohavemeaningasa philosoph:-'ofmrolution.

Luxemburg’s life and thought besame a king

present and
future--what she saw and didn’t o8, her Gmi.
tations as wﬂuhermdmw We can
learn from her mistakes, soys Dunsyessiays.
Asskebegins developing the themes which she
will pursuein WZDR . L

n this 35-year collection of €ssays, inter-

views, letters, lecturas, you see Dunayev-

skaya going at her central ideas in many
different ways. Agree or not with her analysis
here, her interpretation there: these working .
papers are some of the most tingling, in-
vigorating writing since the early days of -
Women's Liberation when writing and or.
panizing most often went Kand in hand, Thisis

Raya Dunayevskays,




o an mﬂuﬁ.bk depit:t.nn of worsen in move-
. ‘ment, Aacrosy the world and through history;

‘Dunspskeya really doss hold to an interna.

' "Onalpu'pwﬁve.Shcdud&sandcﬁﬁdei-
mosede Beauvoir, Shela Hewhotham, Gerda
Leraer; prajses Witthering Hizhts, A Room

qumOm:.ﬂ!e‘ThmMmas of theMma

Fortuguese Latiers, the poetry 6f Gwendolyn
.‘Br""“i:‘sfi“: JAudre Lorde; she sar ye Matdlia
Trotsk

B %3

Urther ' than 'Il'o:sicv" she'l

chastisa Ensels for diluting and distorting
-Marx, and post-Marxists and ferninists for
 taking Engels’ Origin of the Famiily as Marx’'s
wordonwomenand men, Herquarrel withthe
Westemn post-Mamsts fs that they’vr taken
L ?“-""- vfunua 0T mcwnuxq and ingt what hes
- been leﬁ out (aneciallv the dimeasione of
: wommmdtheThuﬂ\%oriﬁ‘)zscmualinour

- time, Her quarrel with the Womea's Move-

C.mentiethet faminiete '““-J‘“"-ﬁ’a‘; Markbe-

cause ke was a raan, or have belisved the
post-Murxists \mthnm logking inte Marx for

AR 1y NS
themselves, She insists that Mam's philoso-
phy, !'ar frombemgaclcsedandautocmu:sys-
tem, is open-ended, sothat‘&neechaze. he

** DECOMIEs More siive than in the age ‘belore.”
That Marx was kimss!f open to an extraordi-
m.rya.gmetoo.h:rvo:ccsﬂmmhcsc of whnc [
males.

But wly do we need Marx, anyway? :
] Dunaycwkaya believas he is the only phiiaso-
piterof “sotal revoluticr — the revolution that
will touch and transform all human relation-

ships, that is never-ending, “revolution in per-
mnncnm"Perrn.mmr-nm aea Pnetie Jad comin

o — bl & W R TG ILALG
" whish his found all the answers, but a society
‘allof whese praple; mcipa.embothgmem—
ment and production, and in which tha divi-

 sion between manual and mental labor will be'
ended. ‘We need such a philosophy as ground—
 ing for organizing, since, as she says in Rosz
’ Imm&y.—g,"Wuhou:aph.losophyofrcvclu-

. nnn T ., N R T
. aTh

Vsl Speads iisel ia- mere ant-
imperialism and .mu-caphalssm wuho_ts evar
. revealing whax itis for"

Dunawv;kay*abass her claims forMarx on
- her reading of his eative work, but attaches
special importance to the Ethnological Mote-
bocks (only transcribed and publiched n
1972) a3 showing thatat the very end of hislife,
‘ ‘_gasinh.smiywnnngs.hewconccmedwuh
“hemanism®—not siraply class su'ugg!e bat
N mthmevn!mmdmmafpm-mm.ahst.
.. non-European societies, and the relationship
*- ofthesexesinthosesocieties. ] found the Noga.
' booksintriguing. though hardly a g0od quick
“read. In these manuscripes, jouted between

- 1830 and 1883, Marx reviewed the anthropo-

logml/ethnolomcal wnﬂngs o"' Lcwzs IIenry '
Morgan (Engels based his Origin on Marx’s
notes on Morgan), John Budd Phear, Heary

Maine and john Eubbock. You have to fm. 1

- gpine 8 German Jow of vase scholaeship and
irascibility, reading and taking notes in Eng- . . -
lish with occasional i iroric German or Lnghsh‘

asides, Aml m:!::d, Maxzesmstobeona.

seahf M&m&
. "Fe'?cammst tribal sociefies

Marxdid notgo a!ong with theethnolcgsts

" intheir definitionsof the “savage™asmeusured

againct “the civiized” Capitalism ' doesn’t
Tucan - progress; the civilized are also the
damaped, He saw Ysivilizadion™ gz o/ divided.
- condition — kuman subjectivity -divided
" ‘against itself by the divisicn of f Iabor, and also
dividad froma nature 'Ee was critical of Mor-
gan for ignoring the genocids 2nd cth-mude
against the American indians, of Phear’s cons
descension toward Bengali culturs and of the
ethnocentricity of the cthnogmpbc:s in:
genesal,

But nc:thcr" dxd Marx 1dahzc ccahlana.n

A ”
- SOTAIURET wu!:lh e SZ'W, 5{.’3 Uunay"v E

skaya, that “the elements of oppression in
gemeral, and of woman in pamc'.iar aross
fmm within primitive communism 25 prop-
enyandrankbcganwcmerge. ..Thatistosay,
within the egalitarian communal form arose
the elements of its opposite—casic, ansmc-,
razy, different material interests.” He watched | .
c.oscly how the family evolved into an eco-
nomie unit, within which were tis ‘sesds of
siavery and seridom, how tribal conflict and
conguest alse led toward slavery and the ac- .
* quisition  of property; but where Engcls
posited “the world-wide historic defeat of the |
female sex,” Dunayevskaya asserts that Marx -

- saw the resistance of the women in #Very revo-
lution, not simply how they were disem-
Dowcrcdbv'l‘edmlnnmpmnfnanmﬁh.--a .
by Emnpcan invasion and oalonuanom The
Ethnological Notebooks are cmucial in
Dunayevskaya’s eyes becaus: they show Marx
atapointinhislifewherchisideaof revolution
was becoming even more comprehensive: the -
colopjalism that evolved out of capitalism
forced himtoretan Lopre-coic:n.alsoueua.to
study human relations, and “15'see the pogsi-

- bility of now humien velations, not s they |

might come through a mese “updating’ of

primitive communism’s equality of the sezes,
«. .but as Marx sensed they wouls burst forth -

from 2 new type of revolution” *Marg envi- ©

sioneda!mal!ynewman.atotally'mv\
woman, & wntally new life form {and by no |
means only fot m:umgc), in aword. a totaﬂy 1




new sac:cty

Duuaycvska)nwhementlmppom theview

:hat Marx’s Marxism means class strugglc is -

-é primary; or that racism and sexual oppression
“-will be énded when uapuahsm falls, “What
!!ﬂppa}s after?™ she savs, is the question we -
" have to be asking all along. And this, she secs,
. the Women's Liberetion Movement, Black
" and whits, has insistedon. © %

" -After Chernobyl, 20, 000womcnm leand
' dec!am tiiey refuse to become pregnant unti
"nuclearreactors arebanried, Intheheartof the

South African revolution are womex, as there

aiways hzve been: women and youth, the
chitdran of Sowata’ br-mmvm enht*anrhrd

~ schools, the women of Soweto organizing in
 salf-help groups for literacy, food, health care
- =i the heart of Resgan’s war against Nicara-
: gua, its people are dzscusswg 2 new coustitu-
“tion, inciuding propesals for gay rights and
abortion rights. In the Philippines, onc of the
worst sweatshops of the global factory that is
““wisting women, a bloodless popular revolu-
~ tien gathers around 2 wontan, Corsxén
Aguino. At Big Mountain, where as I wriie
‘Navahos are readying themselves against for-
cible relocation, the grandmathers stand fast,

fiave leammicd o pich from Dusayeve¥aya, © 0 ©

have so much resper: for her pofitical im-
AL agination, her tenacity, ber own dialéctical
growth, that I want 10 hear what she hasto say
camanycfthe adgesof struggle where we find
ourselvesin 1986, She mentions in passing, for
examyie, at “ft s that rople, saxuality, thatis
. stiil in need of 2 relation to revolution.” Nei-
 ther sexual purity nor sexual liberation has es-

o-'hl..hul thaoe raluting farcunmen Che affirme
AL BAP LR A .m‘ M

thelesbian and gay liberation movement, but 1
wantmore. We'restillunclearhow and by what
historical forces hatmocemeuality has been so-
ciaflyconstructed, indoctrinated; the degreeto
which lesbian and gay liberation has been a

revolutionary force; how actualsexual practice

_informs theory; the conditions unde. which -

$TX i3 Work, recmaiion, o, in Audre Logde’s -

phrase, “the erotic as power.” In North Caro-
lina Mab Segrest, awhite lesbian anti-Klan ac.
tivist, is on the line between the gay-baiting
and quesr-baching of the Right and the homo-

'phobiaof someanti-Klan organizers. (Her My

Mama's Dead Squirrel: lz:bmn Essays on
_ Southern Culture, xeccmly pubiished by Fire-

2L CURRLSUORA o

'Wm G
-justica) Yesterday I had a call from a gay liber-
ation Central America activist on his way 1o
Nicaragua to study and report on gay and
' abo'ncn rights in that ‘revolution. Lesbian
Eberation seut a rocketing pulseof energy into
. thewomen's movement, and we can enly con-
" jacture how  Left sexism,” anti-Semitism,
. homophobia have. constricted the political
. . scope of radical women, Jews, gays and les-
P bhns.peopledmwnwtbzmzkof;usucebut
S oﬁca duailawed the search for jusucc for

;
l
i

In E! Paso. 'Ib:as last March 1 Lstcned to'

theattorneys of the Immigration and Natural- .

ization Service trying to establish that the
writer, photographer and teaches Margaret

- Randal. should be deported from the US on
acrountof what she has wiitten; overand over -
theword “Marxism™ was used asidentical with .
Communism and both as identionl with avil, -
Randall'scross-examination by the INSwasan -
unabashed attempt to intimidate and smear
many levels of political dissent. She was Red-
baited, but also woman-baited, Her independ-
ent life, her having had childeen by different
fathers, her havmg once worked in & gay bar -

- and pased as a nude modei, were cited by the

INStolabelher an undesirableclement. Inher
testimony, Randal! stated that “I do subscribe

C tasamwatdane Al e

1 Kovmas o ss brnrnl b T mnle o
osomeidens ol Karl Marnasa oo W IR R

history.” Clearly, in_the present climate of
officialdom, that is an acu\nty liable to sup-
prassion. ‘

What Thaar Du:-mnsm-b LT T EY )

mana mil
FY anean & sawwia

ing tocozanit ourselves o a more inclusive de-
finition of freedom than has ever been
astemptad, Ifindeed Marx wasmoving in such

‘ a dirceiivn; we can't ieap Forward from Marg - <0 -7

without understanding where hc left off, and
whathelefttous. - o

' C.L.R.James, A.'rheRende:voﬁst Victory (Lor.- :
doi: Allisan and Bushy, 1564}, p. ix.

3 See News and Letters, Vol. 31 No. S (Iune i986). :
P4

<) Hannat Arends 2, Ban e Dinele Timae Mo Wrles

ASen It Dok Times Dlow Yor

Harcourt, Bra.cq Jovanovich, 1968), . 19.

aen, uvanﬂ;uaqluaﬂ A R
is that we have reached the point in history
wherereal freedom g astainably, if wearewiil. .



RAYA DUNAYEVSKAYA
EVA&sde{ﬁ.sozéézfn.

Dear Adrierine Rich:

Your review of my four major works crested an adventurous journey -
for me. It was an’adventurs beczuse it showed that not only does.the
_ uniqueness, the newness of $oday's Women's Liberation Novement. no
longer stand in the way of its appreciation of Rosa Luxemburg, the
great revolutionary Marxist feminist, but it poses as well other cri-
- tlgues of today's Marxism. ' A - T : T

i Théfsimuitanéity of the-appearaﬁbe of Women's Liberdtion-- that:“lt
had developed from an Idea whose time had come to & Movement-- and

the appearance.of the transer; tion of Marx's Ethnological Notebbooks
led mg?to'think (evidently wroggly) that the work I was rushing %o .

comﬁletiona-'PhiIOSOEhx and Revoluticn-- with its final chapter i
tackling"new passions and new ilorces”, would result in & veritable-
union of radical Teminism-end Harsist-Humanism: S -

'"Instead, as you £o coggntly expressed it in your review, *,..
a term like *Marxist-Humanism! would, 3 he_late sixties and early

gseventies, have sounded like Uneral knell}3" to the Women's Libere
ation lovement at that time, ” L L

From the reception (mostly the lack of it) of my Works by so- -~ -
celled orthodox Marxists, on the one hand, and by radical feminigts,
~on the other hand, I felt that both %he radical feminists and the

- post-Marx Marxists lack a philosophy of revolution needed for total -

" revolution, It became clear to me that the Marxists were raised on
Engelsian Marxism, not Marx's Marxism, i,e., what Marx from the very
.- 8tart called "2 new Humanism", . ' S
‘How_could women, I.asked myself, ekip over history and act'as
if nothing happened before the 1960c% After-all, it meant skipping
-over integral, crucial periods of their own history, be it of the
19th century or the 1930s, ' - o
In Yenan in those "30s and *LOos, some women were critiquing
Mao himself, The great writer and revolutionary Ding Ling had written
"Thoughts on ¥arch 8", declaring the wives of the Communist leaders
.« .88 "Noras vho came home", Yet U.S. radical Teminists not only dis-
missed the 1930s as "counter-revolutionary“, but never addressed
the significance of the battles of the housewives drive: into the
factories to become those "Rosie the Rivetery", only to be thrown = -
~out of the factories at the end of World War II and told to go back -
to the kitchen, ' , L
. 1% seemed to me that not only was a critique of the Women's -
.~ Liberation Hoverment needed, but it was also necessary to draw up a2 =
... balance sheet about that missing link~-- philosophy-- not only in . .
-z the Women's;Liberation:Movement._but among even the great harx1st Lo
"r'ﬁnéio}%giggggég?%or:Smiliné,at'the werd “academic" in your de?criﬁticﬁf1 wj
.~ “of Philosophy and Revolution as “the most academic”. What is true

e
:

at
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. ey . e - - 3 ive 1n the’l’:lnerS' Ge i1 '
. *ge and writing the aispatches alszo on the'minefstiwives,ﬁgyglga,_A
. dug deep into a study of Hegel's works. Having never bean .part of . -

academis, (I'm.76.) I was nct even aware that when, in 1953, T first

broke through to a new concept of Hegel's Absolutes¥, I had broken . -
which:-'saw Hegsl's Atsolutes ag . -

with the whole Hegelian traditior:

2 hierarchizl system. Instead, I saw, & : , A
a movement from practice asg wéll as ;rg; Eﬂzo§§?91ute' ng“.FEginningSFIj

Hegelian dialectic, which
" Marx held Absolute Nega-

o Th!s is why Marx never let go of the
2§“§%w as ztha source of all dialectics,
1Vity=-~ "the negation of %he negation"-- to be an acti E
that Fegertnopoceat , an ac lve_creativiiyurﬂ_
not masenos: Maa : aterialism’s ¢ i : gel:s }Eea%}%m,had, o

deprrt in its oy ' Heg Y
new continent of ug d ut
Man/Woman relationship-~ in a woré,

ion, of trugzles.,,
7 “re%olut%%%singpegﬁgﬁggﬁeaf ﬁhe _

_ It was only when the turbulent 1960s ended with DeGaulle winning
in Paris, 1968, without firing a shot, at the very height of that
massive activity that had relegated theory to something that could .
supposedly be caught "en route”, that I finally felt compelled pub- :
liely . to delve into that missing dimensionoi’ vhilosophy-- the .. ..

777 Hegeliasn dialectic that Marx had been rooted in, To tackle the di-
alectics of thought and revelution, was, I held, what all the new
passions and new forces needed to have as their ground, I knew I...

. was treading uncharted wafers, not only smong Women's Liberationists,
but among orthodox Marxists, but I did not expect the response to
my firdings would be such total silence, -

{You have hit the nail on the head when you wrote: "1f, indeed,
¥arx was moving in such a direction, we can'® leap forward from Marx
without understanding where he left off and what he left to us.®
That's what I thought I was doing when 1 concretized the task as %he
need to work out the new signalled by the 1950s that 1 had designated.
a movement from practice that is itself a form of theoryd I involved

myself in the recording of those new voices beginning with the miners

on general strike. and their wives, in those zctivities against that- - -
machine, the "continuous miner", which they called a "man killer",
With it they had posed the g®stion: "what kind of labor should men )
do?" 1In the '60s we recorded the voices from below in Freedom Riders =
Speak for Themselves (from Kississippi and Louisianng jails) as

well as the voices and thoughts from the Mississippi Freedom Schools

and the Free Speech lovement. This last pamphlet, The Free Sgeech

Movement and the Negro Revolution, by iario Savio, Eugene Waiker and g -
~Raya Dunayevskaya,-as well as the pamphlet, Notes on Women'’s Liberaticn: -
We Speak in Many Voices, were issued along with Nationalism, Communism,.
Farzist-Humanism and the Afro-Asian Revolutions., I had hoped that _

the essence of all these new voices and new worlds was articulated in

‘Fhilosophy and Revcliution,

T R AEE A% s mab TR SN NSR JU LAY BCY S W Wb vk e by ey

% Cver g decade after those Letters on the Atsolute Idea were written,
(see my Archives, the Raya Dunayevskaya Collection at Wayne State Uni=~
versity, pp. 243166 and pp. 5041-510%), as I-began writing my draft
SER chapters of Philosophy and Revolution, I found that Hegel scholars
7.7, “had left the three final syllogisms of Yegel's Encyclopedia (para-
4% graphs 575, 576, 577) fairly untouched. without reallzgng-that:it‘was
- not Logic, but Nature that _had been the mediation, the ground for the . .
‘‘self-movement of the Ideam,”from Pheromenology, Sciernce Philosophy of % *

T
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., -Passions, I might add-- and Larx was a greati one to talk-about:
~"new forces and new passions’~- was not restricted to what Audre Lorde™
~calls the "erotic as power". Any struggle for new nhuman relations. -~
© reanuired not only philosophy and revolution, but gelf-development, = -
- .and that both the day of revolution and the day after. That nething =~ -
new,. much less a totally new soeciety, could te achieved cold- = - .
- bloodedly shows that the creative urge demanded passion, That is  ° |
. What brought forth from Marx such new langusge as "time is space for -
human development®-- and that in an article on economics, o St

4 -Towards the end ol your review of my books, you place a whole - - =
‘hew series of problems befere me. You single out "the edges of siruggle",:
asking me-tc expand on the question of women's liberation's rela- RN
tionship to revolution, since .sexuality-- "neither sexual purity nor.
gexual liberation"~-~- has established any relationship to revolution.

Wnat remains "still unclear (is) how, znd by what historical forces

“hetercsexuality has veen socially constructed; the degree to which
lesbian and gay liberation has been a revolutionary force; how actual
sexual practice Eﬁform?)theory; the conditions under which 'sex is
work, recreation, yin Audre Lorde's phrase, “the erotic is powern,

My problem is: how can I answer the specificity of gexuality in "~

the sense it is now used without seeming to slough ¥t off if. i reply:

You are the one who must do it; workers work out their own emancipa-

~ tien and-Blacks theirs, so must g1l other fovces of revolutiones = s

youth, women, and women not just in general, but the very concrete
question of lesbianism, or, for that matter, all of homosexuality.

: It is true that women revoliutionaries in the 16th and 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
wages, never bringing the topic in to the "Party". as if it had no . = ... -
relation to men in the movement., And it is true tha*t by the mid-20th
‘eentury, when we began posing the subject, we were still referring,

not to specific practices, but using the word sex as if it encompassed
hemosexual as well as heterosexual, and thus leaving the impression

that we actually narrowed sexism %o conditions of labor, class siruggle,

or race, rather than different sex practices. Vhat was true was that-

as revolutionaries we were always putting the priority on the dial-
~ectics of revolution, ‘

1 believe that where I have had the greatest experience with
‘& specific force of revolution demanding proof of the concreteness
of freedom for itself is with the Black Dimension, I have been active

there from literally the yirst moment I, 8- Ukrainian, "+ landegd on
these shores, the first fime I saw a,Black man., I asked who was that.
I took myself from the Jewish ghetto}%he_glack ghetto in the 1920s,
In the 1960s, on the 100th anniversary of the Emancipation Procla~
‘mation we embarked on a short history of the whole Biack.Dimensien .. .
in American history, American Civilization on Trial, which had as its
subtitle, "Black liasses as Vanguard", 1 was questioned by a Black
woman in the late "60s about what the concept of freedom in Farxigt-
.~ Humanism means to Black women, ,
' ‘Without feeling that I was evading her question, my answer
stressed the fact that, far from Marxisit-Humanist philosophy limiting
us_in the fight for total freedom for all, it led me to the creation
“% . of the eategory, "VWoman as Revolutionary Reasor’as well as Force®“, =
... and that before women's liberation had moved from an Ideaz to a Movement, .
- X pointed to Black women spesking for themselves in News & Letters
- _not only as activists, but as columnists such as Ethel Dunbar in - -

7 ™WayTof the Worla" and the development of 2: "Woman as Reason" column,




"'I'ﬁei-temfeeﬁend uhat each revolutlonarv force does have to concgt1”
the question for what it considers, holds, as the. proof thatrfreedom
is he*e and does relate to them. No one can do 1t for Cther. ... 1;

: "I then embarked on collectlng 35 years of my wrltlng for WQmen'g
‘Liberation and the Dialectics 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

vwas the meaning of MNarx's "revolution in permanence“, that is, to
eontinue gfter the overthrow of the 0ld, at which point the task
becomes most difficult, as it invoives nothlng short of such full
~ self-development that the d1v1510n between mental and manual is
- Tinally abolished, :
The In+roductlon/Cverv1ew to that book, Women's Liberation and .
_ the Dialectics of Revolution, tried to spell out that dialectic of
_revolutlon, wﬁether it dealt with labor, Black, Women (Pdrt 1), or,
as’ .LI' Part I1, all women, whether leaders,; or ranks, or wnauever.
and in whatever period, designated “"Revolutionaries A11™., &% the
same tlme I had been developlng the 1ndlspensib111ty of theory by
"""uucun.a.ue: on "Nots by Pracitice alone, The MNovement {rom .Lut'u.r.y Wiiere
in Part III.1 speak:of "Sexism, Politics and Kevolution" in varlous-J
parts of the world, I posed the question without answering its "Is -
~there an Organlzatlonal Answer?", 1 deliberately didn't answer it

there because Y feel very strongly that without that w1331n& link
| m- Dhllosophy---there is no answer to the question of organlzatlon.
whlch of course means relationship to revolution.

This is exactly what I er.in the process of working.

s LA TS+ N 59 §

boolt—~to-be, Dizlectics of ization and Philosophy: '% "Partuh
nd Forms of Organization Sorn ou out of Spontaneity. As you saw - from

ar of my last boo raced rarx's lew umanlsm together with :
th2 Dialectics of Women s Liberation in Primitive and Modern Soc&eties.
Here is how I phrased it in my new working papers- "Put briefly,
Women's Liberation is. the first dislectic of revoluticn when it is
relatlonship-- when it comes cut of-- the new epoch itself, which
we decliared philsophicaliy to be a movement from practice that is
itself a form of theory, and absolutely insepsrable 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.”

¥y point was that before Marx learned all those great things
gbout the Iroquois that excited him so much as to create still "new
“moments® Tor him, he wrote the first draft of Capital (which the :
- Marx-Engels Institutg a belated century later called the Grundrisse).
where he analyzed pre-capitalist society and became sufficiently
‘enamored of those socieities that he used a most Hegelian phrase :
‘to designate human developmenu-— "the absolute movement of becoming®.

This discontlnuity of epochs tecomes creatlively nrlglnal rather

than being just an "update" when it is deeply rooted in continui-y.
. The new continent of thought and of revelution that liarx had dxscovnred

":;ﬂq hen he broke with capitalism, as well as with what he called “vulgar
communlsm" ani critiquea begellan dialechlcs, he ‘called a "new‘

.e.. E
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Humanism®, That will remain the ground needed'untll‘th*re'hasfbeenu
total uprootmb of all forms of cap;calism;

“inelugi ng. capitalist-imperialism.
“Forth of Liberty drings the Self-D ‘Mmas
turity and the dialectic is un"hained The Universal and ‘the Indly-

‘idual become one, or, as Hegel mut it:- “Individualism_which lats
nothing interfere with its Universalism, i.e. Freedom.™ Weé. cannot:

tell in advance what 8 fully nev human being is becduse we are’ nnf

I would very m'ch llke to +a1k more w;th you. Is Chicago on

ypﬁ_ calendar? Would vou be interested in commenting on any of’ thé
“sections of what I am now working on,

D1a1eﬂtlcs of Orﬂanlzatlon and
Philosoghx?
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~ Jan. 24,1987

Dear AR —f'j'f = "_. T .  ¢7;
. When one is not s péet,'how can she poésibly,hakéféffij_ _
‘thank you note sound like thefrythm'ofwBlood,=Bread'andiPOgtryE_

- Tyger! Tyger! 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 your description of
enclaves "defined by little sects who feed off each others':
errors," - : R

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

i ... .. . My.passion ic .Mray
in permanence". That, too, is just the end of the note, "no
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 tha T ea,m - . S - .

L L LERE MY

Raya




Emn-a Tenayuca (n. 1916 en San: Antonio, Texas
““compromiso con §a justicia 1a llevd 2 una actit

miseria y el desempleo durante Ia Gran Dep

jﬁlﬂ%’rtw

fd=r obrera chicana, su—.

ontra del haghaben =g

B apoyo me“bmmwm.,_\_ B

las huelgas de I2 ciudad escribiendo panflet 'V\nsx? m}:o de huelguistenapi,,, A .

‘uniéndose al cordén de piquete. Se enterd d apur de los obrgros en la Dlaaedein.s., I
" Zacate (especie de Plaza de Trafalgar de Samdntoflid} Edbrdeflos r-oaahsua-eﬂu-.,, >

- anarguistas soliar pronunciar sus discursos. Su mtigg¥onlis cbreros de m A ey |
Tallev a unirse ‘al "’art:do Communista en 1937 y la Alianza Qbrera, una

- organizacién fundada per los comunistas y socialistas para descmpleados, el 0% de
los cuales eran limpiadores de nuez y obreros agrarios. La Ahanza organizd manifes-
taciones en demanda de empneos, no de limosnas, exigit que’ el obiero chicano
tuviera el derecho de hue]ga sinel ternor de ser depertado ast como el derecho 2 una -
Jorndda y salaric minimos, Cuando 12,000 fimpiaderes de nuez abandonaron las
tibricas en 1933, Tenayuca fue elegida undnimente lider huelguista, Al respecto
Tenayuca opina, «Lo que empezé como un movimierto para crganizarse en demian-
da de una igualdad de salarios se convirtié en un r'o\nmlento de masas contra el

hambre, 2 favor de los derechos civiles, 5 por siia bey G saterio minimo ¥ todo r\so'
.Iransfurm6 el caracter del Jado oestz de San Antumo »
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': 1986 { lelaine Videriz Press, Ine, Uaa Organizacion mlucativa sin fin lucrativo, A .
* Thule por Vickd L, Leighty 4 base de enirevistas con Emma B, Tenayuca, 1984, »

. Fotos cortesa el Intitute of Texan Cultures (Sam Amtonio Light fotn). Frto de frente: Tenayuca encabezando
u:u mmlfundén delante del Ayuniamientc de San Antonia, 1937,
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Emma Tenayuca (n. 1916 en San Anianio, Texa?,#_a{{m {der obrera chicana, su.~ , .. .

. - . P 2 . - B e KT 37 E R
cornpromiso con la justicia la llevd a una actit ﬁlftan nortra del hamlaakinn., . i awewe aoan,
miteria y el desempleo durznte la Gran Deprefiin. D 1934 4718 apoyé cagidedese.., J
las huelgas de la ciudad escribiendo panflet 'gvisiglln hogerds de huelgys oy A e,
uniéndose al cordén de piquete. Se enterd dal apurt de jos obrdros en la Blasedals - 5 T o i
Zacate (especie de Plaza de Trafalgar de San\Antofid) Fdondgfics SOCialiSRe Pt s
anzrquistas solian pronunciar sus discursos. Su sgntiggVon s obreros despadidas.. .., gt Y e
Ia llevé a unirse al Partide’ Comunista en 1937 1&"‘&4&6‘5'!;\ Alianza Obrera,.una
organizacion fundada por los comunistas y socialistas para desempleados, el 90% de
los cuales eran limpiadores de nuez y obreros agrarios. La Alianza orgonizé ranifes- }
taciores en demanda de emplecs, no de limesnas, exigid que’ el obrere chicane ] . L .
tuviera ¢] derecho de huelga sin e) temor de ser deportado, asi como el derecho a una OP St d :
jornada y salario miaimes. Cuando 12,000 limpiadores de nuez abandonaron las o 0 CaT : o

fabricas en 1938, Tenayuca fue elegida unanimente lider huelguista. Al respecto \ o _ S
Terayuca opina. «Lo que empezé como un movimierito para organizarse en deman- . . | Lo i
da de una igualdad de salarios se convirtid en un movimiento de masas contra el
hambre, a favor de los derechos civiles, y por una ley de salario minimo v todo eso
transformé el cazacter del lado ceste de San Antonio.»
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Jor “nerviubion oo Pearmomende” <
£ 1586 Helaine Victoria Press, Inc, Lina organizacién educativa sin fin Iumt%vn: N "4 . i% T
_ Titulo por Vicki L. Leighty a base di entrevistas con Emma B, Tenayucz, 1984, LA LA
Fotor, cortesia del Institute of Texan Culiures (San Arfonio Light foton), Foto de frente: Tenayuca encabezando’
unz manifestacién delante del Ayuntamiento de San Antonio, 1037, Coe e e
Hecho posible en parie por una denncidn (dirigida por e} donader) y sdministrada por el Funding Exchange/ .. -~
Nativnal Community Funds. - ) . e RN ., RERNS
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Your writing to mes means é great degi, I wiiiubeftéaﬁhiﬁg
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'_';'from WLDR in my feminist theory course next £all. - I hope we.
~ can meet sometime when I come to Chicage. I will keep~in“io
nulng admiration for your life and work. -
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