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day’s wonten, cspeciallv blazk

-and working women. Those

voices were demanding that

the U.S. government g the

-~ .aale Left never sgain pul

- . women’s freedom on the back

_ burner,

: Mzany Wa:rn-' State students
- will reccgnize Dunayevskaya's
name from her lecture here in

. ‘March, 1985 which was spon-
sored by the WSU Library of .
Labor and Urban Affairs. Her
archives are housed here.under

the new title of The Raya

~Duncyevskaya Collection,
Morxist-Humanism: A Half

Century of its World Develop- -

ment. This latest book is her
fourth major work: and
‘reprints .numercus writings
from the WSU collection.
In "order to meet the
- chalienge for a new relation-
ship between theory and prac-
- tice, Dunayevskaya gathered
_ together wrmngs whicli ex-
amine women’s liberation in
the context of  the social
- movements and lheory of.our-
‘age. Upon opening the’ Ibook

1o the introduction, one I*s im- ;-

.--’mediatrly struck - by “this: !
- author'n view.of his‘onr.;»

- “What distinguishes: thekz‘

ncwnm and . nn.iqumem of
Swomen’s - liberation *in ' our
f she writes, *is the vary

* ‘only equal rights but

“yevolution.”

. pature of our cpoch ~which
-signified, at cne and the same

time,

rew stage.of cognition.”. - .
Whether it was the U.S. coal

miners battling the introduc--

tion of sutomation in 1949-50,

the Bast German workers call- -
~ipg for “Bread and Jreedom”™.
in 1953, or the Montgomery

:Bus Boyco:t- in 1955.56, all
signified to Dunayevskaya
~what she. calied new
“movements - from  praciice

~ which were themselves a fOrm

of theory.”

- Girasping tﬂie mlportancc of .
\a!l these .movements helped

Dunayevskaya recognize that
the women’s liberation move-
ment emerging in the 1960s
and 1970s was desnaading not
new
human relationships--inside
the movement and out,

_. Yet Dunayovskeya also says
of her talk to a Third World

Women’s Conferencs in 1983:

“What seemed to me fo be
wicial wes the missing link of
philosophy - in relation to
revoiution both in theory and
int fact. That is what is meant
by  the - dialectics . of
Her “apalysis of
the movaments of the ‘505, ‘60s
sind *79s was uscompanied by a

‘rigorous . digging into -the:

Ihumanisz: of Marx in order to

'l:f reaute his ph.\lcmphy fm' to—

8 - mew stage - of.
, preduction-sutomation-and a

Thus in P‘irt 1V or tms
book, Tie Trail o the 1950s,
you see her examining Marx's:
ethnological notebooks ii 3
light of both ths womsn’s
liberation movement and
Third 'World revolutioas.
Marx’s wntmg on &n-
thropology ‘in his last decade:
analyzed pre- -capitalist
sovieties like the Iroquais,

Austraiian aborigines and

Irish. He sought out pathways-
to socialism that couid avoid
capitalist development.
Dunayevskaya  shows us
-something no other Marxist
has: in his last decade Marx
further developed his very ear-
ly concept . that the
man/woman relation in socie-
ty tests Just how human and
free socicty really is. .
We find her issuing what ¢he
calls a challenge to ali post-
Marx Marxists because they
have “treated Marx’s Marxism
either as a dogma or as a mire
description of his age with no
ramifications for ows.”.
But perheps theé overriding
feature of Women's Libera-

“tion . and the. Dialectics :of .
_Revolusion is Dunnyevskayn’s L

.copcern with “how . today's

ticles ancl letters which-revial
'ofanalysu. R

We read her correspondertce

. with Peruvian feminists who
_ha‘rg, just . re printed her

writings on: woinen as revolu-
tionary force aid reason, and
hers dialogue with Argentizian
Marxist Silvio Erondm pefore

* his -murdes by Argent!man

fascists. We see her excited by

" tke march of Iram.m women
“in 1979,

aad: her - warning:
against the- Left “blindly

- following Khoneini hecause
. he sounded like the most “anti-
imperialist.” And she lcts us

 readi the letters she wrote in the

process of working out her last -
book, Rosa. Luxemburg,
Women’s  Liberation = and

" Marx’s Philosophy of l?eva!u-_
' tion the book which concluded
_with the challenge to post-

Marx Marxists.
Dunayevskaya doesn’t pose
any snap answers to the ques-

. tions which many - women at

the march ‘last. month were
asking, She’ certainly differs
from the self-styled leaders of
the 19705 viko separated the
agbortion rights “movement
from the demands of: black:
and workm;z- .women. Instead
she insists thal we caa only:

: .meet the challenge of today’s

yoitht can work out thie dialec- © auclear age!and the ongoing -

tice  of..revolution for .
thcmselvc.s. The collection in--
. cludes lectures, Jouma_zsuc m‘ .

revolts fmmL women,  blacks,

: ‘workers and youth by workmg )
< out the huminnism and mc’thod S
ofMarx fo;our 3e' AT

her. Ma.rxist-Humnmst me&hod S
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Woman's 2udies Progrom

by Paula Yensen

Approximately 40 Lansing and Jackson
arca merbers of the Hationzl Organiza-
tion for Women (NOW) travcled hy bus to
Washington, D.C., March 8, to take part
in 2 massive dewonstration for a woman's
right to choose control over her cwn
body .

More than 150 oN0 women, men. and

ten, D.C., Mazch 8.
Over 150,000 sttendsd

- Yy ‘ b

children from across the United States
gatherad in the natiorits canitol to . te
notice that they wiil not leg the livas
of millions of wosen be threatened by -,
efforts to ouilaw shortion and birth cou-
troi. Dozens of nctionally recognirzed’
speakers addresscd the throngs aatharsd
on the lm of the U.8. -capitol,
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(1985).

Wouzn's Libersticn and the Pislectics of Rewlution: Reaching for the Future

Both women's liberatich and Karl Marx's

mavalice

&vvv;ul-ianai—f p:‘:iit’:sophy“and their. insep- o

- arability~-are subjects of the two most
-Tecent books by Raye udfiayevskaya, Rosa
Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and Marx's

Ecth.of Dunayevskaya's most recent
works present the unique Mandst-
Humnist concept of "Wmsn as Revo-
__Iutionexy Force and Ressan **

ST ey

Philosophy of Revolution (1982) begins
with 2 study of Rosa Luxemburg from the
vantage point of the 1980s and of today's
women's lilLeration movement., A critical
distussior. of the movement is situated

- #gainst Luxemburg's contriburions, and

~ both are measured in tems of a neWw. expo-
sition of the fuil 40 years of Marx's
revolutionary philosophy. .

The second book, Women's Liberation
and the Dialectics of Revclution: Reaching
for the Future, pubiiched fall of 1985, .
is "a 35-year collection of essays--his-
toric, philosophic, global"--on women's
1iberation (und beginning long before
there was u movement).. Both Sooks were
published by Humanities Press Internation-
al, Atiantic Highiznde, NI, which aise
issued 1982 editions:ui Dunayevskaya's
1958 HMarxism and’ Freedom and her 1973
Philosophy and Revolution, All, plus the
microfilms of the Raya Dunayevskava Col-
legticn and several pamphlets, sre in the
MSU Library. ) : :

Both of Dunaycvskaya's most recent
works present the unique Marxist-ltumanist

concept of "Woman as Revolutionary Forcs -

- and Reason." Uunayevskaya is the’founder
of Marxist-Humanism in the United Staras

a philosophy »f liberation which recientes
Marx's Marxisi for today. Michigan is the
home of its archives, entitled "The Raya
Dunayevskaya Collection," on deposit at
Wayne State University. ) o
Secretary to Leon Trotsky in the late

18305 during his exile in Mexico, by 1941

Dunayevskaya had developed her differcnces

. with him-_intg‘g.the.fl-nn-}- thut aman:

A GaNe A g T

lutionary Russia had become a "state-
capitalist society." This state capitalist
theory later became the groundwork for
the philosophy of Marzist-llumanism, on
which News § Letters Coumittees and News

& Letters newspapsr were founded in 1353 .

in Detroit, :
Tiie 28 essays of Women's Liher

There is a historlc panorama of Wt
en as thinkers and as revolutionaries ..
fran 1647 to today and a dialog with
Latin, Chainese, and American femin-
ists and rewolutimaries. :

aml the DiaJoctics of Revolution are but
a tiny portion of the archives collection.
Yet they most concretely display the ine .
separability the author finds betwaen
women's liberation and the ''dialectics of
revolution." Their scope includes women
textile workers of the Russia of 1917, -

whose celchbration of Internaticnal Women's - -
Day initiated the Russian Reyslution, Ir... .. -

includes Black women in Africa and Ameri-




<A desanding “Freedom Now!" There is a
historic pancrama of "women as thinkers
and as revolutionaries” from 1647 to
today and a dialoguc with Latina,

Chioese, and American feminists snd
revolutionaries, Furthermore, Marx and
Engels are contrasted in terms of the
relationship of philosophy and revolu-
tion to women’s Piberation,

“in her introduction to'Rosa Luzemburg,

Homen's Liberation, and Marx's Philoscphy

of Revolution, Dunayevskaya explains:

- "The tetal disregard of ihe feminist di-
mansion of Rosa Luxemburg. calis for the

- TecoTd o he straightened...Toduy's
Women's Liberation Movement has intve-
duced ‘new and unjauc aspects.,,But the
very fact that the task vemains unfinis
shed points tc the need to study further
Luxesburg’s works both as feminist and ss
revelutionary. And that means grappl ing

“with Marx's works, not just as "writings"

- but as a philesophy of revolution. To da

“anything short of that impedes the de-
velopment of the Women's Liberation Move-
‘ment to its full potential..." (p.ix)
In Part I--"Rosa Luxemburg uas Theore-
tician, As Activist, As Internationalist*
~-Dunayevskaya describes Luxeshurg's

< TR EE)

total disregard of the femin-
ist dlmension of Rosa Luseninog
calls for the record to be
stratghtened," ‘

]

milti-dimensional 1ife and work, elimsx-
ing in the Russian 1905 rcvolution and
the German 1919 revolution, Her greatest
theoretical work, Accumulation of Capital
(1913), however, i5 shown to deviate sub-
stantially from Marx's own’ philosophy.
Fart T1--"The Women's Liberation Move-
ment as Revolutionary Force and Reason'--
Suks up the achicvements of the Movement,
especially the unrecognized Black dimen-

sion, re-views Luxemburg as a ‘feminist,

and concludes with the "unique and unfin-: ™

ished contrihutionﬁ“ZOf.today;xThis]loads-
to Part IT1--""Kar| Marx: ‘from Critic of
llegcl to Author of Cspital and Theorist
of 'Revolution in Pormanence*," Lo

llere, Dunayevskaya contends that .

FFTRR

"Mark envisicned & totally vew men,
@ totally rew voman, a totslly new. ... .
life form (and by no means cnly for -
narriage)--in a wrd, a totally new
society." _ S

"Marx envisioned a totally new man, a
totally new woman, a totally new life
form (and hy no means only for marriage)--

in-a word, a totally fiew'society, That {s. "

why it is so relevant to today's Women's
Liberation Movement and why we still have
so ruch to learn from Marx's concept -of
Man/Woman, not only in the abstract {844
articulation, but in the empiric 1880
formulation when it was integrated with
the need for total uprooting of capitalism
and evegtion-of 5 class-iess svcicty,® -
(p. 186) She contrasts her view with tha:
of 'post-Marx-Marxists" who narrow Marx's
work into "a single diseipline, whether
sconomics, politics, or philoscphy."
Scholars, students, ond activists will
find much for debate, dialogue, and self-
development in Dunayevskaya's hooks.

Susan Van Geider, iz a member of News
§ lLetters Committees in Detroit and does
research in the Raya Dunaycyskeys Coliec.
tion at Wayne State University,
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