January 30, 1981

Mo REB-LEB (copy to all locals, and to WL)

~Dear Colleaguest

: , . One more new-moment hag arisen in relationship to .the
wRI- book". Where, previously, I had insisted that WL was not.a
geparate part, but only a chapter {( and I did so. in order to stress.
that the book is a totality, rather than three different parts) ,-
I have now decided that the totality is best seen when there is a
geparate pavt, “here is what I meant What was Chapter 6, "women's
Liberation, Then and Now", is not only < matter oi "Then and Now'--
i,e. different historic periods -- but also and above all, so totally:
different a concept. that it transforms the whole question of vtiming."
Patirally,” the different historic periods are important; but that can
easily be seen by expanding the section,”Yesterday, Today and Tomor-
row,® Indeed, that historic section will also. be expandad, insofar
-;;asfthe-Blackrdimension;is concernhed; to include Africa as. well as
the U, 8. .But:wa’ cannot 1imit the:concept of ‘omen’'s Liveration to a
- contrast of different historic periods, important as that subject 1is.
_ ‘Rather, Marx's concept of the Man/Yoman relationshkip, which we quote
' g0 often, instead of being wtaken for granted! must first be worked
':ngtﬁfppiﬂ“l'pgrioﬁs.,._ " .
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o ol tov e must roll the historic elock back, not just: to questions.
" - -of *the women's movement, but back to the post-larx Marxists, beginning
&withﬂEngEIS;himselfj - T now see that Engels’ *philosophy", when it
“comes -to . Women's Liberation, is only 2 form of-";iglggigm"--;Otherwisev
“he couldn't possibly have  come. up with that fantastic phrase about
“ithe world historic defeat of the female sex™, with which to explain -
‘the change from matrilineal to. patrilineal society. Contrast that
. to. Marx's.concept of a totally new human being, man and woman, ‘and
3o -total an uprcoting of capitalist relations that the dialectic it~
gelf totdlly changes from an Hegelian gelf-development of thought .
to g revolutionary (larxist) self-development of humanity. e

: Clearly: the rew Part II that I am now proposing will not
be just a eritique of modern women's liberationist theorists but a
critique of all post-harx Marxists, beginning with Engels’ Origin of
the Family. It may be an exaggeration to say that Engels had moved
away from hwarx's philosophy of revolution, .but it is a fact that if

-.wou do not have as profound a concept of it as did Marxsit affecis
your whole interpretation of humanity’s development, and you have
thereby already rarrowed the battle for the uprooting of the oldésthe

_ereatizn of a totally new society, “1f just the change from matri-
lineal to patrilineal society. was the great determinant in humanj.-
ty's development, what happened to the whole history of womankind
since that time? Have we or have we not been in all revolutions and
rreated the subject of women's liberation? Isn't it a fact that in-
stead of digging into history, actual developing history, and tracing
all ihe new developments, Engels concentrated so totally on"primitive
communism" that it began to look as if all one needed to achieve
liberation was modern technology? In any case, the residue of this
view, accepted by the socialist women, even including the kLarxists,
Clara Zetkin and Rosa Luxemburg, remains in the movement to this day.




-written more profoundly than Lar ‘ise on the"Critique’ of the Hegelian
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- of Yoman and certsinly doesn't want to ieave it as man's task. Yet

. ag if the total oppogition “to elitism consists just of lecentralization.

- a mere tonstruct of a new Superwoman: in place of a Superman?. And with
it, endowing that force with a Supertheory? -~ T

. THE WOMEN'S LIBERATION HOVEMENT AS REVOLUTIONARY FORCZ AMD AS REASON.

- -thesection'I called "LuXemburg's Activity in the lomen's lLiovement".
- :That .is %o say, the . chapter will begih, not with Luxemburg's birth as

. ‘'women who worked in ‘the factory must undergo the same sexual examina- o

"and by 16 to read Morgan's Ancient Society..

2

~

© Now let's go to our time, In this case, I mean the period
since the Humanist Essays of iiarx were published, first in the lave
1920s in German and in post-y%II in Frenmh, e have two such absolute-
ly opposite personalities and phileosaphies as Herbert karcuse, & Hari-
ist scholar, and Simone de Beauvoir, the Rxistentialist @ No one has

Dialectic", and, indeed, the other essays. And yet he did not at all
see what Marx was saying on the Man/W!dman relationship, .Simone de
Beauvdir, on the other hand, singled oUt tkat section, #xalted it, but
ended by twisting it to mean hardly more than the Exisléntial "Other”.
vihat ugit;d these two oppositeés was that in each case it.wes left as
man's task, . . o e

s .

Now go over to Sheila Rowbotham,.WhO'eitoilé:the primacy

she designates Yomen®s Literation "ag an organizing idea" as if all
WIM's task today consists of is to write its own What Is To Be Done? ;

What then happens to'the new himan relation ? Doesn't that become

The new Part II I'm proposing will probably be entitled:

Having two chapters instend of one fcr this Part II will affect also "~.}”

a revoluticnaryy but-with ah hisgtorid, "geographic" background of where
she .wag born,Poland , which is now in-the Headlines again. . :

T e _ Luxemburg's birthplace was where womell were.
responsible Tor one of tie first ‘mass strikes, long-before she was born.
It was diracted against the horrible, malé-chauvinigtic edict ‘that

tion as prostitutes, .lo wonder that that: type of patriarchal .attitude
caused Luxemburg, -during ner teens, to join the revoluticnary’ movement

.\ ~ Finally, when it comes to0 the modern pericd,- I do.not know
how much of the latest news I will:include, For examnhle, before the
Convention, I was .excited enough about the new women dissidents in
Russia to.want t¢ include them in Perspectives; whereupon 'I found out,
before the actual opening of the Convention,about what Mamonova called,
correctly, the "Chrigtianization® of that movement, Fresently, I.have
roted that liamonova,in her call for an International Feminist Union,
did-net include.socialism and concehtrated on opposition to "totalitari-
an" ‘male chauvinism as if "democracy" was not as guilty.

. "L o The more T
think of the disregard of Luxemburg by the whole movement, ineluding
Socialet Feminists, the more I realize that, once you leave out revo-
lution as the only way to uproot the c¢ld society, you are not only re-
ducing iicmen's Liberation +to- "a new sensibility” but leaving the whole
of humanity right within the.capitalist framework.

. o Yours, RAYA

F.S. Please change the titles of what will nowbe Chapter 5 to "Spon-
taneity, Organization and Dialectics of Revolution", and what will now
be Chapter to "war, Frison, Revolutions." What was Part II on Larx
now becomes Part ITII. And I am now calling the last chapter in that
Part III “The Philosopher of Permanent Revolution Relates Theory to

Organization."” 14334
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Daur Collanguas: ,f*’jﬁk
. One more fiew momdnt has nrlean in rn,ntionship to the

“RL bock". Wharo, previously, I had 1nalatud that ¥L wae not &

separate par-t, but only a chapter { and I did so. in order to stress

that ths bock iz = Zotality, rather than three different parts) ,

I have now decided that the totality is beat seen when thare is a

separate part. Hore is »hat I mean: WwWhat was rnapter

Liberstion, The ,n,uewﬂr*~;§z not only a matter of * on and L.!:::

L.6. 0ifTere ~= but also and above » tgég!
 different afcon that it tranaforms the Whoie question of "tin .

Naturally, e different historie pericds are immortant: but that can

eanlily be acen by wxpanding the section,"Yester

row,” rdaed, that hlstoric esction will alxo

at the dimenkion is concerned, to include

EB&-U But we cannot limit tho concept of Woien's Liberation to &

coniTRos of Adlfferent historic perlods, important as thzt subject is,

Rather, Marx'm soncept of the Man’Woman relationship, which we quote

go often, instead of being ”takon for grantod“ nust first bs worked

ovt for all pericds.

. We must roll the historic clock back, not juut to question

.0f ¥he women's nmovenent, but back to the,poaf-marx Iarxlata. beginning
with Engels himeelf. I now see that Engalf i1 )
womeB to Women'ae Liheration. is onli
he couldn’t poassibly Lave come up with

_"the world historic defeat of the female smex", uith -hich to .

" the change fror metrilineal to patrilineal society. Contrast

- %0 Marx's concert ¢f mr totally new human being, man and wormen, and
so tokal an uprooting of capitalist relatione that the dimlectic it-
self totelly changes from an Hegelian gelf-development of thought
to s rewluticnary {Marxist). self=development of humanity.

Clearly, the new Part II that I am now proposing will not
be Just a critique of modern women's liberationist theoriete bBut a
crizique of all post-kKarx Harxists, beginning with Engels’

o « It may be an sxaggeration to say that Engels had moved
avay from karx's philosophy of revolution, but it is a fact that if
you do not have as profounc a concept of it as did ¥arx,it affecte
your whole intsrpretation of humanity's development, an3 you have -
theroby already narrowed the battle for the uprooting of ths old tha
crestion of a totally new society. If just the change from ma .
‘lineal to patrilinen) societ y was the grent determinant in humani—
%y*'s development, what happanad %o the whole hietory of womankind

since that time? Have we or have we not been in all revolutions and
craated the subject of women's libaration? Isn't it & fact that in-
stend of digging inte history. actual developlng history, and tracling
nll the new develcpments, Engols concentrated soc totally on"primltive
comnuniss®™ that 1t began to look as if mll one needed to mchieve
1iberation was modern technology? In any oare, the rcaidue of this
visw, accepted by the =ocianlist women, even ilncluding the Farxists,
Clara Zetkin and Kosa Luxemburg, remains in the movement to thie day.
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Bince the lumanist Egseys of Marx were published, first in %he late = = '
19201 in Gerean and ir post-W¥IJ in Prench, we have two.such absclute-—v~
ly oppoaite personalitiea and phuoaophht' as Farbart Marcuse, g karx- N
dat scholar, and Simonn de Beauvoir, the Existentiallsties Mo one has
wvritten sora mrofoun than Kareuse ¢n the"Criticue of zhe Hogoiian
" Dialectic”, and, indesd, the other essays. And yet he did not at sl
«a vhat Marx was saying on the Man/Woman rsjationshi». Simone de
Beauvolr, on the other hand; clngled ot that saction, sxalted 1t, but
onded twisting 1t to mean hardly more then the Exlstantial ~Dther",
What united these two opposites was that in emch case 1t wag left as

gan's task. .

Now go over to Shallan Rowbotharm, who sxtolls the mrimac
of Woman and gertalnly dogsn’t want to leave 1t us man's task., =~ Ilet
she deslgnates Yomen*s Liverntion "as an orgunizing i1des™ as if all
. WIM's task today consists of in to write its own W ’
as if ths totzl opposition to elitiam consista Juet o con zetion.
¥hat then happuins to the new humig relation 2 Doeen't that tecome

& moere construct of a pow Superwoman in place of e Supermen? ind with
it, endowing that force with 2 Supertheorys . ,

. The nsy Port II I'm proposing will probably be entitled:

THE WOXEN®S LIBERATION MOVINENT AS REVOLUTIONARY FORCE AND AS REASON,
Kaving two chapterm insteri of one for this Part I, will mffect slso
the rectlion I called "Luxemburg's Activity in the Women®s Movement™.

Tiat !.«]3; ti; sy, ghe':;ch.;.g;ar wﬁl ba.-fl.n. not ﬂ;j!:i Lux;;n:bwg'a gir;h :s
n revoliutionacy ; an storlc, “gsogra c* background of where
.. she was born J&’;‘zwhieh is now in .the hendlinoe ngain, -

- of—the-Podish—diecidents.. luxemburg®s birthplece was whero the=meny (72«
- firpt-teneral-Sinike-of -women-taok-piacs, long before she was dborn,: ¥t A
=1t was directed against the horrible, male-chauvinistic edict that -~ :;';’;‘;_‘,:‘c‘*-
‘women who worked in the factory must underge the eseme saxual examina-‘ -7,
ticn ae prostitutes. No wonder that that type of patriarchal attitude «ter
caused Luxemburg, during hsr teens, to joln the revolnutionary movement '_;;;f‘i{':”
and by 16 to read Morgan's Anclent Soclety. , T T

..n-:(_b({g_-}‘
Finally, when it comes to the modern perlod, I do not know (!
" how much of the lateut naws Y will include. For example, before the
Convention, I waz exclted wnougzh about the new woman dissidente in
Rusela <o want to include them 1n Perspsctives: whersupon I found out,
before the actunl opening of the Canvention,nbout what Mamonova called,
corractly, the “Christimaization® of that movement. Fresently, I have
noted that Xamonova,in hur call for an International Feminiet Union,
did not include socialism and concentrated on opposition to "totalitari.
an” pcle cheuvinisn as if *democrascy” was not as gullty.
) The more I
think of the disregard of Luxemburg by the whole movement, including
Socialst Feriniuts, the more I realize that, once you leave out revo-
lution as the only way to uproot the old sceclety, you .ars not only ie-
ducing wWomen's Libermtion to ™a new sensibility™ but leaving the whole
of humanity right within the capitalist framework.
: Yours, RAYA

P.S. Please change the titles of what will ndkbe Chapter & to "Spon=
taneity., Organization and Dimlectics of Revolution“, and what will now
be Chapter & to "War, Frison, Revolutions.” What was Part 1I on Marx
now becomes Part IIX, And I am now celling the lest chapter in that
" Part III »The Fhilosopher oi Fermanent Revolution Reletes Theory to
Orgunization.”
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February 12, 1981

Dear Raya,

Each rereadihg of your Dear Colleagues Letter of Jan, 30th has-given me new
insight inteo the book, into wemen's liberation and into Fngels, that I wanted to
test them with you.

Forhost to me 1s that your creation of a new zz:it of Women's Liberation is
as fundakental as both the original zhange of two years ago where you salid it must
be a book not on Rosa Luxemburg, but on iuxemburg and Marx®'s philosophy of revolution,
and the change which in the end flownd out of that, that there would be a full
seGzion on Marx's Philosophy of Revolution, So Luxemburg was riv®ted, tested by,
that philesophy. Now I believe you have worked out methodologically how to do
that with Women's Liberation. &= By no means do I mean to say,well WL will be
happy bed¥yse you have created a vhole part on them. In fact the  '‘may even attack
. more when they see what you have created. No I/’ﬂﬁaﬂb"actively you have created
the ground for WL o take 1lts meausro as= -""olutionexy “Akd it is by no weans
only WL that is measured as ’?g;lutionaries here, it is a very very new way to
measure all the "post-jarx Marzistg% including Engels.

et ot

DR « really believe you have' fcund the proper ground for a critique on Engels, I

- “'know that you had not liked his fialectics of Nature, but had refused to exx

" join those who wanted to criticize Engels on this level. I think I now understand

why. Even 1f Engels was completely wrong on nature, and much of what he said

certainly was not correct. it would have been absolutely diversionary from the

.xeal task at hand t6 join that critique, What was at issue was not concepts of
“nature, or even origins of the family and private property. Whaichsotxisauex

MBEAXXX Yes, no doubt Marx would have a very different concept of nature and science

etc. therh‘.'”‘ gels, ~ pht’ 9hat ‘was at lssue was the"revolut ionary self-development
-. of humanity”, that wis”the core of Marx, and it is only there where you have ciben

to ¥iKeé your stand. Anything else if diversionary. So now when you are developing i
‘a critique of Engels, thowgh again T know that is still not the main burdex,- but;
when it .ls done ik is done precisely on the fact that "the world historic clefeat.'
+of the female sex" is a vislatien.of. precisely that revolutionary self-devalopment
‘of humanit ty at its core, - that— is.in negating several thousandz years of

the fight of women. )

-

~ Thus the "then" jin "then and now" is on one level L._?“ ‘the first post Marx
Marxists moved away from Marx's philosophy of revolution prec:.se.ly on the question
of Man/Woman relations. The timing there'is whiat was their atti'a#e to the Marxism
V‘." ) Of Harxl
1 . : !
And now I believe I have a very different understanding of now_,a'}nd the problems of
. my critique of your now in the first dratt of apter six, 1 believe T wankmixichnx
i . wegex was missinLthe histooy cf 1373-1980, LBu think T fekl into the trap of

-~ -

t,wam.iﬂg 1973-83 {Yin jiself" -: that is trac tell us what it means, critique it,
hich just becomd5™a type of popularization, Now I see that 1973-80 would be

handled very very’ ditferent muERyETeRde - this "now""measured“ aga.nst the

"then" non.. of the “garlier women's “movement,but agalnst Marx's concept of man/woma.n.

. @ love very much the concept of tracing how the first two ge.nerations of
post Marx Marxists tock up Marx's man-woman, that is took up the revolutionary
self-development of humanity through man/woman, and then the "now" beginning

- with MarguBf, to De Beauvolr to RoWbotham against locking hmw at how they grappled
with man/woman as particular of the self-development of humanity, T believe you

/have found the way of critiqueing today's women's movement in such a way as
creat? a very revoluticnary ground for them to develop if they will labor through
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what you are doing. - oF
At the riﬂk of sounding a liti:le abstract I wanted to pose some of this to .
you philosophicall.\r .What you call “s& new sensibility™ of WL which leaves all Aot
‘within the capical:'.st framework, ls t. cf"spirit in self-estrangement the disc:.pline
of ‘culture”, But we live in. the age where only zbsolute -idea is genuine freedom.
Wemen's Hberation is-nesu-certainly a new beyinnlng. But the ywpmmx journey to
be absolute-idea as new beginning ,isn t alone the human subject as gctlon, but +he .
ﬁ'ummvﬁijms ~acEY5n IR URTEY Wit the history of all of humanity, and that
As' “what Marx's philosep W"‘Iu"ﬂ'}'on represents, HNo I don't quite mean that
;- 'becusse therl it sounds as if it is history as dead knowledge. The living history
of humang as subject of revolution has to be grasped by today's subjection of
revelution, and can only be done so philosophically. Well I still don't think
I've formalated it corractly, but I'll stop here. : ' .
. new
'But I do thiak that thefyround for putting for Marx's philosghy, and the new
testing ground for today's WL movement as weli as a¥: the test of all revolutionaries,
is t'crund within vour formulations in the Jan., 30th letter
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