
· ~t:~h±~i;~Sj€1"/11~ 
te ·wOztcs 11- to oovar not·~ tlie topic of_~- and Russi&, aore 

lba 4llllllllg with the oar~ -1930s, ~ougll the it~~&l aonfenmces wea:e just 
ld in J!117, bitt. setl!l SOl!!ehDN to sound. as if 'thq were written by the same 

psrpo.n or of' that rstudiecl \Ill~ tho Ba~~<a •Qi%oot;ion" Thua, 
.the 011e th&t aee..a tO lave tbe 

~ 

It is tl:ue there is a lot of int<n:est in facUI am •personalities• &lid & 

sood de&l of :!Jidepelldence in relation to Kollantai '&ey~~a.:r, and we fina.ll:r do 
g<~t down to ZhBllotdel, blrl. i;oll ;a;; why 22 p;ges is expmdecl to 116!4- pe.jJ:es aro • 
ntill not on& sl,llel.,(line. unleSB you 0&11 "ther: episode" & line} 

on l'eb, 1917 •. ~~~ s~ }. .. ~ . -· ~AI' . 1434!1 ,. 
W '"~)~.f>l ~T\~ ~( I 
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in,a.~ in ·&l!!&i<liDt; abolft H~inan is tiBt a.ft1on: . .she wanted tO make the 20 p 
a...-.iclo dif'!'<irellt in t:r.o MilS& of 110 br.fe a lot to learn, she nevertheless 
6QI!5' U11' 1:!7 ·tile illot that 1lf> don't ~·· "Hen:::thel.aas, fii't;r yean ag<;>, 
K~i 'iiias m.umg those who want :fllrtbest in understand1"g the pro'bleJI!I 
rtl:U.iiGd 'to. w~en•s ·libem'!an." 
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,-:: ---·~ J&equeline H~inen's "Kollontai and the History of YTomen's Oppression", 

tranolatcd from the F1•ench :In NLR• 

'--~-------------
ffl RD not,es that it has so!nQ unm:hlished writ:lnr.s of Kollontai -- I beli<l\·e 

. .':iii~·!/' . . . 
tha:t. ~e series of lectures &t SVerdlov Univ. in 1921 on "Homen's 

Labor in t~e Evolut~on of ~e Economy'' in whi~~Jf~-q~~tf0~-;;~Jriments 
. _) " 

cr. trq quo•tion of the family and a~n:lnst traditional concepts of 

1<exual1ty (it >ras published :In 1923). AK also questions the one-sided 

-.th_eory o£ :&l~elS and shows how woman's oppression takns root within 

:.';~imti.ivo ooeioty, Rti .inclu:les a. J!ood quote from AK here, 

i1 II . 
-:~: lm _comments that · "she•• (I beli8-1o the P.h" ~-~- Heinen, not AK) relates her 

}aadersid.p :In Workers' Opposition as signifying the end to any role ·:In 

the. wo..an question, RD then . cements tha~~IIIAll ~even manti~· 
~orkat.:•' Op;csitl.o~ by AK ~rd not becauso of any t!~nsor•hip but be'cause she 

did not devi<Ote philosophically fram the orthodox ~osition on wo..anJ Never:-
. . · ~rs '!&J'-/ 

tholess JH ends with statement· that AK/bas ;~ gene further than any other 
) -. 

women (Marxists, I presu..e), 
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in/ 
a'l RD $\1Jl'll'i)4tion or lo!'Or!:s on 11Womon and' !b~'3'sie."' 
~-------............ _r. ____ ' ·-~--....... _-,_ ........... --·~ --·· '··- .• 

· • Stites 20 page article has all the facts he later expanded into a 464 p. book, 

except the irritat~~ referan.ce8e, .1917 as "f.amous epi!:odo" is expanded 

i·n book, He be~ :ins with 'pre- istor,Y' of Zhe;1.ot.da.l or 1 ts "background ... 1 .... \ 

(l900_'. ubliCJlt.ion of Krupsknya • s Pl'I11Phlet on"The Woman Jil!r[<er" 1 in 
~ (as Mtlll•bavik) · ·--- ·-~ 

Ko lontai' 6 wor!</lr~ 1906 or~anizing women workers in St. Petersburg (vs, work o~ 

th~.:~~~~==·-_r:u~~:agi•~O~)~ the height of this ~~~k_:n: lv 
i--,-11\:.oood thea.selvuc on E<lbol1 Kolonta1's "difference" was that she was ~ 
V :!ndep·>ndsnt and did attend --~·Ur,!llois-mt@s•. too, ___ ___.---/ 

. ·- . ·---.:.:...:.. __ ~ -. -~---- --~------ ---

6 Facts demonstmie that Bolshevik's act1v1ty always ~fter the activity 

from belcwo .Hoti.ing definite organized by ~il 1913, The Workinp Woman 

pi1per.-ed1ted by Krupskaya, Armand, Lenin •s sister I quickly ended by Tsar, 
. ' 

en __ and .soldiers'wiv~S contil1ued l!!4ny activities thrOnght war, asp, 

· Robo-::,its~ grollp had been arrested 1914. IIID observed only by 
' / . 

. piooolariiations and "flash mebtings." RD quotes several paras. of description 

of actual Feb; m•ents, noting that.LT's is best; 



AtkinsCOl-edited Woman in Russia has tlayer's article "tlarxisl'l and tho 
.,...._,...__ ... __ ----------~--~··--Women's Moveme~t." 

.·.,-..-----..r~. 

·.,.. !~·•Yer bo~;ins witb !'.arx and Enp.els and points out difference between Fourier 

QJld Marx: Fourier fil:aid womi:.n "a cause" of prop.ress 1 f.far:x: said "a 'measure". 

" Me~·er recofl;ni~~ di:fference between Marx and Engels a;!.st~, from boginnin~ 

on question of what vas firGt divisiOn of labor. (RD hss 2 paras. on thiu,) 

o Mayer trocos devdopll!snt. of 1-n l:! Second Int., shoving backwardness of 

::.· 
· e, . ··His. error rcvoaled :!n interpretation that Mlt and Engels did not practice 

'\?:~lo,fit.y for vomen, 

hno~.,,. e\~,. in relationship to 
p:iving Margaret Fuller credit for "p.ar-

, ' ' I 

·ucipatin" :1:, 1848 ""''olution, 'evidently on ~ level higher than .the Gorman 

· women or an;r o£ tho Europet~.ns ~ 
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