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te worka asem to oover not only the topic Of&%cnen and Rwssia..

1lkss ending with the eaxly 1530=, though the kfuz) conferemces wexe Just

14 in 1977, tut peem somchow Yo sound as If they were written by the same

parmen or grovp of parsona that studied wnder the sama "divection™ ., Thus, .

" the moet compreohensive and the cne that seews Lo htwe thie lbsolntely blgzezt

titliography of dixec jlj';nsim woxks JRichard Stl omen's L vtion
ment, in Buoeis , {Per m*."m wian;

i%cﬁn mveralt & y T ke Dorothy Atk:lnson

Alezandes Dallin and Gaﬂ. Ha.rshofaky In.pid,xs' Homen :!.n gnsain. (stenford 0. Press,

19??). nul. .’mdoad, the th taﬁ. again msii%:g, Fron Hispian History .

nbt from this comtry
y/Aug 1975, uhichinhmiaatmmation

the Fierch cn~=Ratlotat and the History of Women's Oprmesaion™ by
67 oinea] arve a@.’m on Rpllantal, o Zhemotdal, and alklsaying
1t »aEC

t and even Af~#5ES elemnts sound not exnotly WidMish
neverthelsss, ) yomys tack,, oto, ste, ete. iU was ploneering, Ho
doubt 3% wae, bub why im the heck stop there? And by thers I mean 152830, .
At ihet mte, you simply add up, all over again, to makirg po integral re-
htimhip botween what wma avd whkat 18, vot o nention any attenpt at
looking mtwmu,and.by"ninbo'Idonotlaan?"zocomtmomw.,

¥hat I refan-to above w Stites ~= -z:motae:l. ' Bolshwisn and Russian Women,
. 1517-1930" == 4n & 20 yage axticle, was axpended into a A6 page book, tut
the zommmmmmthem Mareover, '

k: has a
kgmmd, 1.e, 1% does not staxt with Zhenoctdel ut the *Emh‘@ N
'uva yata ra:rphl o Hozan \I’oﬂce:.". written in Siberia ™ ed in

AT : Bre&chsditshg@.ghtiﬁ They
"211 hased ﬂ:mel:ves @ Bebel and, uhetham it was Km s Zetikin, p
the thenis vas the'sene excaph that Ko tal was more independent ansl \muld .
. &pnear mlso &t f szt eonferences, u2lly, the Bolshaviks really dldn't do -
anything and sgain it unge, from bolow, there was much activity
" and tha oviks invaxiahly cams in after . It isn'i Stites that emphasizes the
fors and after tmt the faots spealc for thezsslves., For example, the paper
that finally y appoared, ‘The W Wemnn, edited by Kyxupskaya, Anessa and
Anna Edzarg”ya (Lenin's sistex), M was quickly sguashed by $zarisnm (.3} But azaiN
thelfood pogromsy women workers and soldiers wilves had been on uin‘.'ika and in pany

n.ctiv ties thmuﬁl:m the wax eapecin.lly in 1915, 1916. . \/

1\
. oy
‘{“ HOW IN THE RELL CAN YOU DISHISS KOTHING SHORT OF THE FEBRUARY 1917
BOFOLUTION ASTICE ENWOUS EPISODE IN FETROGRAD O MARGES (Feb. 23)..."

{p. 175) t!wn $ appeard not as & revolutim that ov
tut as M2 _co evalopmante... pr:lces...md oele'hmti.on of

mtnmu onal huen's Dy, —

. o . o ————

X rb!.sta.ue thamisniotof!ntamstinfamand“pemomlities“a.mla.
good deal of Independence in reiation to Kollantal anyway, and we finally do
"gat down to Zhenotdel, bui 6l @s why 22 peges is expanded to 464 pages and!

Z} | nt:.‘;lbno:g;;m single(line unlees you oall “the opisode" a line g
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In the book he does have, ﬁ:cat. a little more than just an episode as

an eploods, on the Fob, 101?, tho gh i 11'. & not as LT ix the Rnsain.w
Ry fon it im armin in

E B o T ) s $°Th
EnjahevIk Homentn soveasnt .clain i ' ' 'F voesi
P B Y Rﬂ-)—rﬁi-:ﬂm“ﬁ - at it has od-to- -4611,, :
:- ted l: 11& and domen's Day wac observed in
L ; g

oeedingm Im,o >
/ afthehtzogmd?ipoﬁrtcry Malaniys, s
'Irakamdnfewnadicalatudmw 1striing

§ "0'\-;1-- 9, *91?, he retromd uonen ware out in comenomt:lon of Bloody‘
idays —A mm‘.h Jdater, the Petilov strike added the
i ¥ 'ﬁﬂ of the \ra.ailev—_.}.

planandreanontoa]l th:ul, Ery oerta,inlyd:l.d not hm f.r:om
tlon-(rd == he then shows how the Boleheviks werc adty
 this,” atd theu uyags mikov mport.a thn.t the ou.‘ga.nj.

guir!anoe Teom Sooia.l Demmts -of ei'bhar e
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UOHHi N RUS"‘I:/\EH.A.ted by Atkinson, et al,. W \‘25“'
Paxt 1, "The hiactz\.bca.l Heritae,&“ﬁs both the articl

aid,"a onusg” of mrogress, which M ’m:a.usln.tad as(Ma neasure™ or Mimt?/of
mmﬂt \/ na e .

: ¥
He a,lso Yiows thsre is & difference between Mx and Engels, n}t-@ aadf M
" knowledge of EBihnclogiesl Eo.,a‘.:soks. Bt tin Bhip gmiam. He als ;
oRlle nt:gg:f.ion to the fact that 2 'I;here sesis to de a difference
the nnepi,\ of ket was the 1 t_d W.r laneriohaving-= tionm g
e R 013 ‘EJ i EERE o3 hetwest mwin the Poverty £/
AAOTIY.. O b %__ W‘_ ¥ actualiy tad - to do with slavexry, ta
' =----. "' -n-andofcoursethut 2

S fzotory woriurs and the one by, Heyex izu and_tho. Yorse 4" pp 85114,
A " ‘which I vant to suzmArize hews, ™ ayors ’ 3 gals,' ,
7 regmnliag Fourler, s né calls s wm attention to/py A il
; . -fact thet Mx waa 'ﬂih“u&m‘tﬁm?OMGr on- the K.
\/ b \ Q,of the femons ¢ ce & role surier suppos /
55

: __;’;Eiﬁitive aot:igt Bz :.éainaj:’ © IEEERINA
e that case m L "m0 Pay us e"lseonoomed,“theq
(Bgxuall LY wa ds:‘inlte]..,‘ _Q.adxathjn the early aad :la.ter
; {0 in’ ¢ b8 onoea.gainquotos Engels

‘\'.' . , fe -

| . ;!‘lo:,'ecr.- then ..m tha daveloment
/Y backvardness of the Iassalleans, it wae(gm
L/ hend: Int rads it 3t obiigatory for all uac&ions e pol \
o ’f_?;&;gggan. s Takes severnl references to” Qm:nie Gusttel , esp? ‘(, .
796 »(And indidemtally ., he calls attention to the fact that mxestonrfﬂ ¥ /

bel &5 a "mrdomrsor of Mx and EAgels") He glves Bebel ¢ q?%t_ﬁx-haﬁng

anticlpateu, 'by 100 years, Phyllis Cmaaler's Hom.n a.nd Ha.dnesa

Vot A i
\“’ﬁeym u%é%’.m% in his intermretation that Mx nothing /CM{
-to practice the Q of eguality for women, and indeed he iz so that that M . :
" he oviden_tly ug-at all, either ahou} the Pards C. or the-lst.Int, .. ;

or the correspofidefice with Xugetlszn. So machohrship.
f-—'-—-'—_ﬁ-———h‘\-_"‘-_-—___' ’ . .:.

" Om p., 102, he is really fantasticiin.relationship'to giving Margaret Fpller / :

credit Yor “participuting” in the 1848 revojution. Evidentwily on a level higher 3

than the German women or any of the Eyropeans,

. _ Part 2 is on "Sex Roles and Spclal Change" in which I find
“ u’{uas n Ruxal Women" by Ebhel Dunmn,

Paxt 3 g)"}!pmen, Svclety, and Politios”, I likewise dm@ ble,
. "1t has facts on Ruseia now, there is no th or is or :
;- contradictionh brought out between what is in theoretical parts of Marx and what
' is In Russian socilety today.
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ugusi‘. 1978 owta,ins a trmalttion ¥

d the History of, oy

-'_"rhe\z new. t’;aings in '.Lt are
end the fort that ahs’ teoly relales her hip in <the Workers®
Cpponttion®signifisethe and to any yole 4n the Womsn Q.  However, the
_ WQ wua haxdly even montionsd in tho Yorkera' 0. platform and
. dune to any cmsmhip, ut the fact that she, herself, 4id

_ ;hilosnphimlly fvon ! o:r.'t.bodm: poaition on women a.nd /

m

s
R P

. ma 15 maing about ?ai.nan 15 tha.t aftn:she vacted to make the 20D
Artiele differect in ino sense of wo ha¥e a lot to learn, she nevertheless
© opis. wp Yy kie fact that we don't really: "Nevertheless, fifty yeaxs ago,

-‘Eo.l...ontai was onong “hose who wont furthest in mderstanding the pcohlesé
: "rﬁlis%d to wo::m's libm&me

xoalontai ga.ve at the Svacr:dlov
g of 3:«1 Gongr.'esa o

{ 1 D - ahowod
in pmimltiva aoaictyu
-0 the &
- m thoy a.ttrilntu “the. ﬁml loss .
mrriagor it in not the murriage form |
ther to a position of depen&

55 wE‘m:m ;-;’_ ' ; bave the -
mxti.‘l. afier WIII in r-rme, add not wntil 1970 tuexrland, d
atlzerland only in national eleotions, L

eve, is from Ermest Mandel's 19701"The \
es in the mocial dffivision of labor
owlodge. ukills, mitia.tivo.




_.n Jeequeline Holnen's “kollontai and the History of Women's Oppression”,
. - . S ————y . "

translated from the French in NLK:

PR notes that it, has some unnL‘nlishad writings of Kollontai -- I believe
alwles
that lhﬁ&m series of 1ectures &t Sverdlov Univ, in 1921 on “Homen's

\\f-du)f:ﬁ o "J' v‘_i“/‘
Labor in the Evelution of the Economy") in whic ASHG gets In comments

o tha quaestion of the family and apainst traditional concepts of
rexuality (it was published in 1922). AK also questions the one~sidad
‘.-tl*."apry of Engels and shows how woman's oppression takes root within

:{',‘f':'.zi:i";.ive aocioty, KU inclwies a pood quote from AK here,

H‘D coments that "she" (I belleve the suu'j_ Heinen, not AK) relatas her

laadersuip in Workers' Opposition as simifying the end to any role in
was
tha woman question. RD then .comments thatpwoman Qf{Tiot even memti in

.

Workars’ Oppcsit. on by AKCnd not becauso of any :'ansorship but becsise she

did not deviate philosophically from the orthodox position on woman) Kever-
0 years agn.’/
thelass) JH ends with statement’ that AK/has AR pone further than any other

women (Marxists, I presume),
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‘@) R0 Summation of worls on"Wemen and ‘b-qsie":

B W T T R R L Tt

Stites 20 page article hes all the facts he luter expanded into a 464 p, book,
except the irritating referance Fe Fe, 1917 as "famouz ‘episcdo” is axpa.ﬁd-ed
In 5ook. He bepins with istory" of Zhenotdal or its "background”

R : : '

1500 vublicaticn of Krupskaya®'s pamphlet on“The Woman oman_Worker”; in
:7: " (as Menshevik) e

Ko J.ontai's Hor </1-1 1506 organizing woman workers in st. Petersburg (vs. work o

e
e e e T T -

the bouraeois Ausian suffragists of 1905); the heipht of this work comes in )B

e

Al b..sed themselvez. on Bsbel; Kolontai's “differonce” was that she was more
_ndepamdm'l' &nd did attend boursmois. mtgs.‘too. P

-_,___‘____#_. e

Faots demc;ns'!:.rn.te that Bol'shevik's activity always wgﬁ:er the éctivity

"'i‘rom belem IIo’c.hing definite organized by B:%ﬂ‘%ntil 1913, The Working Womn

paper -adited 'by Kmpskaya. Armand, Lenin's sister; quickly ended by Tsar,

1915, 1916 " Robotkr .itsa group hed been arrested 1914 IWD cbserved only by
‘ proolmmtions and "i‘lash mebtings." RD quotes several paras, of deseription
of acturl Feb., events, noting that LT's is best.’
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Kot T N TR,

Atkinsci-edited  Woman in Russia has Meyer's article "Marxism and the

A s e, —"\,M~~——“ e S .

Woren®s Movement."”
- N-—-——--—..-/\-..._/"‘-—Au.

s Moyer bagins with h'.arx and Enpels and paints gut dii'i‘erenca between I"ourior

~and Marx: Fourler said women “a cause" of progress; Marx sald "a measupe".

M‘at'sr recofmized difference batwesn Merx and Engels alss, from boginning

on questien of what was first divisicn of labor. {RD has 2 paras. on thig,)

:

Mayer tvace-. developmen’r of W in Second Int,, showi’ng backwardness of

ussallaa.r-s.

Hiserror revmlea in interpretation that Mx and Engels did not El ractice

\thlity for women.

Anothar e‘strar in ralationship to (riving Hargaret Fuller credit i'or "pp‘.r-
“ticipatin" i 18#8 rsuolution. evidently on o level higher than the German

" wonen or any of tho Europeuns.
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