 Oct.18,1977%
Dear Thsragen

. It
' a vay I engeps in a ?hiloaophical-historica on “the. questlor
uf vomen®'s Idbaration with you?! The idea for it began Ffvt only on the
baels of your great presonce here at our conference, but bhacsussz a
slapia quezation’] was golng to ask about Edith Themas {an awfully
Abgzlophobe neme for & French woman author of that great event of
Paris Comxune with apec of French resistance movement of owr age, %8
called The komen Incendiaries). Thouph the work 1s certainly the first f
ever on the role of French revolutionaries of the 19th century, I do
believa ahe may be a Communist (Stalinist I mesn), though she sticks
stricily tv the events of 1871, and it wase espscially great to hear
of Marx at a perlod vwhen ell other tNew Infip" wers g6 busy on "male
chauvinien® axposes that they could think no further theoratically ‘
than to rid ourselves not juat of male domination but of the liberatior
theorics that were the products of lerx, Lenin, etc. In any cacs, :
" though I otill would 1ike to xnow from you what you know or can find
out in Paris of Edith Thomas's background and present ideas,; many
. other queations crowded in,

= Y .. For exemple, in 1968 I heard that the Pariplan would

. finally publish a *ruly totel view of 1871, and not just by the
0ld Left that alwaye apwracliated that firet workers' state, but

. finally academie too., I assume it has appeared &nd is too expensive,
~but could you find out whather a specisgl sectlon on the women®s role
=-gnd net only Louise Michsl who wes the tops both in bravery and
poetry and intellect~-=1s-1r it, in most concrete terms wlth names,

. deedsm, writings? On that same event., Marx and hls davghter, -Fleanor

--whe wes busy translating Lissagary®s work, were certelinly avare, .
‘indeed related 4% the core.of the P,C.,women esp. Bince it 1ls they
whe hesde? the Iirset interrnaticnal French section that saw more in
coamon with Merx than thst abhorrent male chauvinist, the most
famous Proudhon. Yet, how is that statement 1 have always grounded
mvself in, when Marx summed up the greatest achievenent of the Farils
Commune ag "its own working existence" did not spell out women's
role though they obvionaly were a core of that very "working
existence”? What was available in Marx's day? Did any then think
of themselves theoretically, whether as originalg or "followers” of
Marx?

x,

AR

. Now when it comes 4o our age and Women's ILiberation
as 20th c. thinks of it =-in a total way as well a&s Woman as Remgone—-
how is it that Simone de Beauvolir who wag "discovered” a decade
after she wrote Secohd Sex(which expressed a good many iruly
sexist remarks, tiaough the open discussion of sepxuallity was so
attacked,firet; and embraced iater) was eo far removed from anhy

- Movement  +hat she retually wrote of Rosa Luxzemburg's being a
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theoreticion as If it ware all due to the fact that; being "upgly™,
she wasa let be by men? Actually, th the early 19508 when that

work flrst came out in US was, wlith Black working women I telked

to and read to, opposition to de Beauvolr wae very sharp because
they felt that just speaking against male domination and exploitation
and "therefore” they need to free us wag exactly llke "white man's
burden® thrust at them in the Black, Neturally they insisted

no one ever gave yoeu freedomi only ghese who fought for 1t could

got Lty~5elf-Emancipaticn, moreover, was not an individual matter
only, or artist’s, or the usual cultural arrogance of the
ingeliigentaia. ¥rench esp2clally, but & social, revolutionary task
and vision, .

’ - In France, on the other hand, post WW 1I French women
o got even such eimple matters as voting, not via Left, but people
Y like De Gaulle, I remember actually being told that French women
e ware 8o coneervative and so Catholic, that if the vote was given
jj)ﬂ /0 to them, they would all vote for bourgecisie, etc.,ete.




‘-2.

The cultural arrogance is shown not only in Exigtentialiam, but
French womsn carseriets whe are now getting high, well, fairly h
government positlons with d°Bataing, must be effecting the small
ravolutionary groups of Women Liberationists for I hear nalther
of tyfea like wo have in the US, nor the mess movements in Italy.
What 1= the state of Women's. Liberation Iin Frauce now? Is any

_"ninglu goup raiuing the theoretical gquestionn? Doee any single

group or individuals you n;ai knew ses historic relations to
Poriz Cozmune? or philosaphlc reletions to Hegel? :

- One of the people that I will wish you te viait or
£ind out - abeut f£& the Hegel Study Research Center by one Jasque
_@'Hod%, auther of v wori, "FProm Hegel to Muix", which ism certainly
far cupericH to the Kegolians in the US who ars almost all
cangervativea, IXn sny cass, about a {aar or two ago I sant him
ay ‘F_;_l_o_w_}_\y_gng Revolution  as wall as my talk to the Hegel
Soclat o7 Awerica on Hegel® Abaolute Idea that I later included
in Hew Rgaavs, He kad sont me & vary friendly letter and thanks,

. but thsn the correspondencs stopped, and naturaily I never relsced
. any question of Womun's Liberation since Hegel himself wan not

exactly & model on the guestion, ZIn any ceme, though that ls not
the question I am interested regarding d'Hedt, i am Interested in
knowing more about him before I write again. Can you find cus?

4180, who. the hell is that horrid &talinist bourgeols

. political sconomist who attacked MARXISM & FREEDCM in Le Monde and -
" ‘then r's_-i‘_use_d t¢ publiah my rebuttal? . o N

; . : ¥What ie rew with you since youwr retwrn home? When,
exactly, will you be 1n lLos Angeles? TFor how long? Naturally
you will see Bessie and Eugene-tind.by then we may aleo know more
about rext Spring and when Milke will gat there end what you could
do before his arrival?

It wae a plezsure to meet you all grown up, and I'm

~most_soyxry I did not get more of a chance to talk with you personally‘.

but I'm also sure you know what conferences are and thus undergtand,
Warnest groetings to your parents and brotharnurs_

‘#The letter, ghough dated today, will not be mailed till end of
woek Sun, when I will have returned to Fatroit (I'm in Canade) and

will thus be able to Ilnclude both names end French titles of books

&publishere rather the English titlee both as to 1871, and tody.
Originally Women Incendiaries was published in France by Gallimard in 1963
LES PETROLEUSES by Edith Thomas. The book jacked identified har ag hnvigg e
been norn in Paros in 1909 &having founded the Nat. Cogqe of Clandectine
Writerse during Resistance &sincd 1948 having been keep at Natiocnal Archives,

Pas nj'Prof‘ers.ao'.'“t. Jacque d'Hedt is at Universite de Poitinrgr, but at thin
moment don’t approach him, though I would sppreciate knowing whether he
considere himeelf a Marxiot. :

. One reason it iev sc difficult to "reccomend
is t_hat intellectuals Leep moving to Right. Thus I noted that Fdgardidorin,
3 5ifflot, hae now said those awful "new philosophers'—Sernard-Henri Levy,etc
rhould be discussad "eeriously" mince Solzhenitsynfs Qulag Archipe#lago '
has brought out.fzct 5f forced labor camps,atc.

who alwaye fave an adiress ¢/o Mme.Delbe, 33 r Lacepede,Paris H;whaSe"N3s About,lignpigbefevre

‘ggm you able to locate the tranelator of AARXISY & FRELVOH? She would be
Young and in same political grouping—probably Trotskyist-—d&may be of
help/ And is LE CHAHP LIBRE under new management? 1507 1




