Ausuat 206, 1952

Towoheﬁ': Idheratlon ~ News & Tetters Cormittues:

Dear Cmradas:

‘ Beﬂng a nost concretc perscm. who is nwerthe’!.ess aJ.tm.vs rooted :ln the
"theee books, not one " -= aspecially the new book, Rosa Luxembury, Women's Tiber-
ation zod Marx*s Philossphy of Revolution, and especial pter & on “The Task) .

% ﬁg)mac The Unique qnd Ufdnighed ContritutIcht of Fedayts-iomén ‘s
mhmﬁmf =~ I found I vas; wfuhswhﬁwwﬂhwemﬂpwed
that Part II.- Here are the two addit:lonu X thm.szh oft - ‘

N S ’
v 1) Ih “he thlrd paragmph ﬁ'om the ‘end, which ariticizes the old concept.
of woman Ay "helpmta, I tl-inlc uha.t shoulu ba added is: SR :

T/—-m the cmh-snr. Hi:-tow prwes a very dii‘farsnt

teuth, vhether we leok at Febwuary 1917, where the women wers
-the-ories who Initiated:thes revolutioni whether we twrr further . -
“baok’ to” the Fersisn Ravolunim of:1905<11, vhere: the women oraitwd

T tha véry firgh wWomen's goviet: -ob whether: we look to our oim: =
"Ape In +the-1970s" in: Pertugel; where :JTaobel do Carmo raized: tho
fotnl‘ly new-congept . ofiapartidarismo, It is precisely: because
“women's-‘1iberationists ure both' revolutionary force and Reason :
@ thnt they ere crucial. .- -If we: are -to achileve sucecess s in the

| nav vevolutions, e ha.ve to see. that th: uproo‘bing of the old

f'ustofal*i‘romthe atart.-"; Lt : e

T

"2) And in the penvitimate paramnh. which emds with "do not aeparata
practice from theory. " _aud the santenoe:

malmeine . me———
Ha _,,-- [Aree)

(Mhden .‘ls t?h-nt Imxemburg meu.nt. wheﬁ she -defined "bsinp human" as‘.
: ".‘]o:rfu'L'Lv thrmr&ng your_ 3-1:f0 on 'l'.he seales of dqatiny T

“h‘m. —

ot .

I{v point. :'m making these two auggestions ror additions ia that thls aort
of thing mst bs in each one's mind very nearly every time they speak on.the new
book: Each one must not anly conoretize the book further, day in §8hy out, be~
‘tween’ now and when you emberk on your Journeys of 'Have Thumb, Will Travel,"” for
it's 'onlv An’ that way that the projeotion of Rosa Luxemburp, Woren's Liberation
and ¥evx's Philosophy of Revolution will result not only in organizatiznal growth,
but. mdeod. 1n helping to-lay the | the grotmﬂ f;'or the m:lerican Revolution.

Co Pl.eaue disouss this i.ettar at your conferencs on September 3 uftP:- you
will have:hesrd Suzarne's national repori,-Anne's Latin !lmericnn report, and havs
had at 't.'aast an_hour 8 discuﬂsion from the floor.

_ ) Sc-mething ha-; atruck me very strung'ly these: days when I geem to be reading
Worien's Liberation uaterial in a truly gloml framework, frem Iran to Africa ==

and that is that, despite the vary nearly limitlesa outpouring of muititudinous
views, it all ends up in a aingle questien. The one thing that all seem to demand,
when they rzjeot our viev of woman 8s-Reason as well as revolutionary force, is
"opoof" that wemen are Reason, . fiven the reformists do ssem to accept thet women
are revolutionary force -~ but don't like the word " revolutionary," and seen to
orafer Lo talk, instead, about how things must "change." fnd those who do aspire
tn revolution nevertieless seem weiphted down by their osm aspirvations, They seem
so congclous that it is the lonpest revolution even in which the change must hegin
‘at the vory start, that they v‘lnd up fea‘l.:’mg that since we have uever had either
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true equality or ex-prcised Anv sort of leadership, there is no hope it will ever

change, They themacilves fall into-the -trap of considcr:lnn- the men truly supordor,-

but simply saving men have a lot of chances that we don't. It seems to me impera~

Live to tell them not to make any such venclusions until after they have really-

"m: thrnugh hi:tory and seen human beings as 'Lhe makers of' that histow.

T ,V ‘Take ”th? question of SMveryAnrJ ﬂze 'Ewo points at which Buck women: 2
raised new: lti.nﬁs"g‘*qnestions =< one of-: whicb led o & separgtion:l‘rom thedr own
“Einek Tendsne, . while the.other involved: the wholé ‘question of ‘names. - T am, of
course, referring to Harriet Tubman and Sojowmer Truth- and f.heir -differences with
Frederick Douglass, who had ohid: that the struggle for wonen's-suffrage must he - ¢
glven up if they weve to win any suffrage for Rlack men. The way it has been ar-
qued ever wince -« anid: Ahgela Davis, even:goes.ob far:as te say that Harmiet Tub~
man Aand Sojounrner Truth were' wrohgmard Fredérick Douglass was, right, tecause: in -
fact, they wouldn't have won anything if they had burdened their fight with the
demand alzo Tor vohen ‘o zubfrage. « has. been to.pepuce it-all to 2 question of -
tagtical : That:dy exactily how M"thgy! always wini” |Mnstéad oL tofality and. dia'lectica
e get_veck tionist-and’ “ecledt: A principlé géts: Fediced to.the questioh of the
- Aﬂ kﬁﬁn’!& oETc yequired; and- 15 %Ne: times: prove tHAL you-cunnot go: fur £ ¥R
~ /07 fire told 'to forget the prineiple, which ds-the ground for future. theory. ever
Doug'l,aaa " vy pight-on: the question. of: tactic,: should he not; have said L(_if /he had
nqght the new and: theivgreat contribution: Sojonrner. Tputh-had-made)s "While we
"Y cannot (ke for ithat at thismonent, 1eL's’ make sure, to include, that,as the principle
ve will fight’-foznendr wELD never rotreat: from, . Indeed, We ourselves: rust dive deep-
_er into 'what:it “is the’ vomen mie denanding, which invelves a total view of the rela-
tionship of Man to Woman fap heyond the mere guestion of. the vote.” . Wouldn't
that havs kept the men from forgetting the principlc raisc‘d bv thc women um:i'l 1t
reappﬂ'bed 'gg 4 revelntion 100 yeara 'La'ber? VR \

That, no deubt. is spoculative -~ but thc"z I an onL,' q inp a :few exa.mples
-- not 'béesvse there aren 't,duzens ‘o~ ever:-ndreds. more, : fron dgﬁg to! '1858; from
1848, to(L ) "from 1871 Lo({l9097 and even'mlien we have no vevolution, as in the
lﬁ}Qﬂs Te was Ding Ling wno saw what happened to the wonen revolutionaries whe
&fbecame the wives of 1eader5, calling them "the Noras who-cafié homé:" - Ah, what
- / ._ gréat d'bé.‘leetlc thrm“is :Ln'that one, and"wha"rs' critique “of the J.sadership from

wo dm - -Qrup.‘ et A il . READ
TR - IR iy Cye ey -‘—--_7

Or tnke f:h: sinple question of Sojourner Truth's name, JIf- you deal witn rit.
only as. a biogrdphical note, you can_even mike a. beautiful pieture-of YAin't.I a-
Womani" ‘and-think you hdve. ‘caphured ‘therhistorie imonent, dave you? :-Poetry may.
not te as mich of -2 reductionism as tactics; tut:it, too, is ‘a narrowing of the
totalization needed, of not just being anti-male but establishine freedom. In
botheages,cyhen 4t is hot 1eft as’a matter of what is. “realistic™ at:a specific
moiient, Or-a matter ‘of "the supeériority of language, it ca.n be seenas: a question 5y
of what it signifies as Recason at.each’stage. of freédom,: ' + - Ak e { .\
/ (If aruone‘ th‘.\.nks I L= .
N ) / ju ‘only of "slaveyy tincs,  let-then réad  the latest vritings. i‘rom.today s Frene é@"‘
o % “and sec whether they have got anywhere further than the Qu"ation of "iahguage", ,.\'«
: -.!f}\h that 4s, getiing »id of all male connotatlons to make :it truly vomen's 'l.am’ua'gez; \,,/\
8 g" Y3 . You will find that’ vhcn it comes to prineiples; they-are totally: dcperréent‘on-%ne \ W
) male analysts: even 1iheh they prjcet those 1like Freud and Tacan,beecause they:follow ﬁ
their prineiples, nercthcless, See "Women' 8 l‘.iberation '_’m I"rancc-: The Tenth Year" c\j-f’i/
by Chrif-'tinv Pe. Lphv', in Feninist lssues ) ' ‘
: Let‘s movii e a dii‘ferent pcriéd the grsatest .Ln Har" s tims - the Paria
Conmune*  ilars: eertainly practiced his coneepts of 'wemen's libépation, including.-
awtoromy, and didn't leave out the question:of ‘individuality when:he sent Dmitrieva
1 \to Paris. But, iasidc the German Social-Democracy over threc decades later,

+ '_,'
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wagn't it a fact thot Tuxemburg met with more than & whiff of male-chauvinism --
and from the very people 1o were the "leaders" on women's liberation? {The two
itain texts for the. so-callcd Yomen Question were Rebel's Womaa ani Soclaliem and
Bngela' Origin of the Family. ) She fought all right, but she fought it as an in-
dividuali woman lcader vho tms beirg diseriminated against, and who definitely |
showed them she wouldn't stand for it, How does that helpiomen's Liberation, as a a
movement? XG doesn't. 'hich doesn't mean that today's WIM docsn't have very mich
to gein both from her feminist dimension (whether shic was conscious of it or not)

~ and from the dialectics of the class struggle, the General Strike, the revolution.
When I sey thut her sttitude didn't help the movement in her period. I mean that
"gingle rerson, no matter how great, no mattor how original, no mattsyr how much she
lived her oum 1ifeo, simlr proved she was "different" «- as if all women didn't
asplre to such freedom, jhus, that magnificent expression: "X am only I since I am
-free of Leo", missed entering history, What is worse, for the history of ‘her own
period, ls that without having seriously worked out the dislectic of Subject, she
did not see that the wemen in the anti-war movement were there ae revolutionary
Reason. as ground and egsence of what did become the Germen Revolution.

A’"ﬁ ~.Take also that magnificent invocation of Penthesilea, Think how great and
15 that retwrn to the gueen of the Amatons at the height of the fight
gainst ths imperialist war, the fight for revolution, and the demand %o put your-
s0lf on the sceles of destiny for creating o new, truly humar society. She surpassed
'all others in raising the question of continuing democracy, revolutionary demgecracy,
.after the conquest of power. In thet, tuso, whether she recognized it or not. the
gnestion oi‘ woman as Rragon was certainly invoived, :

W ‘ It is the task for thj.s age to uork out what has been raised. not only

" by Iaxemburg, but by LKarl Marcc, The maturity of our age is marked by three charac~
teristicas 1) The uniquencss of today's WIM is that it has raised tho question of
male- chauvinisy right within the revolutionary organization itself; 2) The psssion
for philogophy that did emcrge in the 19705 after tho-defeat of 1968 coincided
with the greatest pcst-war economic orisis since the Depression, the new categery
of the Third World, and the most tutal orisis of all, the threat of mucleer war:
3) YWe caanot, thereforc, reduce this passion for philosophy to the type of reduc-
tionlsm that hag appsared at the height of today's WIM -- end by height I mean the
one represented ty Sheila Rowbotham, who is both revolutionary soclelist and appre-
clativé of working women, but nevertheless reduces it all to “an organizing prin--
ciple."

'/\3 ,\ We must insist that what is necded is a philosophy of revolution instead
"\ of the Party-to-lead, even if that calls itself tho'brganizing prineiple,” Vhat

h‘,; Karl Marz did that none others had done was to pose the guestion of the total up-

t- Ay rooting which is needed, and to give us the ground for seeing woman as Reason and

MR /not only as revolutionary force. It is this which e must project and concretize,

' The task that reomains to be done begins with "Have Thumb Will Travel" and doesn't
end until we have made the ground for the American revolution.

Yours,

RAYA
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