1983
On July 28, RD wrote to McLellan from Wallaceburg
in order to say that now she is rested and in the
Beitish Empire, she is emboldedned to ask whether he
had actually reviewed my book and especially noted the
challenge to all post-Marx Marxists, beginning with Enéels.
I have long since read his works and it wasn't just the
scholarship but what got me especially interested in him
was that he was the first to translate part of the
Gggndrisse and made a most original comment on the fact
that that work had revealed more KHEXX of the totality
of Marx than what the economists &ttribute to Marx.
Then RD asked McC. to let her know where and when the

review of her book would appear,
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August 18, 1983

Dear David McLallan:

Thank you for your kind letter.
The fact that you will soon be reviewing my
book on Luxemburg makes me feel good not only
decause I as intersated in 1rm:t- oou:.-m
- but bocauss, frankly, I°'m tired of ng
mm son both in Russia and in the U,S.
W orue, I was shocked to find
llﬂ the compliments ugui: Rgm Lux!m-
&s a =artyr, thers was eno of a resi-
tue of male=chauvinimm in our day, though
‘lmn' s Liberation has moved from being an
_IGem t» being a Kovement, that her stature as
2. olen ané as an original character
the Xellviilesn sense has not been probed
uith thl m 1t douma.

ltanaho sml.- sed me is that in
mpolog field, whare . m quite
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« and you would
xt than I, please nu'iow
any refersnce you sght wish -

When and where will your review

May I ask you %0 send me a copy?

Yours,




