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ﬂ.n"  To Suzanne, Editor of WL Pags in N&l, and Disne, Chairwoman of
/gy Detroit WL-NZLC (Coples to WI. Committees)

F N ) Nov. 8, 1983
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\[1\".:' o Dear Suranne and Diane: '

\*‘9".\ ., ‘I understand that there will be a Detroit WI=N&l

\ (‘)’} meoting this week regarding the WL page. It ${s hard when somgone
E@X recctes to an immsdiute prodblem == and I ayself raeacted that way
to the ourrent fenue =~ to0 remezber that that single question is not
what the an-Marxtean conception of "concrete” isy Conorete is

not the vlidual dut the concrete total. And that demands that

eritique is not attack, is not sgainst an individual, and requires

al ti!v‘;:y not only orlginal source, but direction of the Subject's
as . s

, i Here Ls what I mean concretely: 1) The gspecific "Woman
ax Réawon® column this issus made me see how love of revelution
still persiats in leaving out phil of revolution, though that
is our ahsolutely original distinctive, ineeparable, 1980-imh, as
vell an .elene Maraxist-Humanigt contribution. I was going to
conclude, in eriticising that column: 2¢°s good that Adrienne Xich
is finally for revolution, dbut how in the heck can that be 50 une
oritically stated as Lf gll that ig needed is to contrast being “for"
the Nicaragusn revolution, without including philaosophy of revelution,
end forgetting all she has daid on feminiam of which we certain
have not boen uncritical? Doesn't that practicslly mresent Advienne
Rich’s tour of Nicarasgua as if that were equivalent to our Harxigte
Humenist conception? When you conslider that ever ‘since Cuba's
revolution, called “focoism®™ and Debray’s further including
“Loader Maximua® ae that ner tzpe of EEYIONMXSANY what he ‘called.
“revolution within revolution®, it is necessary to be both more
concrete and. wore comprshensive on what is, precisely, a socisl
revolution, I thought ths very title of the column *"Wonman as
" Reawon? meant exactly that, i.e. that philoeophy is decisive. And
. I was aolnf to .conclude with the fact that I suspect that radical
feminism, in hoth Adrienne Rich, whom the column praised, and Anne
Dworkin, whom the column rejected, have more in common with each |
other than either has with larxist-Humanism, \

- (2) Instead of, as yet, writing 8 RV on_this, I thoughts
Ces, that's fantastic, because the gquthor @€ this column is the
vary one who wrote abeolutely one of the best articles durihg pre~
convention discussion, in which she so tightly connected labor. and
'phnowm;,all the way from 1950 to 1963, in all of my writings,
timt I uk'htor &ran t_cd.,,%ga %J.:gimeang giluoaoph andowomog;s“l g;r:-
&gnﬁt%ﬂlaaa g ‘,o losophy agdrgugongg ﬁberaﬁgn?w.aow %t that
'\m?m?'-:nocnn't that affeot ever,!onc and not just the columnist?:

-4an't &t truethat the differontial has counted, not ... .
hizotorically between 19%h and 20th centuries, but as if it were
a question of individualS
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>

Franviw, by the time I asked those quesilons, my
answer to myself was not only that it is necessary to understand the
difference betwesn attuok and critique, and not only is it not a
queation of an individual but the whole %! Committees, hor even
& queation of a single column or a gingle page but that I have

seriously questioned the WL, page ever since Roan Luxembure, VWomen's
' omophy _of Revo on was published '

an sxpacted & very diffaerent, a most fundamental, development
of the page to result, but did not see it. So, if I may, I want to
take up Just the title, itself, of my book; '

' - was cor-

Roea Luxembupg wg
tainly both individual and universal, truly of our age when it cones
Yo no ssparation of individual and universal, from whom‘we wtill have
lots t0o 'learn =« and yet, and yet, i2n'¢ it » fact that we also eri-
ticize her fundenm y because it wa=s the 1/2 way dialectic, not
the full dimlectic, and not only on the National ‘Question but also
on.t_l;g‘__hqgt Tuwidanental™economicquention , "the dccumulation of Capital.

o v : » both the newness and the historic
.un!,%umﬂu PP. 100-101, mingles that out: Aind yet, fun't it a fact
the' entitling one of, chaptery “The Task That R"’ﬂéﬂ’ <o be
Dong™, we focus FMMINERY Bphnomptw HANRNHENEE - and” thelir own
. origins, esepcielly the fact tha? whether it $s the 19th oxr 20th
" cen‘%tn‘y.,. they have not fully comprehended the Black dimension as X

- Subject?imNaNEl- And they certainly fail to understand what is

. hlg == the historic difference bvetwaen the 19th and 20th ~ .

' centuries, which should mean in their case, not trying to view a
Rpsa Iuxemburg as if she is a 20th century "personality” ss an
individaal even though she cartainly léved her life as both indi-
vidaul and universsl in e Voﬁlmtmiatie form. If ever I .mget a
vonmen’s Liberationlst who really hae dug into the depth and famifi-

cations, MMDEMLEJJ%E- of understanding both the 1905
Revolution. and the 1907 break with Jogiches, singling out the moment
BN R CONNATE M Rt DL she sald “I am only I, oncd more,

- sinece I have becomo freo of XESK Lao“, as well as why, in the midet
of Viorld Wer I she called upon Penthesilea, I would be most pleasant-
ly surprised. R

m&mmmmm. IHE tnue, original -«
hiatoric-philosophic-still-to-b ggg?ed-out-newneas == humanism of

' “Karxzism, which extended to WNXX ret now live in, has not even
baen touched by mahy of us, It seems to me that we have hardly
got beyond how nuch more freedom the Iroquois women have as sgeinst
capitalistic type of patriarchy. If ever there was a time whan
coneretization is an.absolute imperative, and & challenge to all.
origlnal,--thlnklnga(it certainly is a fact that EN is "onlﬁ"‘. notes .
tha 219808 interpretation comprehensively ), this le.that
timme. o But.it cannot ever be reecched ir we keep WL in a deparate

compartment from philogophy of revolution,

Now what has all this to do with your next meoting? Per-
hapas only a warning not to think that taking up the WL page by

itself and for itmelf when even your national confarence haf not
been !‘oglomd through a8 & new point of devarture, though Diane cer-

tainly ralsed the question. In ¢ word, Jjust make gure that what you

'
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discuss ig conaldered no more than something for the 1mﬁqd1nte
the sense of the Novembey is3ue and the December, which ig the
last one for 1983, leaving e really ser

lous discussio
the January 1 Expanded R There will, after all,

3 many
Ziew points of departure for the organization in this expanded REB
hat sven e 4

a:?ough.(nu I goe §

Yom'l.

Reyea




