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, ·'I understand ~t there will be a n.troi t wz.;.;N&L •••ttnc ·We week re~ the WL page. It ia hard when someon& 
IU reacta 'to an balu41ate proble11 - and I ~salt' reacted that way 
to the oun-ent !eaue - to re1111111ber that that airlgle question 1a no't 
what the KePliall-Jiarxlan conception ot •concrete• iet Concrete is 
Mt ·the ln41~4ua1 but the concrete total. And that clellanda that 
critique 1a not •"-ct. 1a not against an indiv1dua1, 11M requires 
41ggf.ftg into Mt onl7 oriclnal ~urea, but dlreotlon ot the Sub3eot• a 
l'lf.l1 aoti..S. 't1• · 

. ·. · • ·Hnw 1a what I mean concretel.yt l) fhe gpec!.tio •wo~~~an 
aa ·ha110n• eolan thla !ewe aade •• aee how love ot revolution 
irt1U perd.llta in l .. Yiftg out »f!lofV*" ot revolution, though that 
18 our abeoluteb orlc1Jsil diet ot ve, 1ii84aparable, 198o-bh, aa 
weU u ·•l•ental..Jiarixlet-Hwaanillt contribution. I waa' go1ng to 
conclua, in oriticllll.llg that colUIIIItt n•a good 'that Adrienne lU.oh 
1s ~nall7 ·hr nwolut!On~ but Jaow in the hack can that be 110 un­
or1ti~ ata-t.d •• 1t all that 18 needed 1ts to contraat be1ng •tor• 
the Nl~ ¥'eVOlution, w1 thout including philoaopb.y ot nvolutlon, 
-'d t'orge~ all she haa Mid on t•W• ot which we c~ 
haw not' bGen :uilcr1tioal? Doem•t that practically P1"6iiWI':Acii'ienne 
R1.ch'ii' toUt> of Ni~sua aa 1t that were equf.Talent to oUr'JW:oXiat­
J«<Ianln eoncapt1on? When ,ou conalder that ever 'slnce CUba' a. 
revolution, c811ed •tocoiSIII• and Debncy'a t\trther inclul11n8. 
•x.euer rcax••W.• as that ner :!V• ot ftWtii""JJU what· he 'called. 
•nwlutlon pithin revolution • it ie necealll!l'1 to be both mora· 
ccJSOI'ete and.;IIOH OOIIpt"ehenalve on what is, preclael:y, a aocial 
.~1\lUoia.: J .~upt the vez,r title ot the colUIIU\ ~woman ail 
Reaeon~· !De&nt ,ex&ctl7 that, 1.e. that ph11oeop!11 !a deo1~rlva. · ADd 
I wae &OW to .conclude with the fact that I auapect that rad1cal 
felllinl•• In .ll.2lJl Adrienne Rich, whom the column praiaed, and Anna Dworkin, wh0111 the colUIIft rejected, have more in collUDOn with each 
other than either hae with Marxlst-numani~. 

. . . . (2) :rnete~cl ot, ae yet, writing a RV on thb, I thought• 
Gee, that' • tantalltio, becauu the author ICI thla column ls the · · 
vC7 one ·whO wrote a'beolutely one of' the best artlclea clurlns pre­
convention .cli~ualiJ.on, ·in .which aha eo tightl:y connected labor. and 

· phllo110l!h.YI. all. ~· Will troa 1950 to 198:3. in all of fill' wri1:.~•• · • 
that I.toPII:' tor P'aftt.ed.,it also meant ph1loeophy_and women•e·'l!bera­
tion. ,.;And· haN. t n ;gr1that..,~h1a4relatiC~n ofbllhJ.l(laopeyHoto lfborthat was no.,. extendeG to . o110p • .., an women e u: arat.lon. . w !iS d 
h&Ppet~?' ·Doesn't that atteot everyone and not 3uat the oolW~nht? .· 
~·isn't 1t VUit''that the age dlfterent1al hila counted, not . · · 
h1aotlrl'ica14t between lSI~ anil 20th centurlaa, but ae U' it were · 
a queetlon of individual. 
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Fr!!.!1'W:l~·· ~:,' tho time I n:;kcd tho Sl3 questions, m:v 
anner to m;raalt was not only that it is necqeanry to understand the 
difference between attack and critique, and not only is it not a 
question ot an individual but the whole 'II!. CofiiiQi tteas 1 nor evan 
a question ot a Bingle column or a single par.o but that I have 
aerioual7 qua.tioned the ~ page ever since Roan tuxembyrg, Woman!s L!Jtprtlgn tnd !(m'e Phllo!ZC)phy ot Revolution was published· 
an .4j:lq)a~.d a very different, a most fundamental, development 
ot the·~ to raeul:t, but did not sea it. So, it I IIIIJYo I want to 
talta up 3u.t the t1 tle, i taelt, ot lilY book, 

· · · Roaa Luxe§urn -.a cer-
ta!.nl7 ·bo~ ind!:ddual and uniTeral, truly ot our.- age when· it co111es 
to no •tl1111'aUQn ot 1n41Yi4ual and uninraal, tro111 who111'we rrtlll have 
lots ,o:'leam .-.. and yet, and ;ret, iSn't it a !'act that 1r11 alao cri­
tloi&a ~·fUndamentally because it 'daB the 1/2 way dialectic, not 
the Nl. dialectic, and not only on ·~e National :·Question but aleo 
on . the )aon :tUndallentai.•economic•quel!tion , ·the llcoUIII\Ilat!o n of Capital • 
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cU.sousa 1a considered no more than somet.hlng tor the l~:~~~~adlate 
1n the sense of the November issue and the December, which 1s the 
laat one tor 198), leaving a really serious discussion tor attar 
the Jan~ ·1 Expanded REll. There will, attar all, be ao ~~~any 
new .POin~il ot departure tor the organization ln this expanded REB 
thd il'nJt 'though, (as I s11a 1t now) it will han to btl 111alnl7 or­
e:anlsational, when 1a organization tor Marzif111.-Human1ata nparated 
t'roa ~wvolution 1n liC'IIIIlnence•? . . ·. 

· Ma7 I alao 'take advantage of thlw letter to 11111 
1:21at 'the ola ... s that will be helst next 7ear w1U abo bava 
tO be :tJ.rn worked out .llft:ttr that Jenlllll7 1 ... tlngt What I 
llleall ·1• • tdlether the eliiH'a ee on R:r.wr.a or on H&P or whatever, 
the .POint 1w that from now on, we have to dliiO\tn n~ as 
latia&Z'al ~ wllat W. co'nllidar a :trilog of l'ftOlutlon, that 1e to 
~rq, w ·tr111 1no1ude 111011e part ot each of the 'boob - all4 AC'Of 
:r oqndd.,r liU't of ·each - 1n what w111 be "- central. one o:t 
the Olane••. For •DIIPle, We.t I cU.scuaild Wl~·IIOU on IC6B 
wu ·~· at Whleh point INCh and nell a ollQtezs from PM and 
RIMr.IIK lihoU14 'be 1fte1114edtan4 I even cUIIOUaftd tM que.Ucm that 
:r .Would haft wanted Chapter 5 (•r.entn•• Ref'eNtioea to DJ.aleotles, 
1914-lPal •) of Xevin•e theala on tha"l:)ialeoUcaJ. Soo!o!os:r c~ · 
SOc1d. (!Jiar.g;ae a Study of f.enln and Hegel• lnctluded 1n the olaans. 

Yours, 
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