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May 17, 1984 
.:-:·.=_; .. .:-· .. 

Dear~~· ... , ... ····.· . 

. I. ~o1~cl to write to you without waiting . to find :tna 
time 3~n 'b•:to,_ the Convention, though I will keep IllY olilll· 
aeeti.hC w1 th ~u than, too. TJ\e polnt now is that i t• e . .not on1J 
tJlat the preJIU'&tion for convention 1a aa illportant ae ~· ®n­
vention it .. lt but that the diraotion at the convention·~t 
be gained only tzooa me. Thua, the very fact that you bli4 .&.:~4 
maetinc when ;vou Uatenad to the WBAI tape with four non-;mt~~bel'•• 
tha.t you now. altlo have Diane in Chicago and will }\ave su..,.. ....• 
viai Una. aakeB.J.:Lclear that we eboul.d not repeat "drawin& : con• · 
clualou• o~t event Ulr:e we did during that Houeton WL . 
Co~erenoe,.Jitilau .. when you do. that, you only emphasise the 
impotence o!7ftav1ng influenced events. 

Here, for example, is one point I'd rather diacuam before 
than after• the question ot aalt-critioism has never been ,rasped 
in full when it'• attar the event and concrete becomaa a matter 
of di.oueaion rather· than action, 

I -e glad, tor e:mJDplo, to hear that you ware wri tine 
110math1ng on the Bartky incident and I'm sorry that I eo abbrev1• 
atad a;v remarll:e 1n the minutes ot the REB, because I do think that 
what I .tried to aay is not only aoaething againet Bartley but .o..,. 
thing, unfortunately, that appli .. to many of ua, ao let ae ~ it · 
here• 
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even been ohallensed on the fact that at beat, their new ia 
lxbteM_1aU•• Olp. tried to ehow 2 yeara ago to show that 
what •unded 11118 a magn1tioant anlcle expoaing Sartl'e beoue 
ii"tiiwk ·:.n •!t= ~=· ~h..ll!H!t>~JI of •cttMr•, since they too dl'e 
Exiaten'Uallna and appealed to Sillone de Beauvoir to p'i 'Viiiii 
out c:t the 11111'8, aa if it -• a queation juat of la.ft8W188. 
Do you th1nlc it is any different if any of our youth, in wantina: 
to talk apinn Structurali• neverthele81!1 begin on that JiroUAdf 

What I'• drigin at h the ,u .. tion of our body of ideac. 
The aariou~~n&aa of ita challenge to all, all, all -- and the 
reaeon I up all, all, all is that it'a not only all poet-Marx 
llarxina but non-JSarxiat scholar• as well and those who have 
diacovered Jlarx'a laet decade but limit it to the peaeantry 
and reduce h1a to a Populist. Here comes what I said in relat1onllh1p 
to Bartlcya 

!he quenion of male chauviniaTa very, very nbtle male 
chauvini•• and that not alone in man but in woman who cert:ainl.J 
ooneidar thea .. lvea superior ainoe they do •accept• woman aa 
leader and !.:: :fe.ot they all are -- 1• a question of not Jmowiftl 
that philo110phy h not Ego or llentralization or - •Personality• 
and that it auet be proJected nevertheleaa ae unique. original, 
ib.t. aouroe which h Subject aa well. Without that, the prc~eetlon 
Will pt nowhen becauae it 1111 .l1!.i a prcjeotiom it h not a 
ohalleqea it cannot win • - adherenta.· 

What la worae when 1 t aomea to woaen 1a the very thing 
they are proud of- the greater aena1tiv1ty that women have when 
oo111pared to aen, whether that be on the question of•pure•8110tion, 
•pure• lUe .relations, U:te and death. ·- which they oonaider a 
atumbling blooJI: to •objeetlvityN. •Therefore"• it is the u.n whit 

, really. 88ea, even when totally blind to the question of wh&t uaed 
to be oalled •tJle WOIII8JI'a role. • The truth, however. 1• - and 
nowhere clearer than in Bartley -- that it 11 they who have put the 
greateet cU.vide between life and thought. SOmewhere a soutil African 
sreat writer, llphalele, in explaining why he returned from lullh 
.AIIerioa to t.M South African ghetto , aald that unlaea you oan 
··1111 hlato~7•e lt ia impoaaible to either be a ll'&at writer or, 
be part ot hl.-11' or all:ft~ but an edlo, an eeoapiet. (Aft4 
1 t n• he who underlined • • and repeated the e~otalon 
"..ft.t.1 hiat017•. No wonder - have tel t such an a:tft.ni 11J wl th 
BliOka be~re ever I aaw a Bla~k. ) 

Now then, on pro3ection -- aorry, I alwa:,ra have a Ol'ltloal 
auue•Uon 110 11a1ce oven when I thinlc IIIIUthing 1e nearly J;IOrt""' 
al'ld. wanted to 1tql.n by oongratulatinc :~ou on the beautif\11 re­
PE"OduOtion of Bleanor Marx in Ch~. X truat 111:1 n~nion 1• 
flOt onlJ aonetnothe but dlaleetical and needed tor all proJMtl.on• 

· I•m ret~ln« to the tact that. lnat.ad of thruattnc the reader 
cU.reoU, lnio a tour-pqe analylia at one full aweep, I WDIC S.t 
would lava been areatly enhanced it 'before atartlng and dlnotlJ after 
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'• -3-preaence 
Eleanor's picture, three quea ions wars posed, each on a separate 
line, such as• l) The Chicago IIIH of Eleanor Marx and how this 
reia~as bwth t~ La~~r ~~4 to Women's Liberation Today. 

· 2) Eleanor Marx •speaks American" and l'i:'-aetie:: !!!!!'l<.hJm. 
J) New Directions for us. 

Let me return for a minu~e to the question of objaotivlty 
and reel1ngs and the male ohauvlnlBlll in women, but this time with 
organization • It isn't only Bartley who is not a Marxiat-Humanislllo 
who aaw •tor the f1rat time" what had been in RLWLIGI for more than 
the booke' publication ainoe tha ve~ first chapter (not Chatpar l 
in RLWLKMo 'but what was ..prln'Md as the first draft chapter in N6L 
on the ftt'l~fii!al ~~e~l and the a-ttack on Draper. It 1• very 
nearl:y;i things• One ls the queatlon of how long 
that frfXlB article hal been distributed and indeed featured at :yo~ 
lawt pre-convention WL Conference. Dld a single one of you ei-ther 
dlecuaa it seriously in relatlonahlp to how you would pro3eot it and 
wrlt out all the new, .S. ther at the conference or the whole year 

Two ie the very unique way in which I transformed Shalla after? 
Rowbotham's •organizing idea" when aha wrote it and meant it and 
I 'atuolce4 it an4 meant it as just one • more form of vanguard 
partyillll , only her type of Lenin' a •proteBalonal revolutional'lew• 
were 11011en,. women, women. What I did by using the very 811118 words 

.. but,~aald:ng organizing 11111.11 and Idea caps and underlined wu ·to eke 
Idla as the su'llject tor organising. I doubt a single one of our WODBI'l 
ca~t anything in that, considered lt a challenge, or connected 
lt 1fi:tll •ravo:Lut1on in paraanenoe" as 11r0und f'or organlu.Uon. .Had 
thetl!ona ·•· then I would baVe oonaldered them great proJeo~onlata 
ot thelliarzlat-HuaanS..t body ot ideas, true originals an4 Mt 3uat 

· · ·· a4hartnt8; iln4 of all thlnge not ready at once to W' n •hout out 
aC&lriilt"aan. qainat "being tol4 " f.natead o! l1aten1ng tor S.dpw. 

Yours, 

/t' i ,_. 
' . 
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June 2, 1984 

Dear Raya, 

As you must be able to guess, from the time it has t en me to begin to 
try and answer your letter to me of May 17, I found it very di icul t and thi~ there 
is much in it that I have yet to understand. I feel it wou be wrong of me to wait 
any --lUiige.r to try atld reply SO these .f~r~t few sentences_,.a"fe to q.J?i'ologize for taking 
so lon.g and to emp.hilsize how tentitive I am about thyst of the'!etter. 

Let me-begin by talking of the ~~~minutes where you talk of the 
male cha,;~•v¥.!."S.~e al y a'?P.licable to men •a:':':~~~~~','.:-,?:he rela~ionship to woman_. as 
launder ~~·the relatio 1p of founder to· leadersh1p... (W)h1le women nafUrally 
accept woman as leader, ••• it is not true they make the serious distinction that is 
needed, to recognize Marxist-Humanism as body of ideas, between founder and leader-
ship in general as well as membership." In trying to figure out what that was all 
about, I thought, it has to do with the fact that us M-Hist women j!i.SU.:.J;..work out 
the questions posed by our founder, even (or especially?) • ones s_gecif:i,.~!L.OA"'',' 
women's liberation, e.g., Rosa Luxemburg 1905 Revolution/1907 break with Joqiches,-;:· \. '·'·· i. 
or why the first draft chapter was on the EN and the relation of that to chapter 12.~ /·:'.!.\) 
In your letter to me you bring in two more "things that am • t only not working out ' ~·· 
direct questions, but reflect an attitude (as does not working ouj;,.51l!.~r!ti,Qnj!.,.I think) ( 
which..¥9.\!._c;;!!!l;"~9-1:9l':ili<~-<!B ... l!l'l.le p)la,uyinifl!lH the way tlie Prairs""article has never been '--..­
taken up as well as your critique of Rowbotham and the new articulation of how the 
WLM "wa.s searchi1Ji-4or a decentralized form of organization that would be founded 
on an organizing ~·" . 

Because I do so recognize myself in this critique, I want to reject the 
"male chauvinism11 even if it • s 11very, very subtle. 11 I keep thinking of the ~ r 

•_ve_.develop~d .. of EngCls. t·lasn•t his attitude to l·1a:rx at least similar? fll(:.,-;;.;1 :-':.~ 
~:~~~~~; but ll)'lYbe this is too personal, is thatJwbere the male chauvinism W,..., · :::: 

. in. attitude to founder anp to ourselves •. ~rhaps I can explain what tu:.e.,·•:' 
·.-talking petsUlia.:lll' a aut C!li6 f55k1•-:-"aH~·had great difficulty with -. _:':_·_--: 

~.:.:::::0' __ !ill becaust!""it ;wasn't what I expe~,/.(which means it wasn't going to 
· ·me, that ~~il I would have to do is show it to women and they 

• That .. article is a tremendously difficult, r.ompact presentation 

~~~~~~~~· ~iin~c~r;ed;jb~'~l~e~· ~amqll~~t~·~o~f~tiim;~e; facts and mov;Aients; where each· paragraph--. I didn • t un.derstand why you wrote it in that 
IL.,.&f. ~"' 

because -I think I'm beginning to work out .-Yi"'tt;;Q~t,ril;}; 
doesn't the attitude come in both in relation to you and to my~ 

tal_9;:ng that. question of why this form, seriously·; letting it drop for a ··-"N.-."'i~·d\'! 

1 
1 ,7_., trying to get out of all this the paragraph in· your letter that 

.. ,}'\' .you define this "very, very subtle male chauvinism" that's in 
'1the women question of not knowing that philosophy is not Ego or Centrali-

zatitln'or .and that it must·be projected never the less as unique, ori-: 
· · ginal~. the source which is Subject as well. Without that, the projection will. get 

' ~~er'!•.~cause it is ~a projection; it is not a challenge; .it C:')""Ot win,adherente •. "S: 
I .vias:·struck with your repeated use of the word I'~P~.Q.J ectJ.on~" U:n your .e.. 
lett'er to the "Revolutionary Sisters" that~)is also the word you use,. set 
o:f'f' l>Y :dash~s"f;l ~ould lik~ to propose t!lat you take advantage o:f'. the 
pre~conventJ.on rJ.od to wrJ.te out a sort o:f' balance sheet :f'rom whJ.ch 
a new cowretiz.~~ion--I mean new ;projectio!J;--01' Marxist-Humanism :f'or u-··~~ 
the WLM can flOw," I tnJ.rik J.f we would at least try to work out the 
quest-ions you have posed along with developing a more serious attitude 
to you as :rounder and to ourselves as Revolutionary sisters, that would 
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help our projection tremendously. r 

I like very much your suggestion for projection with the 
Eleanor Marx article. (I want to give some credit to Eugene because 
he did the lay-~ut and picked that beautiful blue paper. I accept the 
criticiam l:>ecause he showed it to me befo>e he ran it off so I certainly 
had my chance for input.) I used those 3 questions to begin the talk 
I gave at UIC on Eleanor Marx and they not only helped the audience 
(small as it was) see the todayness of EM, but also helped me in de­
ciding what to add to the article for the talk. What always sort of 
knocks me off my feet is when you talk of something in philosophic terms, 
as you talked of "projection" in your ;tetter, and then you do it and 
it comes out appearing so "simple"--like adding 3 questions so the 
reader isn't thrust "directly into a four-page analysis at one full 
sweep" and one that starts with IWD to boot. 

In your May 17 letter you state that "the direction at the 
c.onvention cannot be gained only from me." I hope that my Dear Sisters 
of May 17, that crossed with yours to me, is some of what you had in 
mind. I have gotten several replies just recently to that letter. 
Tommie reports she is writing a review of RLWL&MPR as do Susie and 
Sheila •.. Susie's is to go to Women's Review of Books and Sheila's to 
Women's International News Network. They also write of where they have 
sent revies and Sheila gave review copies. to two professors and thjpks ·· 

. one.. might_actual~c::.o..me-t.IJ.r..o.ugh.-~th...a.....rJ!vi.~:..t~.: sc~: journal!-~ 
Butwhat JUSt struck me in reading over tneu letters ~s-:eE'a'f' Where as 
each.one mentions the Praxis article, saying they liked what I 
about 'it, none of them mentions reviewing that newest of our pam:p•hl.et;s 

· : .. (ori'.for ctt{at- matter. any .of our new pamphlets). . 
. '•, ' . 

. . I am sorry that I won't be able to write .a contribution 
the WL. bulletin. I have yet to start writing my organizers 
What:I ~ill try to. do .for the Convention is have a review of 
arti,cle .(we really'will have to begin calling that. something· 
at. :Least. begin to try to work out some of the questions you have 
to us:this year. 

'· 

Love,~~ 

··'' .. 



- \' .. I ·. / 
,/ 
/ 
' 

June 6, 1984 
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