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- BLONE WANh AmJrocts in  Abolitlon, so that when -you say RD-
= events paopla can identify with instead of Just a term.

of a strike An'which magses participated, perhaps even union 1ed
" you should at once sa that the Mass Strike pamphlet is an .

%o, hroak with Jogichas; he was sitting in prison still; they ,
broke after he came out and there are so many different gosips -

. .onee. going-to Q from me, you mix inmert oither a wholse new -

\ Just as ahe herself put it after she kxmkmxxxxspoe of th.g %gyuc'
na I... ” Dunnyovakaya goncludes: & thnxktlﬁlt xem Q tron i

7?'Lot me amphasise. before the 2 other Tikngx comments I wnnt to

“ubo -subnttted; never, never, never; it 1s bvest just to: sand

oo

Dear Kevin:

TR I ML Ty,

to be read as ir it mmmmx sald elther all I really msant ,with
the recognition that I fgke for sgranted  that the critique is
because I conslder your review very good, but methodoiogically,
whether for this subjJect or very nealy any other writing,
“the way of methodology" requires great meticulousness with
uage so that the dlalectic cen emerge free and easy. Take
g’i Fifiple question on the geguence in some of the sentences on
p.l..final par when you come to the 1940a: N
a)the "worked together -
wuth J&G", should come ghead of coming in contact with Frankfurt A
School not only because factually that is correct but, above all, a
becAUSE because"developing Marx8sm as dial.phil.,” sounds as if ‘
we were all bound in same direction, which we were NOT,&while
cutting out those 6 words, you do keep "delving into Hegel“etc.
Moreover, when you there place alsc mtg. Frankfurt School that
definitely helps put many differing views of Hegal 80 that
when the breask finally comes with CLRJ, it isn't just what they
may think "politics?. This would permit iou to stop ¥m the -
last 8 entence of that par. at the wor, "mid-1950g", and
INSTEAD, TRANSPOSE HERE, iImgpmixthkmxxxxxx i.e. go direct to
mid-p, 2, "She dates her formulation of her new concept .0 n dialectic
both what came from practice in thg$l9s50s miners strike..,
48 EEFEXRSEXXS W I%ass

&ARRELNGoun8r ohrAskEREaUEN 188 ATs(BBisk ghe &
eo that you.can then mention M&F,1957, not just bvecause el n
ohronologicflly that is write but that 1s where M~H is announced '

Since I really do not have a free moment, thi s will have

*found what she termen M-H" on p.p it means something, soncrete

TP. 3-to mid-p.b T found nothing to criticize. and the only
in the rest of p.4 I thought could -be made clearer is.that
when you mention RL"g Mass Siruke which this gesneration would
herdly at .once identify as 1905 revolution, but instead think

analysis of the 1905 revolution, whabe she developed all ahe ia
8o -famous for:SPONTANEITY.
Algo do n ot in s ME PAR. RELATE

on the why :that it 1s best to start a new _rar. go that thoush £
The break occurred ‘during the same per., : And instead o L at.

sentence, or even just a half, something like this, " Whothe~ el
the 1905 revolution imself in which both were active particiotnmu-
he wes 8till in peron and she managed to be freed earliors« of - :

ke, that I know you probably have already sent it o!ﬂ—and.?;'“
89, you should never ask my advice the day before it i

.

you are good enough for doing it on yowr own, but to ask ime;
horrorales hus &t= 2mEENALOGY ag ft-le-expresEwd in.SEQUENch

e

e ‘.-'




of this artiecle will make it YOUR tasak for others,

So, to get to p.5, pelore you siart on Part 11l =-=and all

of RLWLKM should have been elther abbreviated, or nade dpendent
upon, or hinted at, or in some way have reader anticlipate the
POTALLY, TOTALLY NEW-~Ch.l2, lst because that will be THE CHAlLENGE
NOT ONLY TO ALIL "MARXISTS" BUI TO ACADEMIA AND ABOVE ALL , LABOR,
You know that, whether it is * simple journalistic article, a Letter

of the Week just for M-H-ist or a weighted tome on ANY subject, Iaak’
"WHAT IS NEW?" It lsn'e that I hawe aby illusions that every

time one takes pen to paper, one must "FOUND" a new continent of
thought &of rev. It is that sayl ng just to oneself: what am I
saying that they couldnm't have heard from a dozen other s on same
topic, makes it one's task to relate to audlence, to himstory, to
AiALECTICS In this specific case , to amde post-Marx Marxists a
pejorative is not just a separation from all other Marxits, it

os taking all spets, whether it be on labor, or on 3rd world, or on
perspectoves, future, netxt year, ro, etec.etc, is THE challenge :
that immediately involves the d tic + nd becayss
Krader wan't the least interested in that, much less in WL, or KM's
EN ‘on which he spent no less than a decade decipering, but only
in himeself, his discovery, his APPLICATION IN POL, ECO. FOR . L
ANTHROPOLOY of political eco,.,, very meerly only I could underatand
the sraat achievement OF MERX'S NEW MOMENIS. - R
0.K/. for a single:

gemtence as you finish Part II &approach Part I1II & EN, something
l1ike ihis’should have been ingerted after 184k Essaye, A g wel: l:

seeo, 1t isn't reglly a question of Marx in 1844; 1t iso T us in:
the: X@fiiwixxxxmodern worl, before & after WWIX, for all. the e
contradictions that Labor would encounter in the posi-WWII .world,
and the new that has arise with a new, 3rd world, &Wbmen. who-wer:
being dfiven out of the factories they were lured ingdwho |

now asking: What is new £ or me. Igt is indeed for thi g rea
RD decided-that ZZXMXNXEXX THE QUES. CANNOT be angwered on' WB’
vhether that include® RL or not, but the Marx's Marxism as a’
totallty ... As waonahMAriises &g agliza the final ch, she both-1

-3 ohallenga to/all Marxists

oan fully understand the raaRymgﬁgwgggatﬁﬁmang&¥ 3%3.“35 djust‘”
un 1844 but in 1882 ladd the trail for us of rev, 1st not
in technologic‘LLY ADVANCED LANDS, BUT IN BACKWARD, _

Thus, the final par, on p.5 you could add to 1st.
sentence mbout E not being XM a direct reference to another
' Amarican. Lewis'as Anclient Society und the Indians.

.. I made no notes on WLDOR to which you should hpye
come & good deal earlier than p.6, so that latest book s o

itds a ggngzgﬁiggj;gnr of Ch/12, though it turns back 35" “yoRx
and has evory ng on abor from Miners' Wivedtxx %o Khomeini
Enuft .
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Raya Dunayevskaya, Kosa Luxemburs, Women's Liberation and larx's Philosovhvy
hY

of Revolution, Atlantic Highlands: Humanities Press, 1982, 234 pp.

Raya Dunayevskaya, Women's Liberation and the Dialectics £ of Levolution:

he Tuture, Atlantie Highlands: Humanities Fress, 1985, 202 xx oD,

reviewed by Kevin Anderson
From her childhood in Russia during the revelution to her thirty wear

collaboration in Detroit with Black auto worker Charles Denb:, authoer of

Indicnaxnt Heart: A Black VWorker's Journal, Rava Dunayevskaya has been a

comnitted intellectual -~ both as thinker and as activist. Born in Russia, ¥ she
. ELL*

bocame active as a teenager in the 1920'c in the CommunJet Party in Chicago,

eSpecially in the Black rarxist movement and its paper The Negro Chamvion.
(It is a sad commentary on %k the state of historical archives on Slack

. America that no complete set of this rre-Stalinist weekly paper exists in

. any archive or library.)

jﬁer'early break with 3talinism took her into the Yrotskyist movement, where

,Bha eventually ‘became a secretary to Leon 'rotsky in Hexico during i= the
’“ﬁrlals, only to break with him as well in 1939 over his critical

In the 1940's she developed a theory

fﬁéki 'f state cap:tal;am com;ng dato contact with the Frankfurt :choolkjayia

¢m=deva}%,

in 1ntg th Hegelxx, into Lenin's Philosophical

Human;st Essays. This "Johnson-Forest Tendency"

f the nascent labor bureaucrac; grow1ng inside the CI0. 1In the
bWH 14 a_q,‘.—l—fv C

guﬁﬁrt;nayevskaya broke with James and Lee as*we&i, 8o- found, what
/ as medd pa

*
. .




reconstruct darxism on Hegelian and humanist lines. She has not hesitated,

as in her Philosophzey and Bevolution(1973) kix to critically appropriate the
culmination of Eegel's ‘system”, his absolutes, turnin:; ii into what she lerms
‘absolute negativity as new beginning” and writing:
In ilegel's Absolutes there is embedded, thourh in apstraci form, &% the fully
darEimy
developed'social individual', to use Marx's phrase, and what degel called
individuality "'purified of all that interfered with its universalism, i.e.
freedom itself.' Freedom, to Hegel, was not only his paSmk point of departure;
it was also his point of return. This was the bridge not only to iarx and
Lenin but kiaxto the freedom struggles of our day.4
'"his concept of dialectic has in fact grounded her thinking since the 1950's.
““;.Absolute negativity as new beginning, she argues, can enable Harxzists to
;5frespond-creative1y to the new social movements such as Black and women's
- éramn&i.r*léy
‘lzherat1on which have emerped so erextiwedy-since Yorld War II.

e e
'  "3he dates. her formulation of this new concept of dialectic to wo-kcy

-

! events of the early 1950'9. (1) The massive 1949-50 coal miners' strike

_“against autOmatzon and against the bureaucratic leadership of John L. Lewis

e

.ﬂ;n Weat VlrE1“13(&5;EE&EE_EEE_EEE.E_Eﬁiiléiiéﬁﬁ) as recently recorded for

t.the t first time in her 1984 pamphlet{with former miner Aady Phillips)%,
- of 1949-50
The Coal Miners' General Strike/and the Birth of Marxist-Humanism in the U S

v(a) ’.Ehe East Berlin workers' uprsising of June 1953, coming almxkost immediately .

on the heels of 3talinx's death, and challenging the totalitarian regime to
‘its foundatlcn. What began in Berlin, she argued in Marxism and Freedom,

-v@s‘nothing less then "the beginning of the end of Russian total:.tanan:.sm.

Astaha wrote on its importance to dialectics in her FPhilosophy xa and Revolution: .

': The ravolt thnt erupted ink East Germeny in 1953 and came to a c¢limax in-

the» Hunsarian Revolution was articulated also in new points of daparturo in
thoory...It wvas as if the "Absolute Universal', instead of being & bayond.
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an abstraction, was concrete and everywhere.
As the 1950's and 1940's developed, the open and humanistie Marxism which
. Raya Dunagevstkoys had begun to create deepened her discussion of the new social

movenments, such as the Black and youth movements of the veriod, A critique

of these movements in a world context is zresented in her Fhilosxovhy and Revolution.

the two more recent boolks under review here, while certainly develoning her
reneral concent 6f revolutionary dialectics, center concretely on the wproblematics
raised by the women's liberation movement.

Becauge of its often critical bite, ¥ its controversial political standroint
even within Marxism,_the sheer scope of hepr endeavor, and her own position

- outside academia, Ruzmmy Dunayevskaya's work has Jjust begun to ret the x»

type of discussion it deserves in radical intellectual circles. lore and

more’ peonle ~ this writer included - have found her concept of dimalectic to

.A:jbe a vantave point from which to assess crxitically both vulgar and deterministic

Pliestern Harxism“. Some of those who were unwmlllng to accept

;attention‘recently from labor historians, as seen in the extensive exhibit
her life and writings at the Wayne State University labor archives in 1985,
‘vermng the period from 1941 on, much of it available on microfilm as “he Raya

Dunazgvskazg 001lectinn.

Roaa Luxemburg, vWomen's Liberation and Marx’'s Philosophy of Revolution IEX

a wide-ranglng book whzch,has-ne%—ye%—%eunuﬁene~n-ﬂ-eudianca.1t.dasezves.« the

Tfirst part presents an important critique of Rosa Luxemburg)who is much praised but

theories have been seldom discussed. Duﬁayevskaya not only presents a serious

critique of Luxemburg's Accumulation of Capital, but alao brings the whole theoretical

discusainn alive for today by connecting Luxemburg to women's liverationm, to the. -




-

:

,?hird World ond te DPslisii und German mass gtrikes.

%hile not all readers will be satisfied kb that Dunayevsikaya has uncovered
enocuch empirical evidence to give Hosa Luxemburpg a Hfeminise dimension’, to
debate only at that level is not really the yoint, because for Dunayevskaya
the whole purnose of bringing in the revolutionary woman theorist Luxembury is
becausc of what she considers ':he need for today's Women's Liveracion i.ovement
Lo absord Luxemburg's revoluticnary dimension, néafor history's sake but for
their‘demands of the day, including autonomy.''(ix) Dunayevskaya nas ceriainly

challenged both previous work by serious Luxemburg scholars such as J.P, dettl

: \n, Wi henetfats
and those feminist theorists - including harxiﬁfzitﬁiﬁiéizﬂfiﬁgo continue to

ignore Luxemburg.
4 siriking feature of this discussion is the brief chapter entitled

' -"Luxemburg as Fenlnlst Break with Jogiches", which challenges all previous
znterpretatlons by connecting Luxemburg's personal(but not political) ureak

ﬁifh'hér fﬁfhér'lober'and péiitical'mentor'Leo Jogiches, to the orisinality

/&dwbw Lot Hie Saw
break with Jogzches It was her first theoretzcal work which

of one of Lux gzburg & most-discussed works,, ﬁl:,lhe Hass Str1ke(1906), written: igﬂwIVﬁZ(

was wrxtten without any collaboration by Jogiches. Dunayevskaya writes: "Luxembﬁrg*3~':

aeded to £,be free, to be independent, to be whole...Her greatest 1nte11ectual

the ﬂl!n:u todayness of this chapter, she plac ok

1on Luxemhurg, but in the section on today's women's llberatlon movement, part two.

: inui Before she gets to part two, however, she takes up Luxemburg's opposition N
t German 1mp&ria11&m, espec1ally in Namlbza, arguing that it was at thek heart

of her 1910 break with Kautsicy and Bebel's leadership of the 3econd Internatlonal
it was this crisis which led Luxemburg to write

Accumulatian of cagital as an inquiry into the causes of imperialism, However,
he; concept of dialectics and ecomomics in that work and her mamiw: l:z.felong S




S
eritiqued by Dunayevskaya. On the other hend, Luxembur:'s own 1018 eritigqu
of the Russian revolution is seen by Dunayevskaya as raising nothing less kkak than

the question of revolutionary democracy after the revolution, and from a vantare point

vhich fully supported that revolution, secking to extend it into Germanyx in
1918"19 .
Fart two, '"he Yomen's Liberation lovement as Revolutionary Force and Neason!,

ranges over the current women's movement internationally, ihe earlier movement

in the abolitionist period in America + and focuses especially on the creativity
of Black and third World revolutionary women activists as well as Lefi revolutionaries
such as liargaret Fuller in the U.3. v Louise iiichel in France, and Rosa l.uki

Bonaparte in East Wimor, to name only a few. Lhis section also begins some
- sharp cr:r.t:l.ques of Engels' Origin of the Fam:.ly for what it does say about women
--~‘the world historic defeat of the female sex' - and of Herbvert Marcuse for what

he dees not mentzou.. on harx's discussion on women- in his % 1932 pioneering and

lengthy essay on viarx's 1844 Humanist Essays.

of Hegel to Authxor of Ca Capital and ‘heormist of Emwmammt'Revolution in 1='err:vzsv.mmce'" B

While many top:l.cs are discussed here, from Marx's neglected 1841 Doctoral hesxzs,

By connect:.ng his Ethnological Notebooks to his. writings on Russia in *he
18?0'5 and 1880's, Dunayevskaya argues that Engels' preoccupat:.on with the

(Pﬁ’w)v\ Qﬂm%'ﬂt 3

,"or:.g:m" of the famz.ly and of claaa socmet%W !.arx was ldoking

he w;s cont:i.nuing what he had begun in his Grundrisse on the Asiatic mode of




As Dunayevslkaya writes on this issue:
E0ne Exkimi culminating point in this intensive study of primitive communism and

in the answer to Vera Yasulich can ve seecn in the lFreface Farx and Enrels

wrote for the kKussian edition of the Communist ianifesto, which, without

n

changing a word in the ranifesto itself, projected the idea that IHussia

could te the fimk first to have a vroletarian revolifution ahead of the
Yest, (137)

Varx was also pointing to women as a revolutionary subject, not 10,000 rears

aro, but in his xrim period. In short, these were raltilinear paths of develorment
toward social revolution involving women, peasants, and minorities in addition

to the industrial proletariat. To Dunayevskaya, this speaks not only to Russia

1832, but also to today's Third World revolutions, x=m nrecccuried with debates
over women's liberation and indigenous rcovles, and seeking alternatives &= within

&l liarxism to meet today's challenges. ¥® That may be why this ¥ book has

'“iixfﬁquenerated wider discussion in Latin America than in the U.S., ever since

fltB 1985 publlcataon in a upanlsh edition in Mexlco.

Women's Liberation and the Dialectics of RevolutionXXZRSX:Reaching for the

'Puture(l985) enriches the discussion begun by Rosa Luxemburg. This is a boom of

’ '27 essays(three are by colleagues of Dunayevskaya, Olga Domanski(2) and Urszula
t“!uislanka) written since 1950 on women and revolutionary dialectics. The d1a1ectlcian;-‘

4*Dﬁﬂa§évskaya does not, however, allow these 27 pieces to appear in a standard
:chronological format. Rather, they begin with her 1969 speech on the new
women 8 liberation movement, which warmly supported that new movement , crzt:qued

‘some of 1ts Left opponents, and gave a Marxist humanist analysis, streussmng that,

fuwblcan be a catglyst not anly for owr development as all-round human beings, but

also for that of men,"(28)

With that historical turning point of the birth of a new movmement setting
fhe sroﬁnd, she can then go back further, to the poat World War IX uorld, whppe,;‘
_’Lulishe_states'in her 1984 introducticn to the collection:




What distinguishes the newness and uniqueness of Women's Liberation in

our age is the very nature of tﬁ%ﬁnp epoch, hhich Gignified, at one and the

same time, a new stage of production - Automation - and a new xt siage of

copnition. The fact that the movement fromxe vractice wvas itself a form of

theory was manifested in the Miners' General Strike of 1949-50, during which

the miners battling & Automation were focusing not on wages but on a totally
new question about the kind of labor man should do, asking why there was

such a big gap between thinking and doing. It was alsc seen in the new
kind of activities on the part of the miners' wives, although, in the Zmm
immediate post-World War II wuxdox world, Women's Liberation was only an

Ide& whose time had come and not yet a recognized Movement. (1)

In th;s way, she tries ihmu throughout the collection to present a xmw view of

'women_s 11beratlon as a total and an 1ndependent movement, and yet VIEWlng 1t

|a1waJs in realatxonsth to all the.

jt;...new forces of revolution' - women, Black, peasant, youth, indeed the whole
- Third Yorld ...?where) A new relationship of practice to theory demanded -

~ also Xhx that no single force of revolutinn tower above the others; all
‘new forces of revolution had to be synthesized on the day after as well as

ﬁyg;day‘of revolution.(270-71)

;;ohe on "Women;lrLabor and the Black Dimension" contains interesting essays

from Portugal to Iran and from Latin Americae to China and to Poland. Perhaps

Dunayav kaya dubhed "outright countereevolution."” She cunoluded, Lot us e;tqn¢"




our golidarity to the embattled revolutionaries - the new generation of revolutionary

students as well as workers, Women's Liberations as well as national minorities

Kurds esrecially, fighting for self-mdetermination.m(49)

Part four is strictly on dialectieal xhilosovhy. Here sone of Dunayvevshkaya's

essays on tarx's Hthnolorical Notebooks and other materials related to the

boolt Rosa_Luxemburs are remroduced. Perhaps most jround-breaking here is her 1975

article on the Ethnolorical Notehooks, "Marx's and Encels' Studies Contrasted:

The Relationshiv of Philosonhy and Revolution to Wormen's Liberation.'  Ctiher
essays include 'The@ Grundrisse and Women's Liberation'(1974), and several writmmx

written since Rosa Luxemburs. Of those, the most interesting is her brief series

of "additions" to Rosa Luxembueg, called "Answers Paised During the Harx Centenary

-Lecture on the Book'. These sharpen the contrast Dunagevskaya = has heen

-.'.di:'a.wing in both books between Marx and what she terms "post-Marx Marxists,
13ﬁéﬁihhiﬁg”witﬁ Frederick Engels."(267). They also delve into new forms of

,'_It is th:.s challenge wh:l.ch post-Marx Marxists have not met.''(271) This is
”a. problemat:.c for today wh:.ch Dunayevskaya is exploring.

: _Rggp;ppnayeyskayara two recent books, plus her earlier work, call for

ng: "essf;tha.u a total reorganization of Marxist dialectics for today. One

-h’éér:i.ng and discussion they smmme deserve. Her voluminous V{rit:i.ngs




