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*In Ancient Irish Lew women had some
power of dealing with thair own property
without the consent of ihair husbands,
ancd thls was one of the Inatltutions
expressly  declared by v Englith
Sockheod Judges to De Ulegel ot the
beg!aning of the | 7ih century, Thus Marx
Ins the ‘Ethnological Notebook". [t is this
and  similar statements which Rays
Dunayeveskaya uses 10 illustrate s
fundamental coheslveness between the
theoties of Rots  Luxemburg, the
Women's Liberation Movement, and the
later philosophy of Marx.

The first section Is concerned with
Luxemburg's politicd philosophy and
actlvities. The second with the Women's
Liberation Movement today, Luxem-
burg’s feminism, and the value of the
Women's Movernent as a revoluticanary
force, The final sectlon attempts to oot
ttils theory En che philosophy of Marx.

Dunayevskays emphasises the Indepen
dence of Luxmbur;'s thought: in puu
euhr by disagreements with Lenln, and

alism as one of ber strengihs, and pointsto
the satl-war movement (Largely composed
of wome) as Lhe most concrete manl-
festation of Internatioaslism 1o survive

Luxemburg
‘gtinking mtp‘c' of the Second Intere
natioaal.

" The yﬂn :m. dnlml.lad by
Peter Neutl a5

$pontanecus
nﬂldry.thcmoﬂ.mbun'uhcou
which Dunayevikaya soes a3 most wholly
consistent with Marx's philosophy of

t revolution.

FPeminists have got kittle joy from Marx,
argues Dunayevakays, because we have
rdhdmhnvﬂywlhcldmm:edby

Despite  rympethetic e,
um's nmu health whils he kept the
A ya's secouns of
lhleoudm 's thought from
1544 and 1533 is dappolntingly heroic.
No reference is made (o Marx't fiiendship
with the lonist Ray Lankester,
M of Mﬂmhdl«n
Marz's dlabctical optimism.
Mhmﬂuﬁml«nmﬂudﬂ.
in her secount of




