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" Dear Com, Honeyout:

of Kosa Luxemburs sinc: the attempts to get : ﬁiJIorue going once 1

-_which I would 1lke, if mey, probe.

,raraading sonething on Homa, I noted that the Women's Movement had

" Roga'sg Eufgesbion that, since Clara loved Greek ohilosophy, & certain

;wnuld bring up only  the question of Women's riphts., or Rosa would .
he in*erasted only in theory, or orly in proletariat, and not at a;l

.'. | T - | “ {D/?—O/'??

Key 1 enFape you in corresnondence on the subject

read your work oin Clera Zetkin didn't work «uty Jar from the my proat-
er intersst In Roga belng the reason for my diaappoint in your

barely mentining hor, I was actually woendérines how you could separate
the twoe great ruvolut*on“rles. Surely, it wnsn®t academia requirmc
that your subjest, Clara, be the whole, and surely you wouldn't

think <hat becsuse Clars was directly involved in Women's Liberation
would exclude consideration of Rosa. That is to say, your decieion
to do what you Aid myst be grounded dialectically, end it is this

The greatest Eap. it seems to me is in the very
diffaring attitudes to philosophy and revolution. The other day, in

dacided <o have a gpecial celebration for Clava and disregarded

work ba glven to her: theoy decided,instead, on & medallion. At the
game %1me writers like Reland-Host think that becavse Rosa was the,
greeter thecretician, that she felt Cleras friendghip a burden, p
Beth attitudes ere entirely wrong, and where we could make the
‘areatest contribution would show a dialactical ‘relatlionship betweeh
the ‘two on the queetion of theory to revolution, and theory to |
Women's liberetion, and theory to "organization®, be it Party or
eutonvmous group. Jt appearss inconceivable to me that either Clara

in vomen. ' Take the person that 2ll had thought.was s0 great on
the "Weman Question“--nebeln-and how male chauvinistic he became
once Resa had her on views on general strike, on revolution, on
imperiaiism, Surely, Clara both learned a lot from Rosa, and Kosa:
a lot from her. Why, thenm €id the deeper relations between the
two not interest you aufficiently yo do more than mention it,very
nearliy in passing?

Ny work on Kosa is not only on her. The topic
will ‘probably bter SERISHW, POLITICS AND REVOTUTION: Rosz Luxemburg
and her age; Women's Liberation and our age, The Movement in each
case will be es great a determinant ae phllosophys in fact I conelder
reagon andrevolution ingeparable; when they are separated they
bring ebout aborted revolutions and stultified thought.The fact that
Marx's "New Forces, New Passions" las always been Intervreted only
as preletariat instead of concretizing them as youth, women, Black
dimensionw~or whatever the minority happens to be in whatever countria
cannot mean that we must forever remain at the abstract level.
Collectivity, ‘too, has been completely misunderstood os if it relate .
to property only instead of self-determination of ideas.

Where have you gotten with your work in respect to
formulatinr it in form of book? Do you ever get to Detroit? 1 wi’ [
probably be in KY on my lecture tour in Feb.,but I would like Yo h |/
frem you now, I do not have your addrese, so will gend this via ]
Anne in RY, but here is my home addregsi



