Aupust 16, 1978

Lear Stephen Erlc Bronner,

‘Thank you very much for sending me the Lﬁtxegs of Rosa Luxem-
s which Bre sumly %he most comprehensive cdlieection in the Lne
eh language and- -wlll apswer a presaing nheed, no%t only from the
%anon's Liberation HMovement who are now et the crossroads and are
seasrching for more fundamental answere, but also fromscholers
in the general fleld of Duropean history. Your reflectiont on
Rose will help them wada through 250 pafes of lettors on multi-
tudinous questions, :

Sirce I do not know whethar you already have a pubtlisher
vho has aceepted the nanuscript ze Is, or whether ysu conslder !
thiz still open %o change, [ will te brief with my eritigue. ‘
(WJ_What I minmged most le dialactics, that is to say, that your com-

montary didn*t ceem to ¥low out of these letiters., Naturally I
do not mean that you have 4o agree with Rosa®s views, or that .
wur egsay needa to de limited to the letters. You correctly .
gtreas tha Yact that you wish %o present her asz & total person,
--not mgparating the political and.soclal views from the personal
_lifg.:or'keeping esach aapect of her life comparimsntzlized.  But
for ‘that very reason, it appears to me, ‘there shouldn’t be this
immediate plunge on_ your pert to yocur own views before you pra-
gznt that total human being. It seemed to me socmething as simple -
tg’ transposing certain sentences fram other sectione would ace
queint the raader with Rosa. Fdr exemple, if after your sscond
paragraph {p.viil) you use the last 2 mentences ¢f p.ix; when
" e RoBa-saye ‘I, tod, am A land of beundless possibilities,” and ..
g []“tperhaps even the last paragraph on p.xiil, you would not spoil

the meqience of your own thoughts, and yet have the roader not

feel that he/she doesn’t know Rese.. ) .
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- May X spy that I bellave such minor }apses In style are due
to major downpleying of Rosa‘'s role as theoretician? Take p.xxxi,
rThe plane of absiract theory meant very little to Rosa Luxomburg."
‘/7 How can one say thate-and uge the youthful word, "always," which
Y/ By generstlon would avoid like the plague-~when her workrggg%g%igg ‘
avolution? was absolutely the most profound answer to Bernatsin's -
»avisloniem; whether it was Plekhanov or shyone of that recognized ;
"theoretical" staiure who was the author of the attack on reformism?
Or  how cen one say that of the author of Agcusulation of ang;g%?
{I happen to dismgree with her views and wrote quite a sharp cri- o
~ tique of it, but that can't take away the originallty of the work.) -
And how can you possibly say,(at least say without mentioning that :
Tuxemburg thought 1t was her greatest work) that her Anti-Crisique
wag an "ocecaglonsl pamphlet"? I know what you mean, S5She was an
activist, 8 revolutionary, very concarned with cencrete work ratier
than abstract writings, and every man from Nettl to Dick Howard
hag taiken advantare of +that women of action to downgride her theo-
retical grasp. But, naeither the men nor Rosa herself can be taken
as the judge of har writings. History doee that, and it would be
wise for a critic to leave the question open,
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1 loved your secticon on Rose in »riesen., fThere you
were both lyricsl and objectlve as well as sghowlng insichy
into hor thought and life. Tut how can you go from thuat,
more or lear teo a mumztion, without althar taking in the
German Hevolutlon or her death? Surely it isn®t enovgh merely
to hava pentlioned that she was a martyr; that, %oo, can be
dandening unless ona seces why ghg wag very nearly "passive"
on tho question begause. =g she put it, "revolution ls marni-
flcent, all alee is bilge,"

thet since Poiand dare no
by Rosa and thus

sverything

e Irom Prof. Dr. Feliks

Hgy I almo say that in cre case I thought your remark
wag gratuitous? I'm raferring 4o p.xlili on her cholca of
frienda being “arbitrary and oftun peity.” .I'm surs that
each one of ug may Jook arbitrary 1 our cholze of friernds
1o gonaons whev haa & very diffarent estimate of the persone
involved, but Roen petty? I rememter reading c¢ne of her
lattera to Disfenbach-~I don't remember whather you include
@ Xt or not--where sghe apologizces for having been rude and un-
thinking to 8 comrade whe tuzrnad out to be very srest. Where-
upen she adds that perhaps it was a reaction o hle not being
able to stand women who are &g active as she was, And oh, those
magnificent letisre t¢ Maihilde Wurm! 1In any cage, couldn't you
168y "peemed to be sarbitrsry” and allminate the word "often" Lefore
"potty."  Indoud, why not cut out that last word altogether, '
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.. Now, ae ito the letiers themselves, It seems {c me that you
carinot throw. that many letters at the readar without some indlce-
tion of subjectu, or hlatoric periodsa, or some sort of divislon,

. 8o ‘that the reader need rot read averything at once, but rather

choge Betwesn what he/she would rather look at first, I have 5 or

5 suggestions, such as pp.1-32 could be Rose enters the Cermen scene;.
L ppa33=-62, which after all heginas a new century and desarves a sefp-
rotion, hut besides which 1900-1905 ia a true watershed. The third
// parts pp.63=90, would be a magrificent section on her arrival on

! ths sgeene in Poland during the 1905 revolution. (0h heavensm, T

! forgot the very rsmark that hurt ma most and was absolutely uncalled
for, whon you say on p.xviil that "stung by the challenge” from

v, ¥riedrich Naumann who sald she was sitting safaly in Cermany

. while <he revolution wap going on in Russla and Poland, she "left
immedliately thereafter for Warsaw." That is fantesiict! To think
that Rosa, =2 revolutionary, tha one who hed changed nervhole life
and ‘presented her theory of general strlke, whe sat in many pricons
very nearly "happily” jJust because sha was so full of hatred for the
syatem, that she preferred that to any kowtowlng to capitalism,
would have gone on the basis of a remark by a liberal?g 1o11

Pp., 91=119:

eouldn't that be a new section on the question of either the peneral
strike or the Morcececo crisis: or the break with Karl Kautsky, or

the singling out of Clira Zetkin? Sectlon 5, therefore, pp.l120=-

156 could go on further to take in not only the eve of WWI but her
atay in prison and Junius pemphlet. Or you could have a new part 6
and conclusion whether or not you take in certaln points on the Jer-
men rewolutlon, or lenmve it to your commentary to deal with her death.

Yours,

~In any ‘case
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