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' I'm taking adwmtaga of the ;:voasnco hore of a 3ouns
m;u-h Harxlot-Huraniet(actueily an Australion), Andy . --iz-
und ;rou a copy. het otf the pmu. of, ﬁnnuy.* By new
by of R6Y £ien cince the nh publica
G no% come off ths press t!.n Fcb.l?ﬂ) m and then only
- l.n:hardcow with a terrible yrice.

L ﬁﬁ‘:‘ your greater interest in ¥Woemen's mhmtiﬁn
."an SEEESsL iden™ than in whn I kesp strensing as e
1oeephy of resvolution in lm\cn (Marx®s, ROt .
3lia® Origin of the Family ; &o
aw my work. I%-ian*t w quelﬂ.on whe -r one is ":ror"
: By vievs tLhat concerns &e RO auch !in
omuﬂ.na t0 wonen unconsciouvsly particlpating »aking
29, AN UNPITEONn even am net only the capitalinta bus tho
Stellhints gnd Trotskyists hava done, 1o, these many youra.
5 What olways excites me is a2 battle of idess and it 1s
Lo.dndtletion of such 'ba‘btlo of iteas regarding my work that
N I'n uppaaling fory in England. Ave you willing?

Lo Aftor all. whother or not you attribute as yeat :
i ilpprtanco as I do to part 5 of the work on Merx*s philosophy
“of revolution, ‘the unexplored wopen's dimension in Luxemburge-

“and 4hat from the momant she -cams t0 Germsny % the turn or
thc century and. danied thut she was "interasted® in Wi.
© .. B9ings insteld interssted in the fmet that ever since the 16895-
anamro—c’unuc ¥ar there was s new global division of power
. skn first whiff of imperialism.. Nevertheless, havige
bhimd the editorahip of ong of the S-D papsrs, whe at once
resiised that, s woman, cditorshizodidn't moan ahe would got

ths prlvuogcs thet job signified for men. Or, feeling
‘suddenly in the grest 1905-0f Russian Revelustion i Folond
thnt ahe aione domanded *"full social, economic, political

:g uzlity for men” then and, though her lovar, Joglshcs, agreed

1h her on thets he dldn’t quite meen <ho caxms thing

ragarding relationship of spontareity to organization.
"Instzad, all thoge tunslons led +0 the separaticn of the

two and her being able to say, in 1907, "I am I only since

I broke with Jogishes."™ ¥hy didn't writers, blomphorl.
disclose all the dimensions in her .

ovgn though ske hadn*t made it epsy for to scovu'
gince she, %00, was “leaving it"to Clara Zetun as hexr
preooccupation? In that recspect m_gn_g Womon'e Iikeratlion
did coapel new probings boscmd what Rosu Luxsshure thoufht

=s women’s deomain while ramaining an "original® and liv
a’very ¢iffarsnt 1ife than, even as revolutionary, was
*“€coents domun®, that are explored for the firat time in nmy
work, within the context of "rawvvlution in parmansnce”

and $ot%al  uprooting of the old,including cld Rarx-igt »

- but not gew_ A-He-ist. Don't you think it deserves discusslon

avan if it wmeans the end of me ag unperson? o
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