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. Dbear Friends, . -

thoughts.

.. We are reprinting the following review and camentary as an open- - -
‘ing to‘a-dialogque with other revolutionary feministks,
ward to the mich-needed discussion on the challenges facing the Ho--.
men's Liberation Movement in the 1980s; please write us your - :
== Women's Liberation, News & Letrers Comittees.

Wo look for=

Luxemburg, Feminismi, and Marx:

Rosa Lu:emm ;. Waner:'s Iiberation, . ..
Marz'as Phtloscphy of Revolu-

tion, oy Raya Dunayevekaya, Humcn-
ttiag Presga, 1983 -

. The Marxist-Humanist philoso-
pher Raya Dunayevskaya begins . the
chapter entitled "Luxemburg as. fem-
inist,* in her latest book on Rasa
Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and
Marx's FE“ Iosogﬁz of Revojution,
with a quote from Herman Melville:
“... for original cherasters in. ..
fiction, a grateful reader will, on
meeting with one, keep the anniver-
sary of that day ... original ones,
truly.so, imply original instincts.”
Luxemburg, of course, is-ne fiction-
‘al character; yet meeting her in’
the pages: of this book s that type
of experience that Stays with the -
reader, both in one's thoughts and:
in one's dafly sensuous encounter
with the woerld -- this world, 1984,
Ronald Reagan's America. = - o
. Listen to Luxenburg's defini-
tion of "baing human," written in
a letter to her friend Mathilde
Wurm from a2 dreary German prison
cell in 1916, where she had landed
for her revoluticnary apposition
" to World War I: “I'm telling you
that 25 sopn as I can stick my nose
out again I wiil hunt and harry. .
your society of ‘frogs with trumpet
blasts, whip crackings &nd bload-
hounds -- like Penthesilea @ wanted
to say, but by God, you people are . -
no Achilles. Have you had enpugh
of a Hew Year's greeting now? - Then
see to L that -you stay huméti....-
Being human means joyfully throw-
ing your whole life ‘on the scales

“the capitulators. .

1

of destiny' when need be, but alj .

the while rejoicing in every sunny ¢

day and every beautiful cloud.

Ach, I know. of no- formula. to write

you for befng human...." :
Penthesiies was the Queen o

“the Amazons, and Luxemburg's fden-
tification with/ Invocation of her

in this letter is in the context of .
a blistering attack against both - -
those socialists who had capftula-

-ted to the war, and also those who '

devised theories and excuses for.
funayevskaya
uses this guotation as the fron-
tispiece of the book, alerting the
reader from the start that her dis-
cussion of Luxemburg will focus
both on Luxemburg's revoiutionary
passion, revolutionary humanism,
and cn her feminist.dimension, |
t{11"'now Cisregarded by Marx- - ©
ists and femin{sts alike. - -

" not a feminist per se

© - Luaemburg herself stayed away . ..
from an {dentification as a “fem- -
tnist."”. There is one letter from

~her in 1511, a2 year of intense anti-

militarist activity in which the
women of the German Marxist party,
the Social Democracy {SPD), were
the most militantly antf-war as wetl
as opposing the opportunism of the
party leadership; Luxemberg writes
to Luise Kautsky, *Are:you coming.
for the women's confeprence?  Just

imzgine, I have become a feminist)® . .-

But on the whole, starting fFrom
her antrance on the German scene
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in 1898, as a young woman of 27,
when the male leaders of the large
and prestigious SPD wanted to
shunt Luxemburg aside into the “Wo-
man- Question,” Luxemburg, in refus-
ing to be pigeon-holed, didn"t

raise Women's Liberation as an in-
dependent questmn, apart from the
“class struggle.” .

; Yet Dunayevskaya [ careful
tracing of Luxemburg's feminist
dimension is no scholastic mat-'
ter of isolated quotes; nor 1s -
it a psychological reconstruction
of what Luxemburg "really" felt.
Rather, it i{s that today's Women's
Liberation Movement has given Dun-
avevskaya new eyes and ears to see
both Luxemburg's greatness and
her shortcomings; it is that -
for Dunayevskaya, the dialectics
of revolution ~- the centerpoint’
of Luxemburg's passion =- can never
again be kept in a separatelcom-
partment from Women's Liberation.
At the same time, the fact that
today's feminists have largely
ignored Luxemburg's contributions

.- t0 revolutionary theory and the

- relationship between theory and
practice -- betause she "wasn't
a feminist" == speaks volumes
on.the separation that has rigidi
fied between feminist theory and

'theory of revolution.

‘masses in mdt:on '

Luxemburg 15 best remembered

for her appreciation of. the spon-- .

tapcous creativity of masses of

_peogle in revolutionary action,
‘and for her disputes with Lenin,
critiquing him 1n 1904 for an

overly- -centralized concept of

the Marxist party, and, while
hailing the November 1917 Russian
Revolution, warning of the impera-
tive need for the practice of an
apen, socialist democracy after
seizure of power. - Both these ques-
tions have been.given new meaning
in our day by the contemporary
Women's Liberation Movement, which
has so forcefully raised the valid-
ity of revo1utfanary creativity
ouiside “party" structures, the
necd for non- -elitist ferms of or-

- her,

ganization, the problematic of
"What happens after the revelu~
tion? - Are we to be coafronted
merely with a change.in Yeadership
and power, or will the revolution
be deep &nd ongaing and practicing

. new, human relationships?®

today and tomerrow

L It's just such an expans!ve,
hurian vision that informed Luxem-
burg throughcut her Iife. “] am -

-a Jard of-boundless possibilities,®

she wrote, and-that sense aof open-
ing on to the world, discovering |
and creating the world, never Toft
Dunayevskaya describes Lux-
emburg -as “an original character...

“(who) instead of being simply ‘one

in a millfon," combines yesterday,
today ‘and tomorrow in such a man-
ner that the néw 2ge suddenly ex-’
periences a‘'shock of recognition,*
whether that relates to a new ’
1ifestyle or the great need for
revolution kere and now.*  {p.B

- 1t s that urgancy for soccial
revolution that animated Luxemburg's'
vision,” action, thought, and speaks. .
to us today, for surely social reva-’
lution is needed 1f w2 are ever

- to end TRiS nightmare world. . It

was the dialectics of: the 1905 re- -

. volution in her native Poland -~

when the masses in motion were a

‘"land of boundless possibilities”-

~= that drove Luxemburg to new
heights, in everything from actual
participation in the revojution-to
her pamphlet Suwming up those
experiences,: The Mass Strike, the -
Party and the lrade Unlons.. It

1s that pamphlet that earned her
the reputation as a. "theorist-of
spontanefty”: "... in the mass
strikes in Russia,” she wrote,
"the element of spontanefty plays.

" such a predominant part, not ba-

cause the Russian proletzriat are
‘uneducated,’ but because revolu-
tions do not ailow znyone to play
the schoolmaster with thun._ {Quo-
ted, p.18)

And 1t was the dialectics of

revoiution that informed her fem-

infsm, in everything from her urg-
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. ing the socialist women to mafn-’
tain their autonomy from the Inter-
- national Secialist Bureau, to her
. 'personal life, her break-up with
her:lover Leo Jogiches. “I.am
only I once more, since I have be-
come free of Leo,® she said. Dun-
" avevskaya writes: "... the revolu-
tion is an sverwhelming  force. that
brooks no ‘interference’ from any-
one.  Luxemburg needed to be free,
to be independent, to be whole.” ’
{p.92) - : L

;-;failihﬁgl
. tofollow through

. - And yet... both on the "Woman
. Question™ and on spontanaity, Lua-
emburg failed to follow through
" and develop her insights, Thus,
by 1910, when she was mercilessiy
exposing the opportunism of the
SPB 1eadership and they responded
with vicious, personal, sexist at-
“tacks (in private,” but doubtless.
known to her), Luxemburg studiously
maintained what Dunayevskayz calls
a "tone deafness® to male chauvin-
.. fsm.  Moreover, she remained a mes-
ber of theparty. she saw degener-:
‘ating: - “The worst working class
party is-better than nome.” . ' - .
" {uxemburg considered herself:
a loyal follower of Marx in not -
allowing anything to take prece~
. dence over the “class struggle®
or the unity of the working class
C. party. - It is true, Dunayevskaya -
“pofnts cut, that scme of Marx's
. twn writings on Women®s Liberation.
were unknown to Luxemburg, from
his 1844 Humanist Essays where he
singles out the Mon/Woman rela-
tionship - as the mast indicative
of the need for - total Humenist
revolytion, to his 1881-82 Ethno-

_ logical Hotebooks, in which he dis- .
" CUS5es il recdoms and Timi-

tions of women under “primfitive
communism.” But even where. Lux-
emburg did know Marx's position,
as on the “Hational Question” --
Marx saw national strugglies for
- Yberation as a potential inde-
- pendent revolutionary ferment.. .

" to raise feminist demands.

Arherent in that

" whereas Luxenburg vonsidered them

reactionary -- even here she miin-

" tained that she was "reaily” prac- o

ticing Karx's Mtrue” position,
Dunayeyskaya &rgues. that it is
Just such’a parrowing of the apen-

“ness and expansiveness’ of Marx's ~

Harxism that has been the bane of .
the Marxist movement- singe Marx's

‘death. -

one from many?
This holds as well for the
question of crganization. With a
Vimited concepticn of Marxism as .
"theory of class struggle,” Luxgm-
burg-had ro ground in her thought
for transcending her contradictory
positicn of hailing spontaneity
and expasing the party leadevship
~- ang yet organizing no new ten-.
dency around her vicws. In'Part

- 11l of tne bhook, on Harx, Dunayev-

skaya takes up HMarx's 1875 Critique

“Marxirts® and the La5alleans,. .
arguing that-unitys 1f based on,
some "lowest common denominator.®
can open no new rezd to freedon,
His forewarnings were proven Cor-
rect when, by 19214, the SPD had ¢
gone Off the.ratls of freedoa -»
for the purposes of creating a
"mass party" -- as to capitulate
to the German war effort. By ’
1919, it was the SFD leaderrhip
that crushed the Cerman Revolu-
tion and aided the assassins of

Rosa Luxenbarg. S

of ths Gotna Program, in which Harx
. ‘eritiqued the uniﬁ' progran of the

7.7 Luxenburg had critigued that
leadership as carly as 1910, but
her ‘thinking, too, was mired in-
the fatish of the need for a uni-
fied party. One of the greatest
achievenents of -the coniemporary
Women's Liberation ¥ovement, Dun-
ayevskaya argues, 15 .the brezk with
the 19605 Left which told women to
swait ti11 “after the revolution®
But
has the revolutignary patential
break been fol-
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Towed through? Dunayavskaya CoORe
siders this problematic in “Tha
Task that Remains to be Uone: The .
Unique but Unfinished Contritwticns
of Today's Wozen's tibzsration Move-
ment,” by taking the. readar on an
exciting historic journzy In which
we Ses Hpmen's Liberatfon yaster-
day and today, as both Indivicual
and Universal, unseparated froo
the Black dimension fn both Africa
and Amordca, and from revalution
. and revolutionary ida2as, including
those of.Marx. -Thase pages are
aliva with individual wiaen, froa
pFaria Stewart, Darcaret Fuller and
Sajourncr. Truth in the ninateenth
century, to Bing Ling. Firntc Lou
Ha.zr, and Faria Zarraao in the
twintleth: And in the category

uindividualism ard Kasses i fiplien,”

Dunayevskaya. points ocut that “the
fndividuality of each voman liberae’
tionist i3 2 micrezosw of tha whole,
and yet... tha =oveisnat is not 2
51 of sg miny {ndividuals tut
masses in sotien.” (p.83} Herz

she Shtws us everylhaing frea the
rarch 1917 Russian Rrvalution
injtiated by wesen textile woir-
kers on Intsrnational Usas's Duy,
.o tha 1929 “Momoa's HWer® in wlat
“is nsir Higaria; to 8lick wimen in
the South of the 16505 &nd wosen

in Iran, 1979. ° s
g, y o o . F
- precise to thoory
Hhat Dunzyevskaya calls e
*movoment frem practica to theary™
tn cach historic periad is shcen -
tn its highpoints and achieveoents;
yet §¢°is the "movczent firem thoory”
that has falled to cevelcp those
highpotnts as ground fir the fu~ -
ture., Dunayevskaya critigues Wo-~
" men's Liberatfonists for tes eastly”
accepting the "male” version of a
truncated Marxism that chscures
ot alone Marz's writings on Wo-
men's Liberation but the fotality
of hiz philosophic methodolegy.
a "tiving diatectic® tmat desands
to be recreated on the ground of -
the *new passions and new forces™
of our age,’ .
1t is thus that Cunayevskaya

“tyrns, to confroat tha Full scops

gf F.arx'sa:ghrk. “;rccc: ;:ri{ic'of'__ N
egel to Author o tal and
Theorist of ‘Revolufion in Per-'
manesca’™; -her treatnent here i3

‘af a different ocrder than any Stan- .
dard treatgent of Marz. It i: rot -
asone her discussion of Marx's ™
1851-82 Ethnological Notebaoks .

{only transcribed znd published N
in the 1970s) that 15 nes -- though
that, certainly, 15 teiling, as
she puts to rest the notion that
E€ageYst Crigin of the Famllv, Fri-
vato PrePerty ani_ihc state !sup-
posedly bas.d on these notes of -
rx) -raorsionts, the vizas of
both cea.. Jest as sha ceatrasts
Enpels® wailinzal view of histert-
cal progrezefon o Nark's mltila-

teral. perapestive, so she siows
hiow Mzry wIs ewer conscious of
fea Subjaclts of revoluticn, whe-.
thar the Black dimznsioa in Ancri-
ca, tha pcasantry, woan, oF whet
todsy wa cail tha Third Yorld.

Y el P — P
chatiznoing eming

Yproa totad, costinveus, gila-
bal must the ceptcpt of rovslu-
tian be rowr® {p.i0F):’ inis is
the quostica that underlies the
vhole brak, the satting of .a rove-
Tuticnary philosephic perspoctive”

-witheut which the aciivism of {52
19325 sty exd §a yob ona roro soured

er chortsd reveiution or revoiuticn-
ary venent. "Mithout such 2 visicn

O LF sunt avalutions, & nes Indivi-

dval, a now universal, a nes sozicty.
rew htonn relatfons, wa would ba
forced to tatlerd one or another -
{orm ol reformiss..... The cyriad
crisas in cur age have shown... |
that without a philoscphy of revo-
Tution activita spends iiself in
were anti-{mperialism and antl-

. capitalizm, without ever revealing
- what 1t is Tor.® (p.194) ’

This book spells out no "blue-
prints,” but by integrating histovy
and theory, individualism and wmasses
in motion, revalution and Marx's
philascphy of revolution, it lays
callenging fround for addressing
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the questions we confront in our
activity, wxhether on form of or- .

- ganization, the relationship be-
tween Nomen's Liberation and other -
forces of revolution, or the rela-

‘tionship between social revolution

" 1n America and “solidarity work"’
with thz Third World. . The three
parts of "the book, on Luxembury,
women's Libaration, and Marx, each
heve their owm integrity, and yet:
are so tightly intertwined that - -
when we reach. the perultimate chap-
ter, on Narx's concept of revolu-.
tienery organization -~ we are con-
fronted once again with Luxenbung‘s -
breakup with- Jogiches. following
the-1305 revolutionl . . .

- -What 15 so exciting about'.

Rosa Luxembu Women's Libera- -
" tlon, am] Hin’s Philosophy of .-

'FEvofutlon s precisely this unfty

" ‘gan or abstraction,

of Individual snd Universal, of
past and present: “history® ts.. .

" always live hstory-in-the-making, | o

with “revelution” not as a-slo- .

. t potentizl.
.and poszibility of a creative hu-"
-manity, with women as revolutions -
ary Subfect. 2dding new dizensions
to the very weaning of ~freedem®

and “sgcialism.™:

I "Belng numan means joyfully
throwing your whola 1ife 'on the
scales of destiny'™:" this book:
‘thzllenges us to that, and nat -

only as bravery, but as thinkers,

as feminist “thousht-divers™

varking out a philoscphy of revo-
lutfon to help us 1n our movemsnt
to realize social transformation,
;}ach'for ‘Freedom, in our lifes -

k|éhe-iié Laridau -




Dear Carol Anne Dougtas, -

I have been wanting'to write
you for some time. _ Your latest
three veviews in the July 1984 oob

" have finaily pushed me to ‘do so,

.1 have been'a fan of yours for two -

_ reasons., First is that |- acmire .
that you have such an avid inter- -
. est in feminist théory, that you .
_can read what 15 often written in
scadenese with ease and set right
to the heart of the author's argu-
mant. - The second reason is that
you are *opinionated,” that is,
you don't pretend that ycu are oh-
jective in the bourgeois sense of .
that word, you have a point of view
that you neither hide nor think .
is invalid. Your. reviews often
read to me a5 2 dialogue with the
authors of the books.. It 1s pra-
cisely that quality about your re-,
views that has made me want to
srite to you so often —- tecause
"1 too have a point of view that
has validity, and 1 often cisa-
- gree with both you and those you.
are reviewing., {1f you want to -
know. about me, | am a signer of
- The Fourth Horld Manifesto, 1
appeared In the pages of oob in’
a write-up you printed on the Fem-'
fnists Against Militarism Confer~
ence held outside Kalamazoo, Mich-
igan, in September, 1481, and you
‘can find my colwmns. in the Marx- -
ist-Huminist paper, News and Let-
ters,) . .
: 1 too had many disagreements
with Allison Jaggar's beok, Femin-
1st Polities and Human Nature, most
37 ai{ her insistence op trunca-
ting Marx. It {s that whith Jeads

- to her mistake of thinking that the

‘zoncept. that "indiviiuals are the
Jest judoes of their own interests®
is Tinersl, ¥hils dndividuai froc-

“dam 15

certainly Aot 3 (.:on'ept that
fussia, or China would embrace, it -
is darx's concept. In 1824 he . -

. wmte. “We must above all. avoid

setting uvp 'the soclaty’ 38 an ab--
stracticn opposed to the indivi~~
dual.  The individual is the so-
cia‘l entlty. And- in Volume three
ital {nardly the young Marx}
he szn huanan power, is its own
end.". freeﬁnm €an never be. ab-
stract:~if. the individual is not..
free, thare is no freedom, For
exanple, freedom, as you point out,
ic very concrete to East Europeans.
You write in your raview of Jag--
gar's book that “a number of East
Eurcpean Marxists have welitten:
singe the 60°s that alienmation is
possible under socialism (or some
state conirolied fom of it ==
the existing ones).” You further
state that “socialist feminists do
net advocate that kind of socciaiism.
gut their theory dogs not account
for’'its exfstence.” You then go on-
to say that “some unorthodox Marx-

. ists=- such as Michael Albert and

Rebin Hahnel, have gone further
towards a cr'lt.‘ique of existing au--
thoritarian “socfalist® sysiems
*t:han socialist femrists have so
ar.®

don’t forget Raya

I wish you would have men- .
tioned the one woman revolutionary
philosopher whase tieory not only
takes into account the “experiences
of hundreds of millions of people”

in Eastern Eurcope, but whose theory

does account for the axistence pf
oppressien in so-called soctalist
countries. In the 1940s Raya Dunp--
avevsk:ta worked vul ihe theory
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- of state-capita'lisu fram a revo-
lutionary perspective using the.
cat.eqor1_es tnh Marx*s Capital and
Pussfa's own statistics, Why are:
we preterding in 1984 that. that =
hasn't happened? "T :

- To-begin to try and correct
that, | would 11%e to lock closely
at the latest article by Raya Dun-
syevskaya: Marz's "New Hmntsm
and the Dialectics ot Homen's
5 ergtnn n rgtwean . i.

ern_Societies published Py Praxis

Interna tional,” Yol. 3, Ho.. &, Jan-

-uary 17843 zvaileble from Women's
Liberat.ion ~- Hews  and Letters’ Com-
mittees, 59 fast-Van Buren, Room
707, Chicago, IL 60605 for 50¢
-plus 30¢ postage. In the context.

_of your remarks about the unfree- .-
do- 0f peoples in Eastern. Europe,
1t ix important to note that Praxis

International is a Yugosiavian
1ssident Jouraal “that asked Ms,
Dunayevskaya for this article.
1 make that point betause you
“rightly point cut-in your Jaggar
review that the.existence of alien-
ating "soclalism" “severaly 1i-
mits-the appeal of socialism as 2
political rallying point fui Amer-
icans,”  Yes it does, ever more.
so for East Europeans, but that~
does not mean we give up what can
be a path for Hberat‘lnn.

some hard wbrk

" Tawards the end of this short

_{thirtecn page} highly condensed
article, Raya Dunayevskaya intro-
duces us to the concept of Mars's
*hard intellectual labor™ -- what
she has elsewhere called "thought-

diving®-<. and in the same paragraph

challenges her readers “to do the
hard labor required in hearing
Marx -think." What becomes clear
in working one's way through these
pages ts that Ms, Dunayevekaya too
requires of us some hard intellec-
tuat labar right here and now..
What is clear fs this labor -
Is wall worth it if one 15 reading
because she wants to totally transe
tonwe this slicnaeting, seaist, rau-

7

~ersity Labor Archives,™
- giost fmportant-to this reviewer

“ist-Huitanism,

lst, cap1ta'list sncmty. and if.”
she is willing to entertain the -
thought that-a revelutionary fem-
{nist philosopher; 1ike Dunayw-* .
skeya, can reveal whatiin parx's-

Marxisoi can he‘lp give-a. dirﬂﬁﬁn

to the Women's Liberatlo-: Move-
ment I.Dday. S

who is Rdya‘i’

Before proceedmg, it is in-—_
portant to introdece .the readeyr to
who Raya Dunoyevskaya s, Fhe
Praxis Intemationan articte says’.-

very littie: - ya Dunayevskaya
has-written extensiue!y on HMarx-.
ist-Humanism.. Har latest book is
Ross Luxembu Wosen's Liberat]
and Marx's 35ﬁ foso By _of I
T ZoTTection of her writings are
on deposit at the Wayne State Univ-:
What is

is the fact that Dunayovskaya is
a revolutionary, the founder of.
an organization {News apd Letters
Concittees in 1956}, unseparated
frog the development of 2 pnilo-.
scphy of -1iberation she calln Marx-
In fact, 1t s cne
or a combination of these four:
pofnts ~-- wooan, revolutionary, -
fourder of an organfzation, .and -
Marxist-Huranist -- that may have.
conpelled not only bourgeods pub-

. Tications to purposely try to fg-.

nore her writings; but what are.,
we to think of. the feminist prusses
refusal to glve her ideas a forum?

It 1s the very character of
Marx's “Hew Huomanism* and the Dia~
ectics o n's ration in
Yrinitive and Podern Societies as ' -.
A suwRtion as well &S development
out of the body of Hs. Dunayevskaya's
works, that gives this article both-
its richness and its requirement. -
for "hard intellectual Yabor.“1
But .since its purpose . is to help
point a direction for the trany-
formatfon of thic soclety to one-
pssed on new human relztions, which,
as we know, 1s no pasy tizk, wg
wint to accent the cha l'lr.nge ang
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dive not only into Marx's thought,
but to be able to hear this unique
wu;:a_n revolutionary thinking as.
we : -

Marx & ferninism?
. i What 15 key about the form
~of - this article is that Dunayev-
skaya wants Lo logl; at “Marx's |
Marxism as a totality.” Our age
is the first 1o be aEIe to do
this, as works that have been pre:.:
viously unpublished or {aonored -
are now being brought to Yight.

It {5 tha very compactness of the.
"article that helps us to get a feol
for Maru's ‘absorption in women's -

struggles for freedom throughout
his 1ife. Dunavevskaya begins with

the end, the Ethnological Hotebooks
written in the last year of MHarx's -

Tife, as she wants to concentrate

on his last decade to show Marx.
“roundihg out forty years of his
thought on human development and

its struggles for freedon which

he called *history and its process,
revolution in permanence.'™ Dun-

- ayevskaya then goes back and begins
again-in tha 1B40s, -There sha shows
us. that when Marx spoke of. “the:

direct, natural, necessary relation-

ship of man to man-is the relation-
ship of man to 2n," that bLecame
iﬁ_rg of the grou% gor his phile-
sophys - “Harx's concept of the - :
Man/Woman relationship aruse with
the very birth of a_nex continent
of thought and revolution the mo-
went he broke from bourgeois so-
clety,” =~ =~ .~ : :
" In the 18580s we see Marx's
involvement not only with the wor--
king women and girls (some as young
a5 nine) who broadened the 1853- -
54 strike in Preston, England, to
include the question of education;
but as. well, Marx's dzfense of
Lady Bulwer-Lytton who wat thrown -
into a lunatic asyiunm because she
"dared not only to differ with the
views.of her conservative, aristo-
cratic-politician husband,” but
she dared to do so publically.
Dunayevskaya's reading of
Marx's Capital gives new insights

" the velationshi

into what a feminist interpreta-
tion of Marx could mean for us to-

‘day, Thus .Marx's B0-page chapter. ..
~in fapital on “The Horking Bay* - .. .

is not 5een by Bunayevskaya ag.’- o
simpty description,  Rathier "Marz -

devoted that much space to women
tn the precess of production and

arrived at very new conclusiems 7
Tn_new fgrms o¥ rogolt.c (My: .. -
erphasis.) - In T

-In that same decade
of the 1860s, Marx is trying to.
make sure that women are & part -
of the International Workingmen's
Aszociation both as rank-and-filers
and as leadership -- Mme. Harriet
Law was elected intn. the General
Council,  Marx as well-points out
that "great progress was evident

* in the last Congress of the Ameri-

can 'Labor Unfon'..." because “it
treated working women with complete
equality,” - T
Yet this Yistine of facts does
net do Justice to eithar Marx or -
Dunaysvskaya's work.. What is key'

-2bout both the form and title of

this article fs “Dlalectics.” ’
Thus it 13 net only - that the ength-
ening- or greater Intensity of the -

L working day gives birth.tz “pew

forms of revelt.” That mathodele-
Ny permeates the whole. article ay
Dunayevekaya shows us Marx's revo-
lutionary Dialectfc, and thereby -
weaves one of her own, She §s

showing us Women's Liberation as a-
part of “history and its process.”
1t takes “hard fntellectual labor®

indeed, to fully grasp this; and -

yet, it 15 precisely this -- Marx's

revolutionary dialectic, - his metho-
dology == that can help afve a di-

.rection to the Women's Liberation

Movement today. To Dunayevskayz -
of the philoso-
pher to actual history shows Harx
“transforming historic narrative
into historic reason.” - She con-
Cludes, "That 1s the dialectic of -
Marx's seefng, not merely the sto-
tistics he had amassed, but the
live man and women: reshaping his-
tory., MHowhere 1s this more trum
than concerning the sg-called *Ko-
man Questfen.'™ {Dunavevskaya

8097




alidys puts quotes around “Moman
-Question” Loth because that -is what
it wos called in Marx's time as
vell a5 to show her cons{derable
dissatisfaction with that as'a .

- title for all the great new ideas

and developments - women's Fight
for freedom has always vaised.)
: N P .
Engels ¥ Marx
" The kain concentration in this
;rticle. a; k:e'l‘lHaS in he;bmrki
923 Luxen UF. 2men's Likeration
=nd Fark's Fhiiose v_of ey [ution,
15 00 ¥5rx"s recently Fubtishad.
{1972) Ethnoloalcal. Eatabooks,
Hera tho Concarn secms at Teast
tofold. Onz is Dunsycvsteya's
cSphatic assertien that-Frisdrich
lf:itgcls iz mga:-z'andfthat‘lgfsigni-
nE2r wark, Origin of Lic C-mily. -
Frivate FroroTov ana fla Svots (sup—
Focedy based on Harxs Lt aningi-
cal Potebooks) was “damagian... o
uturs generations of Moexistsol Y
Tut ¥t 15 a0t only "farxiste® che -
- ¥5 concornad with: - “ue were atl-
raised oo this {f.e., Ergelzs'}
concept of womin®s Tibcratien as
if it vera; indecd, a3 w3rk of Ehg-.
2ls ond Mars.®  Dunagzvskiva aics
“to desentannio ilarx's vicis op
ez and dialecties froe thoso
ef Eojels.” Sha daos this by taiing
us on a shart trfp (to take the
Tonzer. Journey ses Raza L

LY

U~ren's Liboration, erd b T
E3hy of HevoTuticn) tarcugh 1Erx's
cyes o prigitive sesteties. The=n.
w2 sed tnat I tidak 1s hor second
cnphasis, that unlike Engels!' uni-
Unear view of history {first matr{-
erchy, then private preqerty kringing
witic it vomen®s opgrossion), "Marx
traces dialectical developrant froa
one-stage to another and related it
to revolutionsry upsurges so- that
ccanomic criscs ars seen a5 'zpochs
of social revolution,' |, -

Engels saw only the greatness
of wasen's frecdom in primitive
socfeties and after the onsat of
private propecty he saw only wo-
cen's oppression. Engels descritsd
the effect of private property on
wonen a5 "the world-historic defert g

Haqda,

" velops, e.y.,

_beginning --- short,

' of the famle sex.* Mark, on the

othzr hapd, saw both women®s rela-.
tively greater freedo: s woll as|
the origins of wemen's vppression’ .
right withia the primitive com-. .
mune, - After Llass seclety, whsre
Epgels saw only"“defzat,™ Pirx saw:
unceasing revolt.  Vhet Dunzyevskaya
1z showing us 1s the dialectic'at
tork whore, even in the study of
anthircpolegy, Karx 15 able to see -
the duality in each situvation, tha
opprossion-as well as the revoit,
the possibility of new paths to- -
frecdzu, o
Dunayevsk'a:,'a is I:l)i_'. E;hergin!y )
cne 1o have taken up Marx's Fibna- -
looical Hatebooks os parf of the
writings of hiis last decada,  But
fLat must ba pointad out is that

n one has looke2 et thot last de--

‘cufe as has Duncyevskayn. - An ex-

zple 15 a new work edited by Teo-
d?‘.' Sﬁanin, Late Marx-and the Pug-
sian.Road -= NMai® &nd "tho eﬁrl—' .
.’xeries ar r:ammlmu' » WaiCh . Can-
1alns uritings, by Snandin, K=ryki.
Derek Saver and FhiTip Cor-
rigan.2 Vhereas thoy dobabe many
of the questicns Dunaycvskaya do-
‘the extont of the
continuity between the young ond
the older Farx -- women as ravolu-
tiorary transformers of society
are aowhere to be soan. To sce the
relatfonship of Merxk to the dialoc-
tics of wozent's liberation, ons -
vould heve to study Raya Dunayev-
skaya 2nd raad Harx for onesslf.
Cerialaly this article is a good
concise, dif.
ficult enough t9 make one ask qups-
tions, and so very clearly revesiing
a genudine passion for transforming
socisty that f will rako YOou want
to take the plunge and do the “h; g
fnteliectual labor nacded to hoar
both #arx and Duniyevskaya thinkira.

) Terry Moon

footnotes on next page
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mrt’s [dderation faren
Buan thowgh it 4a in the Tast

whera WoRIn ore tokenm up 8o diractly,

_ ohaptar one, "Wiy BagelT iy Kou?
AbsoTuts Negativiiy o= Few EBegin-
ning, " givea soma of.tha rost pro~
found inwighte imto tha relation- -~
i of a philoscphy of mexm Tib-
epaiion ic astwal moveranta for
Treedons. Lo

Zoue Michasl Connolly'a review,
Mirra's lost Weitings on Ruseia:-

' Baw-Paths to Pevolution cnd Philto-
acphito Centinuity,” Beus & Letiers
Yol.- 29, Ho.. 5, Juna, 1984,
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