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Everyone feels in his soul that we live in troubling days of capitati;;
contradiction. Profit-making presses prefer texts ofs Marxiology to
other political works. Urban bookstores shun the classics of !:istory, but
provide large shelves for “Marxist studies,” “women studies,” “black
studies,” and “astrology, religion, and philosophy"_ {xic). Al&_lg?ugh
mainly rebuffed by economics departments. Marxism has migde a
discreet entry (often in weird partnerships) to philosophy and literary
criticism. A good deal of crude Marxist imagination and vocabulary has
conquered the speech habits of “the brighter students.™ Yet the work of
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Raya Dunayevskaya has been unjustly neglected. I can think of only one
good reason why this should be so: academic smugness. Those who
cultivate the grapes rarely share the table with those who sniff 2nd drink
the wine. Yet it is more profitable 10 engage with this writer in essentiai
dialogue about the world"s prospects than with countless others who are
more popular or more prestigious. While fine-tuned Marxist com-
mentaries keep being churned out, Dunayevskaya, who has been a
revolutionary militant for fifty years, gives us The Acts of the Apostles,

She is not a “socialist of the chair"—one can scarcely imagine her
sitting down. Sheis what might be called in archaic parlance an agitator
or political journaiist. Most of her activity has been in Detroit, where
she has been involved, at close quarters or from afar, in decades of the
tangled politics of the Extreme Left—from the heroicdays of the CIO to
those of the NBFO (National Black Feminist Organization), She is a
compendium of who-is-who in liberation movements from Zanzibar to
Tirana and from Teheran to Lima. She is an intellectual of the
barricades. Yet she prefers to work in an atmosphere of argument,
persuasion, and freedom. That much is demonstrated by her concern foc
scholarship, historical accuracy, and (by her Lights) philosophical
consistency. Those interested in her life and work and her many
fascinating associations may consult the coliection of papers she has
deposited in the Labor Archives of the Wayne State University.

Since Dunayevskaya’s years have been spent in the nitty-gritty
struggles of the Marxist revolutionary movement to expand its strength
and correct its tendencies, she has never catered to her own self-
advancement. Aside from a great deal of fugitive journalism, she has
published four books: Marxism and Freedom; Philosophy and Revo-
lution; Nationalism, Communism, Marxist- Humanism and the Afro-
Asian Revolutions; and the volume under review. In proper Marxist
style, each of these works is a mixture of agitprop and philosophy. They
are written to urge and obtain a commitment. But they are not wooly-
headed books at all: they are an effort to transcribe {or intellectuals what
the straight and true path of Marxism is and to show how the society for
which Marx fought and made philosophical provision is laboring to be
botii'in all corners of the earth. Admittedly, Dunayevskaya does not
expiess her views in cool, value-free sentences. She follows her master,
who castigated academic writing in his own doctoral thesis on
Detnocritus and Epicurus. If we do not meet “lackeys™ or “running
dogs,” we will find “tail-enders” and “abysmal opportunism™ and an
“exploitative, racist, alicnating system,” etc, After hacking through this




43~ R TR ID MR BT o 3y 2O AT AT A T R L P

623  POLITICAL THECRY ; NOVEMBER 1983

special argot of insult (which is, after all, the mark of a life chosen and
lived according to a certain protocol), one confronts a thinker of great
interest.

We need to locate Dunayevskaya in the galaxy of Marxism. Sheis, by
her own declaration, 2 *Marxist humanist.” This means, first of all, that
she is a fervent advocate of the human being as maker of himself,
rejecting thought of any higher intelligence or higher creation (in
Kolakowski's words, “the self-deification of mankind™. It means,
secondly, that she places heavy stress on the developmental continuity
of Marx's project and writings, and insists on the importance of the
Paris manuscripts, where, according to the author, are'to be found in
embryonic philosophical clarity the claims by which Marxism is
privileged to become the “science™for a variety of worldwide movements
of liberation:, however disparate they might seem to the naive observer.
Third, it means a resounding rupture between the true Marx and the
leaky [egacy left to his foilowers by Friedrich Engels. Not only did
Engels bequeath to the communist movement a mechanical and
complacent tendency, but he misread and distorted Marx’s interpre-
tation of the man-woman relationship in his work on The Origin of the
Family. According to the author, a careful reading of Marx's 1844 text
inconjunction with the newly available Ethnological Notebooks setsthe
matter straight, Similarly, Marx, against the orthodoxy that prevailed
in the Second International, was prepared to favor socialist revolution
in underdeveloped countries without any bourgeois interlude. Thus,
according to Dunayevskaya, Marx’s thought provides for a more
diverse panorama of liberation than many of his principal licutenants
had believed possible or desirable, Colonialized nations, racial
minorities, females are ail privileged to consult the corpus of
uncontaminated Marxism for an identification of their role in the
evolution of mankind from slavery to freedom. They must not, however,

mistake or forsake his irrefutable insights (this was a problemrfor Rosa..

Luxemburg). “Our age,” Dunayevskaya writes, “lias the advantage in
that we finally are in possession of nearly alf of Marx's works” (p. 121).

Dunayevskaya respects dialectical philosophy as the truth of the
world. She does not believe that Marx ever deviated from his carly

humanistic formulation: his philosophical anchorage can be identified

from the early writings through the Grundrisse to Capitaland the Gotha
Program; and that is decisive for today’s revolutionary movements. She
attributes to Marx “one dialectical conceptual framework . . . masses in

motion—a living, feeling, thinking, acting whole" (p. 119).“No doubt, ",
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she adds, “a gap in the knowledge of Marxists resulted from the failure

to know the Grundrisse” (p: 140). The world and its revolutionary acts
are to be interpreted through what the author calls “Absolute Method,™
This is, first of all, an appropriation of the reve|

] lation that Lenin had in
Zurich when he first read Hegel's Logicand annotated it; second it is an
extension of the rap

prochement of Hegel and Marx presented in
Marcuse’s Reason and Revolution. It is, especially, a follow-up to
Marx’s famous sentence on Hegel: “The greatness of Hegel’s Pheno-
menology . . .1s the dialectic of ne

gativity as the moving and creating
principle. “To me,” the author declares, “philosophy did not mean
dialectics only ‘in general,’ but, very specifically, ‘negation of the
negation,’ which Marx had called *a new Humanism®." This might seem

a dogmatic and slanted employment of Hegzlian resources.

The focus of this book is announced to be Rosa Luxemburg and her
evolutionary connection with the feminist consciousness. We are told
that this connection can be taken further than is commeonly supposed.
The personality of Luxemburg, her pasition in international socialism,
her courage, and her pathos are well expressed in the earlier chapters. A
principal paint that Dunayevskaya wishes to make is that {(pace Neul,
Luxemburg’s excellent biographer) Luxemburg was a totafly liberated
woman who did not go into adecline following the rupture of her liaison
with Leo Jogiches, but went forward to ever more productive activity,
This is demonstrated very convincingly. The book is not, however,
really about Rosa Luxemburg: rather, it is abouit some of the lessons
that she teaches as much through her errors as her indomitable will.

'Luxemburg was a first-class revolutionary who got her economics a bit
wrong, could not reconcile philosophy with ofganization, and, in fact,
suffered from “near tone-deafness in philesophy™ (p. 120).

The teleological relentlessness of “Absolute Method™ is very discern-
ing in producing arch-villains, villains, mixed types, and heroes. The
villains are legion: Engels, Bernstein, Kautsky, Plekhanov, numerous
Mensheviks, the virtual whole of the SPD, Sartre, Althusser, and, it
Boes without saying, Stalin and all his progeny. There are ancillary,
unwitting heroes like various Abolitionists, American black women,

. and radical feminists who never read much Marx. And there are persons

' who were equipped for greatness if they had not harbored various
blindnesses: Lenin, Trotsky, Luxemburg, Herbert Marcuse. Marx,
however, is sufficient unto the day if read correctly and with emphasis

on the right texts. All strategies of struggle need to be submitted to his
cadonical authority.
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What does a nonbeliever make of all this? In my judgment, this is an
inteiligent, though excessively polemical and optimistic, tract. After
reading all of Raya Dunayevskaya’s books that presume to gather all the.
wretched of the earth beneath the umbrelia of “Absoiute Method,”
referring all their individual and collective frustrations and desperations
to works that Marx left unpublished and a discovery that Lenin made in
the library, I cannot say that the messy world looks much clearer.
Marxism (never mind other “liberations™) is today so splitinto separate
and warring chapels that it resembles Protestantism and liberalism, and
probably also Catholicism. It is also “for rent™ to forces beyond it. The
great “-isms™ are in trouble., The carth is not, I think, embarked on any
privileged, though sanguinary, journey toward what Dunayevskaya
considers fitting and humane. Moreover, like most contemporary
progressivists, she cannot imagine or portray (excepl in the most
abstract terms) what it would be like for all human beings to live
together with equality, dignity, autonomy, and justice. She rejoins her
antagonist Bernstein: the end is dim, the process is all. I suspest that in
order to survive tomorrow, survivors of today wilt have to forsake most
of their visions of what we might become, They will have to think in

terms of what we must do in order to stay. But reading this book could
profit them.

—George Armsirong Kelly
The Johns Hopkins University
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Page 10

NEWS & LETTERS

As Others See Us

Italian review of Dunayevskaya’s work

Editor’s Note—Below we print translated excerpts from a
review of the Italian edition of Philosophy and Revolution
and the American edition of Rosa Luxemburg, Women's
Liberation end Marx’s Philosophy of Revelution written
by Valeria E. Russo which appeared in Dimensioni No. 30,
1984,

With its publication in the early 1970s, Philosophy
and Revolution represents a most significant example
of research on H\eﬁl ontside of academic Marxism...

“Why Hegel, Why Now?", is the question Dunayev-

ya nozes that will open in 1973 the initial c i
ler..where the actual relevance of Hegel for today is
rerceived in the centrality of his concept of the Al
ute and in the possibility of utilizing the moment of the
“negation of the nepatinn" a8 a powerful instrument for
the interrelation of the revolutionary processes of the

present... .
THIS READING OF HEGEL, which emphasizes on

the one hand the humanistic interpretation given it by
Marz, and on the other hand the political revolutionary
interpretation given it by Lenin, tends to reaffinn that
hilosophy does not posit itself as a simple external re-
Flection of reality but is already inte to the rea.lity
itself, Whai constitutes the theoretic novelty of this
book is its enll_rhnsis on the essentiality of Lenin’s inter-
pretation of Hegel's philesophy (in osophical No-
books) and particularly 1n the identification of the
Absclute Ided with the movement “from practice to
theory.” Another point that seems important to remem.
ber i8 the consideration of philosoply a8 phenomenolo-
gy of "new iens and new forces, that is, as pheno-
menclogy of new Subjects that begin to present them-
selves starting from the sixties...
-.emphasizes as well that Hegel's impact is
renﬂg Yhattering when once the vertex of Abso ute is
reached and what is heard is absolute negativity jtself.
The Hegel represented by Dunayevskaya and the re-
reading itself of Marx, Lenin, Mao, Sartre, and Trotaky
are heavily affected by the attention that the author
poses for an original formulation both of the conicept of

litical {and of revolution as a real movement and dia-
R;:tic pole with respect to the philosophy), and on the
concept of Subject which emerges from radical move-
ments of our epoch (Black, Students, Women, Youth) as

Il 23 from the liberation struggles of African people

of Eastern countries, These move-
ect of the third and last part of this
T provocative yet offers interesting
ion about important questions of con-
temporary political and philosophic thought..,

IN HER LATEST BOOK, dedicated Lo Rosa Lux-
emburg, Women's Liberation and Marx's Philoso.
phy of Revolution, she accompl.isheu on the one hand
the precise recognition of the “feminist dimensjon” of
Rosa Luremburg’s work {(until now n ected by both
Marzist and non-Marxist scholars) on the other
hand she has thrown light on the importance of the
analyeis of the role of women to Marx's Iate works, Du-
nayevskaya highlights in those decades a problem that
ia still present in the Women's Liberation Movement,
that is, the problem of “spontaneity” and its connection
with the party form or what is indicated in “the ques-
ﬁoxn nl;ls:utommy.“... £ this book s th o

ather interesting aspect of thi is the re-eval-
uation of Marxist work that contests the validity of the
ichotomy between the young Marx and the mature
Marx. The author starts her reconstruction considering
some of the themes already present in her various
worke: the transformation of Hegel's revolution in phil-
h‘\lrninto the philosogh of revolution of Marx, the
portant aspect of Marxist “new Humanism”

0s0p.
most
reached on the basis of a recent transeription of Marx's
Ethnological Notebooks, reconsiders the role that the
question brought about by the anthropology and ethnol-

ogy of the second half of the 19th century had on the
development of Marx's thought...

In opposition to the ettempt of these last years to
find in Marxist text the presence of several Marxes,
Duna, ya restates the unified character, through-
out 's works, though it is characterized by a rich-
ness of multi-dimensional articulation. The E ologi-
cal Notebooks represent for the author not only an
important moment of mature production but they con.
?} ate also to “cast light on Marx's works es a totali-
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A Look at Books

Ingsightful Marxist Analysis:
Dunayevskaya’s Perspectives on Africa

Kevin Anderson

Raya Dunayevskays, ROSA LUXEMBURG, WOMEN'S LIBERATION AND
MARX'S PHILOSOPHY OF REVOLUTION (New Jersey: Humanities Press,
1962), pp. xii, 234, $19.95 hardcover, $10.95 paperback,

Raya Dunayevskaya, PHILOSOPHY AND REVOLUTION: From Hegel to Sar-
tre and from Marx to Mao, (New Jersey: Humanities Press, 1982, orig. 1973},
Pp- xxvii, 372, $10.95 paperback.

Raya Dunayevskaya, MARXIEM AND FREEDOM: From 1776 Until Today New
Jersey: Humanities Press, 1982, orig. 1858), pp. 381, $10.95 paperback.

THE RAYA DUNAYEVSKAYA COLLECTION. Marxist-Humanism: Its Origins
and Development in the U.S., 1941 te Today (Detroit: Wayne State Universitly
Archives of Labor History and Urban Affairs, 1981), pp. 6561+, $60 microfilm.

The titles listed above constitute the bulk of a forty year contribution to
political and social theory by the well-known Marxist humanist writer Raya
Dunayevskaya, who in 1982 completed her third book cn Marxist theory. This

Kevin Anderson i an Adjunct Lacturer in Soniology a1 the College of Staten Island, City University of New
York.
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writer is already familiar to long-time Altica Today readers through her first-
hand reports on The Gambia and Ghana (July and December, 1962). The new
editions of her work by Humanities Press (1982) and the Wayne Stale Universi-
ty microfilm collection (1981) have finally made the whole of it easily accessible
1o interested scholars. Each work listed above offers theoretical and empirical
insights for Africanists. This review wili look briefly at each to get an overview,

Ross Luxemburg, Women's Liberatlon and Marx's Philosophy. of Revolu-
tion centers arcund analyses of women and non-Western society in relationship
1o overall theoretical issues in Marxism. In the section on Luxemburg, she
unearths valuable and new material on the relationship of Africa tothe disputes
inside the West Exrdpean left, particularly the German SPD. In1511, when Lax-
emburg broke with ihe conservative SPD leaderchip three years ahead of Lenin,
Dunayevskaya shows that il was Luxemburg's gpposition to German colonialism
in Africa that precipitated the split and the enshing debate. In 1911 Luxemburg
had eriticized the party Jeaflet on Moroceo thusly:

“Let us add that in the whole of the leaflet there is not.one word about
the native inhabitants of the colonies, 'not a word about their rights,
interests and sulferings because of International policy. The leaflet
repeatedly speaks of *England's splendid colonial policy’ without
mentioning the periodic (aminc and spread of typhoid in Indis, ex-
termination of the Australian aborigines, and the hippopotamus-hide
lash on the backs of the Egyplian fellah.”{25)

She slso traces Luxemburg's concern with the question'of Namibia. Having shown
that, Dunayevskaya goes on to present a critique of Luxemburg's position en na-
tional liberation, where Luxemburg opposed national independence movements
as utopian and reactionary in the era of imperialism. She also gives an incigive
critique of the philosophical and economic underpinnings of Luxemburg's great
work on the theory of imperialism, The Accumulation of Capital.

In the section on women's liberation, Dunayevskaya discusses the relevance
of eatly African women's revolls such as the 1929 Igbo Women's ‘War against
British imperialism lo present-day struggles of women in the Third World. She
analyzes women's participation in modern upheavals in Moambique, Angola
and Guinea-Bissau as well as Porlugal in the 1970s, and goes from there to a cri-
tique of the Chinese and more recent Third World revolutions from the vaniage
point of women's liberation. She views women as a crucial and newly emergent
“revolutionary subject” in the 19806.

The iast section of Lhis book deals with Marx. Much of it centers around his
1ast writings on Russia and o0 pon-European society such as his little-known
Ethnological Notebooks and his 1881 letter to Vera Zasulitch on the possibility
of & direct transition to socialism from the Russian pre-capitalist communal
village. Dunayevskaya shows that all of Manrx's major last wrilings, including
(he last edition of Capital, Vol. 1 (Paris: 1672:75) which he personally prepared
for the printer, show the importance of this theme of aiternate paths to human
emancipation. Dunayevskays quotes Lafargue’s 1862 compiaint to Engels that,
after his trip to Alglers, “Marx has come back with his head full of Africa and

that with these lnst wrilings
“Marx's legacy Is no mere heirloom, but a live body of ideas and perspectlives
{hat Is in need of concrelization.’ (155} Nowhere are such Iste wrilings of Marx
more relevant than to African studies, where Marxist class analysis is increas-
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ingly being applied. Dunayevskaya's new reading of Marx shows an openness
on his part seldom found in post-Marx Marxists, She shows that he intended much
of the framework of Capital only for America and Western Europe and was work-
ing at his death on new approaches (¢ non-European society.

Philosophy and Revolution was originally issued in 1973 and has been
republished with a new introduction. The core of this book's discussion of Africa
is in the major chapler “The African Revolutions and the World Economy."
There, Dunayevskaya maintains that: *The African revolutions opened a new
page in the dialectic of thought as well as in world history"(213). She then
discusses African nationalist leaders and theorists such as Nkrumah, Senghor,
and Fanon. It is Fanon whom she finds the closest to her own view when she writes
that despile the great achievements of the independence struggles, *‘we musl
saberly [ace the present bleak reality”(217). She concludes:

*“The greatest of these tragedies, however, is not the external hut
the internal one, the separation between the leaders and the led in
independent Aftica. It is to this we must turn because without masses
as reason as well as force, there is no way to escape being sucked
into the world market dominated by advanced technologies, whether
in production or in preparation for nuclear war.''(218)

The rest of the chapter explores the neocolonial retationship of the world economy
to Africa and offers a critique of dependency theories as well as conservative
development theories.

But its Marxist analysis does not end there. Inslead, Dunayevskaya continues
it by returning to where she began: the living human subjects who have the power,
in her view, to alter economic relationships, the African masses. She argues that
despite the world economy *“neucolonialism could not have been reborn so easi-
1y in Africa had the revolutionary situation continued to deepen.”(ZJ6) At the
core of her analysis is the inter-relationship of political and economic factors:

*“Precisely because the African masses did, at the start, feel that
they were not only muscle but reason, holding destiny in their own
hands, there emerged what Marx in his day called & new energizing
principle. This resulted in the growth of production even in societies
whose economy was restricted to a single crop."'(237)

Despite the selbacks of neocolenialism, she concludes the chapter by arguing
that the situation in Africa was still “fuid” in that: (1) new revolutions were
ready to emerge in southern Africa, (2) the youth had shown resistance to
neccoioniaiist regimes, (3 ibe neocalomal sociai structures in Africa were hardly
as firmly implanted as, for example, those in Latin America.!

Bul Afcica has importance in Philosophy and Revotution far beyond the single
chapter on Africa. Dunayevskaya's central concept is that of an “¢pen’” or *‘un-
chained" dialectic where, she argues, Regel (and Marx) “present the structures

1. 1 have employed this Irxmework in my paper *~The Tanzanian Model of Thind Warld Development: After
Twenty Yeats,” presenled to e Eastern Sociological Society, Balimore, March 198
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not as mere fact, not as hierarchy, not as pinnacle, but as movement” (39), and
view human realily as “one long trek to freedom™(43). The Alrican revolutions
of the 19505 and 190s were, to Dunayevskaya, a key example of the centralily
of a dialectic of freedom 1o human history. For such a Marxist, African revolu-
tions are not a place lo “apply” a ready-made theory, but a unique human ex-
perience out of which Marxist theory can be reconstructed for the present.
Phllosophy and Revolution also contains valuable discussion of Lenin, Mao, Marx,
and Sartre, theorists not without relevance to African revolulionaries.

Dunayevskaya's fivst book, Marxism and Freedom, originally published in
1958, at first glance seems to contain little on Africa. But there is much of im-
portance to Africanists, such as the lengthy economic and political analysis of
{hie outcomes of lwo major revolutions, the Russian and the Chinese, fn analyz-
ing post-revolutionary Russia and China, Dunayevskaya tises with great sub-
tlety her concept of state-capitalism, first developed in economic wrilings in the
1540s. But in keeping with her present Marxist humanist stance, she stresses not
only economic and political categories, but also philosophical and ideological ones,
as well as the relationship of spontaneily Lo revolutionary upheaval. The analysis
of China reads especiaily well in 1963, given the coltapse of the Maoist dream
during tise last decade, This section had earlier seemed too sharply critical of
Mao's experiment to many readers. The concepls of statecapitalism and of spon-
taneity and humaniern developed in this baok offer many vanlage points for a
Marxist analysis of the conlemporary African scerie. Her overall concept of
soetatist humanism, first articulaled here, was developed paralic! to that of
socialist humanists in Africa such as Nyerere and Senghor, and especially Fanon,
who wrote during the same period.

The Raya Dunayevskaya Collection includes virtually all of Raya Dunayev-
skaya's voluminous other wrilings, phs many by people with whom she has
worked, from her earliest days as secretary to Trotsky in 1937-38 to today. Of
special importance to Africanists are the following documents: (1)Her 1959 pam-
phlel Nationalism, Communism, Marxist- Humantsm and the Afro-Asian Revoly-
lions (2685-2723); (2) her writings on West Africa in 191 and 1962 before and after
her trip there(2906-3153 passim, 3184-2251); (3) a 1976 series of *'Philosophic-
Political Lellers”(5182-5300) which include discussion of the Portuguese and
African revolutions of 1974-76, the civil war in Zimbabwe and the Sowelo upris-
ing; (4} the 1978 pamphlet Frantz Fanon, Soweto ard American Black Thought
(5305-5353), wrillen by two colleagues of Dunayevskaya, Lou Turner and John
Alant, and introduced by her.

Taken as a whole, Dunayevskaya's three books and the Wayne State Univer-
sity collection contain an important contribution to African studles by a wriler
who has spenta lifelime asa political activist as well as a theorist. The passionate
commitment to human liberation is never absent from Dunayevskaya's work,
yet at the same time there is no lack of theoretical and analytical rigor.
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hear Friends,

We are reprinting the toliowing revicew afel COMenlary s G opens

g to a dialogue with other

revolut iondry fuaninists.
ward to the much-needed discussion

We look for-
on the challenqus tacing the Wo-

men's Liberation Movement in the 1980s; please write us your

thoughts.

— vomen's Liberation, News & Letters Committees

Luxemburg, Feminism, and Marx

Rosa Luzem Women's Liberation
and Marz's Pﬁﬁgﬁy of Ravolu-
tiom, by Faya Dunayevakaya, Sumaoi-
ities Freas, 1782

The Marxist-Humanist phitoso-
pher Raya Dunayevskaya begins the
chapter entitled "Luxemburg 35 fem-
inist,” 1in her Tatest book on Rosa
Luxemburg, Women's Liberation and
Wara's EE*Ioso hy of Revolution,
™ith 8 quote from Herman Melville:
~... for original characters in
fictjon, a grateful reader will, on
meeting with one, keep the anniver-
sary of that day ... original ones,
truly sa, imply original instincts.”
Luxemburg, of course, is no fiction-
al character; yet meeting her in
tne pages of this book s that type
of eaperience that stays with the
reader, both in one's thoughts and
in one's daily sensuous encounter
with the world -- this world, 1984,
Ronald Reagan's America.

Listen to Luxemburg's defini-
tion of “peing human,” written in
2 letter to her friend Mathilde
Wurm from a dreary German prison
cell in 1916, where she had landed
for her revolutionary opposition
tc World #war 11 ~1‘m telling you
that as soon as 1 can stick my mose
out again I will hunt and harry
your society of frogs with trumpet
tlasts, whip crackings and blood-
nounds -- 1ike Penthesilea 1 wanted
to say, but by God, you people are
na Achilles. Have you had enough
of 3 New Year's greeting now? Then
se 1o it that you stay humn....
Being human means joyfully throw-
ing your whoie 1ife ‘on the scales

of destiny’ when need be, but ali
the while rejoicing in every sunny
day and every beautiful cloud.
ach, | know of no formuia to write
you for being human...."
Penthesilea was the Queen of
the Amazons, and Luxemburg's iden-
tification with/ invocation of her
in this letter is in the context of
a blistering attack agatnst both
those socialists who had capitula-
ted to the war, and 21so those whe
devised theories and excuses for
the capitulators. Dunayevskaya
uses this quotation as the fron-
tispiece of the book, alerting the
reader from the start that ner dis-
cussion of Luxemburg will focus
both on Luxemburg's revoiutiomary
passion, revolutionary humanism,
and on her feminist dimenston,
till now cdisregarded by Marx-
ists and feminists alike.

not a feminist per se

Luxemburg herself stayed away
from an identification as a “fem-
{nist.” There is one letter from
her in 1911, a year of intense anti-
militarist activity in which the
women af the German Marxist party,
the Secial Democracy (SPD), were
the most militantly anti-war as well
as opposing the opportunism of the
party leadership; Luxembery writes
to Luise Kautsky, "Are you coming
for the women's conference? Just
imagine, 1 have become 2 feminist!®
gut on the whale, starting from
her entrance on the German scene




in 1898, as a young woman of 27,
when Lhe male leaders of the large
and prestigious SPD wanted to

shunt Luxemburg aside into the “No-
man Question," Luxemburg, in refus-
ing to be pigeon-holed, didn't
reise Homen's Liberation as an in-
dependent question, 2part from the
"class struggle.”

Yet Dunayevskaya's careful
tracing of Luxemburg's feminist
dimension 1s no scholastic mat-
ter of isolated guotes; nor is
it a psychological reconstruction
of what Luxemburg "really" felt.
Rather, it is that today's Women's
Liberation Movement has given Dun-
ayevskaya new eyes and gars to see
both Luxemburg’s greatness and
her shortcomings; it is that

for Dunayevskaya, the dialectics
of revolution -- the centespoint
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
to revolutionary theory and the
relationship between theory and
practice -- because she "wasn't

a feminist" -- speaks volumes

on the separation that has rigidi-
fied between feminist theory and
theary of revolution.

masses in motion

Luxemburg is best remembered
for her appreciation of the spon-
taneous creativity of masses of
people in revolutionary action,
and for her disputes with Lenin,
critiquing him in 1904 for an

overly-centralized concept of

the Marxist party. and, while
hailing the November 1417 Hussian
Revolution, warning of the impera-
tive need for the practice of an
open, 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 revoluticnary creativity
outside "party” structures, the
need for non-elitist forms of or-

ganization, the problematic of
"What happens after the revolu-
tion? Are we to be confronted
merely with a change in Teadership
and power, or will the revolution
be deep and ongoing and practicing
new human relationships?*

today and tomorrow

1t's just such an expansiva,
human viston that informed Luxem-
burg throughout her 1ife, "I am
2 lard of boundless possibilities,”
she wrote, and that sense of open-
ing on to the world, discovering
and creating the world, never left
her. Ounayavskaya describes Lux-
emburg as "an original character...
(who} instead of being simply ‘one
in a miltion,' combines yesterday,
today and tomorrow in such a man-
ner that the new age suddenly ex-
periences a ‘shock of recognition,'
whether that relates to a new
lifestyle or the great need for
revalution here and now.” (p.83}

It s that urgency for social
revolution that animated Luxemburg's
visfon, action, thought, and speaks
to us today, for surely social revo-
lution is needed if we are ever
to end this nightmare world. It
was the dialectics of the 1905 re-
volution in her native Poland --
when the masses in motion were 2
“lard of boundless possibilities”
-- that drove Luxemdurg to new
heights, in everything from actual
participation in the revolution to
her pamphlet summing up those
experiences, The Mass Strike, the
Party and the Trade Unjons, 1t
1S that pamphlet that earned her
the reputation as a “theorist-of
spontaneity”: “... in the mass
strikes in Russia," she wrote,
“the element of spontaneity plays
such a predaninant part, not be-
cause the Russian proletariat are
'uneducated,' but because revolu-
tions do not allow anyone to play
the schooimaster with them." (quo-
ted, p.i4)

And it was the dialectics of
revolution that fnformed her fem-

infsm, in everything from her urg-




ing the socialist women to main-
tain their autonomy from the Inter-
national Socialist Bureau, to her
personal 1ife, her break-up with
her tover Leo Jogiches. *I am
only 1 once more, since I have be.
come free of Leo,” she said. Dun-
ayevskaya writes: “... the revolu-
tion s an overwhelming force that
brooks no ‘interference' from any-
one. Luxemburg needed to be free,
I.o ge)independent, to be whole," °
p.92

.- failing
- to follow through

And yet... both on the “Woman
Question® and on spontaneity, Lux-
emburg failed to follow through
and develop her insights, Thus,
by 1910, when she was mercilessly
expasing the opportunism of the
SPD leadership and they responded
with vicious, personal, sexist at-
tacks (in private,” but doubtless-
kncwn to her), Luxemburg studiously
caintained what Dunayevskaya calls
a “tone deafness®™ to male chauvin-
ism. Moreover, she remained a men-
ber of the party.she saw degener-
ating: "The worst working class
party is better than none.”

Luxenburg 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
party. 1t is true, Dunayevskaya
points out, that some of Harx's
own writings on Women's Liberation
were unknown to Luxemburg, from
his 1844 Humanist Essays where he
singlies out the n rela-
tionship as the most indicative
of the need for a total Humanist
revoiution, to his 1881-82 Ethno-
logical Notebooks, in which he dis-
Cusses reedoms and Ymi-
tations of women under “primitive
comunism.” But even where Lux-
eaburg did know Marx's position,
as on the "National Question® --
Marx saw natfonal struggles for
1iberation as a potential inde-
pendent revolutionary ferment,

whereas Luxemburg considered them
reactioniry -~ even here she main-
tained that she was “really” prac-
ticing Marx's “true” position,
Dunayavskaya 2rgues that {t s
Just such a narrowing of the open-

ness and expansiveness of Marx's

Marxism that has been the bane of

:‘iheet:arxi st movement-stnce Marx's
ath.

one from many?

This holds as well for the
question of arganization.  With a
-1imited conception of Marxism as
"theory of class struggle,” Luxem-
burg had mo ground in her thought
for transcending her contradictory
position of hailing spontaneity
and exposing the party leadership
-- and yet organizing no new ten-
dency around her views. In Part
111 of the book, on Marx, Dunayev-
skaya takes up Marx's 1875 Critique

of the Gotha mm, in which marx
critiqu unity program of the
"Marzists" and the LaSallearns,
arguin% that unity, if based on
some "“lowest common denowinator,*
can gpen no pew road to freedom.
His forewarnings were proven tor=-
rect when, by 1914, the SPD had so
gone off the rails of freedom —
for the purposes of creating a
"mass party” -- as to capitulate
to the Garman war effort. Wy
1919, it was the SPD lendership
that crushed the rerman Revolu-
tion and ajded the assagsins of
Rosa Luemburg.

Luxemburg had critiqued that
leadership as early as 1910, but
her thinking, too, was aired in
the fetish of the need for & uni-
fizd party. UOne of the greatest
achievements of the contemporary
Women's Liberation Movement, Dun-
ayevskays argues, 15 the break with
the 1960s Left which told wmen to
wait till "after the revolution®
to raise fesinist demands. But
has the revolutfonary potential

N inherent in that break beea fol-.




lowed through? Ounayevskaya con-
siders this problematic in “The
Task that Remains to be Done: The
Unique but Unfinished Contributions
of Today's Women's Liberation Move-
ment,” by taking the reader on an
exciting historic jJourney In which
we see Women's Liberation yaster-
day and today, as both Individual
and Universal, unseparated fron

the Black dimension in both Africa
and Amertca, and from revolution
and revoluticnary tdeas, including
those of Marx, These pages are
alive with individual women, from
Maria Stewart, Margaret fuller and
Sojourner Truth in the nineteenth
century, to Ding Ling, Fannie Lou
Ramer, and Maria Barreno In the
twentieth. And in the category
Yindfuiduslism and Magees in Motion,®
Dunayevskaya points out that “the
individuality of each woman libera--
tionist {s a microcosm of the wiole,
and yet... the movement {s not a
sum of so many individuals tut -
wmsses in motfon.® (p.83) Here

3 us everything from the
March 1917 Russian Revolution
inftiated by women textile wor-
kers on International Momen's Qay,
to the 1929 “Women's War® in what
{s now MNigerfa. to Black women in
the South of tha 15605 and wmen

in Iran, 1979.

wWhat Dunayevskaya calls the
"movement from practice to theory”
in each historic period s shown
in its highpolnts and achfevements;
yet it 15 the "movement from theory"
that has failed to develop those
highpotnts as ground for the fu-
ture. Qunayevskaya critiques Wo-
men's Liberatfoatsts for too easily
accepting the “male” version of 2
truncatad Marxism that obscures
not alone Marx's writings on bo-
men's Liberation but the totality
of his philosophic methodology,
a *1iving dialectic" that demands
to be recreatad on the ground of
the "new passions and new forces™
of our age,

It is thus that Dunaysvskaya

turns, to confront the full “scope
E:gmﬂ'sam. ";rur; gﬂ;:icn:f_
el to ro tal a
Theorist of ‘Revolution in Per-
manence’”; -her treatment here is
of a different order than any stan-
dard treatment of Marx. It is not

slone her discussion of Marx's
1881-82 Ethnological .Notebooks

{only transcribed and published

in the 1970s) that is new -- though
that, certainly, 1s telling, as
she :‘.s to vest the notion that

Engels' Oriyin of the Family, Pri-
vate Properiy 3nd the State trip—
posedly based on these notes of
Marx) represents the views of -
both men. Just as she contrasts
Engels’ unilineal view of histori-
cal progressian to Marx's multila-
teral perspective, 50 she shows
how Marx was ever conscious of

new Subjects of revolution, whe-
ther ﬂt:he Black tgmslon in Foerti-
ca, the peasantry, wamen, or what
today we call the Thind World.

chailenging ground

“How total, continuous, glo-
bal wust the loncept of revolu-
tion be now?® {p.187):" this is
the questfon that underifes the
whole bock, the satting of & revo-
Tutionary philosophic fve
without which the activism of the
1580s miy end in yet one more soured
or aborted revolution or revalution-
ary scment.  “Nithout such a vision
of new revolutions, a new Indivi-
dutl, a new universal, a new society,
new human relations, we would be
forced to tailend one or ancther
fore of reforwisa.... The myriad
crises in our age have shown...
that without & philosophy of revo-
lution activism spands itself in
mere anti-imperialise and anti-
apitaliss, without ever revealing
what it 1s Tor.® (g.lﬂ)

This book spells out no "blue-
prints,” but by integrating history
and theory, individuaiism and masses
ia motion, revolution and Marx‘s
philosophy of revolution, 1t lays
challenging ground for addressing




the questions we confront in our

. activity, whether on fom of or-

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

“tionship between social revotution
in America an? "solidarity work”
with the Third ¥orid. The three

rts of the book, on Luxemburg,
vomen's Liberation, and Warx, each
have thefr own integrity, and yet
are so tightly {ntertwined that
when we rezch the penultimate chap-
ter, on farx's concept of revolu-
tionary organizatinn -- ve are con=
fronted oace again with Luxesburg's
breakup with Jogiches following
the 1905 revolutiont

What is so exciting about

fosa Luxesburg, Wosen's Libara-
Ot LI E of -
Fevolution 1s precisely this unity

‘chalienges us to that, and not

-

of Individuzl and Universal, of
past and present; "history” is.
always tive history-in-the-making,
with "revolution® not as & slo-
gan or abstraction, but potential’
and possibility of a creative hu-

panity, with women as revolution- -

ary Subject adding new dimensions
to the very meaning of “freedon®
ard "socialisw.™ = .

*Betag human means joyfully
throwing your whole 1ife ‘on the
scales of destiny'®: this book
only as bravery, byt as thinkers,
as fesinfst * ht-divers”
working out a philosophy of revo-
lution to help us in our movement
to realize socisl transformation,
&eiqi_'-for freedom, in our 1ife-

0,

by Il'iche-lle Landau
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More on Raya D.

Dear Carol Anne Douglas,

I have been wanting to write
you for scme time, Your latest
three reviews in the July 1584 oob
have finally pushed me to do so.

1 have been a fan of yours for two -
reasons.. First 1s that | admire
that you have such an avi¢ inter-
est in feninist theory, that you
can read what ts often written in '
acadesese with ease and get right
to the heart of the author's argu-
ment. The second reason is that
you are "opinionated,” that is,

you don't pretend that you are ob-
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 as a dialogue with the
authors of the books.. It is pre-
cisely that quality about your re-
views that has made me want to
arite ta you so often -- because

1 too have a point of view that

has validity, and I often disa-
gree with both you and those you
are reviewing. (If you want to
know about me, ! am a signer of

The Fourth World Manifesto, 1
ippeartd in the pages of oob in

3 write-up you printed on the Fes-
inists Against Militarism Confer.
ence held outside Kalamazoo, Mich-
igan, in September, 1481, and you
tan find my columps in the Marx-
ist-Humnist paper, News and Let-
ters.)

1 too had many disagreements
with Allison Jaggar's beok, Femin-
ist Politics and Human N2ture, most

31 all her insistence on trunca-
tmg Marx. It is that which leads
to her mistake of thinking that the
soncept thai “indivisuals are lhe
se5t Judyes of their own interosts®
ve draeeral,  Whiie dufivizexl 7oz

(from a reader..

dom is certainly not a concept that
Russia or China would embrace, it
is Marx’s concept. 1In 1844 he
wrote, “We must above a1l avoid
setting up 'the socfety' as an ab-
straction opposed to the indivie
dual. The individual is the so-
ﬂa(‘:aﬂcm?i A:iud in volume ;ham

tal (hardly the yolmq rx)
he nga "human power 1S its own
end " Freedan czn pever be ab-
stract;~4f the individual is not
free, there is no freedom, For
example, freedom, as you point out,
is very concrete to East Europeans.
You write in your review of Jag-
gar's book that "a number of East
Eurcpean Haraists have written
since the 60's that alienation is
possible under socialism {(or some
state controlled forms of it --
the axisting ones})." You further
state that “soclalist feminists do
not advocate that kind of soccfalism.
But their theory does not account
for 1ts existence.* You then go on
to say that "some unorthodox Marx-
ists- such as Michael Albert and
Robin Hahnel, have gone further
towards a critique of existing au-
thoritarian *socialist' systems
:han_socialist feminists have so
ar.

don’t forget Raya

1 wish you would have men-
tioned the one woman revolutfonary
philosopher whose theory not anly
takes into account the "experiences
of hundreds of millions of people®
in Eastern Europe, but whose theory
does account for the existence of
Gppression 1 so-called socialist
courtries. In the 19405 Raya Dun-

aveltkdyd we.ned out the thecry




of state-capitalism from a revo-
lutionary perspective using the
categories in Marx's Capital and
. Russia's own statistics. Why are
we pretending in 1984 that that
hasn't happened? — .

To begin to try and correct
that, ! would 1ike to ook closely
at the Tatest article ty Raya Dun-
ayevskaya: Marx's "Mew Humanism®
and the DiaTectics of Homen's -

ration in tive and Ho-

Fh eties B y Praxis
Internatiomal, Vol. 3, No. 4, Jan-
vy 1954; available from Women's
Liberation ~« Rows and tetters Com-
wittees, 59 £ast.v¥an Suren, Room
707, Chicsgo, L 60505 for 50¢

plus 30¢ postage. In the context

of your remarks about the unfree-
doa of peoples in Eastern Europe,
it i3 icportant to note that Praxis

International is a Yugoslavian
gissident journal that asked Ms,
Ounayevskaya for this article.

1 make that point because you
rightly point out in your Jaggar
review that the existence of aifen-
ating "socialisa® “severely 1i-
mits the appeal of socialism as a
political rallying point for Amer-
icans,”  Yes it does, even more
so for East Europeans, but that
does riot mean we give up what can
be a path for liberation.

some hard work

Towards the end of this short
(thirteen page)} highly condensed
article, Raya Dunayevskaya intro-
duces us to the concept of Marx's
"hard intellectual labor® -— what
she has elsewhere called “thought-
diving®-« and n the same paragraph
challenges her readers "to do the
hzrd labor vequired in hearing
Marx think.” What becomes clear
in working one's way through these
pages is that Ms, Dunayevskaya too
requires of us some hard ¥ntellec-
tual labor right here and now,

Hiat is clear is this labor
i+ #el] worth it if one is reading
vecause she wants to totally trans-
form this alienating, <exist, rac-

7

{st, capitalist soclety, and if

she is willing to entertain
thought that.a revoluticnary fem-
inist philosopher, 1ike Dunayev-
skaya, can reveal whut in Marx's
Marxism can help give a divectfon ]
to the Yomen's Liberation Move-
ment today. ’

who is Raya ?

Before proceeding, it is im-
portant to introduce the reader to
who Raya Dunayevskaya fs. The
Prixis International article says
very little: ya Dunayevskaya

a5 wirltten extensively on Harx-
ist-Humanism. Her latest book is

Rosa Luxemburg, Nomen's Liberation
L. 050 ") clution,
§ cnﬁact;on o; gr Et;ngs are
on deposit at the Nayne State Univ-
ersity Labor Archives.” What is
most fmportant to this reviewer
s the fact that Dunayevskaya is
a revolutionary, the founder of
an arganizetion (News and Letters
Coemittees in 1955), unseparated
from the development of a philo-
sophy of liberation she calls Marx-
{st-Humanism, In fact, it is one
or a cosbination of these four
points -~ woman, revolutionary,
fourder of an organization, and
Marxist-Humanist -- that may have
compelled not only bourgeois pub-
tcations to purposely try to 1g-
nore her writngs: but what are .
we to think of the feminist pressas
refusal to give her ideas a forum?
It 1s the very character of
Harxz's "New Humanisw® and the Dia-
ectics 0 n's ration in
tive 2 ™ eties as
2 summtion as well as davelopment
out of the body of Ms, Dunayevskaya's
works, that gives this article both
its richness and its requirement
for *hard intellectual Tabor,”1
But since its purpose is to help -
point a direction for the trans-
formation of this soclety to one
based on new human relations, which,
a5 we know, 15 no casy task, we
want to acsopt the challenge and




dive not only into Marx‘s thought,
but to be able to hear this unique

woman revolutionary -thinking as
well, - .

Marx & feminism?

What 1s key abeut the form

of this article is that Dunayev-
skaya; wants to 'lm]:lix at "H(a]rx s
Marxism as a ‘toraligfy.” “Our age

5 the fIest o be able to do

this, as works that have been pre-
viously unpublished or ignored

are now being brought to 1ight.

It iz the very compactness of the
article that helps us to get & feel
for Marx's absorption in women's
struggles for freedom throughout
his 1ife. Dunayevskaya begins with
the end, the Ethrological Notebooks
written in the Tast year of Marx's
life, as she wants to concentrate
on his Jast decade to show Marx.
“roundihg out forty years of his
thought on husan development and
its struggles for freedom which

he called *history and {ts process,
revolution in permacence.'”™ Dun-
ayevskaya then goes back and begins
again in the 1840s., There she shows
us that when Marx spoke of. “the
divect, natural, necessary relation-
ship of man to man is the relation-

B ot ey N o
Tt 0 grou or his philo-

sophy: “"Marx's concept of the
Man/ipman relationship arose with
the very birth of a new continent
of thought and revelution the mo-
ment he broke from bourgeols so-
ciety.”

“ 1n the 18505 we see Marx's
involvement not only with the wor-
king women and girls (some as young
as nine) who broadened the 1853.
54 strike in Preston. England. ta
include the question of sducation;
but as well, Marx's defense of
Lady Bulwer-Lytton who was thrown
into a lunatic asylum because she
“dzred 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

into what a feminist interpreta-
tion of Marx ¢ould mean. for us to-
day. Thus Marx's BO-page chapter
in Capital on “The Working Day*

is nof seen by Dunayevskaya as
simply description. Rather "Marx
devoted that much space to women
in the protess of production and

arrived at very new conclusions
on_naw Jorms o¥ rezilt.” (A -
emphasis.y In iﬁ{"s'a'ne'decude

of the 1860s, Marx is trying-to

make syre that wopen are a part

of the International Workingien's
Association both as rank-and-filers
and as leadership - Mne, Harriet
Law was elected Into the Beneral =
Council. Mara as well points out:
that “great progress was evident :

in the Yast Congress of the Ameri-
can ‘tabor Union'..." because “it
treated working women with complete
equality.”

Yet this 1isting of facts does
not do justice to either Marx or
Bunayevskaya's work. What is key
about both the form and title of
this article fs "Dfalectics.”

Thus it {s not only that the length-
ening or greater intensity of the
working day gives birth to “new
forms of revolt." That mathodolo-
gy permeatps the whele article as
Dunayevskaya shows us Marx's revo-
lutionary Dialectic, ard thereby
weaves one of her own. She is
showing us Women's Lideratfon as a-
part of "history and its process.”
1t takes “"hard {ntellectual labor*

indeed, to fully grasp this; and
yet, it is precisely this -- Harx's
revolutionary dialectic, his metho-
dology -~ that can help give a di-
Fovement today.  To Dusayeresare.
vemant today. To :
the relationship of the philoso-
eher to actual history shows Marx
transforming historic narrative
into historic reason.” She con-
cludes, "That s the dialectic of
Marx's seeing, not mereiy the sta-
tistics he had amassed, but the
live men and women resheping his-
tory., Nowhers is this more trye
than concerning the so-called ‘Wo-

8 man Question.’® (Dunayevskaya °
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almays puts quotes around "Homan
Question® hoth because that-is what
it was called in Marx's time as .
well as to show her considerable
dissatisfaction with that as a
title for all the great new ideas
and developments women's fight
for Freedom has always raised.}

Engels # Marx

The main concentration in this
article, as well as in her work

Rosa Women's Liberation
a rh'S 050 0 ution, fTreedou.
s on Marx's recently publis!

{1972) Ethnological Motebooks.
Here the concern seems at least
twfold. One 1s Dunayevstaya's
exphatic assertion that-Friedrich
Engels is no Marx and that his yni-

linear work, Origin of the Famil
Private Pro and t (sup-
posedly on Marx's i~
cal Notebooks) was “damaging...
uture generatfons of Marxists...."
But it {s not only "Marxists® she

is concerned with: “ws were all
raised on this (i.e., Engels')
concept of women’s liberation as
1f it were, indeed, a work of Eng-
els and Marx.” Dunayevskaya aims
*ty disentangle Marx‘s views on
wonen and dialectics from those
of Engels.” She does this by taking
us on a short trip {to take the

see

of the female sex.” Marx, on the
other hand, saw both women®s rela-
tively greater freedom a5 well as
the origins of women's oppression
right within the primitive com-
mme. After class society, where
Engels saw only "defeat,” Marx saw
unceasing revolt. What Dunayevskaya
{5 showing us is the dialectic at
work where, even in the study of
anthropology, Marx 1s able to see
the duality in each situation, the
oppression as well as the revolt,
the pogsibility of new paths to

uunnvsk:yt is zt. Eh'eeotg'l‘:z
one to have taken up Marx s -
Togfcal Motebooks as part of the

writings of his last decade. But
what must be pointed out is that
no one has Jooked at that last de--
cade 85 has Dunayevskaya. An ex-
zeple i3 2 naw work edited by Teo-
dor Shanin, Late Marx and the Rus-

sian-Road - Marx and 'the peri-
talns writings in, Haruki
Hada, gerek Sayer and Philip Cor-
rigan.4 Whereas they debate many
of the questions Dunayevskaya de-
velops. €.g.. the extent.of the
continuity between the young- and
the older Narx -- women 1S revolu~
tionary transformers of soclety
are nowhere to be seen. To see the
relationship of Marx to the diatec-

Tonger journey Rosa mﬁﬁi tics of women’s liberation, one
Wosen's I.ibenti a ri's 0~ would have to study Raya Dunayev-

eyes to primitive societfes. There
we see what I think 1s her second

emphasis, that uniike Engels’ uni-
Yinear view of history (first mtri-

skaya and read Marx for oneself,
Certainly this articie 15 a good
beginning -- short, concise, dif-
ficult enocugh to make one ask ques-
tions, and so very clearly rovealing

archy, then private property bringing a genuine passion for transforming

with it women's oppressfon), "Marx
traces dtalectjcal develoment from
one-stage to another and related it
to revolutionary upsurges so that
economic crises are seen as ‘epochs
of social revolution.'”

Engels caw only the greatness
of women's freedam in prinitive
socfeties and afteh: the on{et of

rivate property saw only wo-
Ln'.s oppression. Engels described
the effect of arivate property on
* women as “the world-historic defeat 9

society that it will make you want
to take the plunge and do the "hi'd
intellectual labor~ needed to hear
both Marx and Dunayevskaya thinking.

Terry Moan

Footnotes con next page
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IDEALISTIC STUDIES

my “oneness with all” through the experience of love which is “the knowledge
Bul the tension between the lower and deeper Self {Shiva) lisnits fulfillment.
_ of Consciousness is propostionate to the degree of self-purification” {p. 39).
1y and culurally, the Tantric tradition docs not take a negative attitude to the
life, as Advaitins do. Natural desires are not to be shunned “but accepted as
f the divine Shakti” (p. 45).'One develops religious attitudes toward all things
‘ by sublimation not renunciation. Thus, the path of the houschalder may
rovide opportunities for integration and realizing the Self in its fuliness. Enjoying the
world dées not produce bordage; attachment to it does. Sociacultural activity is to be
. Practically, the insight is that one may use “the so-called profane material in
such a way as to make divinity out of it” (p. 60). Accordingly, cven “sex is as religious
and holy as anything” {p. 67).
“With uncaumpled clarity and directness, Dr. Mishra expounds the practical aspects of
: 'l.hls teaching (Kaula-marga), which for the most part hus been caricatured in the West.
Rcllgms insight and metaphysical undersianding may be achieved if one is properly
sincere. (There are impostors.) “Love for the opposite sex s the heginning of the universal
love™ (p. 75). Sublimation and universal love become the essential means for liberation.
And it is the author's cluim that this is really not inharmonious with the true meaning
of Vedic teachings (pp. 52-88).
The concluding portion of this carcfully indexed book contains asiule clarifications of
the (1) historical, (2) epistemological, and (3) yogic (Kundalini) aspects of Tantrism.
ic epistemology is ncatly dulmgmshed from the Advaitic, Nyaya, and Sankhya
pnnunm. for knowledge is a state of cftortiess activity and is self-illumining. Conscious-
peior 1o all knowledge (p. 106) and the seif is directly known. Metaphysics is
cally expericnce acquired by higher induction” (p. 115).
'estern. thinkers, especially those with an idealistic oricntation, will find much of
geovine value and insight in this captivating and reasoned treatment.

Warren E. Steinkraus
State University of New York at Oswego

.

.Ron Luxemburg, Women’s Liberation and Marx’s Philosophy of Rev-
‘olution

- Rayn Dunayevskaya

'-Ml:nuc Highlands: Humanities Press, 1982 $19.95.

Tlns volume is Jivided into three parts. In the first, Ms. Dumyevskaya unfolds the story
« of Luambulg s life as “theoretician, as activist and as intemationalist.” In the second
- part she bricfly discusses the Women™s Liberation Movement os a historical subject and
- thuis & “revolutionaly foie and reason.” In the thind pant s focuses on Marx as the
theoretician of “revolution in permancnce.” Throughout the book, history. philosophy,
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and critique are infcrwoven into a whole. Whether a coberent whol

Dunayevskaya's carcfu) work, of the book consists of three welcome but not wel

contributions to Marxist and feminist scholarship is not clear. .-
Dunayevskaya indicates in her introduction that she hopes that the |

principle “will show itself 1o be the unifying force for ali thres pum ol e

xi). It does, insofar as each of the paris exposes the complexity of f

asapmtslhalumsalholhﬂuovcnhmwofmeoldmdtbccmmy

& true beginning. I the principle fails to show itself, it is because the i

smdyofLuumbmgsmdesworksmtanomsl.ubenlm

hinted at and not articulated op:nly -

lmemburgsandeswoﬂ:mmepmem.Theprescmmmlrkdby_
Women s l..ubcnuon Movcmcmas aworldmdemvmntmdlumm

revolutionary and sbove all helps those men who have tried to mduce

discipline be that as economist, phitosopher or polilical steateglat” (p. IN)
The observation is not totally accurale. Ltuemlmrgswmtsunbef

feminist- -un bookstores. Moreover. feminists have come to mcosmn : Manx'

is young, intemnally divided, m!ve:ycmml Feminists would adinire Ly
hersuuggleammmm!mlmbylhemwholedthesw.md

Marx's attention to the relation between ihe sexes. Nevertheless, lhcywnnldlkopoill
out their shortcomings. ‘

Dunayevskaya notes some of Luxcmburg’s own shoncouungs Wlule‘
acut.cseuseforoppormmsmmgumlsu.shermdsherlachng I

'\ﬂiﬂe
lhetesullofwhlchuamnmd:cuonmlm:duofsponumw

Dunayevskaya apparenly fears that the Women's Liberation Mwmmumls
in Luxemburg's mistakes. Thls:snleasumphmmhumhcrmmhmhnd'
the Movement's macism of its disregard of what she refers 10 as the black dimension.
its blindness to its intemnationzl character. This is as implicit to her alsa in her short B
on Engels’s influence on the Movement—which she believes is detrimental. Finally
lslmpllcutoherrepuwdcallmmeuovementwanmdsenmslyloMmmhlmsdo
what Luxemburg could not do as well for she did not have access 1o the lotahl‘yome'
work, in particular to the Ethnographic Notebooks.

The Notebooks verify, for Dunayevskaya, Marx's en:yclopdn: interests. and tlmr
ceitieal interrelations. What is more important is that they point out that Marx® sMamsm
devclopadsmdﬂyfmmmeumebemkumyrmmwmmyuhem
understand Hegel's abstract and consequeatly dehumanizing construction of
Mar.\sundcmandmgofﬂcgcldzdmhdhmlonsnmp!cumomeﬁh Y
ophy but to ils radical reconstruction. Hemnndhnaﬂmtmiolb:neiﬁuﬁ-ﬁ“ﬁ
negation—to revolution.
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~‘The, thesis Dunayevskaya argues for is, of course, well known and still frequently
ied: there is no great divide between Man's early works and later works. She also
s for the Complementary thesis that Marss Marxism is far from reductionistic oF
nistic. She constructs her argument in a special way, pointing out that the great
: was cstablished when the Second International collapsed. The collapse was due
appostunism which Luxemburg was the first to spot and which she fought throughout
nin became aware of the opportunism within the Second Intemational later.
‘wiis the only one of his generationto developan insight intoMarx's dialectics.

Lenin, who did not share his insight and “thus blunted creative new points of departure
' gencrations™ (p. 176), complained about his generation's misconstruction of
is complaint cncompasses Luxemburg. But, it isto lusemburg's credit that she
put het trust in the creative force of the masses. In this, Dunayevskaya points out, she
Marx's heiress in the true sense, So is the Women's Liberation Movement insofar
a8t is “rooled in the movement from practice to theory™ and “calls for a new relationship

of theory to practice from which a new MavWoman relationship is not excluded™ (p. 191).
 Today's socialist feminists can probably be described as the heiresses of Marx. Still,
radical feminists have been challenging their theoretical work with the related questions:
Is the work merely complementing Marxist analysis? and, b this enough? Dunaycvskaya
does not offer an answer. While she seems o envisage 3 Marnism in which women are
visible, 1 am led to suspect that she does not cavisage as radical a reconstruction of Mar

the one Marx submitted Hegel 10. Nevertheless, there is no doubt that Dunayevskaya

should be heeded. The study of Luxemburg and Marx is important to the Women's
iberation Movernent anditis losuch astudy that she cortributes greatly with this book.

Bit-Ami Bar On
SUNY, Oswego

Mesmerism and the American Cure of Souls
- Robert C. Fuller :

" Philadelphia: University of Penasylvania Press, 1982. 227 pp. $20.

"_This book does notcuntain philosophical arguments, butistich in material for philosophical

“reficction. In this small volume Professor Fuller traces tha evolution of an idea deriving

" -fror the Vienncse physician, Franz Anton Mesmer, through nincteenth-century American

- popular culture. What began with Mesmerils 3 thorwghly malerialistic and antithcological

thieory of medicat healing ended the ceptury in America as 3 dualistic theory with the

.w Thought movemnent emphasizing the spiritual powers of tic wind to control matter,

How this came about gives us yet another illustration of the capacity of a culture to absorb
idea, transform it, and use it in the interest of a dominant idcology.

Fuller gives us a lively account, but this is purchased at the expense of clarity. To give

example, he says thatinthe finat stages of the New Thought movement “mesmerism

T e T e R T

146). Is “evaparated”’ an apt metaphor? What is meant by
account is correct, the tiansformation of thought in a culture
by human needs, not intellectual criticism. Each stage in the
matier of adapting previous forms of thought in the attempt
personal needs. In a perfectly staightforward sense,
a “fairly uncritical cult.” ‘ ‘

Of course, Mesmer was onto something. While we no lon
hypothesis about animal magnetism, the nature of hypaotic ‘phenomésia’refmais
contesicd and dimly understood by contemporary psychologists;. In Fuller’s
chapler he recognizes thal the apparent successes of the mesmerists
entircly by needs and cultural setting. According to Fuller, The
revivalists, made it possible for individuals Lo come into contact with the
forces thae govem their lives...tn be inwardly connected with superhumari
§74). Pethaps o, but this is a metaphysical claim that needs to be argued. 113 0
be asserted in the same tone as purely historical description. B

Thoughts and Thinkers
Anthony Quinton ;

New York: Holmes and Meier Publishers, Inc., 1982. vi + 365 pp. $24.50 i
$49.50 clothbound. Sl

In this far-ranging series of essays on selected philosophers and a variety
philosophical issues, Quinton, the president of Trinity College, Oxfo ’
least some college presidents can be intelligent, urbane, witty, and wise, Writien
the late sixties and the mid-seventics, thesc perceptive essays reflect some of &
cupations of that time, but also manage to embrace a wide spectrum of issues that are]
philosophical in the broad sense that Quinton espouses. Bodh in his “
thronghout his essays, Quinion shows himself to bave been immune to the enclosed
autonemeus, ad biauatly unhisiorical style of philosophy in the two decades leading Up
1o the mid-seventics when the social and political turmoil in Europe sed the United $
wake many from their anatytical reverie. S o

Among many numetous themes in these polished and mmin;emys a féw ce
ones can be cxtaied from e whote. Q. E. Moore's commoirsensd
criticized throughout and bis ignosance of the history of philosophy is sh
undermined some of his accomplishments. C. |, Lewis's thoughi, tspécis
An Analysis of Knowledge and Valuation, is peaised for its “sys
jts sagacious lreatment of many difficult cpisiemic problem. In
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Marion Porro

Here is a brief rundown of what has been happen-
ing recently.

Library Bargaining

Loca! 1930 and New York Public Library have met and
exchanged contract demands. You recall a good portion
of our demands are coalition demands. The Library has
stated that there can be no settlement until the City not
only comes to an agreement with the coalition, but that
agreement must be in writing with all the “t's” crossed
and “i's" dotted.

Clerical Broadbanding

The following reprint appeared in the January 1, 1985
issue of the Queens Borough Library Guild Local 1321
Newsletter.

CLERICAL BROADBANDING

As many of you aiready know, the broadbanding of
clerks and senior clerks will not happen until the new
salary contract is settled. To be sure, one has nothing to
do with the othes, but the City has taken the position that
all July 1. 1984 salary adjustmznis will take place at the
same time, whenever that may be. The new percentage
increase, to be negotiated for all, will be on top of the
broadband rate, so nothing will be lost by the delay ex-
cept the inevitable 1ax loss which comes with getting
tetroactive pay after January 1 of the New Year. It looks
almost certain that it wil} be that late from the City's posi-
tion on salary negotiations.

The holding up of the broadband rates is unfair and
unconscionable, but it is not illegal, since the agreement
is in place and the effective date of payment fixed.

NEW YORK PUBUC LIBRARY GU!

MELS-Education Benefits

As ] reported in the November 1984 Newsline, a date
for our signatures was set for the Trust Agreement, in
July there was a breakdown in negotiations between the
Library and District Council 37. The Trust Agreement
will cover our members not only for Mels and Educa-
tion benefits, but our Health & Security benefits (drug,
dental, optical, etc.) as well.

I am geuting a little tired of saying to you that there
should be a signed agreement soon. Be sure to attend the
next membership meeting for a complete report on the
Trust Agreement and what it means to you.

Coalition Bargaining

At the time of this writing there is nothing new to
report. It is just very sad that union members have to be
pawns in the political chess game that Mayor Knch is
playing. His tactic of non-negotiations was a surprise.
How could a popular and allegedly reputable leader of
the City of New York deny the collective bargaining pro-
cess that was agreed to by his precessors more than 25
years ago. But it isn't checkmate just quite yet, Mayor.

Membership Mcctings

At the November Membership Meeting the door prizes
of $25 gift certificates were won by Ann May, Rich
Sawyer, Mary Ann Altman, and Jean Segure. These mem-
bers can reassure their co-workers that attending a Union
Meeting is most rewarding.

At the Janvary Meeting a District Council 37 Cook
Book was won by Jean Peterson and T shirts were won
by Dawaine Clark and Mary Berman.
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The Coal Miners’ General Strike of 1949-50 and
the Birth of Marxist-Humanism in the U.S.
(Chicago; News and Letters, 1984), 47 p. Raya
Dunayevskaya, Rosa Luxemburg, Women’s
Liberation, and Marx’s Philosophy of Revolution
(New Jersey; Humanities Press, 1981), 234 p.

The Coal Miners' General Strike of 1949-50 was
caused by the introduction of the continuous miner, a
caterpiller mounted machine that ripped coal out of the
coal face, swung it back and piled it high about the work
crew. Since coal dust explosions could “twist steel rails
like pretzels” at speeds over 50000 miles an hour, the
miners feared for their lives from the clouds of dust and
heat created by this new machine, John L. Lewis, the
great leader of the miners’ union, refused to fight the in-
troduction of automation, but he did call a work action
when contract talks stalled. Exasperated by months of
jockeying for position between union leaders and mine
owners, the miners began a wildcat strike that quickly
spread to mines around the country. When Lewis ordered
the miners back to work, they refused to go.

The story of how the rank and file controlled the strike
and arranged for their own food relief despite opposition

- from their union leaders is vividly told by Andy Phillips,
who was a participant. The miners forced the coal
operators to negotiate a better wage and Welfare Fund.
But the continuous miner could not be stopped. It caused
thousands of workers to be laid off, bringing about the
Appalachian depression area as we know it today. Months
later in 1951 the miners of West Virginia struck over this
“man-killing” machine and forced Lewis and the owners
to negotiate a seniority protection clause. “All subsequent
contract taiks were held in secrecy, and we first learned
of new agreements when they were reported in the news-
papers.” Phillips comments wryly.

Active in the strike was Raya Dunayevskaya, philospher
and Marxist with 2 perceptive and enquiring mind which
in her writings since that period has carried Marxist
philosophy over the impasse of Russian communism to
an enlightened vision for the future. At the same time she
has demonstrated a development of thought that hues
more closely to Marx than that of other Marxist political
Eroups.

The miners’ strike taught her that spontaneous action
created its own philosophy and led her to found Marxisi-
Humanism. Yet another lefi-wing party! you groan. But
this one is directed by the workers, and I think, will
become important.

Dunayevskaya explains her party thus:

‘What became imperative for revolutionaries in
the state-capitalist age (she includes Russia and
America in this deseription) was to recognize the
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class nature of state-capitalism and not to limit
the discussion of organization to *democracy™ vs.
“bureaucracy”. What was needed was not justa
political rejection of the “party to Jead” but a
whole philosophy of revolution as it related to
organization.

Her book, Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation and
Marx’s Philosophy of Revolution, calls on Rosa and Marx
(as distinct from Engels) to support her reasoning. She
selects the Women's Movement as a salient example of
spontaneous action becoming a form of philosophy. She
shows us how Rosa, by championing mass action, over-
comes the straight-jacket of organization thrust upon her.
Marx, she writes, always recognized the importance of
women for the success of revolution. Dunayevskaya is
stimulating and profoundly insightful in guiding us past
the thickets, the maze, and the bear traps of Marxist
thought as it has been presented by some of his inter-
preters. She introduces us to the recently translated
Ethnological Notebooks that Marx wrote in the Jast years
of his life. The Notebooks confirm Marx’s emphasis on
the Man/Woman relationship as the most revealing of all
relationships, initiate his concept of “revolution in per-
manence”, and establish the possibility of revolution in
the Third World in advance of the Western nations. Ex-
tending these ideas, Dunayevskaya connects Womens'
Liberation with Third World Iiberation and emphasizes
the Black dimension o the Woman's Movement by several
pages of bibliography at the end of her book.

A description she writes of Marx deserves to be quoted
because it demonstrates both her understanding of the
man and Marx’s appeal to his readers.

Marx's historic originality in internalizing new
data, whether in anthropology or in “pure”
science, was a never-ending confrontation with
what Marx called “history and its process.” That
was concrete. That was everchanging. And that
ever-changing concrete was inexorably bound to
the universal, because, precisely because, the
determining concrete was the ever-developing
subject—self-developing men and women.

Inthe 1880s Henry Adams lamented that the ideas of
the two most important thinkers of the time, Comte and
Marx, were not taught in American universities. Comte
has fallen by the wayside (though he may be found in
university attics) whereas Marxist thought has invaded
every intellectual discipline. I believe the-above quota-
tion gives the reason for Marx's durability and relevance.

And Dunayevskaya's eaiension of Marxist thought pro-
vides us with a promising path into the future which has
the distinct advantage of encouraging us to develop it as
we proceed. There could be no better antidote to Orwell's
threatening vision of /984, already close upon us.

e fepaamranaies dnptstsa e S R S A R R

12y
SRR




| 7 , , m.
| i
. . | :
_ - | _ ’ f \
N V0 INY ) , |
: - | e et
N 1 _
. |
4 !
! _ )
- : p
.. i m
J - | ,,
E i
. | i
; | !
N 7
: |
; ) I ;
'. m
.. _
]
gu6l 1apmanby 10 1IAX 10 ,
m
[
| : X
| !
,. i
| : _,
W ’ :
‘ | w
|
" |
, : _
v . _ _
i :
] ﬂ . ﬂ
. . . ) L ‘ Crme mmteem e ...l\.w“.......‘-.,.,:.‘..u S T
I P T I , N .
: |
: | K | |
; | m -
: i
| i




o
]
)

Leview
unts vpon its Big Brother L Qonirade; P Sundaraya

som the final assau.t--al The Marxist Review decply mourns the death of Comrade P

Laureate. Desmond Tuty. Sundarays, ore of the oldest and most respected feaders of
an blacks koew they were the re—s'plit'CPl aad the former general secretary of the

‘iols went inlo transport : GRT (i), He wara heroic and most fedicated fighter for
12ld Reegan won the US NI C

5o {ngg{_x;;hof socigtism and world peacc. His memory will
ut veason in this instance, continue to inspire the future generations of militants in
R [ndia. We convey our deepest sympatby to Comrade Leela,

ave'of strogglesio Sowh S %7 other members of the family aod all members of the CPL (M)

o -WQ' g oA . .

ne ‘trouble-making’ capa-  f “Whe., Comrade Barin Chatterjt
stem the tide of history, Wey g n 3
vwards wiping off the face § “Wealso mourn the death of Comrade Bario Chatteni,
:non of the racist regime f  aveleran cnm‘munist and an old colleague of the members of
the MR editorial board. Since the split in the CPI, Comrade
Rarin worked with the CPI (M} He was also a warm friend
! _bl'ihi'sjcurna!. A most de.dicated and unassuming comrade,

RAEY ’ ﬁis'dcalb is mourned by all who knew him.

yutchers B S APOLOG‘I’

um.: -

1
The Marxist Review: had fi'w"'ei\'fgi}r.m?{ch‘rcgrel that Y.'e failed to credit the review
,, aboutthe apprehended at_iclc_pu'bhshcd.lnthe May issue

-eiyp-

in-Indonesia. Elsewbere &(E 3%‘ leyl, Dﬁnn’e\lsqua H Rosi I'.."l.t_;emburg-—-“'omen‘s Liberation

T

¢ fidin' the ‘samic sourcoplER kil.ﬁ'ax.:‘ls P;h“:"'sl‘-’?hly .6 f Revelulion
rade Mabsmined: Muri? SRR AL I0F-_Osbricle Dielrich.
i PK‘I and [y '[‘“-merlch".'i: ) ; - ’:T ap? Jgise for lhis Omissioﬂ-
ion7tentre, SOBSL, THALSMHR Ve woi
t thee surviving commufle: 7 'book teviewed fnay  be had of -
1 Tapol that all thredof —4- ,-‘n‘?ﬂﬁ ‘Nemsdzd Letters Committee
o sod Rustomo, who'bad 3§ e’ © SOF Van Brrea Strast
ears, have been killed :in 5 o SaiteNe 707 -

43, bave been hllcdﬂl{l: . Q'mere | Suite No 707

— R Chicago
A ;hgs‘c‘pilichg;ies with the 1 Wials 60605
jrmly believes that those RIS
18 will bave to answer ii‘(;l
:hé Indonesian 20d world

S TR T F TV P T T .
Jrflls’o'ltke‘ 1o 'méation in this conuection that
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Review Article

Raya Dunayevskaya : Rosa
Luxemburg—Women’s Liberation
" and Marx’s Philosophy of

Revolution®

In ber book on Rosa Luxemburg, women's liberation and
Marx's theory of revolution, we have another attempt . by
Raya Dunayevskaya to work out Marxism as ‘new Hnmn-
{sm”. She had dooe this carlierin her books Marxism and
Revolution (fiest published in 1958 and tevised in 1964, 1971
and 1982) and Philosophy and Revolution—yfrom Hegel to Sarire
and from Marx to Mao (published 1973, republished with '». -
acw introduction io 1982). B

Yet, this book is different from her earlier ones in thatit is
written from & pronounced feminist perspective, It is differ”
ent from most other feminist writings in that it tries to trace
insights into the women's question in Marx's _nnd Luxemburg's
life and writings which went so fat ubpoticed while at the
same time, Dunayevakays tries 16 {ncorporate 1he peispectives
of the women’s movement in ber overall theory of revolution.
She had been prompted to wrlte this book by the .'pu'b!lcalio:r
of The Ethnological Notebooks of Katl Matx, transcription of
the last writings from his pea. which opened up a view of the
-women's question quite different from what Engels evolved
in Origin of the Family, She theoretically finks this vision up
with the concept of permacent tevolution and tbe whole
question of transition to socislism from pee-capltalist society
which Matx developed in the first draft letter to Yera

P —————

% New Jereey © Humanitics Press,- Sussex : Harvesler Press 1984,
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Zasulich, and with one of the crucial questions raised by
- Luxemburg again and again 3 What is the relationship of
spoataneity to both consciousness and ““the Party”; In
Dunayevskaya's words : *The total disregard of the feminist

. dimension of Rosa Luxemburg by Marxists and non-Marxists

" alike calls for the record to be straigbtened on that dimention

"+ in Lutemburg. Moreover, there is a need for today's Women's

Liberation Movenicnt to absorb Luxemburg's revoluticnary
dimension, not for history's sake but for the demands of the
. day, locluding that of autonomy”. (p. 1X) The women's

. _ movemeni cannot work without developing a comprehensive -

- “revolutionary theory.

In the fiest part of the book, Dunayevskaya depicls
- Luxemburg as Theoretician, as Activist, as Interoationalist.
Luxeraburg entered the German arena in 1898 afier unpder-
groued parly work in Poland. After only one jenr, she
published Reform or Revolution {1899) which became the
clasile answer 1o revisionism and gave her a very strong
-, position In the German party. It is characteristic to Luxem-
dorg's ‘approach that she did not allow hersell to be
- pigeonholed and confined by the **woman question” or by
anti-temitisty for that matler or by any other single issue :
“jt was the totslity of the revolutionary goal that characterised
the totality that was Rosa Luxemburg”. (p.3) .

In ber personal life, she related deeply to ber Polish com-
rade Leo Jogiches with whom she bad shared party work in
Poland but after eotering the German scene she became much
more lodependent of him also in questions of orgasisation in
which she had relied on him earlier, Her final break with
him came in 907, but their political co-operation continued-
He was murdered within six weeksof her violeot death on
January 15, 1918 through the hand of government troops.
Jogiches paid for the attempt to uncover the true background
of Luxemburg's and Liebknecht’s imurder, with his own life.

Dminyevskaya'n book is difficult to rea-d snd more difficult

to review since ltis very densely written aund presupposes a
‘very detailed knowledgé of Marx's and Luxemburg's writings.

Liberation ,

Yet, what co.m:s across even to the lay reader'i.s th# dlnl_e:ll::
oI: [:u:emburg being disériminated ng_aifst asa womin-t! 1 y
arty, supportiog Clara Zeikin in ber gigantic task r.\l‘orgfal;I
l‘:ingyw;vmking class ‘women and asseeting herself as one ol the
leading theoreticians of the time. L

Luxemburg sneaked back into Poland dutiog the ‘1905

revolution despite being dissuaded by friends pointiog out 1o

ngers which she as & woman would face:, -The
:;Lc‘::n::: l:)l:enl- inspited her 10 wits one of her I't'm;‘ 131?0:;
tant pamphiets Mass Strike, tl;e P&ny ‘:nd the Trade Unlons
i ing for the

e bc.t:umes&al:r::a;l ii exite in Fisland after n pericd
’,Pont;:;:sz-ja“. The perspective expressed in this ‘pampblet
‘\:a: also forcefully brought 69! fn.hei_crucinl co_m::'bt:{[of iol
he Congréss of ali the tendencies of the Ru”‘é'_‘ n::n:n
movement held in April 190? in London, ’!'h:_l on_g_n& .
fact focussed on the pature of revolution, lt. ee};:ne. the,
great divide belween Mensheviks and Bolsheviks, Il_.l;l{:) d. .
this day the minutes of tbis Congress have not been transiatec .

isto English. Luxemburg, whose specch at the Congress s

" \rapslated in the appendiz, medea crucial impact in expres-

' he class character of the Russisn revolutiod 3 The .
!.il{':lisll:: proletariat, in its actions, must show that be::r:l:;
1848 and 1907, in the more tban half .cenmry of .-cl]:' -
dcve!upnhent. and from the poiot o'I ;pu -develcpme: ;m.

* as  whole, we are not at the beginning but at the enl :lo o
development. 1t must show that. the Rqssi.ln Re;o o 5;:1; :
not just the lastactina series of ?oqrg_éol_s'reVol!.n jon e
aineteenth century, but rather ihé foréruifper o nd new "mle-'
of futare proletarian revolutions .ln .{uhic.l_: the cons ol:‘l pungd
arist and its vanguard, tbe Secial Democracy, dre destine
for the historicrole of leader,” (5.9).

Sdt ey kB
Dupayevskaya ; “So harply didll.uumﬁun .
e;p‘f;?x:“::m _nnfm: of the revolution, gl!‘nt what emerged 7
was the rejationship not aonly, of the proletasiat to thtlpg_l',-l
santry, but of the Russian Revolution to the {oternat q:;;i'
sevolution, One could see, a3 well, the germ of futute revolu-

tion within the present revolation. What had beea clear
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: from the very start of Bloody Sunday when the Tsar's army

" Bredon that first mass demonstration on 9 January 1905,

~ wasthat Rosa Luxemburg was developing the question of
continuous revolution.” (p.5f.) ’

it is interesting that Piekbanov ia bis polemics against
Luxemburg caricatured her as “‘reclining on clouds---lost in
day dreams _, like Raphael's Madona™, avoiding the issue
" raised by her of who were the leading forcesin’ the
tevolution—the proletariat and the pessanity of the
_bourgeolsie, by ridiculing her as a woman. He was ciit to size
for this by Lenin (p. 12).

In the same year 1907 Luxemburg, the only female mem-

‘ber of the International Socialist Bureau, addressed ~ the ’

International Socialist Women’s Conference jn Stuttgart and
urged the women to keep their center in Stutigart. She aiso
emphasised the impostance of having a voice of their own in
the journal Glelchheit {Equality).

Ever since 1905, Luxemburg focussed on masy organisa-
tion and genceal strike under Marxist leadership as a means
of struggie expressing the unity of economica and politics.

This fioally led to her break with Kautsky—1910/11—who
stood for the highly bureaucratised style of functioniog of the
QGerman parly. Luxemburg started applyiog ber lessons on
the general strike drawn from the Russian Revolution to the
German sitoation in 1910,

- cItwasatime of masy strike and Luxemburg supported
this wave not only by her writing but also by taking two
months off from the Party School where she taught and going
on an sgitational tour. Ahead of anyone else, including Lesin,
Luxemburg sented the opportunism of the German Social-
Democracy aed finally brake with Kautsky.

- Another important pqint of sharp controversy was Luxem-
barg's eritique of the *Morocco incident™, the sailing of the
QGerman guaboat ‘Panther’ into Morocco in July 191]. She

T AT I A S AT AR R IR s e L e

:  wretched female's squirts of poison I wouldn't have ibe §

P L

Liberation

castigated the absence of consistent criticism of the incident
by the party by publishing a sprivate” lettér l'rom- patty sobr-
ces together with her own strong anli-iqlperielut. ctiligug
Again, the controversy which arose "!vas full of . Amal:-cha_gi :
nist attacks against Luxemburg the tone of whifch sbe _sﬁ_lgn
atically ignored in the same Wiy as she ignrﬁ_;ed__hnti-_i_el_!:i:l
tism in the party. Dunayevskaya quotes letters betwee
Victor Adler and August Bebel i which Luxemburg is called’
a.poisonous bitch™ ahile Bebel retorts : “With il b

ity
without ber® (etter of Augmt ' 1919, ioted p. 27

Dunayevskaya comments: “Violent male éﬁnuﬂﬁii‘i_i‘i_' :
pctmeami the whole party, inclu&i‘pg po_ﬂla August. Bebé!,l the
author of Woman and Socialism—who had created & myth

absut himself as a veritable feminist~—a0d Karl Keutiky, the -
maio theoreticidn of the whole International. Thus, after
Luxemburg's break with Kautsky in 1911, wheti Z'e_!ki:!‘t’g!sq'_ i
supported Luxemburg's position, and 8s they faced ap apgro: -
aching Party Congress in 1913, Kauti.ky.yw;gued Bql?gl : ‘d:e

two females and their followers are plasoing an l&lilck oéth

central positions.’ None ol'.tl;lis cl;ang'ed the uandl'ng'df ﬁlll _

fundamental text of the soi:ii!ist women's moveinent Wimb&h o
and Socialism, which had gone through fonumerable editlops.”’ - -
(p 27) Luxemburg’s consistent pushing for a mais lide in lhp_. )
patty dnd her uncompromisingly anti-imperialist stand b.r'nughl
ter & certain amount of isclation which she used to wnie ber.

most comprehensive theoretical work s Acrumulﬂ_ﬁons_ of : _'

Capital (A Contribution 10 an Explanation of Imptrivlism) i&iqﬁ

she started to develop in 1911 and publisbed in 1913, She
considered this wotk gs a further developmeot of what Marx -

bad left unfinished in Capital, Vol. 11, and therefore enthied
the work : Volume II of Accumulation of .Copital or What the
Epigonés Hove Made of i. An Antl-Critigue. Whit Luxem-.
burg proposes in this book is a critique of Marx's theory of
expanded reproduction in Vol. 20f _Capual. Mary's argu-

ment was largely directed agsinst Adam Smith wh‘o;fhg?l_-,.
neglecied the component of constant capital in the-qgﬁ‘l!,__
production and was dealing only with variable capllﬂ m_gl
sarplus value, assuming tha! the constant portion pl‘ clp_lll
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' ‘finally” dissolved itselfl inlo wages. He also argued against
the underconsumptionist understanding that contiaued caplial

_ - mgeumulation was imi:ossible becsuse of the impossibility of
“‘realizing * surplus value, i.e. of seiling.

Marx divides social production inlo two departmentsﬁ )

".prodl_lclion of means of production and production of means
_-of consumption, Surplus value is embodied in both. The
.~ underconsumptionist theory does ot hold water because in
- capitalist society means of production forms the larger
. 'department. Summarised in Dunayevskaye's words 3 “Marx
: -en_lb\ishel that the - tofal social product cennot be ‘cither* the

-means of preduction ‘or’ the means of cobsumption ; thete
. Isa preponderance of ‘means -of production over means of

“‘consumption ( symbolically "expressed as mp/mc ), Not only

" inthisso but must be'so, .. itis not ‘people’ who realise the
. gteater past of surplus valve; it is sealised through the
.+ - coastant expansion of constant capital. The promise of

.simple reproduction—s society -composed solely of workers

and caplislists—remsins the "premise of expanded repro-
duction.” (p. 36) . "

) ".'I.anmburg's main line of argument went against Marx’s
atsumption of a closed capitalist society meaning 1) & society
@gbﬂ!d solely of workers and capitalists and 2} ‘the rule
&1 eapltalism in the entire world". She held against this that

d reproduction had néver taken place in a closed

#oclety, but rather throogh distribulion to, and expropriation

of, ‘_Oi-_ﬂplll“ll strala and non-capitalist societies.’

« »Luxersborg maintains that these “*non-capitalist surround-
g™ are enential for the realiantion of capltal. E. g, she
atess “The most important thing isibat valoe can be

realized oeither by workers nor by capitalists bur only by social
rals who themselves do not produce capitalisticatly”. She

ueglects the clase character expressed in Marx's department
of means of production and department of meags of consump-
tion. Shesays: “Accumulation is not only an inaer relation .

7 - between two branches of production. It is first of alf & relation

Liberation 159

ween capitalist and mon-capitalist lurr,oundinp"._(b_oih_
:::ota:?onspon p.38). Marx bad einphagised _how deciliv_e‘l_.t':
was to determine the use-value of commodities in orderto
upndetstend the economic order. because iron isnot eomumed
by people but by steel while sugar 18 sot consumed ay__:_
machines bt by people. Luxemburg leaves this determination”
of the use-value out of consideration,. "+ " ¢

Duoayevskaya criticiscs Luxemburg by pointing out that

b

she eliminates the fundamental Marzisn dinincti.on of meany . .
of production and means of consumption as being - indicative -

of a class relationship snd thus drifts from the prdduplion o

process to circulation, exchange andcopsumption, . . -

This criticism of Duuayevakays is somewhat gii‘bi‘tlol_'s'nbl"e.,
Luxemburg's theory does ot only pertain to the 'lpherg of
consamption, it is valid also fos the sphere of praduction s .
Firstly, non-capitalist strata afre easenu.ul in the ?togn_a.gr
original accumuiation of capital through violence and plaadei,
Secondly, non-capitalist strata are also eﬂenlillthrqugp.thgrl_;» .
involvement in subsistence production which goes a long way
in makiog capitalist expivitation possible, This is true for
subsistence producers in the First World and also for women in .
the First World as well as i the Third World, Andre Gunder ~ .
Frank has  therefore ‘used Luexmburg's srgument . -
to  illuminate the  relationship between  centis
and periphery and Clandia von Werlhop. bhas m&l X
Luzemburg's argument to highlight the _role of woman és.
subsistence producers. The argument goes that . capltalinh

- reproduces these strata which are men.t.lll for what been.
calied *ongolng original ,mnmnlltlon ¢ 1 myself thiok itls’
more accurate to talk of vcoptindons fomn_l mbmnpu@" of
non-capitalist labour _under capltal { 1. &., the “real” .-uuuﬂp._
tion need pot take pla'ce atall). . ‘ "

apayevskaya is right when she points out that capitalism
va de\r,elopin: much more capitalistically (i.. e. through
expansion of machinofactare ) and detween capitalist countries
(e g U.S.end Britain ) than _through “third ,'mp.n of -
between capitalist and pon-capitalist countries, But ""-"”'

[

D)
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not explore the validity of Luxemburg's thesis for the expla- {0 V ViKrylovs acticlo **Characteristic Featires of Socios =~ -

" natios of the ‘crippled form of "capitalism prevailing in the Foonomic Processes in Devetoping Societies, Vopresy ﬁ_{o:gﬁ__. L

countries of the periphery nd also for the continped exis- No.. 9,1976,p. 105 while pointing oot that “hourgeols
tence of women a3 3 Tescfve at@y of capital. ' . - development ig fhe world's periptiery | (i%) accompanied 808
L : o : by curtailment but by expansion of teaditions! seetors, that '

There is also an inclsivé differcnce between Luxemburg are becoming ‘scdiment. reservoirs’ of ~capitatism, -forlate .

and Marz io characterising the general contradiction of - espltatism can no longer I:unctiop without recreating, support- -
capitatism, ' Luzxemburg sees it in the contradiction between ingand conserving tradnipnal structures that ’Etow into

. ptoduction and consumption and between production and ;lgnlic-h_olbeds'qf bac.:kwudneu and destitution.” It seems .
the market, while Marx sees the innermost soofce of crisisin that Luxsosburg's thesis is up to & poiat ‘vindicated hyueent -

the process of production itself. He characterises as the develdpments.

general contradiction of capitalism #(1)" the degradation of One of the reasons why Luxemburg couid not see the - .
. the worker to an_appendage of a machine, (2) the constant colonial mases a8 revolationary subjects was. ber extieime -
growth of the unemployed army, (3) -capitalism’s own down- stand on the natiooality question. Sbe’ deémed mationdl i
fsl) because of its {pability to give greater employmentto sell-détermination to be wbourgeois”. This “stand s
{abour. Since labour power is the supreme cemmodity of sharpened by ber profound despait at tbe betrayal of "the .
capitalist production, the only source of its value and surplus ' German Socisl Democratic Parly at the ontbrenk of World .
valoe, capitalism's inability to reproducs it dooms capitalitm Wae [. Inher pamphict The Crisis of the Soclal Democracy -

jtaelf*  (p. 45) . While Marx Sees three major facts of capital- published under the pacudonym Junjus, the arguest S0

st productios which lead toits collapse,oamely: 1) dec- Yong a3 capitallst states exist, i."c., so loog ‘as’ impetialiatic’

line in the rate of profit, 2) deepening crisis and 3) grow- world policies determine and regilate the foner and the outer .
lag unemployed army, Luxemburg hoids that accumulation life of & nation, there can beno 'putionll_ self-determination”
13 impossible witbout an extra capitalist force. However, she cither in war ot in peace.” (quoted p. 53). - S

did not see this utn_—capilaliu force as a revolutionasy mass 'wh“g_ Luxemburg found herself iq‘ 'ihp‘rﬁ :t:énttidiéﬁéii B
-bat pastulated, in contradiction with her own theory that the with Leola on the aationality questiod, het position of’ ii:’sili- )
proletariat alone would overthrow capitalism. While 1 agree taacity of the masses was in some Ways closer to Lenin's

"with Danayevskaya that Lécxmburg’s emphasis on an out- position on party and mass or;;niullon'thn'n itis often ‘held
side force is carried to an untenable extreme, the question all to be. Luxemburg did acknowledge the .:need for centrallin
{he same temaing: What is the relationship between the . apd cogspiratorial work updet an autoceatic ,'nllmg."‘._?}ii‘it'-
proletariat as a revolutionary ‘subject on the one hand and . she decidedly rejected was the need for “factory discipline” .
on the other_hend, the marginalised masses in the couantries which  Leaio extolled as sn educational semedy’ for the
of the periphery, women and other subsistence producers in | prolelazist a8 well as for the intélligentsia. - However, .
the counteies of periphery and cenife on the other. As far as ‘ Dnﬁayévshya points out that Luzemburg’s pamphlet on tbc '
the marginal mass is concerned, the problem is today even j 1905 tevolution, The Mass Strike, the Party, and the Tride -
dist'gi#g}d"id Voproty filosofi. (Problems of Philosophy) | _Unions was directéd not agalast Lenin but sgainst the German.
iy \ .." : , : ; Social Democracy. Nevertheless, she did not agree ‘with_the
v. 'Khoros in his book Population Iis Past, Pmemand' vepguard theory. _Her effort to speiloul an entiu_ly_ new . g

P teena | ?:‘ogf

Futurs { rsts Publishers Moscow 1984, p. 46,) refers'to : concept of democracy has remained an uofnished task,
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Dunayevskays emphasises against both, Lenin. ‘and
Luxemburg, the need to rool spontanéity in a consistent philo-
sopby of humsn' liberation. She says: *Cleasrly, there wan
too much organisational Lisalleanism 1n Luxemburg as there
was in !..euin. Neither ber critique of Lenin’s position, pot

. the development of ber concepi of sponianeity in Mass Strike,
in 1906, had_prepared her for the break with Karl Kauteky
in1910-11. What was missing in both at that time was 8
- philosophy of revolution that was a5 one with their concepl
of orgaoisation.” (p. 61). Even when she broke with
Kaulisky she did ot leave the party. She joined the USFD
of the centrists when they broke with the SPD in 1917 sioce
that was & “‘mass movement”. Even when Spartakus, the
fosmer Gruppe Internationale, became a fully organised

- tendency, she broke with -tbke USPD only atth :
: ¢ actusl out-
break of the German Revolution. oly actusl ot

She emphbasised that resl life creates organisation as ap
oulgrowth of ongoing struggle. What she did got anticipate
despite senving Kautsky's oppottunism, was counter-revolos
tion feom within, Luxemburg was shattered when the war
broke out sad the Second International collspsed. Lenin
teacted by fssuing the slogan ¢ “Turn the imperialist war into
civil war™ ; sod by re-examining bis old philosophic ground
by turning to Marx’s origios in Hegel, Lenin criticised Loxem-
burg for ber mechunistic anti-nstionglivm end called it “helf
way dislectic”. Yet, the task of relating dialectics tothe
organiational question bas remained unfinished as Dnnnye'v-
skays poiots out ¢ “*Ironically enough, sithough Rosa Luxem-
burg and Lenin were opposites in attitude to philosophy, they
were altke in failing to relate organisation to pbilo:nphy.

.Whateu Luxemburg paid very little attention to philosophy
in general, Lenin's profoud attentiop to philosophy; in 1914
became an attitude that would, when it affected politics ard
th=o:..'y, 1ast unti! bis dying day. ~ But it was pever worked out
by him in relationsbip to the party”. Even though it wete
tbe women who had initiated the toppling of the tsarist regime
by insisting on celebrating International Women's Day bys

mass strike, this did noi fead to 3 rethicking of the women's

~ soldiers.

Liber_atiot_:_

question. Lenln, despite, his conflict with the pasty in 19
pever rewrote What Is To Be Done. - - -+t o ‘
P e et e 0 “ LI

The Second'l'nlerati_onalf collapsed ‘with the vote .df- (he
German Social Dcl.ndcrils-'inqhe Relchsing. (patliament) 1

suppbrt war crédits to abe Kaiser on-dth  Augast 1914

-statement of oppbfiitiob was signed by Karl !.;iebkn&‘cht,fﬁﬁ

Mehridg, Rosa Luxémburg sad Clara Zeikin, : Ros Luxgm-
barg was legally prosecuted fét her - dnti-war efforts since 1913
was again sentenced: in February 1914 . and :acrested

 Februaty 1915 when sbe was about to leave with Zetkin: for

planning meeting to organise the frt intcroatiobal - sutiwar.
conlecknce. 'l'he.mia'gaz'lne of the -women's: wing, . Gleicheit, -
had become the major publication of the padical Leftand the
most importém aotiswar journal.. In Auguit 1915} Zetkiz, too .
was acrested, It was from prison that Luxcmburg wrote Ber ™
great anti-war pamphlet indei the ped-name Junius, This was -
aot only an ardeit anti-war pamphtat but it opened up & DEW
path to revolution.” Though Luxemburg lost lighl;hm;o["th -
national anti-impg:_ialist wars, she drove bome the point that

the age of revolufiod had apeived: -

Asc ey

, Duting the whole process of ‘the revqlﬁtioii: Lmﬁl’bli'u
held on to her concept of dgiqg_c'r'icy‘. 'Sﬁa ‘wrofle
pamphlet on the: Russian, Revalution : ‘.‘"t_u._
But this dictatorship consists in the manner. of opp
cracy, not in its elfmjnaﬁqn';’ A quoted p12) .

L e L MV :"-,;-_~'.‘~!|_- B
At the end of October 1918, the mutisy inthe naval base -
of Kielin the Norib of Geimany on the cbakt 3f thie”Baltic
Ses precipitated the collapse of the ‘impegjﬂ iek_!n_if."!ﬁ'ﬂe_
Kaiser fled aftet repeated strike wayes ‘™ rged fnto'd ‘gébtenl
qtrike. Roma Luxemburg wul‘e&i b'!"m’e' "tﬁo\h&iéﬁﬁ,
massts from the prison in Breslan, ‘On'lith Novetiber, Rore -
, Fahne ( Red Flag), the pub‘lic’gﬁan_ of 1b¥ Spartakus, iued s
speéiﬂ sgibplen)ent witha 14 po't'p_t programms ’dem;udii'. :

.mmediste peace and all powek to {lis couticild of ‘workerd'dod

i T T N
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Rote Fahne antiringly criticised the petty bourgeois illusion
of the social democrats expressed in their call for a natiopal
assembly. ‘Among ibe demanlds of ihe Spartakus spelled out
io a later pamphlet was the ‘elimination of parliament and
election of workera councils, abolition of class discrimination
. and complete eqoality of sexes, expropriation of property,

takeover of public transport and maximum 6-hour workday.
Luxemburg was sall the time involved in orgavisational
activity, strikes, demonstrations, writing and publishing.
Theee were only two and & half months left before she was
murdered. The only alternstives she saw were either barbarism
orsocialism. In December 1918 the Founding Conference
of the Commaunist Party of Germany was beld which stressed
especially the 1872 edition of the Commnumist  Manifesto, *in
which Marx had called attention to the fact that what the
Parls Communc showed was that the ‘working class cannot
slraply tay hold of the ready-made state machinery and wicld
it for lts own puzposes but must smash it " (quoted p, 74).

The Spartakists with their .workers® and soldiers’ councils
surgounded the Reich’s chaacellory and held the government
_captive until S5th Janusry, but the coumnter revolution, armed
to lljn i!ee:th. finally prevailed. Luxembeunrg’s testament, oo
. '!ile day befpre her murdet, rings out  throogh bistory 5 ‘Order
relgos In Betlin' You stupid lackeys { Your *order” is built
onsand. Tomorrow the revolution will rear its head once
~ agalo, and to ‘your horror, -will ‘protiaim, with trumpets

blazing ¢ Iwas, Fam,Iwill:be\" (quoted p, 751).

_ .'ln' the second ‘part of the book Dunayévskaya develops the 7

perspective of *“The Women's 'Liberation Movement as
Revolutionary Force and Reason™ aad tries to see Luxem-
burg's life in the light of this perspective. She draws the lines
out from the Women's Rights Conveotion atSeneca Falls,
N. Y. in 1848, via the contribution of " revolutionary Evuropean
. women like Flora Tristan to the November Revolution of
1917, She sharply works out the Black dimension out of
‘which the women's movement in the U. S. first emerged, the

oambsiboilam

sontiibutlon of the freed slaye women like Sainaeaer Troth

. Liberation - - l‘?‘_.

whose very name expressed her programme. She also d'?‘,'_'!
out the line to the struggles of 'African. women, the Igbo .
women who waged the “Women’s War” In-Nigeria: sgainst’
the British and their own collabogationist chiefs. Yes, these
indeed were Luxemburg’s wisters, Despite ber systematic’
deifness to male cbauvinism, she spontancously ecapressed .
berself in very feminist terms “in ber personal correspendence. -
In a letter to Mdthilde Worm, commeating on the compromise, B
with the waz-cfort, written from prison in 1916, she sees -
self as the Amazon queen Penthesilea of the Greek ‘myth wbo, ”
in the drama version of Hienrich von Kieist, kills Achifles.
Not only that, her whole vision of 1ife is captured in thode {qw
linés : “I'm telling you that aa soonas I can stick my note: .
out again 1 will hunt and harey your society of frogs with
trumpet blasts, whip crackings, and “blood hounds—like
Penthesilea ] wanted to say; but by God, you peoplearene
Achilles, Have youhad enough of a MNew Year's greetiog
now 7  Then see to it that you slay human.. Belng humin
meaos joyfully throwing your whole life ‘on the scales bf -
desliny' when need be, but all the way rejoicing in every sunny
day and every beautiful cloud. Ach, I know of no formula

_ to write you of being buman...” _(qt_loted p. 52 )

Though Luxemburg did not take up the womeq'l question
in ber theoretical work, she colfaborated in the astonomous
socialist women’s movement which Zetkio beaded end ftequqiuy
wrote for Glelcheit ( Equality ), the, journal of the movement.
Dunayevskya also convincingly »shows bow in Luxemburs's
personal life, the break with Jogiches in 1907 led her towards
great theoretical and organisational independence sad depth
of insight. One of the ~highlights of thé women’s
movement was the st calebration of Interaatiogal
Women's Day in Macch i911 which Zethin bid proposcdto
the Second International. The ssme year, the first Intermation-
ol Women's Suffrage Conference took place and iens of
thousands of women demonstrated throughout Germsny. =

Luxemburg wrote to Luise Kautsky  “Are you coming:to _
(ke women’s conference7 Justimagine, 1 bavebetomés -
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feminist! 1 received a credential for his conference snd mus!
_therefore go to Jena™ - (quoted p. 95), She saw the struggle
for women's sufffage s an jntegral past of the rtevolutionary
struggie of the proletariat.. Women's activities in the Social

. _Democratic Party was deastically curtailed whep ihic wer

_broke out.and Gleicheit became the mouthpiece of apti-war
_sesistance. Even after Luxembusg's and ‘Zetkin's arrest in
1015 the opposition went on {hroughout until the November
. 1918-January 1919 Revolution which opened 1the gates of
_ prison for Luxemburg.

The defeat of the revolution set an end to the womea's
movement as well. 1o the Soviet Union, the women’s . move-
ment, which had among otber things triggered off the February
sevolution, wal suffocated by Stalinism. ’ '

Dunayevikaya shows clearly how ike new women’s moves
ment in the mid-50s emesged from within the left, how the
women within the Left stagted rebelling against male-cheuvi-
pism among Leftist men. wyihere, "therefore, racism and
sexism had both been laid tofally as the feet of the exploitative

class regime, this time gecurations of sexism - were poiated ‘2§

1he Black males—indeed, atits most left wing, the Student
Non-Violent Co-ordinating .Commitice (SNCC), during its
organising of southern Blacks.” (p. 99). Furtber radical femi-
nist voices came out of -the SDS (Studenis fora Democratic
Society). Without Dupsyevskaya's going into jt, wec can
recall that the women's movement io Eutope likewise emesged
from the jeft 'students’ revolt in the sixtics, whese \he women's
. movement erred was when it moved awsy from the vamguard
. organizations ard . from . \be Black Moyement aod class
anslysis. Dunayevskaya's, main critique ‘of the  Women’s
Movement is the narrowing down of revolutionary perspective.
In her own words ; “To {his writer, despite all the new depth
and scope and globat dimension of the pew Women's Libera-
tion Movement today, the most serious errors of not only
bourgeois but of socialist feminists are that they, al ont and
the same time, bhave disregarded Rosa Luxembuig 868
revolutionary and as a feminist, ond above all, bave helped

Liberation ﬁi.;ﬂ :
th?ta men who heve tried to reduce Marx o 8 %inglé-aiicil=.
pline, be that as economist, philosspher, ‘a'r.thtopiilo'gisi, or
'?ohuca.l.ltrgteglstf. _ The truth js, howeyers, itat Mirx, at alll
times—in theory s in gr_iclic’ﬁ and ip practice asin theory—

was & revolutionasy™ (. 104) |

Dunayevskaya usés the third part of her bock in ordef n"r
work out the dialectical ptincipic in Max. gnd the onity “of -
thought on the women's guestion from the 1844 mlnhlcrii.\li‘-. ~
up to his last writings' * Ethnological Note-Books'. She l;euli,*
tries to integeate subjectivity .in objectivity, freedom in
geceasity and the revolutionary perspective of ween's
movement apd otber mass movements in revolutiéony
perspective of the class struggle. ] :

The 1844 manuscripts were not published . in Lenin's tima
and only came to light cight years after Luxemburg’s death,
Lenin bad made his own discovery of Hegelian dialectics under
the impact of the om}mn}. of the first world war. aod Inslsted
that Capital, vol. I could not '_b_e'ﬁl'ldemo'od whhout Hegel's
Science of Logie.. Dunayevskaya tries to shbw that, -stasting .
from Eogels, sli post-Msix Marxists hed an insufficient
grasp of dialéctics, seeing it merely 8sa methdd of thought
and not as a dislectic of liberation. Duoayevskaya insists od =
the profound integrative fosce of bistorical dislecrics “These
is but one dialectical couceptual framework. am indivisible
whole which does not divide econcmics and politics frbm
Subject : masses in motion—a living, feeling, thinkipg, acting
whole. “Therefore,, in Marx’s Rew continent of ll;dn;hl'
nistory was not just ‘cconomic perlods’ bit’ maises ipa n"
bistory. Because asingle diatectical course  detemihes the :
bjective and sabjective fBroés, ihe diatecllc of Mai®'s philoso-
pby of revolutiod allowkd Marx'i thebry of Bistory to tense
form histeric ndrrative into bistoric Resscn” (",‘,.‘n'g o L

‘ Duha;cvtkliri, insists that while iflllti’l work . hll; to be
seen as one from the 1844 maouscripts tothe Erhnological

Notebooks, it is important to ‘understand the profound
iifferences in ontlook between Marx and Engels, Shedrawn -
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the connection between the early writings and the Jast manu-
scripts as follows: “The first decade afier his break with
bourgeols society saw not only the concretizaticn of Maix's
Promeibean vision in the Critlque of the Hegelion Dieleetic

and the Communist Manifesto bul the projection of ‘the revolu-
tion in permanence’.

The last seven_years of Marx's life saw not only most
profound asticulation of the organisation question in ke
Critique of the Gotha Prograinme and the French edition of
Capital, which had forescen our state capitalist age and deep-
ened the significance of the fetisbim of commodities, but
the Ethnologlcal Notebooks. 'Only secently transcribed, these
Notebooks tevea), st one and the same time, the actual ground
that Jed to the Brst projection of the possibility of revolution
coming frst io uaderdeveloped countries like Russiz, 8
reconnection and deepening of what was projected in the
Grundrisze on the Asistic mode of produciion, a retutn to that
most fundamental relationship of Man{Woman which had
first been projected in the 1844 Essays.” (p. 121)

Asin her carlier writings, Dunayevskaya quotes Maix's
(smous statement on freedom from the ‘Debates on Freedem
of the Press’ in Rheinische Zeitiung, 12 May 1842: 'Freedom
13 30 much the essence of man that even its opponents realise
it. No man fights freedom, he fights at most the freedom
of others. Bvery kind of freedom has therefore always

sxisted, only at one time as a special privilege, at another
time an a unlversal right” ( p. 124).

1t was shorlly after this debate that Marx had to Jeave
Rheinische Zeitung, but not to join what he considered vulgar
commualsm, gor to remaio part of the Left Hegelians. He
spelled out the direction in the Introducrion to the Critique of
Hegel's Philosophy of Right: “As philosopby finds its material
weapon in the proletariat, so the proletarist finds its spiritval
weapons in philosophy and once the lightening of tbought bas
struck deeply into this naive soil of the people, the emancipa-
tiou of Germans into men (sic) will be accomplished™
{quoted p. 125)% Ths decisive coatribution in Marx’s

YL A A et 2ok~ TR A PTHIA MFfNTR y PE
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scalysis is that his avalysis of atienated labour goee. I
fufthes thao the economic structuze and class relatio
comprises human relations as a ‘whole. One¢ of ihe cr¥i
sing events for Marx’s thipking was . the uptisin
Silesiap weavers. Evenif the soclal revolution were
only in onc factory district, Marx recognised that it re
man's protest against a dehumm_is:d life, because ig sta|
from the point of view of a separate real . individual, beca
community, against the separation of which from himse
jndividual reacts, is man's frue community, human

( quoted P 128).

Io his teoth Thesls on Feuerbach Marx miade cleil; Hgﬁ
wThe standpeint of the old waterlalism is civil? ictiely; mi

standpoint of the new is human _lo'dety.' or soclety, or loc?all..
ed humanity”’ { quoted p. 129 ). ‘

{n the 1844 manuscript Marx had worked out that bugah
aliepation is first of alt expressed in the man/womsn gem[o}: I
ship : #The infinite degradation in which human bein‘u]m
for himself is expressed in this relation to the woran as _the
spoils and pandmalden of communal luit. For the seeret |
relationship of human being 10 human being finds its umembl-
grous, definitive, open obvious éxpression in the direct. natuiol iol .
relationship between the sexes. The ‘ditect. nllula!nqsih?,
relationship of humsn b_eing “to hm-n.‘..n_ ‘l’a,'i '
is the relationship of man to woman._Frem  the . ¢ AT
acter of this relation it follows 10 what dgk*‘ég daman-} ‘ i
a specics hat becotne human,"? 'Mn_u'., m.m“., cﬂtiqm df
all that exisis found its first comprehensive systeinatic exprent-
on i Communfst Manifesto writtea for the Cdmeunist League
jn 1847. Soon after it was published the revolutiopary ferment

burst into action in 1848 all over Burope.

It is not possible to reproduce here Diunayevikaya's whal§
analysis of Marx's work. She works out a pumber of aspects.
of special relevance for thys analysis of the problematic ofthe
Third World and the modera mass movements like, o, g, the

chapter on  pre-capitalist formations in Grundrisse. Dunayews - .

skaye seesio Copital the Gteat Divide from Bml_liec_n_n:_c._:
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. _“the Subject—not subject matter, but Subject—was neither

economics nor philosophy but the human being, the mases,
Because dead labour { capital ) dominates over living labour,

* and the fabourer js the ‘grave digger'of capilaliam’, all human
* existence is involved” (. 143).

It is obvious that we are still miles spart frem what Maix
really envisaged. No socialist sociely bas as yet been able to
réally atrive to ‘overcome commodity production and thus a
system which produces, as Marx expresses It in his chepter
“yne Fetish Characier of Commeditizs’, “material relations
belween persons and social relation between thipgs™”. TLe
msp/women Guestion in present day sociely eXpresscs itself
pucisely' in these terms.  The stuggle for wcmen’s liberation
cannot be cacried on in isolation from the anti-capitalist
stroggle”.

l'l'he one throughgoing question in Dunayevskaya's book
which is crucial for the integration of women's struggle and

_ class struggle, but which arizes first of sl from the analysis of

the 1905 and 1517 tevolutions,. is the question of the relstica-
ship of party and mass spontaneity which it expressedin the
overriding concept of permanent revolution. It would be
reductionist to ascribe this pre-occupation with permanent
revolutjon only to ber Trotikyite backgrourd. Her contribu-
tion oo the contrary consists of establishing permanent
revolution as a general Marxist concept by developing it {rem
the writings of Marx, Lenin, Luxemburg and making the
specificity and limitation of Trotsky's conmtribution diseerni-
ble. For Dunayevskays the organisational question - is
jnexteicably intertwined with the philosophy of reveluticn.
She shows convincingly the contradiction jn Luxemburg ber-
gedf : her emphasis on mass spontaneity but ber ipability to
Jeave the parcty even at the point of total disagreemem, her
close work with Jogiches politicaily but tbe break-up of theit
intimacy under the impact of the mass upsurge of the 1905
revolution, fo a situation in which Jogiches coptinued to
represent  principles of secrecy and avan!;undism'while
Laxamburg started to understand masses in motion as histori-
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cal-Reason. She wrote to Emmanuel aod Mathilde Wurm on -
18 July 1906¢ ~The.tevolution is magolficent. Al clse (I
bilge” ( quoted p; 7), Dunayevskaya ctiticises  sharply ~
Lasalle's igfucace oo the orgsnisational question end the
whole tendency in the Social Demacratic Party to make the
organisational question & fetish. Sbe emphasises against this
the importacce of Marx's 1875 Crisigue of the Gotha Program

as a cririque of Lasalle's principles and also Marx's The -

Civil War in Fraice a$ a ceucial soalysis of masses in motion .
during  the Paris Commune. Botk, the Critique.abd
Civil War in Franee wsre of decisive influence for Lenin's Staté

. and Revolution in 1917. The problem is that ]} tBese gnalyses

bave never sufficed to really live down What Is To Be Doite.
The overriding question is how to incorporate within the ad

hoe aeeds of organisation, the ovérriding gotls of the clussless

sociely and to spell out the concrete steps of how to get there,
how to overcome the enslaving subordination of the indivi-
dual to division of iabour and abwo ibs aatithesis betwese
mental and physical labour, o <

. The crucial contribution of Marx's Critigue of the _Gbi'lsb
Program is that it deals with: the inseparable relationship of
philosophy to organisation itself, Dunsyevskaya traces the
developuient of the concept of permanent revolution in Mirx
feom 1843 onwards, developing furtber during the events of

184849 acid being made fully explicit frat in the Address to
the Commuoist Lesgue, 1850. The Critique of the Gotha .-
Program can be read in the Jight of the full ;ihlio'lbpﬁial :
implications of this concept. It wis the bistorical events in
between which helped 1o devilop the conicept of pefmanent
revolution and the philosophy of tots} human liberatien to the
full. *The establishment of tkie Fitst Ioternational, on the one

hand, aid the final structuriog of Caplal on the other band,

in the 1860s rovealed, at one and the same time, not only the
break with the concept of thedsy as & debaté with theoreticians, -
aud the development of the codcept of tHedry ks & “bistory of
class struggles, but a conéept aiso of a'new revolutibnary force -
—Black.é The culmination of Y {hese . sheoties and activi-
ties was, of course, the hl;tollggl, appessance of the Paris

T Dunayevskaya here refocs to 18- emancipation struggle of the
black populatioa in the US. oo .
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Commusne of 1871, and there, too, we saw—aloog with the
great discovery of a historic form for working eut the econo-
mic emancipation of the proletariat—a pew force of revolus
tion, women* { p. 161 ).

In an afterword to the chapter on Marx’s theory of perma-
nment revolution, Dunayevskaya works out 2 critique of Trot-
sky's theary of permanent revolulion, ‘
which she sees in the fact that though Trotsky in 1905 had
cleariy anticipated that backward Rusia, involved in a bour-
geois revolution, would reach for socialism in an “onbroken
chain", he did nothing in those twelve years between 1905 and
1917 1o develop this point, Hesaw the peasantry as conser-
vative, tbe proletariat as backward and, as Lenin criticised,
reduced bis own “philosophy of history” to “‘the strupgle
for influence over the politically immature proletariat”
( p.169 ). Trotsky failed to understapd Lenin's position o
the peasantry as introduced in  his #Theses on the Nationa)
and Coloniat Question,” presented at-the Second Congress
of the-Communist Interpational. In Dunsycvskaya’s worcs:
Tratsky’s reference fo that thesis is limited to Fis fight with
Stalin—internationalism vs. gatiopalism—end ot the pivoisl
point of the rzvolutionasy live force of the pessantry, of .lhc
nstional question, and of the perspective  that, since
world revolotions have not come by way of Be:li‘n,
‘then perhaps® it oan come by way of Peking. That pew point
of departure was not grasped, much less developed by
Trotsky" ( p. 171 ). :

In the final chapter, Dunayevsksya draws out the lines
{rom Marx's late writings o the 1980s.  She points
out once agaio our historic advantage of lavirg acccsio
Marx's writings in entirety ard thus of teing ableto grasp

theé shortcomings of I

ihe toladity of his revolutionary thecy. She severely crit'cises

the way Marx's posthumous wotks bave teen published.
Among oither problems, the pesceives sharp  diffescoces
between Engel's The Origin of the Femily and Maix's nelebe oks
+whether these relate to primitive compunitm, the Man/
Woman relationship, or, for that matter, the aftitude to

Libera_t jon

Darwin” { p, 179 ), Disayevekaya sees.a decisive methodolo-
gical difference belween Marx and Engels in the way how they
deal with peciods of transition in the bistorical process : Ma
was showing that il is during the transition period !hii-'ycjn

the duality emerging lo-teves! the beginnings of antagonisms,
whereas Engels always seen s 1o bave antsgonisms only llf_i
cad, as if class society came in very ntarly full blewn- afrer.{be
communal form was destroyed and private property was
established. Moreover for Marx the dialectical developient
from one stage to another is related 1o new revolutionary upfur:’,
Res, whereas Engels sees it s a unilaseral progression” (p. fBO), -

_Marx showed thet the clements of oppression; including
oppression of woman, arose from within primilive communfsit -
—with the establishment of sapks—telationthip of chief 16 -
mass—and the ecogomic interests which went withit." In- -
Dunayevskaya's words : Marx demonstrated tbet long before
the dissolution of the primitive commune, (hete emerged the . -
question of ranks within the egalitarian commune. )t waktbe -
beginning of a transformation inlo opposite— gens into caste.
That is to say, within the epaliiarian commural forim arose’ .
the clements of its opposite—caste, aristocracy, and different
material interests. Morever, these were not successive stoges,.
but co-existence with tbe communal form™ (p, 181). While it :
is unclcar what Maix intended to do with kis extensive anthro-
pological ootes, one thingis clear, namely that *‘the deélive -
of the primitive commune was not due just to external factors *-
nor due only 1o ‘rthe world historie difeat of the female sex.’ -
That was Eogels” phsase, not Marx's” (p.183). In ‘other - -
words, Dunayevikaya sbandons the monccaural approach el
tinking the women's question primarily to the pl'openr-qonc'ept' s
and raises the question of how society even duriog -priuitive .
communism was organised. This way of approaching the -
problem needs to be developed furiber. 1t finds support also
in what Marx wrote in the beginniog of German Ideclogy on
sexuel division of labout and division of labour between head

‘and band. Recent anthropological data suppott ‘the attempt

for such a mulli-causal analysis of the women's question snd
by analysing it thas way, it links up with the overall orgaalen-
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tional question end underlying philosopby of the working
class movement in 8 much more creative way, because it does
raise the question of division of Isbour and selationship bet.
ween head and hasd, yapguard and masses, styles of funtion-
ing, direct democracy, flow of information, telationship of
rationality and intuition, reason and 'sp_oplanelly jnan overall
way.

"The poiat, in otber words, is not justio overcome mono-
cansal explanations like “property’ of whe ‘world historic
defeat of the female sex”, *-patriarchy” overthrowing “‘matri-
archy” but to establish a dialectical method which does not
take counter-revolution as ils slarliog point but new stages of
revolution emerging in ever new bistorical forms. The uncri-
tieal :eeeplioh of Engels has often led to an idealisation,
of the past { **matriarchy” under primitive communism)
linked up with the promise of an idealised futore (“equality”
after thc sevolution) whileat the same time the women's
movement could be denounced 83 a bourgaois deviation
absteactiog people’s minds frem the priorities of the clas
,nmule.“dividingtheworking class®, elc. Jtis essential to
understand that it is basically an absence of creative dialectics
which prevent the Left today to perceive the revolutionary
'l’orcea where they emerge. At the same time, there is Tack of
theory and creative dialectics in these mass movemenis as
well. Dunayevikays characterises the situation as follows ¢
-Marx was not burrying "to make easy generslisations, such
as Engels’ chacacterization of the future belog justa *higher

stage’ of primitive commupism. No. Maxx envisioneda

totally new man, a tofally new woman, 8 rotally new life form
¢ and by no means only for marriage)—in 4 word, a totally
new society, That is why it is so relevant to today’s Women’s
Libetation Movement and why we stidl bave so much to learn
from Marx's concept of Man{Woman, not only in the abstract
1844 articulation, but in (ke empiric 1880 formulation when
it was integeated with the need for tota! uprooting of capi-
talism aBd creatios of 2 classless society” (p. 186).

Dunayevskaya illus!rales‘ Marx's unrelenting creativity by
his draft letter to Vera Zasulich (1881) and his introduction to
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the Russian edition of the Coemmunist Mauﬂ'aro (lﬁﬁi'in

of which he anticipated that Russia could be the first to Hav
8 proletarian revolution ahead of the’ West. . This links op -
with today’s problem of Thisd World revolutiods. v i

These ate the threads we have to pick np if we wat lo faé
our own task, practically as well as theoretically. In Dﬁﬁiﬁi'- :
skaya’s words : “The pointis that—whether it was’

Engels’ pame, alter the death of Marx, had_ become iiér'ou:ibl.
of because Engels® views reflected their own later viewi=rot 8-
single one of the post-Marx Marxists, beginning with Hnge
and continuing with Luxemburg, Zetkin, Lenin and Trblik:i
all the way into our age with Mao, worked on the groond”
Marx had laid out, either on pre-capitalist focieties or on the’
question of Women's Libeération. - That is the ground ihai our
age bas dug out, especially since the mid-1970s," That 't
b.ecause we are ‘smartes” than any of these great sevolo:
tionaties. It is because, we who heve been struggling under .
the whip of the many counfer-revolutions, ‘do bhave ome

advantage—the maturity of our age” (p. 190). "~ e
Du.nayevsknyn quotes the myriads of crises in our age “from. -

Russia to China, from Cuba to Iran, from Afriea to Pot's - -

Cambodia, that without a philosophy of revolulion._nétiikn

spends itself in mere aoti-imperinlism and aﬁti-‘é’ahitiiiim
without ever revealing whatitisfor” (p. 194). = =~ "
. Tndeed, the tasks are outlined, the threads are ihere io e
picked up. The difficulty consists in the fact that the phildsos
phy of revolttion and the New Humanlim éaimot be sfsellcd '
out in the abstract, but bave to be developed ' in correspor. .
dencé to day-to-day actions, without our quest for Noticn
being bogged down and swallowed up by blind sctivism,” It
the Indian situatiop, there are three ateas in whith a fot of-
work needs to be doné g - Coo

1. The organisational questiod { party.mass crganiss! ob,
vaoguardism-spontapeity, bureaucratism-mass ltliﬂll.): 0
be raised in the light of the quest for an underlying p o
of revolution and with a critical analysis of the Jack of
tics in today’s Left, )
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2. There is an urgent need to deepen the Marxist analysis’
of the Women’s question in order to get away (rom .mona.
causal explanations and to incorporate the women’s question
organisationally and theoretically in the class movement and
{he class struggle in the women's movement. Sucha despen-
ing analysis will also help to integrate other mass movements
( ecology, peace ) in the working: class .movements and carry
the neccssary anti-capitalist perspective jnto these mass
movements. . .

3. More debate and analysisisalso neéded onthe ques-
tion of the character of present day Third World revolutions.
The question of socialist revolution gets casily deflerred by
pointing to the need for “'completion” of bourgeois democratic
revolution, in possibility to nationslise- sl industiies etc.
while the movement itself gets stuck in pacliamentarism and.
unimaginative ad-hoc activism. The question whata socialish
perspective means—apart from change of property relations—
in terms of reorganisation of produclion processes, ptiorities
of what is produced, direct democracy in decision raking,
etc, has to be worked out in the light ol an overall analysis of
the existing aad tbe vision of a new, radically new society.

NOTES
1. See my summary of the argument ia ‘my article: *The
UnfBinished Task of a Marxist Conceptualisation of the

Women's Qnestion’, The Marx?itkevlew, Vo), XVI, Nos 9 &£ 10,
April 1983, .

2, 1t has to bs noted that the: translation used here by
Dunayevskaya is misieading . since Marx in the- German
original does aot talk of the emancipation of Germans into
“pen™ but into humans { Menschen ). '

3. Quoted by Duoayevskaya p-40f. in her own. transla-
tion, Thadve altered her teanslation by msing human' being-
where Marx uses the word * Mench® because this term is not
adequately rendered by the term “min" since it very clearly
atd without discrimination comprises men and women and
does mot, as the English, state "'man™ as the sorm and
sigoman® as the deviation, ‘
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