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. ‘E‘What‘strikes one in your draft chapter is that never again will it be possible
to’ say at for Luxemburg the toman Puestion was at mosi: a pssing reference, a
decidedly minor ¢drd. It was instead integral to her revolutionary being, even if

not at. the forefront of her activities at each stage. As well, what cumes througn
quite powerfuily i1s the women's movement in Germany of that period, especially in
contrast to the German Social Dwmmocracy on the war. There is no doubt that the

way in which you pese this creates an area for rich research by serious revolutionaries,
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. Having said that, I want to concentrate my comnents on what sSeems to ma to be
the major thrust of the chapter, and what enables you to link ‘yesterday, today and
tomorrow® Jn women's liberation. It Is revolution -- as passionate activity, as a
measure ~f man/woman relation, as the determiriate of form cf organization, and per-
baps most difficult of all, revolution as phibsophical preparation for revolution.

. ©One can feel within all vour chapters on Luxemburg that revoluticnary passion
~ of her being. - Luxenburg as the paramount representative of that expression you
often quote fxom Marx on passion being the "striving after” something., The linking
' of passion and vevolution in the person of Luxemburg will be a dimension that should
‘draw a response from within the women's movement, where society has always helittled
woren's passion. Will socialist-feministe catch the full dimension of passion when it
-1s linked to revolution in such a personality as luxemburg? *
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Most stﬁking for women's liherationists seeking a link to revolution will be your

two discussions on the man/woman relation and revolution, I'm referring to Luxemburg
and Jogiches as you took ‘them up, first in. “Before and After the 1905 Revolutien," and
then ‘again in "Women's Liberation, Then and Now." What had struck me when I read Before
and After was that the guestion of love and revolution was no simple question of which
side of the barricades you were on. ILuxembury-and Jogiches were on the same side and
yet aftox 1905, although both were active revoluticnaries, the separation was there. .
.To me it was not that Luxemburg loved Jogiches less, it was that there was & new measure
to the man/woman relation -- that of revolutien. It became the way in which you had
to look at man/woman, not just in genaral, but in your own life as well, In the 1905
chapter all of this was for the most part hinted at,

In the new chépter, you confront the relation directly (pages 7-9). It does become
so important not reduce it to a question of trhngles, even if they existed, For as
you nate, the question is then really only evaded. Is it now Luxemburg's attitude toward
revolution, and thus her attitude to Jogiches? And doesn't that say something to today's
women's liberation movement, where, if I am nct mistaken, you av~ asking them not to
forget their attitnde to men or to a man, but te make sure that the measure, the cround
for that attitude, is always a revolutionary uprooting of this society, and seeing
what man/woman relation would come out of that uprooting. It is attitude to objectivity,
to even one's lover, through attitude to revoiution,

Each of the first chree sections are gquite moving, Where I felt some incomplete-
nesc still wos within zection 4, "The New Coatributions of Today's Women's Liberation
Vovement," On page 17 and 18 the relation of history and today did not quite flow, When
it comes to the concrate beginning on page 19, the difficulty 1 found was that it diga‘'t
feel that we were within the new of the last half decade, but stil) further back, with
fthat you had taken up in 1973, The problem here really involves our own attitude to
revolution, our cthecretical preparation for revelution. Have the Hews & Letters
Women's Likeration gropps reallv uxpurlencd]Lhu latter nalf of the 19705, not alone in
activities, but in the battle of ideas in suck a manner that theg could convey to
you what Lhe last half of ihe decade has or has noi brought forth in the women's

movement? I think that if there had been the experience in grappling with all the
dﬁﬁi that had been caming forth, and a ferling of compulsion to communicate that
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experience, to make a summation, to draw a balance sheot for you, then, with

their contribution to the chapter, tmk the form of tha+ szction could be quite differ-
ent.‘\The:theoretical_preparation for revolution that You are questioning with 3 kosa
Luxembirg, 15 one that extends to ourselves very forcefully,

Finally on the question of form of organization, I feel the need for that
discussion, but I believe the transitien (gg@é“?d) zecdef to be reworked, Perhaps
is has to do with %11 of section four and THat ‘tnb doesn't yet see flowing ont the the
actlvitles and thoudhts of today's women's movement the compulsion toward new form of
organization, ‘ &
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