To Surenne, Editor of w1, Page in N&L, and Diane, Chalirwoman of
Detroit WL-NELC (Coptes to Wl Committaoa)

NOV. 8. 1983 '

' Dear Suganne and Diane:

. g LD | u:derahnd th:: t&m will gg ? Detmithtm-ﬂ&l.
nesting thig wesk regarding the @, 8 hard when someone
B&X rescte to an immedigte problem -i’:g-a.nd I ayself reacted that way
to owrrant issue - to remember that that single question ig not
what the lian-Narxian conception of “concrete® isy Conorete ig
not the vidual but the concrete total. And that demands that
eritique &{s not attack, is not against gn individunl, and requires
as into not only original source, but direction of the Subject's
, , Here &8s what I mean concretely:s 1) The specific
' ' & issue made me see how love of revolution
still persiets in leaving out phil oi revolution, though that
is our aheolute original distinctive, geparable, 1980-ish, as
vall as .elens Meraxigt-Humanigt contribution. I wag going to
conclude, in sing that col 8 g00d that Adrienne Rlch

.tﬂimu t b

revolution, called "focoisnm™ and Debray*

“Loader Maximus® ag that ner t!p' of _ )
revolution®, it is necessary to be bothk more -

‘Hore comprehensive on what ig, precisely, a mocial
tho the very title of the column *woman ‘as
8x te 4 that philosophy is decipiva.
. fact that I suspect that radical
fLLEm, in hoth Adrienne Rich, whonm the colunn praised, and Anne
Dworkin, whom the colimn rejected, have more in common with ench
other than either has with Harxist-Humans am,

.o (2) Instead of, asm yet, writi; 8 RY on this, I thoughts
Gess that's fantastic, because the author @6 this column is the
very one who wrote abaolutoﬁ one of' the beat articles dwring pre-
convention discuseion, in whioh she so tightly connected lshor and
' losophy,. 211 the vay from 1950 to 1983, in all of ny writ;nfq.'j
ukﬁtor &ran t_cd.-,%;‘;a %I:gimea.nf liu!.losoph and womorgs'y b;u-
' ' 0 o
ot S5t B 1Rhy Racsianie SRR ke
. n?' -Doesn @0t everyone and not jus e co ~
Rn‘sf-'.tm't it true-that the d{rterontial hes counted, not . . .
hisotorically between 19,})1 and 20th centuries, but as if §t werg
& question of i{ndividual®
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Franviw, by the time I asked those quesilons, my
answer to myself was not only that it is necessary to understand the
difference betwesn attuok and critique, and not only is it not e
queation of an individual but the whole *¥I Committees, hor even
& queation of a single column or a gingle page but that I have

seriously questioned the WL, page ever since Roan Luxemburs, Yomen's
' omophy _of Revo on was published '

an eoxpacted a very diffaerent, a mogt fundsmental, development
of the page to result, but did not see it. So, if I may, I want to
take up Just the title, itself, of my book,

- < wag Cor=

Roea_Luxembupe ws
tainly both individual and universal, truly of owr age when it comes
Yo no meparation of individual and universal, from whomiwe still have
lots t0 learn == and yet, and yet, i{Zn°t it a fact that we mlso cri-
ticize her fundenm y because it was the 1/2 way dislectic, not
the full dimlectic, and not only on. the National ‘Question but aleo
on.t'lzg‘__hqgt Twidansntal®oconomic™quention , the dccumulation of Capital.

o v : » both the newness and the historic
.unl,%umﬂu PP. 100-101, singles that out: Aind yet, fun't it a Zact
the' entitling one of, chaptery “The Task That R"’ﬂéﬂ’ to be
Dong™, we focus FMMINERY Bphnomptw HARRNHENEE - and” their own
. origins, esepoielly the fact tha? whether it S8 the 19th or 20th
" cen‘%tn‘y.,. they have not fully comprehended the Black dimension as X

- Subject?imNamEl- And they certainly fail to understand what is

. hlg == the historic difference bvetwaen the 19th and 20th =~ .

' centuries, which should mean in their case, not trying to view a
Rpsa Iuxemburg as if she is a 20th century "personality” ss an
individaal even though she cartainly léved her life as both indi-
vidaul and universpl in e Voﬁlmtmiatie form. If ever I .mget a
vomen’s Liberationlst who really hae dug into the depth and famifi-

cations, Munmw. of understanding both the 1905
Revolution. and the 1907 break with Jogiches, singling out the moment
OPYS B A 2 et s M AL MAD v 20 @& she sald “I am only I, oncd more,

. since I. have “free of g Leo¥, aB well as why, in the midst
of tiorld Wer I she called upon Penthesilea, I would be most pleasant-
ly surpriged. B

m&mmmmmﬂ. IHE tnue, original -«
hiatoric-philosophic-still-to-b ggg?ed-out-newneas == humaniem of

' “"Karxzism, which extended to WNXX ret now live in, has not even
baen touched by mahy of us. It seoms to me that we have hardly
got beyond how nuch more freedom the Iroquois women have as sgeinst
capitalistic type of patriarchy. If ever there was a time whan
coneretization is an absolute imperative, and & challenge to all.
origlnal,--thlnklnga(it certainly is a fact that EN is "onlﬁ"‘. notes .
tha 219808 interpretation comprehensively ), this le. that
timme. o But.it cannot ever be reecched il we keep WL in a deparate

compartment from philogophy of revolution,.

Now what has all this to do with your next meoting? Per-
hapas only a warning not to think that taking up the WL page by

itself and for itmelf when even your national confarence haf not
been !‘oglomd through as & new point of devarture, though Diane cer-

tainly ralsed the question. In ¢ word, Jjust make gure that what you
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discuns ig congidered no more than som

ething for the immedimte
the gense of the November issue and

the Decomber, which i{s the
Ianfaono for 1983, leaving a really serious discussio

There will, after all,

Yom'l.

Raye




