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" pear Com. Honeycut:

rey 1 enpage you in corresnonience on the subject
of Roga Tuxemburs sincs the attempts to pet : dlsloFue going once I h
read your work on Clara Zetkin didn't work «wut? Yar from the my preat:
er intersst in Rosa peing the reason ior my disappoint in your :
varely mentining hor, 1 was actually wondérings how you could separate
the two grent revolutionaries, 3urely, it wran®t meademia requiring
that your subjest, Clara, be the whole, and surcly you wouldn't
think that bacause Clars was directly involved in Women's Liberatiocn
would exclude consideration of Rosa. That is to sa)y, your decicion
to d6 what you Aid must be grounded dialectically, and i¢ is this

- which I would like, if mey, probe.

: . ~ The greatest gap, i+ seems to me is In the very :
differing attitudes to philosophy and revolution. The other day, in
varaading;something on Hosa, I noted that the women®s Movement had

‘decided To have a speclal celabpetion for Clara and disregarded
© Rosa's. eugzestion that. since Clara loved Greek ohilosgophy, & certain

work ba giver to her: thoy decided; inctead, on & nedallion. At the

same tima’ writers like Roland-Hosd %think that becauvee kosa was the
greaﬁer'theoretlcian. that she felt Clara’s friendphip a burdeh. ;.

Beth attitudes ere entirely wrong and where we could make the L "
o

. i
“greatest contribution would show & dialectical ‘relationship betwee

the ‘two on the queetion of theory to prevolution, and theory to
women's lliberetion, and theory to rerganization®, be it Party or

‘sutonsmous groups 7t ‘appears inconcelvable to me that either Clara
_would bring up only the question of women's rights, or Rosa would = 8
he interssted only .in theory, or only in proletariat, and not at aill

in women. - Take the person that zll had thought was &0 freat on
the "Woman Quection“w-Bebel--and haw male chauvinistic he Lecane
onze Rosa had her on visws on general strike, on revolution, on
imperialism, Surely, Clara both learned a lot from Rosa, and Rosa:
a- 1ot fram her. Why, thenm #id the deeper relatlons hetweon. the
twe not interect you sufficiently yo do more than mention’ it,very
nearly in passing? -

. - by work on Rosa ig not only on her, The topic

will probably bes SERISH, POLITICS AND REVOLUTION: Rose Luxemburg
and her agets Women's Liberation and our age. The Movement in each
case will be &s great a determinant ae philosophys in fact I conslder

_paagon andrevolution ingeparablet when they are separated they

bring about aborted revolutions and stultified thought.The fact that
Marx‘s "New Forces, New pagsions” las always been interpreted only

as preletariat instead of concretizing them as youth, women, Black
dimension-~or whatever the minority happens to he in whatever countirs
cannot mean that we must forever remain at the abstract level.
collectivity, too, has been complefely misunderstood as if it relate .
to property only instead of self-determination of ideas.

. wWhere have you gotten with your work in regpect to
formulating it in form of book? Do you ever get to petroit? 1 wi’
probably be in KY on my lecture tour in Feb,,but I would 15ke %o h
frem you now, I do not have your addrese, 8O will mend this via
Anne in RY, but here is my home address: :




