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S Ny Peer Sheilal Rowbothams -, LT L i
o R R back wheri you were in ‘the Bay Apsd’ and you ‘gave a frien
. of nind-your London 'sddress I doant to ‘write ‘to you. - In Zact, I wante
Yo writs to you ever wince WOMENLT RESTIEYANCE,: AMD REVOLULIGN ‘was pube
1ighedy - Buy the love-hdte rolationship with you wiom I have never mot
induced by oppreaiacion oz your ‘aericug historic work on ‘women's
1ideration ggied.”but walghted ‘down by what T consideréd your
supsiroilious attitude to Marx's new continant of thought and yvour tote
diersgerd of Hosa Luxemdurg, kept me from trying to eatablishta relas-
tionehiy between us. What finglly has decided me to write toiyou is
your recent interviuw in Zocialist Review, where {our emphasic on the }
oren~neey of ‘organlzation vou favor sounde suffic ently like my opposi

tion to the concept of the vanguerd party to lead,"t

-t I2t's nee whather tou will be interasted in corrasponding
with me on the workein-prograss I am projecting on Rosa Luxamburg. -
It wan to have been called Rega Luxemburg and Todey's Women'n
L;ygigzigasggggggni. rot because there ie any ciract conneqtion, but

precisely bazansa today's women liberationists have not showy great -

‘adncern ahout that great revolutionary--very nearly all the works .
en her are wrltten by men-~-though she has 8 ‘great deal- to say to us -

_ todsy and not enly-on revflution and againat imperialiesm but even
on women, ye€, women. {Read this letter of hers to Mathilde Wurm
whoae husband was among those who betrayed; "X awear to you,let me:
oncs get out of prison and I shall hunt and disperse your qompany of
einging todds with trumpets, whips -and bloodhounds--1I wanted to eay
like Penthksilia, but then by God you ars no Achilles, Had anough
of my New Year'se greeting? Then mee to it that you remain a human
baing., 7o be human mweane throwine one's 1ifs *on the sesalos of
dqat%ny' if need be...") '

‘ But I have had coneiderable difficulty with the wriging
since I disagree with a great many of her theories, especially on
the Kational Question, and alaso on her most important theoretical
work, jAccumulation of Capital. fThe more I grappled, however with
her thesis "Tre revolutlon ia magnificent; all else is biige", the
deeper became its connecticn with Marx's Theory of Revolution, and
the minute I made that as the 3rd phrase on the book, and things
began 1o fall in place. That is to say, the boolk then becomes, in my
mind in any case, a work on KL end WL that i3 no way separated from .
what 1a the burning question for all: the realization of Marx's
theory of revolution for our times. If you too ses thege zubjects
in eny such way, may T expact to haer from you?

Yours,

*Opposition to the concept of the "party to lead” was the very first topic I

Bught with Tony C1iff on in 1947 when I was in Englend on way 10 a congrese

of the Fourth International I had rejoined and be ing given khe right to Sl
present the theory of state-capitalism. I would ne the only with that poaltion JNENEEE
even in that year and since Tony was working out the sume thesis I had first '
projected in 1941, I asked for his help. He refused on the basis that my Vo
“civing up" the theory of vansuard party permitted no ground for our collabora- K
tion and, moreover, his thesis, which was not yet completaed, would be quite
different from minem more "objective.” I was then the hyphenated part of the
Johhson-Forest Tondency, and no doubt CINJ was considered the great one, not

'me. In fairness to C1iff, I will add, that, though I had been working on

the "Woman Question” for some yesrs then, I waen't in any wa{ releting it to

male chauviniem in  +the Movement. Iut it all came back to mind in that form

lzgst year when I happened to have met come 1Sers in Oregon, and in the dis-
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cussion on the Portuguese Revolution I criticized TC's analysis which
had not go much.as bothered to montion that the very organization they .
thought most rayolutionary, PRP/HR, was headed by e woman, much less zive!:
her name her personalitys.Isabel Bo Carmos was it bocause she espoused

o darlmio? Yo my surprise, they answered ‘In the most offhand manner

P oo PR AT T g:n.tm:th-lngmﬁu& Topy CALEL dm the.biggest male chauvinisty

* ‘H&M'Fﬂs-. new ;hat, ., I ‘angwapsd that Lf one acknowledged mele

¢ reohauvinisn i our organizatiope~Newa & Letlers Commltige-~he would be
e:m:{ldd .alnce, the Constitution of Marxist Humaniets llsts that as 1 of

auns for .axpulsions the other 2 .baing qpposition ‘to

, c’!._ejl -struggle .and Bjacl Dimangion. I walked out,
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