Aupust 16, 1978

Lear Stephen Eric Bronner,

Thank you very much for sending me the Lﬁtgegs of Rosa Luxeme
ggig which are sumly the most comprehensive o ldaction In the &ne
glleh language and will answer a prewding heed, not only from the
¥men'& Liberation Movement who are now et the crosesroads and are
searching for more fundamsntal answers, but also fromscholars

in 2he goneral fleld of European history, Your refiectiont on
Rosa will help them wads throurh 250 pares of letters or multi.
tudinous questions, :

Sirce I do not know whether you alresdy have a putlisher

vho has acqepted the nanuscript as igy, or whether ysu congider
thiz still epen %o change, { wili be brief with my critigue.
what I minged most 1ms dimlactics, that is to say, that your come
montary didn't ceem to ¥low out of these letters, MNaturally I
do not mean that you havc o agree with Rosa®s views, or that
wur egeay needs to be limited to the lettors. You correctly .
. 8t=e38 the Tact taint you wlgh to present her ns a’ total person,
- not ‘meparating the political and.social views from ths parsonal ,
life, or keaping each azpect of hner life'compartmentalized.‘,Eut ‘
{for ihat very reamon, it .appears to me, there shouldn’t be this
immadiate’plunge on_your ‘pert to yewr own views before you pra- -
s2nt. that total human being. It seemed to mo scmething as simple
ue’ transposing certain sentences fram other eactione wonld ace
quadnt the reader with hosa., TFdr example, Jf after your second
paragraph (p.viil%) you use the last 2 sentences of p.ix; when
‘Rosa gaye “1, tos, am a land of boundless poseibilities,” and .
| Parhaps aven the last raragraph on p.xiii, you would not Bpoil
the mequence of youir own thoughtas, end yet have the roader not
feol that he/she doesn't krow Rese.,. ) i

- May I ssy that I belleve such minor papses in style are due

to major downplsying of Rosa's role as theoretieian? Take p,xxxi,
“The plane of absiruct theory meant very 1little +o Rosa Luxemburg."
How can one say thate-and use the youthful word, "always,"™ which

By generatlon would avoid like ‘the plague-=when her wnrk»gg;%g?ig;

svolut 7 was absolutely the mosgt profound answer to Rernatein‘s
tavisloniem,; whether it was Plekhanov ar anyone of that recosgnized
"theoretical" stature who was the author of the attack on reformism?
Or how c2n one say that of the author of Accwnulation of c5n5t5%7
(I happen to dissgree with her views and wrote qulte a8 sharp cri-
_ tique of it, but that can't take away the orlginality of the work.)
And how can you posaibly gay, (at leaut say without mentioning that
Luxemburg thought 1t was her greatest work) that her Anti-Criaiqus
was an "occaslonal pamphlet"? I know what ou meai, She was an
activist, a revolutionary, very concerned with concrete work rather
than abstract writings, and every man from Nettl to Dick Howard
hae taken advantape of that woman of action to downgrade her theo-
ratical grasp, But, neither ths men ror Rosn herself can be taken
as the Jjudze of har writinge. History doee that, and it would be
wise for a eritic to leave the question open,
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. ) gﬁgg I loved your section on Rose in prigon. fThere you
. -4 grg were both lyrics) and objactive as well as showlng insicht
N o 2898 into hor thought and 1ife, - Put how can you go from that,
M 3 o ™3 more or les: to a summation, without aithar taking in the
N 2 8 Bok German Revolutlon or her death? Surely it isn®t enowgh merely
o B ESHO . 45 have mentloned that sle was & martyr; that, 400, can be
B8 Eg . g deprdening unless ona sees why she was very nearly "pausive”
9 e Gt on the question begause. ms she put 1t, "revolution is mapni-
g gﬁE;’ flcent, all alge iz biige,"
oo _
q;' @ 3y I ~180 say that in ors cass I thevght your remark
i 8 20 Was gratultour? I'm roferring to p.xliii on her cholea of
. U

frienda deing “arhitrary and oftun petty.” I'm surs {that

each one of um may Jook arbitrary In our crolce of friends

%0 #oneons who haaz r very different estimate of the perrons
involved, but Roen ratty? I rememter reading ¢ne of her

lattera to Diefenbach-~I don't remembar whather You inelude

it or not-~where she apologizes for having been rude and une
$hinking to. 2 comrade whe turnad out to be vary frest, Vhere=
upon she adds that perhape it wes 2 resction to nis not being
able to stand women who ‘are ag active as she was, And ch, those
magnificent lettare to Maihilde Wurm! 1In any cage, couldn't you -
%3y "seemed %o be srbltrery” and eliminate the word "often" %afore
"petty.”  Indaud, why not cut out that 1agt word sltogether, ‘
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.. Now, as to tha letiers themselves. It ceems tc e that you
cannot throw. that many letters at the readar without some indice-
tien of subjects, or higtorie perioda, or some sort of division,

. 80 “that the reader need rnot read everything at once, but rather
chose betwesn what he/she would rathor look at first. I have 5 or
6 suggestions, guch as pp.l=32 could be Ross enters the (erman scene;.

- PPe33-62; which afier all begins a new century and dessrves a se L
rotlon, hut besides which 19060-1905 ia a true watershed., The third

part, pp.63=90, would be @ magrificent section on her arrival on

the geene in Poland during the 1905 ravolution, {Oh heavens, I

forgot the very ramark that hurt ma mogt and was absolutely uncalled

for, when you say on psxviil that "stung by the challenge" from

v, Friedrich Naumann who saild she was sltting safely in Cermany

. wWhile the revolution wan €oing on in Russla and Poland, she "left

immedlately thereafter for Warsaw." That is fantestict! To think
<hat Rose; & revolutionary, the one who hed changed ner vhole 1ife
and presented her theory of goneral stelke, who sat in many pricons
very nearly "happily” just because sha was sc full of hatred for the
syatem, that she preferred thet to any kowtowlns to ecapitallsm,
would have gone on the vasism of a remark by a liberal??
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Pp., 91=119:
couldn®t that be a new section on the question of either the penaral
atrike or the Morceco orisis, or the break wlth Karl Kautsky, or

the mingling out of Clura Zetkin? Section 5s therefore, pp.120=
156 cauld go on further to take in not only the eve of WWI but her
atay in vrieon and Junius pamphlet. Or you could have & new part 6
and conclusion whether or not you take in certaln points on the Jerw
mon reeolution, or leave it to your commentary to deel with har death,

Yours,

Ppose Russia,
indirec
heads the Institu

e
-
parts ae done.

*heavily edit

openly o
at leas
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