S . Aucust 20, 1932
To" Wotdeh's Idberation - 'News & Tetters Committuesq
Dear Couradesi © .- e o S
! Bedng a rost conorete person, who is nevertheless always rooted in the
"three Looks, not, one ® - aspeclally the new book, Rosa Tuxemburz, Women's Tiber-
ation znd larx's Philossphy of Revolution, ahd especial pter & on "The Task) .
Wuﬂﬂg:ﬁ;o _Dane: ‘The Unique” and t&fanished Contrmfon Homén "¢
iAberation” ient” - T found I was-hot fully satiefied with the imst pape of
tImj:'ijﬁ%‘t‘;IIa“"H?ex'e"'arb‘fthe"hro additions T thought of: . . '
e T LTI A " N -l'.‘.‘,o_;.' ey L ' . . . ) . .
1 T1) Iy 4he third péragreph from-the end, which sriticizes the old cencept
of woman as “helpimate," I think wiat shouls be:added is: . .-
Y M the contrary, History pProves - a:very differsnt
1 twuth, - whether e leok. at Fehwiary 1917, where the women: wers
17 the-ores who initiated:tha. revolutiony whether we turn further ; - -
| baclk’ £n"the Fersian Revolution” of “1906<11, where:the women oreited-.: -
Vo T Ethe very' firet women's soviet: op whether we loak to our otm - o.n e
YUYz - AR 0 the: 197085 in Portugsl; where Issbel do Carmo raized the ' -..-
. 'Q e totally néw-sonnept: ofsiapartidbrismo, It 4s. precisely: because ‘
o \4 kS | women's - 1iberationists nre both revolutionary force and Reason :..
, '} that they are crucial. - It we: are to achieve success in the - -
- hew vevolutions,” we .have to .gsee. that ths uprooting of the old. 2
L\i& 'b"oltal"!i'romf'bhe gtavboers oo e oL T S

- "

'2) And in the penvltimate pavagranh, which snds with "do mot separats ..
prrac't_'._ice _from theory," ﬁa.dd.,ﬂ;g_sentenoe: R :
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(¥hieh is what Lauxerburg meant when -che -defined "being human®. as)

A Moyfully throwing your 1ife on the sealos of destiny:” - ..

- My point in making these tvo -sugwestions for Additions im that this sort
of thing rmust be in each one's mingd very nearly every time they speak an.the new
Jbook, Each one must not enly conoretize the book further, day in §¥ay out, be-

~ ‘tween’ nerr and vhen you emberk an your journeys of 'Have Thumb, Will Travel,” for
it's ‘only ‘in' that way that the projection of Rosa Luxembung, ‘Women's Iiberation -
and ¥arx's Philoso of Revolution will pesult neot only in organizaticnel growth,

but, indeed, in helping to-lay the ground for the American Revoluticn,

T F'Leﬁse disouss -this '.Leftar at your Contferencs on September 3 aftey ‘,1)'61._1
wiTl have heard Suzarme's netienal report,-Arme's Latin American report, and have
had at 1sast an hour's discussion from the floor.

.~ . Something haz struck we very strongly these days when I seem to be reading
. Worien's Liberation waterial in a truly glohal framework, from Iran to Afrlca =-
and that is that, despite the vary nearly limitlesa outpouring of multitudinous
views, it all ends up in a gingle question. The cne thing that atl seem to demand,
when they rzject our view of woman a3 Reagon as well as revolutiocnary force, is
"proof” that women are Reasaon. . Rven the reformists do seem to accept thet women -
are revolutionary force -~ but don't like. the word " revolutionary," and seem to
prefer Lo talk, instead, about how things must “change." fnd those whe do aspire
tn revolution neverthcliess seem welphted down by their own aspirations, Thoy seem
so congclous that it is the lonpest revelution even in which the. change mst hegin
‘at the very start, that they wind up fesling that since we have never had eithew
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true equality or exerclsed any sopt of leadership, there iz no hope it will ever
change, They themsclves fall into-the - trap of considering the men truly suporder,-
bt simly saving men have a lot of chances that we don't, - seems to me impera=-
tive to tell them not to make any such eonelusions wntil after they have really. .
gone through history and seen human beings as the makers of' that history,

Lo
b _

raised: new %inds ofque: tions’ S one of-which led io a separation Irom thedr own -
2oe, . whils The other involved: the’ whole question of -names, - I 'sm, of

course,” reforrihg-to Harpiet Tubman and Sojouser Truth- amd their Jifferences with:

Frederick Douglass, who had grld .that the atruggle for women's-suffrage: must be - ¢

Elven up if they were to win an The way it has been ar-

gued ever sincey - &nid Ahela D as to say fhat,Harmiet Tup-

] ' nglass. vas, right, tecauee, 4in -.

-,!/ "f,[{_a‘kq;@g.;qﬁe_étgn;_'qf@;hd the f!.vo points at vhich B‘{adi'c,‘%;omenw

burdened their fight with the
n'erralfrage. »» has:been Lo.peduee it -all to & question of - - - .
'exactly how, thgy". always y ::LLg}lsta@;b&;tg,tgj:iiquand dialecticn

e get-pedintionish and eclent: A principle; gets: Feduced to. the question of the

SLtet tactTe TEquired; and 4 the. times: prove tHAL you.gannot: go: furthex, yay

SN '/\ﬂf -'}"Eiw told 4o Porget: the: praneiplie, which dsthe ground for future.- theory,” overl
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Douglass:* waw: rightran: the quastion. of: tactic,. should.he_not have satd {if he had

/',ﬂ_uzl_:s_!'-.h.sa;n.ssyf_an’d:’ghm:gmig@;gm;p;_mﬁtm;_gg_aomer.,mruwehad -made)s "While we~

©cannot ke’ for [ that at thisi&(mome‘nt;:-léff.ﬁf'mke'.sur_c. to include: that, as the principle

ve will fight Torendiwilh never retreat: from, . Indeed, we ourselves: rust dive deep-

. er into 'What:i% s the women ®mie demanding,’ which invelves a total view of the rela-

" ngt;‘bgf:;fé- thére aren®t dogens ‘op-even ‘hndreds.more,: from
H
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/ 3!!% only of “slavery tincs, let-thenm péag the latest vritings: from-téday's Frene
’ '

- by Christine Delphy, 34" Feminist Yssues.)

re question of. the vote,! |

tion 7100 years laterd ) - -

e N A N ORI
gting a few examplas
» 502 239. to! 1848; from
1848 to("I8 "t-'rbm--‘.‘l.a?fl."'t;o@.%)ﬁr and even-when we have no-revoluticn, as in the
1232_.‘3, re was Ding Ling vhe saw what happened to the voren revolutionaries who

,Tha't',_ no deubt, is‘_sp‘sculati'm - but tht"l I am 6n'i;: lq

-became the wives of leaders, calling th I""the Noras who cafi¢ homé:" - Ah, what
7. gréut dia% ¢t1¢ thereots dn "that eney ‘and What-a eritique of the leadership from

- .
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..+ OF také  the .gdmple question of Sojéurner Truth's name, If you deal with 4t
only ag.s biogrdphical note, .you can even rake ‘a. beautiful pleture -of YAin't.T ..
Woman?” “ang -think wou hdve ‘eaptured ‘therhistorie moment,  dave you?;-Poetry may. .
not te as mieh of & reducticnism as ‘tactics; but it, too, is 4a.narrowing of theé -
totalization needed, of not just being anti-male but establishing freedom. In
both-gagsds ,rthen 1t is not left as’a matter of what is. "reéalistic" at:a.specific
motient, or-a ‘matter of “the supeériority of lanpusge, it can be seen as- a quention 5\
of vhat it signifies as Acason at.each’stage. of freedosm,:: + @ - . - . Ea ( A
: (If anyone thinks T
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‘and sec whether they have got anyuhere further than the question of language", ﬁr, N
that 4s, getting 1id of all male connotations to make it truly women_'q mmlzez;.;a-; \g ;,‘.

¢« Yot will find that 'yhen it comes to principlesy. they-are totally-deperdent<on—the \*,A' v

male -analysts, even 1héh they re jeot “those 1like Freud and Lacany beeanse- they \follow © -‘f.'\
their princivles, noricthcless, See”"omen's Liberation in francer The Tenth Yeapr® %—‘:j/

' Tet's movEl tota’ differént peried, the freatest In Marx's ‘time -= the-Papis
Communes- - (lars cértainly practiced his’ concepts of ‘worien's Libération, dncluding.-
autoromy, and didn't leave out the questionof ‘individuality when-he sent Dmitrieva
to Paris, But; insidc the Geyman Soclal-Democracy over three decades later,
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wagn't it a fact thot Iuxemburg met with mope than a whiff of male-chauvinism --
and fron the very people who vere the "leaders” on vomen's liberation? (The two
8.dn tfxts' for the. so-ealicd !-I’)on:ap Question were Rebel's Weman and Soglaliem and
Bigela’ ordgin of the Family. ) she fought ali right, but she fought it as an in-
@ividuai woman lesger vho was being discriminated Against, and who definitely .
'showed them she wouldn't stand fop it. How does that helpWomen's Liberation, as a
movement? It doesn't. “hich doesn't mean that today's WIM doesn't have very mich
to gain toth from hey feminist dimension (whether she was consclous of it or not)
and from the dialzctiecs of the oluss struggle, the General Strike, the revolution.
When I soy thut her attitude didn't help the movement 4in hep period, I mean that a
‘8ingle person, no matter how great, no mattor how original, no matter how much she
Lived her owm 1ife, simplr proved she was "different" «- as if all women didn't
aspire to such freedom, [iug, that magnificent expression: "I am only T since I am
free of Leo”, mizsed entering history, What ig worse, for the history of ‘her own
period, is that without having seriously worked out the dialectic of Subject, she
did ot see that ithe wemen in the anti-yar movement were thepe ag revolutionary
Reason, as ground and essence of vhat d4d become the Germsn Revolution,

. [ - REEY .
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., Take also that magnificent invosation of Penthesilea, Think how great and
tradictory is that returr to the queen of the Amasons at the hedght of the fight .
gainst the imperinlist war, the fight for revolution, and the demand to put your-
o K2 80lf an the scales of destiny for creating o new, truly humn society. She surpassed
WA/ 81l others ‘in raiging the question of continuing democracy, revolutiomary denseracy,
& alter the conquest of bower, In thet, tso, whether she ‘recognized it or not, the
Question of woman as Reason was certainly involved, i ‘

It 'is the task fop this age to work out what has been raised, not only
‘ ~tut Yy Laxrl Mars, -The maturity of our age is marked. by three charac-~
teristics: 1) The'uniquencss of today's WIM is that it has reised the question of
male- chauvinispy ri, ;

orisis sinece the Depression, the new categery
of the Thind World, and the most total orisis of all, the threat of muclear var;
3) We cannot, therefore, veduce thig passlon for philosophy to the type of reduc-
tionism that has apprarcd at the height of today's WIM -- and by height I mean the
one represcnted by Sheila Rowbotham, who is both revolutionary socielist and appre-
cletive of woriting women, but nevertheless reduces it all to "an organizing prine-
ciple,” - :

T We must insist that what is necded is & philosopiiy of revolution instead
; oL the Party-to-lead, even i€ thnt calls 1tself tho'brganizing prineiple."” vhat
Karl Marx d4d that none others had done was to pose the question of the tétal up-
rooting which is needed, and to give us the ground for seeing womar as Reason and
A J/hot, only as revolvtionary force., It is this which e must project and concretize,
The itask thet remains to be dene begins with "Have Thumb Will Travel" and doesn't
end wntil we have made the ground for the American mevslution,

Tours,
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