ROSA LUXBMBURG AND WARK'S FHILOSQFHY OF #E VOLUI‘.I.UN

A Presentaticn by Raya. Dunayevskaya Glven at Wayne State Unilversity
Internatbnal -f azn's Day, March 8, 1999 .

Gocd evening. What a magpificent day %o hold an International Women's Day
celebration. It's the Tranlan women who decidsd that the way to celetznte today
wng to have a2 demomstration in opposition to Khomelnl trying to send then back to
the veil., That, in fact, not snly starts the second chapter of the revoiution that
ovarthrew t"m Shah, but puts a *odayress on' the fact that we are golee to roll
hiatary back 32 years -- we come tu today t¢ begin with -~ in crder o show mu
the very greatest of ihe Interna.tinnal Homan's Day celetrations: the Russlan
Revelution, the Five Days that topplud tsarism, And ln order to really fesl that
tﬁ‘.s intercomaunication between the ages uas an in-percon type of ‘mowledge and
activity today, I want you to meet three very magnlficent women, and about four
revolutions, and one Anerican genersl strike, )

The first woman iz Rosa Luxemburg, Note that it is not-a photograpn, ;t is
& self-portralt. And 1% 1s not to show that she was an artfst (she was 3 good ' ‘ona,
but she considered it a ‘aobby). But it iz in oxder ic show that she herself, and .
only sha, and the counter-revclution. . de'"stood ¥ho she was, That is why they we-
A aEa mn - - ey oo, cked her down, shot her, beheaded her,
threw her into the river and then let her xot -- it was th-ee weeks before they
found her ~- in orcex to behead.the 1948 Aevolution,

Her colleague and elder was Clara Zetkin. T want you tc know that Clara
Zetkin imew Loulse Micheile,  Louise Michelle was the Ereatest r-avolu"!'.innar;f in
Marx's day. She was not only a leader of the Paris Commune, but she was the only
one of those that were sent to exlla who, vhen she was there and there was an up-
rising of the Polymasiuzns -- even the Communards said that rea.lly 15 Tackwards
compared- to France -- she was with them.

How compire this plcture with uhatff‘%ggglczlly tourgecis, Clara Zetkin,
But the difference is that this is the plcturs the cops took while she was in
prison (and that is when we try to’ look very ourgeols. )

That in itself -~ those three women -~ get us to be from Marx's day, the
greatest revolutlon of his day, 1871, the Faris Commune; tiuro rough the fivsi great
mass movenent of women in Germany that Clara Zetkin o*ganized, to the fact that
tha Triangle shirtwaist workers wers locked out ﬁﬂ sympathy nith ther, thera
was the Uprising of the 20,000 wonen marching in New York, And they were ihe ones
that declared that Mareh &, 1908, was Women's Tay,




"hat Zetkin did the next year ¥as to zake 1t International Wnen's Tay,

She bLrought that fact vy to the Seconq International (cn 2ceount of how every-
body was a2 Second Internaticnalist) ang declared 14 tn be ap International
Woren's Dny so that both the struggle Tor tha B-hour day, for equallty for women,
and for outright revolution ware joined in a way that will lead us to what it was
that heppaned 62 years ago, And this intercommunication betweau the ages will
show that, at one and the same’ time, we want o show tha relevarce for today,

and yet show that ulesa there 15 a continulty of history with that new continent
of thought which Marx had dimcovered, we are going t& have a 1ot more soured

revolutions rathey then zuccessful revolutions,
L 8 + " *

#hat bappensd 62 years 2go this very day? It was a very, very miserable 2ay
in Russia, There Va8 & war gning on. There Were not only‘béd c.onditiohe of lalor,
and especially s¢ for woren, ‘but there was atarvation, there wag an lapsrialist
¥ar, thers was inflation .- ajl the things you think that ave todsy, And so the
women gathered to¢ celabraie == Or 80 all the revoluticiary men thought — Inter-
netional Yomen's Day, There was only one triak in the gaze, They weren't coning
foxr cale‘bmtio:;, They ¥ere-coming to try +d make their o revslution, So they
‘made & motion that in'.':,teaq of sitting in thelir rgon celebrating; -they bettar da-
clare a strike; the textile workers would go out on strike,

Here 13 what happoned with ali these &reat thecmticiana, especially male
thearsticians, The Bolshaviks, the Mensheviks, the Zoctal Revolutdonaries, the
anarchista -- every tendency you can think of -- gsatd to the womens lock, you
obviously don't know anything, You don't know how horzitle tsardsy tg {as if
the women HWeren't suffering!), They will mow You down, S0 we suggest that yeu
Juat celebrate this day and go back to work the following day, The women said
6, we are not going back to work, Sg the decision not to g0 hack to work wag
the firat day of what would becoue a spontineous and great uprising, as against
all the politiezl tendencles who Ware telling tham what to do.

When they began to march the next day and not to report to work, and everybody
was saying + they found that they were suddenly 20,000 and not just a rew
hundred in a march, The housewives, the prostitutes -- everyone who ims not a
worker and who was a worker rarchad in this rarticular time,

At the same tina -- that way the secong day -- the women said, we really
shoudn't be alone, and they iddressed a letter to the metal workers, The greatest
3olshevik netalworker was Shiyapnikov, He way the head and wag ope of those who
had been telling them, don't march, you'll be mowed dokn. 3But onee he racelved the
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letter, he sald, we can’t leave the women to take it themselves und we better
Join them. So Ly the third day they bocame 50,000. They didn't even have a
leaflet, {The Bolsheviks mimeograph machine didn't work)

What happened a¥ thal moment was that they were facing the cossaks and the

. quBstion was, are they going to shooct? It is true that the minute the Bolshavike
joined, toey wore arvested, so there was a hundred people back in jail. But the
womeri, 2nd the men this time, continued, and one said, let's tell them rot io

shoot ug. They are olur hrothers, we we are theirs, and why should they be in

this war? That 1s one of the veiy, very beautiful passages in Trotaky's History
of tha Russian Revolution, when he describes how peculier szpontznelty and aetlvity
works when it is actusl revolution that is unfoldirg, because the particular sctlon
was that a women was crawling under the beliy of the horss. She came up to the
cossak and sa:hi don't shoot. 4And that was true -~ they didn't shoot at that moment,
' Whole bunches of soldiers came over and joined, That's when they got their orders
to shoot — '.‘.hey'we:e Just Tinishing the fourth day aad the fifth day, and there
was the Revolution, It wag too late,because the minute they h2d sald to shoot,

net only the fact }'.ha.t th2 ‘soldiars had come over, tut they themsolves had arms,
neant that the revolution had begun.

Here 1s an act of history, where for hundredsof years the mlsercble tsarist
empire had existed and oppressed, and new it was in a world Har, No one yet bad
any way of knowing or even thinking what would happen. In Lenin's good-bye %o
the 3wiss workers as he was returning afier this happened, he sald, I don't know
whethex I will live to see thes revolution, but you youth meke it. So-how can Lt
be when something that great happens, they say...it was like this: the women didn't
really know what they were doing. They were uncemscious. After all, we all krow
that February is not November, and it Wl took all the way to November bafore you
got a soclal revelution and not just the cverthrow of the Tsar.

It's absolutely true that Febrilary is naot November. There was still April .
to come when Lenin would re-arm the Party, cnd #m# there was still a counter-
revolution to hapven -~ Xornilov, 3ut Lf February 1s not MNovember, :efihex
could November have havpened if it hadn't been for February. And not only that.
Supposing that we sald it wasn't conscious., They didn't have a program! it
ceRtalnly wasn't yet the November Revolution. Please tell me how dees it happen
when even though Feormuary wasn't llovember, you are happy to say that 1905-06
wag the dress rehersal for Noveaber, 1917, 12 years latzz? And vhy do we still
get very little of Rosa Luxemburz?




The Fifth Congress of the Russian Sgcial Democxatic Party was considering
the evolution. , It's 3in London, 1507, They'va lost the 1905-06 Kesolution.
And every tendency ia aresent because the Revoiution did push the Mensiheviks,
) tha‘Bolshévﬂ.ks, the Social Revolutionarles, the Buad, the Poles and Trotsky
together. Thals is the only existing document, (It is still not translated to
thle day, and it's very herd %o get in Russian too,) in which yolbave a tendency,
an ability to ces whai has bappened in the thought of the people who had Jjust
* been in the revolution. What are they saying, how are they preparing fox the
next, or do they feel defeat?

N'.::t oaly has this never been translated, but to the extent that you do have

1%, it 1s, for example, Trotsky reproducing himself, and lenin, only 1f you read
. the Collected Woxks ~- Vol. 12 in the Selected Works, Ore-snd-z-hilf pages is
all there 1s on this Congress, and that 1s #n excerpt of the resolution. that vas-
passed. Now we'll go into i:a::'h of 1%, ('l'hia is from an East European Marxist-
Humanist who xeroxed these three speeches of Rosa Luxemburg which will apprear
as an appendix to ny bcok.) I vant to begin with une of the paregraphs of wh."a.{
Resa Luxenburg said in order to take into consideration not only what 1t meant .
nn-.'l is relevance for today, but what they, in turn, thought was thoir juwping off
point, the 1848 revolutlon. ~ You see, we never get very far away from Marx,

The Russian Revolution (she's talking about 1505; in 1906 she was throwm

into Jail for her participation) was not se much the last sct in the

serles vl bourgeois revolutions of the 19th century; as the forerunner of

a new. serles of future proletarlan revolutions in which the conselous

proletariat and its vanguard, Social Democracy, are destined historically
te play the leading role, '

“hen they're talking about the 19th centuxy, it's not bourgeols revelution. They're
talking about 1848, It started as a bourgeols revolution, demccracy against
feudalism, That was her polnt, and everybody was talking about that, The

greatest part of the Congress is ths fact that what they were talking about

wlll show the Creat Divide between Menshevism and Bolshevism, not as in 1903 on

the question of organization, but the actual philosophy of revolution as the
Ficmshmicim theoretic preparation for the actuality of revolution. It's a vexy,
very different tallgame,

What Rosa was saying was, if you ~- 'you' meant Flekhanov, and Dan, and
all the others known as Social Democrats -- were trying to say that since it
tegan as a revolution against feudalism, and since Marx waz a paxt of that,
saying that the workers should be with the bourgeolsie to get rid of feudalism
first, that supposedly that 1¥ what they bad to do in Russia in 1905, btecause
it's a feudal tserist regime and they're going to be
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In this development, whore 1848 was so big because you do recognize the
~ continulty of history and how impo:g.-ba.nt that 15, there is sounething in 1848
" that happéned. that they dldn't consider -- but ¥s will, and we wili see that if
they d1dn't considar it then, they themselves did consider it by tha time VI
broke cut. And that's the Black Dimension and #omen's Literation, because that
same _wonderful ‘gaar was the Senecs Fnlls Convention. ’

It wasn't only the flrst women's organization., It was that., It was the

fast that the whole relationship of the Black Dimsnsion btoth to the struggle

for the shortening of the working day and to the struggle between meuy and vomen

and to ths ztruggle for the overthrow of glavery, in other wordn, prepariang for

Civil War in the U.S., was raised by women. (And again, we come to the guestion -
_ that 1f yoeu'xe L11iterate, you'rs supposed to have no fntolligence. I'n not

exnctly for 111iteracy but don't think that you can change your ,

" ) 8o the other women I want you to mpet are Sojournsx

Truth and Harriet Tulman; "

The point is that Marx, who hada't mantioned -the Black Dimension in the"
Cozmynist Manifesto 4n the 1843 revolution, began saylng 2 very new things in
the 185081, 1) on the Orient, becsuse of the %alping Revolution ard 2) on the -
Black Diménsion, that not only can labor in the white skin not ba free so long
2g labor in the Black skin is in chalzs, but we have heve an entirely new rela- '
tion of Blaeck and yellow and white., In other wo:rncis, hefore he was Eurocentered;
now he began talking vei-y differently: )

Tt is true that Luxemburg didn't mention it at that moment. Bu one of the
great geniuses of Luxemburg ls her smei], and hatred of ilmperialism. The very
first time that she gets to the great German historlc stage -- the biggest Marxist
movement -~ she's fighting reformism. But she was already thinking of variocus
.speeches whlch are actually going to be 1n_Accumulation of Capital much later.

So here is the way she divides the perlod:

Around 18§95, a tasic change occurred, The Japanese War opened the Chinwsge
dours and Europsan politles, driven owy capltalist and state lnterests, in-
truded into Asia. Constantineple moved into the Iackground. Here the con-
filots between states, and with it, the development of polities had

en extended field baefore us, The conquest and partition of all Asia became
the goal which European politics pursued, And extremexzly quick dismenberment
of China followed., At present, Persia [Tran] and Afghanistan, too, have been
attacked by Russia 2nd England, #From that, the European antagonisms in Africa
have recelved new impulses, too. The struggle 1s breaking out with new force:
Fasheda, Delagor, Madagascar. It is clear that the dismembarment of Asia ang
Africa 1s the final 1imit beyond +which Zuropean polities no longer has woom to
unfold. There follows, then, another such squeeze as Jjust occurred Lu the
Zastern question, and the Zuropean powers will have nc choice other than
throwing themselves on one another until the f{?:iod of the final crlses set In

with politics.
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And in fact, in that 1505 Revolution, as they discussed 1848, whet they
were conmscious of is that s the first time tkut the Japanese -- an Oriental
country, a 14ttle country tatiling a big‘tsa.riat empire -« won the war. After all,
that's what started the whole 1505 Bevolutlos. And on the sizge, to show the
internationalism of the proletarist, thare was Lenin shakin}'Pand of the
Japanese Marxist, to show that they had uothing whatsoever tv do with their
country.

So they were ccnsclous, and not only of that, because some of the speeches

are magpificent in relationship to what is right now happening in Iran, Wou

you think of Ixan and 0il. BRuatiam had oll then, and not Iran, and there were
. thousands and thousands of Iranians working in Rusala as oll woxkers. And‘thesa _
_thousétrds and thougands were watching these Russians in the revolution, And 'they
sa'.:l.d, that's a g:ma.t idea, wo should do the same thing, And they came “hack
and overthrew the Shah (somabody brought bin tack) ~- but they existed un? r1) 1508,
In fact, it wasn't complctely over until 1911, And what was faatastic .Ln tha.t
revolution in Iran wes that the women - I they were a1l In veils; you. can't see
" them, but they evidently knew very well how to have guns behind the vells, but

in any case, they're supposed to be so backward, yes? -- they had nnjumeni:s 1n
. 1908 =~ that's soviets -- of women and soldlers und workers.

(Do- puu mt %o know wha.t they're now talking akout, io go back to the
Constitution? Let me tell you semetning zbout the previous Khoneini. The Con-
stitution and the throwing out of the Shah was done by the masses, by the women,
Do you know what they came in? lLet's give the Shak a tiny bit of power because
1+ really can worxk. So now, if they're talking abtout the 1906 Revolution, the
Shah wasn't there. If they‘re talking about the Amendments in 1507, ves, the
Shah was there.)

So you see, in the reviution, and in these actlvitlies, what I want to ask is,
hasn't Rosa Luxemburg, the theoretlclan, the one who was with Lenln, the one :ho
was both in the revolution aad created both on the question of the general striks,
on the q_uesfion of imperialism, feeling it that soon =-- wasn't sha as much short-

shanged 2s the women who were supposed to be so unconsclous about what they were
doing in February, 1917, becuuse they didn't have 2 membership card in a Marxist
organization] Yes, she was.

And it continued, so that when the fight began, L years before WAI broke out "
1910 -- & yeaxrs tefore anyone thought someone could possibly take the place of
Xarl Xautsky -- and ihat included Lenin, who conaidered Karl Kautsky his great
leader -- that great revoluticnary woman theoreticlan broke with Kauteky, began
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her own theses on Accumulation of Capital., I happen to disagres, but that is nct
the point. The point is that before the outbreak of imperialism, before Trotsky's
theory of permanent revolution in 1905, she had raised already the question of in-
ternationalism, in relationship to a revolution that starts anywhere will not
really be able to breathe and develep if it doesn’t become part of a woxrld reve-
Inticn, And if we de not recognize that imperialism 1s on the road,...that's the .
capitalints’ "intermatlionalism”...

Sorething elce was occurring, and in this case, she herself wasn't conselous
of how important 1t was, She didn't particulaxrly care about the women's aovement,
Yes, Zotkin was her colleague, but let her stay in the women's movement. In one
sense she was right; in other words, she was saying, you're not going to put ae
. in the women's movement Just because I'm & woman.. I have many, many interests
ard I vant to":e part of the revolgtion. But in &nother sense, it was a question
of the, really, immaturity of the age. But in any cage, she was, so to speak, iu
the background, She let Zotkin run thep,

_ Here 1s what happened, however, in the war, She gets thrown into jail for the
_15th time. Now it's the imperialist war, and she's oppooing the Kaiser and the

Tsar, and che's back in jasl. She writes to everybody, but the women are vezy

much more gHth the actual friends and colleagues. The woren sha‘s most mad at

are those who axe Marxist, Who still think they ore. But if the husband capl-

tulated by elther voilng war credits or just keeping quiet about those who did

vote war credits -- in this cage it's Malhilde Wurm -- she writes a leiter to her:

I swear to you, let me once get out of prison and I shall hunt and disperse

your company of singing toads with truspets, whips and bloodhounds. I wanted

to say, like Penthasalea, but then, by God, you are no Achilles. Had enough

of my iew Year's greetings? Then see to Lt that you remain a human beirg,

To be human means throwing one's life on the 'scales of destiny', if need ba,

Here are several important tnings about that letter. What in the heck is
Penthasalea? She never even spoke about women. How doss she suddenly bring out?
Nl the Queen of the Amazons? 1 asked some Germans who knew her very well., They
said, of course, she's a vexry multi-faceted woman, so she may have lmown the Greek
story. But there was also a great German pott who had written Penthasaleaz as a

play, and it's 2 very different play. Here's what happens:

The Creek legend says Penthasalea, the Queen of the Amazons, considered the
Gfeek and Tefjjen war a misexable war, and shemmswmt went and helped the Trojans.,
Achilles sald, what a great and beautiful woman, but she's on the wrong side,
and I'm going to killher. And he did, He says she is brave, but he kills hex,
How here is what the German poet did. The same war cccury, but Penthasalez kills

Achilles, T asked, what does it matter whether Achilles killed Penthasalea, or
Penthasalea killed Achilles? 15158




The point is you're now consldaring ayths, not as myths, but as actual
Iistoric facts. You are now consideiing women not only as force but as Reasbn,
especially if szhe is the one that said _t.hg.t"s a wreng war, what are you Greeks
douing to the Trojens, and therefore taklig a position on a p'olitical-philosophic
questlon. Tt has nothingy whatsoever to do with whether these individuals are
myths or whether they actually occurred. And what is Rosa Luxenburg doing in
1617, that she thinks of that? She hasn't been paying'a‘ttention to the women,
bas she? Becuuse the grestest part of the German novement azainst the war vere
somen, They hed the majority in Hamburg. That was the blggest clty and they
were then prepared to thwow down ths Kalser. :

How irhef.her,you consider the queetion of the force oi."::evolntf.on, the Reason
of ravolution, whether it was peasantry or women cr whatever, and when you want to
compare what each one did and what relevance it has for us' today, you have to con-~
sider these q,i.xestions that she had poaéd, even where she may have ‘been wrong in '
what she gave ag the anawer, The rolationship of spontaneity to organization, the
i'eiationship of theory to revulﬁtia:;, the relatlousklp of variovs 'ro::ces.. .2ni she
had less than two months from getting out of prison, and the Cerman Revdlutio_n
stafkted and she was murdered. _

Kow we can 211 start crving, yes? because it certainly was a horrible death,
and this 1s a pileture of her body when it wasg finally found in the Landwehr Canal,
But, that's the last thing she would want us to do, because it wasn't legacy., It 1is
what we have for teday, And she helps us, ever when it's just 2 young glrl of 15
and it's jJust instinet, What do you suppose she was reading when she was in high
school, when she soon had to bo thrown out of Poland and was in Switzerland? I
love accldents because historlc accidents really %tell you the tzue course of
history. She was born in 1871 -- the Paris Commune. And when she wes 15, she
‘decided to read the latest book, Henry Morgan's Ancient So@t..x. Isn't that
fantastic? It's the last thing that Marx had been working on. I'm nct saying
she understood at 15 whit it was, but the ldea that you want tc suddenly sce
the course of regolution as part of the whole self-develupment of humanity: nhen
did it start, and when did we have the freedom, and what kind of society -- that
is what is important.

She didn't know the Ethnologleal Notebooks -~ In fact, we're really just
learning then fox the first time right now. These are the Zthnologlcal Motabaoks,
Now, Marx was doing something., Why was he returning to find out what was supposed
to be the real origin, only in thls case, a new sclence, anthvopology? It as
founded by ilenry Morgan, in his study of the Azerican Indian., We're certainly
happy that we're returning back to Amerlea. Do you really think it was becuase
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) Ma.rx was ﬁze led.st it interested in the latest science of bourgeols soclety?

Ho. Yoz, Zéfﬂ'b\f was concelted enough to say so, that was pedantry.

Engels thought he was caxrying out the legacy. He had heard from M¥arx
‘that there was a new ook, and it was verj iupozrtant fox%historical naterialists,
and ha could really find something, I'm sorry to say that by the time Marx dled
in 18873, and Fngels finally found anothor copy of Ancient Soclety, and he's
trying to get Kouteky interested, he saysi Marx mentioned somstbing about it
to me a few years a2go, out T mé%ﬁﬂﬁé somzthing else, and I paid ao attention,
Now T'm very interested und I sound some of his notebocks.
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Now look, This is 254 pages, Engele' Origin of the Wamlly (which is oniy
 something 1lko 120 .pages, but it doesn't make any difference) quotes 2li of &
" paragraphs fxom Mazx. So how can anyone say that's what Marx had written? It
| isn't ihat Engels was disloyal No, he really did thinl.. he was carrying out a
~ legacy, But Znm els was no Marx, and unles 8 _you underatand what it men.ns to_found
s & new continent of thought, you're clnsast collaborutor _g:_et_gn‘t mean the ;ﬁg thing.
as_you. Lat me show you what Marx was dolng 11 his_ life, and Enzels ias his clos-
est collaborator, and you will see there is nothing that stops, from 1843 when
he breklks from bourgeols soclety, to 1683 when he dies. -

What is the very First thi ing he does? A lot of people are asking him,
what are you dissatisfied foxr? You're just out of college, you xe alreazdy the
editer of a paper, you're a tourgeols just like we ara. And Marx answered, _1_:12
root of mankind 1s man, and Lif any man 1s less than I, then I anm not a man, And
therefore I must go find out, why did those poor veasants steal some wood? You're
telling me I'm a lawyer® and I have o go and defend the law. This is fantastic --
they'xs so cold and they don't have any heat. So don't tell me I'm a lawyer and I
have to defend the law, I'm going to find out why they haven't got heat, I have
to look into this whole qmestion of the relations in bourgeols soclety.

Kow don’t any women tell me that that shows, nevertheless, that he just
gwaliowed &1l of us women in the generic "man."” He said that, and two months
later, what d!.d he write when he unfolded that new continent of thought in the
Humanist Essays? He sald, supposing I let you forget all of this that I'=z
telling you about: that all of hictory has been a history of class struzgle,

and labor 1s the one who is going to overthrow you and bge your gravedigger.

and thls system has to go -- 1t's no good. Supposing I let you forget all that.
Just take an ordinary relationship. You'd all say it was fundamental. %hat's
more fundamental than man/woman? I'1) cven let you have only the woman you love;

I'm not going to tell you that you Rave to love all women. Now lcock how you
treat her. Look what she iz to you. i.:-ok how secondary, and all that. Now {f
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that 1s =o on the woman you lova, why should anybody want to defend this damn
syoten of 214enation and fruytration and exploitation? So he uncovered man/woman.
Tt has nolning to do with what ha learns in 1880, yes? abeut the Irfiquols women

‘and how grest they were, and that they had more freedom than the modern bourgeols.

" For Englals. it was enough, He was 30 thrilled that you would think that all
you had to do was add technology. Now we have both thes Iriquoin + {echnclogy
and we have the new soclety. No. Marx was not satisfied on Just adding that.
And the other agpect of it was Engsls saying that "tha wqfld. historic dafesi of
the ferale sex" was the move fron matriarchy or matrilineal aociety %o palriarchy.
That was no expression of Marx. Why? Because on the cna hand, the women were
prubably just as responsible as the men for the mimery that we havey in other
words, wo didn't uproot, and it has to be totally uprootéd for a new sociaty, ‘
But more important than that, what else had he learmed in the 1850a, after the.
1848 Revolutions had been defeated? Yes, in 1843, it was “the root of menkind is
um" in 1844, it's man/woman; in 1848, "all of histozy is the history of class
struggle,” and the bourgeolsie better watch out, “the spaé‘tre of communism is
haunting Burope.” Everybody thought 1t was a joke, but the Comaunist Manifegto
didn’t get off the press, and you had th2 1848 Revolution. B

What else did he say there? He sald two thingsi one was very great and the
other he changed his mind on. The thing that was very grest wes the family.
The whole structure, patriarchy, is just as bad as private property in capltalism,
That's going to go along with capitalism, The capltalists have aloeady started
on that by gending the women and the children into the factories. But in the
other thing, he shows that he is European centered. He says that while we
are doing all these great things, trying to overthrow capitalilsm, the Orient is
“vegetsting in the teeth of barbarism.” (Good Cerman, right?) S

In 1853, when Europe is deing nothing -- they had just lost the 1848 Revolu-
tions and they ars all comlserating with themgelves -~ the Talping Revolutlon
starts in China, He says, aren't they great! They're not only throwing over the
Manchu dynasty, They are telling ue Eurcpean advanced workers, we'll encouxage
you, don't stop. Look at what imperialism is doing to us and we're fighting it.
30 he is changing his position.

Every time, the relaticnship of a phllosophy of revolution shows itiself in the
attitude to a little book. Do you know no one knew the 18L& Esgays, in which he
not only sald what I had said about man/woman, but also said he ls opposed not only
to capitalism which 1s, of course, the exploitailon of man by man throush the in-
strumentality of a machine, but ovposed to vulpar communism, because if you think
you have changed society by just changling the form of property rrom private to
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collasctive, you're wrong, You‘re elther golng to end this whole nonasense of
posseasion, to have, and you're going to realize what it is to be, and you're
.going to realize 'itllﬂ-t it means that %ime 1s the space Tor sslf-davelopment
and not the hourly labor that you put into the fictory in whizh he bounds you
down to tho appondage of a machine,

‘Why 81dn't we know that? It took the 1917 Rovolution to get thome ovi of
the Archives, cad even then it vas so fzat for Stalin to csme in with the decade,
thet 4t wag lost. It wus 'only the 1956 Hungsrian Revolution tbat finally brought
them onto the historic stage of today. ’

What happened, 1853-57, when he was writing the Grundrisse? We didn't zet
that wntdd tﬁé 1949 Chirece Revolutlon., Not only that. To this day, all thecce
great anthropologists and ethnologists, includiug sven Lawrence Fxader who dld
a megnificent job in transcribing,..(and you bave to know about 12 languages to
read theﬁ. It ta not 2 transl_at!.on.' it iy a transecription, £nd he goes from Cerman

%o Rugsien to Fnglish to French, It still has to be translated. I bope we will .
have 1t translated by 1980.) Ne, vhat I you have then is not onmly the Gmundplsse
and the so-called Aslatic mede of production that they'rs so interested in ROW =

that ig, theyro intorested in for thely own purposes, but since the!'CI1irieee Revo-
lution, there's no doubdt that people are interested -- was to once again retwn
to the second negation of Hegel, that. it lan't enough to overthrow something --
‘the first negation. You have to estallish » new foundatlon altogether, And
therefore.,,and that ﬁpmns to be what I have as frontisplece of P&R, on the

"Absolute movement of be_coming"u

«+s'Yhen the nareow bourgeols form has been pesled awzy, what is wealth, if
not the universality of needs, capacities, enjoyments, produstive powers,
of' individuals,.,.What, 1f not the absolute elaboration of his czeative dis-
positions...What if not a situstion where man does not reproduce himself
in any determined form, but produces his totallty? YWhere he does not seek
to remaln something formed by the past, but {s in the absolute movement of
becoming?

There's no more Hegelian phrase anywhere,

Marx has done all that, He has nol estatlished the First International,
He has been part of the Civil War, He now knows hoth the Orlent and the 3lack
Dimension, and has established all these matters, and has seen the greatest
revolutlon in his time, the Pzris Commune, and criticized the new form, the
German Soclal DTemocracy, that formed by the Lassalleans and the Elsenachers,
supposedly larxists, What 1s he going for now? It certainly ian't to study a
new science, rHere is what he's going fors

He is seeing in primitive communism, and In the fact of the equality of
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mar, and the equality of women -~ he doesn’'t have too many illusions -~ for example,
on the Irflquois, yes they were grest. They had a loi more freedom than we have.

But don't go weiwies ihinking that the veto power really meant that they could

have & war; They had the veto power over the war cancilk®) decision to meke war,

but after they voted and vetoed it, they didn't go to mske a new cne. Wo, the

non d.id, ths beautiful macho men, They sald, the women rejected us so tie hetier
find out some way we can get thelr vete, So he wasn't confused about what 1t meant,

No, ke wan looking for the very thing that ha had traced through JAPITAL,

as fron the primitive sacuzttatZon of capital, to feudalism, tn capltalism, end
the new soclety. This is the form. The working class will do ity they wowld be
the vengvard and then wo would see what else. . He seos something happening with
the Taiping Revolution, so he says, if they're that sdvanced, the maturity of ihe
age 1s such that there's no point in looking at how 112 teratd somebpdy is,
Capitalism is always going to leave plenty of 1lliteracy around., ¥We better see
what is the Subjecl, the living, breething person who makes the revolution.

 _Thers 1s Zasulitch, one of the foundors of the Ruscian Marxists, aad she’
writos & lstter to Marx, She says, we're having A lot of tzouble with Lthose
poj:ulists. They koap saylng that since. we sﬁill have parts of the comnune, ve
don't have to go to capitalism; we can skip the.whola thing. We want to know what
do you thirk? You never sew so much trouble with such a little question, Please
vead 1t; we now finally have at least one of the letters, It's 10 long pages

for the first draft, and & the one he sends is about two paragraphs. 4nd what he

; bothered about 1s, what is the relationship, whether you have a communal form or

not? ‘that happens to a backward countxy, when they're proletsriat or they're
peasaniry, somebody there is very advanced and ls ready to go? Sc the question
is the historic ciycumsiances, the historie process, what really happens in the
reshaping of history by living men and women, and what i{s their relationshipt%oth
the philosophy thai: guides them and directs the revoletion? So he suddenly says,
of course you’xre vary backward, technologically. Ané oficourse the peasant commune
isn't really quite o fonmnal as you}:hink. But don't follow my way in CAPITAL,
That was for Western Surope. Alind therefore you could have a revelution, provided
it was just the first -- in Qother words, provided ;,rdu then united with Mestern
Eurepe or somewhere that has technology; provided it is intemational, as well as
relating technolo@oally; and providad what 1 the vision, which way are

you going?

So what he was studying with thoge Ethnologleal Notebwoks was to iry and
relate from the origin of man and woman, through all these technologlezal and
other stages, to the various philosophles that gulded or gave direction io the
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revolution. What are you going to do now? Mot only fs the "world historic -
defeat of the female sex” an sxpression of Engels, not larx, but what is a lot
more important ls peoi:le are just plain lazy. What are we wonen doing about
trying to find onut what he sald? ‘

Let ne end ~- ond I hope that will only be the beglnning and not the end --
on 2 levelst 1) I want to read you part from my laztest chapter on the Ethnologleal
Hotcbocks, and from P&R, and 2) is to zee that if you sew this devolopment of 49
years, aras you going +o trv and eay it's »eally not a2 book, it's unfinished, and
therefore we don't know? Yes, we don't kmow, but what in the hell sxe we going
to do? Isn't there somsthing for us to do? And havan'%: we made a contribution?
de're not as great as Luxemburg, and she may not have pald attentlon to women, so
ve're at least better than her in one respect, btut what in the hell is happening

‘%o the Women's Liberaticn movement at this very moment?

We wers good in exposinghle chanvinism -- it certainiy needs exposing --
but you'll te left back again at the flrst negation. Yhat are you going to put
in its pla.ce" Have you recognized how total the uprooting must be? ‘hat were we
greatast #7? Ye were greatest & in the fact that we said ne, you're not geling
to tell ‘me that the day after the revoleltion you're zoing to glve me the answer -
to the woman question and that first we have to overthrow, I wani to lmow the
answer right now, and I want to see how you behave in vour own organization, and
I vant to see Wmm what rolationship you make in relationship to nen-varty poople.
But posing the qﬁestiun isn't answering 1t. What has happened ls that we car do these
things, if we don't Asolate ourselves, I don't mean cnly from men -- but from
pliilesophy, ’

Yhat has happened -~ and severzl of the women have asked me why have you
paid so much aitention to Mzl Dimper and his nonsense -- I'm not interested in
Yal Draper. I'm interested in the facet that Shelia Rowhotham, who is tho ‘best
of all the Yomen's Liberationists in the fact of great historiec vnderstanding®
and showing throughout hicztory how women have resizted, goes and says that this
horrible creature has summed up Merx, Why? We're going to leave economics to
the men? That's why you go and say you'll accept that, becanse you only want to
answer the question of mele chaflyinisn or whatever particular question we'xe

fighting for nouw? That's just rantascic.

Lock at even when you just quote something from someone else, when someone
as great as Marx does., In addition to lorgan, there was also sfalne and Lubbock,
Marx is quoting Lubbock, a tourgrois anthropologulsii “among many of the lower
races, relationship through females is the prevalent custom,” He's already es-
tablished that were lower -- *hat's when you had matriaxchy, Aud in addition to

15164




A rapaig s N o e,

7t

T

 that, we have to consider man's hoirs, Here is Marx saying. if 1t's 2 matrdarchy,
what do you mean, man's heire? You've traced yourself back through the voman,
you'se Aot tracing back theough the man., Marx zaya, "but then they're not the
man®s heirs. ' These civillzed asses camnot free themselvss of their own ceiven-~

tlonalitiesp.” Now in addition to that fact, he has pany things I cznxi_ot‘ &0 iito

_ hera., Bul what I'p continuiag when I draw in as to how Marx writes even 1iitle

things, to wiat we have to do to soe that we don't fall into the trap of the
Draners; and even Engela -- we cortainly couldn't shine Engels' shoes...

The foct that the mid-1960s also gave birth to & new Women's Liberation iHove—
zent, as both foree and reason, makas it necessary to stugy the finally published
aoteboolks of Marx on Morgan, Maine, Fhear and Lubbock, A< theoretic preparation
for the Amexican revolution, it is of more than resoing lhterest that what preoc-
cupled Marx in his last years was a study ©y an Amexrican anthropoligst, Mo s
contering on the Irdquois Confederacy, Of course, each generation of Marxists
pust sork out its emowm problems, Bui Harx's Phiilosophy of Tavolution is so totlal
& concept that It cannot be just heritags, Rather it is the rhilosophy e
for our age., We will continue to grapple with it, ‘ ,

and in PiR, vhere I take up the question.of Wyren's Liberation as an Idea “g’hml_a'se
iime ha2s come, I say only if, insteud of 1solating ourselvas from toth the total
shilosophy and man, we are ahble to work out for our age what it means, becausa
our age .

ig the age that can neet the challenge of the times when we work out so new
a relationship of theory to rractice that the proof of the unity is in the .
Subject's om self~development. Philosophy znd ravnlution will fivst then

liberat te talents of men and women who will become whols, Thether or
not we Tecogniza that thia is the task history has 'assigned' to our epoch,
it is & tagk that remsins to be done, .




March 10, 1979

Dear Friendss

L On my way to the talk in celebration of TWD,:hat I wag to 3lve on
"Roga’ Luxemburg -and Marx's Philoscphy of Revoiution", cama thz ntws of the most

-magnificent international event?! tens of thousands of Iranian woman were de-
monstrating against Kkomeind, shouting "We fought for freedom and got unfree-
dem!® Naturally, I began.the talk with & homage to those Iranizn wcwmen's litera-
tioniste who had, with this act, initlaced the pecond chapter of the iranian
Revelution. Thus, my very fivst sentence stresscd the today.ness that this
mass outpouring had placed on.our tople, though it was to beain with roliing
back the clock to 62 years £go, when the Russlan working women trensformed In-
ternational Women'’s Day into the first of the five days thot tappled the cen-
turies-old Tsarisc Empire.

The ‘point was not ontly to single out great revolutianary acts, but co
demonstrate that even in the first Rucsien Revolution of 1905, a great theaore~
tician, Rosa Luxemburg, was &3 "shortchanged" about hex thoughts a3 were the
Russlan working women, en masse, who were leter to be played down as allegedly
"unconscipus“ about their historic act which began t9e srcond Russien Revolu-
tlon, Tuwa:d that end, I read from the still-unpublim&ed speech ‘of Rosu at the

- £amous 1907 Corgress of all Russisn Marxist tendencies, which pointed.to the fact
that 1905 was but the. first of a series of 20th century revolutioms. (The tnpe
wasg s¢nt at, once to New York, who will send it next to Bay Area -- and Olga
will deacribe the meeting itself, below, which was the best we hdave ever held,
uhlle 1 proceed with the story of last weekend )

) Having spent the following day, Hnroh 9, talking with an Jranlan mele
revolutionary, developing ideas not only of the revolution but how we musi be
prepared for the counter-revolution that §s sure to arise in Iran &5 Khomein!
holds onto power and gathers not only mem but some women to consent to turning
back the clock to Islam's reactionary viawpoint on women -- and by no means only
on the question of dress -= I singled out.the historic poiqts in the develcp-
ment of the Russian Revnlution, which moved from the February events through
Lenin's April Thesls to Kornilov's July counter-revelution, and only after
‘many laborious and bloody months arrived finally at November. In a word, we
were discugsing my next Political-Philosophic Letter on the Tanian Revolution-

) March 10 was still a newer day when, but elf an hour before the
Iranilan's plane left, I came up with the {dee of translating into Farsi.Ting
Ling's “Thoughts on March 8th"", which would carry also a message of solidarity
with the Iranian women of. today ,atpétehingd back to 1905 on native grounds:

"In
Spring, 1908" "when the 1906 Constitutional Reveolution everyone is talking about
today was stlll alive, and a Women's Ajumeni (Soviet) was still most active,
especially in Tehrsne= New York garment workere declared Harch 8 to be Woman's
Doy. In support of the locked-out Triangle Shirtwaist Makers, the mass out-
pouring that became known as the *Uprising of thz 20,000" so0 inspired the German
‘Working Women's movement that its leadar, Clars Zetkin, proposed to the Marxist
International that March 8 become an Internsational Women's Dey. Today, you --
the daring women of Lran -- have opened 2 new chapter in the Iranian Revolution
of 1979. Id homage to you, and to express cur solidarity with your ongoing -
revolution, we ara here translating the thoughts of still another opponent of
the status-quo, this time in China -- Ting Ling who opposed both Stalin and
Hao (who purged the great writer} as she expressed herself ereatively in
Thoughts on the Eigth of March. "

The friend who volunteered to do the transla-
tion felt that, indeed; the simple act of trunslacicn would thus express a
totally new Man/Woman relationship. 15166
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The rest of the story may sound very Azarly humdrum &8s I calied
Anne in New York to have a copy of Ting Ling's story delivered for the transie-
ticn, ‘ard meanwhile discissed the tolumn which she (et the and Terty?) were to
devote to ‘the Irahian women's Tevolutionary actions, The FTC which had alsé mee
of’ Satutday likewise discussed” the act as, plvotal te the page. Nhet}'.er or not
L have tima sctually ' to work out the Political-¥hilosophic ‘lecter on tha Iranien
“Revolutfon for ‘thihs iBsue, the RED will geet: Friday, March 15, to mike final
decisfons on the April” 1sgue of Bep, o N T

, SRS Youts,




