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DunaJevaJca,a, RQ-a: Roaa Lwte.burg- Women's Liberation and 
Mar.x•a Phil~ of' Revolution• Humanities Press, Nev Jer­
sey; und Harvester Presa, Sussex 1981 (234 s ... br.) 

llit ihre. BUch'bat Raya Dunayevskaya_.einen neuen Versuch 
voraeleat, Manc'iSaus als "n'euen HuaaaniSmus" auszuarbei ten .. 
Sie hatte dleS .. f'rUher schon &etan mit ihren BUcherri "Marx­
Is. and .Frell!dO." · U95a) und ''PhiloSoPhY and _Revolution -
Fro. Keael to _:Sartre .&nd fro. Marx to :4ao" (1973) .. DieSes 
.neue 8ucb unteHr-h•'"•• ·aith von den ande·ren, ~nde11· .es mehr 
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II. HARUSHIIS 

~ als diese eine 1"etr~ini~ttieche Perepokt1ve entwickelt, und 
zvar di rekt aus dem zus.lmmenhang der 1Abenaa1 tuatlon und 
Sehritten von Xarl Marx und Rosa. LuxUbuzoa. Gleichzeitig 
bezieht Ounoyevak~a die hiatoriacha EntvicklUna.der Frau­
enbewegung in lhre Cesamttheorie der RevOlution ein. £1ner 
ihrer entscheldenden AnatHBe var die Publikation von Marx• 
Ethnologisehen Exzerptheften,. aua denen Dunayevskaya etne 
Sieht der Frftuenfroge entvickelt, die aich von der in En­
gels" Ursprung der. Faailie durchaua unteracbeidet. Sle ver­
bindet die~e Sieht mit de~ konzept der per=anenten Revolu­
tion ( wobd ale aich von Trotzki diatanz1ert und Uber ihn 
hinausgeh t) und at t der Crundfrage ~..,~ Uberaanaa zura Sozta­
lismu~ aus vorkapltaliatlaeh~n Gegebenheiten, wte Marx •te 
1m ersten Entvurf" seines Brietes an Vera Saasul1tach ertt­
wiekelte, aovie mit einer der Crundrragen, die Luxe•lnarg 
i~er vieder aufgeworren hat: Wie verhllt·aich SpontaneltKt 

'zu BewuBtseinsbildung einerseits und zu."Konzept der Parte! 
andererseits? Dunayevskaya versucht, die Ceminietiscbe_Di­
mension bel Rosa Luxemburg sichtbar zu aachen und aleith­
zeltig die Frauenbewegung davon zu Uberzeugen. daD ale Lu­
xemburgs revolutlon&re Dimension in sich aufnehmen auB. 

Oer ers~e Tell behandet Rosa Luxemburg Ala Theoretike­
rin. Aktivistin und lnternationalistin. Mit "Ref"ona ocler 
"Revolution"' (1899) varf sic:h Luxecabu.rg •1tten in den Xa.alpf" 
gegen den Reviaionismua in der deutachen Sozlal~kratie. 
"Es vor die To tali tilt de a revolutionliren Ziel's, du die To­
taU tat Rosa Luxemburgs charakterieierte." (3) Luxeaburg 
besehriinkte sich nie auf ein Einzelprobler:a. aei es die &au­
entroge oder die Judenfrage oder das Nat}onalititenproblea. 
Ihre radikale Ablehnung der polnischen Forderung nach na­
tionaler Unabhtingigkeit aus GrUnden einea ~dikalen revolu­
tionaren Internationalis•us, ist in gewissea Grade etn 
Schlilssel auch zu ihrer schainbaren lndit'Cerenx gegenUber 
der F'rauenfrage. Hier jedoch legt Dwuayevskaya neue Eln­
sic:hten !rei. Sie zeichnet einerseita den Proze8 der per­
stinlichen Betreiung_ Rosas in der Auf'USsung ihrer engen Be­
ziehung zu Leo Jogi;hes naeh und dokuaentiert andereraeita 
die Frauenfeindlichkeit ;-ruhrender SozialdeiiOkraten Unklu-
sive August Bebel). ' 

Luxemburgs Fe•iniseus var vor alle~~ praktischer lfatur-. 
Wtihrend jedermann ihr die Cefahren ausaalte, die ibr ala 
Frau in dieser getlihrlichen Situation drohten, schlUprte 
Luxemburg wlihrend der polnischen Revolution von 1905 Uber 
die Grenze. Sa~M~elte Errahrungen, wurde gefangengen01111en 
und deatillierte ihre £rkenntn1sse in dem Pamphlet Kasaen­
streik, Parte! und Cewerkschaften. Auf' dieser GrUii'dia&e 
leistete sie ihren entseheidenden Beitrag zua Kongre.Q der 
russischen Marxisten in London 1907, inde~ sie den proleta­
rtschen Klassencharakter der russischen Revolution ala ei­
nen neuen Anfang den vorhergeaangenen bUrgerlichen Revolu­
tionen entgegensetzte. Plechanov, · der Luxeaburg in dieaea 
ZusBtMienhang ala "Raphaela MadoMa, aur Wolken eelehnt" ka-
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r1k1erte, Vurde von LenlJ:t achart".kritisiert, da er mit sei­
ner trauentelncllichen· Pole11ik der. Fraae nach der Bez.iehung 
Yon" PrOletariat und. Biluernachatt .auszuweichen ·auchte. Im 
selben Jahr 1907 •prach Luxe~~obura. die elnzige Frau des·. In­
ternattonalen" Soziallatlschen Bureaus, zur Internationalen 
Sozlalistlschen Frauenkonferenz in Stuttgart und ermutigte 
die Frauen. ihr Zentrum in Stuttgart zu erhal ten und in ih­
rer Ze1tachr1ft "Glelchheit" eine unabhlngige Stiaae zu Ge­
hUr zu brlnaen. Dunayevakaya aieht bier Ele111ente fe•inisti­
scber AutonOille, wie ale heute · ve.der in der Theorie der 
~letlschen Partelen t~ Ausdruck kommen noch von wei­
ton Teilen der Frauenbevegung ala aozialiatisches Erbewahr­
aeno.aen werden. 
~evakaya diakutiert auafllhrlich Luxeaburgs Werk tiber 

Kapltalakkuaulatlon. ohne jedoch auf die Debatte einzuge­
hen. die in Teilen der .arxistiach inspirierten Frauenbewe­
auna hle.r:Uber stattgefunden hat. Luxe111burg wendet sich vor 
allea gege~ Marx' Theorie der erweiterten Reprod~~tion. Sie 
krltlaiert Marx' Annahme einer geschlossenen kapitalisti­
schen Gesellschart, d.h. einer Cesellachaft. die 1) nur aus 
Arbelterh und KBpitallsten besteht und 2) Vorherrschaft des 
Kapitalismus in der ganzen Welt vorausset:t. Luxemburghielt 
da- entgegen. daB erveiterte Reproduktion nie in einer ge­
schlossenen Cesellschart stattgefunden hat, sondern durch 
Ausdehnuna in und Ausbeutung von nicht-kapitalistischen 
Sch!chten und Geaellschaften. sie geht so vel t zu sagen ,· 
daB Vert weder von den Arbeitern noch von Kapitalisten rea­
lisler-b verde, sondern nur von sozialen Schichten. die nicht 
kapitalistlsch produzieren. Sie sieht Akkumulatioia in er­
ster Linie als eine Beziehung zwischen Kapi talismus und 
nicht-kapltalistischer Umvelt. Dunayevskaya kritislert, daB 
Luxetlburg den U~terschied zwischen Produktions- und Kon­
sumptlons.ttteln verwischt und so vom ProduktionsprozeB in 
den ProzeB der Zirkulation. des Austauschs und des Konsums 
auaveicht. Claudia v~ Werlhof hat Luxemburgs Argument ge­
braucbt, Ull die Rolle von Frauen als Subsistenzproduzenten 
zu erhellen und dabel den Begriff der "fortschreitenden ur­
•PrU:nallchen AkkUIIlulation'' aebraucht. Ich selber wtirde die­
aen Voi-aana eher a.le "fortachreitende ronnale Subsumption" 
beacllreiben. 

DunaJeVSkaya"kr!tlsiert Luxemburgs VersBumnis, die kolo­
nlalen '.-~lkar ala revolutionlire Subjekte zu erkennen und 
brinat;dles •it Luxemburg& negativer Haltung in der Natio­
nallt:K~nfioaae in Verbindung. S1e nlauat Luxemburgs These 
von der:Spont&rieitlt der Massen auf und kritisiert ihrFest­
halten' •. Part"ei-Korizept. Dunayevskaya besteht gegenUber 
l.wc;e~~burg und .Lenin auf der Notwendigkeit, Spontaneitit in 
ei~er. konaiatenten Philosophic menschUch"er Befr.!iung zu 
~erwurzeln._bunayevskayas. Interesse an permanenter Revolu­

~- t~oft .1~t .ri~cbt_ einfach·aur ihre trotzkistische Verg&Dgen­
.... :hal~ ,~~n •. sondern hat mit .. de,. Be~~Uhen zu tun. 
·~r~~~-~~~::~d_.Kl·aas~pr zu v~rbinden un"d·.·in";.diese~~a 
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zuaBJ~~~Denhana die Fraac von ·spontaneitti.t urul. organt.tei-ta:a 
Kampf 111111er t~ieder neu· zu stellen. illeae Gnmdf'raae zieht 
etch auch durch den zvei ten Tell .Uber die Frauenbeveauna 
als revolution&re. Kra£t, in de• Frauenbeveguna und Raeaen­
rrage verbunden verden und Luxa~burga Biographie in dieaea 
Lichte vieder auf'aenollllllen vird. . · 

Auch der dritte Tell des Buchea aetzt dleae Frqeatel­
lung fort unter der Uberochdf"t "'Karl Marx - von der Heael­
Kritlk ZW!l Autor des Kapltal und Theoretlkar der 'permanen­
ten Revolution'". Dunayevaka,ya vei"sucht daa cUalektleche 
Prin:ip bel Marx heraua:r.uarbeiten und die Elnheit aelnea 
Denkena zur Frauenfraae von den 1844er Manuakripten bia zu 
den Ethnoloaiachen Exzerpthef'ten zu erve1aen. Slit kr1t1-
siert Enaela Verenauna der_ Frauenrroae auf" die Eiaentu.a­
verhlil tnieae W'ld die ''hlatoriache UnterwerCuna" dee veibli­
chen Geschlechts. Die LHaung der FrauenCrage aei nur 1m um­
grelfenden Kontext einer revolutionHren Philosophic aenech­
licher Befrelung rn6glich. die e!r..en grundlegenden EinfluO 
auf die Organisationafrage und auf die Frage von der Spon­
tand tJit der Hassen in Beziehung zur Parte! ausllbt. Sle 
legt in diesem .Zuaammenhang.besonderen Nachdruck auf Marx' 
Kri ti k des Gothaer Programms wegen seiner Verbindung von 
Philosophic und Organisationsfrage. 

Im SchluBkapitel, in dem nochmala die Ethnologiachen Ex­
zerpthefte mit Engels' Ursprung der Faaille verallchen wer­
den, brlngt Duneyevakaya den methodologlschen Unterachied 
zwischen Marx und Engels folgendenne.Ben auf den Begriff: 
"Marx was showing that it is during the transition period 
that you aee the duality emerging to reveal the beginnings 
ot antagonisms, whereas Engels alway~ seems to have antago­
nisms only at the end, as if class society ciUIIIe in very 
nearly full blown after the coiMiunal form vaa destroyed and 
private property Va&eatablished. Moreover ror Marx the 
dialectical development J"rom one stage to another ataae ia 
related to new revolutionary upauraea. whereas Engels seea 
it as a unilateral progression." (180) Diese Beobachtun& 
besU.tigt aich such heute in der unter "orthodoxen" Linken 
immer noch gebrKuchlichen Verachiebung der Frauenrraae aur 
die Zeit "nach der Revolution" bz.w. in der Ankla&e. •it detrt 
Hochspielen von NebenvidereprUchen die Beweauna zu apalten~ 
Es ist ein Verdienst Dunayevskayas deutlich aeaach~ zu he­
ben, daB in Marx• Schritten eine FUlle von Ansltzen vorlie­
gen, die frauenfrage z.ur Sprache z.u bringen und organisato­
risch zu integrieren~ Fragen der Arbeitsteilung. der Ent­
fremdung von Hand- und Kopfarbeit, von Hassen und Avant-. 
garde. direkter Demokratie, Infotmationsflu8, Ratlonalitat 
und Intuition, .Vernunrt und Spontaneitiit, 111Ussen in dieseaa 
Zusammenhang angegangen werden. r 

Gabriele Dietrich (Kadurai/Indien} 
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Review of RLWLKM by Gabriele Dietrich in /Jtls Atyllmli'nt-Bi!ihlf'/i; 1985, trans. from German 
by Eric Nelson 

Raya Dunayevskaya presents with her book a new effort to work out Marxism as a "New 
Humanism." She' bas done this earlier in her books Mm:sism and F.reedom:l958) and Philosophy 
and .Rero/ut:iofi.i973). This new book is different from the others in that it develops more of a 
feminist perspective and also more on the relation between the lives and the writings of Karl MII!'X 
and Rosa Luxemburg. At the same time, Dunayevskaya includes the historical development of the 
·Women's Movement in her total theory of revolution. A decisive impulse for her was the 
publication of Marx's Erhnologi'ctll Notl!boob; from which Dunayevslcaya develops a view of the 
Woman Question and differentiates it throughout from Engels' ~iu ofrhe Flil11i/y. Throughout, 
she brings this view together with the concept of Permanent Revolution( on which she distances 
herself from Trotsky and goes beyond him) and with the fundamental question of the transition to 
socialism from out of pre-capitalist societies, as Marx developed it in the original drafts of his letter 
to Vera Zasulitch, and this together with the fundamental question that Luxemburg had always 
raised: bow to relate spontaneity to the development of consciousness on the one hand, and to the 
concept of the party on the other? Dunayevslcaya attempts to make the feminist side of Luxemburg 
visible and at the same time to convince the Women's Movement that it must take up Luxemburg's 
revolutionary dimension. 

The first part of the book takes up Rosa Luxemburg as theoretician, as activist and as 
internationalist. In .Refotm or Rer'Oiurion.(i899) Luxemburg threw herself into the middle of the 
battle over revisionism in German Social Democracy. "It was the totality of the revolutionary goal 
that characterized the totality that was Rosa Luxemburg. "(3) Luxemburg never let herself be 
limited to single problems, whether on the Woman Question or the Jewish,_Question or the National 
Question. Her radical opposition to Polish national independence because 'bf her revolutionary 
internationalism is also to a certain point a key t,o her apparent indifference to the Woman Question. 
Here however Dunayevskaya freely puts forward a new insight. She sketches on one side the 
process of Rosa's personal liberation after the ending of her close relationship with Leo Jogiches 
and documents on the other side the hostility to women of the leading Social Democrats(including 
August Bebel). 

Luxemburg's feminism was above all of a practical nature. Because everyone described to her 
the dangers which threatened her as a woman, Luxemburg slipped over the border during the 
Polish Revolution of 1905. She experienced it, she was imprisoned, and she concretized her 
findings in the pamphlet 'JJJe MIISSStrike, rhe Politicnl Party aad rhe 71-ode l/m'oos On this basis 
she made her decisive contribution to the Congress of Russian Marxists in London in 1907, where 
she counterposed the proletarian character of the Russian Revolution, which she considered to be a 
new beginning, to the preceding bourgeois revolutions. Plekbanov, who characterized Luxemburg 
in this connection as "Raphael's Madonna, [who] reclines on clouds"(12), was sharply criticized by 
Lenin for trying to avoid the question of the relations between the proletariat and the peasantry by 
his hostile, anti-woman polemics. In the same year, 1907, Luxemburg, the only woman on the 
International Socialist Bureau, spoke at the International Socialist Women's Conference in 
Stuttgart. She encouraged the women to keep their center in Stuttgart and to let an independent 
women's voice be heard with their paper 0/erCbhei.(Equality). Dunayevslcaya sees here elements 
of feminist autonomy which are today neither expressed in the theories of the Communist Parties, 
nor perceived as a socialist inheritance in wide segments of the Women's Movement. 

Dunayevskaya discusses in detail Luxemburg's work on the accumulation of capital without, 
however, entering the debate found bere[in Germany] among parts of the Marxist-inspired 
Women's Movement. Above all, Luxemburg turned against Marx's theory of expanded · 
reproduction. She criticized Mlll-x's assumption of a closed capitalist society, a society which {I) is 
composed only of workers and capitalists and (2) presupposes capitalist control over the entire 
world. Luxemburg held the opposite view, that expanded reproduction never takes place in a 
closed society because of the expansion in and exploitation of non-capitalist layers and societies. 
She goes so far as to say that value is realized neither from the workers nor from the capitalists, but 
only from social layers that produce non-capitalistically. She sees accumulation primarily as a 
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relation between the capitalist and the non-capitalist world. Dunayevskaya criticizes Luxemburg 
for wiping out the distinction between production and consumption and thus avoiding the 
production process by turning to the sphere of circulation, the means of exchange, and 
consumption. Claudia von Werlhof has used Luxemburg's argument to clarify the role of women 
as subsistence producers and with that has used the concept of "progressive primitive 
accumulation." I would myself describe the process as "progressive formal subsumption." 

Dunayevskaya criticizes Luxemburg's failure to recognize the colonized people as a 
revolutionacy subject and connects this to Luxemburg's negative attitude toward the National 
Question. She takes up Luxembu.rg's thesis of the spontaneity of the masses and criticizes her 
holding onto the concept of the party. As opposed to Luxemburg and Lenin, Dunayevskaya insists 
upon the necessity of deeply rooting spontaneity in a consistent philosophy of liberation. 
Explaining Dunayevskaya's interest in permanent revolution is not as simple as attributing it to her 
Trotskyist past, but has to do with the endeavor to bring together Women's Liberation and the 
class struggle, and in this relationship the question of spontaneity and organization is always being 
laid out anew. This fundamental question also comes into the second part of the book on the 
Women's Movement as revolutionacy force, in that the Women's Movement and the Race Question 
are taken up together, and Luxemburg's biography is again taken up in this light. 

In addition, the third part of the book takes this questioning and probing forward under the title 
"Karl Marx - From Critic of Hegel to Author of Oipifllland Theori~t of 'Revolution in 
Permanence'." Dunayevskaya attempts to work out Marx's dialectical principle and to prove the 
unity of his thinking on the Woman QuestioJ1, from the /8# Maouscnpts to the Etl!ao/ogicn/ 
Notebooks She criticizes Engels' narrowing .cif·the .Woman Question to property relations and the 
"world historic defeat" of the female sex. The:,.Sqlution to the Woman Question is only possible in 
the context of a revolutionacy philosophy of huril1111.1iberation, one that exerts ground-laying 
influence on the question of the spontaneity of the'masses in relation to the party. In this 
connection, she lays special emphasis on Marx's aitique of t.IJe Ci'otl111 ProJ!I'DD! because of its 
joining together of philosophy and the organizational question. 

In the fmal chaper. in which the Etlmologic;t/ Notebooi:sare compared once more with Engels' . 
OtiJri.a of tiJe F11111i/y. Dunayevskaya brings out the methodological difference between Marx and 
Engels: "Marx was showing that it is. dudfi.tr the transition period that you see the duality emerging 
to reveal the beginnings of antagonisms, w:hereas Engels always seems to have antagonisms only 
at the end, as if class society came in near1&(1111 blown ll/'2'er'the communal form was destroyed 
and private property established. Moreor,ff for Mlll7' tiJe dilllecticn/ developme.at from o.oe Sf1We to 
aoor/Jer Sf1We is related to .Dew rer'O/utio.odfi. UpslH¥eS, w.IJereos Bagels sees it as o uni/ota'lll 
~o.a"(l80) This observation conftqils itself also today with t)le "orthodox" Left still 
always calling for postponing the "Woman· Question" uritil ':after th~;revolution," using for 
example the accusation that the playing up of secondacy contrildicti~ris o!IIY divides us. It is on~ «?f 
Dunayevskaya's contributions to have laid out a number of starting:points from whlch to articulate 
the Woman Question and to integrate it organizationally. Questions of the division of labor, ·l!f.$.e 
separation between mental and manual labor, of the mass and the vangulll'd, and of reason and·· .• :· 
spontaneity must begin to take root in this interrelationship. · 


