iy 15,1972

Daar . HWs ‘ =

Thank ryou vey much for your kind lefiter of May 31 and now I have the good nuwa’
Lo repertiphmt I have landod a rontract with Dell) Working for that explains the delay
“in oy answar, and I trust tharefore you will alsc forgive me for baginnlag, firat, with .
what Dell Publishers seem to want from some Ynames" like Marouse, yourself, and ‘two othera
in acadwals in :;uo*ﬂ*la lotters to mo that they could uszo for advanca. anpouncements i
of QUL Revolution  which ia not scheduled for publization beforo Fall,973. In -
a word, thorv ls no hurry in-tho commentary on the manudeript in totoeeand they will either
xerox or el galley proofs %o the few chosen in aufficlent &lme long before that date 0 -
next yoar. Thu urgency applievs only te exprsssion of willingness to do so.. Hay I hear
fxom you soon? (Your friend Van Dusan of Harper Torchbooks sent a very nlra latter ef
rajectlon which rtatel that, though larper iRow cannst say.yes, at the presont for another
Harxist. worik, they .io hope "our compotitors will ray, yoa® to mo,)

Aztually, I am anxloug for you to zet advance copy of the whole befere publica-} ;
tirm for the more importunt reason, to me, of vour reviewlsny the work in Jownnls 1lte .
ﬂ%w& and others you mentloned to me to which you have access to as analyet .
8L W &s roviedor. The reaspp that prm!ominatns in my mind thin far in advance 1s +ha%
I fead wea ars not very far i‘ro:n?drba"tmr.wm of the 1950%¢ which covarsd Marxism and &mdn!ﬁ
in a shroud of silence. . ' 1

Now then your point of criticlism on ane of the aspocts of the tarx chapttn'
in P&R. Of course the dialsciic, to Mari, was "also a mothod of analysls,® oOf courau.
he winhed very much to actually populavize some Hegel.\an torms by mecamplegf, - And;”
"lmpormt. Lenin caught that, jusg that, in the very section on forma of value of .Chs
" ‘to walch you rofer. Yok, when I refer to that $n the chapiur on lenin's philosophic'-"

. .ambivelence, I procoel, not to talk of the varioun forms of vslue, but to go directly

- ‘ta’the mtiahlm itsolf. .That this is not only rdne fo the fact that the Comunistn ha
.80 degraded "forme", or, ‘at.best, have used it only as contrast to egsence, and uct ey’
.Unlversal form vhich towers over sssencu as freedom does -over politicsl "forms¥ is :

g Best ‘in your very independent expression. I'm refarring. to your use of thst most un.tque
- “Hegellan concept, medlation, s if it were hardly more than Lonints most: unfortunats -

" ums of the vord "tranomission belt® when, in fact, he meant that batween the CP-and’ tha
_masses, tho unions wero & most human expression of ferces uncontdinss Uy parties and .
‘states and intellectual slite. In a word, I wanted to stay longest at Marx's sr.‘;g!.nnl
éreativity rather 4han the "slso's! aven: whara the also is important, is Aee3BATY, 18’
trus, in order to make sure that none will have a point of departure for staring at the
nwer-endlng repotitiousness of what other eras have slready solved. On tho other hand,
I agroe with you 100% when it comes to our own ers, amd I follow most carafully.all your
suggestions as I now amt at the very ond of oiiting for publizhor. So, many, many thanks,

Youry,
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