December 22, 1972

Dear Petor,
Your letter nr Decomber 14 wag a great big surprisg, not

‘becnuse of ite content, but Jjust I hesr B0 seldom from you and
i hed not aven £ot your congfatulatory note aﬁd here I get 2
Béven pege quite comprehensive sritique of Why Hegel? ¥hy Nowy?
Yeu're right, there's no point +to answering Wriefly when the )
‘whble 350 pages of Philosophy and ReVOIQtion on which I labored
nearly a‘whple decade ie the answer and that is rot yet @ff-thé
.ﬁrgésg 1 wish I had‘ra¢91Ved it sometime before in tha”years I
had beeen asking for it, 1In any cage I thani you very mueh,:

]

and I'm especinlly apreciative of the fact that you give me pers

' ‘m1§a1on to make the eritique public. I don’t know pxactlyiwhan
.4£ut.i wiil aomeday,'probably near;r te the publication of P&R-‘
.wﬁibh is Bupposed to be Cciober, 1973, but they’re doing a 1qt
of playing around aleo with. the date of-epriné. 19?4. Since the
cbntract mentions both dates I don't know whether I*11 succead
in making them forget the second one, - |
Did I tell you it's simultaneousiy to be in hardcover
{Delacorte) ang péparback (Delta)?

Finally, there is one thing I must tzke exception to at
once rather than wait for = different timing, and that is your
"eccusation” that g th Hegel is an evasion, a mcvement
from prectice,
has characterize

Y 1p in the gelf~develdpment

Proletariat, Black, to take over the prerogatives of intel-
lectuala--editing a2 paper--and the whole paper %E&L) being over-
whelminely for the voices from below, not to mention By ovn
activities in every field from anti-war to farm workers strikes,
it is really peculiar to mee that a1l this info had nog stopped-
you from making your theoretical point that "Hegel now® ig an

' Pl .

evagion. L
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