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Thank vou vaw much for your kimd letter of May A1 anxi now I have the good ndws
1o reportiphmt I have landod a contract with Delll ‘Workling for that explains ths delay ‘
“in ny answsr, and I truct therefore you will aluoc forpgive ne for baginning, firat, with .‘
wvhat Dell Publishaors seemt to yant fros some "names' . like Marcuse, yourself, and two othura 3
in acadwals in guotable letters to mo that they could ure for advance. anpouncements - i
of Q8L Revolugig__ which iz not srheduled Tor publication befora Fall,1973. In- ..
a word, thoro is no hwrry in the commentary on the manusoript in totowwand they will either .
xarox or vend galley proofs to the fow chosen in aufficient tlme lorz before that date
noxt yoar. The urgency spplivs only te expression of willingness to do so.. May I hear
fxom you soon? (Your friend Van Dusan of Harper Torchbooks senf 2 very nire latter ef
rajectlon whick ntatod that, though Harper &Row cannot say,yos, at the presont for anoth
le'xlst. work, thny .io hope "our compotitors will say, yoa" to mo.)

Aztually, I am anxlous for you to ret advanse copy of tha whola boefere publi.ca—
tinn for the more impartent reason, to mw, of your raviewlny the work in Jouranisz like
%wy_ and others you mentioned to me to which yeou have access %o as .lnalyut
R . &8 ravieWar. The reasgp.that prudomimztna in ny mind thia far in advance is thag
I feal we are not very far f‘ro’n?drw"thyz.sm of the 1950's which covarsd Marxism apd f-r
in a shroud of silence. . ' 2,

Now thon your polint of criticism on one of the aspoects of the Marx chaptier.
in P&R. Of course the dislsotle, to Marx, was “also a mothod of angiysls,” Of courze
heo wished vary much to actually popularize some Hegelian torms by "cramples™, And,”
‘smportant, Lenin caught that, Jusg that, in the very mection on forma of value of .Chs
. to whlch you rofer. Yot, when I refer to that in the chapler on lenin's philoaophic."

. .emgivelence, I procoed, pot to talk of the various forms of value, but to go directly
. ‘ta’the mtishlsn Ytsolf. Thet this is not only rne to. the fact that the Cormunistis” ha
.80 degraded "forme®, or, ‘at.best, have used it only as contrast to “gsence, ‘and net: ‘a8
‘Universal form which towars over sssenco as freedom does over politicsl “forma¥ is sasn
best in yowr very independent exprassion. I'm refarring. to your use of that most uniqua
. ,-Hege.llnn concept, mediaticn, &s if it were hardly more tharn Lonints most-unfortunats-
‘ume of the vord "tranamission belt" when, in fact, he meant that batween the CP: and the
_masses, tho unions wero & nost human expression of ferces uncontaines by parties and
‘statos and intellectual elite, 1In & word, I santed to stay longest at Marx's criginel
creativity rather -than the "wlaso's" aeven whara the also is important, is neeAIBAYY, ia’
true, in order to make swre that none will have a point of departure for staylnz at ‘the
nevsr-end.tng reputlt.tousness of vwhat othur eras have alrsady solved. On tho other band,
I agrom with you 100% whan it comes fo our own ers, and T follow most caroiully all your
suggestionz au I now am at the very ond of eiiting for publizher, So, many, many than¥s,

Youry,
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