Richard Huett, Editorein-Chiof Nov, 29,1972

Laure) Editions=elta Books
Déar Richard:

- : . Hurrledly, as these conferencen®* nevar sasm to
end and I'm laaving for another one-<the Sacond Int,TELOS
Canferanco where I am to gpeak on “"Higtcry and the Dislaectid,
But, of course, nothing takes vrlorlity over Dsll pudblication
of Fhilomophy and Revolution, ao here ere the answera to
gueshiona you reiged in latter of the 27th I Jjust recelved:

1)You are abeolutely right. There im to be no
pericd after “Abeolute negativity" on p.ii: the emphaesis
wag supposed tn have basn on the elimination of the lasTy
two worda, "iz the" so that “Absolute negativity" of p.ii
immediztely continues with p.iiil “"pervades, MOVeBees.s"

2) The cnly chaptsr which whs revicously pube
lished in an eariler version is ths one on Lanin, Chapter
I1I, TheShock of Recegnition and the Philosophic Ambivalence
of Lenin, and 4t ie =20 marked on p,138, If 1t needs & :
be idantified elsewhsre, then Here it is and pleass note
that the refsrsnce to New Critics Press not repacted by me
ag that publisher sesnsd to have gona out of axistence bafore

- ever it wag published. In any oase, it is the sawme fournal
and seme confereiicer TELOS, Spring, 19709 also in hoth
Sarbo=Croat and English versions of PRAXIS, 5/6, Zagrab,

-Yugasloda, - (When TELOS wrots ms yecently that their asuncunce:

-mant of publisation of. g Conferance never did take place,
though evidently set in print or something, I nade it clesy
to them that my work will be published by you and. therefore
they would have to give you credit, not v.v. In any case,
the chapter is not the precise form in which it was pubs
ligned in 1970,) Alse, while it is true that the Sartire
chapter made the rounds; that was not s published, but 8
mimsogriphed version, and,agein, is not the same, )
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, 3)May I take a few mors days before I give an
answer ag to oudb-title? Your suggestion "From Hegel to
Sartre, and from Marx to Meo" is good. But since’ I alwo
wished rovolutions brought in as real, i.e., tc streas that
it is nct only theory, but reality, 1 kept hoping I would
come wp with somsthing that mentions from French Revolution
through Russian to Today, ‘

4)I do not dediecats my tooks begauss I consider
all who helped as collubirators, and last asntence on p.v

gaysit"I consider Fhilosophy and Revolution to be &8s mueh
their work as mine,* 4 ‘

Yours,

*1 Just got a call from UCLi who, in April, are havine
a whole week devoted to WL, and I am to eddrexs them on
April 16th on "vomen as Force and &s Reason.*” Incidentally,

do past reviews of mgggiﬂlgnngkggggm when 1t is from such
important source 2s London Times help present?
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