Dear Pauly

Lt has just dawned on no that what appeared to xe as just an
abbTeviatal way of writing title of ay Lenin chspter may, 1a fact, have
bnn your "edited” veraica of wy overleagthy but sctually precice {and
Amarican, not Ruselan!) version, so I bstter explain.

“The Shook of Recognitior and the Philosophic Ambivelance”™

ix the authentic cxpression used 1a my bool 1s vider (1) to relate it to
Kelville's pootic viow that revognitive, when it is lesst expected, is a
ahook, an‘dwmbkeasr te new states of coasciousmese, (Parhaps you heve ‘
Smund Wilpon's work of liturary critictem. ¥he Shockt of Recognition, and
perbepa Ko thers quotes Melvilie; I do rot have,in Akgoses, any worke by
¥elville, skould you tolrk it mecesoary to quots him.) (2)The philonopbic
apbivalexze iz zelfeexplenstory, capmull.y to.a philogophic audience. But
I sctuaily thimk that the litarary slluslon is as ixporiant iu this casme,
&2 I vould act liks te sew the title clmaysd, FPleasel

if you ars ai the University instsad of eithor in demonstration
or an way %6 D.C, for a confronietion with Nixon over the Keat asveacre, I
would #1ss 1iko to make amcther suggertion re the Docember coafarsnce om
Hezel aml Lenta. /[Imcidentaliy, tho Hsgel Suciety of Amsrica ip likeuslins
plaaning its weating in Dacomber. Though "iu priaciplet they agreed with me
thet the 200%h apmiversary of Hegel shoulld npt go uwrslated to the 1C0th
" of Ianirts, I doubt thep?ll Rave anyone excupi a profezstoxel sutieoLoainist
poutificiting,) Iustesd of sither Lerin or Marx, I could give s paper
direztly ou Hegel. I'm probably the caly Marxist who over dared have my
- lecture liptad &s "Eegal's Abzolutos: 4 Marxist.Humanist View" aad I did
ot motn that Viewse to bo eykical, This can bs seen from the title I
ZAve it 1r my maw werk: "Begel!s Absolutia As New Beglanings". Who “will
be givisg tha talk ox Hogel? What is your topic? If my papsr should be en
Lexin or Marx, thoa I would also wisk to participste 1:a discussion on’ x‘!ogol.
.I 1ike Lealn’s sugzecilon to the edltors of Undar the Bramer of Marxism £
‘that thoy comstlitute tbengolves as & body of "datarialist Friexds.of the .
'Heg'ﬂua Dialectic.” What do you think of that &s a title of ono of the
sevsions? Alpe, what about "Lialectica of Liberatioa™ for amother sozsion, ..
“egpecielly if amy actusl forces, human forcse of: revolutlon ars to bs imvited|
Cr the othu- hasd, if by "fada! in your title on womonts libarl.uon. you Xl
to laugh im & supevlor mamser zt that aew ferce, then you cam sxpsct Zows
sharp eritioisa {rom me. I bave becn too busy with philosophy {whors oot
with roveiutior) to heve apything much to 'say on that question, but I surs
am glad the youth have spoken up omn male chanvinism amd have rafused.to wit
for ®“the day after the revolution® for their snecific Liberation. I- aay
enpe, i1 it is poacible to oeud me a Gopy of that piene by the TELOS“siaff,
‘or if you caa semi me a copy whea it geats off pross, I'd greatly eppreciate
it,. B -
C,. ¥, do you iatend to grapple also with Lukacs? I did like your
pleco in TEIOS, although I thounghi your pressentiag it as"the most crectivs
philgacphic work of Marxism of this century" must hava swrely bean done
without Iomia in nlsd, It 18 trus thet Lukaca did got then know Leaints =
Ppilogophic Notebocks, but essays can nuvor take the place of a book, not
even uhiex that book 3s ‘only in form of notss. Whet c&n be said is that in
1ts "undergromyd existencs™ it did sxerciso 8 greator ixfiunence than Lenin's
in ita hypestetived oditions. 1o this day, nons has really faced that
hrazk in Lenin, much less restate it for ouwr sge. I we face that problem
in Decorber, it will be a truly histcric ocoasion.

Finally, I dom't seem Lo have thet issue of Teles which you said
you edited wvith ‘ladlonl Awerica, ov.wmez it vico vorsal! I would very muoh
like to: 2an you send me & copy? Theake.
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