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" Vs [/ youdane g

S The :im;tunfg}u M\mthn\’-w@uv Netgerld \rvr:r and the

@.an Souitl mmuraamun wer crudit- s 2rie-govaranini. .
- 400K fyom 1nder Lcnin 'l‘-he nhi.lonr:wh‘c sezund on which he hnd stoud und
hatd thou;h% ln .mprognn‘nc. fuﬁzunb 4, 1914 had mwhed Lo xmltherasna
the ccnoaptg thet a].l tcn&cnclea in the Marxist covermant had hcld in communs
Up to om:u-!. k u!;ﬂ!ud sgresd the.t the materinl conditisna lsid the nsia
- for tho orution af » new aocial order, that the ®Irs adv:nuad ths maverial
-.-Vcondl*rio_nn;‘ t‘hl iettar preparad wouid the prolatnriﬁ ke Loy t.nk!.ng' cver
",pduoy.“fx'-,.on tho hourgnoiui.e, ond the larger the nuss Pn-ty and $he move

BT

-nﬁirc i.fu,).arxict landnnhlp, the surer would e ths raad to ru\roiutiou.

oh-cu rants. m.ﬁ

Aﬁ-r August 4, howawer, Msrxl-t ravaluti.onnriu had to foce
8 lhocktng mw rulity =« ¥arxist leaders (rscognizod as sush by tha
whole Internatiouul, thhevuu inchided ) al the nead of the largest :nau.‘
party, 9The Great GQermen Social Dactocracy;? in the ::ost technologically

advanced lmd,' ware the very ones who had ordered the workers, not to desiroy

~ .
world capitalism, _?q&‘to duughter each other acrosc nationnl frontiers Sh@/

— ——— e

s

QT&'ths def snte or 1.1:0 fatharland.S /F In the face of this collepas of all hin

\ s .
]

pravicus ra;mcaptlcnl of ths relationahip betwesn the materiz] and the ideal,

—

subjective and objectiva, ths uniwqréa__l and the partlcular, Lanin was farosd

to search for a new phil:mophy."i ogel l@l asvar existed, lenlun would

have had to invant Hegellan di-lact,{\ to reconstiiute his own resazon.
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It ws:n't that lenin sxpsariznced = einglo inatani's hesila

a:out his oxn rﬂvolutlonnry opposition ts e lnaerlnllnt war.  On the
uontrary. Where other revolutionury oppanants 9f ke wur wars £o ovar-
ﬁhelmad‘ﬁy the collapss of 1ins 33:0nd-£ﬁternatlon§1 Lhat ihey considered

it nec&s;ary 1o limit tha."strﬂggle for poaca™ uo kst dhiéh wauld unite
.all tendancles wﬁa hsd‘nct b9strayed, l=nin was adamq&/ in hia ocprowiiion

to "iadlscriminata unity ? (1) £b% u)béﬁh_jlggéam:fnam the xmoatl extrsazs and
unagquivocal of sloganslgp the def2at of one's owa caunlry is ths issser
‘e#il. ‘1§rn'the impsrialiat war into civil war, In w Word, insofar wa
Lanin was toncerned, what was needsd wae not the picking oF the places.

of whut once was. whut hnd bscoms. imperative wus the total

(

-:‘f;”kthe Sscond, the creation of o Third Intornn lonalj} T?ﬁ ehutt, ring«

expe"ience did not put {intc question his golshevik flltic- and or;anlza-
tion. thst had bean put-into gqueetion wus the 2 materielinm-that lacked
tha “rincipla of the "trunsformstion into oppoatds,® l“thc di=lsciic Broyp er."
This i3 whal Lenin wae 10 -ainzls out in tha gez-lian %ialactic.

As the holocaust =nvalopau tha gorld and Pther ovponants of 1hs

!
war Were running socui withoat reorzunizing their ﬁwn thinking, Lenin, the

zoment he reenbed Bern in Se"tnrber, 19{4 rnpairad.hzmae;F L3 the llbrary

Lo grappls with the works of Hegel, sgpecinlly his Science of logic. For

sn Jncomprorising revolutionary like Lenin to szend nis dsve when ths
whole warld, including ths larxist moverunt, wos gainy

-Bern Library asust, ladeed, have pressutsd s sirange, an incorzrahkenaiole
* H LEy N

(1) The ghrase wzp2ure in Lenln'u Lettisr to Kolloatals Uyzu enpharize <hat
'we must put forward 1 giogan that would upits wll.7 I will <211 vou fronkly
that the thing I frar cost at Thr preseat Ules 1s ind iacrimin%t: unity vhich
I ax convinced, i» most dongzsroas 2nd hapmPul 43 the priletariat®  (Justed
in Memoriss of Lenin, Yol Il, p. 142, by M. K. Frupcheva.)




.

sigkt. But, day in ang day aﬁf, for 2 whols ;sar(“) lenin would not

Be movsd. Just as his ‘political sluzun, “Turn Whe impcrialist war foto a

civil war,¥ tecame the poiitlcullv arect Divide {e }ﬁrxiz., o avetract -
of Heg~1'u Logic became the phijcsoshic foundetion Tor wll ssriogs writincs

thet Lonin was %o do'ior Lha rest of Nis lifo, from Imperieliem nnd State

and Revolution on the ayp of Hdvember, 1317, through i1he work of thy actus
Revolution, to his %311,
Lenin lurned to Heyel warily snough, forev ier. remind:n- himsal#® that

he was reading him "mat-rin11stzrally ¥ and, as a:ae%erie,iaz wos "eon—

. ligning God and the nhilonop rakble that dafends God to 1ha rubbish

'heap. Ab the soms time, howewer, ns i hit, {y the ahock of raco 1tioq
that the Pogal;an dislectic w9 r-volutionury, tnat Hegel's nialoc.ic,
ia fact, nrecaded Mbra's“apalicatzan" in the Communist Manifeetns o

oy

would celiawc,” Lenin exclaimec to himwelrf, "that‘thiu zoveTent sad 181f-
V'movement iu ihe cord of ’Hevali4nism,' of sustract and ebstruss (difficult,
'ahaurd?) Hdgalieniam??....The idea s univeragy] mavewent uni change
(IBIEALQEQE);was dlnciosed bsfo;e its soplicstion to 1i% and agclaty,
;t wa; procleiwed ia referencs 1o rociod s (1847)* eurlier thar in rzlutjon
to min (1859 )xsn ()

To grusb the full impact thet <hi: reading ot Horel hed upon Lanin
we miet Keop in mind that Lepin 417 moe EnOW Marx'z now famods 1344

Economi¢~Fhileeophic Mhnuncrinta.

(2) Actuelly Lemin spent tiwo year«-—I131401915-<in ihe Livrery., Bul ha compieted
thy Hegel studies in 1715 and began the cathering w2 mutwerial ror writing
ImEarialisﬁ. ;

* The reierence i1 %o Ths Comeminist Manifewto,

** The rafarence iy 1o Th: Origin oi 3pecies,

(3} 1 kuppened %2 have u~e1 the Tirst o tranulets Lania'a Abutruct, I will pe
using, mainly, my ows ‘ranslation. {ippendix By Mirxjism sud Fresdom, 1359 oqitlan,
hereinulter ruforred to aw MEF.) For ihs toavsmisace af Uhe rcaJuru, however,

I will aluo cite the pagine®ion in ihe Loscow irane 1atian.~—(v. I. l=ein.
Collscted works, vol, 28.) HeFy £e 215 yold E3, p. o241,
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wWhet L-'u‘tn fs thiaking nhogt concrately, an he ts reading ﬂugol‘n Bciamc of
legie, is lil!'x'l_‘_:_:\_g‘l_._il'-_ll. on the ons hend, nnd. on the other hand, his struggle
with Awilger moterinlism.® Thuo, evea as he Lv arguing with Hegel and de-
cignating 'i;ha‘-uotion, éinag-for-;%lf h;x the Poctrine of Pelng, wms 'dnrk'uatora,'
he followe it up withs 'The idea of Ahe transformation of the ld’..ll 1nto %he

roi:i is Ero?du:_g. _‘fﬂ‘y imperdunt f'or history. Asut alsc in ths porsomsl life

of man it is evident thot thers is mich truth in thiae ‘Ageinst vulgar

m‘t@rianlmf | ‘ﬂBi 'l'ho difference of the idenl lrom the matertel is alsg

not umoudttioml. no‘ mbaruchwengnsho‘ )

llcgo:l.. Imu.n 'ccntima- to grlppll all the harder with Hcgel'u nhstraot
ea'l.egoriu. thn ha was still .'m the Doctrim of B-ing, ke a].roady -treued
both tho idu:tity af, and trancrformation i.nto, oppositu:i Dia 1 act c/J-~

1- tho uoctrinn of the .‘.dortity of opposites~~how they cau h-a and how thay

hcom-—undor whi.oh cuniitianc they become ldentical, tramformtng one into

the oth-r..-' m we got to ths Dactrine of Euonce.mi«w(ﬁhﬁf tho

b o o bbn e

" strass was o @z,-olf—mo am-nt‘\ firat snd forsmosty’ __ As _he continues his

e =

commants on The Lew of Contradiction, his siress is not on the identity of
opposites as on the iransition from one to the other 'and the sharpening of
the conbtradietion, on the one hand, and, on the otheyr hatid, such comprshonsive
knowladgo of totality that even causslity, that yughear of "nso-cmpiricium, !
bscomee it a "moment® of thz wholes
2

¥Osuss and efflect, erge, only WA o every kiad of

interdependenea, connaction (of the univarsal), the

-goncatenation of avents aze onl:r links in the chain

of the developmént of matter.?

B All-sildedness and all-owhracing character of world

ccanection are only ons-sidedly, gsmltorny and incom-
plately axprasasd by ceusality.” “(

(F)MsF, p.338; Yol 38, p.176s *This santence is in English in lenin’s text,

(5)MEF, o530 Vol 38, pald3s  (6)MAF, pe335s Yol 38, pel59. £255¢




it was in

. untogn:} of causmlity

for Len(nm nﬁu 4an ihe

ﬁThs'en:anc

vas idré@len

“hime, iaid ;
U vhe tioe'Lenis féached
“with bis o philosoph

cf‘nntaiiallth_wqrengs

logionl figu
. of an sxioms

carrani theories,

1ntad as "R3 Froedow

Lenin's Awstroct becomes

o aoonsr designates the first suction of the Notion as
}f:;} ¥e callads a best means of getiing a headuche"s ¢
- the followings "Na Hegel's analyais of the Sylle

" kind of unterteliew mnd inconsistont enpiricism t

*iron sconomic lava® snd fenzanca?t

#orld which is in itself
knowledge of naturs
- Angiof) kaowledge."

ress bn-tﬁﬁ“profundity of tha'digle;tia,

MWhan Hegel tries-<sometimes evan
" to death--to subsume the purposefu
octegories of loglo, suying that ¢
that the mthject plays the role of
"30glial "Flpure! of tha sylloglam,
_strain, not only a zemes- There ie
“parely celeriaiistic,
Practica) sctivity of mem, repesied ¥i1}
the ‘conscicusness of wa

It s precively hecauss

roveals & mind in zction,

himself "o peturn to" Hegel,

new page 5

this finel asction on Essance

to explain the relstic

Hegelien éoudopt of "momants®

8 is that hoth

]Llnin-alyo“kept-up e conetant argument with himse]r.

'éainlﬁIﬁegnll-;aqyaticism and empty ppdihtry,“

The po
¢ pudt-=vhat Lonin was

sent in Eegoli'

res in order that

urguing with Lteelf s well e

"to work out® tdeas, history,

Jemming up opposites, and laeping into ihs

an axeiting

Lenin's Avsiract of fegel's Seisnce of

oxperience also for higs recdars,

thet Lenln sroke with ihe
hat overstrassed science and the
nihtp af mind and mstier aven o»

hed conatuntly oen contrustad to Yoppearanced |

B as if thtrﬁby the igtulité of a Provlem had beon exheusted. YWiat vecans sulient

the worid uf_appthancu rud the
are esrentially momenty of the
(;irmnn, atzpe, changes in (or despen-

. —

Every time hé,

'Leain, at. the. same |

'tﬁq,idcg_or‘gnuiunf' By
*trine of the Notlon--and 4% 40 there that ke sroke.

undoracoriug was thei ths elements

straina himaelf end worriss

1 activity of man under the

his activity 2a the Yayllogism, !
vome sort of ‘mewber! {n the
etcs, ithen this 15 not enly n
herd u very desp content, -

“Xt 1% necessnry to turn

this arocund; The

Lons of times, mist lesd
n to the repitition of the various

}Bj‘n San achieve tha significance
L]

A

Logic

with Hegel,,ndﬁfu4nz

sclency, Marx's Capital,

ifetlon which he now {range

®akjectivity (far?) geal, consciousnsas, atriving HB.“(g} Lhat

Thua, lanin no’

“These parts of the work should

han he alac socentuotos.
glem (I~P-U, ‘“individual

This acntence iy in En

12551 .(77&-,[?-553'5 Yol 28, p.153." (BINEF, p. 543

t Yol 28, p.150,

SMEF, Pr3iE Vol
Zlish in Leuin‘s text, (PRt 72361 Tol 38, pui64
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partioular, universal,! Faldy, etc.) Le reminiacent of Marx's imitation

" of ‘Hegel An Chapter I'."uo} lanin will later devalop the clooa ralationship

petwren }hrz'srcugﬂal and E_isgal'u Loglas

®I2 Marx did not ‘leave o logic (with a capitnl lettor), he - :
laft the logie of capital, and thia should e espmoielly utile '
‘ iged on-tho Ziven quostion. In Capitel,.ths logic, diamlcztic
g : snd thaory of inowledge of materislimn (% words sre not nocerasary:
. they ure one and the eane ) ara sppliad to ons ceiﬁcy taking all
that 1s valuable in Hegal znd moving 14 Fforward.'{id ‘

But while he fs 54311 in soctlion ons of The Dotirine of ths Noiion,* lenin feels

the noes tc separste himself, first, from Plekhsnov, and suddeniy even froc

himaelf. Threa aphorisma quickly follow one aftsr the other:

*{1} Prekhanov criticises Xentionism (and ugaowticism in goneral)

more from the wulgar msteriolietic than 4the dinlactic mntarizle

istic point of. viewsss. ' o

(2) AV the waginning of the 20th century Marxiste oriticiesd
‘4he’ Eantlans and Humists more in s Fsuerbadhian (and Buchnerizn), . IO

' than’in"&n Hegelinn manner.

*I¢ 1e imjoasidle fully Lo gresp Marx's Cupital, endespecially

7 ) its first chaplor, Lf you have not studisd through end under-

.. stood the whols of Hegel's logio. GCondequently, none of M‘o
N Marxists for the past § century hava undorstood Murx)®(12]

‘The spigone who deny that lenin hsd himesll{ Lo mind mrat snover

whad .Lonin,d.ld owRn By the addtional remark alongeids the firat two —ap'hnrhm.

“soncerning the question of the criticism of modsrn Kantienism, Mechiom, etet®,

“whose work more than his own Mato:Lu—l:l-m and Zmpiric-Criticisa centered 20 |

(10)M&P, pe 329; 7ol. 28, p. 178. Chapter 1 refsrs, of course to Uapitrl.

- 1% is ths wery chaptor that Stslin, in 1943, when he decided Lo bresk
with Marz's Analysis of tha Law of 7alue as characteristlc of capiteliam
and only capitalien, ordered Soviet theoreticlens not to follow, {Ses ilLe
translation from Pod Znamenem Marxisgs and my Sommsntary on it and the
debates around it in ths Apsrican Esonomic Raview, Sept. 1944 to Sajt. 1945.)
Ever since £t hes remained a subjsct of controveray whanaver the question
of allenation and the fetlshism of commoditioce ¥soomes Lhe subievl of
discunssion.

_(11}!_5_?: pe 3573 Vol. %: pe 3459

(12 )aF, p. 340; Yol. 38, p. 130.

i (% Rl el i ]

lc;); o
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en "Machisz?? The real poind is noi,-of courszs, Lha mers questicn of nizing

‘nImas, muth lase whather tho aphorians contain exagafation:. Thua, rons hsd

wr;tten more profoundly thqn'yen1n on Marz's uﬂditﬂl sspccintly on Volume 11,

und Lenin cer‘ainl did nat Zaan uh,t 211 who wished to study :gg 48l munt ‘irst,

labor througzh the tua voluzas of the Science of Iszic. What was crucial to hinp
now, whbtrha saw lodming befors him was a grsat philoroghic dsb:te, suddanly
directed, 6ot eo mich sgainst Hegsl ss against Flakhanov and even zansing a

‘cOntrsdiction within him:alf hiw philosophic paat. The praoof is 11 the fact

that he. wss ‘now riot fullj satisfied aven with his escay, Ks‘ 1 Marx, ‘that he

had ju-t compl»ted for the Encyclopedia Granat.

In culllng -attention’ to ths f!Cu that Lnnin # esaay had bsgun wlth
.a diubua-ion of philosonhic mauerialism and dialectics, hrupskaya conmentead

:,that'ﬁﬁhin wi3 not 1he usus) Wiy of preseating Nerx's tasching:.“(li) That

cért:inly'was trus. What Frupskays doaa not mention was that this dcpartur

from previoua analfsia had, by the tim~ Lenin [inished ths whale -of the Lo ic

not been concrete cnough to satiafy his new comprehenaions of tha diu]ectic.
The ssiny wos writien during the July-Hovember, 1914. lenin hsd begun studying
th;'ngig ir Sapt&mhei and completsd il on Decemosr 17, 1914. This and the R
date on whicgh hs Wrols a new letter to Granat —- January 14, 1315 - h&lpi.us
;gbﬂoggi.;ﬁ;n Lenin thought ths greet revslatior in his philoaophlc’cancaptions
‘sccurrsd. In uny casa, with charactaristice procision,'this i4 what Lenin

wrote Grunat:

"By the wuy, will thers not still bYe tims for certain correctians
in the soction ca dinlectica?... I huvs bsen sludying thie
question of dialsetice for the'last month and ¢ half end 1
think T ceould add sozgthing Lo it if thers was time...®

hapiil :
7 The praceas of e bresk with old coenceptm la novhsrs clearsr than

1.

in his commentary ugon the relatisnehip betuwesn theory and grocvtice. o

i

{13) Memaries of Lesuin, p. 155.
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fﬁul, oven when lenin speoks asout praciice, he stressas that Hegel |
. r Lo
is hore talking avout practice ‘in the theory of cognition.® !ﬁséégggn-

3 rde f -
Lanin himsslf sEcfs to soary "Alias: Man's cognition nct only reflects

it .8 (‘U'})

%ho obiscnivs world, but crestza i

¥ . . 3 )
How fur we have travellsd Ifrom ihe Uohotocopr! theory perrssiing

Vaterialisy und_Empirio-Criti;i.m[ And.yst'iﬂ 13 not lscause Lnnin kad forgot

bis materislist roots, mich lesa hisz revoluti&nury views on cléau consciona~

xf - ’
neswz. aamseﬁf-nﬁ‘%’:rm on HiTAFt—thouaht Lonin had geinsd from Hegsl

. a totally n=w appresiution of the unity of materiailur and idealism; It

thll which will gcrmeata Lnnin‘: po-t—194§ writinga, whether their toplc !é

.

nhiloauphf or po]itica, economlca or argsnization. And beirng, at fh= uémd_timé, e

mau of tha coﬂcrote, Lanin, 'trsnllntqu“ Hegsl'n phraae avout the “non-aatuality or

N

the vo"ld"a; follow:: “”ha ‘warld doea not setisfy man and pan uecides to change it

by Bia activityX ' , .

Ins word, ‘it 1nn't that Lenin has gon- into abstractxonl in gaining
B -9R-ET appreciatxon of inea]leu. It 1= tba* in gaining this apornciation,
tha Auzolute Idsa, kugan to losge the atl rlhttq of all thingw evil.
Naturally thia is not dus to any transforzstion of lepin from x:volu.;onsry

matﬁrinlint-to Hpourgeois igvalist," nor to =mny scceptancs by hia of Eage;'s

c;ncept of God or some %icrld Spirit" unfolding tee1f, Rather 1t is Lhat Leniﬁ
now swes that, though Hszsl 1a dealing only with theught-zntitics, Lb:t the
movemnent or Weure thoaght! not only Mreflects" reality, but that the dla1tct1c
in ihy ons and thko othsr is o srocsss, znd the abzolube le "agaslute qtgativitf.
Lenin's profound zrosgp of ths zecomd negatlcn which Hegel calls "the turnieg po nt“('eoi.
leads Lenin 1o -anestion Ho:21*s diversion 0 the rnuambders geme-—ahether Lthe ;
diulectic im 3 Mriplicity? ar "guedruplicity,” with ths resalt the* Neszsl con—
treusts Mainpla" 2ad "ab:aluﬁc.” 1anie commeate: "The difleronce {2 not cloar
4o me, Le not the wesslite siuivilent to the more coﬂcr:ne?“(17) Lesnin now

1% 3

Wiranslataa? both wbsolute and rolutive 1 Npoments® of davelopesnt,

(%W, b- 307 Jol. 28, p. 213, (1%) I8id, 7
15} Hepel, 3ciznes g; Toslc, Vol. il, 7. 477.
17)¥e1" 33,77
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.5 e By the time Lenin lays down the Suiznce of Logic, he Lk nat

‘

even annoyud h} the Absoluts Idea Hgoing to nature.' 1instead, he says thet

Heg.l thorcby Astratches 2 hnnd Yo materisliem:* He writss slaledlys

‘"It is ‘notewortny ihat the whole chapler on the

'Absoluts Idea! scarcely says a word aboui Jod (hardly

svar has o, ‘divine! 'hotlon' ‘'slipped cut atcideotly)

and nnlrt from ﬁhat—-&hll NB~it containe alzost nathing
that 1.- np.cincally idealien, bub has for its zain wid ject
the dislaetion) mothods sesAnd ome thing mcres in thie
most Sudelistic of Hegel's woris thers Ls the leaa? 1dcn{is
and 1-1_:1:-' most meterialisze ‘'Cantradictory,! wud & * fuc'r. 1 !5

Ldni' fllt none of ihe uxcitnmont vhat he hnd oxperinncld in thwe

o5
lﬂg; nhan ks tumd to Hegeolla, History of MP““& Bu'b l't. i: thers: t.t-at

e complets e finul roek with Plakhisnovi

4 * Plakhanov. wrote pruhally nlnrly 1 OdD:plgus .
agr.i!ut Bogdanor _ against Kantiann . nt}.c .‘uutiom,
on:philosophy (dialectic)s -
Jin b-m ail asoul the LeFger Logic, - itn‘thcughta
:nl)ll\"(lg)

th.only thnt. when he gote to oum up in'n mnre organizcd form

'Hcgel rhu ' . cri‘icizel Engels:

- "rho -plitttng of & aingle whole and the vogni, tion of 4{e

: contradictory partsseais the ¢ £ » & n o 8ses0f ‘dinlectics .
evsthis anpect of dislectics (Sege, in Plekhanov) ususlly re-
celvas inadequate attention: the Ldegiity of opposites iu % kcn
as the sum intal of o x a m 1 e 5 -Mor sxampie, r sfed, f' For
sxample, pricltive communlomey: The asmé is tr\ta 31‘ Engels. Aub
1t 1 ¥in the interasts of" ﬂapulariuntionlau. .

‘Sﬁ grest is Lenin’s eppraclation of dialectice that éven his ref~.
erences to "olerical obecurantism,® a "sterile flowsr,® is expanded to menn
"a sterlls flower that growe on the living treo ot living, fertile, gaswiine,

powsrful, omnlpotent, objective, absolute hunan knowledge.!

118)1!01- 2. o p)‘ko

219)14&?. Pe 354 Yol. 28, pe 277

20)"61- )B, Pa 3)0 Pe 96,)- ’

* e do not have lLenin's Notes on Hegel's Fhenomenclogy of Hind, but tha Note-—
hocks on Impsrislism show that he had read it while he w&o propering the
Fomphlet on Imperialism. (The Notshooks sre a massive 739 pages as ngainst
the shoert praphlat that was schually jublished.)




‘ dialactic'ra]nticrlhip of theory to practice ane rice vwrln,

its way, through cantrad:ciion-, to a0 total & unity of objeut and subject, thpﬁ

* the. uctlv;nt the rsvolutionary materialfst L-nin could copy out the philosophileal

FRTEY L O PR

new pago 10

A3 usninlt the comments by lenin nlongeide works by othtra, nninly

Hogel, th 1nat quotation vas from tho only -rtielo by Llninnlpcc‘r oully 'Oa_‘

nlllocttns.' Though likawi-c ool prepared for puhlication, this, et lcast, has

-never Leen trontad ac mere *joitinge.*

It is the lamt word we have from Jinln'a

ntrictly philosophic coumsntnrr of the crucisl 1914-1915 poriod-. stmes Lenin hee

uoi prepered’ his Philoaophic Notehooke for publicetion und

Lhay tharefors romalntd

4.

prlvqt-;‘ -1nce lanin laoccd siaply to huva contlmxed with his economio etudlee,

poltticnl thcs.-, orgauiznttanul works and sinoe the factional polemicu continued

lunnbntedly, &-nln'o helre

wara not pekeparnd for the imparative of Pfacing & mowt cunqu y

tin;. to-nlly uontrad;ctcry dousls visicnr on the one herd, 4ne known vulzarly materi

' 1ntio ggtnrilli-m nnd Emggrieuariticinm, and, on the othwr hand, andls:a roferences

' to dia' otiaa~ch- dinlncﬁzﬁé hiltory, the dia:actic of rovolution, tho disloatie A

el —

1on covnring botb the Natlonnl an-tion nnd norld rcvalution, thn

und even the dinlocti ;

-Bnllhnvlk lcnderlnip to thuory, -u tho no1f~;ct1v1tv nf the
. itlll!‘. ks

masses a3 «011 £x to

Lluin.s adhcronts as wéll as. political oppurcnxn knew nothtng, !nd carud

loau, aaaut nny grn&t phllc-onhic divide set up by Hegul'n Aslolutn lbthodadtht

d&uloctic of dtvnlapmont of "the purs movezent of - thought' and of “aslity 5att11ng o

1dlllist hogol'- concept of "subjectivdt and luy ‘2pecial sireaws oo, the luut -cntoncdi

"Rech usw. stage of uxturiorizution (that Le, of further dsterminutlou) is dlso
an 1n$sriorizntion. and praater extension is also highar lntenlit¥ The
Yic conesquantly 4o also ths mout toncrote and subjoativeg..®

How could snyone conceive that the "philosophtic neutralyst®

who, for s

long pericd, accepind aven "Machiols® into tha 3olrhevike Juet

20 fong as thay
accepted "Bolshsvik discipline," would now

we unde;jthe spull of what he callad *the

dialectic proper," ihat this, Just ithis, would vecoms Lenin's underlying phlloaophyy - -

For his part,

ienin wns foced with tha faot thst he had to Tight . egsinat not only

beatrayar

s and Jensheviks es well ao non-Bolshavii 1nhernntionu11:ta Iike Roaa

[uxemwurg and *the ptch,"* byt also his own small Bolshavik group ahroad. And he
had to do #o0 on, of nll Lthinga, 2 wubject that Bolsheviks had previously agesed tp

(21)3cience of logic, Vol IT, p.4B2
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"in principle®--the self-determination of natiocns. (22)
aiddouly..bmin r‘ound hl.aﬁ_elf totally alone unfl, the 1ltile uo::d-— )
dialncunc--kopt npriuging up svarywhera. It was as longer limitad o “the trsﬂa-
.. foroation &.nt.u opposiis” insofar as eilher tmr.wform.ution of oompotit.ton {nto monaé‘

‘ f:qu or ¢ 'uciion of lakor into ihs ° arlntocracy of lasor® wes concerned md vhich |
was usod alss f.-a axplain Yopportuniza® and the collspee of ¢ I8 sacoz\d 1-:‘urnaucnal. ’
Now diuicotiél.wa- oxtendsed to revolution itself. 4nd 4he "enexy®--the Lhooretica)
ons=y was .nﬁm other Lhan ths Folshsvik thecrotician, 3ukharin. fhe atark new truth |
was.ibat Lonir called the Zolshswik opposition to self- determ.lnuuon of nations

notbinz ahort. or "izpsrieliet economiom.”® ‘Por our purpozn ths iaporiance of thi-
.. debmte rambo not 30 mioh in Bukharin'e thesis as in his wrthadoalogy, which- Lenin
"knp‘i- ro errl.ng to nll the way to~hia-death Bod, ams W shall sce. Mtnmhllc, Dlnin‘o_‘

I.ro wae. arouud by Bukhnrl.n'a :tatamont thut

’ "'mw inpuhlilt spoch is en epoch of the nnorpti.on ot nmh atu‘eu," that

'thorotou" it was "inmpoasidle to struggle against the enalavessnt oif natiors,"
llme:ﬂ.,, of goures, in & struggle Tor soclaliam, and thet "“-'hnrofore...omy
davintion Lpon tnat road, ény advancoment oh 'pnrbial tiagks of the’ "liberation
of naticms? within the resim of capitalist ciunzation was utontnn and )
reaouonury._"@z )

o - It was the “therefora's® thzt Lenln most a.ntom-.alf nppnued. He !.ns!.qted"'

kst the horrors of the imperialist” wer hud led to Pis suppreesion of Himan

reénouinﬁ:" how othsrwise wxplain the Bolshevik "surious srrors in logic?? Instoed

‘ of “heir ssaing that thes vory iraanstormation inte opposite ol [ree compatitive

' capitalism into monoepoly luperislism end its suppression of netionsl democracy would
producs rglgstnnc-j that ihe fmpulsu 10 self-movaocent came precisely sut of thessz
coniradictions, secems the dluimctics or»revdluthn. To shink otharwiss, Lanin
inslstad; waz %0 trest maesss az ok juct inetesd ar subkject of history. If the
"uherefore's® do not smergo out of the liviag contrediction instesd of the dead

substanca, then soclalionm iv notning but an "ought.' The Lrath Le that

(22)1 will »s guoting Genkin and Pisher, The sSolshoviks and the Worid ¥ar, .
pocauud it wao Mkharin's thoses (ooe upmalally po. 219-?25). But the latest and cne .
of the finezt books on Lhe battle against nctiosnel chauvinisa ror the psriod after
tre Jolshevike galnud power Ls to be Iound in Yoshe Lewin's Lenin’s Last Struzgle)
and the moet comprshensive on the NXationd)l Queeilon woth before and uiter Bolsheviea
triumphed ie Ths Pormstics of ihe Saviet Unlon: Comminism and Nationnlienm, by

Aicherd ipes. 3¢c also oy chepter on Stelio in Marxlem sud Fresdom.




not only th* arols tnriat but new r~volatians'3 ‘orcsa—-the nutiongl minor ias——
dure ariulng and maxing thc fight for a-lL—detArminatian of nations not GQ1J

p;lnclp]e“ Mt a‘reality, as the Yrish -uater Asbslllon provad. Thers naver

has besn g “Puru' revolution sed the antional revolis were valid LJth in them-

selvan and 2e ihs Phoacerli® for tha proletarian ;evolu-ianu.

.Dialccticu, thet Malgebra op revolution,“(ah) hag ba=n on many érsai
adveniurss since‘Hgésl trez2tod it out of tha aciion of the Frarch m:zze;gzi}
and thereﬁy revolutionized metushysics. What had bron. in Negel, rsvclution

41& ;hilqusphy, beeame. with Morx, »a philosophy of Pava}ution, 3 Lotelly new
?_ﬁﬁgo£y”of lihsr;1lon -~ the “rol-marian r—volJtiona of 1848 culminsting
'tha P-rll uonmunu ‘of 1471. Lenln 2 radi:cavery of dialsctic:, bf.aslf—.

',activity af. Suhjact verous Sub-tenc- at-the vary womenl of no llno-a cF
- d*acloued, ol ons and: the aame tims, ‘ . :
Sucond Tntsruational / the ngnearance of countcr—rsyolubioq from Eg}hin

"“the Ma;xilt mdvement"and the new forcas of revolution in the netional movameuts.

75-Mare§st, thenﬁ naw forces wers prﬂnﬂnt not only in EZurope but thzoughaat ik
world; Jh;t his -conomic study of imp'r revealed was that i1t kEad gorgéd
:itlelf on more than g oiiifon peopie in Africu.sng ip Atin. Thias wes Lo he-
'csﬁa ] totally n;w thearstlc depariurs after the Solshavik conqueat of powe%,
de the Thasin on the ¥ational and Golonial Juestion presentad in 192d to the
Third Intsrnstionsl.® 3ui while the holocaust wza moet inténzs, undé Lenin
stood aloﬁ:, he neverthslsss rsfusad to reireal an inch L0 abatract {ater-
natlonslism. Tne oulbrzak of ijs Zurter Reb=llion 1a 17158 wh:u‘ths srelatariat
W38 21111 slaughtoring sach olhsr showsd his Fosttlion on the sslf-detarxination

of nstions 4o e pot only theory st reslity.

(24) Alexzunder Herzsn, Selected Philssoohicul worka, p. 531,
(25) Jerring as this saJ s3und 1o ins profsasional philosopher accusioged b
ihy dilalectic from tha Grecle through Eunt to Hezel 4n the r2aln of thought

elons, ths trath .1 <be aoove gtitesant kas, in recsnt timea, b=en vgrafiylly
traccd tnrough in the warks 30 Jeun Hypsolite (G-n-a- =t gtructur- d=

;!i
Ehanomenolories de Hessl and 3tudice on Marx und Hezsl) a2 well ss Lhe @ actual
Jocumants of Hez=l'a 2arly dc;nlapgent. DaPum:nua Zu Hec:le Entuicklune.

® jee Purt IIi, "bCOﬂQTlL Reality und tha Dia lectica orf Wosruticn,” whare I
develop this tra 388 Jor Lhe African revalations is oup s:p
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- For uhstever rosyon Linin, in 1914-1013, turasd 45 Hezel
bour’soiswidqa]iut Fhllosogher,! 1t certainly wasnly 4 iind the
W E ! IS ¥ h A
of revoluticn. 4ng yel Hereliar diulactlng ITninated mors the actisns of,

tho woewsss Laking fate inly thelr own hainds in Irelons i 1218 45an gig trha

. N ' . e .
debiten on the Nationa) Hention with his Roleveviy collea;uz:.(“") 1217 ahoulg

kave andud the Orpasition Yo nitignal s:lf-dsturmination, sut, in feet, 34 only
took 5n a pew form. 7Thia {ima Bukharin contend=d thot it was ixposainle any
longer to sdmdt th: rigm oF ssif—dcharminst;cn since Uresia was now 4 wnrﬁagsf
;tate'wheﬁogainstlonelism mesnt bourgacis én&'proletariut together and "th;fgfpreﬂ
8 .ﬁ@p backiardi ' In his 2daiasion thet “in s0us caves' he wouig be for i1, ir;a't\- '
ligtagd “gotténﬁbts, ths Burhmen and the Indiane.® 7o whibh Léniﬁ excln{mad:-

'*gbhrfng'ﬁhis[enumq;ation 1 thougnt, hou is it thet Cograds Bukhafﬁn

Hed forgottun a am9]l trifls, the Aadlikiry? Thare ire no Bushmen
in wusein, nor have I hanrg that the Aottentots have 1uid claim go
an autonomuy s rspublic, but we huye Bashkirs, Krghiz,ooin cannot

dany it te o cingle one of 4ha §g3plea Yiviag within ths aoundarias
of the foreer Rusceian Empiru.“( !

,Bukhavin, for whow 211 the guestions Irom Nyeir determinationior

neﬂioné“ to state-capitaliam were thaoretical quustions, mair 6ot have

fron Rassien chauviniem, 3ut he cr;atad the theoretic.} virtielnwa for

did Liirn the yhesls ol hishury straight usck tg Capitsliam. AL the 1ast mo;:nt—-
too late ay it_turned out —=Lenia bproke tolully wity Stalin-~ynd, thecr:tically, re-
‘Yuzed 1o depurd ip ris debales Gidh Juhheris frax bhal wingle word,

reletiorebip of “ifect 40 object, dialectica s, k2 moversnt fpop asetract to tun—~
Sretes  In plecs of the zeehauistic 3tlarcation of b ject ang ohjuct, Lanin

Joined tae two 1n 4 nay toutrels universal--go o

(2E T @5 not attrivute xignificancs 1o ihe dez:ir~ Lo hold omia the word,
'Sclshevira, 1" L2rin wrots in his reply Yo 3ukkharin, "ror I know some
'old 3olsheviks! frow whom Zay Gud Jresurve ma 0 The Bolaheviks sng Ake
world ¥ar, oy 0. Zankig di0d H. Fisher, Pe 235, .

(27 Lenin, Seiscted yorks, Vol. VIII, po 2%2. The waole orf Port 1V, "The Purty
Frograp (1318-1970 1 vary valusile Far the 4. oretjc peiats in élspats
and have the sdvantage af teinr 8z ware in 9 theorsticnl {rame then the
factional wits of the Trade Union Disputs wihick cun oa found in vol Ix.

12559
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Abstyact rcvalutioninm was the methodological _enemy. Bukherin's

theory of lﬁnto-dlﬁaﬁnliln, tha obvorsu side of hia thaory of economies dsvelcy=

i TR e T,

ment ucder = workery ! ltnte,,ia'that of & ccntinuuul devulopme1 be BowY ralgﬁi

linu leadlnx rrom 'nnnrsantzed' oompetitive cepitalien to 'argan::ad‘ staty=
eapitalinmn Un a world moale, it ramalnu 'anlrchic,' sub ject to the 'bllnd
‘laxs of Yhe' world market," ‘Anarcbv £¢ ®supplemented by antagcniatin claseen,”
Only the pro&otariut by melzing o‘ttlccl powsr, cen sxtand 1organ1zed pro-
ducticont ta tha vholc worlds The Pact that Bukuarin balieves ip social revolu~

tion dnla ﬂ&t, howovcr, secm to stop him from denllng with labor, not =a mub-

'1nyad no small rola in the rcvalut!on — hiu concagt of rcvolu-

1neablpab1y drivﬂn to preclude celf-movemont‘ whioh xn axactly why 1nior re="

P

nljnl AR nbjoot to"him., As:oblect, the highcst atiriouts Buknavir ean think
of nnslgning lahor i1z it beconming an ‘aggragnta. Feopls were refsrrod to

as Yhuman m:china--'caa)

For & revolutionary intellectusnl to have becoms so entrappsd in the

fundamoﬁta!_aliinatton of philosophers In = clags society, 1dentifying wen wiih

things,'il & phenomenon that lald heavy on Lsnin'l;mind as he wrote hia wizl.

(28) Draft GI Program, included in Ataks, pe. 121, "Collection of Theoratical
articles wy N, Bukhari (May, 1925, Moscow, Rusmfan)s Unfortunately,
nefther Bukharin's Economios. of the Ireneition Pericd, nor Lanin's
Uommentary on it ia availabis in En, English. 1-130 uzad thu Ruszian texts,)
However, other works by F, Bukharin are available in English. 7Thess are:
The World Zconexy and Imperinliem, Hintorical Materinllsw, and individual
®3mayn mre included in other works, vhose againet talf~deterrivation Ln

The Bolsheviks and the World kur (editod Wy Gankin and Fisher, Ftanford U,
Prel-, 1950) and elsavheres.
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20 tbtally did L-nin disagrec with' ankburin'u methad of preucntutlan that swsn

when he agreed with ths epocicic points, he felt 1t necngsary-to oriticizn,

" Thus, there was ccrtainly no di:nsrotmwnt ahou‘ the mn jor nuhidﬁomeut of the

Rusdlan Rcvolution == the dastruction of baurp-oil production rclaiion-. [ut
ths nlnuto‘aukharin tried to nake an ubstrncttbn of thet, tried to subsume pro-
duotiona rnlntlons und-r 'tochnleul raletions,® it becauwe obvioue Yo lenin that
Bukharln ainply f8lled %o urderatand the dialsctic, - Thuas, rhcn he quoted
aukha?in'a ouoni tho Transitlou Pbrlod t9 the of;cot that, “Cnoe the dete
truction’ of nqpitnlilt pradaction rejations is really givon, and once the thes-
retis 1z,oas1-111=y of their ro-tarntlo1 ta proyen,® Lentn nit vack withe
"Inpo-sihility' 1- demoultrnhla enly practlicallya.. Thn m;thcr‘doo- not poxg
dlnloticallz tho rolntiou-hip of thcory to practiuo. |

| Thc most difficult relationship to work ouy vh-n-oﬁE‘hnn atute
:.;owér iq_pr.hi-a Y the rulnt*an-bip or theary to prscticc for 4t is not cnly
't on the Nl*iOh.l quaation but ca;ecitlly in rcluttonshxp to the wcrking mallaa
* that a gulf doza open actueen Bolshevilks in power and the warklns peapla. . And .
the perty would sureiy dpgonornto = 7o thluk,thnt wo shell rot »e thrown
.hlﬂk iv utopiane® ¥het Lenin feared most was tho audden 'p;stian f&rrhoeuing'
taking commend. Uniesa they practics the new concrets vniverssl ‘to = aag,*
they will bs doomed:

YEvary citizan %o s aen et s¢t 23 a judge and participate in
the government of the country. And vhat is loportent ta us is to
enlist ail the tollers to a man in the government of the siate,
That is a tremendously difficult taa? But socislisy @annot be
muwuﬁbynmmdw,lmnh

{29) Lenin, Gollected works, Vol. VIIZ, pe 327,




wifa

: Th.la study of Innln's philalophic heritsge La not the place Lo analyse

the notual objlctln tum!‘orm‘lon off thae warkuru' atuls into S.ta oppasiie,

. -hgu-—c-pthlict aocia-y,(’ ’m:.'

h lens Stalin's un.zrpnt!.on or pouer. " of al‘

. of Stalinfe ‘thoorﬂ.ia“ revislone, wiat 4w r-lovant to our ubjeot io stalin’ 2

perverae eonaap“u ot e L4inoot (Fbx-tyuou) iu ;h.lloso"xhj, which he snd h!.n h
| afitribute 4 Letn.’

ui.ré

Fortunauly, there axistes & moot comprnhonulvo

and -.:cholnrly -

wark on the re!ctlorlhtp of ﬂaﬂet p‘u.loagph; i

S .

-ciea:e whi.ni" ¢xploden the f.omnht

:

and ‘hho nfntorn Ldeolbglet myth of 'Parf-ynsu in philoaoph;" 1n Lonlmel)
‘In order to schieve thie interpretution one mist alro dlarsgsrg the fuct
. “€hat the _0rigind] ‘dources, inclidiag Matorinlidm® and BEpirio=Crittoiin
S ¢ 1t4elL, uever _Mggeat what [Bertrax] Wolfe mmd tha Soviat zcholars Tate
vt : tribute 4o Lepfft? “The sourcas bhow-that he h&il &°poldtical aim'in .
: wr).'nug thiu ¥ook, Sut 1% was mot to Jjotn t)w phuosophicnl Jpud pelition]
iosuu that Rassisn Mersiete wilre arguing naout its wat o sephifate theu. "

'.l‘hero ie notl o whiff ) "'Part.ynou“ 16 the Dhilunophiu Nntnhcakn--not

. 0 onu thn old gancept of 'tho pnl't;( of !.denli.-m," or -‘party of mtw:l.alim,

‘ enteri aayuhaﬂ.

’.ihnt wo are cauoarned with £4 "net- the mcnat:‘cr..w n‘wth ad‘ 'bart.yn.u'_'
in philq-ophn ihat. ¥s are concerned uitn i Lha dy

al!.ty of the- phnolnphic
Pur frox Lani.n mblloly prucla!.ml.ng hig philcuo,;hi.c repadiation
ot Pllkhsnov. or hio srsak with his

ﬁurit ago.

own Philoaophic past, lenin udviud chiou

yoath %o ltudy Yeveryihing Plektisuov wrote on Fhiloeophy..."

s ond ho reprinted

hies cwn nnsrial‘ an nnd Empirio~Criticiam. we need not %o in for the esimplietic

oxplanstion for thesa aciions Lhat or.

o ux~Cld Qolshovik o!’ferud when he

wrote ¢ (2 )

"And yoi Lenin did not have the Gaurage 1o say ppenly that he had thrown

aut,

ae uesioes, 30%6 very smibstantial parta ol his whiloss:hy ef 1903+

The rnacn for the "p.-ivaca-" of his Philowe

shie Notgouoke 12 wulh -1::-'1 9y and

. (30) I davoted a good part of

ihrxt g and t-ru,m:_:»_.-.q tc tha etudy of
estate-vapiteliem.

Biwaslan

R i

(31} savist Xerxisx end Hetural Sotance, 1317=1972, by Duvid Jovavaky, .34, !
- The Lwo eections most relevant to our study ars 'lonin snd tha Fortyneas !
, of Fhilosophy" (PPe24-44), and *The Guttural evolution and Marxist !
. Philosozhers® (pp. 7687}

3
(32) Enmoounters with Lonia, ey ifikolay Valsutinov, p.258, -
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more complicmbed and neithor has anything to do with an ullcgad lack ol cburugo.

Tho tragedy.lies olusihors, deep in the rocessor of tirs, revolution — and

-coupter-ravolution. Too short were the yéarn batween 1214 and 1917, «nd between

1917 and 1723, many theAiihaadod:f

Too great tho, Hbvombsr.nuvolution in Rusaia, ind too
and misﬂed rovolutionn olsewheres--and too ovarwheliing 4hs concrés prohlams of thil
great hlatoric evehn},.objective’and eubjactive; including whut Lenin eslled cultural

becikwardness, The pull thsrefore was for "etege—iIying" when to study what ——first 2]

one reage Flakhanov, then ¥aterialicn and Empirio-Criticiem, then....lenin himself

~ continuad higlﬂagelian reudings evon at {he height of the famine.(gg) Lenin wae

.an enemy of tho Soviet stote, Lcnin intervened to zet him out of jail.

;hu dun1ity in. Lenin N ph‘la!a“hiCEl neritage io unmzahakable. Sut how |

';[cnn ihat excuse the failure te grapple with the Philoagphic thahook: on'the

‘grcund that thay ere nsra "iottings," "had never besn intﬂrded for pualication“ w

: ;and 'tharcfore“ it would be no more than tidle np°cu1at10n" to conclude that

Lonin wishsd tc fallow one roid rether thun snother? In any case, no one can

'explain awey the <lesr public tasks he sat for the cditors of the newly-estsalilhed

"pkmlo-ophic organ, Pod Znamenex y~rxizma {Under- ‘the Bunner of Marxiem), to

work out a %g2144 philosophiu grouug’, which Ms spzlled out nsy

§§)rhc Lﬁnin Inatitute hua recorde for the yesr 1920, whcn Lanin asked Por ih= Pussina transla-,
ione of Hegcl'u Science of Lopic and Pheunomenolosy of Mind vs well s worlks by Labriola and
Ilyin's The Ehilolophy-of Hegel a3 5 Coctrine of the "Contrutepess of God and Man. Daborin, in hig
introduction to the Notebooks when they wers finally puolished in 1929 (Lepinski Sbornik, IX), und
‘Adorutsky in Lis ‘prefnecs to the 1337 sdition (leninaki 3bernil, XII) rofer %o the Lanin Institute
records and then, without %talling anything sbout the intrigues in the delsy in publication, pro-'*
‘casd with pletitudinours prsise leading to notning concretes they are of "mrnut significance M
"interesating," contain “leading iﬂdicat1oﬂ- rezarding the diraction in which furthsr materielist.
dialoctic should be worked aut.”
: In this respsct Ilvin'a works are mors rsvealine tecause you €ael yhy his enelysia of
the concrote so influerced Lenint "The first and fundamanial thing that ons vhe wishss adsquete<
1y to understand wnd master ihe philomapbic teaching of Hegel muetl do is to explein to ons'e self™
his reletion to the conersts empirtc world...the term, 'concrets, comes frog the Latin 'concres-
cere!. 1I0rescere' meana 'fo grow'; 'conerssceral--coulsasca, to aries through growth., saccord-
ingly, to Hegel's 'conerote! meuns first of all the zrowing tozether...lThe concrets smpiric ia
gomething in the order of being (3oin), something reul (Realitat ), 1ctuality (Wirklichkeit),
_'aomathing ex*ating (Zxistenz), something Desein. In ita totelity, this reality Porms a world, a
"whole world of things (Dinge, Sschen), existencaes (_xistcnzen‘ rexlities—-tha lobjectirel
world, e reaim of 'ohjdctivnty.' This reel, objective world in :1av the conercte worlt, mut
only the ewviric-voucroia.”

e i e e =y e Lt . = b g skt e et . i e oy s et et eg
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S hi-"’win ﬁt;'liié',';bg Femoveds 'Mest of all it wan agadnet _‘s}.,ilini,a‘-bn'ﬂ'..ul-.,. ruciq and.

- din{lbypj]_..,a.c_'t':'s,. mgiﬁly naé.ihn‘c-'ii:f!h'orgims, that"i-"ﬁ_o's isy, once egaih on the ‘Natle

_ bnokv‘eqhﬂé to oapitalisa®~Lenin took the meamure of his co-laadars in hiae ‘Ji-].l&("-?)

_— 5!;)1_,.;31::, “Belected wWorks, Vol. XI, ps 77

(1)'the systematic study of Hegalish dizlsctics from a mq'gi'ra st
_standpoint, iees, the dialeciics which Marx applied pract gﬂ
in his Capital and in hie historics) and political works®

(2 )‘Tuking as oar basis Marx's mothod of spplylng the Hogoli'a::" K
diwlectios materielistically conocaived, we can and should

troat his divslectica from al% ;i)du, print excerpta from
Hegel's principal workseses? (> . ‘

(3)'Zhe group of editors and coutribdutors of the oagazing Under: 't
 Beaner of Marzism should, 1n oy epinion, ho a kiég of igaciety’
f Materdelist Friende of Hegelian Dalactics.t ) L

1

This was tholysar;1522, the yesr of hisz most intense intoiledtusl. -

activity, which stretohed 1n1.o_1,uc§f;li--t months of 1923 and the iast of his groat. ..

bettles azainst.the top leaderships ‘Moot of all it was againat 8telip whoni, t99 iab ] 19

'Ql_llti:(jm:-‘.';";gar;ﬁbh -u Communist ‘:

4 you will find « Grest Russian Ghauviniet.® @bt

..“mnj' mkho.rin held the sace position on the Naticnsl' 'E;‘xuﬁ'i_'on.

ae Lenin lay writhing in agony--not hist ..phfruibal_ agony, aut agony

ovar ‘I‘.'hl"ou::';i;_r bureaucratization of the workers! state and its tendensy Mo’ move

==

Far our mirposes what he says of Sukharin is what ia most relavant 1

T : . - "Bukharin.is -
not only the most- valuable snd biggeat theorsticien of the pirty, et also oay leght~"
imately ve consigored the favorite of the whole party; bui his thaoretical views can. -l-‘f
only with the vary greatest doubt be regardsd as fully ¥arxisn, for thore ia semsthing]

scholastic in hime (He never hac learned, and I think never fully underatood the : .3
dialectiecs)? - - '

35)0onsider the fatucus, greatly over-raied young French Gommunist philosopher, Touis .
Althusssr, in our epoch proclaiming, "Ons phanton ie more eepecially opi:ial than :
any other todey: the shads of Hegel. To drive this phantom Sack inte the i ght's o M
And rend espocislly how ltudimé.-ly he writes of Lenin as if he never had‘)wz"ittan' .
anything dbeyond Materialisw and Empirio-Oritlcism. (Lenin and Philosorhy) Sese”
Part II, "Altoraitives," where I developrtlie consaquences of not suilding on the 3
foundations left by Lenin's Phllowsphic. Notebooks, 7

(36 )3elected Works, Vol XY, p. 78, .

(57 )stnce Xrushokev®s Destalinizetion speech in 1955, Lsnin's Will has fineily been
publiished in Pussia and appears also in the latgat edition (5th) of hiw BCollectnd | | ~
Worko., Howsvaer, I've the taxt which was Tirst mblished by Trotoky, and T ovm l s

|

therefore quoiing from The Suppressed Testament of lsnin (1935)
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clurly. 'und-ntandxng the divlectic® Mad hocom the g_#_%i_u_g for
un&n. Olnrly, it wan nol un nbatractﬂ.an when 1wed to desarike the rhiar
: thauratlclm of ths ;m'ty. Clearly, "not unu-rs vanding the dlnlaouo' hud heooue
cruct 1. The hesd of the "1rnt warkers! state in history, wi.tnunlng tho tur;onc-.
of 'mruuerﬂiuuon and nationsl uhuuvh.hm o7 woth Bollhnv!.m lmd non-delnmﬂ.m.

bn.ng e pcmntod with an sdeinletrative mntnuty 65 1o call for the statificstion

of tha trade uu..onn, and the chisf theoretician's vi.aws being non-dinlscuc &nd thoﬂr- "tk

"!ora act ‘fully barxien®-wul) those trsits =f mout uncqual zeasure got jJamwed up ba=
‘eRuUNe, £n thur totality, they 211 tended to $ti0ls rather thun relssse the s.roa:..ivc
";.pcur: or th mnal-. Nothing a‘zart of sanalng ihix danger would havs prampted uu&n'

sy

'to tcko auah lh;rp muuru ot‘ those who 164 the grastoet prolstmriasn reva!uuon Lt

Mutory. Lo

-hun knam how muich u etato-capl.tnl"st age cnn USO'ita to make 14

' ,inpon.lbh to na the truth even when it surfaces. -No sonapirasy wes _‘nudad.

.htwncn--'_sut"'an:l *weat? 40 keop lenin's Fhilosophic Eotokooks out of the reach -

of the maswen ~-and then work to make i *hoyond? their unddi--t:ndiug. It in-

in tho dsture of the ndmlnintrutivn sentality of sur stnts-—capﬁ.aust, ntamted age
to consl ﬂor Regelisn philosophy, at one and the some time, {he private presarys '
of thoao "in the know* and t0 let it remain "gibbarish” ‘.‘.o the uninlsiated. And,
ulthaugh in *he "Zxut? they Wow before the founder of t.hoir atate, and, in the
‘"¥est® cneer at lenin's non-professional statue os phlloaopher, both pbloa'flnd

1% conveniont io keep apari what hintory had jolaed together--degel and Marx,

Hagel and Lonin. In this ZCOth crvivursery Yosr of Hegal, und loﬁh nnntverml"y
yent; of Lenin, 1t is high time to bezin listening both to thes volces from below vho -
sre finding out ths truth for thexselves by atteapting to practice the 2ialectics
both of thought awd of revolution.

Eetroit, ‘ichigan -=Anya Dinuyavesoyn

February 2%, 1770 N} A
UL




B L e R L L,
A *

Lo

e

munut rmmm mu!n ot rn].],; lw.m coaplatal R.aelt.

M'anuhodeiwmuwumudlmmttwwu‘-‘
mmm. pasoant, oropmmsm 1AtionR1 Ity e ap seis-ﬂumapkzg 2D
jut. thhndukdlﬁmoi‘ Horld tar 1.. whm the prolstariat ware slaunghtoring
eanhs othor McTeae maticial honiasy lines, hamthuinmstnmlqot

el natiens for celfedobarsinatisar T Dialakice of histy is suh

that msll aations, powrless oo an Jpaauppent factor du the siruggle

. apalnot mm,p.qawtumecsmfmw. -ane of ths uon:uumn
wmmmwmwmmmmnm.m the
mm.m pmlm-hr-.“ (1Xe pe 303)

: hm&mswmamwmu-e—lmw.hwﬂnmmusot
tb midm mm. a:n not pean Lkt sn‘it.-dmmniumn W e Im
qpnnah'h. ‘gtarints leoss plecs of srxicnoss” ard "dulwnlv“ dm Mn's
mmm mehdyinhta@rmtmhnaumn:um |
ummm@m. ﬂmmximwmpmmw Az wunwcxwu
mmmmmmmamanmmmmmurmmmmum
%o the hardn of Trotskys Dat, 47 Ws charncteristin of Troteky throughout
Ms iife, ho cnos agaln vent in for Tconmilistiontms". il falle! to mfm'l
the taonar of otruzsle againat Stalls ab the twelfth tongross of the Zuselan
Party ag hs had promlvs! Landn be wald do.

Ereviougly, 4 1920 io ¢33 voto for Lenin's Gieses on the Batianal
Cblonul Grioution,® ‘At agaln, as on the wialo queation of dialeotiss,
Troteiqy maraly "ook it for granted? thont evor doveloplng tho valversels
of ascinlisa snew with thoe noidy devuloping objective situstiosn, Tho oae and
only time that lrotsiy gave sorious consiioration to tho fact that the Thosss
cgtablished 8 not point of departire in thuaory, aod that that aow polnt wes

12366

grIto

[ L UL




T

-16. . W ]\..j_ . {‘\'.

Y
b

distinguish it: "The petty bourgsoisie In e fnn:y my Blao vant e
meh."(“) What diad dlltlnguuh tha moclol {st rwolution was tht vay it
b aecmpliuhd ~="from bnlew: "We rccogn!u only ons road. changes from

‘betlow, we wentud workers thanu'van to duw up, from below, the new princl—
plen o!'acomic ccudl.:iom."“") : '

, Xf£, tlun. the Commnist Parcy did not becows buresucrotised snd
éld nof. bnin thinking that it can Yo for tha messes what only the masses
cen do tor t.lmunives. :m. And only then. could pcople nov2 to socialiems

Every citixen to # men sues set as a judge snd saz-
ticipats 1n the govarnment of ths country, snd vhat is
wost . imporcant .to us 10 to entint a1l the tollers tc &
weit in the govarnsant of Cha stata.’ That is a tremend-
oully digficult task, but eanialism cannot bc Intro- -
: duccd by e mlmr!t;, a partwa"(as) "
,_,-M.m -u. th-ro ls not 8 slnglc crn:icul quutlon, from; the NacZoral
Qalaum cnd !:he domluunl: rola of workera in s worknrs' sta:e. to his o|m
mniqun qoacrih:rion on ov;nnlntion.; hn "Vanguard Part:y"“‘” :hat ih
Iuing taatcd by t:ln dlalectius of liberaclon. The upacr. chat. cmam:

g \.a mnt b-rc is thl ralationship of thnt naticonal quuuon to mternatlumlun
Im;luu 1t s there that he taid nsw points of departure in thaory that
nn mt relevant to our age, snd-it $a thou thot his finsl battle-angainst

‘e\ his daclarstion of

\.g: Staun vas foughl:. Indeed. Mwar £o the death

(50) ves brsed, not only on the Russian
l{ on dominant natlonal chauvinigam® mmt

I.. y\ altult!on, bu: on that of the world revolution. When the first Germae

~)
‘:’ revelution mas behcaded in 1919, Lenin ralsed the questiont if not through

Berlin, could not the world revolution become a reallty through Peking?

Later, he n)alnded the white vorid tha:z

. P-'Il'ff i ’i ‘- ’/ n ths last analysias, the outcome of the strugg‘.'l‘
- 4 will be determined by the fact that Russia, Indis,
}-]7{: vl Chim, etc., account for the overwhelming majority of
TFL 7 the popular.lon of the globe. (51) pd




. . 5.,)
~ totally %% point of departuxe In thcér; hod bean projected dy Lenin ca

‘ho d-volopud th- dislectic of vcrld revoluttou and ss1d that Qunain,
,_thﬁugh i: had axperienced a lucccamful rovo.u:lon rust be ready to‘subofdlnatc
lts ln:crtut- 1_ it wore nolulble to overthrow worlc cepitslism by tha
culmia! ravolutioni:

Phtty-lourgeoil'na:ionallsn declares the recognition

of the equality of natfone, &nd nothing clao. to be

intarnsiinnslisn, while preserving intect nationsl
" sgoise. .. prolatarian iﬂternltioall!lm demsnds, firstiy,

the subordination of the interesty of the prolaterisn
. strvigion in ¢ne country to the intarests of the
, r;scrygsle on 2 uorla scala... (53) _ - _

I-p-tlanr. icadtmlc Harxiﬂ:s rm.mm nor.u!r.hstanding. _JE .
,-.thuﬂtleaﬁ polnter damrtun Yor mrkl:.g out :ba dialcctic of world
'rcvulutlon u- tnid daan in 1920. a nesr half-cencnry butore Harcule.u'

!u trylns to throu ounrbaard thn H-rx!rt concopc oE prolacarlan r-vulutlon.

Hﬂy'anntnnd thnt. to Lnnin, nlticnal revolutlons wers oaly "duxilisry",
E whntels today. ulth thn rllr of the Third World, we can look at metters
'”globtlly.'(5‘$ In &ny case, vhar is of tla onscnce dfalcctlc-lly. hin-
tarlcllly, in traclna Lcnin'- ”Hagallan!lw" inseparable from the gung;tt
'univaraals“ thae 2lone can 2ssure the coming of world revolutlon. is te
Aold on t!ght to Lcnln's herltage phitosophically as uell -1 natlonally.
viat erupts apontanecusly os well as what comes out of organization, ex-

tendad a11 tha way, 22 Lenin did, to leadership and organization.

Ir was not only the Oriental majority that becexe 2 new dimension
for world revolutionsry éevelopmcnt. It wes the Biachk disenaton and mihorl:y
. prablecs in gererzl thet bscame moving farces. Thus, In Fhe Theais on the
National and Colonicl Quastiun, vhere he projected the new pointe of

daparturs in theory, he listed th: Negro in the United States and

Jews in Polnnd.(55)
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The Jppearance of the Garvq rovanent ;nw the Bleck diwancion, whie e.-- 5" '

mm sﬁud&lé ney utnm:y in the wery puriod when the Gemn Revalu:
tinﬂ failed, The cantyrel point in Lenin’s projection of new retation-
ahlu of tluory to practice tund rothing whatever to dc with the ald
emcp& of pﬂrcuce ag “the -uy!na out ot o lsm" alahoraud by the’
‘Farty leadaruhip, burt che lesderuhip ilsteningtots, tu;nlns from the B
m_mi_g_ == wew polats of departure in theory from the one mource
. of thonry th{\‘ vas alse ite soul,
, One thin; the Lon!n Inultu:e did eaks available to the pubilc in-
thou upt.y lntro&ucnm to Lcaln': Phglmg ie Rotg!gg u. and that ls. thﬁ
-"lul:lna nf the- requuu Lenin mda for. boalu.“s) Tt is. claar :hal: ho '
wad’ nor. stopm studylns the lkgclun dtomc:ic once the uvolutlon wag!
-uccunfuk. Hor wes this "acaduic. or llmltud to the uc: tha: h. '
llhld Mehe l:hio'nr.!clana". the edll‘.ou nf the now :hcorltlcal omnn, B
Ungder SE‘- jl.cggl- of Ka!zlgm, to m:c 28 "Haterlalist Friends. o! the
ﬁt;allln Dialactic” and continue to publish ngnl 'y uorks. ﬂp. it was
the way hc upplied it in life. ln theory, 1n his antlan \{‘ith. his co- |
. 1 ::‘}{l ;/]/‘%\M-Qu HW/'7 &z.e/z%«,-’%“ea o
8 lee Ao v
C—}; ﬂﬂ??yfs no more tragic moment in sll of history then the Hill Lenin:
left. The criticism of his Bolsheavik co-lesders wag directed not only
ngnlml: Stelin whom he asked to be "vemoved®, or Zinoviev-Kesenev wheose
whl!cationl of the dete of the planned setszurae 6f power in the _boufka-
ols precs wal ‘“no accldent". or agaianst Crotsky's "administrative men-
tlllt?"{ ! Nc}. n\lnc;ldaum‘lng i% Lenin's criticiam of "8 most vsluable &nd
wajor theoreticlan of tha party". Bukharin, who could "only wich the very
Arsatast doubt be regarded os fully Marxien,” for there is saicetliing scho-

lestic in hiw (he never loarned and 1 think never fully undarstaod
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the dlahctlc."un

What Lenin was summing up, whether it was In the Thoses, or in tim

#ill, ts 2 lifatime spent in ihe sevoiutionsry movemear At the toment when

ic lchlmﬁ the grumu‘ proietaxian rgvoluuon ‘1n history, &nd wvhars,
pi.lllt.ai‘ophl;ally. duijncr.lcq hcqm :'hu pone sgini of all 'Luniﬁ*! thought.

1t wam no small, shutruce utc‘-r vhan 4 wrots that the mdjor theu-
n:lcﬁ_a o‘f ths perty did ot fully understend” the dialectie, a’nymarlﬁltbau
it was & sinor quia:lan vhan ke worred thar J;- the factionsl sizuggles reflect
ac:mliclns divisione, nothing, rothing whatever, that he or anyons elos

couid a2y wauld stop the prolstsarian state from collnnn.(ss} Nothing did.

Oice tM.:RuBli‘ﬁ Rm'rc:l_\:-um was not extended to Zurope, let elons the
mld. vorid oapitsiiem aained move then o '.branthef. Tha !sblat ior: of the
nrﬁun' nm. #s usll us its buruucratlssuon. iad to its tnnafomt.im
ln:o apmlu. Gnce the young worhers® stite basued itsalf not on t.lu cmelvlu‘_

; el th noases but in ordering thex: abouty once the determinent was not r.ubcr

!tau the massga, lnd the party was not checkad by the "ncm-party muun"(”).

but got 1ts impulgon from world productlon. it had rcadud 2 nay lugn of
" world capitslisws -- state capitaliam. It is Russie’s sovement “backwards to
Vcl'pl;:aliu" vhich i axactly what l..on‘l“n feored when, in his laat apeech to
tha Russtion Plt;? Congress, h-e‘uarned thet history hsd witnassed cany retro-
graiﬁom. and 1t would be "utopisn'to thini(fu will not be thrown back.
Thin, just this, wos the resson vhy Lonin did not limit his critique of
his Bolshavik co-laaders to the "politicizns,” but extended it to the “aslor
theorsticlan,” Nikolai Bukharin, Lanin would hardly have gone intc an ab—l
stract discussion ebout the dialsctle and Bukherin's fallure to "fully under-
stand the dialectic”, st the very movement when he ley writing thin agony -« -

not just physical agwony, but sgony cver the enarly buresucratization of the
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\"'J‘ . 4 f\‘H"’ ¢ -
of the vorkors' state and its tendency to mova “backuverds to capitalism.v Had
ho not folt that. ths theoretical posdcions of Bukharin on the Narionzl Question,
ot the Trede Uniom‘ on the economius of the tranaition pdrio'd. constituted a
!m‘af st#fiing, rather than relessing, the creative powers of the nasses, h»

wouid never have wide guch » devogtatisg eriticism,

) Hbe_n' Lenin sensed "s passion for bnuhﬁ‘-ln revolutionavies wislding

state pwor, the New Left in our state capitalist sge, unfortunstaly, and up
by m;pbrstiuu.‘ if not the Rusalan state pover, then ths Chinese, aithouzh the
' 3 uprillm-; sepecislly in.lut Kurope, Iwm shown that fraeedom fightars hm#er
far !mdmi m_ ths State Paxty, .__g_ m the State Plen, fxem tho State, .and uhlt
: they. Inmsmd m yers: da-cenzullul:!on of rule -- Workars! Counciu,
“ ‘-nu! l.octull t.'oum.!ll. Youth Counct lu.
_ In rmth. Fao was alwsys terrified of thw gb',gguv ity o! tm "ihtnlian"
cmudic:lon. thoat ie €O uy. the nc:uulity of opposition to the Ccmunl:t i-
sun from the Left. Thus, ia 1937 during the hroic Yanan m-lnd whon Iu ﬁdc::'
kis ujor contrlhut.lon to dnl-et'cs. or, wOre accuueely put, to !u nnalon.
he luv-zutod s new dlltinntion between ths "Principsl” and 4 "Prlnclpa! Aspeot®- '
of eom..radicl;lon that netthar Merx nor ony Murxist after hlu had avar sesn ha!or
-From thia, Iu drev tha conclusion that the _gl_g_g_ nature need -t be tha deculw

contndlctton; "Hben thw auperstrugture -- politics, cultun. and s0 ON -- Mm-

the developoent o! the economic_foundation, political acd svitural reform mm
(60)
the principal and decinsive factors.” The practicel reeson for this lmnl‘.lonr

was obvicus enough! it wae used to 2ight thas "dogmatists™ in the puti-Japamu
struggla and to fodlst upon the mesces "the leadership of Chlan Kai-ghak.”

In 1957, he gave & still newar twist to this originsl contribution to phnouuphy,
This time the denuding of the close content of contradiction wasa for purpoyes of -
adviging Ehrushchav to crush the Hungarian Ravolution, end for teiling tiw C%i'{n-.r

masses thet since the contradictions in China were "nonQ@antagenistic™, ware i
"agong the peowple”, such conkradictions could be "hondled."(61) Dy 19456, we sre

12571




e " -

ﬁ on the nnl aingle track. and this tixe, though lt: is suppoted to be nathlng

¥
uhort of » "Sanend llmlutlon"'\: the ruolurion of cmtrnélccim depend 11 thc

t!noughl of oas, "The Gmt ihlmtm-n. Chnimn Mao.” At the same time, though =
Mr o tim tud“ i dlnctad ageinst "I'.'Jbll‘.llllt rondara™ like his co-founder, Liu
!Mo-el:l, 1t is no acoident whataway thit the "revolution” is not ageinat the
: utull m!cﬂ. bug !s couf ined to "cultura,
, T _ndud and ﬂ!ty years ego, Regel p!mnlnud the inverted relation-
(3 rakllty ohsrdcteristic of "cultura's
Imniaﬂ of -reality and thought, thair catire gatrangezuny
- of one fyom the other; it is pura culture(6h) /Thts oaly led.
::l:h(' ;ziu, for nhlch] thw uorltl! 1s abso!utfely fte oun

Hlo. o! camic. hu lcmc lmmrn thet vhich is fanllur to all Mnuts. '

i tharlrmlctarlu. and thnugh thsy projtcc nothmg u!wrt of & vorld ravolut!on.
tln msmtlws tluy set out-for tha intallactusls s only thst of "Radteal
qughr.amnt of others.” (ﬂ)

What we need im:cad is some "sariousness, lobor, patlence end nuEfcring
of the maatlvl."“ Thet needa to be done on two levals. It must start whara
ianin lelt off, that ia the indisperssble foundstion, but it is not the whola.
The naw -~ the reality of our age, can not ba considered s o mers updsting.

No, the now beginc by ]Jistening to new !mpulses arising from below, arising

from practice, not the alitiat practica of throraticians “going to tha peasanta"
but theorstictans leerning from the mogses at which point thuy_t'irmt bsgin et
davelup theory. For our ers, the nev erupted first in Cast Derlin on June 17, 10%3

#nd has continuod, not only in Eaot furope and throughout tha Third World, but
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T but ia the tcchnologlecuy advanced countrien, and not only in the recugnlubly
Rreat May 1963 moit in Prance, but with all the nsv fovcas of revolution in tie
United sutu'.cﬂ/‘l';lu nay farc_u of revelution -- hﬁglnnlng end forever rotuming

Lo tha Black revolution, l'long with thy ?aul:h, Wosan's Liberation, Chiczno, Indlan -«

aot, howewer, 8o 2 substitute fuy the prolesariat, but Jn solidarity with it.

hESad s s T ot Tty - ’,

it 1e yuululy the Black revolution, that contimwun, peroistant, 'nawr-mdiug

‘rovolt that never lets us tcrsut tha lnelsnnuhlc labor -trumlc. of which thay

a¥e its woat miifcant nat‘(z One thing Mao recognizer at losst in words &nd thst
what

6 the role of laber. DBut of course it &e no sccldant that all eantch 1s kis

volunuit&-a #c 1f one day could indsed equal twerty vesrs. ilccauu 80 much

-‘._ - n! tla M Letfe fﬂdu itsslf on tha IO charactaristic Amrican bourxgesis. philmphy,

tnptrle!su. ?rtmziu. ul\en it dues not feed itul! on Meoism, 1C is mcasnry
tht wa contrn: Macts dulacticl to Lenin®s, 1 truo: you will aliow u t.c auote
lru th anclal clupnr. "Tln Challcngo of Hao s--:ung" in Marx lnd F '

Hants follurs to grasp dialactic legic Las aothing. ﬁhuever
to do with “wndarstanding phlicsophy.,* Dislactic: logia 15 the
logie of fresdom and san be greaped anly by thore #ngaged in the
. actual stuggle for freedom, Therein ligs the key to tha fulfill.
ment of human potentiolities and therein lies that new relotion-
obip batweun thesry and practice which could lasean the birthe
pangs of industrislizetion. Aanything else i the type of sub-
Jectiviam which hides Mao's cmnl'!ng necd o transform Cha
struggle for tho minds of sen into ¢ drive to brairwash them..
It ia ssd commantary én our times 2nd exposce how totally
lacking in any confidence in the sdif-octivity of the masses
ara today's claioants to the titie, "Marxist-Leninist.” Their
milizancy galns momentum only vhere thare ‘1a a atate power to
back it ups... The challenge is for s new unity of Notion and
Rezlity which will ralease the vest untapped enargies of msn-
kind to put an end, once and for all, tec whit Herx called the
g__-h!aiory of huxanity so thot its true history can finally ba un.

fold,
This is where Lanin began in 1917 and contimeed tiil his death in 1924,
This is vhare Meo's new revolutionary opposition, Sheng-Wu-lien, triad to begin

when it tesusd {ts Hunan Honifesto In 1468
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Contesporary China is the focum of wurld contradictioas...
Bince the pest fow sonthe, the Clase struggle has enterad
& _highez staga,..It 1z *to cvertarow the newborn bourgesiatle
et cacablich the l':;opl- s Commund of China® -- & maw .
socisty frae from burscucrsts, 1ika the Patis Comsune. (68)

M v see lmith'ﬁumh'&ni!uto. it. I-. asfter all, not possible to

. esuse the désth of the dislectic for the siwple resson that it is not oaly

Pt losophy; it is, above all, 1ife -~ the extremsly contradictory 1ife of

capitdliom, g gg. as yell sg pyivste., Whathar we ook at the young Chincse

'rmluumﬂnﬁ or at the Franch {both cvents were in the yur 1968) ¢ whathsr
we fcok At tbe snti-Viatnam war movement or &t tha Black rewoiutlon, or & the
lnut reu fores, wawen’s, !lhrﬁt n, int% United States; thsy all give the .
L ta the ruseats of ¢ ? izlectic. ] Maicher Stalin nor the "d--s:-l.n‘.ud" ]
. emullta. wch legs the "vlngulrdlltl” vho a3 yac hnn ne stats mr Int
huu;ar tor m. con senp the l‘omard aGveDant of the new nmu..lca of tmlu-
thann'lu.' It heconu 1np¢rulw ttwnEore‘ gace snd for all,. l:o esiy tho |
theonttc vsld since Lentn's dur.h. .,uulu futun gmratlm will aund iu
" spagemsnt &t the equivocal and ralantlass redistence that thou ulu c-u thn-
aalves Marzists in our aga have cerriad on againbt "'lﬂlu dialestic propn'" lnd'
the dizlectics of liberation which Lanin had worked ‘_out' both cn tiu vy to
pouor snd Gftar pover was achisved, dut socialism wes not. It uzs Lenin's
sorclucion that "poclalism cannot be intsoduced by & ainority, a h'.'ty“. that
enly when the population "te & wan™, TO A HAN toke metters fnto thair own
hands. It is only whar this becowss not only the underlying philosophy of
revolution but ie prectice, thet the fdes, fresdom, will no longer be |

“philosaphy™; it will be raslicy.




