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'SHOCK OF RZCO3NITICK AND TH& PHILOSOPHIO AMBIFALENLE OoF L.VIN

Y RAYA DUNAYEVSFAYA

The stmultoneity of the out3reak of ths first world war and ths

German $OC1BIIDBEOOPECY’I voting war crodits to the Kailab'tigovernment

toqk‘fram under Lenin the phildsdphic_ground on which he had stood and

had thought mo impregnsble. August 4, 1914 had smashod to smitheraens

the concepts thnt all tendencias in the Marxist movemsnt ﬁsd held 1h'common;
Up to Augult 4, 311 had agreed thet the matorisl condit*onn laid the bnaia-
fcr the croation of e new social ordar, that the more ndva1cad thc matarial

canditianl, the batter prenared would the prolatariat be for tak!ng'over

poworrfrom “the bou rgooisis, and tha largar the mase Party gnd’ the‘morh
Thu zmterial wu: the resl and tha axplanation for tho ideal. To baliave
anything el-e was philo-ophic ideslism, .bourgascis apologstics, cJarical

obacurantiim.

Afler August 4, hcwever, Karxist reveluticuaries had to face
a. ahocking new raality —- Merxzist lusd-r- (recogn.zad as luch by the
whole International, éolshevixs included) at the head of ths larga-t rass
party, *The zreat Garman Soclsl Democracy, in the most techno]ogically
sdvanced lend, were ihe very ones who had ordsrod workers, not to destroy
yorld'capitalium,'but to clsughter each cother across naticnal frontiers for
"the defense of the fatherland.® In the Pace of thllVCOllapIE of al) his
provious conceptions of Lthe relationship botwesen tho meterinsl and the idsalif
subjective end objeciive, the universel end the particulsr, Lanin was forced

to search for s new phllosophy. If Kegel hud never existed, lenia would

heve had to invent Hegelian dislactics to reconatitute hios own rsason.
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*t wasn't that Innin expariancad a llngle ;n-tsnt‘a hnaitat‘on

thout his own ruvolutionnry oppo.ition to the 1mpur1a11-t war. On the

r-_,l '

; contrary. ' lhere othor 1evolutiom.ry opponentu of tho war were ‘80 over—

whoImed by tho collnpse G‘ ihe Sacond Intsrnational that they conslde"ed

!.t noonuu-y to 2imit "the stmgzlu for paace" to that which nould unite

a11 tondencicu who had not hotrayad, Lanin wed nianaut in his opposition,

'ta 'i.ndiaurimlnatc unity“ ) and uculd not meys ,.rom the most extrome snd

unoqyivocal l‘ngana — tHe defoat of cos fs own couﬂtry 1s the lesser

[y
A 81

cvil. Turn tbe imperialist ‘War 1nto a civil) war, . In e word,’ insafer ag

Lonin wal concarned, hhﬂt wan- noadxd was not tha plcking up of the piecaes

’,""- R A e

rf'whn‘\once was. dhnt bad hoccma imperativo was the total :spsration

The battering

‘th; dinlac'ie pﬁopar““ the brinCIpla'bfuthe "trhn-furmauion into opgo:ite.
‘1- vhnt Lnnin was to szngla ‘ot in the Hegelicn dinlac+1c. .

Aﬁ tha holocount envalojpad the World ani other oprponents of the
wWar were ruuning ‘akout without roorganiziug their owm thinking, lenin, the
momeont he';;ached Born in S:ptewser, 1914, repaired himsslf to the library

to grapple with the works of Hagel, espacially hie Science of Loziv., Por

_an uncomprﬁmiling revolutionary like Leiln to spend hié dayvs when the
whols world, iﬁcluding the Marxist movement, was going to plecsa, in ‘the

Bern: Liwrary must, indeud have prisented u atrango, an incomprehenaible

{1)The phrase appears 1n lenin's letter #o lollontai: ¥You emphasize
that 'we must put forward a slogan that would unite a1ll.' I will
toll you frankly that the thing I fear most st the premsnt 1ime is
dndiscriminate unity which, I anr convince3, is most dangersus and
haraful 4o ths proleterist.,® (Quoted in Hkmoriss of lanin, Vol. II,
pe 160, by . K. Krupskayo.)

“This
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-_ight. But dny m nnd dny out, ror a whoie year (2’ Lanin vould not
he a:ond.' Jult ao hic pollticnl nlogm, “.’s‘urn the 1mpori.auat war intn a
°1“11 “-l‘:" UOMM the m"ticu 1y Grn.t Divide io mrxi.m, #o Lis Abstract

of Hogcl'l ;_1: hum th- phi.lo-ophio rmdnta.on roz- ull serious wrtting:
that !,nnin vu to do ror the rlat or bis :lifo, fron ,\_’nmrilum erd atlto
‘and ﬂ uts.oi: o= the eve or !Ionmbor. 191?, thro'.z;h ‘the work af the actual

Lﬂni tumd to Hogel warily oncfugh, torcwr roiﬁ;ding}-himulf that
b E

h-. 'L'I.l rm'tdl.uz hi.u 'utcr!.l.liitlcllly,' nnd, a2 a mter!.nltlb, wu 'uen—-

X ef- rasogm.ti.m

n

¥ Gﬁnion:ry.tﬁha t ;lr.mh"uﬂnuo,
'% .'-r-»quq.«' by :
e .

manmn‘t nnd salf-
abltrd.ct and ahutruu (difficult,
ahmrd?)-onolunilmﬂou.'l'ho 1dn of un!.vernl mcvemnt nnd ‘change

(1815 mga)._nu diluloud bcforo .itl lpplicution to l.tfe and waiety.

R

It was. proclaj.md in rsferonce to society (1847)' nrliqr tha.n in relation
to maa (1859)«! ) .
'J.'o zrup the full impect that tm- reading of Regel hnd upon Lenin

we mat hep 1n mind that lenin did ot kmow Marx 'e now !‘-.mou- 1644

Ecanomic-mnonognio Ham-erigt

(a) Antuully Iﬁnin spen§ two yur---29114-191 ~~in the mbnru But m completed
the “Hogal- ltddiel in 1915 and: bagun. thhgﬂh!ring of materinml for writing
Impericiiem, . M

* Tho referencs is to Tha comnunist l{nﬂ.?uuto.

“* The reforence is to. Tho Origin of Species, ‘

(5 )X heppeésiod to have hean- the first o, trancisve lenin's Abstracte I will be
using, aunly, my own translation, (Appendix By Morxiasm and Fresdom, 1943 edition,
hereinafter reforred to as MiPe ) . For the convenisnce of ihe readars, however,
-1 will aleo ofte the paglnation'in the Moscoy trnnalnticn.-—(v- I. L-ni.n.
Collected works, Vol 33.) MaF, p. 3313 Yol, 38, p. 12,
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What untn is thlnking about conoretsly, e ne L2 roadj.nz Hoxel‘a Beiunc- of
Vm, is Harx's cnﬂ.lg_, on the one hum!, end, on the other hend, hie struggle
lrith 'mlglr mt-rj.lum.' Tizus,.u'cn es h2 1s arguing with Hegel aul de-
llm‘ung thc wection,’ Balu:-ror-.‘klf in tho Coctrine of Being, s ‘dnrk nt-r-,
lu fo!low Lt p with, "'"ha Jdan of the trnn-fnrmuon or the ideal into thu
real 1- _gg___mnd. ‘?u'r imporisnt for history. Iut al-o in the porsonal 1ile
of mon M i.: ovident thnt there is mch tmth in this. Aguins?- valgar

a'.af.orh.l m. ) 'rhe diﬂ'orenci of thc mnl from tha mnterisl is also

not uncomiitiml not . %&m’unmaﬁt 1ch."' )

'n L th.l.n dinconry of thd‘rilatiomhtp botwsen tho 1desl: -na the

mtcria& in Hogol. whiuh hsd 1sd Lerin: to see thut tho

cutngoﬂ.o.u Hﬁon he was. still} !.u the nautrim of Bai -0l ha alreacdy J-trnuq

both thc 1dont§.ty or, nnd trcnator-*t.l.nn iuto, oppa-i.ton‘ . "ialectitic
i.a thn doctrlno of the fdent ug of ogno:i.tu-how they zen e and-how thoy
hcoumo-—undcr whluh nondit!.om thoy hecomn identical, tr-mt‘ormtng one into

‘tho othl....' (5)  When wo got to the locirine of Eseance, as we saw, the
stress vas ?n thc os]lf-movement, first and foremost. As he continuaes his~
comment o oanhl-I_.aw of Contradiction, his stress is not on the identity of
opposites s .cn the Aransition from one 4o the other and-the sharpening of
the uon'.tr'n.di‘étion, on the cne hand, and, on the other hahd, such comprehensive
k:nauledgo oi‘ totnutx that evon causality, that kugbear of "nao-omplric' sm,*
hcomn Wit & "mouant* of the whole s N

"Cauam und offect, erge, only of svery kind of

interdapendenss, coanestion {of the universal), the

concatonation of ovents ave only Iinks in the chain

of the davelopment of matter.Y :

"WB All-sidedness and ‘all-ombnoing charncter of worid

connaction are only one-sidedly, gjzultorily and incom-
pletely expressed - by cauenliity, ¢

(3)MeP, pedsd; Vol Yol 8, p.1?6- . *This sentence ia in English in Lenin's text,
GMET, p5is Yoo 38, pold3.  (6JUF, po335s Tol 38, pols9. 13214




‘new page 5

It was iun this final section on Eeuence thet Lenin sroke with the

kind of m'p:urhu.u;.a"nd tnéonlclntont. enpiricien that overstrecsed woience and the

o‘nt.ogory of isuhnty' t0 sxplain the relstionebip of mind and matter sven as

E ‘1m econoa.n laus' end 'eaeenﬂe' had constantly baa contracted to *sppearance?

‘ «s if tl‘.oniy tlu totulu of a pruhlom h-d Woon c'rhmztad. Vhat became celisnt -

_'tnr lanin nenl nn 4he Hagelian eonocpt ot‘ "mutl' ,‘."".-"'."

“I‘Ius essegce 45 that both the, uorld el app'muu- and the
“world which is iu itoelf are oscentially noreuis of the
lmwltd‘o of nature. a3, stepe, unmgn .'i_._n zg_r_deapon—
18; of) L-.unwlod;e. T

LR -

Ian.t'n nho hp’a up & conltant sryunent wi.th himﬂ.f. Every tlme hg

yag nq_i;fitiu ,lgnnnt Hcgoz' 'uy-ti.cim ami cnpty podnm.:-y, lmu.n, ot the sam

mn »Eagol trlu-—--c.mttma aven strains hlnul!‘ 'tnd worriss
w4p death--to subsume’ the parposeful sciivity.of mmn under the .
SO cntgoriu of logic, saying that this sotivity 1s the ‘ayllogism,' N
i1 -".,_tbnt ke szkject playa the role of »ome sort of ‘menker' in the - -
Ioﬂ.:ul 'figure! of the ayllogiem, otc., tham 3his is not’ only & '
. ; gtﬂ 1, not only = game. Thers is herd a very d“p ‘conteont, )
. - j-‘ " puraly salerialistic. It L5 nececsary o turn thio around: The
-ynat!.cn sotivity of men, -repessted »illions of tines, muaet lend
-;tha’ consciousnass of wan to the repititiom of the various -
. . logieal figures in order that 1(9350 onn achivvs ..'ho significence

d of an axion. Thi- nch one M

It i.a pruulloly hcc.nun Llnin s Abstrect of anl’l Szience of logic

raveals a u!.nd in lction, arguing with itself az well ae with Hegel, edvicing

himself 4o rcturn to* Hegel, "to work out' Ldens, hhtory. sctence, Marx's Capitel,

curr-nt thooriu, Iszzming ap opposites, end Ieepinp; into the Rotioan which ho now tr-n-" 4

lntud-n *Hi Proedon uubjuauvi.ty {for?) gool, consciousnsss, striving zm.' (9) t.hat
Lenin's Abstract Wecomes en exoliing experionce also for his readsrs. Thus, I.oni.n ne

soonar du!.gnatu the first asectlon of the Xotion as *Thess parts of the work should

be calleds a kest msans of gettiing a headache's than he also mocentuates
the followings "¥B Hegel's analysis of the Sylloglam (I~P-U, 'individuel

£ (7 &Fp. 5557 Yol 38, p.153.7 (B )MeF, p.343; Vol 38, p.190. (9)HaF, pa328; Vol 38, p.164
¢ This sentonce is in English in Llenin's Lext. 13215
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particular,'anivefsal,‘fP—I-U,' ste.) ia remiriscent of Yarx's 1m£ta£ion

S . ‘bf‘Hugal in Chqpte} I.'V(;o) Lepih will later develop yhe closs relstionship

.+ between Marx's Cepital snd Hogel's Logics

. : . “If Marx did not leeve a logic (with s capitsl lettar), he
S 1eft the logic of capital, and this ¢hould be tapacinlly utii-
12ed on the given gquestion. 1In Oapiinl, ths logic, dislectic
and throry of knowledge of materlalism {5 words ere not nscessary:
they ars one snd the same) are appliad to one ncio?ce taking ell
“ihat is valuable iv Hegel and moving it forwurd.d (11}

But .while he is #till in section one of The Doctrine of ths Hotion, Lanin feels

the nead 0 suparats hinmsels, first, from Piekhanov, end suddenly even from

himeslf., Thres sphorisas quickly follow one after the other:

"(1) Plokhanov criticises Kantianism (end agnosticism in genersl)
.~ - more from the vulger meterislistic then the dialectic mwaterial-
e ocAstle polnt  of viaWees. o - C . ; o E
St T(2) (At the begioning of tha 20th century) Varxisis criticised .
S - the Kantiane and Humists more in a Feuerbachisn {end Buchnerian),
" than in'a Hegelian, manner.® . '

B " "It is imposaible fully 4o grasp Marx's Capital, ond especiully
T ita firat chapter, if you have not gtudied thraugh and under-
o stood the whole of He el's-Logic. Consequently, rons of t?e

‘ Marxisis of the past i century have understood Marxii® (12}

:Tha apigons who deny that isnin had himealf in mind must answar

whet lLanin did mesn by the additionu] ramsrk alongside Lhe first tws aphoriszs,

'concorning_the question of the C§iticinmrof wodarn Kentienima, Macklsm, etc, ]

whose work mors than his own Materialism apnd ggpirio-ﬂq}ticiam, centersd so

(10) M&F, p. 339; Vol 38, p. 178. Ghapter I refers, cf course, to Cepital., It
is the vary chepter that Stalin, in 1943, when he decided to bresk wilh Margls

. Analysic of the Law cf Value as characteristic of capitalism end only ¢spitalisw,
‘ardéraquoviut:theorotidianl‘not.tarrolla#.‘E(See theitraaslation from Pod
fnemenen Marxisma and my commentary on it snd the debatas arsund it in the
Azericen Economic Review, Sept., 1944 1o Sepl., 1945.) Ever since it has .pe-
mained a subject of controvarsy whenever the quastion of slisnation andg the
fatishlem of coumodities becomss the subject of discuesion.
(11) MaF, p. 253; ¥ol 38, p. 49, :
(12) MZF, p. 340;

¥ol 38, p. 180.
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on "Machism"? The real point te not, of courss, ths masa queztion of naming
nsues, mch lesa whether the sphorisms contv¢n sxageratione. Thus, nvae Lud
ﬂ;itten mqre pfofoundly than lnnin on Mnrx'- Gapital, elpeciaily volaas II,

end Lenin cartninly did not'aean tnnt all who wishad to study c:oital Euat fir-t,
lnbor through the two Vﬂlumll of the Scionce of logic. IMut was crucial to him

now,”yhat he saw loom;ng wefcrs kim was a great philosophic ddbntu, suddenly

qtfoctcd, not so mich against Hegel as against Plekhanav and even senuing a
contradiction within himself, his philosophic past. The prool is in the fact
'1that he.was now not fully at!afied, aven with his essny, Karl Marrz, thet he

had just complatod for the gncycinpadia Grnnat.

In cal ling atiention to the fact thst Laniv'a sazay had Wegun. with

ion af philo-ophic mnte ialism and dialactirs, Xrupskays commnntod

that “thin wns nat the unuul way of preaﬂnting Mhrx'u toachin&s.'( ﬁ) That
.; certainly vas trus, Hhat Krupskaya does not wention was thet & this departure

from pruviouc enalysis had, Wy the tims Lanin finilhed the whole of ths . e ic,

not hoen eancrete enough to zatihfy his new comprohensions of the llalcct*c.
The exaay vas hritten during July-hovamber, 1914- Lenin had eegun sludying
tha Qggig in Seutomhar and complated it on Dscender 17, 1?14. Thisz and the
date on which he wrote a new letter to Franat -- January 14, 1915 -~ helptlus
‘pinpoint when Lenin thought the great revelution in his philosoghic concepflons
occurred. In any cass, with chsractaristic precision, this 1a what Lenin
wrote Granet g
"By the way, will thers not still ne time for certain correctione
"in the section on diulectics?...] have keen studying thie
question of dialectics for the lsot month-and-s-hzlf and I

think I could add something to it if 4here was time...!

The process of the break with ¢1d comtepbs is nowherc clearcr 4hsn

2
] . Y t
[ R . - NI

in kis commentary upon the rsiatisnship betwuan thaory and prqctice.

{15) Yeories of lomin, 5. 155




Thus, even when lenin speaks aboul prnticu., he stresses that Hegel

GRS

i here talidng adout practics %tn the theory ‘of cognitions? Whersupon

lanin himeslf Wegino %o sosry $p1imas Bane cognition mot only roflects
1o, 38)

the obj.ootf\.rl world, tut crestes

How far ve have ':.uvellud from the 'photoqopy*‘ theory pormeating
gm 1nuum and Emgirio-ﬂrihci.cml And yet 4% 1c no‘t. ‘Because Lepnin hed rorgot
his al.orhl'.tt raote, ‘mi0h ltn hi-'.l revolutionsary doua on a‘au comai.o'.u--
nezs. Rather it is that even on Marxiet thought L-n.tn had zd.nod from Hygel
» totally n!w spprscinticn of the unity of matorimlism snd ideelism. IL &3
ihis vm.ch \d.ll gnmsn‘to Larin®s post -191§ writings, whether thelr tepic h

ghi‘auoghg oF poltticl, oconomic- or o.g nization, And buinz, at the ssnwe 'hmo, a

© uen of the eono rete, lLanin 'tran-lntu* nogol's phx.-au shout ‘r.hc 'non-uctunlity of
. %he’ uorld' as follcuu “The world does not uthfy izan end man decides to ohmgc :lt,;
Wy hia l.cttvityo

Inw uord, it hn't thnt Louin has gene into akstractions in gaining
: LR tppreohtion of idealism. It i» that in geining this appnch’ulon,
the Aholuto Iden segen to lose the atiribute of all things ovil. '
Naturally thi.- 1e not due to any transforraticn of lenin from rovolutionury
lmah,rialid ‘to "hourgeois idealist,® nor to any ucceptence hy.him of Hcgul':
concept of God or some "¥orld Spirit® unfolding itwelf. Rsther it is that Llenin
now sees that, though Hegel 13 dealing only with thought-antities, that the
wovement of "purs thought? not only "reflecte® reality, sut that the dialecilc
in the one snd the other is s procecs, and the Absolute L "abaclute negativity,* Qs) :
Lenin's profound grasp of the sscond negation which Hegel calls %the turning point'("
leads Lenln to question Hegel'n diversion o the m'mlur'- game=wwhother the
dialectic £e a Striplieity® or "quadruplicity,® with the resull that Hegel con~
trsuis "almple” and "ebsolute,* Lénin commentas "The difference is not cleor
to me, is not the adsolute aquivalent to the more ogncrate?® (17) lenin now

*tranolates® moth adsolute and ralative as “moments® of davelopment.

(14}m. Pe %471 Yol. 28, pe 212, (15) Idid, ps 200,
; Hegel, Science of Logic, Vol. II, Pe Hife
17 a1+ 38,7 e
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By the tim Lnnin hya dowa tha Sclenue of g‘ he is not
evon nnnaswd hy thc aholutt J,du ';oln; to n:ture.a Inltnd, he snyu that
' 'Hdzol thorob; 'atratehu a hr...r! *.o- -.= aruum." He uri.tn elatedlys '

J 1-’uuteuunhy tpn. the. vhoh -hapt.-r on the -
‘wamta'zdu'. nmo!r-mw s word ‘chout God (heydly
tjga*a 'eivine b tHotioa? WliPped wt adoidestly.

14 Coom: thetnthld. Nu-ett obntaine. alnost Lo hin; -
thaﬁ &apseitically Tdeatiam, wud bne for its. x.qin P
. 4he' Gidiochtout: methods . u.m oue tbing moreeithidnis:

mm} C U Bagol 3 WIrKN thepe is tha: 10 g_t, 16&:&5?
) ’Mra&tctcry, 2 qct:

gk l?lnkhmw mto prquy mm-!
; Mﬂl“l ‘Bogdehor . ‘sgadnut’ Kantian
- .mlcnyhr {anlcotic Yo
u\‘thou‘nu akous the-Larger [ogic,- u Nn..ghtn
: em gropg-,'u - pm.mophu scio RIS

o bh-mg 6P a7 -;ngu wiole and the cognition-of i4e
qp‘bﬁd,lntery partssosin the. e s s 8 n'o a,4i0f diqlacsic-
‘speat .of dislectics _(—.g. » in Plékhenov ) hually ro=
$nadoquate. tontionp the ldcaﬂzty of appe-n.es i2 taken

s ,tha‘pun total of 9 x K'w'p 1 o s Rffor exemple, .n uad,f ffor
oxauplE, " prinitive comnllm."" The seme is tn.taoejr Enznlu. But
‘ the: intersats of"ﬁbpu‘nriutim.a..
ut il Lenin's approciu‘li-on of dinhotic: thnt sven hh ‘raf=’
ersnoes to 'c'.!.tricl.l o‘ucurmtitn,' a "storile Ploner.' 1w ezpandad to mean

‘e -t.qr!.lt fiouor thnt gron on the living tree of llviug, fertilae, ganuinu,

powerful, omipotout, objootiw, absolute humsn knoxledge,"

182!2_- ﬁ, pl

19)4F, po 3545 Vol- ,é. pe 277,

(20)791' By pe 4590 Pe 363
We do not hove tenin's Notes on Hegel's Fhomomenology of Mind, but the Note-
books on Imperislism show that he had raad it while he wae preparing the
pemphlet on Imggrinlhn. (The Notebooks are a masesive 739 pages as against
the short pamphlet thet wes sotuslly publivhed.)
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new page 10

As agzainst the comzenis by lenin alongeids works by cthers, zainly

Hegel, the last quotation was frow the only artlele by lealnsspedifionlly "on
‘Dimlectics.® Though likewise not prepared for publication, this, st lsust, has
never besn Yroehed as oere "jettinga.t It is the lsst word ws have frow lanin's

striotly pﬁ_l_luophic compentary of the owucial 1914-191% perlod. 3Iince lenin had

not prc‘pnndl his Philosophle Molekooks Tor pubucntlonAmd they tharsfora rcmntnté
Tprivate * ‘-ninoo 1nnic sesned siaply %o huve covntimied with him sconcmis atudl.c'u,
po‘l.ti.cal thuu, orgenizational work; and sinoce the fantional polerics ‘sontimed
umhotndly,. Lon:ln'l heirs wars not pﬁ-pand for the tnuﬂttn of feslng = most canf‘u-
sing, _wnuy ocntradictory dou‘llc vision: on ik one hand, the known wulgerly antariat

istic htar.’miim angd mpirtoac?itioim. and, on the othar hond, endlua refurancn

't ,_‘-t.ho dilluouut- of hhtory, the dl.a.lect.i.c of -evolutlon. the di.aloouc
of‘ ult-d-temination covsr!.ng both the Hauonul muuan und waud rnvol..tion, the -
diulectln relationnhi.p oi‘ theory to practice sn" rioe werun, and syen Lie dhleuu of
Enlnhov.lk lmderlhip to thury, “to the ulf‘-ucti.v!.ty of ".N maTeTs A8 uoll EY ] to
~itsalf. . mm-- adhcrants as wkl) os pantl.cal opponeant & lmcw nnthl'az, and cared
losa, nhout*nny graot philosophic Aivide sat up by Hsgelta __l.'hso}.nta Wihod-~the
diclestic of developmont of "he pure zovewent of thought® nnd of raelity waltllng
its wey, through contradictions, to 20 {to%al 3 unity of chkject and auhjeﬁ., that
the ao;!.vlat, the rovolutiocnzry materislist tp'ain could copy out thw philaasphlcal
Sdealist Hegel's concopt of *subjectivé and lay' uf:ec:'.ul sirees on the laat untiu:u

Sgach new atage of exteriorization (that is, of faFther deta}anatldn) ig ulso
an interiorization, snd gromtor extension is also higher Intenait The
('c.he.st: conaequantly is olso the most concrete and tubjcotho.u % 1)

How could anyons conceive thet the “philosophic neutraliet® who, for a
long pﬂ'!.od, accepted sven "Mschirte® intp the Jolshavike just so long =s Lhey
scceptad 'aoiahavlk dlscipline,” would now be under the epall of what hs celled "4he
dlalectic pi-opqr,' that this, fust this, wanild hccﬁmo‘unin'l underlying philosophy?
For his part, Lenin was faced with the fact thet he had to fight afatast not cnly

betrayers and Monsheviks sa well az non-Bolshavik internationalista like Rosa

luxemburg and "the Dutch,"® but also hinx own small Bolshavik group abroud. And he
had to do so on, of all Lhings, a wubject that Holshuvike hod previously ogreed to
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NEN PASE 11

“In principlg*-—ths solf-geterminetion of netion-.(aa)'

"

At Y e LA AL

e

Suddenly, lenin found himaelf tolally ulone ond, the 1ittla word--

dielactice-~kept springing up sverywhera. It was no longer'limitad to "the trane~
formation inta opposite! insofar as sither transformation of competition into momo-

poly.or a saction of labor intb ihe “arintotrécy of labor® was concsrned and which

was alao %o explein "opportunizm® and the ccllapse of tha Saconé Intsrnational.
wa.dialoq#ica wus extended Lo revolution iiself. And the "enemy®~-the theoreticsl
snegy was none other than the Bolshavik thesoreticlan, Bukharin. The stark new

trﬁth was thet'Lanin ¢alled Lhe Bolshevik appoaition to -elf—detarminstioﬂ of.naiionn
*n&%biné_cﬂort of %imperislist sconomiam.” For our pufpo-el ths importence of ihie

. "-debate resis not so much in Bukberin'c thesis es in his mathodology, which Lenin
o keptireforring to all the way to his death hed, as we shall se=s. Meanwhile, Lenin's

AR P AT AT Y LD KA B S 1 Oy Al

drs was arcused -by Bukharin's stetemeni thot
- "The ‘imperialist spoch is an spoch of the absorption of smell states," that
- Mtharefore® it was "impossible to atruggle azainst.ihe enslavoment ‘cf nations,"
except, "cf course, in a struggls for .socialism, and that "tharefora...any
devialion from that road, any advancesment of 'pariicsl! tasks of the '1iberation
of natione' within the realm of capitalist civilizatidn was utopian and

. reactionsry." (22

It was the "therefors's" that lsuin most 1nt=ﬁ:ely oppaved. He insisted

that the horrors of the imperialist war had 124 1o Ythe suppressisn of humen
reazoning;" how otherwise sxplain the Bolwhevik "curious errors in lagie?" Instead

of their useing that ths very transfbrzatian ioto opposite wf free competitive

capitalism into zonopoly impsrislism and its suppresnion.of nntional democracy would
. produce realsteance; thot ths impiles to self-movemznl cage procinely out of thesa
contradictions, becoms tha diolectics of revaluiion. To think otherwias, Lanin
inaisted, was 1o trest masses as object instend of subject of hi;tory. If ths
®therefore's" do not smergs ocut af Llhe living controdiction inalead of ths dead

substance, then socislism is nothing but 2n "ought.? The truth is that

(22) I will be quoling Oankin snd Fizhar, The Bo)oheviks and ths World War

becuuse 1t wes Bukharin's theses (ses sspecinlly pp. 215-227), out the latest ard one
of the finest booka on tha'hattis against nitlsnal chanvinism,for the -pdriod sPter
the 3olshsviks guined powsr is to we faund in Mowho Lewin's Lanin's Last Strugglas;
angd the most comprshensive on the fational Quertian both befors snd ariar Bolansvisa
triumpked is The Formwiion of the Sovist Unioni Comrinisz and Nationalisn by

Richerd Fipes. Sez ulso my chaptsr on Stalln in Warxism snd Frsedor.
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not only:the prolotarint hu* naw revolutionary forces—-the nat....onal minoritiu--

wercs ariaing aud making the fight for- -nlf-ndatuminauon of natior.- not only
'principla“ hut a 1'35111.;-, as %he Irish Eastar Rebelll on. provad. "hnru ncyer
hes been a *pure! revolution aud the national ravolts were valid soth in them~

.

solves and am %he "brosili® for the proletarian revolutions.

Dolectics, that 'aiée'a-a of ravolution,'{ah) hu bean on mny gront
edventures uince Regel cronfed it cut of ihn scfiou of the Pronch massns {25)
snd thsre‘.iy revolutionized mef.aphy-ics. wWhat had besen, in I-legol, a révoluti.un _
in philor.opby, hacamc, with Marx, s philo:ophy of revalution, 3 to‘t.ally new .
thaory of libaration — the proletarinn ravoluuions of 1343 culminnting .’m '

the Paris Oomuune of 1871- Lani.n‘- rediscc"ary oi‘ diaucticu. of uelf'--

acttvity, of Su.bject veraus Sub-tanco at the vory moment of collapsa of tbe

Socond Interne.trional, ilclosed, a‘b one and th: =oime t*mo, the appearanca of
counter-rsvalution ‘from within the Marxiet movement, and the now forch af

revolution in 4he natlonal movemanta. Morsovsar, those new forces wers pruent. not

"6111; in Europe wut throughout th; worlde What his economic study of impsrialiam

re?sa-led wes that it had gorged ltself on mere then # billion peopls in";\fri'cn‘and.
in Asia. This was to becoms 8 totally new theoretic departure after ths Bolshevik
conguest of po_war, sg the Theuls on the National and Solonial Question presented im
1720 to the Third International.® But wh‘ile +he holocaust wx..-.s zewt intenae, and
ienin stood slone, he navertheless refusad to retrest an inch to ebstract inber-
netionalism. The outbresk of the Easter Rebzllion in 19-16 when the proletariat

was #till slwughtering each othsr showed his positien 0% the melf-determination

of nations to be not only iheory but reality.

{2%)Alexander Herzen, $slected Fhilosophicsl Worke, p. 221. . ’

(25)Jarring as this way sound to the professinonnl philosopher accustored o tracing
ihe dielectic [rom the Jreeks through Kent to Hegal In the reslm of thought
alone, ths truth of the above stutomant hae, in recent 'timas, w#oen carsfully
traced through in the works of Jesn Hyppolite {Gensss ot Siructure de la
Fhenomenalopis de Hegel end Studies on Marx and Tagel) as well es the actual
documents of nef'el’d saprly developxnen‘t Dokuuente zu Hezsl: Entwicklung.
3ee Fart ITI, MEconormic q-'a]ity and the Dialsctics of Liberation,d where I
develop 4his Ahesiv lor thz ifricen rovolutions irn our age.
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For whatever reason Lenin, in 1914-191%, turned to Hegel Mthe

Wourgeois :h!ca.nit ghilosopher,* 14 certeinly wsan't to find the driving foroees

T ST A T I

S

ot\i'ovolut.tou.‘_ And ye¥ Hé'gclin';a dislectice iliusineted xore the actizns of

" the nusu‘tm‘ng fats into their own haads in Ireland in 1914 than did the

debates on tﬁg Hational Qestion wi’th.hh Belshevik co].lugun.(as) 1917 sheuld
have ended ltho‘oppéaitien 4o national solf-determipatiocn, wat, in fash, 1% onif
took on o nuw form. This time Bukhnrinl contendad that it was’ inpossibie auny
longer to a'di:::_l.f.;‘hhc right of self-determinstion aince Rissia wes mow o workers!
state ihé_r;i‘.?--.nnt!.omli.lm meant bourgeols and .prOICtai'iat.totgithl!“ and "thor-rqro‘

a obep packiayd, In hie odm selgi-tlint "in sows cases® he would ¥a for it, he""

. l,@.ﬁsj.c_c‘:l:_"-.‘?_igpti; _tutl_,"thl Bushmen and ihe Indians.* To which ‘tanin oxcleimed t

i

'ned forgotten a small 4rifle, the Bashkirs? ‘There ara no Pushmen
3’ Riesim, nor huve I heard that the Hottentota have 1aid claim %o
an’ sutononous repaklic, but we heve Baghkirs, Kirghize..ve cannot
deny it to « 3ingle one of the (5'?391“ 1iving. within the woundaries

of the former Russian Expire.®

' Agiiiig this emmeration I thought, how s §4-that’ Comrads Bukhsria

- _‘ml‘:_ha.ri.n, for whom 811 the questions from Ygelf g!etqrmﬁm_‘bion of
nations® .to _u'j;.‘v.to-cnpituli-m-woro theoreticel ques.tionl, may not have suffered
from Russian chauviniams But he croated the theoretical. promives for Stelin, who
did turn the whesls of history abraight back to cupitaliem. 4% ¥he leutl momant-—

" 400 lete ss it turned out—-lenin broke tota]l:} with Stalin——snd, theoratically, re- ‘
fused to depart in his debates with Bukharin frem that ;ingle word, .dialectic, us th
rclatio.blhip of lubjoét to oiject. dialecticn as thc.movomonf; from sbstract to oonm
crato.. In place of the mechauistic bifurcation of subject end ob ject, lanin

joined the two in & new consrete universal--10 A MAH.

(26 *1 do mot atiribute eignificance to the dosire %o hold onto the word,
tBolshevism, '* Lenia wrote in him reply to Bukherin, #for % koow sous
1014 Bolsheviks! from whom may dod presarve me,* The Bolshovike and the
world ¥ar, by Os gankin end He Fishor, pe 215,

{27 JLenin, Selectad Works, Vels YIII, Pe 3, The whole of Pari IV, "The Party
Program (1918-—19)‘ 1s very valuasle for the thearetic points in dispute
snd heve the advantsge of voing cast more in » theorstioal frame than the
factional bite of the Trede Union Disputs which can ae frund in Yol IXa
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Avatract revolutionism wes the wrthodological enewys Bukharin's

th-ory-.'of‘ n;-ntq—éﬁﬁttiuin, tho obverss side of hi:'thoory' of aconovmic develup-

=sent unrder a'qu_-t{o'n‘ ‘state, 1 that of & eonta.numff develomeent, = atraikhi:
1.1:“ 1..&153 froam "uncrgenized® competitive cnpﬂ.mum %o 'c;rgnnizadf stute-
cn’pitllili;‘ {a & world :_ea.lo', it ;‘amini “'m;uramn,' suhj;ct t¢ the "4lind
laws - af %hc.}yqfid market.®  Anarchy is 'lupplamiﬁld by antegonistic alssces.'
‘Caly ihi. brqi&ut:.t-, by uiz!.nz_pélit.!.cal powsr, omm exiand fForgenized pro-

dnotict’_:’!- %0-the. whole world. The fect that Bukharin telidves in social revolu-

o ‘Ea:a.éé; the' contrary. -191,7-notw1th-tnna1ng" - and dospits the fact
thatmkhlﬂnphyﬂdnu aﬁ‘nilr rolu n the rowolution :--V:':ﬁi;: ﬁi;'i;&eg‘ tlj ;of'.rcvdlull-
tion 1s'sc. iﬁ;ﬁuét'tma- a1l humen activity is mibmasd under-ite Thus, re s,
it_ihlﬁléﬁi‘lyi "'g:.'vén' %o preclude u].-:-mdnﬁant. Hhich_in’oiﬁbt-fy why lshor re-
salae wn obféct 4o him, As okjest, the highust stirilute Bukharin can think
af unigning iu_..bor in its bocomlng en ieg'gregat;sa“ People wera roferred to

' . {28) ' '

as "human ‘machines.
For a revolutionary intellectual 1o have become so entrapped in Lhe
fundamental alienation of philoscphere in = class ibqii‘ty, identifying wen with

things, is a phenomenon thst lald heavy on Lenin's mind as he wrote his ¥i1l.

(28) Draft CI Program, included in aiteka, p. 121, “Collectisn of Thsoraticel
" Articles wy K. Bukharid! (May, 1924, Moscow, Russian)s Unfortunatsly,

neither Bukhsrin's Economics of the Trenaitiocn Peried, nor lanin's
Gomxantary on 1% is available in English. “(1've used the Ricalen texts.)
However, other worke ay N. Bukharin sre avslleble in English. Thesz aret
The ¥orld Economy and Ymperislisu, Historical Mnterialisa, and individusl
esanys are inciuded in other works, those sgeinel ssif-detsrmination in

The Bolsheviks and the ¥orld Wer (edited by Oankin ood Fisher, Stanford U.

Freas, 1940) and elsewhare.
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3o tohny dd mnia diesgrae with Bukhnrin‘e method of prountat!.on that evan
'vh-n he & ggresd with the specific pointm, he Telt 1t necessary o oritici.ze.
Thue, th-ﬂ war cortdnly nc di sagresment ahout the unjor achi"cmant of ths
m-hm nwomuun -~ the dutruction ofhirgeels producti.on relotionss But
the mimite Bukhuria tried to cake an uht-acﬁion af that, tried to subsime pro-=
:!'.:et rr-htianl under 't-chnianl rolouunt,' 1% Wecame obvioud %o Lonin that
Buklmr!.n lmply feiled to undor-tmd 4he dialectics Thus, ahln "ha quatod
mkhl.ri.n'l ggono 1] of the Trami.ttnn Pcri.od 4o the effect that.. t0nca the dos=

truntion ot upi.ta.lilt prcd‘untion r-lnuiunl is x'nlly given, and onoce the theow
- *a‘uc upulihili.ty of thei. rut.ov-.uon 1e proven,*? um n bit wack withi

'Impotnl.uiity' I.l domnltralnh only prnoticnny. Thq ‘author does not pose

I.lloti.ulllx tho rahi:l.onahip of theory to pruc‘d.co.

The most diffioult ralat.‘.omhip to worlr cut whm ana hu -t:to

. power’ 1- pre;iiioly the ioln‘bionlhip of thoo‘ry %o prnoﬂco for l.t La not :ml,r
on the Watiomal Q.lution wut upoclally in .alr.tionshtp o jhhe working muuu
~thet a 'gulf does open hetwaon Bol-hcdks in pou-r end i:fhs -war’d.ug-pwple. _And
tho pu'f-y would surely dogensrsie — “Ta think thet wo shall aot be thrown
wnok ls g’nopim. ¥hat lsnin fegrcd most wee tho sudden ®passion for voseing?
. 4aking comnmsnds Unless they practice the now cogcrete un.tvorml 4o @ wan,"
they will e doomedt

) tgyery citizen %o a man mist act as & judge and participate in
the government of 4hs ccuntry. And what ls $mportant to us 1s to
anlist a1l the tollers to a men in the povernment of the ntate.

That is a tremendously difficult 'hult But socielism cannot ¥e
sntyoduced by a minority, s s party.?

(29) lenin, Oollected Works, Vol. VIIZ, Ps 520s
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'Ph.’u l‘hudy of Lonin‘l philonophic heri‘be.go is not tho plnce to analyze

<th- nctual objoctivu trm-formation of the wurkera! atata intc its opposits,
.. -tatb-clpi.tl.llst- ouia‘ty, (5 ) mich less Stulj.n‘l usurpetion of powor. of ell

of! ’Btllln*u "thnorctia‘ revisione, what ia relavant to our :ubjeot ie 2telin's

‘Lpornrnl bcnoop't. af g___ii_t_:o-t (purtynnu) in philomophy, ah:.ch he and H.s heirs.
“‘nttrikuh tn '&onino Fort.:natoly, thers sxists a mo:t compronennivu and ucholarly
uorl: on 't.bl rolﬂ-ionlhip ‘of Snviat'philosophy to science which s> plodo- ‘the Oomunht
'nnd 'hho iostorn :Ldoolt:gint xyth of M"Pertymess in- philoaopby" in Lenimwl)

‘In ‘opder ‘:o achievo this interbretntion one mist also disregard the fact
timt tly nrigi.nl.l scurces, includidg Materialism and Empirio-Oriticiam
ni'ur ‘suggest’ what {{Bartrazm) Wolfe and the @ Soviet scholars at-
_ The sources show that he hed = poiitical aim in
wri.ting 't-hia ook, bubt it wis not %c. join the philoluphicu.l and pulitical
- 'bhat Ruui.n.n Mar:d.ntn wera a.rguj,ng about; it wae to separato them."

1n phi.losophy. Hhut we ore con"erneud with 1is ‘ahe dualitx of 'hha philouonhic
) horitazu Il':.r from Lenin publicly proc.laimi‘ng his philonophic repudiation -
of Plukhanov, or his wraak wj.th his own philasaphic pas't Lanin advi.ud Soviat

outh to atudy “ovorything Plakhanov wrote on Philo-onhy...", aud he rcprintud

hil own Ma‘hor.talilm nnd "Empirio~Oriticisms We need not go in for the nimpli-t:.c _

: axpla.nation for these a.ct.‘..ona that one ox-0ld Bolshevik offerasd when he .
‘ uroto 3(32) "Lnd yot Lenin uid ‘not have the coursge to -ay gpenly that he had thrown
ou‘h, as u-oleu, sone very aub-tnntial pa.rtl of hie philo:ophy of 1908.

The, reason. for the "privecy” of bis Philosophic Nohehoaks is both simnler end

(50) I dlvoted a good part of Marxism and Fresdom Yo the study of Rassian
atntc-cnpitalilm.

(51} Soviet Varxd sm and Natursl Science, 91:—1222, by Devid Joravnky, Pa3be
The two seotions mOst rolovant to our study are "Lspin and the FPariyness
of Philozophy* (pp.24-1+4), and "Phe Qultural Revolution and Harxist
Philosaphers® (pp.75-8

(32) Encounters with Lenin, sy Nikoloy Vulantinov, D.258.
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more complicated and neither has anyhhiig to do with an alleged lack of courages

The tragody liss elsevhare, .du'p in the recesses of ti‘uo, revolution == and
counter-revolutions Tc-»o short were the years betwwen 1914 snd 1917, and botweon

1917 and 1925; 700 great the Kovember Rovolution in Russis, and too many the _bcholdqd

R P e LT L T Y=ty e E ¥

and miseed 'nv;qut!.on- slaschere—and toa evorwholmit':g the concrbe prohlim of thir
great nM«m,e&mbjt&ﬂﬂm} tuhjectj.vc. 1nclud£ng uwhxt lenin onlled unltuni i
huokwlrdme-. Tha pall therefore .\ru ro:r .'-u.g_o-!.;';in,,' whax S0 study wheh =first

s

ons rnd- ,F'!thinov; then lhturnum énd Empird o-o:-i.tﬁ.cin, thcnu...mnln himsol?
. conti.mod h!.l Hagelian rmd!ng- #ven. lt thc hugkt of the tm'ra. b” .Lenin wae
20 moved by un- kook on Hegel by Il?in-tlut N though the eu'f.hor cas hotn ‘religious and

AL T2 N

an -muw af the Boviet lhtn, Lcn.ln 1nternmd to. g-t h.un out ot Juil. :
The duality, in Lenin'te phl.lolophicnl horl.tugo 1. unn&ltdmuo.. But how

c-n thut cxnuu th- failure to grnnnlo with tha Ph!.lc:nphia ﬂuhieuxl on the

ground that they are nmere "jottings," "had never bawn in‘beuded for. publicntlon* .
and "therefore” 1t.nau1d b no mare thaa '1dln_spcuuiut:l.on' to comclude that

' Lenin w!.ahoduto follow one .‘l'Ol;d' ra.thar tha.n iw.'lu\tb-r?. :l-:n ROy cane, no one can
ezplun nuny tho ¢lear puino tauks he sei ror the editor- or thu nuly—crnbnahod
philosaphio. orgun, Fod Znmumenen l»hrxim (under the Banner of Marxism), to

werk out a 'loud philosophic ground", which ho apslled cut ass

(55}’rho leanin In-t:l.tuto haas r-corda for tha year 1920, when Lanin nkcd for the mnhn tronsle-

* tidns of Hegel's Soiente f Loglo snd Phenomenology of Miud as well as works Uy labriola and
llyin's The Philow of Hegel aw s Doctrine of she ConGrsiuness of God and Man, Deborfin, in his
intrdduction o the Notohooke when they wers finally pablished in 1925 {Janinaki Seornlk, IXJ),snd
Adoratsky in his preface to the 195% edition (Lenineki Skorndk, XII) rafer r £ the Lapinr Instituts |
records and thon, without telling anything shout %the intrigues in the delay in publication, prn-
ceed with platiiudinous praise leading to nothing concrate: they are of "grest aigmificance,®
Moteresting,” contain alndinz indications regarding ths direction in which further astorialiast
dialectic should be worksd out.?

: in this respect Ilyin's works sre zore roﬂnling hecauss you fesl why hie analysie of
the concrets wo influensed Lsnint PThe firet end fundamental thing that one who wishes adequates
1y to understand and master the philosophic teaching of Hagel muct do is tc expiain to ono's solf
his relstion to the concrete empiric worid...the term, eoncrete, comes fror the latin !conorsc-
corete 10rescore! memns %o grow'; ‘loonorescere‘——scoaloasce, to ariee through growth, Accord~
ingly, to Hegel's t!concrete? msens first of all the groewing together:..The concrete ampirio is
something in the order of being (3ein), eomething real (Reelitat), actuality (Kirkifokkeit),
something exiating (Existenz), something Daseins In itas totelity, this reaitity forms a world, a
vhole world of things (Dinge, Suchcn), oxistences (Existenzen), reaiitisc—thu 'objective!
world, s realm of ‘objectivity.'! Thie resl, objective world is relac the conorete world, wut
oniy the ezpiric-coucrats.! )
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+ {1 )the ly-tomtic ntudy of Hoaclhn dlnlnctic- t‘rom a materinliet
riandpoint, Lews, the dimloatics. which Herx appited practl( 5251" E‘-.f
i his O ggta and in hie. hiatorical xod political vorks!

- (@ )‘hking a msb&&il lhrz'a mothod of -pp‘.lying tho Eegelisn
dLa2303408 imateria lwticdlly concslukd) we cen'and should -
{rest "nil: dAialéctioe, fron 31% y)dn, print’ cxcurp‘ts l'rom
ﬁigol"l -priadipaa wbrknu 5 _
(5)"'-'.'110‘ grodp’ o.f a:ﬂ.ﬁor- and. contr.uu,thu .of ‘the-mugesiné Undsr thi b
‘pennay qt’ﬂrklll‘l waould, inimy.opiniem, a. 01' Is0ciety f.;
aralﬁ.tt}',lmﬁ Priepdsr Jf'iﬂmlnln- mﬂdp‘uu.
i’hh m tnr mmvi‘nz, t(hao y:m;’ o.‘,’-h..g w}nt uitann intnllectual

noti'vi.ty. umq:-o\tﬂtchod l.nto thq t,t.rst .mn‘trht oL 1,‘925 u‘d ?.ha- lust . of his grest

s‘uit &znin c‘huuw.niot. Hat ucci&

L nckilr :'f.tp or;pj.'tn’li.-n"—lnnin took ~tho muurc “of hia co,-ludau i.s hls 9111.(5”

For ouy Purpoul *d.-lut ho nys of mkharin is what 4p :nost ‘relavant;

"3akhavin is
- mot; only tho wut mm-.hh and, H‘.ggelt -theorstician ot‘ the. party, but.aleo @2y lagit-
:I.m'tniy 3é° dons{dered thi Tevorite of tho whole-partyy bzt his thsoratical views can
unlymrbh Ahe' nurgfyutut dout ‘be rﬁgardcd' 80 Fully Ihrxim, for there {a, acmething
.echolpafie Lo lz!.n-u [&:0) never; hex loa nod and I’ thint mvor fully understocd the
dadsctlo ) -

AR AR T RS

Tk

zmiu, mloctud.&lorhl, 701. Xiy Do 7?.

;Oonud.r the. ﬂ;tuouq, graatly. over-ritad young F.nnch JConumunist philovopher, Louls
Al'thulpr_, fn our efioch proclajping, Xgno- phintom 13 wore sespecislly crucial than
any other %o’dnye the shade of Hegels To drive. thi's ‘phantom baclr. into the nizht,..
And. rasd. oupcciany how atudiqully be swritss ¢f Lenin as 11 he never had uritt..n
anything . hoyond‘}htorinulu and Rmpimo-ﬂ:iuci'lmu (fenin and anogoghg) Hoe
Part 11, 'utarnattven, fhe;; I dewlc .conadquences of not wilding on the
foundetions-left by Lenin's’ Phllow h +Noldknoks.

(36 J8slectad: Works, Yol XI, Ps T8e

(37 )stnce RKrushchev's Desialinization. ﬂpuoh dn 19%6, I.Oni.n‘- Will has finnlly been
published 1n Ruceis-and sppesrs 8lsc ia the letest edition iﬁbh) of his Gollected
worka. Eowever, I've the toxi which was Tirst published by Troteky, and I an
iharefore quoting f'rom The Suppressad Testnoent of Lanin (1935).

(55

T T AR

Tl

perrali

ST s

13228




Olani-ly,' ‘un'dor.uudl.ng the dhlootlu" had becoms the pon -i.n& for

‘_-,._:f ) hnln. Olou'ly. 1t wan notb an nhstx'nouon uhi:: used to doscrtho the nhs.af.

thcorntlclm nf ‘bo pur‘-‘-y. clurly, ‘not undurahml!.ns tha olsleotic” had baccmo

cm.o!.ai. The hmd or Mm ﬂ.rnt vbz-k-r-' -ht- in hinor;, l‘tncuing the. amr.once

t o ta

a.‘ Iurnuerdtint,ton ancl qatiaml‘ oh.auﬂnl.m: -:3! a- ﬁc’ ahwttn aad nnn-ﬂohhovhn

Nlns IO pﬂ‘mﬁ-!d ul}'bh un udnln.iﬂnﬂ.m mnta!.f.ty u 1;0 ceu for tho stntiﬂusiun

or the tudo untnu, unl ﬁ.hu chu!" theorcuo!m'o vi»m bur.g aon—dhlu*tc and tbarc-

csuiu, £n thulr t.otan‘l.y. thoy aal tundod 1.o atifl- nthov than relecse the croative

pwcri of thn mun. ilothl.ug lho-:. ct’ annai.ng thts é:mger wuld he.w promp‘tcd Imu.n

to tnko ouch.’ 'lhnrp nn-mre of thon -.zhc 1-.1 tha gnatoﬂ. prolttnrhn rwalut.'.on 1n

. L . Al
'

: nxatory. Ll e Ce e L

‘i ‘- '.

W It h t.hc nn.ture or tmth, satd ncgo ta roroe' !.tz wsy .:p whan itu _' ‘L"z

'tim hn conqa" ﬁo nhonld luvu addad, awm 11‘ only in & mrky !'om. Bt then_

hl oauldn't hnn knoun how mich’ & at-.to-cnpito.list ‘age cm ucrott Lo mke it

e " 1npaui|.h!,a to ELLR tiw tmth’own uhan it eurfacu. ¥o 'connpit\ucy wys uudcd

Cu

hotwtun 1 lt* apd ‘ﬁlut” to-kﬂup Lnnin‘l Fh&lo-ophic Notehool- out of thi ranch

of the: muulau --nnd thtn work Yo make Lt ‘hoyond‘ iheir underltanding. It is

in the mturo ‘of tho adnl.n.lstru‘bive mntali.ty of ou-' utatn-cupitnlint. u.tou'l.ed aze

to oomidcr Hoglll.an ph!.losophy, a4t one and th- anme t}.m ihs privatse pressrve

of thqu 'l.n the know" and to let it remalin z;.hhnr;-h* to the uniniitated. and,

1 )

although in the “Eest® they bow hefore the foundsr of their sists, cid, ino the

"Yest® mneer at lanin'se non-prhf‘snianal slotus ox ghlioéophar, »aoth po.l-n find

it coavenlent to Eup apart whet hiatory hnd joinwd togelher--Hegel and Marx,

Hig-l and Lé.nin- In 4his 200th anniversary yesr ¢f Hegal, und 19%th 'nnntvermry

year of Lenin, it 1s high tiwe-to bogin li.'stening soth to the volces froz below who
are flading ¢ut the truth for thozuelveas by u&temhting t0 proctice the dimnlectics

soth of thought and of revolution.

Detroit, Michlgan ~-~Roya unsysvedaym

Febrany 28, 1370
13229

T L s b ] PN B Sty 1 A




