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THE RELT CIVIDE IN MARXIEM

!ha hnlooaus& ef werld wer X, eouiag aftor o oentury * 4 neay
;eaco and gensyal egaimaan. shoek the weriid Sewn Lo 143 feundations,
hrlnalna w:th it tho f211 of werld soaislist orgacisatien knoon as
- the 5guond lntorna%zonll. he Gefmnn Heeisl Demoarsey, the greaﬁent
pam 3 the International, had voted war oredits to the n&uer; '
L.n.a thnught the Yareprts, whioh anncumesd this faot, to be &
targnrg of ihe Usrman luperial Office, When 4% vas prnvan to be
rmftrue. the fhearetical greund on whaish he hed stack, and wideh no
S h&d thnughs o Snwroznnble, gavw way wider him.
Frinr ﬁo August 191&, 81l Earxists had agroeed thes waterial ‘
lanﬂggisus‘avonta ﬁho banza for the erestion - of & new aaaznty and
that thndnnra\aavanucd tne nntor&al con@dtions, the better. propcrna
- Gha'nrolntarlat wcuxd he for taking pever. .Row ahese Ao uasn .2ator .
{jnitieu - azrnnny wag only the first but the Marxiste of tne ubher
’”EMPQQQAn wlrrxng countrios followed suit == in ths roat navunaaa oountri-n
: !hzro teinnelagy wea zost tulzy dsralopsd and ths proletsriaa wast
'*hiahiz srapnasmu. %0k an action which huried wasves of workers
sroinst sach other acress rations} boundariss to sloughtar each ether
| .n'détnniﬁjoz the Fatherland.” The Garman Sooial Damoorscy was not ‘
an orsadisislan of bourgesie iibersis or ovon deviating reforaiste. It
| tea._lnktha maln, an argsnizntaon‘sr avowed revolutionary warxiste.

It wes a poweriul oFgsnizaiten ef no lesa tha: 5 militon meubarz and

another t¥c and a balf million trafe unionists Wore under 1ts influence... .[ig

Bafore the cutbroak of wmar they hsd tnkeu a atadd egainat any lmperiallet
a8y thit wuizcht btreak out, Todny they ware part of that mobiliszation
for destruction., ihy? They deSrayed, yes, but hetrayal wasn't nerely

"selling out." what wove the gijootive causea for such total $dcologlcal
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eollapse. The faat was evervhelming, totally unforseen, aumtsoventhu;._

Canfrented with the nppearanse of emntnr-wvolutlm =ithin ho
wovelnucam novmnt.. Lenin no driven to seargh for 6 philosenhy
that mld romat.it-uae his em reason,

be bogm rending Hrgol's w&ﬂ HMM

xrupah,ya. in aor Meua", mnu uo that Lenin beaau t.ho sf.uay
of Ybgel for hio writing the “Eneny on Warziew® for tho nnngmpecn )
m'amt, ﬁhat ha ‘l'.hwﬂupon puta tha phneﬂuphiwl quastion i.n taia
Torefront aa i uMont. from tao ﬂrat. l!not.!.on or the Euay. Shn
adde *Tnis wae aet the usual wag of prsaan‘aing Karz®s temching.*

This s true, The Szoey is tha firat demonstation ef the
prinscy af a paslosophie amwoh Zr tho whole hintery of rruing

mmr:uﬂum" of lierxisn eomnoalc siunce the desth of the Zounders

Nl

of Mem Soolallsm, Thero iz #o deuht thnt as coon as Lenin hae

opencd the Sgience of jozig, ht has grasped the importnnco of
dislectios, tho mgygpent of thoightl

"uovonent and self-movement (thie rB: independent, spuntaneous
intarnally n4gsssary covement), ohn.ngo mmmont and 1ife,*

‘the priraiple of every loltmmmut. 'h..pulso %o ‘aovoment’
aad to ‘uotivity® -= oppnsite of 'dend<being’ -- who weuld belleve
-that $h1s 18 tke nare of ‘Hegelianism,' of abstract and sbstruse
(4iftloult, abeurd?) Hogellanimu? Ie wust disclece this corad,
RSP 1L, savs, shell it sug, pur:fy it -~ #hish 18 preocisely’
vhat uarx and Engele have dona.”

But & stuwly ef Lenin’s Philgsoohic Hoteboeks will show that =t

the beginning of his study of He.9l, he still felt compelled to
esphasige that he e resdin: Hogsl matorialistizally, Snstesd of taking
that for .ranted-<nd golay on to @hat was fow. In the Sasay itaolf,
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he utﬂl_%m mhrhlmi frox dialeotion. On the other Lend,
wher he poachas the ond of the Sa&ub’akl, an !f.ogol'l m. he ‘!l'itﬂlt '

"If Bark 4A nat loavs a 'Leglo’ (sith a eapital letfer)
hs left The et and thio chould be deubly
utilized on gl quea e In % there 10 applied
t9 w0 aelenss, tha lauic, dlalautia eory of knmowledgs
af materizlisn {3 worde aru not necesgaryds thoy are ons and
. the szmef. %sking ail of wniua In Hagsl &nd moving thie forward,”

. . . ., .
U S S -SLAPERS S

I8 18 Lenfn himcelf wae, with his characteristis prosinisi,
tolls ;aa Juse unen he first tuliy uﬁspod the ¢laisstio. Ho wrote
the Soozy on Larx in Jnly-Noveaber, but it wag firat in Jenuary thet
h? writes to the mm'crannt; ptating that he has Tirst now
muds rowe. speolel study of Shs Gislentic ard would 1iks to maks

_‘ soms :o’violma in his essay:

i} Addressed to: the Seerctary of the Cranst Publiebing House in
Hospow, January &, 1925: '

*"Gear Colluazuet T L -
. SYewSerday I reseived your lottor and pent gou a talegraa,
‘I soncent'.cc. : : " .

"3y the way, will thore not #till bs tlue tor cortaln
carrections u the @estion on dizlectica¥ Terhaps you will
be seud enoush bo write snd eay wien exacbiy 3% iw %o g0 o
the printers and shat the -last date is for mecelving sorrestlons.
1 tweve been ctudping this gquestion of diplaotios for the lzat :
plw mm agé c¥ think ¥ emid &dd sowathing to it if thore
was eess : . :

5

£1r weeds. It 28 the time,it taok him Lo reach the beek on
“Subje.  \&;" in the "Dootrins of the Kotlen.® The potobooks
carry th. dste, Lecemver 17, 1914, It 1e under the saction on
"fzlloziasws” that Lonin bursts forth with the sphoriamn that reveml
- maw declaive waw the btreak with his _own phllosophic past.
Haratosora, %o Lenin, f8 to usvuryhedy else in the Second Internationd
the Hegellan dislectic had been important mainly es 2 roferance point
in internal polemids, 1f an opponent wao obsoure, he wna accused
of dinlectical sophietry and reminded that Karx had turned Hegel
around and egiood hir right aide up. Yeformism and evolutlonary
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Sheorists of moolalist dovolopaoa& wera aeahaited by oitlnz
Hegel®s “dlnloatia. It waw gendrally asreed that Hegel steod for
d-inlcpaap& and rewplution, rather than etendin: stll and’ svolution,
She aonespiion ef eontrudieticn was‘thut of t9c units axinting
naggggxgg_gg,ono &aother, Ihe sunoeption of opposition hnd not gorne
bcyond Eant's dualiom, aa if Hogel had nover dsstroysd it with the
aseiseption thal zvery enngle thing waa 1tne1£ & contrsGlotion, a
unity af eppanltca. and that sbls intornal contrediotlion was the
bno!a of all uavemant., fonge, that all moveuent 18 anlf-mevamaub¢
. It Lo only neo, uhen Lenin ia sonfronted with counter~revelut don
ul&hin the labor aovamant. that, ko woves boldly ts mum up the csacnuo_'
ot d!alaotte a0 thn ldontlty ot appuaatal, the transfornasion into
appowitc. tho unity of cppms!tos:
'Bé!sf1v tho dinleotsa oan be Gofired oo the docarlne
| Seloinie Sak Prn; Tuarsby tn the heenl of e |
It Am naw, shon he Mas Sean Ehe counter-revolution within the
rovoluts OLAry movémenl that he fosle cempelled te brant vith hal
.afmer concepLion of the relatlonah&p between mateiialisz and 1doallnnt
“siiass

%an'e cagnﬁ&lon noet ¢nly réflecta the objeciiva worlq,
bt “ﬁlt@l 1t,."

Ho now reerganised coarleteiy irde gonception of the ralationship

of the materialiatlo or ceonomic forees and that of human subdjective
forces, the relationship of scienco and human activity,
The keynots in his Ehilovophic Notebocks 18 nothing short of

a raatoration of truth or'philoaOphZQ dealisn acalinst vulgzar
zaterizllsm te whioh he nad givon the gresn lizht in 1908 with hie
Heterialis and smoirs-critioiss. Necossary au that book may have

boar for the épecific purposos of assls o= unlj Russia nas uo'baokward
that in 190E you still had o f1:ht clericaliem in the labor move=sit ==
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he net writes toldlys &
“(m. tha aiatnama of the 20ti: ventury) Earxlats -
0r-1tdolcsd the Zantians and Humniats moroe in e

Fewartachian fana Puoknerian) wanner than in s
Cegellie= manner,*

| The expheais on tae plural, iarnistyg, 28 Louin‘e owa,
By the ond o7 the Hegolian siudies, he will oriter

Intelligent Sdeaiiss is necrer to inteiligen:
saterialism than 44 stupld materiniies,

| TDialestio Adesiles fustosi 52 IntoXligents mets sioal,.
wdasvelepad, dead, vulgar, stationary inatasad of atuptd.

- 0f nis fhmr zaanﬁer. Pleihanev, ravered ae eueh, he
aé® writes: - ' SR |
. *Ploubanov wrote on phailos (41610t16) provadly nearly

1,080 pages (Beltov £ a:ainst Begdrnoy £ asinss;’ Kantisne /£
basla queetisns, ato, ate) Zhe o 12 il 1in thew nboub %he

12p, le, about it $h ts {l.e., the dialecty
m—_é‘:;’,":f. :’muo:ophio"gg'ionus!!' (00 : sonle

£3tn hiusslf, he 42 a8 nersiless, iving no quarter, not

An tho esonswic field:

- .

Sre i BRI LT i

'. m :w Eg;:sgggts or the past ha —n century have

Before 1935, Lenin hed one view of Sanitel snd Phllodgpriy .
ihile way and the 39llapse of the Second International mmde him
furn te the ﬂuleﬁtze end ghangzed hia views, he Aidn't coue blank
W 1t. hfe mm haen u prasticing revolutionary in Russie and was
wolded by tae shinrpness of thne contradiotions of that baciawrd country
There £9 nu aere prafound study of Voluma 37 of m than that
which Leniw had sade at ths turn nf the century. There is no mors
profeund zrasp of the dlalsotis in action, that fm to eay, ® paggeq
2R 1ga3en, than that whioch he made of the 1205 rovolution, Dut he

recained a Runsian sarxisi. He e1il now generallize that experienge
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ard -applf, 1t on & Berid mcela. I8 ten't only pollileally that hs
had avtrnlahi Desiy transrorsed trhq & Huasian into an iaturnationsl
Mut. salling Sor she Greation of a naw,' 8 Third Internaticuoal,
Thare 1¢ ns majer work tust follows his FLiloscphis Hogshoeks, all
the way 111 his deakh, tuat 13 not perosated with the dlalestie.

it 1s tho very warp ani ves? of all the rorks fros W
%0 $he Sp :

l:'“wmi tmmamaumm

‘ﬂnsga;pghaagj from ks appearance at the last Congraus of the
RuiaianHCe-nnnaatuP&wﬁy he was sver %o attetid and marning abaut
state~oapiteling to his very 4ll. |

. Krupskaya. talls ue thlt

"In the Sutumn of 1916 and the heglrning of 1517, Ily!oh
etcopaa hizsself in theoretisal work, Je strived to

tilise all tio tias the library wos open. e got $hera
ounotly at 9 o'olack, Kever, I think, was Viadinir Il7ioh
in & wore irrecon¢iladle mood thnn during ths 1a8t monthe
of 1016 snd carnv nﬂﬂths or i9r.”

The 7iret thing hs turned to directly after the W
lghoRoeks "as & gengrate siudy ef the lateet stage of capitelism.
For the firet tius e wus no longes satisfisd with the standard
study of the lataet stase of ecapitalist dovelopnant, Hilfarding’s
Ejngngm_ﬂgg;&g} He now enbarked on an indspanden& analysis, His

:'...dmlnous nctodoocka, £illing up 693 pages, for the emall volume

that will finelly be published as Jpperinlisn, shows how, in the
sonarote egcnomlo atuvdy, ha helds tisht to the dlaleotic. The
publisned work itself will be & demonstiration in eoconomice of
dialentio ne the unity of oppceites, 4

Prior to 1914, Marxisto had treated cartels, trusts, syndiecates,
us nore "“forms” of large-ncale production, ug part of a continuous

develapmont of eaplitailsm. {apitalalm seonmod to be "organizing the

coonomy,” taking out 1ts "planlessness” and thus making it easier
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for the vorksrs “"So taks agver® -- 2@ 1f it were parely & nt't.or

. of wuplaging #na sot of ofifce holdsrs with another, Kow, hswever,

Lsnin sruts'- mﬁﬁcpoly not sc muck 3 part of qontinuous ﬁovolopun‘-'.r

e & wm;mm. tirough contrsdishion, hreugh W '

8. ponRARess |
Competition vas tunsruu&i nto 3ts appoaita. mnrpa..s* But

Wlx @1an's tranacend ecupatition, It ccexista with it. I6

ml&;ﬂf.‘.nl gonirzdictiens, despers the orisis. ‘lupermmm arose

‘ m aut of upnnlm in gsnerzl, tut ocut of espitalice as a ‘spoeu.'l.o

: z’ua@e “wien Ate eagantiel qnnhtzen besane iranaformet inte their

":"_;apmatn. ' .xult &8 mt! !.m e if.mnafamua intc its opposite,

. f’_"mw, 8 pm of tho prozam-m, was trenaforesd Ants Jka Wno.
“ihe lrism’?aey wf laborf That wss the mlmk of tha Seosnd

o 'nm:-m&mu.- 1 mcﬁ 1t collapse. '

| 'mo eonapse ‘of e %md Internstisnal me:ant ths hroae.im

af all prevlaus thrushs and mathoed of thought. The baitlo ef Feasen
rew was to brezk up the ris1a3ty to whilach unaevnt.andlng hax Mduud
,m?ymlnga rraor %0 :u;!l.-!t0 r_eni.u had ascepied a serieo of ahlt.uot.m-
party, woss, revolution, Zxcspi in Ruesia, he never contrasted theao
with the struggles of the refolutionary GAsses even A8 he had '
previously failed to analyse the lotest phase of warld cspitalism and
seon the conneotion of the Seoond International with it, It $a only
that ha gaw that noi enly. capAtalisnm hed ohanged but 2o hed the

1aber organization Because 60 had the labor living off the super-profits
ot sopltalist imperisliam, .ﬁml that he Inily analyzed the ghigotive
reason for tho collapss of the Intorraticnai, he questions the Joeisl

Leresricy’s very use of tue plrase, mass organizatlon. He denies it is,
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3% &5 Tirs: now tavt be “Gissoverec™ derx’s end ungela‘s m
on. %he British prolcmuns thieck hed become “bourgsuulrnm' ang
ther p3lating to the hcsmtlw need to go W
dx%r the verklng olure !Muh the founders of modorn sooigslicm had
garried on 811 the =ay fros 1356 to 1862, Hs pow eslls it “the

 SBvEneRance of Uurxinm,” T iiborating effeot thot thla hus on

Leatn S0 Ghat, with asoing tuat the afvinien wiShin laber digolesew
broxder sRerce, aver ﬁwpsz- and lower, the unekilled, he i3 prégmr:lns
impelf for dhe dinjeotlo in Estion whaleh the wsrkara wzn etmto

"n naw: pgnuonu and tmus thet burst ferth 4n the rwa:l.utian.

m ti.ra?. tﬂ bnrnt rmn ars the Irich. 'rh- Ent.er Robolucm

e er n'e‘.!.anﬂ againat m-l.ﬁiah inperialiet rule sln an urgensy %o the

““‘nuttml Qrmanm toat % never defore naa. vaaouuy. Lenin had

bnn !,‘or the rtgm. ar uzr«detammstaea as e sert of prinstiple.

o He m fousht Hoan Lmamburs whe thougm. Foland oou!.d sklp that

" atege’ m zo diracta.y to aoctansa. But 1t was & mm debate,

non, hmmver. it was a question ot the day. The appsarancc sithin )
the Bol.ahavm m-omalweu. {Bukhsiin, Pyat.mkw} of a poscitlon against

2 lt.ruggh Toxr nntlonal independsnce as an "outlived” r,s;.:eat‘lnn. calm
foﬂ.h from Lening .

L

- Beds fmo{lt-zon on war suppressing resson in Gankin ot al., golshaviis

.-’mx...‘ -

He @aile it nothing anort of "imperlalist evcuomism.” Lanin's
Pirrecsncilable mocd” hae thus Aed from & struzgle sgaingt those whe
hatrayed dirsatly, 46 hosa “ho Lolerated the betrayers like Xsutexzy,

of whem ho now writess

ntiuggh ¥lthin kis own Bolshevik group, "o were for tho extromest

slozan of "Turn the imparialist war into oivil war." This 18 not Just
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e »sod apd not 1istted te enbuo.w:xo batroy. -BAany revelutienaries,
m:hﬁ;‘rin was gns 6F thew, bagase loadera in the sraatést.‘, rayolution
| 'in-hlgi.ﬁr’;. 1917, but maver changsd thelr wethsd of thinking., Ihis
w28 & battle of reaccn and if yoﬁ beven't changed g thinking, |
yoa uill be mu--, at The BExt, grest grilala #m eollapae.
- That i@ why Lonln.. 59 Frups¥aya rc»port.s. *sizdy clusched” a%
the following sentence froa Engels's criticisa of the Erfurt Prosrans
Phueh & .pollicy Gy, in the end, enly lead the Serty ¢ tha
the Foregreund ava thus Sbaenre %é&éiﬁ%,“‘é::é;’f’é teotienn

‘whioh wiil duteuatically coms up ou the urdar of the €a§ et the H
veory. fla‘ﬂ cut.broak of b& ev«mta, in t,he firet pelitivad eﬂ.uiu. _

':mﬁw& netes {and wo osn s28 thie tn Lenin's W

mugg, -Mch reve pub:tzaau& first in 193931

'&ms aopled tnh p-aﬁa..,a, Ilyioh wrokoe in very laz*ea taﬂtara, .
ting the rards i deudln parentheceas. {*8E msm‘r
ro‘tmnoum TRE CONCRBYF LOBSCUREDZS) ) HOTA BEMES mcxu.m.
M'ﬂ ‘IH.. 'Aislﬁ THIB&:. Hao"*

I..onin hhusi‘.: had not ween t.hin berono. It had besn wriiten by

Engols in 1391 of the draft of the 'mmd!ne; presram of the Secend
_Internsilonal. Keuteky had not published the oriticism *tii 1901. Rub.
1t vas thers from 1901 to 1014, WAt ir up to the nctual betreysl, Leforo

Lenin saw 1t, That is uwhy ho wag so irrsconcilable rnox, That is why
thooret;eal questions msre nov dealt with, with such urgeneyi he

®ap propaxin: himsalf t6 ane the raleage of the onergies of mililona \‘.
while the "otherso,” ﬂnaludtﬁs Butharin, wers preparing "pians.“ 'ﬁut. =]
vhy ho was not to torgez it in hic ¥111, in which he at.at.ea that he
thinks Bukhsarin has never quite grasped the dlaleotilc and thersfore

eannot be ocneidered "fully Zarxist,"

(Hore, seet 3taty ard Revolution, and 1917 itself) 11952




