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y Prneg.r.ﬂ?;isiainoru than a 1/3 8 new,in lzat 2 yru.,aincaql
deStaiinizacions "corraspdnding rohabilitation of the law of
nagation of negntion &reversion to theory of Engels,

Tranalated from Ger.by Patuy Ksath{ﬁ‘mgiaysu{ﬁhﬁ °¥riginally ‘
bk,¥an ccurse of lectures delivered in surmer of 5} at Papel Orien- !
tal Ingtitute in Rome &pabl in I#aTien, "Il ¥=ferialisme
dinlettioo acvietico”, Turin (9487 in ‘Qgg.oxtansively revised &

ob'd, in Gar,'02, Takes up"o, ial.mad." whkch ig "properly
phil.portion" and not his.mat.~-hif&.mat. in Sov, usage demis with
eeoietysﬁuuuldtnut’ba dﬁ;lt“witg hare, Doesigotdd;al mich ;iie,' ,
enrly phil.writings of »¢ these are "quite definitely -
oonsoiouslyr;at 88idd in Sov. phil,." 7 o i
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o Part I Bistoriceal, Thie is quite poor ma auther himseif admits by claiming
. - , it is given only to uwdérstand Part II, C T
«3=17 . Ch,I.The His.Roots of Marxiem,Hagel,begelianls?t,Fenervach,Positiviam,
© 17-41 Ch.2, KM&R, On 1844 MSS: "Mx points to a 2-fold defect///..ite basiq
B T error is to represent the Ides as & genuine reality... "
' Eince man is essentially self-consciousness, the - product

~'Lh}-hiuﬁactivity,namaly,ythe alienntion of gonsciousness inte ‘the ebj. . 3
&ite subsequont iranwcending of this, remains,therefore gomething .

- - abstract &wereal.npyig snvorves & further defigienty in the Hagelian
Eagw. Zince every opp, bet, subj.&obj, remaineg within corseciousness -

% -, - ‘the Heglpnoncoption of dimlectie is inherently liable to tranacedid the obj, .
. ﬂmdg\ﬂitaqlfq dexonstrating it to be merely another morpect of comnscieusness, The
| AV “recovery of whe% waz alianated becomes not so much & matter of overcoming -
. * . the estrangement of the obj, as of transcending the obj.itsslf. Instezd of
-~ ochieving 2 genuine syntheais bet.thought &being, the Heg,phil, tende towards

& disavowal of beinz & reality, &their dismolution in conesiousness," (26«7 )

Wetter then reduces Marx's counterposition of of spirituel to metual .to )
mean man's pridary setivity"is not spiritual,.not cognitive," when Marx
2howa that a being aaving no ob;ecta‘ezterﬁq&f to itself, nor an object for-athq
osome other being is not an objective baing."Thue there ie uo opp. in thie o
respect bet. men &Nature, subj.&obj,,but only a mutval interfusior & .
dependenca; ian becomos & product o2 Nature &iNature a product of men,%he (e
adjuetmant of Nature to human needs furnishes the content of hig W, This 2=~ =
adaptation constitutes the essenvce of labour,it is the stuff of Ypractice!
which from now on becomea a koy-concept in the phil,of Mmrxism,"

Wetter apologizes for having apent 8o much time on 1844“writings
for he agrees that they have néither connection to Bol, & are of .
interest “only in 85 far as they contain seeds of his later social
doctrines” AND THEN STUPIDLY THINKS THAT-V.4.KARPUSHING, OFf a1l ¥
people, shows new attitude to them, sincé, as Lecturer at Univ, of -
Hoscow, in VF (see M&F)shows ragret thatkMxis—Ph11:MSS”ﬁéré"ﬁo“ionget) 3
ireluded in the 2nd impression of Russ.Ceil,.Bd.of wkr of .M&E," ' :
Alao Wetiter sees Zhdanov's 1947 intervention as only est'g, that Mz wasg !
not just 1 of many philosophies & ine, prol.phil, in bourgeols thgueht,
but wes, to quote Zhd "a new phil, differing qualitativsiy from a
previous phil,systems however progressive they were// '(but)became
a acientific weapon the hands of prol, masses...."
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47 PP.58-68"  Ch,3--Rav.Movements in Rus.:Origins faf Rus.Mx  --Nihilism,Narodnicheatv
. PP.T3-110 Ch.4 ~Phil,Tendencies in Rus, Mxism befors Rev --up to VIL ' ,
Pr.l14-128 (Oh, 5, VIL--Up to '21 all phil, tendenoies f.l.ouriah;autu%n '21 ohenge,

' Tath o oanten Ino 122 (Aug, )arrested &exiled latar Bulgakov,erdayev,Ilyin .
oA .0 DV pN but interesting part is fhat 1)*adherents to wulgsr mat, :
\\” DA /\ v i 6\‘ - Were so numerons smong /supperiers of Bol.Party that this
(& ‘/ S dominated until 21, /as witness in 1922 eve, O,MifinkHe
‘ wrote "Both VIL & P1 alvo employ old-fashioned terms such as “thy '
phil,of Mxism//but these torms ss used by 1&P are MERELY SLIPS OF PEN
i, kL Jdmolhing mors, In fitting out &trimming the ship of science we muat.-—),
£y .- taks eare to throw, not only religion, but also the whole of phil, "
o (\,_’Vf’ Ve, overbA,"(POD ZHAM.§‘22, #11-12), Orly in 1925 was this offaet by >
AT T ey
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' supporfers od Diamat by AM.Deborin, a2)time of pub. of Engels' <

N Dirlesticas of Nature &ESP.IN 1929 WITH PUB, OF VIL'S PHTL,NTBKS
\'\ Buti2ith 12/27/29 with Stalin's Spesech tp the Conf,.ef st Studente on
‘ \’i)’h the Agrarian Question M.Mitin &P.Yudin get goBipgn agairst Deboriy
"ﬂ /an theory "not i{]gqepimj vace with practicel wky» > ;
! i

PPe137:149  Oh,7-Mechonism-—MN4B®S THEORY OF EQUILIERIUM VS.the "teleologioal i
. flavour which inevitably clinge to Hegelian formula which
N, speuke of @ self-dsv,0 nthe part of mpirit."{NIB,ATAKA)
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Ch,8,Man.Jdealism (ino .Debor%g AND LT) Debvorin in “Isain the Thinker"
wrote: "Both thinkexs-(plekhanov &lenin!) are in a sertain .
- sense oomplementary ‘o one another...Plakh is ogsentially

the theoretiéian, Lenin essentially the man of action, the

ST politiciarm the loader."(joined Bol.enly in '28) at presnet .
he is member of ed.bd. of Vestnilk ,offieial organof Academy of Seiire)
- D¥ing Men.per (1907-1017)wrote his mos$ imp.wk."Introd, to the o
1l. of Diamat" (Plekhanov wrote preface to 1%, k'd,Petrograd, '16) -

T i bkl e g 1 o

. (Ienin critlcized it in Phil N'l:bks,1947,pp.403-§_ prosed,Iukacs,Freud
S ' Deborin's definitions: "The mat.disl.as a general goleptific methow
S e dolegy (inci,alao theory of"Enowle&ge);, ther-%ial,d?-—n’a?gg, the -

SEAN . methodology ‘of the na al sclences (soiontifiec mat.)j;&the-

diel,of hig,(his.mat, )"

pp.l’?ﬁﬁ-é’O&%opumts since{}légi ‘(Ch.X concerna Stelin As V'philosopher)mogf")[

¢t ,1/25/31.Deoree againel mechanists &Daborinigte .Pokrovsky,Adorataky,
' Mitin,Yudin &Maximov take.over Under the Banner of Mrisp
By 1936 ‘Philosophical Inetitute became part of Academy of Sciences
&placed under direction of Adovratsky &Mitin _
In 1944 CO attacks Vol.3 of His.of Phil, which had aj peared for
passeing over reasctionary attitude of Begel. VF,'49,2,p.1C\\
1947 ZHDANOV --new nemes thai came up in field yKedrov, Leonov,Ilovehuk
GFAlexandrov
1o ‘ Wotter does not the least understand this intervention,
-\\l/ nevar mentioning "new d451.Tay" but only fight on ¥We,phil
_-"-\_\ . \{ he claims Véprosy/Filosofii replaced Under Barner of Mxism
. X/ "
£ N
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which disappeared’ in '44, not saying why (IAW OF VALUE .
controvery)sThen Binchurin-Iysenke, Alao Marr controversy [ETENS

1951--19th congress &Sta in's Eco.Problems of Soec. 4 S K

. Pp.231-246,0h,XI Since_the Death of Btalin3/5/53
R ~-8710/53; Preeidium Rga_Phil. removed fpom His,&Phil,Section
".\:'..\\' - /7 \——"/

of Academy of Sciences &attacjed to the Economics &law
- ; section Kedrov said-Stelin's book on Yiamat is

B | insufffoient since "law of negation of negation®

g oy b . was left out altogether.

S - 12318 s/23-854; 1a7ge Sov.delegation attended Union Internationale de

Pudenrmathin acs Sriannas in Zuwiah




f:.'}rart 17.The Bya-.om of Sov. Phil.
'Ql.1,0onoeption’ cf Phil.(as pariiean) - co .
"h/2,. ﬂ.‘ho Theory of Matter. Un¥il 1951, there wao distinotion dresm

dengh of thinge, L nf their being,.'Han's thought
3'0 [ )&

<-e"f hour eis souisty waich bas leng been in evidence, W¥eg. having a

B 6
kgpu.ca er the best of thene gohievements in the Tields of sclenced
i 12 the interests of communiat construction.

--.they say now that negation not only negatee but apsurea a new detemin tig
“on higher level. &weiter usks "But is this possible? This met definite

"nogation tut to a previous determination of A,

,l . (' ff‘- ‘. . _3_

'heb. phi..&aaientizio or physical concapt of matter.
thil.e dugl oonert is dropped, &nttack lmohed on
b g “ar a\ ri L’\fu.. L
S Thgy now refer %o Ienin'n I’hil.ﬂtbka on substance &
-~ daffarenos bet., finlte &2inite whers VIL notes -
"ﬁgly this tp the atom va, electron, Mattor thruout -
inite in deppic (Fadrev, "Lenin's View of Elsatren
d@m ?byui:e" Bel, : )2.:"Jaet as the rel.bet things &theix .
es of /change Are on ...sss F8 too is the no,of stages lead nte =

mr des into ne ' gays Lenin, 'from the phenemenon
mtuxv, Prom Lks. la{' erdar nature,as it wers, te

~ madure %50 en witheut end,'" (See alee M,Sohlik, "Phil.
HY (@b ‘Wheve he speaks of Medern phyaica being nat phyaics-.
: hyaioa of the '*ﬁeld/") _ o -

Eoszﬁl-?'k "Pring%plo E‘ea;gre
R ook over the conce
(5376} Sm * £in
3 naw

dly,.all mma:l.ua same, quantity-dinte-qual,, 1aw'-
we .aoma te negation which(until 138 eatured :Z.n
“but then Nor sems Tesseon-d¥-wtner fall out of A

en-not: 'naue to. any aort of oppaai*o hut 'lnto 3. Bup

R i .- . , .
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Of.m.ﬁ,mzakevioh ,A.L.Abolentsm "Somo I‘roblema Conoom:lns thn ’}E
| Taw_.of tho'Nagation of the Negation" (Vestnik joningradu 0. Un:.versitott.

3y PeTTs e nihilistic a."".situ:lo tewards tho msocience- ture

negative Mﬂ .affoot upon varioue. s of our own practical -

vork. The i’l.or the P8 £ July 1955 Zoroibiy condemned such .
P.oountries & ealled for an

be denied, ZFor in the lat place negation whather metaphysicel or dial’.
can de nothing more than nefate &van nsver preduce & new determination”
on 1te own aoct."...Horeover it oves this new determination not 1:0
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Diglecticel Materialism by Gustav A. Wetter, revised ed.,1¢58 ﬁ
- ‘?at%'il, Ch,¥, Dial. Mat. & Mocerh Science j

! Wetter sets tapk of thie ch. as two-fold: i) in what zanner Sov. 1
claimy that modern seience,fror quuutum physics &relativity theory j
- %0 the Pavlowi:n rhysiology of higher nervous activity &psycholagy,
is/suppossd to bte a 'dazzling conlirmaticn'! of dial.mat. ) in !
-what mehher Sov.philogophy secks soluticns of probiems of modora

science ' : §

3 | . i

' gJL)ngqﬁum physics. Sov. science attacks Copenhagen Schaol !
i ‘ ©+ (Mohr, Hoisenberg etc)becouse of its cilampionshio of the i
. conmplementarity principle, indeterminism &speeific interpretation !
they giwve to aquantum physics. §

!

 Héipdnberg®s "uncertainly relation" founded on dualism of wavesi
,ggartielee. Copenhagen school inclined to restrict reality principle
7 ko'Mphysieal vemlity",ie. those properties which can ectunlly be r
: ‘AEtriduted to miera-objects by way of physical deseription.: -
Pe407s"Quentions toncerning rezlity existing 'in itself' &such as to. underlie
T - . ;Physlcal meapurement Zdesoription, sre dismissed, rather in. the
v positivistie manner, as 'meaningless,'" o
Qﬁaetjbn of ‘measuring apmratus repregenting 'extenailon' of  gense-

'qrganabbf=phyeical observer; physical reality is thus depndont

;:_?:7 .. ‘om-ecgnitive orientation of ocbserving subjeet & is heﬂhe,"ideéliaﬁidiﬁﬁ
' o " /fhivs there is in it sgeortain deniel of "eausalily." laws thus are. '
_?nstatiétical"_(probahég or average situatioms) rather then "dynamic."

Bohr.Jdordan,Bora deny validity of strict caugality in atomic field, ;
"De Broglie, 'Einstein,Schrodinger &Plaunck insist cn universal validity
-of euusal ldw, belioving l:ter dev, of physice will enable a o ’
deterministic interpretation of microphysical faocts,

(C£.D,I,Blokkintsev "Critique of Phil.Viswas of tho Socalled Copenhagen
.8bhhol, Fliceofskie Voprosy sovr.fizmiki,p-.?58-95) (Behnvior of '
totality (ensemble) not indiv.micro-purticle is issue.)

(VA Fok Vop.Fil.,1952.4.p5.1704 took amcertion however in hLis

- "On So-ca led Totalities in Quantum Meechanies,” on ground that
totalities axre "a ampeculative congtiuetion”,insisting that wave
Tunction reflects real state of indiv.mforo-obj, )

et e e

e o it 4 e

Wetter takes no position on either dispute but goes over to quea.
whether modern phy:ics confirms dial,mzt, So that scieniist mugh
apply idel.mat, to investigations of Nature. For ek, con‘ention of
‘ law of unity & struggls of opposids scen in wave-iild-corpuscle

; character of mattergfgzrel.bex,nagaesitxw&gggzgp ency.-in problem of
; ‘ determinism. Wetter cluims that both Soviet & Copenhasen  schools
i ofily "prove" what was their phil. starting point.

2sltdeXivity theory, OCriginally (til1l Stzlin's death) Sov. selentistes
iad nilhilistic attitude to thies theory, rejecting not only it but
aven_relatlvity~principle of Gnlileo. Opposition was all to dependence '
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of "Absolute motion®,




‘a generali

prineirle, metter &
substance, )

Wetter claims this could not
long to recogiize relativity

1dealign"

2=

Espeeially mathematicians, I.P,Bazarov, V.A,Fok, A,D

ngan'attaok on the atteckKers of Einstein relativity theory &

8 reashed its conclu. in 1955 vol. of Vop.Fil

agpsots of absclut
non-objective,

“But V.A.Fok resjscts Einstein?

reletivity (extension of

moticn to accelerated &rotary motion)
heories from the e
ght~unve,

tion bet, the 2 %
the Pront of a 14

Thus Sovist scientists now

exlatence of matter
ol bpree &ii
of the zxistence of natte
bet, spuce &tim.,

Ahe dial.mat. thos
eonditioning among
ness &energy &the
dmotion of mutter

0L matter &motion &so forih, !
" -to-inter

of transfo
A&thgreby implyi

Mﬁﬁﬁ“&&ﬁ%i‘ﬂic

1t to "errox® in E

oI geoaentrie gystenm,
Teurvature of gpace"
infinite, resenbling

(0f. A.I,Uemo

ol oategoriecs ol Fform &con
which resgards all materisl

3.Mass &Bnergy.So

"Payaiea in 20

ASav,phil, believes matter o0
releetrowmopnetie Tield
tru2 meaning of Eingte

e space~time.Confusion wan

see doctrine oi »
» which theory 1g fur
me, wideh is to
T'; the discovery o
mags &cénergy, ctc.
ip us to the recip
at all rhenomens;
-dependance of the
» confirmg the doetrins of the insern
Byt ngiets take viols
pretation of formula of Eeme
‘mass into energy, or of ehd
ng disappearance 6f mattsy,

na &Ptolemy
ingtedin in b
lzation of the apecia

1 theory.
to belief that religious cutlo

ney reject also Einetein’
y thet urive:gs,
in this the gsurfoce

» nemel

¥, "Can the Sp

nece~Time Continug
ih VF,:#3,1954, where he tro

ats rel.of s
vent; close t
things as ha
orm, a: a resyl

prove dial.mat.
th(‘!ory.

viet sclentisis attack
having in nind writers
radiation of energy
of mutter”,

deriving act
energy" &E,S,.Br
God or "higher Pergonality" g
th C,)that new
foundations of materialiam,

or Barnett who refers
ion of atomic bomb fro

s&inse

ery of unity of space &
vas, are relative, &yet objective

Yo equate rolative &

] progreasicn Irom specinl o general
relativity prineiple from un

&attenpte to de
“uation for-the exponsic

‘which

racloned as equally
olieving geuneral ysl
. Because t
ok ‘stands or falls w

urs in 2 forme: "gtuff" and
parableconnection’ bet

i2321

.Alaxandrov

Alexandrov then
shows that main point of ra tivity thecry 1a not in generalization
of priaciple or-relati-vit@ in ifs discov

tlme. Space & time, in +hem

iform rectilinear’

pace &time 28 forms of
ther extended
regerded as "a single unitary form
f the inferconnestions
represents 2 confirmation of
rocal scnnestion of mutual
the est, of the connecti
space~time metric

upon ~the
rability
ntexception: |
ould indicate posaibilif
ing matter 'into ene :

right, atrributing
ativity to be -
hey axre addicted .
ith aczeptance

€ oconclusion of

tho unbounded,
of = srhore,

is not )

um Interact with Matterr
pace~time & matter in terms
0 Arigtotelian
ving vroduced £

hylomorphiem,
rom 27 essent
% world appears as ‘a gingle

gince "it" “took so

"energeticism" &v
like Jeang & Hddington whe coneldered |
¥ by the sum .stars to be due
to uags or matter as

m "tPansforaantion of
ightman, Amerienn "pergonalist"

phyreical

"annihilation :
"form of energy" R
matter into '

w0 designates
8 neuarer of enorgy &P,Jordan

who thinks
rhysies has thus destroyed sec

"light",1.e,
matter &uotion is
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i Pany given matorial object having a mags of thie or that nature:

. nescesearily alec poscesseg the corresponding type of enersy. (H.7.
T ld Ovohinkiksv, "The materiality of the world &the Laws of ite Dev,."
Lb : = lv -1.1051 #5)

LM s ' Henoe Sov.philosoyhers regard this phyalesl principle as proof of

fVJ the dial.met,.theais of self-movewent whereby th xe can no more de
fniiy Amatter without motion than motion without matter,&from this they
ecocnolude thet all motion, inecl, that in insnimate, must be regarded -
},n~; e ,Gnlf-mevement

411 Wetter has to say here is that aince ner-materinlistic pnilosopny
,Ala0 rejects the theory of the unnihilation of matter, dial.mat. can~ i
f,{vﬁ W?'no+ ¢lzim that only by ite method can this be proven. :

- Y.Ohemistry, 5, Cosmogony (Kot summarized here because in ©8eence
“~%he fight here 4s same as above bet."materialism"& "idealism."”

7:64The Origin of Life., {p.442-451 ghould be reresd)
1é The "New Cell Theory™ of O.B.LepeBhinskays.
’BaThe New Theory of Inheritance: I.V.Miehurin, I,D Lysenko

‘of Wetter's hoatility &that of'the West" in general ia. concentrato
Tuaor he considers that Sov.science which he puta. in quotation -
wdrks has entirely departed from classical genetics & where dial,

pat. has thus ‘made it depart "most widely fronm sc*ence in general ”

g(Incidenta11y, Bugol, T remember that I wae furious with Ha?dane
/ /bedsuse he seeméd half to cpirove Lysenkv; I wish I now had that
Jatatement do you remember reading it anywhere’)

*Haufer ealls Lysenko "a practical man without any real scientific Y
traiping.” But edmitss "Iysenko has great practicel success, -@sp, . 1§ -
n-rearing frost-reslstent solithern varieties Pfor noriher climutes, - &
Particularly well known ie his method of 'yarovization' or "vernalizoe
['tien'i,e,, the transformation of winter into summer orovés by chillingﬁ
the seed-corm so that when gown in spring it produces ears in’ the B
{iuummrr of the game yr." In 193Cs this vernalization technique was

put into practlce &sinee then his rise tc fame &position.Member of
‘Accdeny of Sciences &3 times Stalin Prize winner,1941,'43,&'49)

Lysenkec's theory of inheritance sets out from thesis that organism
&environment consitute a unity, rejecting classioal theory of heredity 3
of Mendel ZMorgan. ILywm 0 insists changes of heredity ocour as 4
: ~"the result of the 1izﬁ§gk realization of individrval development, g
P ‘ ~ hut deviating from the normel usual course.,” He diatinguishes bet. ‘
P ‘ congervative &'"destabilized" types of heredity (n)by grafting, b)by J
; bringing external conditions o bear upon it at definite mowente when
. ) tha orgnniam under;wes this or thet process of 1id dev. &3 Yoy croes-
e breeding.oHe belds very strange views about vrncess of fertilization,
> : not as a ew combination of hereditary factors but as a reciproecal
ol aselieilation of the male &female germ-cells whereby 2 new metabolism | §
Z came into being. (Por descripiion of Lysenko sece E.Ashby's "Selentisty!

: in‘'gussia", Pelican,1947.) According to Hans Nachtsheim 'summit of i
0 fantasy' 13 Lysenko's new theory of transformation of cne species
B into ancther,

12322 )




