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Ons vord needs to be caid about tho titde of my paner.

SR i

! . "navulhn .Bnlnism" is the title the Tslos g,avo it a8 they "sssisnedn

&opicn. ‘T call it "Dalectics of I.iberation." The Tour cantral

' pointa of - "Hegelian Leninism, or Dialectics of ubaration-"

&ré- ‘

*Ona, that Hhiuh Lanin degignated as "D 1lec't'.;l.c Proger" o, The

Dhloctic of - lq:erinlism. on the ono haml, and the N’atloml Quostian. Co :

 Oht tha other hand. Dialectic Davelopmsnt and vnllapae of the r’ol&hev.uc

",-_‘_‘ Imdu'sh.lp is cur t.h!.rd point of concent.ra.t.n.on. Firally, wa come to

Dauth Dialaobi*: Inversion of nmlity and Thourht,

Now, then, let's go advonturing with Tonin 2s. ha meots Hegel,.

o Interecomsunicatior bhetween the azan nakes for an

oxeliting h&p‘aening

then the mizr! of a revolutionary matarialigt is pitted-againgt the -nind

‘;_ ) of a bowrgeois idealist philosopher who discovered a rwolutinmry

o - dialectic. So sirong is the 1llumination, 1t caste on tho relationship

of philosophy to revelutien in Lonin's era that wo got a plimpee alos

of the challonges we face today,

You, no doubt, know the historic mortent of this occouronce we the

world falling apart as tho ovtbreak of the firet world war nw

spt
28tablishod Marxicn along in a tidal wave of deatruation.
facts,

But moro t.han

facte, fants are neadod to zrapple with the compulaion Lenln relt. )

— to unearth tho past - not snly tho philogophie erigins of Harxism in

Hegnl, but tho noversending rotwrn to that polnt of orizin. 1y re=

B ROK8




lAving the shock of recognition Lanin expsrienced in ki ensounter
;ii.th‘ Hég’.i_., we become witnosa to ‘tho transfusion of the 1ifehlood of
* the dialectdo »a the negation of the negation,. the transformation of .
reality av wali\ as of thougﬁt as lanin writes:

"o vould beliwve that, this - the movement amnd Taglfe

mavensst! ... Spontancous, internally-nscessary movee

nent, ... ‘movenant and 1ife’ i0 the core of ’Hegelianisnm!,

of abstract and sbatruse (Aifficult, ebawrd,; heguliamsm?l'"
{Appendiz, M&F, p. 331s Vol. 38, p.1sl) (1

The activiat, the Party man, the materialilat, the prolatirlan TG

' _volut.iom,y-is' undergoing "absoluto nozativity” as he moves in -the
."'appaaito. ahsolute opponite dh-actton. from the "phc!:ocap;" taeory N
'whix:h harl pmaated hi.n vu].garly mntarialistic ggam and M— S

Hew rl-:_;é i}miies: .
"Aliazs Man's cognition not only roflects the objsat.tve )
world, but creates it." . (M&F, Appandix, p. 3477 Vol.
38 p. 212) .

‘Lest anyona think that this is either sheor Hegelin.nism ond, "thare-
fore, pure !,dualism“ =~ or Heolst voluntarism, let hi or her retuen to
the solid groumd on which Lanin stood as his mind prepared for rwaluhion.
proletarian revolution. Now, hold on tight to Lenin's new concrete
universal =« "to a ma.n" = tha populntion "ts a man running production
and the state, It is the polar oppocite of "Tho Thought of Mao Teo~tung"
that deludes itself in balieving that, by fiat, "the ﬁfalmsman" can

Mabolish" the objeotivity of Hegel's law of contradiction.

No mattm' how often Lemiu reminded himself that he was roading
Hegol "materialistically", no matter how he lashed out ageinst what
he called the "dark waters" of such abstractions as "feing~for-Selfn,
and despite the fact that in his first confroniation with categoriea
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of the Dactrine of Notion me Universsl, Particuwlar, Individual e he

oalled them "a best msane of gatting a headacﬁo". Jarin, from thé very
atart, izranped that these abstrnct_ions carry a hiaggric meaning. He
thecofore, nided at once with ﬁar.ol's Barlism an against what he .
callsd fvulgar materialism; '
“The des of the transformation of the ideal into the
rekl is % Very important for history ~- fAgainst
Cvudger mater m. KBy The difference of the ideal
from the material is also not unconmditional, not excess-
ive," (M&F Appandix, p. 329; Vol. 38, pe 114)
Kot on_];y w8 Lenin gaining a now appreciation of Hegel'p idealism, .
of the movement ard éelf-mvam‘enf:}. both of thought and reality. He
"also stopped coﬁqtdrpouing Essence to Appearance as if one were only
: ";hdﬁ;_t" aml ft.he. other the only “real", The one, and the othor, ware
.“Mﬂ (the eaphasis i Lenin's) of & conorate totality; from
vhich even oauss sheuld not be singled out:

" "It do absurd to single out causality from this, It
is imposeible to reject the obisctivity of notions, the
_%\dt of the universal in the particular and in the
ividusy , o

"Just as the simple value form, the individual act of
exchange of a given commodity with another, already ine
clules, in undeveloped form, 21l major contradiotions of

capitalisa, - 8o the simplest genaralization the first

and simplest forming of notions (judgments, syllogisis, aje,)
slgnifies the everdeeper knowledgo of the objective world
connections. It 1s necessary here to seek the r songe,
signifioance and role of the Hegalian Logic. This NB. M

(M&F, Appendix, p. 339 Vol. 38, pp. I?PE. 9}

You can feal tha liberating affect on Lonin of his battles with the .
eategorles in the Doctrinc of the Notlon « the Universal, the Part.
ieular, the Individual, the very catezories he had first called "a
best way of gotting a headache." He now begins hitting ocut, not against
Hezel, but againet Marxists, himself included, Though Hobscow's fmglihh
translater loft out the emphasis, in the plural form of Marxists, there

is no wey to modify Lenin's concluzion that: 12530
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"!lam of the rur:d.sts understocd Marx, Tt ig Linpesaible

fWllyr to grasp Marx's Copital, especially its rivat
chaptar, if you heva not stidied throuzh end unders tood

the whole of Hegel's logle." (HSF, Appendix, p. A0y

Yol, 3 * P 16@)
Row Lonin had no med to mit for the poctr ine of Kition to single

out the t.nit,v o.l‘ epposites to be the core of th o dialectic, Heo had

dena &8 much in tha Dootrine of Being.

Even from & puraly technioel point of view, it is crueial to ot/

£

-garve wlu.t hnppaned to Lenin art.er he "connigned God and the philnuophic
rl.bblo tlut. defends God tec tlm rubbiuh heap", after ke kept. baing wery

_ o.t‘ Bsgcl's "Abnolute", onca he entaraxi that reaJ.m of "pura t.houfht"

As agn.‘lnst the 13 p.;ges Lenin devoted to the Prefacaa and ]'.nh-o- _
ams.on. 22 pagee o Dostrine of Belng and 35 to the Doctrine or‘fmaahnoe.
~to' the Dootrine of Kotion . '
he. not only devoted 71 peges/(that 12 more than the total pages dow
votod to lll the rest of the Solence of Logio}. he also fourmule ted, ot
“meraly "Jottingu". & flve page artiala "On tha Qumfion of Dialeetion'*
which ends with & veritabla panagyric about_"the "iving tres of living,

fu'tila. genuine, powerful, omnipotant., objective, absolute huran

knowledge," (Vol, 38, p. 363),
. Note the contradictory and true Jamming wup of' opposites, abspluten

and "human®. Toward the end of the Selence of logic, as Lanin stopped
ahyi;_g axvay from "Absclute®, grasping that the trus Mbsolutet is
“absoluga negativity", the cocsslaag negation, not only of ths ol

but alse of the first negstl on. ho held cn tight to tho Abeolute
Method, noting further, "This Na: The richest 48 the moat anncrato
and most subjectiva® (Vol, 38, p. 232), eriticicing Heygel for making

& distinction between "simple" negation and the nosolute!;
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"tig- difserence 18 'nol clear to.ue, is not the

‘absaiute equivdlent o the wore conerete?" -
(Vol. 68, Po )BB)

'?9 grougy the full imscet of the e rging of the pon-
ercte und : bavlulo, #e must 4o %hst Lenln uid througiout the

battle witb the Science of Logle: helding sefore his mind's

eye, or to uso, a phrnae of the Joung ¥arx, "the caple eye of
mind", sumethin; as conerete ond universal awg tha mgmmslmrng

Ganitol.

Thusg, when Lenin saicd thut na genuine abstrnction 1a

truar thnn uensuulity, Lenin, {whe is tulkinv to hinaelf,"
argulng with himself und aamin himself t5 return and further
work put the’ meuning of this or thut philauophlc category and
1ts rulutionahip to Marx's econoalc categories), Leuin there
points to the, reuter truth in “value" compured to the mﬁrkct,

mJnifeasuiian'of supply and dowand,

By the timo even the .bsulule loses its God-like Tet- -
1sbiam ind beénmesicugcrete, human to Lenin, he axplodes into
all the generalizusions bout none huving previously undefé
stood tarx, .bout Plekhunov, huving written thousands upon
thousands of puges on "the dinlectie” hadntt underatood “the
dialoctic propurt becnuse he hud not battled with Soience of
Logic itselfl, and the need Tirst how to continue tﬂ; work. of

Marx.

X, Diuleotle of

imperialism, and of tho Nationsl Ounestion
Put differvntly, the aialecile 1o the unity of

opposites, -hen It ia upnderztood 3 fhe Srunsliion from che
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to.the other ond he transforgation ulso of first negution --

tha saoond nagativity alony bein* thu turnihé noint. Fliat

theu sen one grasp afdlec t.uul uqu;ugmunt Lhruu;u contru-

aot

¢iatlon in Notion

ug the ubaolute medivtion from the obsir

Upiversal t hrough the urtioul :r woment 9 the Individual, the i

conorete. xhey then ull vegln to csuume flesh and blood us

the internsl didlectic, not thut of external reflection, but

©..the proceas of begoelng, in actuality, in the immedinte

ﬁlphénoméhon,'ao,that Imperialign is pot merely the phenomenul
] iexpresiion of the lutest stage of Coplcalism - monova]y - bk

“iia ‘eve of proleturiun revolution.
“« And. S8 against » nhenomsnul view, or what e now oull L
'"tha soclolaay of knowledge", whicu daegrades history, merely;.
to furnishing “baokground" for makinyg generalizutions {as if

i were gufficieny merely to note th.l concluslons ire noi-

-mads up of the whole cloth, but ure derived from netial Ifacts),
Lenin sided with the Hagelinn siuleotic- in ita atfuqk or. the

ayntlhetic method of sbstract ldentity, thut requaired all

given muterial come frou cvxternal reflection,

Lenin's .0tebooks on Impnriuvlism dizelosss whet worlds

‘upurt Leniat's atudy of lmperiulisn 1s'nut only froa the b otray-

ing second Internutional's thoeory uof 'ultra-imperisiian, but

from studies by revolution ries Like Luxemburg, -nd “the Duteh" «-

Pannekoek, dorter, :folend-iost -~ whow Lenin bud culled 'the

best revolutionury «m wost internation.lict emenswv si° the Int,®

and yot thought that il of thedr views on the lictlonul Cuestion

2

1253




._betraysd htt.i.ttlioa of : "mperhlist. oconomiam."

Ianln applied that designatioe
to thou uho did .not grasp t!m relltionahip. or,. more correctly put. the ‘
to "a.npo:*hliam
: diract opposiuorlof ‘the. qmegﬁn for. nelf-detarmi...atlon which t.hau-eby
- gave ’pcciu. urgency to the Nat.!.onl Quastien. not enly 28 “prinuipla" but
.u"hanmul"for prolotarlan ravolution.
Ian..n uu mumnigaunt. 1n hls debates with biu Bo.sahmik co]J.mguau

~on thc quut.ion. hi.t.‘!.ng out ecpecmuf aga_nst Nikohi. Bukh.\rin wbau

o relatid to gzgas‘.tio-: to t.ha-%tioml ggos
nﬁialhe now- ¢ "hnpsr ea m

anaialist ravolution.

FUT S e g e

Serious Marxist rwolutiomries. aware that thnir tnsk of' z-ostat-

3

gAT

el Y

1ng Marxism for thair age, keap thaii eyes glued on the_objactlve slt=

wation, not ag if it wore a mere compiling of the latest hesdlin 8, but

requiring serlous l;nalysis in strict rolaticnshinp to the "Bub‘]ec.t.tve

situation." Uhat, however, nono were opprossively awara of bafore 1915,
< was that the ohjective situntion has a dialoctic, ard the suhjoctive &
dialectio of lts own; the jamming up of these opposites is a great deal

hoth mére complex and more concrote than the mare repbtition of the words,

R A Mt 1 4 LY W g Y o L S Y 2 T LA

capital/lator,

xS

At the ;uvn of the centwry, it had become clear that a tota.':.ly new
stage in the development of capitalism had been reachadi. Amiysts:ﬁs;an )

facing that reality. ‘The firat was by liberal bourgesis economiat.lloﬁaon; ‘

12534
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fauudy of ld egrialiam 1u 1902, hELGRER thit v taiisa
"should" cnange this "policy.

'

The firat Morxist study of the usw phenomenon, by Hz?rerd- L

1ng. wns puhlisnen in 1910 Tinunce Capital, It was. praiaed”

e o V™

for ainglinc au* tnia new faatu:e bank ca“itul, and oy

PRCNESTFI

asaertin. tth thia nigh snage ol cupitalism nade ‘it eba‘er

j.rur tha dictatorshin o the, brolatariat "to .Jke cver” thig

g‘ org&niaatioa of industry., Like the cutegories in mssenoc,;

e neﬁ'eoonbnic aategories &1L lud “to Ahsulute aubstance.

1ferding’s analysia disulosed no new beginning, noaelr-

-‘ect that would detérmine the eud. No Marxist

i%p 1913 nosa Luxemhurg published her atudy ot

;ﬁooﬁmdldéion of. Canital concentratlnb her atudy on the Te~
TR

~ L tiunehip or capitalism to non-oapitaliam, thit is, imperial-'

'7Tism'nAourv1n; up of tne-a:lonies. se cunnot” hure(“&o 1nto o
'-itne _*I what begun ua a supplament to Marx*s Lagital,'qn

pdatinz of "primitivu aecunuletion o capital" 45 the real, .

the agtual, the ongoing accumuluticn of capital, ended as S Q

@ revision of Xarx's greutest theoreticul work. .ll thut con-

cerns us lere -- outside of thefuct th.t Lenin opposed both
its undcr;ucnsumptionism‘wnd i3 wrong counteipositian 5f - ': é
theory to reallty -- is th.L tLe present cluims ny the qwaezys;
Mandgls and youthful exjuonents ol the "Thira .orld" us the
only revolutionuries notwith.tunding, xoca Juxewbury ¢om-
Plevely denied that she hud uneurthed 4 pew suisject, elther in

theory ur in f.ot. ohe insisted th.t ‘Long bufors! caritalism
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will hnve exhaustea-ftsclr from h wving n cnﬁitqli it areas to.

exp;oit tha proleturint would overthraw it.

~ In 1815, Bukharin publishud kis study, "Impericlism
gund horld Economi. ngain, tharequ no critiainm of Finonce

Capital; the latest "updating” expanded the .eographia area

glowally, and, ilike "the Duteh” snd Luxemburg, omi all Marxish

revulutionurisa,'ba unoompromiaincly fought the sootalst

intruyera und their upologista, the Kautskys witn his theory of .
ultra-imperialiaa. again, tnu»proletariut was traasted es onjeot._,i
Again, Lenin did ndt note it, and zlonin&ly lntroducad Buknurln'

i

l’OJ.'k-

.,~' d
Y

In a few montha, however, he turned. againsd all brevioﬁu
atudies. Ha 3tarted anew the unulyais of Imperialism a3 truns-
rormation 1nto Oggoaito of completion into monopoly cupitaLism.
Krupskeys notes in her Memoirs that she had never seen him in -
a more"Boapromising moode We zlso have Bukharin's letier frenm
New York, 5egging Lenin not %o econduct hia nolemices on the
NMutional (uestion in u‘wuy thut would exacerbate relations with-

in the Bolshevik  roup.

In the struggle against thoe vatrayers.und Tor thero-
constitution o larxist internationalism, Lenin found that gven
smong revolutionaries there wus no grusp ot ull of the Jdisluctie
ol revolution, the cutulyst Tor proletariun revolution thutﬁfﬁ“
struggle lor self-deterwinetion wus. The uiuluctlp w48 not
"philosophyy or, to phruse L% wore preelsely, philosophy,
diulectic woa not an ubstruction; 1t wus thi ulgebrs of re-

volution that wus inherent in coonomios relations. a8 if

125386
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those magnificent Irish revolutionurics hrda't upheaved the
world, the Marxist theoreticiana eontinued to trent the uutter

quantitatively, or, more nreoisely out, sunc subjeut.

Even before those mupses were in motion -- the major
part of the Hotawooks on Imperialismwere done in 01del9l5 ~=

1enin hed veen clesely following developaents on the Natlonal

-Vﬁuoatinn »y Marxists, he fouhd thoy vwere totoily Jeaf to this
- ) tenfial force for revolution. He took curerul note of the

‘raot thut tha SP in the US hud made but one oroclamuhion for

';:Negroes 1n 1901, aadinu {p. 09'} that in the State or Mississippifﬁ

bha socialiuts orzanized Negroes "in saparete looalsil"

ﬁrter,lélv he wili list the jegro ¢ueatibn aa,a‘ﬁﬁtiaqalf
zﬁbstian and byiglg when the Geruen Hevolution wae beheﬁded,ﬂ
the Hational wuzstion beocame the Internnationsl Questlice - with

. B poasikle new oolit of depsrture for warld revolution - (Paking,m,5
instead of Herlin( 4) And in thateriiicul yeor l9n00 thae iegro
wuestion remuined cantru-, top. But for the “oment (19]6) the

. potential of the NHatloaal (usstion as the mazses in motion be-

comeagactual in bDublin.

With this revolution, Lenin's prineipled sténd n Lhe
Nutional .uestion guined a now dimension. He.beuums sost ine
transigent withi his dolshevik co-reuders, with Qosu LuXemhurg,
with "the Dutoh", whose position he culled the wost internut-
fonuitst, but s0 .bstract thoet they recognizod ncithor the
ag:-usl unloushed revolution -- the Irish uprising -- nor the

diuleetie of revolution t.usrutically -- @nused o8 Rengon, the

masses in motion. The nutional revolutiong nere not "substitutesa”

12537




1l-

for prolcetarian revalution, uut they 'rg_oucilli for {%, and
. no oatelyst of revolution is "suﬁordinnte", semethlng over
nuicuthe:1nternutianulista nay Supcrimpose their "principles”

as ultimatum Cor participation.

adpsveuled in Lenin's Notebooks on loperialisw, which

aretby no aesns limited to the economic 'study of the lutest
Apbasa of capitulist deveiopment, but include ulso thé cutlime
of articlos on‘the war itself, on the National wuestion -~ and
ﬁn “Marxisie end the 3tate”, thst which later vecame state .and

“Revolution, Here you cansec Lenin'a diulectie mind ip sotion

l‘ns.hi woves to an apnalysis of the state by‘taking‘tha unit} of b

oﬁpositas -= "the transformationof moﬁopaly uunitélisutlp:o
éteth - monopoly ocapitalism”" -~ upd ite absolute vpposite, qnﬁ."
just "in general” -- the world proletarian revolution -- but

conorsotely, the.nat “taking over" of the state, bwut smaching i%,

smashingit to smithereens,

- aguin, nowever, tuere will be uWWutchiné of'the spontan~
aous upheu%al to see whut naﬁ-rormu ofrevoltand of rules would
amerge, onoe the self~-developing Russian proleturiat hudé re-
orouted the ooviets in February, 1417 -- Lenin has his answor;
"Ne polica, no army, no offlcinldom. ivery worker, @very
peusant, avery toiler, everyons who i exploited, the whole
populationto u man.” Lenin's new conerete Universul 1s "TC
A MaN." He has propnred Limself theorctioully to e there,
and ws he phrased 1t when he found he had no time to Tiniak

"the book'?, Gtaie und devolution:




“1.2-
> It 1s mnra plcasunt apd ueaful to go through thea expazrience

or:thn.revolution than .to write aboat it.

71IT. Dfalecticals Developuent and _ o
Collapse of Leadership . o

Oné shing the Leain In.titute did uake available &2 the

puhlio in those eupty introductiods o Lenin'a Phi;ueophid liote=

books, cnd that is the requests Lanin madelfor books., It is
1earﬂﬁhut he hod not stopped studying tﬁulﬂégelinn dialectis
onca the revolntion wac sucoessrul. Mor wes this “sondemic",
or Liﬂited to the fnct that he asked 'thé tbeo*eticians“ ‘iha

. A ediﬁors of - the new tbeoretical organ, UNHER THE BANNXR OF '

‘f’]"f HARXISM‘ to uot an‘”Materinlis t Friends of the Bagaellian

| Dinleotio“ and continue to publish Hegel's vorke thuaselves;

with oammqntary. jio, it was the way he spplied it in lifa,

in‘thdbry,'in'hiu putties with his co-leudars.

. There is no mére truu?c moment in all of hiustory thun

) the #111 Lenin lert. The criticism of his ¥olslevik co~leaders
was directed not only uguinét dﬁalin whow he asked be "removed®,
or ZIhovieVAKamnnev whoise puhliuuﬁion of the date of the nlunpud
salzure of @ower in the bourgeois press was "no accident', or

agoinst Trotsky's "adoministrative @ ntolity.” No, also domn-

¢ is Lenin's criticism of “the woyt vuluuble upnd oijgest
theoreticiun of the party", Bukharin, not to siention that he
is “'the favorite of the whole party"; wut hia rhepretical views
oan only wibi the very ,reatest douaht ve re;urded ng fully
tlerxian, ror there is something gohnlestie in hiw, {he never

learned and I think never folly understaod bhe Jlsloeetlal!
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fhe ruﬁificubions of ‘this. shorthund expression ubout
the didlectio cun sest be ygrauspesd when gomething QoRETEte |
is held on to tigbély, und the econtinuous “asee thing con-
cfébuﬁ thug wos . salny dee.oted with Sukharin tﬁrouzhuﬁt'thu
decude, 19L4-1u24, wus sukharin's nhstroot revolutinnisa whun'
1t came to the Notional -westion not wnl; ve. lmperinlisa
sut olfter the suceceas of the Getober Reveolution, regording
'ggg'phii:utibn to the sélr-daterminatian of natiané, un@,.j
gﬁuin,‘aa'fhe plack dimension, (Wpth on the Negro .nusfloﬁ.in'
‘;_thﬁ Usﬂﬁnd the african peoﬁlcs us Bdkhu:in mindleﬁély‘drag;gd'Ef
fA.f,.iyfinédffhe éuastidn of the New Program of ﬁha,ﬂnssian Cpmﬁﬁnﬁ “1
f{'_ist-Partf, . | i

finally, some of the dimensions o1 the pronlem-of the

Ginleotic of world rewlution lenin wus asking others to
work out., Time does not allow us to develon this cruciul
guestion here, but wu can et o glimpse of the mw dimension
from Lenin's Theses on National und Colonisl ucution:

Patty-Bourgeolis nativnalism declares the

recognition of the cquality of nutione, .nd

nowvhing uwlsey, to we iniernstivnallsw, wpile

preserviung intaet nutlonsl egoisa ... proletorian

internutionaiisa demunas, Tirstly, the suwordina-

ticn of thy intorests of the proletarion struggle

ip one country to the intercsbs ol the strugcle

on i world scuie ,.."

fi@ have yot ta work thils out. Iapntient acundemio

Murxists like ureusc notwishstunuding, the theoreticul point
of Gepartfure yor working out the disleetle of world revolu-
tion was laid down 1in 1920, s pear Lulf-ceniury eelore

Mercuse, in trying to throw overhosrd iinrx's coneept of
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Hra?blutinn, neld rorth that to Lenln nutional revolutions

wereg only “'suxiliary’ whareus today, with thu riss of

Third world, wo_(gg) can look at matters “glowally.”

‘ In any ouae, wha% is of the essemce dizlecticelly,
h;atoriaally, in traeing Lentints 'Hegelianlisa® inéepn:ahlefr;m-l
the qonordte muniversusls” that slone can assure the coming of

‘ wb:ld revolution iz fo bold cn :ight to ienin's heritage phil-
"7lb56§h1uéily ag well ua notionally, wﬁat aruptu agontanebﬁafy
'T:Einng aa”what ¢omss out of organizatiin, oxtended ull the

._Way;fds Lsnin:did,‘to'leadership and ogxahizatisﬂ.

,:ﬁhatwLpnin.wus-éhmninﬁ up, ﬁgathér it was ih Tﬁaseé; .
‘o in ﬂi;;,‘ia.u 1ifetime 3p§nt in the revolutivnary movemett]‘“
ut'ﬁhe-ppint whore, concretely, it schieved tho sreatest prol-
etarien revolution in_biatory, aund where, phiioanphically4—cial~

cotics vecume the pons ssini of all of Leninfs thought.

It was no small, abstruse matter"when ne wrote thaot the
greateat theoretieloan in tba.purtydid "ot fullyunderatand”? the
dinlectio" any aore than 1t was a winor aquestion thathe warned
thutif the tactional strugeles reflect uotunl class divisions,
nothing, nothing whatever he or uny one 2lae can say, could

atop the vroletarian stste rrom collubae.

It should not he negessury to suy, dut Trotskyism mukes
1t necessury 9 suy thot "if it were . plags uestion™ keunt
nothing a8 simplistic as .talin reprosenting “'uhe pzasuntry”

A tatnmiat
und ‘rruotsky the proleturiuat,




. 15
.1V,  Decth of Dialeckic: Inversion of Reality and Thought

Hothing #tapped the t-nnaformtion into oppesite of the workers?
atate bocsuser, once tho world rsvolutlcn had no nu points of nut;burut
that ma suoecniul. wrld capit.tliam nnd gainad more than u braathm .

Faun:l;tinn vas latd for capitaliam'u dovolopmen* into atate~
alpital.!.gm A & ztete of davelonment ar world aconomy. hich is pre-
eisely what lenin fosred when he kept roiterating, in his wdrhinés bo'

‘hie Party, thst thoy uare moving “backwards to caﬁitallam"_; that histoey
hed vitnessed many retropasaiona. and it would 'be utopizn %o think

we will not be thrown bask,"

nﬂmugh in so atrmga a form that few racogr.izad .1.1:. Soviet
. Russia ht.d baen thrown bacloward, It took 8 second World \\. ar be.‘!'orb
1t daunod on any to fear state capiulium. 8o long as -the- "acmnding
ueighu". (meana ot production) were in the humis of the"mrkmﬂ'suta

It m& 2 movemant from beloy ea - the warkers' upr.laings in Baot Europu.
pertioularily ths Hu.ngarhn Revolution =« befare the world grasped in
full that the freedom workers hungerad for wms freedam z‘r-am the Stat'a ‘
Party, from the S5%ate Plan, from the State, and what they h.mgarod for
wave decantrglized Workers! Councils, intellectual Cc.mcils. Youth

Councils form of rule,

Moo was so tarrified of the agb lectivity of the"Hegelian” zontrae
diction, that 15 to say, opposition to the Communlst State from the Isfi,

from the pruletarians, from the youth, from the B that he dtdlu-ad the
conta-adiotion te be

/ manipulatible whan "handled correctly by the Panty or, batter yat, the
Thought of HMap, Cut intoc bite size this “theory" vacame the quotations in

the 1little Hed Book,
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The feat that it did tako the form of a sultural rcvolution

rasny provas ita inpatenca. Long, long ago, the ideslist Hogel pine
pointad o inverted rolationship m reality characteristic of Moulturet;

_ "Inversion of real.ttur and thought. ‘their entire estrangement
of one from tha other; it 18 pure culture.® (5} Thie only led to

wldntarun:' “the worid for it 1s ‘abzolutely its owm will. " (6)

It is no scoldent thht the modern impatisnt oner, thouzh they tedk

glibly enough of revolutlon, world ravolution at that, held out some=
thisg gquite rhort of thet as tho task of Left intéllectualg; . ¥Radieal
wzhwmmb@fgf_.bthyra." ('?)

Hhst e, nesd; d.nat.asd. how«vor, ia nome "sar.townasa. labor,

’ pat!.moc njzd cuﬂ‘wing of the nega.tiva“ ~That need:t to ba done -'én two |
_101’!18. It st start uhere uan,in 1left off ~= That 4e the fuundution
but. mt tho whole, The now = t.ha reality of our aga, is aut to be oun—
Midered an e mere updating, No, the new beginu by Lstenlnz to ney
inpulses srining froa below, arising from pra.atica. not the elitdst
praotics of theoreticlane "going to the peasants" but theoreticians
lmning_ from thé: masees at which point they first begin to develoep
theory. For our ara, the new eruptwl firet in East Burlir on June _i?.
1953 and ha# sontinued, not only in Fast Burope but throughout the Third
World an woll as in the IS. Here, all recognize at least the iew gonorae
tion of revelutlionaries ag black anl as "having been born® in the 1960'&
However, I bersan with the w:.ldcatwythat battled automation in the 1950's,

“The vold in the Marxist movement since lenin's death,®

I wrote in 1957, (8)...
"would have a significance only for Marxists excopt that
Marxism 1s in the dal_; lives and aspirationf of working
peapla. Marxism is nelther in the pathstic little theaes
gathering dust in small radical organizations, nor in _
impressively blg tomes gathering dust on the shelves of large
congorvative universities,
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" The mein di1Sfioulty in eoing the elsmonts of the new
soclety in, tho predent is that workars ropest many of the
ideas of the-ruling class uatil the very day that an
mploeive breck actually ocours. ... :

Ho single huxan being, nor even the Bolshevik Party of
Ienin, could bavo predioted, far less arganizsd: tho Soviet.
Ne' ona could have guossed it wes ceming until it canme,

But 1% ien't obvlous now, thit tho Russian workers, in thelr
own vay and asong themsolves, were ceming o the concluglon
that they winted something other than parismentary domoce
raoy? They thought so ag fer back as 1905 when they orsated
the 3t. Pstorehurp Sovist. No ons told thon to. No one
organised it. No ono usie a new catezory out of il when
‘it did erise, The only ones who rememberad the 19C5 Soviet,
and held fast to thet vision and! that aot, ware the [ussian:

. workers. They recreated thea in 1917, this time ona -
mational scale, : '

‘ Intellestuxl{ wloth just accumulates and agnurulates o
the polint where the self-complacent "scientif individunln
is paruitted to write, with lwpunity and anthinkingly, of
"Man Viewad as Machine." Evidently no human passion nowae'. -
daye i5 beyond s methebatloal formula that can forthwith

' be made practloable in "a'buidable wachine," "

Intellectual growth will first begin when new ground is

-brokane The elements of the new sooiety present in the old
are everyvherse in evidence in the thoughte and lives of the
working clses,, Where the workers think their own thoughts,
there must be the intellectval to absorb the now impulses.

Cutaide of that thers can be no serious theory. Philosophy
springs from the empirical asclences and actual lifs, but
incorperetion of these laws and generalieations into
philosophy, Hegel showed, “implies a compulsion of. thought
itself to procesd to.these concrete truths,n

Since the conchoete trutha, like the Montgomery bus Boycott, that
I montioned then have multiplied many times and since new forcas of re-

volution == youth, women -~ have Been born and Mnd its concapt,
- ‘

"power comes out of the barrel of a gun®, has an attraction for tl—ﬁm.

I would like tc snd with a quotation irom the second edition of ny work

v T, VU S

that contrasted mo'ﬁ to Lenin's dialectic: (9)

"Mao's fallure to grasp dialeotic logic has nething whate

over to do with "understandinz philosophy.$ Dialectic lsgic

iz the logic of freedom and can be grasped only by those
ongagad in ths actual struggle for I'reedow. Thereln lies the
key to the fulfillment of hu man potentialities and therein lies
that new relationship betwesn theory and practice which zould
levason tho birthpangs of industrialization. Anything eise is
the type of subjectiviam which hides Mao's couwpelling need to
traneforn the atrugpgle for the minds of men into e drive to
brﬂiflmsh thom. . = .




-isteisninist.? Their militancy gains memenius onldy vhera )
“there s z 'tate power b back it up.q. (T n‘o eh‘l:&'fge is . !

1920,

O I, R
(5%; I ax uring my transiation of Lonin's Abstruct of

(2)

(3)

(8)
(%)

=18-

"It is a sad commentery on our times and axposes how
totally lacking in any confidence in the sslf-motivity
ef the masdes are tcday’s olaimants to tho title, "Marxe

for a new unity of Hotlon and Renlity which will rewleass the B
vast untasped anerzies of mankind to put an eid, ance and for *
811, to what Marx callod tha preehistory of humanity so that
its trus history can finally unfold,”

This iz whers Lenin began in 1917 and continued till his desth in

It is time we picked yp the thread of world revelutien.

t‘t.‘

egal.'s Suiangg -
om, (N.T.)
nin. !

‘ gy Which appearsd as Appendix to imm
-giving orcsserefarences %o the Hoscow trans t!.on.‘__

Hy 194 Study of Luxesburg®s Work has been re=published ag

Appendix ‘to the 1967 pamphlot, SiateCapitelism and Merxiatw
Husanism, (Detroit). . , . '

"The rosd to Barlin may be through Peking ... In tha last
abalysis the ontooms of the struggle will be deternined by
the faot that Russia, India, and China conatitute the over-
whelining maicrity of the people.””

éf Kind D 5“9

id, pe 4 : ™ . .
) B‘lﬁak Dimension isn't something that 1 am superimposing
upon Lanin. 1In 1912, 1% first appeared in lenin's Work,

New Data on the Laws of ngnlogiont of Capitalism in
Agriopltyre, Part I, Capitullsm and Agrioulture in the
United States of Amerlca, (Selected Works, Vol. XII., pp.
1904282, 1In 1515, in hia HNotobooks on Imp erinlinm, he
carefully noted that the IWW had a mere cerrast poeition

on the Negro question than had the Socialist, Party which,

in 1901 hed only & single resolution on the Negro Question

and in Missgiseippi, the Party had built separata locals for
Negroes and Whites!i (The double exclumation marks on lanin's,)
In 1013, in the Dsbates on iavising the Party Program, he took
Bukharin to task for the manner in whioh he used the word
Hottentot. Th; Debate(n on the Natlenal Questlo:. coutinued into
1919=1920 and 1922, (See S%ecgud Works, Vol. VIIXI., pp.

311 to 367, Vol. X., pPp. 231 to 244; also ses Clawdc MoKwy's
Speach at the 4th Congress of the Communist Interrational,
Sea Herbert Marcuse's '"Reexamination of the Concept of revolution,
New laft Review, Ne. 56, 7/8 - 1969,

Merzien and Freedom, pp. 282-283, p. 286.

Ibid,pp.329 to 330
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