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© 4otk rruu ader” Lenin ‘dhe rhi 1o-oon£.c. ---Jund on uhich he had stoud and

had thoughi ln .mprognn‘}lc. Enﬁzust 4, 1914 had lmmhad Lo xmitherasna |

the ccnoaptg thet 2ll tcn&cncles in the Marxist zovwerant had hcld in coamvns

Up to om:u-!. k u!;ﬂ!ud sgresd the.t the materinl conditisna lsid the nsia

- for tho orution af » new aocial order, that the ®Irs adv:nuad ths maverial
-.-Vcondl*rio_nn;‘ t‘hl iettar preparad wouid the prolatnriﬁ ke Loy t.nk!.ng' cver
",pduoy.“fx'-,.on tho hourgnoiui.e, ond the larger the muss Pn-ty and $he move

BT

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

ob-curnn’ti m-ﬁ |

Att-r August &4, hnwamr. Marxht ravolutionnriu had to face
‘s nhocktng now rollity == Marxist ludlv: (rncognizod as sush-by tha
whole Intermatiousl, Bohhevﬂu inchided ) at the nead of the largest mau;‘
party, 9The Great GQermen Social Dectocracy;? in the ::ost technologically

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

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

— ——— e e

s

QT&'ths def snte or 1.1:0 ﬁlti'nu-land.5 ) In the face of this collepas of all hin

\ s .
]

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

~—

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

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

have had to invant Hegellan diulact,{\ to reconstiiute his own resazon.
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It wasa't thet lenin sxpiriecced - einglo instani's hesitetion

‘about his o*n ravol;tloﬂary orppacition ts the 1mperluilnt war. © On the
coﬁgfﬁry. Where other revolutionery opﬁan:ntsraf Lhe war wars £o ovar-
ﬁhelmud‘ﬁy the collapss of the 3ocond Iﬁternatlonal irat itey considered

it nec;s;ary Lo limit ths "wtrugzzle for peaca® 1o bt dhiéh wauld unite
wal] tandancies wﬁa hsd‘nct batrayed, lenin was adamq&/ in hia oprowtilon

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

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

(

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

expe"ience did not put {intc question his golshevik flltic- and or;anlza-
tion. thst had bean put-into queetion wus the 2 materielinm-that lacked
tha principla of the "transformstion into oppoajs,® {“the dislsctic prop ver.t
This A3 whal Lenin wae 10 singls out in the geg‘lian %ialactic.

As the holocaust envelapau Lh2 gerld and Pther onponants of ihs

?
- War wers running. soout withoat recrzanizing thsir ﬁwn thinking, Lenin, the

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

o grapole with the works of Hegel, sgpecianlly his Sciance of lwgiv. Far

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

-Bern Library asust, ladeed, hava pregeuted a sirange, an  incomgrahenaiols

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




.

sigkt. But, day in ang day a%f, for 2 whols ;sar(“) Lenin would not

B8 moved. Just as hie political slogen, “Turn Lhe 1mpurialist wer foto a
civil war," vecaze 1he politlenlly Srect Divide in dMapsien. avebract.

‘of Hegsl'e Logic became the chijcsoshic Joundetion Tor w1l sertous writings

thet Lonin was 0 do for ibs rest of Lis 1ife, from Imperielism nnd State
and Revolution on the sys of névémbgr, 1217, through the wark of thu actus
Revolution, to his iill.

Lenin‘turned to Hegel warily sncugh, forey er remind;n- himsal# that

he was reading him "mat-rin11st1rally ¥ and, as a:ae%erie,iaz wos "eon—

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

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

would celiawc,” Lenin exclaimac to himuelf, "that‘thiu zoveTent sad 181f-
V'movement iu ihe cora of 'Hevalianlsm,' of austract and absiruss (dirffcult,
'ahaurﬁ?) Eegelienlam?t....The idea o? uaivarasl movement uni change
(IBIEALQSEE};wss dinuiased bsfo;e its soplicstion to 1i2e and asociaty,
I% wa; proclaiwed {a refersncs to societ s (184?)* 2arlisy thar in relstion
to min (1859)xst (3)

To grusb the full dmpact thet <his reading ot Hegel hed upon Lenin
we miet Keep in mind that Lenin 917 moe EnOW Marx'z now famods 1344

Economic—-Fhilosophic Harusoripta.

(2) Actuelly Lemin spent tiwo year<--I131401515-<in ihe Livrery., Bul ha compieted
thy Hegel studies in 1715 and began the cathering w2 mutwerial ror writing
ImEarialisﬁ. ;

* The reierence i1 %o Ths Comminist Manifewtn,

** The rafarence iy 1o Th: Origin oi Joecies.

(3} 1 kuppened %2 have u~e1 the I1rst 1o tranulets Lania'a Abutruct, I will pe
using, mainly, my ows ‘ranslstion, {ippendix By Mirxjism sud Fresdom, 1359 oqitian,
hereinulter ruforred to aw MLF.) For ihs toavsnisace af Uhe rcaJuru, however,
I will aluo cits the papination in 4he Loscou trane 1atian.~—(v. I. l=rin,
Collscted works, vol, 28.) MeFy £e 215 yoll E3, p.o41,
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what lwnin is thinking about torcretely, ax ha '- raading Hogal‘l Bciume of

gg';u. is an-x"rg_‘._i-x'zi.'hl‘, on the ons hand, und, on the other hand, his strugzle

with Ywilger materialism.® Thia, ov4a as he iv arguing with Hegel and de~

':I.mting_\';hal'uction‘, Bafug~for-felf in the Doctrine of Belng, ea "dark'uutou,'

he followe i% up with: 7The lden of the trons{ormation of the Ldenl into %he

ro‘i is Eroi'éu:_g. Very imporiunt Lor history. -But rlsc in ths porsomsl lirfe

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

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

not umoudttioml. no‘ mbaruchwengnsho‘ )

llcgo:l.. Imu.n 'ccntima- to grlppll all the harder with Hcgel'u nhstraot
ea'l.egoriu. thn ha was still 1n the Doctrim of B-ing, ke a].roady -treued
both tho idoctity of, and trancformation i.n‘bo, eppo-iten‘; Dia 1 acty c,J

5.- tho uoctrin- of the idorﬂty of opposites—how they can w and how they

hccomo-—undur uhi.oh con'!i.tionu they become identical. tramforming one into

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

b o o bbn e

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

e =

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

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

interdependenea, connaction (of the univarsal), the

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

of the developmént of matter.?

B All-sidedness and all-oxhracing character of world

ccansction are only ons-nidedly, gsmltorily and incom-
plataly expresaed 3y cesusality.” “

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

(5)MEF, po530; Vol 38, pald3s  (6)MAF, Pe335s Yol 38, pel59. 1255
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It was in this tinal asction on Essance that lenin sroke with ths

" kind of matertaliem mud inconsisiant

smpiricism that overstrosced acienca and the

. eategory of cousmlity to erplain the r‘olatlcni!ﬂp af mind ang mstier aven o»

"iron sconomic lava' end feszence® heg conatuntly seen contruetad ta "oppearanced

88 If thersby the totality of a proslem had besn exha

usted. uizat wacame salient

for lenin n‘qu 4an the Hegelien ﬁoadopt of "momante®,

,‘"l‘hl sasonce ia that both the worid uf‘apmﬁrancu rud the
“#orld’ which is in itaelf

are esrentially momenty of the
“knowledge of naturs uwan, stsps, changes in (or daspan-
- Angiof) kaowledge,." (H _ T '

_‘l_ilnin-alyo-’kept-up e conetant argument with himself. Every tim_g ha

vas :ﬁa‘réiien

'gpimtl Hegel's *nysticism and wnpty ppdimry,-“"'uéiu, at. thy sime

“hime, iaid ;

ress on -tﬁﬁ"‘profundity of tha 'digle‘ctia,

Mtho ideu of ganius.* ny
U vhe tioe’Lenis féached The o

a_tﬂ.no of the Notlone-and it {0 there that kg 3
Cwith '.‘t'l'_igi,dnh::;ph_@.‘:;qlqphic Podt-~ihut Leonin was

roke.

undoracoring was thei ths elements

cf‘mtar:‘l:ali‘sh_ were praseat in Hegel:

Mihan Hegul triee-~sometimag oven strains himaelf end worriss
" Yo deathe-to subeume the purpeseful activity of man under the
sctegoriés of logic, saying that this activity 1s the Yuyllogism, !
that the muhjeot plays the role of wore sort of Yuaubar' in the
. soglcal flpure! of the sylloglsm, etci, than this 15 not enly a
_stiraim, not only a Zemes - There is herd m very desp content, .
“parely mataeriaiistic, It 1s nocessary 1o turn this arcund; The
Practica) sctivity of mem, repeslod #il1liouas of tices, mist lesd
the 'ndnnoiou-no_u of man to the repitition of the various .
logicnl figures in order that 1(33" San achieve tha significance
-Oof an axioms  This note Bene." ‘

A

It &5 preciuely pecauss Lenin's Absirect or Hogel's .‘iclsmg et I..‘o.gic

roveals & mind in zction,

urguing with £teelf s well e

with Hegel, ,ndﬂ'a;:u'
himself "o peturn to" Hegel, o

work out” ideas, hlniory,

sclency, Marx's Capital,

carrani theories,

Jemming up opposites, and laeping into ihs
1atad as "R3 Froedow

. i
fietlon which he now tranes | B

®akjectivity (far?) geal, consciousnsas, atriving Ko.Y (9} Lhat
Lenin's Adstrect ecomes an axeiting

oxperience also for higs reoders,

. Thuz, lanin no
" aooner designates the fipst suction of the Notion as “These parts of ihe work should
"’\ ¥e callad: a best mesns of geiting a headuche™s thap he €130 socentuotos
s the following: "ma Hogel!

% analyaias of the Syllogium (r-p-y, "individual

. (ﬂﬁ-{mﬁ)ﬁs.‘_{g_},ﬁ_. Pel53e (BIMEF, . 343; Vol » PalS0, (93 5
12551 * This scatence iy in BEnglish IB_I'Anin'n t:xT.;_a' PelPe € ML pe3i6s Tol 28, peish
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partioular, universal,! Faldy, etc.) Le reminiacent of Marx's imitation

" of ‘Hegel 4An Chapter I'."uo} lanin will later devolop tha clove rujatiomship

betwaan wrx'srcagﬂ.nl and E_iagol'l loglier

®1# Marx did not leave o Logic (with a capitnl lettor), he : )
laft the logie of capital, aud this whould be esproielly utile :

] ized on-the ziven quostion. In Capitsl, the logic, dlamlcutic

¢ - snd theory of imowledge of materielien (% words eare not nocerasary:

T . they sre one and the same) are sppliad tou one =ciﬁc3, taking all

B that 1s valugble in Hegel snd moving 4%t Forward.* (%

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

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

himaelf. Threa aphorisma quickly follow one aftsr the other:

*{1} Prekhanov criticises Xentionism (and ugaowticisa in general)
more from the wulgar msteriolietic than 4the dinlactic mntarizle
istic point of. viewssss ' o
(2) AV the waginning of the 20th century Marxiste oriticiesd

‘4he’ Eantlans and Humists more in s Fsuerbadhian (and Buchnerizn), . oo

' than’'in"&n Hegelinn manner.

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

7 ) its first chaghor, LT you have not studisd through snd under-
.. stood the whole of Hegel's logle. Condequently, none of M‘o .
N Marxists for ths past 8 osntury hava undorastood Morxji® (2] '

. -

‘The epigone who deny that lenin had hiawell Lo mind muat snower

what .Lonin_d‘id wuRn By the addtional remark alengeids the first two vap"ho_rhm,

“soncerning the question of the eriticiem of modern Kantianisn, Mechiom, eteth,

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

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

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

_(11}!_5_?: pe 3573 Vol. %: pe 349

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

Ll el
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cn “F&chium“? The real paint is noi, of courze, the mers questicn of n1zing

nITas, mith lsar whither thas aphoriams contain exagarations. Thua, nons hsd

wr;tten more profoundly thqn.han1n on Marx's Cauitnl, s3pecinlly on Yolume II.

und Laninu cer-uinl did net waan -hnt 211 who wished to study =gg tal munt firat,

lsbor through the tia voluzas of the Science of Isgic. #hat wes crucinl to hip

now, whbtrha saw lodming before him was a grsat philoroghic dsb:te, suddanly
directed, 6ot fo mich sgainst Hegsl ss against Flakhanov and even zansing a

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

Ny LI b
S

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

ST

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

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

: that “thil waa not tha unu&l Wiy or pre:ant;ng hsrx s tasuningt “(15) That

cert:inly was tras. Yhat Frapnkaya doga nol mention was that this dcpurtur

from srevious analjnla had, by the tim- Lenin linished the whole -of the io ic,

- not boen concrete enough to sutiafy his sew comprehenalons of tha dia]ectic.
The sasuy’ Wo3 written during the July—NovemBer, 1214, Lenin had begun -{udying
ths Logic in Saptumhei and completsd il on Decemosr 17, 1914. This and the

date on which hs Wrots a new lotter to Granat —- January 14, 1215 - h&lpi.us

\.{ sl o q.&'
;ghpoint when Lenin thought the greet revslutior in his vhilosophice canca,tions

‘sccurrsd. In any casa, with charecteristic precision, thls i4 what Lenin
wrote Granatg

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

e r'b T .
% 'The proceas of glie breuk with old concepla 'a rowvhers clearsr than

T

in his commentary upon the relationehip betwesn theory and grictice.

{13) Memariew of Lenin, p. 155.
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. : fﬁul, oven when lenin spoaks asout praciice, h- stresnsa that Hegel
e ! 2, , :
ia hore talking about practice ‘in the theory of sogeition.® !ﬁséégggn; .o

’ fe / -
Lanin himaslf it to sosrt "Alias: Mun's cognition not only reflects , ;

8 (1) o ) ‘ “”",“}

“ho objscuivs world, but crestzs it. i

How far we have travellsd from the "photocopy" theory psriresting

‘Matearialiey and Bzpirio-Criticieml And\yat'iﬂ is not Lscause lenin had forgot

o N

SN " bis materislist roots, mich lesa hiz revelutionary vicws on clasn conscious-

4 ! . !
S nest. | Ratier. &LSEFHGL nven on FiTrist—thEu@ht Lenin had geined from Hegsl

14

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

_ thll which will gcrmeata Lnnin': po-t—l?;j writinga, whether their toplc !é

e z nhiloauphf or po]itica, economlca of argsnization. And deirg, at the uémd_timé, a’

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

N

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

A , v ' -
PN

by Bia activityX ' |

= o

Ins word, ‘it 1nn't that Lenin has gon- into abstractxonl in gaining -
Lo B nswW appreciat;on of *uea]leu. It iz tba+ in gaining thia apnr-ciation, '
the Av:olute Idsu, kogjan bo lase the atd rihltq of all thingw evil.

Naturally this is not due to eny transforzation of lepin from: ‘svolutionsry . oL

T~

matﬁrinlint-to ‘Hgourgeois idwalist," nor to any scceptance by hin o uane;‘s

concept of God or some Bicrld Spirith unfolding teeli, Rather it is thuﬁ Leala

now swes that, though Hszsl 1a dealing only with theught-zntitics, Lb:t the

movemnent or Weure thoaght! not only Mreflects" reslity, but that the dla1tct1c B
(1 9)

in ihy ons and thko othsr is o grocsss, znd the abzolube le "agaslute qtgativitf.
nt“('egi

;

Lenin's profound grosg of ths zecomd negatlcn which Hegel calls "the turnieg po
leads Lenin 1o -anestion Hoo21*s diversion 0 the rnuambders geme-—ahether Lthe

diulectic im 3 Mriplicity? ar Mguedruplicity,” with ths resalt the* Neszsl con— o
treuts "simpla" a2ad "ab:alufc." 1anie commsate: "The difteronce {2 not clese

4

. ]
Lo ms, L= mat the ueadbite sjuivelaent to the more concr:te?“(’Y) Lenin now

Wipgnslatea® both sheolute and relutive 3w Mpoments® of davelogesnt.

(O WE, b. 201 Jol. 28, pe 21207

(i%5 18id, =+ 200- :

15} hezel, Scianes of roziz, Vol. Il1, 7. 477, .
Eﬂhﬂ-ﬁ,m - T 12554
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5 * By the time Lanin lays down the Seisnce of Logic, he 1s nok

even annoy-&‘ ';‘y the Asoluts Jdea #going to nature.' 1lnotead, he Say- thet

Hegnl thercby istratches 2 hnnd Lo materislisn,® He writsa slatedlyt

‘%It ie -motexortny ihat the whols chapler on the

'Absoluts Ideot! somrcely says a word aboui Jod (hardly

svar has & ‘divine! 'Hotlon' ‘slipped cul stcideoily)

and a.un't- from “hat—-ihie NB—i% contains slzost usthing
that il up-ciucany idesliem, but has for its main sua ject
the dislaetion) mothode sesAnd ome thing mcres in thie
nost $42a1istic of Hegel's woriks taers Lis the leaa’ id“}iﬁ
and 1-1_:1:-' most meterialisce ‘'Cantradictory,! s & * fuc'r. 1 !5

uni i fllt none of Lhe uxcitnmnt vhat he hnd oxperhncld in thwe
250
lﬁg; nhan 1] tumd to Hegel'la, Hht___v_ of MP““& Bu'b l't. i: thers: t.t-at
o complets tm finul roek with Plekhsnovs

. Plckhnnov wrote pruhally nlnrly 1 Odo:plgu .
agr.i!ut Bogdanor _ against Kantiann . nt}.c .‘uutiom,
on:philosophy (dialectic)s -
,«11: b-m ail asoul the LeFger Logic, - i‘t.n‘thcughta
:nl)ll\"(lg)

Not.only thnt. When he gote to oum up 1n'n mon or;;aniztd form

: "l'ho spl‘lﬂtng of & single whele and the vogni tion of Ate

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

So grest is Lenin's eppraclation of dialectice that éven his ref~.
erences to "olerical obecurantism,” a *sterile flower,® is expandsd to meun
%a sterlls flower that growe on the living treo ot living, fertils, geswiine,

powsrful, omnlpotent, objective, ubsolute hunan knowledge.!

118)1!01- 2. o p)‘ko

219)14&?. Pe 3545 Vols 38, pe 277,

20)"61- )B, Pa 3)0 Pe 96,)-

* We do not have lLenin's Notes on Hegel's Fhenomenclogy of Hind, but tha Note-—
hocks on Impsrislism show that he had read it while he w&o propering the
pamphlct on Imperiallism eriallam. (The Notshooks asre a massive 739 pages as against
the short pnmohlnt that was sctually published,)
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A3 usninlt the comments by lenin nlongeide works by othtra, nninlr

Hogel, th 1nat quotatlon wia rrcm tho only lrtielo by Llninnlpcc‘r oally *Qa

nlllocttns.' Though likawiua ool prepared for puhlication, this, et leaet, hes

-never ‘Tewn trontad ac mere ¥jottings."

It is the last word we hove from hinln'a

-t:tctly philoﬁophic ccu:sntnry of the crucisl 1914-1915 pario&._ ﬂ!nna Lmnin hue

not prcpnrnd his Philoaophic Nakthooks for publicetion und thay tharefore r-maincd ;

o privqtt;‘ -1nae lanin soszad siaply to huvc coatlmxed with his economio etudlae,

- . L
e

L politicql thcso-, erguuizaticnul work; end

sinoe the factional polemicy continucd

lunnbntedly, &-nln'o helre

wara not pkeparnd for the imperat v of facing & most confui'“.

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

' lltio ggttrillilm nnd Emggrie-ﬂriticinm, and, on the othur hand, andlsaa rof

{srences

‘ dialactic'ra]nticrlhip of theory to practice ane rioe vwrln, und evan the dinltetia:gg ;

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

masses a3 «011 £x to

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

loau, aaaut any groet phtlclouhic divido set up Wy Hegal'u Ausolutu lbthed—dth:

dlulcctic or dtvolopmont of “the pare movezent of thought' and of *anlity s-z\'ﬁt.uns; B

: its way, throush cantrudictions, to 80 total & unlty et objoat and ubjest, thpt

© the. actlvxnt, the revolutispsry materinlist Lonin could copy out the

phi lseophical

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

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

How could snyone conceive that the "philosophtic neutralyst®

who, for s

long pericd, acceptnd even "Machiols? into the Solrhevike Just

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

we unde;jthe spull of what he callad Htho

g . dialectic proper," ihat this, Just this, would become Lenin's underlying phllosophy? -

E ' For his part, lenin was fnced with the fact thet he hed to Tight . against not only

batraysrs and Menshevilks es wall ao non-golshaviy 1nhernntionu11:ta Iike Roaa
Lexemburg and "the putch,** but nlso his own small Bol shevik group ahroad.

And he
had to do @0 on, of nll Lhings, 2

setbject that Bolshaviko hnd previously ogesed to
(21 )3cience of logic, Vol IT. pe4B2




-new pags ll=

tin prlnuip;o'—the self-determination of nations. (22)
S\iddot‘xly..mnin found hl.aiolf ‘totally alons ungl, tha 1ltiie word--
dislectios~—kept 'tpriaging'up averywhera. I% was ns longer liuitad in "the traus-
formation into opposiis” insofar os oither tmriut‘omuuun of oumpatﬂ.’..on {nto mno.él
‘ jaoly or & section of lakor into %hs ° arln'aocr:cy of lasor' wes concerned md uhion
tg'al usod ales L2 sxplein Yoppoertuniza® and the collspse of i 18 .‘Jacand Mtcrnaucnal. '
Now diuiuobiél.wal oxtended Lo revolution itself. 4nd 4he "enery?--the Lhooretice)
onsmy was pone other Yhan the Solshsvik thecroticlan, 3ukharin. Phe stark nev truth
was.ibat Lonir called the Zolshewik opposition to self- determ.lnuuon of mations -
notbinz ahort. or "izpsrieliet economiom.” ‘Por our purpozn ths iaporiance of th!.- '
.. debmte rambo not 30 mioh in Bukharin'e thesis as in his wrthadalogy, which- Lenin
"knp‘i- ro errl.ng to nll the way to~hia death Bod, as W shall sce. Mtnmhllc, lanin's
I.ro was. arouud by Bukhnrl.n'a statozent thet ) TS

’ "'mw inpuhlilt spoch i3 en epoch of the nnorpti.on ot nmh atu‘eu," that

,r'thorotor-“ it was "inpoasidle o struggle against the enalavesant of nations,”
llme:ﬂ.,, of gourss," in e struggle Yor soclaliam, and thet "“-'hnrofore...my
davintion Lpon tnat road, ény advancoment oh 'pnrtial tiagks ofithe’ "1lberation
of naticms? within the resim of capitalist ciunzation was utontnn nud )
ruouanary.“ (22)

; It waa the “therefora's* that Lenla most mtom’-tl,; oppeacd. He tnsleted

that t_ho.ho:‘ra;a of the mperlslut' wer hud ad to "ihe suppression of humkn

reé-oni’ngs"_how othsrwise explein the Bolshevik "surious errors in logic?® Instoad

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

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

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

(22)1 will »s guoting Genkin and Pisher, The sSolshoviks and the Worid ¥ar, .
pecause it weo Bukhurin's theaes (use saprolelly po. 219-223). But the latest and cne
of the fine=t books on Lhe battle against nciioswnl chauvinisa ror the psriod after
tre Jolshevike galnud power is Lo be Iound Ln Yoshe Lewin's Lenin’s Last Struzgle)
and thy moet comprehensive on ithe Nationdl Queeilon both before and sfter Bolshevisa
triumphed is Ths Pormeticn of the Soviey lUnlon: Dommunism agd Nationnlien, Wy
Richard Pipea, 9es also amy chapter on Stelin in Marxiem apd Frasdom.
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not only thw prols tnriat but new r~volatians'3 ‘orcsa——thc national minor*ti&-—-
wsre ariulng snd maxing thn fipkt for a2l detnrminatlan of nations not oniy

pr1ncin]e“ Mt m rcalit;, as Lhe Irish -uater Aebelllon provad. Thare navar

has baon 'l 'Puru' revolution srd the notlisnel revolis wers valid buth in theg~

sslves and s this "naceilil for the prolastarian revolutionu.

Dialactics, ihat Talgedrs of revoluticn,“(ea) hag bs=n on many érsai
adveniurss since‘Hgésl crez2tad It out of tha aciion of the Frarch m:zze;gzi}
and thereﬁy revolutionized metuphysics. What had bron. in Negel, rsvclution

41& ;hilqusphy, beeame. with Morx, 2 philosophy of Pava}ution, 3 Lotelly new
?_ﬁﬁgo£y”of lihsr;1lon -~ the “rol-marian r—volJtiona of 1848 culminsting
'tha P-rll uonmunu ‘of 1471. L«n1n 3 rnd*:bav-ry of dialsctic:, of .,1r .

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

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

:f'Morcbvs}, thass new forcas wers pre-snt not only in Zurope out throughsus ih
-world. dh;t his ~conomic study of imp-r iez revealed waus that ii hﬁd £orged
‘iilelf on mors than ¥ biilicn peopie in Africu.snd in jziu. This wes Lo ha-
'caﬁu a totaily n;w theorztic departurs aftsr the Solshevik conqueat of powe§,
de the Thasin on the ¥ational and Golonial Juestion presentad in 192d to the
Third Intsrnstionsl.® 3ut while the holocaust wza moet inténzs, undé Lenin
stood aloﬁ:, he neverthslsss rsfusad to reireal an inch L0 abatract {ater-
nstionali:m. Tne oulbrsak of tha Iestep A2bullion in 172158 wh:u‘ths srelatariat

w28 2111l slaughtoering such olhsr showed hiv zosftion on the #31f-detapnination

of nstions 4o e pot only theory st reslity.

(24) Alszunder Herzen, Selected Fhilogophicul worka, . 521,
(@5) Jerring us this saJ 7 saund 1o ins profedsional shilosopher accusiorsd to tracing
ihy dilalectic from tha Srocite thrcugﬂ Eunt Lo Hezel in the rauly of thought

elone, tha trath o1 <bs aoove «f dteseal Ras, in recent Limea, pean vgrafiylly

traccd tnrough in the warks 30 Jesn Hypsolite (G-n-a- =t gtructur- d=

;!i
Ebsncmenoloriss de Hezsl and 3tudics on jzrx snd Hezsl) 9z well 13 the netua)
documants of Hez=l'a 2arly doveldpzact, DoPUT"nua zu Ja'«la Entwitklangr.

® jes Purt III, " sconomic Reality =nd tha Dlalectics of [lausr rodion," yharps I
develop this tha i Jar Lhe African revalatlione in oup 1rn.
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-13-
- For whatever rossun Linin, ig 1914-115, turgs=y rrel Mhe

hour*ﬂois~idu&]iut phillowopher,t 1t ezrtainly waunfe LS Tind ti 2rivinge forcaes
" E | F # i ] 5

of revolution., Ang yel Hﬁéolia;'uiulectins iMuninates the sctiosns of

the . cususs Laking fatw ints tagir 9% hands in Irelong i 1218 4hun §id tha

- S , : , (=) .
debstes on the ationad Hention with his Relsveviy collegriez, M%) 1917 #nould
bave sndud tha Orpasition to nitignal s:lf-dsturmination, b, inofoet, 34 only

took 5n a pew forme Thia tims Zukharin contendsj thot it was ixposainle any

longer to udumit ). right of seif-detsrminetion since Resia was nouw g workargf

;tate'wheﬁogainstlonelism meant bourgacis én&'proletariut together and "th;refpre“

'8 step ﬁackkﬁfd§: in his admission that "iq 30us cawes" he would be for i, hé;
listag “gotténﬁbts, ths Burhwen and the Indians." To uhich Lenin exclaimad

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

Hed forgottun a amoll trifls, the Aadlikiry? Thare ire no Bushmen
in wuseia, nor have I hasrg that the Aottentots have 1uid cloim go
an autoiomuy s rspublic, but we huye Bashkirs, Klrehiz,ein pénnot
deny it te o cingle cne af 4hs gggplen Yiviag within tha sounderias
of the forrer Rusetan Empiru."( {

.gukh;riu, for whow 211 the uestions Irom ¥gelr doterainationof

ne{ionj" to stat&-capitalism wers thaorotical questions, mair ﬁot hoye

fron Russien cheuvinism, nye he cr;atad the theoretic.} virtielnwa for

did Liirn the yhesls ol kistory straight buek o Capitsliam. AL the 1ast mo;:nt—-
oo late ax it_turned out —=Lenin bproke tolully wity sta]in-~und, thecr:tically, re-—
‘Yuzed 1o depurd ip ris debates Gith Juhheris frax bhal wingle #ord, djislsctie, ug the
reletiorebip of “ifect 40 objoct, dialactica s, k2 moversnt fpop asetract to tun-~
Crete, nopless of the meehauistie 3ilarcation oo Higject ang ohjuct, Lenin

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

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

(27 Lenin, Seiscted yorks, Vol. YIII, p. “42. The whole of Purt 1V, 11he Party
Frograp (1318-1970 1 vary vausile Far the 4. oretjc peiats in élspats
2nd heve tha sdvaniape af teini ¢ast wars in 4 theoraticnl Pruws then vhe
factionnl wile of the Trade Union eputs whick cun o Found in Yol Ix.
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Abstyact rcvalutioqinm was the methodological _enemy. Bukherin's

th-ory of lt;to-dyﬁainlian, the obvurau side of his thaory of economis develoy=

it e e T T

went uader s workery? state, fa thet of = ccntinuuul devnlopmen., n ook rsighi

' lino laiding'rrom *norgarized competitiva cepitalien to 'argnni:ad‘ Etate-
cnpitalilma Un a world soale; it remalns 'snlrchic,‘ sub ject to the 'bllnd
“laws of ihe' world market,! -Anarckv 10 Ssupnlementad by antagcniotiu tlokees,"
Only ke prolotariut by selzing o‘tticcl power, can extand 1organ1zed pro-

ductio wl ta tha vholc worlds The Pact that Bukierin helieves in ¢ocisl rsvolu-

tion dnla ﬂ&t, howovcé, secn Lo stop hiw fron dealing with labor, not =a mub-

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

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

P

nljnl AR nbjoot to"him., As:odject, the highcst atiriouts Buknavir ean think
of. nnsigning lnhor 1z its becoming an- ‘aggragnta. Ftaple were refasrred to

a8 "human n:chinal.'caa)

For & revolutionary intellsctusl %o havs hacoms 20 en.rapptd in the
fundamentnl ali:nattan of philo-ophers in 2 class saciety, idsntifying wen with

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

(28) Draft GI Program, included in Ataks, pe. 121, "Collection of Theoratical
articles wy N, Bukhari (May, 1925, Moscow, Rusmfan)s Unfortunately,
nefther Bukharin's Economios. of the Ireneition Pericd, nor Lanin's
Uommentary on it ia availapis in En, English. 1-130 uzad thu Ruszian texts,)
However, other works by N, Bukharin are available in English. 7Thess are:
The World Zconexy and Imperinliem, Hintorical Materinllsw, and individual
o-ua;n ara included in cther works, those against telf~deterrination in

The Bolsheviks and the World kur (editod Wy Gankin and Fisher, Ftanford U,
Prel-, 1950) and elsavheres.




. v =13~
20 tbtally did L-nin disagrec with' ankburin'u methad of preucntutlan that swsn

witen he agreed with iha spocific poinism, he felt 1t nscunry-to eriticizo,
" Thue, there was e-rtaiuly no dlusrn:nunt almu‘ the nnjar nchiovomut of thc
fusdlan Rlvoluuon == the qutructicn ef bmrnoh production relationse. put
ths nlmtt Bukhlrin tried t0 meke an abnruttbn of thet, tried to subsume pro-
dwthni r-lnucml undlr 'tnchnleal rolations,® it beonuws obvious %o lanin thst
Bukhari,n ai::ply f8lled %o underatand the dialsctic, - Thuas, rhm he quoted
Bukha?in'a ouomi tho Transitlou Porlod t9 the of..cot that, “Cnoe the dete
truction’ ol‘ upitnu-t praduction rejations is really g’.nn, and once the these
retis 1z,oas1-111=y of their ro-tarntlo1 ta proyen,® Lentn nit yack withe
"Inponi.ull.ty" :la demoultra'hla enly practlicallya.. Thn nnthcr‘dou not poxg
d!.nloticanz tho rohtiou-hip oi‘ thcory to pncuuo. |

| ‘l'hc most difficult relationship to work out whea. oﬁ‘:"hu atute
) .;mt;-.r il,_pu'ni.u Y the rulnt* on-bip or theary to prscticc for 4t is not cnly
on thl Nn‘liml quntion but capeohlly in rclutlonsmp to thu noruug m.nua
+ that a gulf doxs open bctuen Bolsheviks 1n Power and the work! ng poopln., And .
tha perty would sureiy dngononto - Ty thlnk Ahet wo shell got bc throws
huck iv uteptans* what lenin feored most was ths audden 'p;-lian fr.nlr -hoauiag'
taking commend. Uniesa they practics the new concrets vniverssl "Vto = aag,*
they will bs doomed:

"Bysry citizen %o & man muet sct &2 a judge and participate in
the government of the country. And vhat is loportent ta us is to
enlist ail the tollers to a man in the government of the siate,
That is a tremendously difficult t.ulz But socislisy @annot be
:lntroduccd by o mi.nori.t,r, ® party,”®

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




wifa

: Th.la study of Inuin's philalophic heritsge La not the place to unalyu

the :otual objoot.}.n tunsform fon of tha ucrknn' atats into ns apposite,

. ohu-anpihlict nocia-y,a ,mch ions 5talin?s ug

urplt:l.on oi‘ poder. Of t\l"

of Stulin's ‘theor-ua' revisione,

wint: dw rnlovsnf« to our ubject is Stelin! s

perverae oomap‘t ot partitnost (P:rt_vuan) ib philo-o"h;’, uhich he gnd hin halrr
' 7 n‘.trlbuto f.a L-nln. Fortumtuly.

there Axlste & moot compruhonalvo and .'chohrly >
wark on the re!ctlorlhtp of Joviet p‘u.loagph; i

S .

-cion:e whi.ci" ¢xploden the f.ammnht

:

and ‘hho nfntorn Ldeolbglet myth of 'Parf-ynsu in philoaoph;" 1n Lonlmel)
‘In order to achleve thie interpretation one mast sleo dlarsgsrg the fuct
. “{hat tha. .071gind] ‘dources, finclidltg Matorialiin‘s and Egpirio-Orittoiim
S ¢ 1t4elL, uever Mggoot what [Bertron] ¥olfe wnd the Soviat: 2chelers st
vt : tribute 4o Lepfft? “The sourcas bhow-that he h&il &°poldtical aim'in )
: wr).'nug thiu ¥ook, Sut i% was mot to Jjotn t)w phuosophicnl Jpud pelition]
iosuu that Rassisn Merziete wilre arguing naout its wat o sephifate theu. "

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

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

‘ enteri aayuhaﬂ.

’.ihnt wo are cauoarned with £4 "net- the mcnat:‘cr..w n‘wth ad‘ 'bartyn-u'_'

in philq-ophw What ws are concerned nitn fe the du

auty of ths- philolnphic
Pnr frmn Lanln ibklicly proclaiulng hig philuno,shic repudiation
-o.t‘ Pllkhsnov, or hio sreak with his

horitago;

own philozophic past, Lenin udvi-od Sovlou

youth to atudy Yeverything Plokhisuov wrote on Fhiloeophy..."

s and hoe roprl.nttd

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

oxplanstion for thesa aciions Lhat or.

o ux~Cld Qolshovik o!’ferud when he

wrote ¢ (2 )

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

aut,

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

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

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

. (30) I davoted a good part of

Wrxisey and t-ru,m:_:»_.-.q te Th etudy of
estate-vapiteliem.

Biwaslan

R i

(31} savist Xerxisx end Hetural 3ot ance, 1317=1972, by Duvid Jovavaky, .34, !
- The Lwo eections most relevant to our study ars 'lonin snd tha Fortyneas !
, of Fhilosophy" (PPe24-44), and *The Guttural evolution and Marxist !
. Philosashers? (Fpe76-87).

3
(32) Enoounters with Lonia, oy lilkolay Valastinov, p.258, -




- (33)The Lenin Institule hua records Far the yeer 1920, vhen Lenin asksd For th= Pussian transia-,

L
I

introduction to the Notebooks when they were finally puolished in 1520 (Leninsli Sbornik, IX),and

_ S

mafe,cﬁnplidutnd and neitﬁnf 2% anything to do with an ullaged lack of cburag;;
Thﬁ tragedy.lies slsswhors, doep in the rscessosx of tiws, rsvolution ~— and
cuuntere:evolution. Tao shors wefa the years batwean 1014 and 1917, und hetween-‘ ¢
1517 and 1723. Too great ths . Novembar Revolution in Russie, dnd too maﬁy theAiehaadegll
and‘ﬁissod revqlutionn.elsewharQQ—and too ovarwhelming'tha cancrba'proilaml of this -
great h;ntoric svon}, objettive "ang zibjoctive; including whsflLsnin r3]lad cultu;al o
beckwardness, .Tﬁe éﬁll thorefors was for "etege— Lying" when te study what —tirst ‘H.H

one raadz_PIakhanov,_thenlxhtoriéli:m and Bupirio-Criticism, thenas..lenin himself

continuagd his.Hagelian resdings even at ih= height of the famins.(zi) Lenin was
%0 noved by one book on Hegel 3y Ilyin that, though tha author was kath religiou; gnd,-=
a0 enemy of the Soviet stots, Leain intervensd to et him out of jail,

The dunlity in Lenin's philaroshicel heritage is urmiustakable. Sut now

."[;nhlthat excuae the failure te grapple with the Philosophic thahoéks on‘thq-jﬁ"
:hgtqpnd that Ehay ere nore "jottings,¥ "had nzver be?n iniandeﬁ‘for ﬁubiiéétiop“ -
' ;éﬁa ;ihqfcfa;E“ it would be no msre thﬂn'“idle‘lpécﬁlétion“ to concluda that
‘Liﬁiq‘winhsd tc follow one roxd rather thun suother? In any case, no onekcan

'explain awey the ¢leer public tasks he met for the editors of the n5w1y~a1tsbli:hed'

i
‘ . - i e
; pkilosophic organ, Ped Znamenen Mrrxizmz (Under-ihe Baunsr of Marxiem), to ) _-f:

work out & "ealid philosophic ground", which he zprlled oul nsg

i
i

ionas of legel's Science of Logic ond Phenomenolo;y of Mnd ss well as works by Labriola and i:T
lyin's The Philoscphy of Eszel 23 = Foctrine of the Contreteness of God and Man. Dsborin, in hig | -

Adorutsky in Lis ‘prefuce to the 1933 sdition (igninaki 3bernik, XII) rofer %o The Lenin Institute |

x
c

"interesting," contain "leading indications regardinz the dirsction in which further materieljst.
_dialoctic should be worked aute"

the concrote so influenced Lening "rhe first znd fundawsntal thing that ons vio wishas adsaguate-
ly to understand und master ihe philosorbic teaching of Hegel miet do ie 1o expleln tn ons's salf”
his reletion to the zoncrets swpiric world...ils terz, 'concrete, vomas Pron ihe Letin 'concres.
e
ingly, to Hegel's 'concrote! meuna first of 21l the growisg torsther...lhe concratn ampiric is

‘whole yorld of things (Dinge, Sschen), exiatences (Txistenzen), reslities--the tacjectiye!

ecords-and then, without talling anything about the intrigues in the delsy in publicatiosn, pro- =
e8d with pletitudinous praise leading %o rothing concretog they are of Mgrent sipnificance,

In this revpect Ilyin'a works ars more rovesling Lecause you fael why his enelyeis of

erel's I0rescers' maana ‘'to grow!; 'eonersscers f-—coulasca, to aries through growth, accord-

omething in ths order of weing (30in), scmething reul (Realitat ), zctuality (Wirklichkeit ),
ogething axisting (Sxistenz), something Desein. In its totz1ity, this resality Porms a world, a

world, e redim of 'objactivity,! This ruel, gvjective world in :lmo tin concrste worle, mot

nly tie ectiric-vonucroia,”
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o hi-"’\dll uktobe Femoveds 'Mest of ‘all it wan againet _‘s}..ilini_l‘-bn.ﬂ'..nl-.,. ruciq and

- d;n{léygj..,acﬁii;.';ﬁgiﬁly naéihnt"ii:f!h'orkims, that"i-"ﬁ_o's isy, once rgai‘ﬁ on tho ot

=18

_standpoint, iees, the dialectics which Marx applied ~1’:ra‘ct.‘tgﬂ
in his Capital and in his historical and pollitical works®'>H

(1)*the systematic study of Hegelish dislschics from a matorixlist |

(2)"Taking as our basis Marx's mothod of spplylng the Hegelian |
diclectios materislistically concaived, we can and should’
troat his dislectica from al} ;5):1--, print excerpta from
Hegel's principal workseses?{? , '

v

(3)2he group of editors and couiributors of the magazing Under: thit)
Seaner of Marzimm should, in my opinion, ho a k:l(% of igesiety’
of Materislist Friends of Hegelian Dialactics#(38) - S

1

This was thejysar;1922, the year 92 his most inténse. in"mﬂo‘ii‘i:ﬁﬁr. K

activity, which stretohed 1nto_1,uc§f;li--t months of 1923 and the iast of his groat . .

bettles azainst.the top leaderahips ‘Moot of all it was againat 8telip whon, tag

Sﬂr toh-u Commnist g

LY

Quest ‘.lm'.l.--

d you wi11'find & Grest Russien Chauvindets!

..“mnj' aikhim_i' held the ‘saus position on ‘the Nationsl’ 'E;‘xuﬁ'i_'on.

ae Lenin lay writhing in agony--not hist .-ph‘fruibal_ agony, aut s.gony

ovar the eerly buresucratisation of 4he workers' state and its tendansy "o move

badkrards to dapitalisa®~-lenin took the mesmure of His co-lasders in his Will, ¢7)

i

For our mirposea what he says of Sukharin is what ia most relavant t

" : S ) . Agukharin.is E
ot only the most. valuable and biggest theorstician of tha party, bat also nay leghi~' |
imately ve consigored the favorite of the whole party; kui his thaoretical viaws can -l-f
only with the vary greatest dsubt be regardsd as fully ¥arxisn, for thore ia something]

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

Chitenin, Bslected Works, ¥ol. X3, p: 77

35 onsider the fatuous, greatly over-ratad young French Communist philosopher, louis
Althusssr, in our epoch proclaiming, "Ons phantown ie more sepecially orucial then |
any other todays the shade of Hegel. To drive this phantom dack inte the nighti. e
And rend espaclislly how ltudimé.-ly he writes of Lenin as if he never had‘)wzjittan' .
anything dbeyond Materialisw and Empirio-Oritlcism. (Lenin and Philosorhy) Ses .
Part II, "Altoraitivee," where I developrtlie consaquences of not suilding on the 3
foundations left by Lenin's Philowsphic. Notebooks, 7

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

(57 )stnce Xrushokev®s Destalinizetion speech in 1955, Lanin's Will has fineily been .
published in Pussia and appears also in the latgat edition ij‘i‘.h) of hiv Bollectnd | FER
Worko., Howsvaer, I've the text which was Tirst mblished by Trotoky, and T vm l ;

{

therefore quoiing from The Suppressed Testament of lsnin (1935)
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clurly. 'und-rntmdxng the divlectic® Mad hocom the 2..._... inl for
un&n. Olnrly, 1t was not un nbatractian when uwed to descrike the rhier
: f.honrotlclm of tha pnrty. Clearly, "not unn-rs vending the ds.nlaauo' had huuoue
cmc::l- The heud of the "1rnt. workars! state in history, witnunl.ng ihl; lmr;ﬂnca.
or lmnluerﬂi.utien and national u}-uuvlr.hw of woth Bcllhevim md non-'delnbuiml

hnng :o pomltld with so sdeinletraiive montality sv to eall for the ntatif.tcsuan

ot tha trade un..onn, and the chiaf theoretician’s vl.aws heing non-dinlsct&c &nd thon- .

"!ora act ‘fully barxien®-wul) those trsits =f mout uncqual zeasure got jJamwed up bn-

‘eRuUNe, £n thur totality, they =11 tended to $ti0ls rather thun relssse the s.roa:..iu

";.pcur: or th mnal-. Nothing n‘zart of sanalng ihix danger would hws prampted un.ln:.

AP

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

Mutory. Lo

E ,inponl.hh to ua the truth even when &t surfaces. .¥o cont_lplrncy vas A‘ma_dnd.

.htwun--‘f;ut"'md *westi 40 keop Lenin's _T;lg_g&alnphic Rotokooks out of ‘the reach’
of ‘“he massen ~-and -then work to make 1% "yeyond® iheir undﬁ-hndinz. It in

in the tduture of the ndmlnintrutivn sentelity uf sur stsie-copitalist, ntamted age
to consl ﬂor Regelisn philosophy, at one and the some time, {he private presarys

of thoao "in the know* and $0 let it remain "gibbarish” ‘.‘.o the uninlsiated. And,
ulthaugh in *he "Zxut? they Wow before the founder of t.hoir atate, and, in the
‘"¥est® cneer at lenin's non-profossional statue os phlloaopher, both pbloa'flnd

1t conveniont io keep apari whai hintory had jolaed together--degel and Marx,

Hagel and Lonin. In this 2COth anvivursery Yosr of Hegel, und loﬁh anntvorm:;y
yent; of Lenin, 1t is high time to bezin listening both to thes volces from below vho -
sre finding out ths truth for thoxselves by atteapting to practice the 2ialectics
both of thought awd of revolution.

Betroit, ‘lchigan -=Reya Dnuysvesoys

Febsruary 2%, 1770 Nt A
UL
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e

mme wwﬂs&m mul.u rob really ba-.m coaplatal u.aalt.

mm‘amwmawawudlmmnhaw—‘-'
mmmm. puuntcrop,nmam mwwnmsw-ﬁmm 20D
Jﬂ%. mthnda&doaraof Hordd ar I.. when the proletariat ware sisughtoelnpg
waots othor croae patichal bouncary 1lnes, ke v this $a the struggle of '

el natiens for celfedobarsinatisar “Tw Dialakice of hisky is suh

that msll aations, powrless oo en Jpaaappient factor du the sruggle

. apalnot mm,p.qawtumecsmfmw. -ane of ths bmmiub.inh
wmmmwmwmmmmnm.m the
mm.m pmlm-hr-.“ (UXXe pe 303)

: Inq:poa&umtomamhhmm%—ludm. huﬂnmmunot
tb midm mm. a:n not moan Lkt sn‘it.-dmmniumn we e Im
Mﬁ. ‘talin's less piece of tdenpys” and "di.alwnlw*‘ dm ml;n'a
:wtunu-u uoumwuolymhmm-mmaneum:muamm
hwmm»mu. ﬂmmimiﬁnﬁpmhm Az Lenin 1oy dyAng.
Mt&nuﬁmﬂom&:ﬂt talinonthnqwﬂmu!’mﬂomwum
%o the hardn of Trotskys Db, 47 Ws characteristin of Troteky throughout
Me iife, ho cnos agaln vent in for Tconmilistionimn". il falle! to mfm'l
the taonar of otruzsle againet Stalls ab the twelfth tongross of the Zuselan
Party ag hs had promlvs! Lanin he wald do.

Ereviougly, 4 1920 o ¢33 voto for Lenin's Gieses on the Batianal
Cblonul Groution,® ‘At agaln, as on the wialo queation of dialeotiss,
Troteiqy maraly "ook it for granted? thont evor doveloplng tho valversels
of ascinlisa snew with tho acidy devuloping objective situstiosn, Theo one and
only time that lrotsiy gave sorious consiioration to tho faci that the Thosobs
agtablished o mrs point of departiro in theory, and that that now polnt wes
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d'lutln;ullh it: "The petty bourgsoisie In 8 fnn:y way alao want s
meh."(“) What diad dutln;ulah l:ha mociol tat rwolution wan tho vay it
| vis aeeanpliu!nd we"from boleu: We rccogn!u only ons ruld, changes from
’ ulw. we wanted workers t!:nmn‘vn to drav up, from balow, the new princi-
ples ol'acqmic conditions,"(47) . -

, lf-'thcu, the Communiat Parcy did not becoms buresucrotised and .

éld not buln thinking that it ¢an ¢o for tha messes what only the masses
cen do tor t.lmunives. t!ml. And only then. could pcople nov2 to socialiems

Every citixan to & man sues act a0 a judge snd CaY-
ticipats 1n the govarnmunt of ths country, snd vhat is
wost . imporcant to us 1u to entint a1l the tollers tc &
weit in the govarnpant of Cha stata.’ That is a tremend-
oully digfdcult task, but eonialism cannot bc Intro- -

: duccd by @ inority, o partwa"(as) .

l, _,lhlm -u. th-ro ls nut a slnglc crn:icul quutlon, Erom; tho Natmr.-l

Qalaum cnd !:he domluunl: role of uarktm in a worknrs' sta:e. to his o|m
mniqun qoacrih:rion on ov;nnlz-tion.; hn "Vanguard Part:y"“‘” :hat ih
Iu{ug I’.anttd by :lu dulecciu of mm-ar.lon. The upac: thet cmanw

‘us mnr. lnrc i tl‘n ralatiomhip of thnr. national quuuon to lntcrna:lom!im
lp_tclulc it l.s;_then that he lald new points of departure in theory that

ll‘t most relevant to our age, and-it ia there thot his final battle- againast
‘e\ bis daclarstion of
\.g: Staun vas foughl:. Indeed. Mwar £o the death
| (50) ves brsed, not only on the Russian
l{ en dominant natlonal chauvinisa® mmt

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

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

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

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

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

/'\
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. . 5.,)
~ totally asw point of dnparmm in thcér; had been projected dy Lenir ca

‘l'u dmlopud the &lelectic of uorld uvo!utlon and ssid that ?uuin.

. r.hbu;h it had p:perltncad a nuecumful revolution must be ready to subordlmte

lu lnnml:a i it were noulble to overthrow worid cepitslism by tha

: eqln_r_nial revolutions:’

" Petty.Bourgcois nationalism declares the recognition
of the equality of natlons, &nd nothing clu. to be
intarnsiinnslisn, while preserving intect nationsl

" sgoise. .. prolatarisn immsuml!m demsnds, firstiy,
the subordination of the interesty of the prolaterisn

" streggies in dne country to tha intarests of the
rf’sr.rugsle on 2 umrld scala... (53) _ -

I-p-tlanr. icadtmlc Horxlsu rm.mm notwithstanding,. _JE -
,-.th&ntleaﬁ polnter damrtuu for mrkl:.g out :ba dialcctic of world

’ uwlutlon uu tnid dnm in 1920. a nesr half-cem:nry batore- Hsrcun.

Voo

In: trylu to t.!n'w mrhaard tlw Harx!rt com:opc oE prola!:arun rl\mlutlon.

,_y'anntnnd tlut. to Lnnin, m:ienal revolur.lons wers aaly "dux!lury".

"wlums tcdsy. uuh tlm rur of !:ha Thlrd World, we can look at m&ttrn

~3"glab&11y.'(54) In any case, what 1s of tle nscnce dialcctlcally. hia-

tcrlcllly, 1 tracina Lcnin'l "Hcgnllan!m" inseparable t'rom the cancrets
"uninnals“ thae 2lone can 2ssure the coming of world revolutlon. is te
Aold on t!ghl: to Lanln's herltage phitosophically as well -1 Mtlonally.
viat erupts apontanecusly os well as what comes out of organization, ex-

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

Ir was not only the Oriental majority that becexe 2 new dimension
for world revolutionsry éevelopmunt. Tt wes the Blach dimennion and minoricy

. prablecs in gererzl thet bscame moving forces. Thus, in the Themis on the

National and Colonicl Quastiun, vhere he projected the new pointe of

departure in theory, he listed ths Nepro in the United States and the

Jeuws in Polund.(”)

S A R SO




he dnpumm-c of thc Garvc} rovament ;wa the Bleck divanzion, 'u._‘ i 5*
'Rld—-m sﬂudué‘ new u:gumy in the wary puriod when the Gr.man Revalu:
tiaﬂ !llltd Thc centrel point in Lenln's projection of new retation-
ahlps aof th.ory to practice hnd nothlng vhatever to do with the ald
cﬂnﬁlp& of prac:icc ag ”the ~-uy!ns out of ] linc" alahoroced by the '
!:rty leadaruhip, but the lesderuhip ilsteningtots, taa;nlns fxcm the
'.‘gglg_ngggggg_ == wev polats of departure in theory from the one mource
. of thunry thp‘ vas alse ite soul,
, One thin; the Lcn!n In:tltu:e did eaks available to the pubilc in
thote t-pty lntroduetlons to Loaln': Phglgggg ie Hotggg u. and that ls thﬁ
-“ll-tlng nf tha requtnt- Lenin nnda for. boahu.‘ss) Tt is. claar :haz ha
had’ nnt stoppsd studytns the Hcgcllan dto:ac:ic once the revolutlon uas'

-uccnantuk. Hor wes this "acadouic. or llmltud to the fnct thz: hn

ulr.cd ke thlorat.!clnns". th- edlr.oru of. the now :hcorltlcal argnn.

Um’;’ m' ;hmr of Hn_:zlgm. to m:t 28 -"Hater!allst Friends, o! the

Helallln Dialsctic” end continue to publich Hcgel's works.'fﬂp; iz wis

the vay he applied it in life, ln theery, in his antlen Q}th his co-
, :j?kﬁwédaﬁﬁdhﬁk MWM7é¢mzﬁ&HQM¢ "
0 lecMoc

C—}; ﬂﬂ??yfs no mou traglc moment in o11 of history then the Hill Lenin
left. The criticism of his Bolsheavik co-lesders wag directed not only
ngnlml: Stelin whom e Aasked to be "vemoved®, or Zinoviev-Kemenav uhoao
puhl!cationl of the dete of the planned setszurae 6f power in the bourga-
ols precs wal ‘“no accident". or agaianst Crotsky's "administrative men-
tlllty"{ ! Nc}. n\lno‘ldaumling s Lenin’s critictam of "a mosr velusble znd
wajor theoreticlan aof tha party". Bukharin, who could "only wich the very

Arsatast doubt be regarded as fully Marxien,” for there is sorethiing Bcho-

lastic in hiw (he never learned and I think never fully undarstaod
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) 'j.-'!tou the massga, anéd tha party was not checked by the "ncm-party ﬂuua'(”). O

the dlahctlc."un

What Lenin was summing up, whether it was In the Thoses, or in tim
#ill, ls 2 ;l!-’;lm apent in ihe uvoiuuon:fy movieenL At the toment when
it lchtmﬁ the aﬂlt&lt- praletaxvian zgvolutlon ‘ln history, &nd whare, .
pl‘.allt.u‘optl:c.ally. diu;octlcq blqm I:'hﬂ _gsn_l_g_t_l_gl of all ILlniI‘ﬁ! r.houa‘nt.

It wan na small, abstruse utc‘er vhean vro:a that the mdjor l:hco-
retician of tha pczty é1d "not fully undsrstand” the dialectie, anwwre ttwn
it waz & ninor quta:ian wher ko wvarresd that g the factionsl sizugiles uﬂcct
ac:mliclns dlvnlbm.'notw ng, wothing whetever, that he ot_"nnyom- elos

couid a2y would stop the prolstsrian state fronm collnnn.(ss} Nothing did.

Oice tM.:RuBli‘ﬁ Rsﬁo;_v-:lm was not extended to Zurope, let elons the
mld. vorid oapitsiiem asinad move then o '.branthef. Tha !sblat for: of the
nrﬁun' nm. us uslt us- lts buruucratlssuon. iad to its tnnafomt.im
ln:o apmlu. Gnce the young worhers® stite basued itsalf not on t.lu cmelvlul_

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

byt the “sc_ate Plcns :mco the State Party, the mmlithic state bccum 8 &sotnted

v

PARANIFA

but got its lmpulsau from world productlon. it had nm.!ud a4 may ltlgn of

.t

o

" world capitelism -~ state capitalism. It is Russis’s movement “backwsrds to

Vcl'pl;:aliu" vhich {s axactly what l..on‘l“n feored when, in his laat apeech to
tha Russtion Plt;? Congress, h-e‘uarned thet history hsd witnaased cany retro-
graiﬁom. and 1t would be "utopisn'to thini(fu will not be thrown back.
Thin, just this, wos the resson vhy Lonin did not limit his critique of
his Bolshavik co-laaders to the "politicians,” but extended it to the “aslor
theorsticlan,” Nikolai Bukharin, Lanin would hardly have gone intc an ab—l
stract discussion ebout the dialectle and Bukherin's £allure to "fully under-

stand the dialectic”, st the very movement when he ley writing thin agony -« -

not just physical agwony, but sgony cver the enarly buresucratization of the
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of the vorkors' state and its tendency to wove “backwsvds to capitelism.” Had
ke not fcit that ths thesretical posdtions of Bukbarin on the Nactonzl Question,
ot tha Trade ilmor.s. on tha sconomius of the transition pariod, constitutead a
!m‘of at#fling, rathar than relassing, the creative powers of tihe nasson, le

wourid Mr have msds cuch 2 devnzth:mz eristicism,

. Where Lenin sgnsed “a passion for bnlslnﬁl-ln revolutionsries vislding

state pwor, the New Left in our state capitalist sge, unfortunstaly, and up
by su;»bstiuu. if not the Rusalan state porer, then ths Chinese, sithough the

' . uprinlm_ﬁ, sepecislly in,Ent Kurope, Iwm shown that fraeedom fightars huadar

e,
Fpaaiy i r

faor !mdmi m_ ths State Parr.y. g o the State Plen, frem tho State, and u!u:

S

el

: they. Inmsmd m yers: da-cenzullul:!on of rule -- Workars! Counciu,
“ ‘-nu! l.octull t.'oum.!ll. Youth Counct lu.

In rmth. Kao was alwsys terrified of thw gb',gguv ity o! tm "ihtnlinn"
cmudic:lon. thoat ie €O ny. the nc:uulity of opposition to the Ccmunl:t :
sun from the Left. Thus, ia 1937 during the hroic Yanan m-lnd whon Iu ude::'
kis mujer coﬁtrlbut_lon to dinl-cr. €3, Or, TOTR Accuutnly put, to iu nnsion.
he fnvented s new dlatinction between the "Princtpal® snd a "Princlpdi! Aspest®:
of eom.nd!cl;lon that neithar Morx nor sny Murxist after hlw had svar sesn bn!or
-From this, Iu drev tha conclusion that the _gl_g_g_ nature need -t be the declllw

contndlctton; "Hben the superstrugture -- politics, cultun. and s0 ON =- mm-

the developuent o! the economic_foundation, political acd svitural reform buem
(60)
the principal and decinive factors.” The practicel reeson for this lmnelonr

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

In 1957, he gave & still newar twist to this originsl contribution to phnosophy.
This time the denuding of the close content of contradiction wsa for purpozes of -
adviging Ehrushcihiav to crush the Hungarian Ravolution, end for teiling tiw Cﬁmé

masses thet since the contradictlions in China were "non@antagenisticz™, ware i
"agong the people”, such conkradictions could be "hondled."(61) Ty 1946, we ore
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ﬁ on the same single track. and this tixe, though ll: 18 suppored to be natb!ng
l\ho?t of » "hnend lmluum*‘g )tlu ruuiu!'ion of cmtrnélc:im depand #11 an thl
thought. of m. The Gmt l-hlmmn. Chnimn Hao.” At tie same time, l:hough 8
'uar o the tud“ i dluctcd apeinst "uplulllt rondnra“ like his co-founder, Liu
Sluo-chl, 1t 1s no nea!dcns vhatevor thit the “revolution™ is not agsinit the
: u:ull mlcﬂ. bt !s couf ined to Tcultura,
, T _ndud ané ﬂ!ty years ego, Regel p!mnlnud the inverted relation-
(3 rakllty ohsrdcteristic of "cultura's
Imniaﬂ of -reslity and thought, thair catire gatrangezuny
- of one fyom the other; it is pura culture(6h) /Thts oaly led.
::l:h(' ;ziu, for nhlch.':' the “rh.‘ is abso!utfely fte oun

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

: no accident that t.hc .
aotm lmtl.ut omi. though thay talk glibly enough of ruvomtioﬂ. leave out
thn mlnmﬂu. and tlmugh thsy pmjact notlung ghort of a vorld ravoluuon,
tlln msmtlwu l:lny st out-for ths intallectusls Is cmly that of "Xadical
qughr.amnt of others.” (ﬂ)

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

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

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

#nd has continued, not only in Eagt Zurope and throughout the Third World, hut
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T but ia the tcchnologlecuy advanced countrien, and not only in the recugnlubly
great May 1968 yevolt iz Prence, out with all the nsv forcas of revolution in tae
United Sutu’.cﬂfhng nay farcu of revolut lon -- hnglnning und forgver rotuming

. €6 tha Black ravoluttion, l'lung with tha Youth, Wosan's !.lbaration.' Chicano, -Indiln -
not, howewsT, S0 8 substitute for the proletsriat, but jn solidsrity with it.

It ss pucluly the Black revolution, that continuuus.' peroistant, 'mvcr-mding
‘rovolt that never lets us tcrsnt tha lnelsnnuhlc labor -trumlc. of which thay

a¥e its woat miifcant nat‘(z Une r.hlng Mao recognizer at lesst in words snd that

is the rola of labor. But of course it 4¢ no sccldant th::a:!.l eateh 1s kLis

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

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

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

Hants folilure to grasp dtalactic logic hLas nothing Shatever
to do with “undarstanding philcsophy,™ Dilslectie: Iogle is the
logie of fresdom and can be greapad anly by thoee #8zaged in the
- actual struggle for Freedom. Therein lias the key to tha fulfiil.
went of bumen potentislities aad charein lies that new relation-
ohip bBatwain thesry and practice which could lassan the birthe
Fangs of industrializetion. Anything else 1s tha type of sub-
Jectiviam which hidos Mao's cmnl'!ng necd o transform Cha
struggle for tho minds of sen into ¢ drive to brairwash them..
It ia ssd commantayy én our times 2nd exposce how totally
lacking in any confidance in the sdif-octivity of the masses
ara today's claioants to the titie, "Marxist-Leninist.” Their
milizancy galns momentum only vhere thare ‘1a a atate power to
back it ups... The challenge is for s new unity of Notion and
Rezlity which will ralease the vest untapped enargies of msn-
kind to put an end, once and for all, te whit Herx called the
Pra-hisrory of huvanity so thet its true history can finally ba une
fold, @

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

when it tesusd {ts Hunan Honifesto in 1468
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Contemporary China is the focus of wurld contradietioar...

Bince the pest fow sonthe, the Clase struggle has enterad

. & _higher stags,..Iz 1e 'to everthrow the newborn bourgesiate

s cavadiioh the Mople’s Comemnd of China' -~ 2 maw .

society frae from burssucrsts, 1ika the Patis Communa. (68)
A8 we ses from the Bunan ‘Hanifesto, it I-. after lll, not possible tn
. esuze the dusth of the dislectic for the siwple reason that it is nat only
piilosophy; IC is, sbove all, life -- the ﬁénm!y pant'radlcgory 11fe of
capitiliom, g g;. s yell sg nyivste. Whathar we laok ot the young Chinose
‘rmlutlmﬂni or at the French {both events were in the yur 19689) ¢ whathsr
we lcok Az the afst.!-ﬂctnu war movement or &t tha Black rewolution, or & tiec'
lnut reu fores, wamen's, !lhrﬁt n, in.t% United States} thay all slw the .

l.la ta the m-ntn of ¢

tlaurlu.' It heunu iup:r-tiw thtraEcre‘ gace snd for all,. to esiy tht

theonttc vsld since Leninis death. .,uuleutun cmratlm will aund tn -

anazemsnt 4t the eguivocal snd ralantless red(stence that those who cail th:n-

aslves Marxists in our ags have cerriad on against "tM dinlestic prép'ﬁ and l
the dislactics of liberation which Lenio hud vorked out both cn tiw sy to
pouor snd Gftar pover was achisved, dut socialism wes not. It uzs Lenin's
sorclucion that "poclaliss cannot be intsoduced by & ainority, a h'.'ty“. that
enly when the population "te & wan™, TO A HAN toke metters fnto thair own
hands. It is only whar this becowss not only the underlying philosophy of
revolution but ie prectice, thet the fdes, fresdom, will no longer be |

“philosaphy™; it will be raslicy.




