:ﬁu l/ll— ww[rﬂ W,iy?

SOVIET MARXISM AND NATURAL SCIENCE 1917-1932, By BRAVID JORAVSKY
Columbisa University Press, New York 1961

This 1s quite an excollent book which shows the exact opposite
of what is supposed to be thel'lanlniat" view of philesophy, that is to
-say. he reveals that "partyness" in lanln was tho exast opposl
what it became urder Stalin; t.hat. far frompoing & mnolhhiam

Al’so, the disregard for philcaophy in_the who"o of the second
international, even in its good days. On ﬂ pthe author quotes -
fautsky, in 1909, holding. that-"Harx proﬂl o philoeophy. but, thoL_

of all philosophy!  __ . o - , Qﬂﬁ— ST
S POV S

the; raferencos to Plekhenov?’s interest in the materialists of
the 17th and 19th centuries, (Joravsky dves sense that the
Phllosophie Notebooks was q new £tago,-but becsnse of its frag-
mentary nature considers it (lidle zpe uhtion/ to try to draw concluslons
from it, He does, however, on*m@_sp\aak of "Lenin's telief in the
nﬂ_ficance of his philcsophy. (Chapter 1)

Chepter 2, Lanin and the Partyness of Philosophy. Pe 2:,
tha author shows that Partynass’ that Lenin co:l.nad feant no mor

class sm-tgglo in action.

I b.Lenin 'l.iked Bogdanov' ho-k ;- Fhilesophy: lnd
~Taet thoug ra.s & poeudonym For Plekhonov, Phﬂcaophio ,,nautrali
continu o bb a cordition for the unity of the Folshevik faction. It
Ly uh ttthe Machists); througﬂbg.;orky. sent_in_to the paper an n.rticle

ed a figh‘b aga.inat. hj;uhm_jw__i\alm 3 "his-.oriul
ophy of J il
3]

‘ Lenin "Imd a po
but it wa ngj‘it.o join the philogophical and politi

issnes that Russien Marxdats puing about; IT WAS TO SEPARATE TilEM,!

o ____.--——"""“-"-"-'_' ‘_“—"‘-‘——-a-?._.

0@ vhere part 2 Wﬁmm. we got an ent.trely diff=
arent oconcept of the intra pa politics and philosophy, with the nota-

tion that M.B. ¥itin was then (April’'29, a Deborinits fighting ?ainst -
the Machists and~he_quotes Deborin, the early Deborln, on\p_._jé )

.

--_

"The stamp of @a_jectuism knd ’voluntarism' 1es E all the
tactics of so-called 'iolshaviam.-—the 5-phiTosophical expresaion
_of which chism ... Our Machist-shaped Marxists are con-
“scious B6 “ﬂc’s. who *givhk moaning' to the practice and tactics
of the lgatter. And Bolshevik tacticians and practical people
are unwitting )bessozmt&l‘rwe) Machlcts and idealists.m
W MM&‘.QUA
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For ow purpozes, the important chapter is 5 called the @ultural
Revolution and ‘Marxist Phélosephers. On Voerins the questiun of the
level of philoaophy, beginning with the new Philosophical Journal, Under
the Banrer of Marxism, inf 1922, was at first not natural science but
Boclal and political theory~Fenin's communicatisn was published in the
(. socond isgue: 'Materialism cannot be militant materislism, It will

MN/—’:W mch the smiter as the smitten. Lenin's communicatlon.ims

. "af the significance of militant materialism" ard proved to b
\&Mﬁ f eritical importance (Collected iorks, volume 33, p. 208 } A
. . ' ‘ PR A
r{\w"’ v 0 the author deals with ths whole point of Lenin's Letter
\ . which was to grart the Journal "a solid_philosopnical ground" =~ Heggl
" Dislectics, Tt is herae that the quotation occurs abou
Ythe group of editors aml contributers of ths magazine er the banner

/" {}ef Marxzism should, in my opiniom;be & kind of 'Hooieby— ¥nterialigt—"
A ' Wecﬂcs'g On the fouo-.r the EUthor notes
s _ tho-¢ on of an actual society called "Friend of -Us Hogelian Dialotich;
L . later it merged withk the Sociely ol :ilutant iateriglista to beceme the

Soclety of 24ilitunt Yaterialist Dialecticians (EJA) 1928, £12, footriote
p- 334 ' .

B3, /Tae aut;hor speaks of how difficult it was in those years tp
: goigntists to work within the 88mmunist Academy's Section of the

@a.eldbmant Sciences - .
8o thinks that Lenin's atero( was shown in the

fact-thet Ienin advised the youth to study Veverything Plelchanov_wrote
zon Fhilesophy dm . tor 3 ta_the best_in all the international literatura
of Marxism(e, onthen he was criticising Sukhmrin's Ander-
standing of . Guter proof of the hetfadoxy, I think, is
lenin's gcceptance in the Bolsheviks Vparebists 1ike Lundcharsky, Polamovs
and Baffov who were given very high posts, though they never disc fied ™
\the:lr ehism and, of cowrse,” Lunacharsky became figzcs Cormmissar of

(:))\ ;Biucation, It was the Eogdanovs who uasayxyi- ereated the Proleicibuls

: which, at first, Lenin tolerated but 1My, 1;19 doclared "mericless
\/ hdstﬂity"(Se,e-HamIniz_odhug;igg_to Mat, Bmp, which was isaued on the eve
of the Second Congress of Proletcult.}(Aukharin,tos, was an admirer of
%

Bogdanov)

pd

otsky, the auther shows
theor an sSukharin, and his

was revsaled in the ons

b, e tine was (1925) lecturing on 0nfp. ._the author is zood
at showing thet both Trotsky and Bukhardn theug ttle of Lenin as &
philozopher; Trotsky even considered Lajrzue ahcad of lenin as a source .

Jpf's 3 Yarsiat philosemny, - Lo-tva G e akoms )
™ Lenia's Phllosophic Mo shal — and they were publfahed \
during the controversy. P amE——
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ATAKA IS A COLECTION OF POLBMITAL ARTICLEB 3Y BUKHARIN
23

“The author quot'.asr Bukharin:

"In wy visw, the relztionships.of production are the labour .
co=ordinetion of psorle (consliiered as 'livin machines!y in
space #nd time, The system of these relationships is &
Insychical' aad a system of planets together with thelr
Doterninatensss of place at each chrenological point-ﬂt is

nrhat /umtho systen a system.™
(P& contain vory inters t.‘:.ng footnotes to this Chapter

Bz &J:* otaky' m Stn.lin's Lecture on the
Foundatione of Ieninlism in Aprid, 1924y 1 el that Lenin hed
a ¥sltanscheueng  {3) Sukharin's sdmissisn in his autoblogrgohy for

Granat about "heret cal 1nc11nation tovard ek empirio-c tics
v ni?, 135~36 but he denies that and
Nadition, p¥. #31-4325 al3o refars
- rrocical Mater ism. ‘ 83. 173 g
finally snm: Eeohomics of the Toansition Period, he :
-/ of Boy vis terminoiogy. AW 4)SDaborin vas tﬁo-[edito'- il
Ency edis but ‘zad to approve ma.ny mechaniat;c ﬁrtlclea.

. In Chaptier 20 f%qs Goncluslon, the a
: ;tla-fhe conflict botwoen Positiviem

.r- e)that. triumphed in the preat brcak
a cruel 1oke on the phﬂosoplﬂa (p. 311.n‘o)




