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" 'PHILOSOPHIC AY3IVALENGE OF LENIN




SRt T T T

THE SHOCK OF RZCO3NITICK AND TH& PHILOSOPHIO AHBIPALENLE OoF L.VIN
¥ RAYA DUNAYEVSFAYA

The similtoneity of the out3reak of thu first world war and ths -

German Sacinl'nnmooracy'- voting war crudits to tha Kai-ef'a‘government

tock from under lenin the phildadphic ground on which he hed stood and '

had thought wo impregnable. August &, 1914 had sma;ﬁbd to spitheraens
the concepts thnt all tendesncias in the Marxist movemsnt Bsd held 1h'commonQ.f‘
Up to Augult 4, 311 had agreed thet the matorisl condit*onn laid the bnaia-
for the crestion of s new asocinl ordar, that the more ndva1cad the. matarial
cand;tianl, the batter prenared would the prolatariat be for tak!ng'QQer
poworrfrom "the bou rgooisie, and tha largar the mass Party gnd the‘morh

Thu zm£0r131 wu: the resal and tha axplanation for tho ideal. To bgliave
anything el-e was philo-ophic ideslism, .bourgascis apologstics, cJarical

obacurantiim.

Afier August 4, however, Marxist revolutiguariaes hsd 1o face

a nhocking now raality — Merxist luad-r- (recogn.zad as luch by the

whole International, éolsheviﬁs included) at the head of ths largatt rass
party, *The zreat Garman Soclsl Democracy, in the most techno]ogically
sdvanced leznd, were ihe very ones who had ordsrod workers, not to destroy
yorld'capitalium,'but to clusughter each cother across naticnal frontiers for
"the defense of the fatherland.® In the Pace of thllVCOllapIE of al) his
provious conceptions of Lthe relationship botwesen ths meterinsl and the idsalt‘
subjective end objeciive, the universel end the particulsr, Lanin was forced

to search for s new phllosophy. If Kegel hud never existed, lenia would

heve had to invent Hegelian dislectics to reconatitute hios own rsason.
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*t wa-n't that Innin sxpariencud a |1ngle ;nltsnt‘a hasitation

nbout his own ravclutionary opponition to the impurinlist war. On the

f,.l s '

i contrary. vlhere othor 1evolutionary opponentn of tho war were ‘80 over—

3 wholmd hy thl conapn c." the - s«:ond Intarna*t.ionﬂ that thsy consi.de"'ed

it nno.lznry to 1imit 'the struggla rar peace“ to that which nould unite

‘Vﬁll tundencicu who had not hatrayad, Lanin wes nianaut in his opponition,

'ta 'i.ndiaurimlnatc unity“ ) and uculd not meys ,.rom the most extrome snd

unoqyivocal l‘ngana — tHe dafoat of cos fs own couﬂtry 1s the lesser

[y
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cvil. Turn tbe imperialist war 1nto a civil) war, . In e word,’ insafer ag

Lonin wal concarned, hhﬂt waz- noadxd was not tha plcking up of the piecaes

’,""- R A R

rf'whn‘\once was. dhnt bad hoccma imperativo was the total :spsration

The battering

‘th; ditlac'ic -proper ¥ the principlu'br,the "tran»forma-ion into opposits.
'-1l vhni Lnnin woe to s;ngle “oirk in the’ Hngcllnn dinlac+1c. -
AJ tha holocsunt envalogsd the World ani other opponentl of the
wWar were ruuning ‘akbout withoat roorganiziug their owm thinking, lenin, the
moment he';;ached Bern in S¢ptemwer, 1914, repaired himss1f to the livrary

to grapple with the works of Hegel, espacially hie Science of Loziv., Por

_an uncomprﬁmiling revolutionary iike Leiln to spend hié dayvs when the
whols world, iﬁcluding the Marxist movement, was going to plecsa, in ‘the

Bern: Liwrary must, indeud have prisented u atrango, an incomprehenaible

{1)The phrase appears 1n lenin's letisr #o lollontai: ¥You emphasize
that 'we must put forward a slogan that would unite a1ll.' I will
toll you frankly that the thing I fear most st the premsnt 1ime is
dndiscriminate unity which, I anr convince3, is most dangersus and
haraful 4o ths proleterist,® (Quoted in Hkmoriss of lanin, Vol. II,
pe 160, by . K. Krupskaya.)

This




.

-_ight. But dny m nnd dny out, ror a whoie year (2’ Lanin vould not

he a:ond.- Jult ao hic polltical nlogm, “.’s‘urn the 1mpori.auat war into a

ouu m," hoou:u the m‘litical iy Gr.e.t Divide l.n Htrxllm, w0 hia Abstrect
o Rogcl'l __51_ bocane tha phi.lo-ophio rm&ata.on ror a1l serious wr.l.tinxs

that Lnni.z \ua to ao ror ‘the reat’ or ke llro, from gmgrillim end m-te

‘and é utioh Y tho ove or Honmhr, 191?, thra-.z;h'.the work of the actual
g P DR .
Rtvolut ¥4 to hs.- lﬂ.;l.

Lﬂni tumd to Hogel warily oncfugh, torcwr roiﬁ;ding}-himulf that
b E

h-. 'L'I.l rm'tdl.uz hi.u 'utcr!.l.liitlcllly,' nnd, a2 a mter!.nltlb, wu 'uen—-

-of rasogm.ti.m

: ti&ﬁ_t}m,- ltn'n-'dii.' otic‘-w n “cmunuy.tﬁhnb ;mguwunnuo,
- . - i - ..“ - s f Al
L e PP LNy e TR L :
’ added Harz's *appncntion’ m_thi commni Iuaifnio. "he.

manmn‘t nnd salf-
abltrd.ct and ahutruu (difficult,
nhmrd?)-Eogolhnim!?.u.'rho 1deu or unﬂ.vernl movemcnt und change

(1815 Laga) mn .disolosed. bnfozo ite lppliontion to 11:: end- wainty.

s -‘,_ o

It was . proolu.md in rsferance to society (1847)- cnrliqr than in relation
to. man (1859)“" () .
'J.'o zrup the full impect that tm- reading of Regel hnd upon Lenin

we mat hep 1n mind that lenin did rot kmow Marx 'e now !‘-.mou- 1644

Ecanomic-mnonognio Ham-erigt

(a) Antuully Iﬁnin spen§ two yur---29114-191 ~~in the mbnru But m completed
the “Hogal- ltddiel in 1915 md hegln thhgﬂh!ring of materinml for writing
Impericiiem, . C e

* Tho refsrenss is to Tha comnunist l{nﬂ.?uuto.

“* The reforence is to. Tho Origia of Bpecie; clew, ‘

(5) I heppesiod to have hean the first o, _trancieve lenir's Abstracte I will be 5
using, aunly, my own translution, (Appendix By Morxiasm and Fresdom, 1943 edition, .
hersinafter reforred to as Mi¥e ) For the convenlsnce of The readars, however,

-1 will aleo ofte the paglnation'in the Moscoy trnnalnticn.-—(v- I. L-ni.n. ’
Collected works, Vol 33.) MaF, p. 3313 Yol, 38, p. 12,
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N‘hat untn is thlnking about conoretsly, e ne L2 roadj.nz Hoxel‘a Beiunc- of
Q&E’; is, uu-z'l Ca i.tnl. on the one hnm!, end, on the other hend, hie atruggle
with 'mlglr uhrj.nlim." Tbus, evan av ha 1s nrguing ¥ith Hegel aul de-
llpﬂ-iuz the section,’ Bain;-ror-.‘!clf in tho Coctrine of BSeing, us ‘dtrk wutcrl,
hl fououu M up witha ""ho jdaa of the trnusfcrmtlon nr the ideal into thu
roal 1- _\:_g__caud. ?cry important for hlntory. Hat al-o in the porsonal 1ile
of mon’ n i.: ovident thlt thers {a mich tmth in this. Aguins?- vulgar

a'.af.orh.l m. ) 'rhe ditr-renci of thc mnl from tha mnterisl is also

not uncomiitiml not . %&nruamaﬁt 1ch."' )

'n L th.l.n duamry of thd‘rilatiomhtp botwsen tho 1desl: -na the

mtcria& in Hogol. whiuh had 1sd Lerin: to see thut tho

cutngoﬂ.u H!'.on he was. st1l) !.u the nautrim of Bai -0l ha alreacdy Vltr.ll.d‘
both thc 1dont§.ty or, nnd trnnator-*t.\.nn iuto, oppasiten:s . "Mialectitic

i.o tho doctrinl of the 1d--1t5.1.1 of oppo:i.tu—-hov they ven be and -how thoy

iccomo-—undar which condit!.auu ihoy hecomo identical, tnnsrorming one into
~tho othl....' (5) When we got to the Dociriune of Esesnce, as we saw, the
stress vas ?n thc os]lf-movement, first and foremost. As he continuaes his~
comment o oanhl-I_.aw of Contradiction, his stress is not on the identity of
opposites s .cn the Aransition from one 4o the other and-the sharpening of
the uon'.tr'n.di‘étion, on the cne hand, and, on the other hahd, such comprehensive
k:nauledgo oi‘ totnutx that evon causaliiy, that rugbesr of "nao-omplric' sm,*
hcomn Wit & "mouant* of the whole s N

"Cauam und eoffech, ergo, only of svery kind of
interdapendenss, oconnestion {of the universal), the
concatonation of ovents ave only Iinks in the chain

of the davelopment of matter.Y :

"WB All-sidedness and ‘all-ombnoing charncter of worid

connaction are only one-sidedly, gjzultorily and incom-
pletely axpressed - by causulty.'(

(4)WuF, pe3%B8; Vol Yol 8, p.1?6- . *This sentence La in English in lenin's text,
(GNP, P33R Voo 38, pali3.  (S)AF, p.335: Fol 38, palS9. 13214




new page 5

It was iun this final section on Eeuence thet Lenin sroke with the

kind of m'p:urhu.u;.a"nd tnéon-ltntont. enpiricien that overstrecsed woience and the

u.utogory of fuu-;lnty' to sxplaln the relstionehip of mind and matter sven as

E _ ‘:l.m sccnoa.a luus' and 'eananﬂe' had conatantly ba:*‘ contracted to Ysppearance®

: w8 if° \l‘.oniy tho totnl&_z of a problum had woon c'r.hmzf.cd. Vhat becams calisat

_'tnr lsoin nmt wad the Hagelian eonocpt ot "mm-"

“ﬂm assence 43 thet both the, uarld ol nppcmnuo snd the
umﬂd which 1s 1n $i%toelf are suen‘uany ‘mopeute of the
lmwltd‘o of nature. a3, stepe, unmgn .'i_._n zg_r_deapon—
18; of) L-.unwlodge. T

O R ]

L g e

Ian.t'n nho hp’a up & conltant sryunent wi.th himﬂ.f. Every tlme hg

yag nq_i;fitiu ,lgnnnt Hcgoz' 'nylticim ami cnpty podnm.:-y, lmu.n, ot the same

mn »Eagol trlu--sr.mttma aven strains hlnul!‘ 'tpd worriss

‘ Gn death-~to subsume’the parposeful mtlvlty’ of man under the .
" 'categoriea of logic, soying that this sotiviiy Ls the *syllogism,’'
-, L Ahet the sukjeot plays the role of mome sor of ‘meoker’ in tm '

2770 Togleal 'figure? of the syilogism, otc., then $his ta not only =
. G skrein, not only & game. Thers ie. herd a " very daep. o contant )

, 7 'parely sateriaiiftic. It 15 nececsary 4o turn thic arounds The
. pradtical wotivity of _uan,-repseted ¥illions of tines, must lend
-;tha’ consciousnass of wan to the repititiom cf the various -
- . logieal figures in order that 1(9350 ton achivvs ..'ho significence

: _or an axion. 'fh’.l pote dane.”

It i.a pruulloly hcc.nun Llnin s Abstrect of anl’l Szience of logic

raveals a u!.nd in lction, arguing with itself az well ae with Hegel, edvicing

himself 4o rcturn to* Hegel, "o work out' Ldens, hhtory. sctence, Marx's Capitel,

curr-nt thooriu, Iszzming ap opposites, end Ieepinp; into the Rotioan which ho now trnn-" 4

lntud-n *Hi Proedon uubjuati.vi.ty {for?) gool, consciousnsss, striving zm.' (9’ that
Lenin's Abstract Wecomes en exoliing experionce also for his readsrs. Thus, Lonl.n no

soonar du!.gnatu the first aectlion of the Xotion as *Thess parts of the work should

be calleds a kest msans of getting a headache's than he also mocentuates
the followings "¥B Hegel's analysis of the Sylloglen (I~P-U, 'individuel

(71EaFp. 5557 VoI 28, 5-155. (CNGE, p.3i3; Vol 38, p.130. (9IHAF, p-378; Yol 38, p.164
; ¢ This sentence is in Engiish in Lenin's {ext. 13215
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particular,'qnivefsal,‘!P~I-U,' otc.) ia remiriscent of.Mbrx‘; 1m£ta£ion
of Hagel in Chapter I.'_(;o) Lenin will lster develop yhe closs relationship
‘batween Marx's Capital and Hegel's Logics .
M1 Marx did not loave a Logic (with a capitsl lsttor), he
1e£% the logic of capital, and this chould be espacinlly util-
iz0d on the given guestion. 7In Oapitin), ths logic, dinlactic
and theory of knowledge of materialiam {5 words sre nol neceseary:
they ers one snd ths aame} are applisd t& one ncio?ce taking all
"ihat is valuable iv Hegel and moving it forwurd.d (11}
But .while he is #till in section one of The Doctrine of ths Hotion, Lanin feels
the need to suparats himsel®, first, from Piekhanov, end suddenly evsn from
himuslf. Three sphorisma quickly follow one after the other:

’(l)rPlikhanov criticisss Kantianism (and agnosticism in genersl)
. .- mora from thcyvulgar'mgterialiatlc than the dialectic m;inrial-”_

e o A8%4C POAnt: OF VA3W e e

"(2) (At the vbsginning of ths 20th cunﬁury} Mérxi;tu‘critici-gd-

- the Kantians and Humists more in a Feuerbachisn {end Buchnerian),
' than in'a Hegelian, manner.® . '

"It is impossible fully 4o grasp Merx's Capital, ond especislly
its firat chapter, if you have not studied through and under-
stood the whole of He el's-logic. Consequently, none of t?e
Marxists of the past % century have understood Marxti? (12)

-Tha 2pigone who deny that ﬁsnin had himlélf in mind must answar
what lanin did mesn by the additional ramsrk alongside ihe firast two aphoriszs,

'concorning_the question of the C§iticinmrof wodarn Kentienima, Macklsm, etc, M

whose work mwors than his own Materialism and ggpirio-ﬂq}ticiam, centersd so

(10) M&F, p. 339; Vol 38, p. 178. Ghapter I refers, cf course, to Cepital., It
is the very chapter thal Stelin, in 1942, when he decided to bresk with Marx's
Analysic of the Law cf Value as characteristic of cepitalizm end only ¢spitalisn,

‘ardéraquoviut:theorotidianl‘not.tarrolla#.‘E(See theitraaslation from Pod

fnemenen Marxisma and my commentary on it snd the debatss arsund it in the
Azericen Economic Review, Sept., 1944 1o Sepl., 1945.) Ever since it has .pe-
mained a subject of controvarsy whenever the quastion of slienation andg the
fatishlem of coumodities becomss the subject of discuesion.

(11) MF, p. 253; Yol 38, p. 349, :

(12) MzF, p. 340; Yol 3B, p. 180.
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on "Machism"? The real point ie not, of course, the mare question of naming
nsuas, much lesa whether the aphorisams contv‘n asxageratione. Thus, ncoae Yud

wr;tten mqre profoundly than lnnin on Mnrx'- Gapital, enpeciaily Volaze IIX,

and Lenin certainly did not'mean that all who wishad to study Capitel mat, firlt,
lnhor through the two volumis of the Scieace of logic. ihut was crucial to him
now,‘uhat he saw looming wefers him was a great philonophic dnbnta, suddenly
diroctcd, not so much against Hogel as mgainst Plekhanav and even sending a
contradiction within himself, his philosophic past. The prool i1a in the fact
'1that he.was nou not fully atj-fied, aven with his essny, Karl Marrz, thet he

had just complatod for the gncycinpadia Grnnat.

In cal ling atiention to the fact thst Laniv'a sazay had Wegun. with

ion af philo-ophic mate ialism and dialactirs, Xrupskays commnntod

that “thin wns nat the unuul vay of preaﬂnting Mhrx'u toachin&s.'( ﬁ) That
.; certainly vas trus, Hhat Kruplkaya does not wention was thet & this departure

from pruviouc enalysis had, hy the tims Lenin finilhed the whole of ths Lo ic,

not heen concrete enough to :atiufy his new comprohennsions of the Jialectic.
The exaay vas hritten during July-hovembor, 1914. lenin had eegun utudying
ths ;ggig in Sentomhar and comploted 14 om Decemder 17, 1914 This and the
date on which he wrote a new letter to Zranat -- January 14, 1915 -~ helps us
‘pinpoint when Lenin thought the great revelution in his philosoghic concepflons
occurred. In any cass, with cheractaristic precision, this 1a what Lenin
wrote Granet g
"By the way, will thers not still ne time for certain correctione
"in the section on diulectics?...] have keen studying thie
question of dialectics for the lsot month-ande-s-hzlf and I

think I could add something to it if 4there was time...!

The process of the break with ¢1d comtepbs is nowhere clearcr 4hsn

.
] . Y d
[ R . - NI

in kis commentary upon the rsiatisnship betwuan thaory and prqctice.

{15) ¥emories of lonin, 7. 155




Thus, even when lenin speaks asoutl prnticu.! he stresses thet Hegel
is here taliding adout practice "in the theory 'o: sognition,? Whersupon '
Lanin himeslf begino to sosr1 Alisss Ksn's cognition not only roflects
the ob.j.uctf\.ra world, but crestes 1.9 (24)
| Eow far we have trnvolled from the Tphotogopy theory pormesting

&tn 1:11“. and Empirio-critxci.cml And yet 1% 1s no‘h ‘Sessuse Lenin hed forgot

his al.orhl'.tt raote, moh Ius hins revolutionsry doua on a‘au comai.o'.u--
ness. Rather it is that even on Marxiet thought L-n.tn had zd.nod from Hygel
» totally n!w spprscinticn of the unity of materialism sad idealisu. IL L3
ihis vm.ch \d.ll gnmsn‘to Larin®s post -191§ writings, whether thelr tepic h

ghi‘auoghg oF poltticl, soonopics or o.g nization, And buinz, at the ssnwe 'hmo, a

© uen of the eono rete Lanin 'tran-lntu* nogol's phx.-au shout ‘r.hc 'non-uctunlity of
. %he’ uorld' as follcuu “The world does not uthfy izan end man decides to ohnngc .tt,;
Wy hia l.cttvityo
Inw uord, it hn't that L.uin has gexe into abstractions in gaining
: a nINW appraolntion of idealisa. It i that in geining thia apprecistion,
.tho Aholuto Idea begsn to loxe tho sttribute of all thlngi avile '
Naturally thi- 1e not due to any transformeticn of lenin from ruvolutionsry
-mah,rialid ‘to "hourgeois idealist,® nor to any wcceptence hy.him of Hcgul':
concept of God or some "¥orid Spirit® unfolding itwelf. Rsther it is that Llenin
now sees that, though Hegel is dealing only with thought-antities, that the
wovement of "purs thought® not only "reflecte® reality, sut that the dialecilc
» (15)

in the one snd tha other is e procecs, and the Adsolute is "abaolute negativitys

Lenin's profound grasp of the sscond negation which Hegel calls %the turning point'("

leads Lenln to question Hegel'n diversion o the nunbers gemeewhother the
dialectic £e a Stripiieity® or "quadruplicity,® with the resull that Hegel con-
trsuis "almple” and "ebsolute.,* Leénin commentas "The difference is not cleor
to me, is not the adsolute squivalent to the more ogncrate?® (17) lenin now
*tranolates® moth sdsolute end ralative as “moments® of davelopment.

(14)m. Pe %47} Vol. 38, pe 212, (15) Idid, p» 200
Hogozé'scicnc- ce of logic, Vol. II, P AiTe

17 ;Vol -
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By 'bhc t;lm Lnnin. hyo dowa thn Sclenue of g‘ he is not
snn ann:yod hy ihc Aholut- Ldon- ';olng 'bo nnture.a Imttad, ho suyu that
anol thorny 'atratohu & l-.:..ﬂ. to. =a ari.al.im." He writes ehtcdl:.’a

} .

"It 4o nnteuarthy t]ut the. vhoh lhaptar on the - -
+ L2bsoiute Tdeal, xokroely .apyn a word chout God (hepdly
. over Haya:'ivine b fhotiod* WiiPpad wat tcnider.-i.ly
- ond 8Pk Loou. heAJnthld: X--dt obntainy. almoat 1 hin; S
thaﬁ &apseitically Tdeatiam, wud bne for its. x.qin P
tho ‘didtect Lo “methods - mm aue ihing mrn_t.’ufﬁb' o
mm} S 0f FHegol 3 W0PKN thope Le the: In; LS 16&:&5?
_ _nur..],n_x_lm.' #am:aamry, ! m' qct:

Faidi uao' of th- ‘cxoitomnt tha'c he-

gnta.gz of m“- '

Plnkhlnov mto prqnhly unr! .

o 1&:-1:&@ ‘Bogdanor . ‘sgadnst Kantiad
LAy .mlcnnyhr {anluouc). TR
u\‘thou‘nu abous the-Larger [ogic,- u Nn..ghtn
; atio groE-.‘u - phi.lwopha.u scu 3 nu! (18

o bh-mg 6P a7 -;ngu wiole and the cognition-of i4e
qp‘bﬁd,lntery partssosis the, e s s 8 n'o a,4i0f diqlacsic-
‘speat .of dislectics _(—.g. » in Plékhenov ) hually ro=
$nadoquate. tontionp the ldcaﬂzty of appe-n.es i2 taken

s ,tha‘pun total of 9 x K'm'p 1l o s Rffor exemple, .n uad,f ffor
oxauplE, " prinitive com.mi.m."" The seme is tn.taoejr Enznlu. But
‘ the: intersats af"ﬁbpunriutim.a..
ut il Lenin's lpprociu‘li-on of dinhotic: thnt sven hh ‘raf=’
ersnoes to 'c'.!.tricl.l o‘ucuunthn,' a "storile Ploner.' 1w ezpandad to mean

‘e -t.qr!.lt fiouor thnt gron on the living tree of llviug, fertilae, ganuinu,

powerful, omipotout, objootiw, absolute humsn knoxledge,"

182!2_- ﬁ, P B

19)B5F, Po 3505 Vol- ,é. pe 277,

(20)?01- By pe 359, pe 5650
We do not havo lenin's Notes on Hegel 's Fhenomenology of Mind, wut the Note-
books on Imperislism show that he had read it while ha wae preparing the
Pamphlet on Imperislism. (The Notebooke are s mascive 739 pages as against
the short pamphlet that was actually puhlivhed.)

13219




new page 10

As agzainst the comrenis by lenin alongeids works by cthers, zainly

Hegel, the iut quotation u.u frov: the only article by lenlnsspecilfioklly "0a
‘mnlaetica." Thmﬂh Ukewise not prepared for punlcntion, thisg, &t least, hee

never Yeen Yrosted as sere “Jof.tmga." It-ie the isst vord we have from lanin’c
strictly ph_l_lomphig commentary of the orucial 1914-191% period. 3Jince Lenin had

not propared his Philosopnls Moiskooks Tor pubucntzon-md they tharefora reratned
Tprivate ;.' ‘Aninoo 1nnic sesned siaply %o huve covntimied with him sconcmis atudl.c'n,
po‘l.ti.cal thuu, orgenizational work; and since the fantional polerics ‘sontimed
umhotndly,. Lon:ln'l heirs werz not pﬁ-pand for the tnuﬂttn of feslng = most c-mf'u.-
sing, _wnuy ocntradictory dou‘llc vision: on ik one hand, the known wulgerly antariat

istic htar.’miim angd mpirio-ac?itioim. and, on the othar hond, endlua refurannn

't ,_‘-t.ho dilluounln of hhtory, the dl.a.lect.i.c of -evolutlon. the di.alootic
of‘ ult-d-temination covsr!.ng both the Hauonul muuan und waud rnvol..tion, the -
diulectln relationnhi.p oi‘ theory to practice sn" rioe werun, and syen Lie dhleuu- of
Enlnhov.lk lmderlhip to thuary, “to the ulf‘-ucti.v!.ty of ".N maTeTs A8 uoll EY ] to

- %eelf. mzn-- adhlrant.s an wil) os politleal oppoaents huw nothing, and cared
lasa, nh_mn*nny graat philosophic Adivide sat up by Hsgel's tlsolnle Method-~tlhe
dislectic of developmont of the pure movement of thought? hnd of ranlity waltllng
its wey, through contradictions, to %0 1otal s unliy of ckject and auhjer"l., that
the ao;!.vlat, the rovelutiocnary materislist tp'ain could copy out thw philaasphlcal
Sdealist Hegel's concopt of *subjectivé and lay' uf:ec:'.ul sirees on the laat untincu

Sgach new atage of exteriorization (that is, of faFther deta}anatldn) ig ulmo
an interiorization, snd gromtor extonsion is also higher Intenait The
('c.he.st: conaequantly is also the most concrete and tubjcotho.u % 1)

How could anyone conceive thet the “philosophic neutraliet® who, for a
long pﬂ'!.od, accepted sven "Machirte® into the Jolshavike just so long =s Lhey
scceptad 'aoiahavlk dlscipline,” would now be under thes epall of what hs celled "the
dlalectic pi-opqr,' that this, fust this, waild hccﬁmo‘unin'l underlying philosophy?
For his part, Lenin was faced with ithe fact thet he had to fighi afatast wot cnly

betrayers and Monsheviks sa well az non-Bolshavik internationalista like Rosa

luxemburg and "the tutch,"™ but s8lso hix own emall Bolshovik group abiosd. And ho .
had to do so on, of all Lthinge, 8 mubject that Solsheviks hod previously ogresd to
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NEW PASE 11

“In principlg*-—ths solf-geterminetion of netion-.(aa)'

Squenly, lenin found himaelf totally ulone end, tha little word--

dislecticve--kept wpringing up everywhere. It was no longer limited to *Lhe trene-
formation into opposite® insofar as either trunsformstion of compatition into mano-
Poly or a ssction of lsbor into the “erietotracy of labor" was concsrned and which
was alac to explain Mopportunism® and the cullapse of the 3aceondé Intsrnastionsl.

How dialoq#ica was extended 1o revolution itself. And the "enemy"—-the itheoreticsl
enegy was none other than the Bolshavik thsoretician, Bukhsrin. The stark new

truth wae that Lsnin ¢alled ihe. Bolshevik appoaition to self-detarminztion of nations

*néﬁbing_chort of %imperislist sconomiam.” For our purposes ths importsnce of ihia

“'debale rests not so much in Bukharin'c thesis es in his mathodology, which Lenin

- keptireforring to all the way to his death hed, as we shall see. Msanwhile, Lenin's

Qratwa&'q?ousid1ﬁy-Bukhurin‘- stetemenl thot ‘ ‘

“The imperialist spoch is an epcch of the absorption of smell states,® that _
- Mtharefore® it was "impossible to atruggle azainst.ihe enslavoment ‘cf nations,"

except, "cf course," in a struggls for .socialism, and that "tharefora...any

dsvialion from that rosd, any sdvancsment of !pariizl! taske of the '1iberatien

of nations' within the reslm of capitaliast civilizatidn was utopian and
. reactionsry.” (22 '

It waa the “therefcr&'l"‘th;t Lsnin Qost intansely oppoved. Es Insiated
‘that @he hérror- of the impefialist war had 126 to Ythe !Eépronnicn of human
reazoning ;" how otherwiase sxplain the Bolshevik Wcurious errors in logic?"  Instend
of thaif zgeing that tha very transfbrzatian into oéposite of free competitive
capitalism into zonopoly impsrialism and its suppresnion.of nntional democracy would
produce realstance; thot ths impales to self-movemsnl cage procinely out of thesa
contradictions, becoms tha dinlectics of revaluiion. To think otherwias, Lanin
inaisted, was 1o trest masses as object instend of subject of hi;tory. If ths
®therefore's" do not smergs ocut of Llhe living controdiction inalead of ths dead

substance, then socislism is nothing but 2n "ought.? The truth is that

(22) 1 will be quoling Oankin snd Fizhar, The Bo)oheviks 2nd ths World War
becuuse 1t wes Bukharin's theses (ses sspecinlly pp. 215-227), out the latest ard one
of the finest booka on'tha'hattie against nitlisnal chadvinism,far the -périod sfter
the 3olsheviks gained powsr is to we found in Movhe Lewin's Lenin's last Struggls;
and the most comprehensive on tha ifational Questian both befors and aflar Bolshevism
triumpked is The Formwiion af the Soviel Unioni Comranisx and Nationalisw by
Richerd Fipes. Se» alsd my chaster on Stalin in Yarxism aad Frasdar,
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not only:the prolotari.at hut naw revclutionary forcas—the nat...onal minoritiuv--

were aricing and making the fight for- lnlf-dctumination of na‘hiom no‘h onl:r
"principle“ but a rea]:n;' aa %he Irich Eastar Rebolll on: preved. "‘hnro acyer
has hun a “pure" revolution und the national ravolts wers val*d ®oth in them~

solves and aa the "irocili¥ for the proletarian revolutions.

Dalectics, that 'aiée'a-a of ravolution,'(zh) has besn on  aany gront
edventures uince Hegel cronted it cut of ihn scfiou of the Pronch massns {25)
snd thsre‘.iy revolutionized mtaphy-ics. wWhat had besen, in I-legol, a révoluti.un _
in philor.opby, hacamc, with Marx, s philo:ophy of revalution, 3 to‘t.ally new ‘
thaory of libaration — the proletarinn ravoluuions of 1343 culminnting .’m '

the Paris Oomuune of 1871- I.ani.n'- rediscc"ary oi‘ diaucticu. of uelf'--

acttvity, of Su.bject veraus Sub-tanco at the vory moment of collapsa of tbe

Socond Interne.trional, ilclouod, a‘b one and th: =oime t*mo, the appearanca of
counter-rsvalution from within the Marxist movement, and the now forch af

revolution in the natiocnal movamants. Morsover, those new forces wers presen‘t not

'-onlj} in Europe Wt throughout th; w'orld. What his economlic astudy of impsrielism

revsaled was thet it had gorged itsslf on mere then # billion people in Africa and.

in Asia. This was to becoms s totally new thewuretic departure sfter tha .Bolshevik

conguest of po_war, $s the Theuls on the National and Coloniel Question presented im -

1720 to the Third International.® But wh‘ile the holocaust was zocwt intenase, and
Lenin stood ailone, he navertheless refusad to rstrest an inch to ebstract inter-
netionalism. The outbresk of the Easter Rebzllion in 19-16 when the proletariat
was #till slwughtering each othsr showed his positien 0% the self-determination

of nations to be not only iheory but reality.

{2%)Alexander Herzen, $slected Fhilosophicsl Worke, p. 221. . ’

(25)Jarring as this way sound to the professinonnl philosopher accustorsd o tracing
ihe dielectic [rom the Jreeks through Kant to Hegal in the reslm of thought
alone, ths truth of the above stutomant hae, in recent 'timas, w#oen carsfully
tracsd through in the works of Jesn Hyppolite {Gensss ot Siructure de la
Fhenomenalogin de Hegel end Sludies on Marx and hegel) as well es the actual
documants of ne"al’a sarly dsvclopment Dokuuents zu Hezels Entwicklune.
3ee Fart ITI, MEconoric Realily and the Dialectice of Liberation,” where I
develop 1his ihesiv lor ths Africen rovolutions in our age.

13222




“13~

For whatever reascn Lenin, in 1914-1915, tume;i to Hegel Mthe

Wourgeois 1{!0&11& shilosopher,* 13 certeinly waan's to find the driving forces
ot\i'evqlw_ti.ou.‘_ And yeb Hiscna"cli dislectice illuminated more the sotions of

th§ sasses taking fats into their ewn hsads in Ireland in 1§16 than did the
depates on tﬁq National Qiestion with his Belshevik col‘lnpu.(aé) 1917 should
have ended .tho‘oppéai‘a‘.en Lo naticnal solf-determination, ¥it, in faot, 1% uni}
took on o nuw form. This time Bukhnrinl contwndad that it was inpossibie auny
longer to a'di:::_l.f.;‘hhc right of self-determinstion aince Rissia wes mow o warkers!
state ihé_r;i‘.?--.nnt!.omli.lm meant bourgeolis and .prOICtai'iat.totgithl!“ and "thor-rqro‘

a obep packiayd, In hie odmi selgi-tlint "in sows cases® he would ¥a for it, he"T

. l,@.ﬁsj.c_c‘:l:_"-.‘?_igpti; _tutl_,"thl Bushmen and ihe Indians.* To which ‘tanin oxcleimed t

' Agiiiig this emmeration I thought, how 1s £%-that’ Gomrads Bukheria

‘hed ‘forgotten a smull trifle, the ‘Bashkirs? ‘There ara no Buahmen
3’ Risaim, nor huve I heard that the Hottentota have 1aid claim %o
an- sutonomous repaklic, but we heve Bachkirs, Kirghizes.¥e cannot
deny It to & zingle one of the (Ssqsplel 1iving. within the woundaries
of ‘the former Russelan Eapire.® &7 - :
migharin. for whom a1l the quesiions from *eslf qet-rmi}zajtiop of
nations" 4o p'j:nto-capituli-m‘woro thsonti.cnl' questions, may nob have suffered
from Russian chauvinism. But he crosted the theorstlcal. premises for Stalin, who
dLd turn the whesls of history abraight back to cupitaliem. 4% ¥he 1ant mOmantmes
" 4o0 leto sw it turned out~--Lanin broke totally with Stalin——snd, theoratically, re- ‘
fused to depart in his debates with Bukharin frem thet single word, .dialectic, as th:
relatiobship of lubjoét to oiject. dialectica as the movement from sbstract to 0Ol

crate. Im place of the mechanistic bifurcaticn of subject and object, lanin

joined the two in & new consrete universal--10 A MAH.

(26 *1 do mot atiribute eignificance to the dosire %o hold onto the word,
tBolshevism, '* Lenia urote in him reply to Bukherin, #for % koow sous
1014 Bolsheviks! from whom may dod presarve me,* The Bolshovike and the
world ¥ar, by Os gankin end He Fishor, pe 215,

{27 JLenin, Selected Works, Vols YIII, Pe 3, The whole of Pari IV, "The Party
Program (1918-—19)‘ 1s very valuasle for the thearetic points in dispute
and heve the advantage of voing cast more in » theorstical frame than the
factional bite of the Trude Union Disputs which can aw found in Yol IXe
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Avatract revolutioniem wes the eythodological ansuy. Bukharin's

th-ory-l'of‘ n%-ato,-éﬁdtill.in, tho obverss side of hi:'thoory' of aconomic develyp~-

went uRder r..wqr_idn‘ atate, is that of a contxmotfg developaent, = straighi
um luﬁix;g Lrom: “uncrgunized® competitive cupﬁ.mnm %o 'c;rgnulradf state=
cn’pitnlili;" fn & world s_no.lo',_ it faluini “'n:;ual_ﬂn,'_ subj;ct te .tho *slind
laws 22 'khc.}gqfid market.*  Anarchy 1.1 '-upplnmﬁtld by antzgonistic alssees.”
‘Caly ihi. brqi&ut:.t-, by uiz!.nz_pélit.!.cal powsr, omm exiand fForgenized pro-

dnotict’_:’!- %0-the. whole world. . The fect that Bukharin telidves in social revolu-

e .ia;a.éé, hu'r contrarys -1'931,7-notw1th-tnna1ng" - nnfl dospite the fast

thatmkhuﬂuplnycdnu :mnrolu i.'nr" the rowoluﬂion :--V:':ﬁi;: ﬁi;'i;&eg‘ tlj ;of'.rcvdlull-

t'a.on.'q.';_' '-.e.. itlh.;"brm.rt'thﬁ- all humen sctivity Ls mubasd 'u'n‘qor-i't. Thus, re s,

it_ihlﬁléﬁi‘lyi ‘:'gl.'vén' %o preciude u].-:-mdnﬁant. Hhich_in’oiﬁbt-fy why 1sbor re-

uai.n.snr en 'o'b'jéct tdh;;ﬁ: As owlect, tha highsat ut;arihute VB_ukhari.n can think

of nnigning iq..hor i.n! its becomlng en '—‘eg'gregat"o—." People wers referred to
«(28) ' |

as "human ‘machines.
For a revolutionsry intellectual 1o have become so entrapped in Lhe
fundamental alienation of philosophere in = class ibqii‘ty, identifying wen with

things, is a phenomenon thst lald heavy on Lenin's mind as he wrote his ¥i1l.

(28) Draft CI Program, included in aiteka, p. 121, “Collectisn of Thsoraticel
" Articles wy K. Bukharid (May, 1924, Moscow, Russian)s Unfortumatsly,

neither Bukhsrin's Economics of the Trenaitiocn Peried, nor lanin's
Gomxantary on 1% is available in English. “(1've used the Ricalen texts.)
However, other worke ay H. Bukharin sre avslleble in English. Thesz aret
The ¥orld Economy and Ymporislisu, Historical Materialisa, and individusl
esanys are inciuded in other works, those sgeinel ssif-detsrmination in

The Bolsheviks and the World Wer (edited by Gankin ond Fisher, Stanford U.

Freas, 1940) and elsewhares




. ' 15w
2o tohny da Lonia dieagroe with Bukharin‘e mcthod of prountat!.on that evan
\thcn he ggreed with the specific points, he felt 1t necesssry 4o oriticil.ze.
Thue, thlﬂ wae ' cor‘hui.nly no disagresment about the mnjor achi.owmnt of the
m-hm Rovolu&!.un - the dutmntion of rirgeols produotiun rolnt!.om. But
+he nimde mkhurm trlod to gake an ahstraction af that, tried %o subsume pro-
:!'.:et zr-hti.om under 'tochnioal nlnun.m-,' 1% Mecsma obvious 4o Lenin that
Buklmr!.n lmply feiled teo undorstmd 4he dialectics Thus, ahln "ha quatod
mkhl.ri.n'l ggono o8 ef the Tranli.ttnn Pcri.od to the effect that.. tOnca the dos=

truntion ot upi.ta.lilt prcd‘untion r-lnuiunl is x'nlly given, and onoce the theow
- *a‘uc upulihili.ty of thei. rcstov-.uon 1e proven,*? um n bit wack withi

'Impotnl.uiity' I.l domnltrahh only prnoticnny. Thq ‘author does not pose

I.lloti.ulllx tho rahi:l.onahip of theory to pruc‘d.co.

The m-t diffioult rslat.‘.omhip to worlr cut whm ana hu -t:to
pwor 1- preuiuly the roln‘bionship of thoory %o prnoﬂco for l.t La not :ml,r
on the National @Aution wut upoclally in .-tlr.tionahi.p to tha working’ mlual
theb a 'gulf dous open hetwaen Boluhcviks in pwor end he ‘workiag- pwplo. And
f.ho pu'ty would surely dogensrate — “To think thet we shall aot be thro\m
waok ls g’nopimn ¥hat Lanin fegrcd nost wes tho sudden "passion for roseing®
. 4aking comnmsnds Unless they practice the now cogcrete un.tvorml 4o @ wan,"
they will e doomedt

) tgyery citizen %o a man mist act as & judge and participate in
the government of ths ccuntry. And what ls $mportant to us 1s to
enlist sil the tollers to a man in the government of the ntate.

That is a tremendously difficult 'hult But socielism cannot ¥e
sntyoduced by a minority, s s party.?

(29) lenin, Oollected Works, Vol. VIIZ, Ps 520s
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'Th.’u l‘hudy of Lenin‘l philonophic heri‘be.go is not tho plnce to analyze
‘th- nctual objoctivu trmnformation of the workers! atata intc 1its oppesits,
Y -tntb-clp!.tl.llat- uouio‘hy, (20) mich leoa Stalj.n‘- usurpation of powor. or a11
of ,Btnlln’fl "thauretia' ravisione, what 17 relevant to our mbjaot te 3tslints
';pornrll bonuop‘t. of part artiinost (anrtynnu) in philosophy, aluch he and M.s heirs-
.‘l.ttrﬂmt- tb &onj.n. For’aamtoly, there e:d.sts a mo:t compz'onemivn and ucholarly
' unrk on tbt roh‘ticmthip ‘of Soviat’ philosophy to science which explodas the Oomnunlst
nnd 'hho iostorn :Ldoolt:gint ayth of MPertymess in- philoaopby" in Lenimwl)
‘In ‘opder ‘:o achievo this interbretntion one mist also disregard the fact
timt tly nrigi.nl.l scurces, includidg Materialism and Empirio-Oriticiam
ni'ur “euggest ‘what {Bartraz) Wolfe and the @ Soviet scholars at-
_ The sources show that he hed = poiitical aim in

wri.ting 't-hia ook, bub it wis not %o join the philoluphicu.l and pulitica.l
. 'bhat Ruuin.n Mar:d.ntn wera a.rguj,ng about; it was - to separnte them."

1n phi.losophy. Hhut we are con"erneud with 1is ‘ahe dualitx of 'hha philouonhic
) horitazc. Il':.r from Lunin pablicly proclniming his philoaophic rapudi.ation
of Plulr.hanov, or hi: wrask wi't-.h hi: own philesophic pas’t Lunin adviud Soviet

ouhh to study “every‘ah:lng Flakhanov wrote on Philo-onhy... » a.ud he reprintcd

hil own Ma‘hor.talilm nnd ‘Empirio-Oriticism. Wa need not go in for the nimpliltxc t

: axpla.nation for these a.ctiona that one ox-0ld Bolshevik offerasd when he .
‘ uroto 3(32) "Lnd yot Lenin did not have %“he coursge to -ay gpenly that he ha.d thrown
ou‘h, as u-oleu, sone very aub-tnnt.ial pa.rtl of hie philo:ophy of 1908.

The, reason. for the "privecy” of bis Philosophic Nohehoaks is both simpler end

(50) I dlvoted a good part of Marxism and Fresdom Yo the study of Rassian
atntc-cnpitalilm.

(51} Soviet Varxism and Natursl Science, 91:—1222, by Devid Joraveky, pa3k.
The two seotions most relevant to our study are "Lenin and the Partyness
of Fhiloeophy" (pp.all-M), and "he Qultural Revolution and Marxist
Philosaphers® (pp.76-8

(32) Encounters with Lenin, Wy Nikoloy Vulantinov, D.258.




7= ‘
ore complicated and noith;r has anybhing to d‘f with an alicged lack of courage.
The tragody liea aluwimro, deep in the recesses of time, rcvolutio:_: == and
counter-revolution, 'réo short were tha_yur- batween 1914 and.191?, nnﬁ botweon
1517 and 19234 Too groat the Ranﬁbnr Rovolution in R-llﬁ..l » and toq_ many the _baholdqd

and miseed 'rcv:biut!.onl slesvhere—and too overvhelming the concrée probless of thir

c—
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oTRit  ebleRtt THeAnG mubjective, Anoluding whet lenin oailed sultural

backwardnsces Tha 1l therefore was for Jnt;gg-t!#ng' when So study vhet =first

T
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ons reade- Flekhianov; then Yaterinlien and Eopirio-Oriticienm, thensesslonin kimeols
. conﬁmo& h!,i’ _Ea_agclil.a rlaﬁingg *van nt thci haighkt of the -tuﬁr.a.. G’”' .Levin was
22 moved by cne kaok on Hﬁgol by Il7in that, 'thoughlrthl eﬁ'f:hqr .uu boti roligions and
an enemy of the Soviet stete, Lenin Antervened to get him out o.f Jeile _
The duality in Lenin'e pﬁglqlophicnl ’I;or;;yégo'l l.- nnn:.ltuknhlo. " But how
cun that excuee the failure to _g:;npp:o with the Phitcsophis -;,,ae.x.;k. on the -
g:;auz;_d tﬁu‘t- they are mers "Jottinge," "had nu;qr baun inf.’oudq;.d ;_’.or: Fubliaationt :
and Tthereforad 14 _'wuld b no more thew '-1dl;lpcculation' to conclude that

‘ Lenin wished to £ollow one road rather than -‘notb.arr?‘ In any csss, no one tan

expluin wny.‘.!.tho clear publio tasks he set for the 2ditors of the uewly~establiashed
. e . - . -

philosophic ,o.r'gnn, Pod Zzu-l:noncm ihrxim (Undar the Banner of Marxism), to

work out a "20114 philosophic ground', which ho spelled cut mst

{33 Xhe lenin Institute haas records for tha year 1920, when Lanin asked for the Risolan tramslc=-

" ¥ons of Hegel's Sétence .of Logic and Fhenomenology .0f Miud =s well as works Uy labriola ‘and
Ilyin's The Fhilosophy of Hegel as 2 Doctring of the Goncrsivness of God And ¥an, Deborfn, in his
dntrdduction o the Notobooks when They were finally-pudlishod in 1929 (Iaminais Sbornilk, TX), and
Adoratsky in his prefaco to the 1957 edition (Leninekt Shornilk, XIY) refer o the Lanin Institute |-
records and thon, without telling anything shout %he intrigues in the delay in peklication, pro-
oted with platitudinous Prafiee lesding to nothing concraste: they are of "grest siznificance,?
"interesting," contain *leading indications regarding the direction in which further aatorialist
dislectic should be worked oute? o :

: ’ In this respect Ilyin's works are zore revealing kecause you feel vhy. bie analysle of
%he concrete wo influenced Lenin: The firet end fundamental thing that one whe wishes sdequaten
ly to understand and master the Philosophic teaching of Hegel mict do £a to #iplain to onots melf
his relstion to the concrete ampiric worlds..the term, feoncreto, comes fror the Iatin lconcrace
cerels 'Orescore! means "o grow'y 'ooncruaor--‘-—-conlnoce, to ariws through growth, Ascord~
lagly, tov Hugel's lconcrete? masns 2irst of all the growing together,..The toncrete ampirio is
something in the order of boing (3Sein), something real (Remistat ), actuality (Kirkifekkeit ),
something existing (Existenz ), something Daseine In {ta totelity, this reslity forms o world, a
whole world of things (Dinge, Bschen )}, existences (Existenzen), reailtise—the Tokjective!
world, s realm of lobjectivity.! This resl, objectiye world is nlao ihe goncrete world, wsut
only the sapiric-cancrate.? . :
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+ {1 )the ly-tomuc ntudy of Hogcunn dlnlnctiu- rrom a materinliet

rhandpoint, Lews, the dimloatics. which Merx’ lppuod practl( 5%1\:‘ E_T-,T

in his Ox a«:m ang in hie. h‘.latorical snd political works!

- (2 )‘hking as’ mrshud.l lhrr.'a method of -pplyiu.g tho Hegeliun
de2z0i1ed aterialtuticdlly concalvrd), wo cen‘and should -
trext ‘hf.n dialictive, fron ﬂ% y)da-, prim. cxurph froa‘
ﬁogol“- »prlnaipnz wbrknu. 5

(})"‘ﬂw ;mp of a:u,f.on agd. onntr.s.hn.tm- of ‘the-mugesing Undsr thi e

‘Beaner! qt'uh-;um. ‘shoild, fnimy:opinien, " a: or 150ciety
af..lﬁ.tt};lmﬂ Pl'i.cpd::r ‘f'ﬁﬂiﬂlnnﬁ- tmﬂdptiu.

i’hh s tnu wzm—im, trha- y:m;’ o.‘,’-h..g w}nt uitann fntallectunl
noti'vi.ty. umq:-o\tﬂtchod l.nto thq t,t.rst .mn‘trht oL 1,‘925 u‘d ?.ha- lust of his groet

s‘uit &znin c‘huuw.niot. Hat uccl&

a nckﬂlrdl tp Oﬂ.lli'u'li.m"-unln took -tho mmuro of his cm ludau in- hls iy .(57)

For our purpoul *ehnt ho uyn of nukharin is what is m-t ‘relevant;

: : "3akhavin is
- mot; only tho wut mm-.hh and, ba’.ggelt -theorstician ot‘ the. party, but.aleo @2y lagit-
:I.m'tniy Y dons{dered thi Tevorite of tho whole-partyy Bzt his thsoratical views can
unlymrbh Ahe' nurgfyutut douht ‘be rﬁgardcd' 80 Fully Ihrxim, for there {a, acoething
.echolpafie Lo lz!.n-u [&:0) never; hes loa nod and I’ thint mvor fully understocd the
dadsctlo ) -

zmiu, mloctud.&lorhl, m. Xiy Do 7?.

;Oonud.r the. ﬂ;tuouq, greatly. over-ritad young F.nnch JLQonumnist philovopher, Louls
Al'thulpr_, fn our efioch prooleiping, Xgno- phintom 13 wore sspecislly crucial then
any other %o’dnye the shade of Hegels To drive. thi's ‘phantom baclr. into the nizht...H
And. rasd. oupcciany how atudi.qully be swritss ¢f Lenin as 11 he never had uritt.cn
anything . hoyond‘}htorinum and Rmpimo-ﬂ:iuci'lmu (fenin and anogoghg) Yoe
Part 11; 'utarnattven, fba;; 1-desalo} :consaquencen ol not wilding en tho
foundationa-left: by Lenin's l.lumhgg‘ﬂo&ﬂ.‘nokh

(36 )8slectad: Worka, Yol XI, Pe

(57 )5ince Krushchev's Dntgli.n.zat!.on ﬂpuoh dn 19%6, I.Oni.n‘- Will has finnlly been
published 1n Ruceis-and sppears 8lsc ia the letest edition iﬁbh) of his GCollecteg
worka. Eowever, I've the toxi which was Tirst published by Troteky, and I an
iharsfore quoting f'rom The Suppressed Teatament of Lenin (1935).

(55
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Olani-ly,' ‘un'dornhndl.ng the dhlootlu" had becoms the pon -i.n& for

e  lenin. Olou'ly, Lt was not an nhstx'nouon uhi:: used to describe the nhs.af.

-thio'mtluim of ‘.'.h- party- cuarly, ‘nat uadurstnndlng tha disleotic® had hocomu

“arvolai Tht hmd or A.hv ﬂ.rnt ﬁ&-k-r-' -hh in hhwr;, uitntniag the. cmr.onoe

4 . K

o' lur«ucr&unt,tun und qauaml* c!uuvlnumz -:3! ee*b. ﬂo'l shavun «ad nnn-nohhovi-m

-‘.nln; -o pn‘qn#wd u;‘th nn aduni-tnttm mnu!.f.ty n 1,0 ce‘.ll tor tho stﬂ.i_ﬂnuion

or the trldo \mtmu, md ptho ohu!" thaorct.io!m'. viom bur-g uon—ditlne*ic and thor-- ]

fon imt "ml].y hrzd.ln"w-un t'hlu 'brli.h- or nn-t unuq.ul mnmra got jammed up. bo=

csuiu, £n thulr t.otan‘l.y. Lhey aal tundod 1.o atifl- nthov than relecse the croative

.ponri of thn mun. ilothl.ng lho-:. ct’ annai.ng thts é:mger wuld he.w promp‘tcd Dsnin

to tnko ouch.’ 'lhnrp nn-mre of thon -.zhc 1-.1 tha gnatoﬂ. prolttnrhn rwalut.'.on I.n

. L . Al
'

',nxstory. SRR S L

i e . . . '

.

W It h t.hc nn.ture u!‘ tmth, satd ncgo ta roroe' !.tz wsy .:p whan itu

'tim hn conqa" ﬁo nhonld luvu addad, awm 11‘ only in & mrky !'om. Bt then_

'hu oauldn't hnn knoun how mich’ & at-.to-cnpito.list ‘age cm ucrott Lo mke it

EE

- .uspouihla to ELLE ﬂta truth’tvun uhsn it eurfacu. vo conwivucy was uaedcd

y

hotwun l -t" apd 'ﬁut“ to- kéep {nuin‘t Philo-aphic Notnhooltn ou‘s of t"'ﬂ ranch

of the: muuan ---.nd then work to make Lt ‘hoyond“ their underotanding. It in

in the mturo “of tho adnl.n.lstrathe mntali.ty of ou-' utatn-cupitnlint. u.tou't.ed a;e

to oomidcr Hoglll.an phi.losopny, a4t one and th- anme t}.m ihs privatse pressrve

of thqu 'l.n the know" and to lat it remalin z;.hhnr;-h* to the uniniiiated. and,

1 )

altkough in the “Eest® they bow hefore the foundsr of their sists, cid, ino the

"Yest® mneer at lanin'se non-prbfsnianal slotus ox ghlioéophar, »aoth po.l-n find

it coavenlent to Eup apart vhet hiatory hnd joinwd togelher--Hegel and Marx,

Hig-l and Lé.nin- In this 200th anniversary yesr ¢f Hegal, und 19%h 'nnntvermry

year of Lenin, it 1s high tiwe to bogin li.'stening soth to the volces froz below who
are flading ¢ut the truth for thozuelveas by u&temhting t0 proctice the dimrlectics

soth of thought and of revolution.

Detrolt, Michlgzan -=~Raya Dunsaysvedayn

Fewruary 28, 1370
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