Part III
THE RELT CIVIDE IN MARXIEM

= sgaomrs

!ho hnlocaun& ef werld wer I, coming after B oeatury " 4 neay
nelon aaﬁ gensral eg#imaan. sheek the werid Scwa to i3 faundations,
hﬂnaans wnh it the £211 of merld soainiist orgacisation Knosn as
- the Bgaond lntsrna%zonal. The Gafunn legial Denoarsey, the greaiént
p;m . the Internationsl, had voted war orsdits to the m;s-er; '
L.n.a thnught Sthe Yareprts, whioh anncumesd this faot, to be &
tu'sorg of ihe Usrman luperial Office, Then 4% vas erGn to be

.Ktaue. the Shearetical greund on whaish he hed stack, and wideh no
S h&d thnughs o Snmroznnhlo, gavw way wider him.

Frinr ﬁo August 191&, 81l Earxists had agroeed thes waterial ‘
omngxmw wuta tho hn!.s for the erestion - of & new awhw and
mt m‘;m\namum t.ne mtortal con@dtions, the better. prmm
tha'prralntams wuxd he for takane; pesors .. Row uzese AR mu :I,uber
pnrtieu - awrnnny wag only the f£3ivet but the Marxiste of the Uther

A
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P =t

!hsro tesnnalogy o8 208t zuzzy devaleped and the proiatnr:a% wost
hiahiz srapnasmu. Sock an actiorn which huried uaspes of werkars
srainst sach other acress rationsl boundariss to sloughtar each ether
| .n'détnniﬁj;z the Fatherland.” The Garman Soo0ial Damoorscy was not '
an orsadisislan of bourgasis iibersis or ovon deviating reforaiste. It
| tea._lnktha maln, an argsnizntaon‘sr avowed revolutionary uarxiste.

It wes a poweriul oFgsnizaiien ef no less tha: 5 militon meubarz and

Bafore the cutbroak of war they hsd tnkeu a atadd egainat any lmperisllst
%8y thit uizsht btreak out, Todny they ware part of that mobiliszation
for destruction. ihy? They deSrayed, yms, but hetrayal wasn't nerely

"selling out,” uhat were the gLjootive causea for such total $deological

Eurapean ulrrsng eountrlon followed suit == in the rost navunaed eountriuo'“

i

anothor ¢¥c Aand a balf oillion trafe unlonists wore under its influence.:. .ifg
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aollapse. The fast was evervhelming , totally unforseen, anmwwwmhlé;

Camfronted with the eppearange ef emtor-uvomtlcrs 2ithin tho
mvoluuoum novmnt. Lenin was drivon te searsh for o philosenhy
that would ramnut-uas his em roncno

be bﬁsﬂ‘r rending Hrgal's w&ﬂ HMM

xrupah,ya. in aor Meua", mnu uo that Lenin beaau t.ho sf.uay
of Higel for his writing the “"isscy on Merxiea® for the nnngmpecn
m'amt, ﬁhat ha ‘l'.hwﬂupon puta tha phneﬂuphiwl quastion i.n taia
Torefront aa i uMont. from tao ﬂrat. l!not.!.on or the Euay. Shn
addes *“hgs was nat the usanl mg of prsson‘aing Earz®s tosohing.*

this s true, The 526y i tha Pirat demonstation ef the
prinsoy af a phnoaophte smwah 2r the whole hintary of rru!ng

mmrxunoﬂn of um!.an egonealie slige the desth of the founders :

Nl

of Mem Soolallsm, There iz #o deuht thnt as coon as Lenin hae

opencd the Sgience of jozig, he has grasped the importnnco of
dislectios, tho mgygpentk of thoightl

"Uovonent and self-mavement (thie rB: independent, spuntaneous
intsrnally n4gsssary movement), ohn.ngo mmmont and 1ife,*

‘the priraiple of every loltmmmut. 'h..pulso to ‘asvament’
azd to ‘uotivity® -= oppnaite of 'dend<being’ =- who weuld belleye
-that $h1s 18 thke 0are of ‘Hegellanism,' of abstract and sbstruse
(4iftloult, abeurd?) Hogellanimu? Ie wust disclece this corad,
RSP 1L, savs, shell it sug, pur:fy it -~ #hish 18 preocisely’
vhat uarx and Engele heve dona.”

But & stuwly ef Lenin’s Philesoohic Hoteboeks will show that =t

the beginning of his study of He.9l, he still felt compelled to
saphasise thet he 1s resdins Hogsl matorialistieslly, Snstesd of taking
that for ranted-<nd golaz on to what was new, In the Easay itaslrl,
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i

he ﬂiil L’-é"” siFalon mhrhami frox dialeoties. On tho other kend,

°u rark a4 mt loove & '!.eaio' (slth a eapital letﬁor)
bs left She ﬁﬁu and thio cheuld be doubiy
utilised on twen qued © 1:1 m thers 1a applied
o su0 selenss, tha leulc, éialoutic eory of kmowledss
af materfizlisnm (¥ wonds are not necyasaryds thoy are ons and
- the somej. %aking ail of valua in Hegel &nd moving thie forvard,”

. : ~ ' S
[ S T R LA P

I& 38 Lenin hinscalf who, vizh hu chmct.er-uua prosinlag,
tolls us Just ohen he ﬂ.ut tuny ‘rnpod the dia1rat1e. Ho wrote
the Sepzy on Larx in Jnly-Nuveaber, bud 4t was firat in Jenuary thst
h2 uruo- to the mum G’-annt.. 2$a%inz that he has Tirst now
madsn tm speoiel lt.uay of &ha dislestis ardd would 1iks to malke

_‘ soms *avhlum in his uuyz

Addrumﬂ 10 ttw Zearetary of tha Sranat Pubuehing House 1n

uonow, Jamunry &, 1925¢

"Dur Colluazuet A '
‘. 'roomuy I rweim ‘your lot.t.m- and pent gou a t.alegrm,
I goncent'.cc.

"3p the way, -i...}. thore not #till be tlue for cortmin
oarrectiond i1 the deatisn on dialectivay Teprhaps pou will

be goud enough o write snd exy wien exactiy I% is £ co

the pﬂ.nurn and hat the last date is for mecelving corrections.

1 hewe been ctudyring this question of dielactios for the 1lzut

gix pnthe epd 7 think I omlﬂ 224 aceathing to it 17 thore

%L LR, ess”

24r weslhs: It 28 the time,it tuok Rim (o seach the besk on
“Subje.  \&;" in the "Dootrine of the Kotlen.® The poiobooks
carry th. dste, Lecemver 17, 1914, It e under the saction on
"fzlloziasws” that Lonin burats forth with the sphoriamn that reveml

- hvew deolaive waw the Lroak with pis_own philesophic past.

Marstosora, %o lLenin, se to vvuryhedy else in She Second Internationd
the Hegellan dinlectic had bsen important mainly es & roferance point
in internal polemida. 1f an opponent was cbuours, he was Accused
of dinlectical sophietry and reminded that Karx had turned Hegel

around and si00d4 hir right sgide up., Neformism and evolutlonary

11946
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theerists of soolalist dsvelopmeat were esaboited by efting
Hegel®s ‘dhhatia.‘ It waw genorally agrecd that Hegeli steod for
Qevelopzent and rewolution, rather than stunéing still And evolution.
The esnospiion ef eanzraaiatiﬁnAuas‘thut of tws units axinting
g&igggjﬂg_gg,ono‘lnoahnr. The sunoeption of opposition had not gone
S;yeua'nsnt's aualiaﬁ, aa Af Hagel kad rover destroysd it with the
Gendeption thal zvery enngle thing waa 1tne13 a contraGlotion, &
unity =f epbasztcs. and that tnis intornal contredicilion was the
bno!a or el Havenant., Honge, that all moveuent is aelf-movémaut.
It fa aaly n&ag when iLenin is oonfronted vith counternrevolutnnn
ut&hin thw lahor uavamant. that, he zoves boldly s sun up the eaacneo
of. a:alaatle as the identlty ar oppnn:tal, the aransfornms ton into

"&gpoaito. tho unity of cppmnitos:

'arasrxw the dialeoctia crn be defined oa the ‘doctrine

‘of thi uaity of oppositest, Thereby 18 the hevnsl of the
- ditluetlo graaped but that demands explanation and development.”
It Aa new, shon he has #ean the counter-revolution within the
rsvo;ut sorary movemant that he fosla cempelled to braak with han
;5Emer coancepiinn of the relatlonanip botween mateiialisz and ldoallsnc

"Allnsa

tan'e cognﬁtton net enly reflecta tha objee;.-w wvorld,
but orsatas 1t."
e now resrganised comrleteiy hie gonception of the ralatlonahlp
6f the materiallstio or coonomic forues and that of human sudjegctive
forces, the relationghip of sclenco and human astivity,

The keynotea in hia gn;;gggnh;g_ug;gnggﬁg ie nothing short of
a rsatoration of truth of philosophiec ideallsm acainst vulgar
zaterizllsm to whioh he nad givon the gresn lizht in 1908 with hie
Baterialiss and Enpire-Critiolsg. Necoseary au that book may have

boar for the @pecific purposes of haesls -- only Russia nae so backrard
that in i90F you still had to f1:ht clerilcaliem 1n the labor moveasit ==

11947




areat Divide, p.5

he net uvrites toldlys : _ .
"(M taa bﬁatmlna of tite 20t ventury) Earxiats
ox-itielced the Zantians and Humiate more In a
Feuartaohian {zna Buoknerian) wanner than in s
Hegelis= manner,* '

| The enphcais on the plural , uarxistg, 28 Louln‘s owa,
By the ond o7 the Hegolian siudies, he will oriter

Intelligent Sdealiss is necrer to inteiligen:
saterialism than 4% stupld materiniiem,

| TDialestio Mdesiles lustosi 52 Intokligents mets sioal,.
wdasvelepad, dead, vulgar, stationary inatasad of atuptd.
- 0f nis formor zaanﬁar. Pleihanev, ravered ae eueh, he
oow wrgtes:t |
. *Plokbanov wrote en pailos (a181eat1s) probably near
1,080 pages (Beltov 4 a:ainst Begdenoy £ agsinas ltantu.u:'v £
basis questisns, ote, ofu.} Zherc in nil in tiem abouk the
largar Legle, abaut it Alg th ts {i.e., the dialeotis
Reeer, a8 & philorophis Sutence 2" :

zien hinsolf, he 12 as nersiless, giving‘ ne quarter, not

in tho econculc field: |

. .

Sro i BTN LT

'. m :w Eg;:sgggts or the past ha —n century have

Before 19315, Lenin hed one wiow of Canite]l and Phllodgpriy .
ihile way and the 39llapse of the Second International mmde him
furn te the ﬂuleﬁtze end ohanged hia views, he Aidn't coue blank
W 1t. hfe mm haen u pranticing revolutionary in Russie and was
wolded by tae shiarpness of tne contradiotions of that baciawrd country
There L9 nv aere prafound atudy of VYolums IY of m than that
vhich Leniw had made at ths turn of the ecentury. There is no more
profeund craep of the dlalsetis in action, that is to eay, x b TTTT]
28.093300, than that which he male of tho 1205 rovolution, But he

recained a Runsian sarxisi, He e1il now generallize that experienge
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ard ugglj'tt on © world scale. I8 fan't only poliileslly that he
Bad cwernizut besis transformsd from & Hussian into en intsrnationsl
Eerzist, calling £er the areation of o new, 8 Thivd Internstfcnal.

Thare i¢ 1o majer work that follews his Fhilossrhic Notahooks, all
the wey 'til his deakh, tuat 18 not pernsated with the dlaleotia,

it 1s tho very warp ani ves? of all the rorks fros W
to ause.smawm from Mam to the ITads
w&&' from kis appearance at the laat Congrass of the
Ruis‘lauk.ée_mwt--mwt,y he was sver %o attetid and marning abaut

state-cspitaliss to his very g;n.
. Krupskaya. talls ue thlt

"I the Sutumn of 1926 and the beglnn!ng of 1517, Ilylon
stoom hizself $n theoretisal work, FHe atrived to .

tilise all tio time the library ois opan. fe got thers
omot‘i.y at 9 o'eliwk. Never, I think, was Viadimir Ilyich
in & zore irrecencilable mood t.hnn during tm laat montha
ef 1916 and mnv mm o!' i9T.*

The 7iret thing hs turned to directly after the W
lghoRoeks "as a gengrate study ef the lateet stage of capitelism.
For the firet tius e wus no longes satisfisd with the standard
study of the lataet stase of ecapitalist dovelopnant, Hilfarding’s
Ejngngm_ﬂgg;&g} He now embarked on an indspanden& analysis, His

:'...dmlnous nctodoocka, £illing up 693 pages, for the emall volume

that will finelly be published as Jpperinlisn, shows hom, &in the
sonarote egcnomlo atuvdy, he helds tisht to the dlaleotic. The
publisned work itself will be & demonstiration in eoconomice of
dinlestio pa the unity of oppeeitesn, )
Prior to 1914, l’arxisto had treated cartels, trusta, syndleates. 
us nore "“forms” of largeescale production, ug part of a continuous

develapmont of eaplitailsm. {apitalalm seonod to be "organizing the

coonomy,” taking out 1ts "planlessness” and thus making it easier
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for the vorksrs “So taks ovar® -= 23 1f it were parely & matter

. of Peplaning #na sat of ofYice holdsrs with another. Kow, hswever,

Lanin trut.- mompoly not uo ok 2 ps.rt ef ¢ontinuous dovolopun‘
BE & mm:mm. thraugh con&rad:a’si&n. Shreugh W
mm&m ,

_ Compebition was trnnsterm nto its appaszte. mnr*;e..g. But
er a1an's transcend ecupatition., It cvexists with it. 1§
ml&;ﬂf.‘.nl gonirzdictiens, despers the orisis. ‘lupermmm arose

‘ m aut of upnnlm in gsnerzl, tut ocut of espitalice as a ‘spoeu.':.e

- gtage - Pwhen Ata eagantiel qnnhtzen besane iranaformet inte their
"I:;"_;apmatn. | Sust. &a sompet it 16t wap traneformed intc its opposite,
_ij”aanagaa,, 'y pﬁrt of the prexaasrzat was trenaforesd Ants Jka eppoaxto.
ghe wism-mey wf lmur. ' ‘.l'hnt wis the hulmk of tha Seosnd
KQ':ntarnn&iauax.- 1 oaunea 1t colilapse.

.Thio eollapse ef the Sesond Internstional meant the broailown

of all previous thouzht and mathod of thoughte The Leitlo of reanon

zow wag te bresk up the ris 1448y to whick underptanding has mm

_mzavmmg. rraor t0 191#, r.enl.u had msageptetl & serive of abmnlmo

'par,t-y, mas, revo}.ut.!om aoopf. in m.naua. he never osntrasted theu

with the struggles of the refolutionary GAsses even A8 he had
previously failed £o analyse the lotest phase of world cspitalism and
seon the conneotion of the Second Internatienal with it, It $a only
that ha gaw that noi enly. capitalism hed ohanged but eo hed the

1aber organization because 60 had the labor living off the super-profits
ot soplitalist imperislism, .ﬁml that he Inily analyzed the ghigoblive
reason for tho collapss of the Intorraticnai, he questions the Jocisl

Leresrmicy’s very use of tue plrase, mass organizatlon. He denies it im.
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4% 55 firss now Yait he "dissovered™ ierx’s end angels‘s m
on thy British prolahr&ms thieh hed become “bourgso!slrnm' and

thosr #2ating to the impsrative nesd to go "deepap and Qowew®
lx the werking olars wrish the foundsys of modorn sooislicm had

sereiec on 511 the way Sroa 1&58 to 1892, Hs pow cella 1t “the

- SBNEneRance of Uurxinm,® The iiborating effeot thot thla hus on

Leatn S0 Ghat, with aseing tuat the afvisien within labor dfsckeses
broxder sRerce, aver ﬁwpsr and lower, the unekilled, he i3 prégmr&ns
impelf for dhe dinjeotic in mgtion which the wsrkara wzn etmto

"n naw: pgnuonu and tmw thet burst ferth 4n the rwa:l.utian.

m ti.ra?. tﬂ bnrnt faﬂh ars the Irich. 'rh- Ent.er Robolucm

i -';,~,-r n'e‘.!.anﬂ egatnat m-l.ﬁimh impertaliet rule sln an urgenoy o the

““jnuttml Qrmanm toat it never before naa. vaaouuy. Lenin had

Seon L‘or the right of Mzrhdetemmstaaa as & sert of prinet tple.
: !ie m fme;ht Haan L.moms; “ho t.houem. Feland coum "9&19 that

" atege and zs dinct.ly to aocianm. But 1t was & thooretiosl dsbate,

uw, hmmver. it was 8 questlor of the daye The appsarancc uit.hln
the Bol.ahavm m-omalweu. {Bukhsirin, Pyat.mkw} of a posltlon againet

2 lt.ruggh Toxr nntlonal Mdopndcnca ag an "outlived” r,s;.:eat‘lnn. SALle
foﬂ.h from Lening .

L

- Beds fmo{lt-zon on war suppressing resson in cankin ot al., golshevizs

.-’mx...‘ -

He @aile it nothing a3nort of "imperlalist evcuomlsm.” Lanin's
Pirrecsncilable mocd” hae thus Aed from & struzgle sgaingt those who
hatrayed dirsatly, 46 Whoss “ho Lolerated the betrayers like Xsutexzy,

of whem ho now writess

otruggle within hic own Bolshevik group, no were for tho extremest

slogan of "Turn the imparialist war into oivil war." This 1s not Junt

11951
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e wod and uot 1imited te thowe wie betray.  RBAny rtwlutie_mrhs,-
| and Bulliarin was ene of tham, Gagase loaders in the grestest ravolutien

in history, 1917, but waver changad thelir methksd of Lhinking, This
%88 & battle of reazen and if you keven't changed gour thining,
yoa uill be mu--, at um LEx3 grest grilala #m eollapae.
Tast ie why Lonln.. 59 Frupsdaya rc»port.s. *sizdy clusched” a%
thes L'auml.ue. sontence f£ron Engels's criticiszn of the Zefuprd Progrags
Phuek & poucy esn, in the end, enly lead the Party on Sha
wr-:m% e UENaral, ashatrazi, politicel quasumw are sut Ain
oregreund and thus gbscure immedints, coentrstoe vues 1ens

‘whioh wiil dutmuatically coms up ou the urdar of ke €ef et the H
veory. fla‘ﬂ cut.broak of b& ev«mta, in t,he firet pelitivad eﬂ.si-. _

':mﬁw& netes {and wo osn s28 thie tn Lenin's W

mugg, -Mch reve pub:tzaau& first in 193931

'Bavins aopiet tnis p-saaﬁa, Iiyloh sroto in very laz'@a tstﬁars, e
ung the rorde i dcudln parontheczess. T{”8E msmcr
- PORECROURD, THE QWICRB&!F OBﬁﬂJRED;‘.S)} HOTA BeMEDL K‘(GE&LE‘%‘I‘.
m'ﬂ 'ﬂL Z!AI.E TA@GE  HRY,

Lonin nireel? had not ueen t.hin bero"e. It had been wriiten by

Engols in 1391 of the draft of the 'mmd!ne; presram of the Secend
_Internsuional. Keuteky had not published the oriticlem *tii 1901. Fub .
1t vas thers from 1901 to 1014, WAt 1n up to the nctual betreysl, beforo
Lenin aé.w 1t, That is vhy ko wag 80 irrsconcilable nox, That is why
thooret;eal questions mere nov dealt with, with such urgeneyi he _
®ap propazin: nimsalf to ane the raleage of the onergies of miliiona
while the "otherso,” ﬂnaludtﬁs Butharin, wers preparing "pians.“ 'Fna.t. ]
vhy ho was not to torgez it in his ¥]1]11, in which he at.at.ea that he
thinks Bukhsrin has never quite grasped the dlalectilc and thersfore

eannot be ocneidered "fully Zarxist,"

(Hore, seet 3tati ard Revolution, and 1917 itself) 11952




