ES I

Hefia'a Logie trien to oomprehend the whole range of human knowledge &8 & .-

lﬁaﬂﬁntﬂz*ﬁﬁ"l‘iis@8?28&1 5!98?&&5%10 Survey of Phil, A
in the S.U.. by a’uﬂta" A.. Hottor ] EDJ. - !
“world;?d,cading eathority gg Comzunint 1deglogy;tbkogaok;*nub'd Ty
! mw‘ enna revised,4ia Y.0 .
egor.ﬂ?'lggazmora thln al/3 8 n8w,in leat ¢ yru.,ainoerlfzﬂl
doStt;inlmuc!on; "aorraspdnding rohabilitation of the law of
nagation of negntion® &reversion to theory of Engels,

Tranplated Zrom (Ger,by Potur HEeat iﬁiﬂgiaysufﬁh °¥rigina11y .
bk,.was acursa of legtures dsliversd In summer of 5/at Papel Orien~ !
tel Inotitute in Home &publ &Tign, "11 ¥aferialismo
dxlleetioo ocvietico”, Turin Y948; in oxtenaively revised &
oubtd, in Gepr,'52, Takes up"o; ial.ﬁa " whakch ig "properly
pail.portien" and not hie.mat.--his.mat, 1n Sov, usage desis with
seniety &uould not be deslt wWith here, Does not derl much with -
enrly phil,writings of Mx e these are "quite definitely & :Z:ZD
: *********ccnuoioualy.aet aaidd in Sov. phil," gz
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- Ihrt 1 Ristorical, Thim is quite poor aa author himseif admita by claiming
o it is given only to undsrstand Fart II, .
.3-17 ch.I.The His.Roota of Marxism,Hagel,Eegelianls?t, Feuerhach,roaitiviam. '
, 17-41 ch.a, mmg On_1B44 MS§: "Mx points o & 2-fold defect///..its basio
“8rror is toc represent the Ides as a genuine reality...

gince man 1s essentially self-consclousnees, the: praduotﬁ
nf his -activity,namaly, 'the alienation of venscioueness inte the abj.
&ite aubsequant tranmcending of this, remaing,therefore semething

Lo T -abstract &unrealenpyig ynyolvee a further deficienty in the Hegelian
C E&; gince svery opp. bet, subj.&obj. remaine within conseciousness

:‘

n . “4he He omuoption of dialectic 1ls inherently liable to tranmcedd the ebj].

Tabi itsel? demonsirating it to be merely mnother aspect of conscieusness. The

, V@L “recovery of wha% was alianated becomes not so much 8 matier of overcoming

© % _ the estrangement of the oh), as of transcending the obj.itself. Instead of
achieving & gonuiae syntheais bet.thought &heing, the Heg.phil, tends towards
& disavowal of beinz & reality, &their dissolution in eonec iousness," (26-7)

Yetter then reduces Marx's counterposition of of gpiritusl to metual .to
neRn @An's pridary aciivity"is not spiritual,.not cognitive," when Marx
ghowa that a being naving no objecta extorde to iteelf, nor an object for-athq ,
some othor being is not an objective baing,."Thus there is u¢ opp. in this .
respsot bet. men &Nature, eubj.&obj..bu* only & mutval interfusior &
dependenca; uan becomos & product ol Nature &Nature a product of men.Tthe (\J
sadjustment of Nature to human needs furnishes the content of his V,This 2-f
adaptation constitutes the essence of labour,it is the stuff of 'practice’
which from now on bacomes a key-concept in the phil.of Mmrxism,"

Wetter apologizes for having epent so much time on 3844“wr1tinga

for he agrees that they have neither connection to Bol. & are of
interest “only in sc far as they contain seeds of his later s0cial Y
doctrines” AND THEN SIUPIDLY THINKS THAT-V.A. KARPUSHING, 6F all

people, shows new atiitude to them, since, as Lecturer at Univ, of '
Hoscow, in VF (see MAF)shows ragret thatKMx—S'?hil.MSS Weré "o longed,
ineluded in the 2nd impresaion of Russ.Celil .Ed.of wkr of MEE." :
Alao Wetter sees Zhdanov's 1947 intervention as only est'g., that Mx was -
not just 1 of many philosophies & inc, prol.phil, in bourgeois thgught,
but wes, to quote Zhd "a new phil. differinﬁ qualitativsiy from a
previoue phil.systems however progressive they vere// '(but)became

a ecientiric _weapon the hands of prol. mAagsS98..0e"
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Pp.58=68"  Oh,3«~-Rov Movements in Rus.:0rigins ,éf Rus.Mx -=Nihilism,Narcdnichestvi
PP.73-110 Ch.4 ~Phil,Tendencies in Rue.Mxism befors Rev —-up to VIL .

Pr.l14-128 (¢h, 5, VIL--Up to '21 mall phil, tendenoies fleurish;an '21 change,

‘ Tabh L e In 22 (Aug,)arrested &exiled latar Bulgakov,“erdayev,Ilyin .

CATES L YY) but intereating part is that 1)"udherents to vulgsr mat, :

!i i /\ t\/,-.‘ (5\' - Were 80 numerons smong /supperters of Bol.Party that this

P , domirated until 21, /as witness in 1922 eve, O,MifiingHe |
wrots "Both VIIL & P1 also employ old~-fashioned terms such as 'thy :
. phil,of Mxism//but these torme as used by 1&P are MERELY SLIPS OF FEN
v, &mothing mors. In fitting out &trimming the ship of science we muat ), .
.7 taks care 4o throw, not only religion, but also the whole of phil, . }"”
27 qverbd,"(POD ZNAM.#22, #11-12), Oely in 1925 was this offmet by o 3% t
supportura cd Diamat by AM.Deborin, a2)time of pub. of Engels' J
Dialeotica of Nature &ESP,IN 1929 WITH PUB, OF VIL'S PHIL,.NTBES :
bubt\2ith 12/27/24% with Stalin's Spesech tp the Qonf,cf st S¢udentn on P
\’iﬁ} the Agrarisn Question M.Mitin &P.Tudin get goBvign agairst Deborix
'\’ #opr theory ™not .E,E*Eemm pace with practicel wky" *. ;
' i
PP.137w149 Ch,7-Mechanism-—N8B*'S THEORY OF EQUILIBRIUM VS.the "ieleologioal {
‘ flavour which inevitably eclinge %o Hegelian formula which L
spsuks of a self-dsv,0 nthe part of spirit."(NIB,ATAKA) 7

Ch,.8,Men.Ydealism (ino .’Debor?} AND ILT) Deborin in “Isain the Thinker"

wroter "Both +hi x!a‘:%}%ekhanov &Lenin!) are ina esertain .

- gense oomplementary $o one another,.,.Plskh is ossentially

the theoretiéian, Lenin esgentially the man of agtion, the = :!

. politiciamm +the loader."(jeined Bol.enly in '28) at presnet .

he is member of ed.,bd, of Vestnik ,officisl organof Academy of Soiin)
O¥Peing Men.per (1907-1917)wrote his most imp.wk."Introd. to the B

1). of Diamat® (Plekhanov wrote preface to ii,pvb’'d.Petrograd,'l6) -
(Tenin criticized it in Phil N#bks,1947,pp.403-6, opposed ,Iukacs ,Freud

Deborin'e definitions: "The mat.disl.an a general géieptific metho-

dolezy (inci,alse theory of"ﬁxewle&ge};_ ther-%ial,a?-—n’a?g. the -
methodology "of the n_atur'al gclences (seclantific ma%, }j&the
diel,of his,(his.mat, )" :

pp.l?ﬁb'-aoafzéﬁ’kaomnts since.j}lggi (Ch.X concerns Stelin As r‘philosopher)mog/"'i[

¢C ,1/25/31.Decrge againet mechanists &Deborinists.Pokrovsky,Adorateky,
' Mitin,Yudin &Maximov take.over Under the Banner of Mxj
By 1936 ‘Philosophical Institute became part of Academy of Scisnces
&placed under direction of Adoratsky &Mitin _
In 1944 CC attacks Vol,3 of His,of Phil, which had appeared for
passing over reectionary attitude of Hegel. VF,'49,2,D.1(\\
1947 ZHDANOV --new nemes thai came up in field,Kedrov, Leonov,Ilovehuk
GFAlexandrov
. , Wetter does not the least understand this intervention,
~\\l,-" nevar mentioning "new 481, 1aw" but only fight on We.phil
.f}\_\ . he claims Voprosy/Filosofil replaced Under Barner of Mxism
. / 4.  Wwhich disappeared’in '44, not saying why (LAW OF VALUE .
: noT controvery)sThen Binchurin-Iysenke, Also Marr controversy. |E&

et B s s+ e e F o AE S Tt £ o b s e P @ et e F L
D T— .

1951-.19th congress &Sta in's Eco.Problems of Soc.

" pp.231-246,0h,XI Since _the Death of Btalin3/5/53
' -87/10/53; Pregidium Rea_Phil. removed fpom His,&Phil,Section
/7 \__,/ of Adademy of Sciences &attacjed to the Economics &law
section Kedroy said-Stalin's book on VYiamat is
insufffciont since ®"law of negation of nogation”
- . was left out altogether.
12318 8/23@ large Sov.delegation attended Union Internastionale de

Pudinrnanhip acr Sriannno in ZTuwiah




Part -...Tho .Elyav.om of Sov. .'Ph;l.].. _ e
Ohi.1,0onoeptien’ of Phil.(as pariissn) L
*n/z, mxe Theory of Matter, Un¥il 1951, there wag dietinc-i,ion dreza N
tetl. phi..&aaientiziu or -physical concspt of matter,

3 r’.,m ‘Then thio dusl copsrt is dmpped, &nttack 1mohed on
o \i){h—’ . p\u'h.l,ru\ Ta L!\f\. Yo

DV Qe W e P ' &
R A ERTERE I, ¢ ‘new'zefer to Lenii's Phil thka on substance

/'1\ TR n..ffarormu bet, finite &Zinite where VIL notes -

0 - Mapply thie tp the atom va. electron, Matter thruout .
mginite in depit (Fadrer, "Lenin'’s View of Xlsatren
d@m ?bysi:e" Bel, : 42.t%Jaet as the rel.bat things &theiy
es otic..ugc are ondlsss, W too is the no.of stages leading_ézy_g_ .

,%g to ghn %%Etg af their being,.'Man's thought T
' gays Lenin, 'from the phenemenon e
mtw, from 1fs lml. oxder naturs,as it were, te :
ire 250 on -witheut end,'" (8¢ alee M,Sohlik, "?h:ll.
% “Wheye he speakes of Medern phys:lca being mt phsaics
‘waioa of the "ﬂeld/"

Eostelin' "Pring%gle E‘ea.;gre

nin’ tegk ever conce

p‘336) % Wetter t;l.na.lly ;hare-.br;ng
&m...mc. haaedu

*-Suppsﬁ dly e.ll‘ mmina ssme, qunntit --iu’bo-q '.. lawi- ot 00
coma 9 negation vbioh@ntil 138 featured in' Bov.ac )

for seme Teémaon ‘Gﬁthef :mll out

L s . - -1‘

Of.m.ﬁ,xazakovioh ,A.h.&bolentsm "Som I‘roblena conoamins
R 2 the Nagation of the Nezation" (Vestnik ;feninsradu 0 Un.‘_versito
3 PeTT2RIba nihilistic atiitude tewards tho science: fure T
T <—é’f hourgee:ls ‘souisty walch hes leng been in evidence, weg baving a - .k
‘negative. ghiitigis offsot upon various s of our own practical -
L vork. The ¥Fl.ef tlie P £ July 1955 Zoroibly condémned ‘such .
SRR ’i the uﬁ'ieveme 8 e P.countries & called for an .
_ -%gp.u.ca of "the best O0f thewss gchievements in the 2ields of acienuo&.
; the interests of communiat oonstruction.

~.they say novw that nogat:l.on not only negatse but apsures a new detemin tigh
‘ “en higher level. &Weiter asks "But is this possible? This muet deﬂnitel
S - be denied, For in the lat place negation whether metaphysical or dial’
s ‘ ~ oan do nothing more than nefate &van never rreduce a new determination’
L ] . nn 1%e own asct."...Horeover it owes this new detexminatien not 1:0
o ' negation tut to & previous determination of A,
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Dialectical Materialism by Gustavy A. Wetter, revised ed.,1¢58

J“Ea?%LII, Ch,V, Pial. Mat, & Mocerh Science

1

Weite¥ sets tamk of thie ch, as two-fold: i) in what manner Sov,.
claimy that modern seience, fror quuntum physices &relativity theory
- %o the Pavliowi:n physiology of higher nervous activity &psychology,
iz /suppossd to b6 -8 'dmzzling confirmation® of dial.mat., ) in
what makher BSov.philosopiy secks seluticns ©f probiems of modern
sciencd '

)Quanfum phyaics. Sov,. science atfacks Copenhsgen School
(Mohr,” Hossenberg etc)because of its championshio of the
complementarity principle, indsterminlsn &specific interpretation
they g‘ve to quantum physics.

Eeieanberg’s "uncertainlr relation" founded on duwallsm of waves&
Agartielas. Copeuhagen sohool inelined to restrict reality principle
‘mphyaieal reaiity”,ie. those properties which can actunlly bs
‘Ahtrifiuted to miora-objects by way of physical deseriphion,:
p.407t"Qusntions doncerning reslity exieting 'in 1tself' &such as to.underlie
: p}ysioal neapurement iZdeseription, sre dismlssed, rather. in the
;pOSithiEti“ ‘manner, 88 'meaningless,'"

Qaeetibn of- meaauring ap@atus repregenting textenaion' of eenscn
organs ‘of -physical 6bserver; physical reslity is thus depndont :
‘on -ecgnitive orientation of cbgerving subjeet & is hence "idealmatio.%
Aﬁhue there 18 in it ageertain deniel of "eausalily." ILaws thus are - %
"statietical" (probabég or avnrage sltuations) rather. than "dynamic." %

Bohr.Jordan.Bora deny validity of atrict causality in. ato:lc field, :
"De Broglie, Einstein,Schrodinger &Planck insist on universal vilidity
-of ciusal ldw, balioving 1l:ter dev, of physice will enable = C ’
deturministic interpretation of microphysical ﬁaﬂts:

(cf.D I. Blokhintsev "Critique of Phil Viawa of the Soecalled cgpenhagen'
_shhhol, Fiiceofskie Voprosy sovr.fiziki,p;.358-95) (Behnvier of ]
‘“totality (ensembls) not indiv.micro—plrticle iz igsue,)

(Vb Fok'Vop.Fila,1952 4.p5.1704 took emeeption however in his
K "On So-ca led Totalities in Quantum Mechanics,” on ground that

totalities are "a apeculative oconstiuetion”, inaiﬂting that wave

furction reflects real state of 1ndiv.m&ero-obj.) .

Wetter takes no position on elther dispute but goes over to ques.
whether mcdern phynrics confirms dial.mzt, So that scientist must
npply idal.mat,. to investizeations of Nature. For ek, confention of
law of unity & strug of opposide scen in wave-and-corpuscle
character of matter,\& prel.hex.nﬁnsesjty &contiqgency in problem of
determinism. Wetter elaims that both Soviet & Copenhagen schools
only “prove" what was their phil. starting point.

2.Rd:%ivity theory, Originally (till Stziin's death) Sov. solentists °
had nlhilistic sttitude to this theory, rejecting not only it but :
aven_relativity~principle of Galileo. Opposition was all to dependence

A% APRETRE T Boeiandpoiny  (G£4, F11 svanronys SOXT4IR0X, £1atkL o 962)

of "absolute motion",
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:}37‘ L Especially mathematicians, I.P.Bazarov, V.A,Fok, A. D.Alexandrov
ey : begen attack on the- attackers of Elnstein relativiﬁy theory & :
o ' this reashed its conclu, in 1955 vol. of Vop.Fil, Alexandrov then

of priaciple of rclativit in i%s discovery of unity of space &
time. Space & time, in thengslves, are relative, &yet object*ve
agpects of abmolute space~time.Confusion wan to equa+e relative &
non-objectiv

shows that main point of rag:tivitv theery 1m no%t in geverslization

“.But V.A.Fok rzjagcta Einstein's progreussicn from specizl to general
relativity (extension of relativity principle from uniform rectilinear
moticn to accelerazted &rotary motion) &attempte to derive conn-g-
tion bet. the 2 theories from the e~uztion for-the expansion of
the Pront of a light~uve,

Thus Sovist scientists now see doctrine ol cpace &time 28 forms of
exlatence of matier, whick theory 1o further extended by unity

of spree &iime, widich is to Wk regearded as "a single unitary form
of the 2xistence of matter; the discovery of the gﬁta“conneotions
bet., spuce &tim., mase &energy, ctc. represents a eonfirmation of
the dial.mat, thosiim zs to the reciproécal ccnnection of matual .
“eond i itioning amongat all phenomens; the ost. of the connection bet. - %
nass &energy &the dependence of the space-time metric upon the presenoéu :
&motion .of mutter, confirms the docirine of the insev,rabi‘ity S &
-of matter smotion &so forih." But ngiets take violentexception: 3
- %o interpretation of formula of E=me< which would Indicate posaibllityim
of transforudng mass into energy, or of chdling matter into nergy ]
&therehy implying disanredrance 6f mattey.

iﬂh%ﬁa%“&%&?ﬂicua &Ptolemy reclkoned us equally ripght, J.'trributin.g
it to Terror" in Einstein i1h belleving ganeral ralativity to be ~
@ generalization of the special theory. Decause they are addicte

to belief that religious cutlook ‘stands cor falls with aczeptance

or geocentric system, they reject also Einetein’s oonclusion of
Yeurvature of gpace”, nemely thet urnive:go, tho unbounded, is not d:
Infinite, resenmbling in this the surface of = srhore.

{(0f. A.I.Uemov, "Can the Spuce~Time Continuum Interact with Matter®

ih VF,:%,1954, where he truats rel.of space~time & matter in terms

of categories ol Form &content; close to Arisfotelian hylomorphiem, I
which resards all materisl things as having produced from 2° escential"

prineirle, matter &form, a: a result world appears ec ‘a gingle
substance.) .

Wetter claims this could not prove dial.mat. since "it" %cok so
long to recognize relativity theory.

-.Masa dEnergy.Soviet sclentisis attack "erergeticimm" &"phgsical
idealism” having in nmind veiters like Jeana & ¥ddington vho . oon31dered
< . radiation of energy iwm hy the sum .stars to be due fo "annihilation ]
I of mutter", or Barnett who refers to wases or matter as "form of energyf? '
Ry deriving action of atomic bomb from "tpansforamntion of matiter into :
> energy" &i,.S.Brightman, Americnn "personalist" w:o designates

s God or "higher personality" as nearer of ensrgy &P.Jordan wvho thinks
("Paynica in 20th C.)that new phyeies has thus destroyed sclentific
foundations of materisliesm.

, *hSnv.phil. believes matter oczurs in 2 forms: "stuff" and "light",i.e.
e RRZ eleetro-mognetie field,&inseparsbleconnection bet.matter &uotion is
. i trua meaning of E;natein Formmin
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i Pany given matorial object having a mags of thie or that nature:

nesesearily alec poscesseg the corresponding type of enersy. (H.T.
~Ovohinkdksv, "The materiality of the World &the Laws of ite Dov,"
,V.E.1°51.#§)

Henue Sov.philosophera regard this phvaical prineiple as. proof of

the dial.met,theais of pelf-movement whereby th we can no more be

matter without motion than motiod without matter,&from this they :

ecnolude 4thet 0ll motion, inecl, that in insnimate, must be regarded ag
e ,Gnlf-meve*ent

41l Wetter has to say hare is that since non-materialistic pnilosophy
i ,4lso0 rejects the theory of the unnihilation of matter, dial.mat, can~
“/1v¢ W?'no* ¢laim that only by ite method ean this be proven.

- Y.Ohemistry, 5, Cosmogony (Kot summarized here because in ogeence
“~%he fight here 4s same as above bet."materialism"& "idealism."”

7:64The Origin of Life., {p,442-451 ghould be reresd)
14 The "New Cell Theory" of O.B.LepeBhinskays.
’BaThe New Theory of Inheritance: I.V.Miehurin, I,D Lysenko

of Wetter's hoatility &that of"the West" in general in concentrate

Tuaor he considers that Sov.science which he puts in quotation
wdrks has entirely departed from classical genetics & where dial,
pat. has thus made it depart "most widely fronm sc*ence in general r

: ;(Ineidenta11y, Bugol, T remember that I wae furious with. Ha?dane
/ /bedsuse he seeméd half to cpirove Lysenkv; I wish I now had that
;atatement do you remember reading it anywhereV) :

W fer calls Lysenko "a practical man without ary real scientific
treining. But admits® "ILysenko has great practicel success, -e8p, .
n-rearing frost-reslstant solthern varieties Ffor noriher climutes,

Particularly well known ie his method of 'yarovization' or "vernalizae!
[i'tien'i.e., the transformation of winter into summer crovés by chillingg

the seed-corm so that when gown in spring it produces ears in’ the L

‘sunmmer of tha same yr." In 1930s this vernalirajion technique was

pat into practlee &since then his rise tc fame &position.Member of

‘Acsdeny of Sciences &3 times Stalin Prize winner,l941,'43,&'49)

Lysenkc's theory of inheritance sets out from thesis that organism
&environment consitute a unity, rejecting classioal theory of heredity !
of Mendel ZMorgan. ILym 0 insists changes of heredity ocour as 4
_"the resuli of the 1iz£§gk realization of individval development, - g
“ hut devizating from the normel usual course.,” He diatinguishes bet. ‘
congervative &'"destabilized" types of heredity (n)by grafting, b)by J
bringing external conditions o bear upon it at definite mowents when
the orgnniam under;wes this or thet process of 1id dev. &3 Yoy croes-
breeding.Hs belds very strange views about wrncess of fertilization, -
not as a ew combination of hereditary factors but as a reciprocal
asglirilation of the male &female germ-cells whereby a new metabolism | §
came into being. (Por descripiion of Lysenko sece E.Ashby's "Selentisti!
in'gussia", Pelican,1947.) According to Hans Nachtsheim 'summit of Pl
fantaegy' 13 Lysenko's new theory of transformation of cne species
into ancther,
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