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SOVIET MARXISM AND NATURAL SCIENCE 1917-1932, By BRAVID JORAVSKY
Columbj_a Uni.verslty Press, New York 1961

This 1is quit.e' an excollent book which shows the exact opposite
of what is supposed to be thePlenlniat" view of philesophy, that is to

-say. he reveals that "partyness" in Lanln was the exast opposi

what it became under Stalin; that, far fromboing s mno;hhim
to separate phﬂosophy from the politics of \the parté. 39/“' ﬂﬁ‘i

Also, the disregard for philosophy in the whoi!.o uf.the secpnd
international, even in its good days. On _m- author quotes
fautsky. in 1909, holding. tl'a?at.r"'ﬁzrx procliime

of all philosophy)

ov’s interest in the materislist= of

the 17th and 18th centuries, (Joravsky dves sense that the

Phllosophie Notebooks was q new £tago,-but becsnse of its frag-

mentary nature considers it (lidle xpe uhtion/ to try to draw concluslons

frpom it, He does, however, on*m@_sp\aak of "Lenin's telief in the
nﬂ_ficance of his philcsophy. (Chapter 1)

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

class sm-tgglo in action.

I b.lﬂnin 'l.iked Bogdanov' ho-k ;- Fhilesophy: lnd
ra.s ‘a ‘pasudonyn For Plekhonov, Phﬂcaophio ,,nautrali
o\T:’- a cordition for the unlty of the Polshevik faetion. It
ithe Machists; througﬂlugorky. sent_in_to ihe paper an e.rtiole

hgmmu:wa_i\m > "h.is.,oricll
ophy of act vrﬁm" NTYS
plunged in 23

~and onlp. 3%, the author shows clearly Lenin “had a no
1n writing the book, but it wag{not)to join the philosophical and politi:

issnes that Hussian Marxists "J guing about; IT WAS TO SEPARATE TilEM, !

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

tion that M.B, Mitin was then {(April'29, a Deborinite fighting . ?ainst. -
the Machists and~he_quotes Deborin, the early Deborin, on\p_._jé )

..._ -

"The stamp of @_)j;c,tuim}m lvoluntarism' 1esf 21 the
tactics of so-called 'iolshaviam.-—the 5-phiTosophical expresaion
_of which chism ... Our Machist-shaped Marxists are con-
“scious B6 “ﬂc’s. who 'givh moaning' to the practice and tactics
of the lgatter. And Bolshevik tacticians and practical people
are unwitting )beasozmt&l‘rwe) Machlcts and idealists.m
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For owr purpozes, the important chapter is 5 callnd the @ultural
Rovolution ard Marxist Phaloscphers, On Ybegins the question of the
level of philosophy, bezinning with the new Philosophical Journal, Under
the Banrer of Marxlsm, in 1922, ‘was &t firgt not natural sciencze but
gocial and political thecry.~Tenin's communicatien was published in the
(' socond lsgue: ‘'Materiallsm cannot be militant materialism, It will ‘
. Q"j" a.‘noq;’ much the smiter as the smitten. Ienin's communicatlon wms
{%‘\p\«, ” called “Mdf the significance of militant materialism" amd proved to b ‘
' eritical lmportance (Collected Yorks, volume 33, p. 208 ) W _
‘\N'.,/;f' ot ‘ ":-_____...- L
. 0 the author deals with ths whole point of Lenin's letter
W which was to“grant the Journal ("a solid.philosopnical ground" — Hege
7 Dinlectics, It is here that the quotaticn occurs abou
"the group of editors amd contributers of tho magazine

{| of Marzism should, in my opinion;be & kind of 'Hoieby—e ¥nterialigt—"

Wecﬂcs“ﬁ On the follo'-r the &uthor notes
tho-¢ on of an actual socisty called "Friend of U5 Hogelian Dialotic's
later it merged witk the Sociely ol :ilitant #ateriglista to become the
Soclety of £Militunt Materialist Dialeciicians (FFER 1928, #12, Tootnots -

- 3%

B3, /Tae aut;hor speaks of how difficult it was in those years tp
: soigntists to work within the @8mmunist Academy's Section of the
i Exact Sclences
/

l'}ﬁ-’-’zrfa'thn.ks that lLenin's atero{ was shown in the

fact That Lenin advised the youth.to study Veverything Plekchanov wrote
zon Fnilesophy . dm tar 3 i-thie best_in all the Anternational literaturs
of Marximm(Bf the paihen he was critici%i}g Bukherin's gnder-
standing of ‘n Siter proef of the het¥adoxy, 1 think, is
Lenin's gcceptance in the Bolsheviks Vperabists 1ike Lundcharsky, Polmovsky
and Baffov who were given very high posts, though they never disc fied ™
\the:lr ehism and, of course,” Lunacharsky became figzchs Commissar of

(:))\ ;Biucation, It was the Eopdanovs who uasayxyi- ereated the Proleicibuls
which, at first, Lenin tolerated but 1My, 1;19 doclared "mericless
hostility" (See-lNew Introduction to Mat, ¥Wmp, which was issued on the eve
of the Second Congress of Proletcult.}(Aukharin,tos, was an admirer of
Bogdanov) %

-

otsky, the auther shows
theor an dukharin, and his : ] was revealed in the ons
tine was (1925) lecturinz o . ._the author is zood
at showing thet both Trotsky amd Bukhar ttle of Lenin as &
philoszopher; Trotsky even considered Lai 4 50Urce -
of Marxist philesophy, ot to—be—<Enb an aftg-/ \
Lenin's Philosophic Nofe she? - ubIizhed !
during the controversy. - o
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ATAKA IS A COLECTION OF POLBMITAL ARTICLEB 3Y BUKHARIN
23

The author quotas_ Bukharin:

"In wy view, the relationships. of production are the labour
co~ordinetion of psorle (corsidered as 'livin machines'y in
spece end time, The system of these relationshlps is &£
tpsychical! aa a systen of planets together with thelr
Doterpinatensse of place at each chrenological point—ﬁt is
what /ux.r.e:Ltho system a2 £ystenm, "

(P&, contain vary intere t..‘mg footnotes to this Chapter

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

Granat about "heret cal .‘mclination 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
f4nally 3n his Brdhomics of the Transition Puriod, he bake§ extensiv use
-/ of Boy vis terminoiogy. AW 4)SDaborin vas tﬁo-[edito" i great Soviet
Ency edis but ‘zad to approve ma.ny mechaniat;c ﬁrtlclea.

. In Chapter 20 f%qa Gonecluslon, the a
avia : ottla-AHe conflict batwaen Positiviem

(find Hatap!vaics withig_ dialact.i.cal terialiam. 'f'ha ph!.losophers were
. : al materialism an s i

e DAFro ..-r TaDthat triumphed in the preat break -
a cruel ‘|oke on the philosopl:ﬂlu n (p, 311,11‘0)




