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Chapter 3 ~ - The Shock of Reeogmition and tho Fhilosophic Arbivalence of Lenin

It is the nature of truth, said Hegel, to force its way up whon its "iime
hes comc.” He aliould have ndded, 1if cven only in o murky form. Bui then he
cwuldn't hrve kmwown how much o stnte-enpitalist age con exeretc to moke it iope
possible to sec truth even when it surfeecs, No conspircey vios oven needed
betwoen "East™ ond "Woot" to keop Lenin's Philosophic Notcbooks on Hogel's
Scicnee of Logic out of the hands of the nasses, 1t was in the very nature of
the adrdnistrative nontelity of our stote-planning cutomnted orn to consider
Hegelion philosophy to bo "gibberish" and both not to scnse the significcnce of
Lenin's coneretizutions of Hegel's nbstractions and yet keep then as tho privatc
preserve of those in the know. Although, in the one cosc, they bowed vefore
the  feundex of their stntc, and in the other case they snecred ot his non-pro-
fessionnl otatus as o philescpher, botlll poles found 1t eonvenicnt to conelude
thet it woy, after all, shoor nccideont’ thrt Lenin had turned to Hegel in 1914,

The truth is thnt i there had boen no Hegel, Lonin would have hed to dn-
vont Hogelian dinleetics. tc reconstitute ils own reason fron the shattering ox-
perlenes of witnoesing the eollepse of the great Germon Secial Demceracy ot the
outbrosic’ ef World War I. That ie to say, no politiczl line, no matorialist
aralysis cculd possibly fully oxplain the orgenization’s betrayzl, o rovelutionnry
organization which, boforc the outbrenk of wor, hnd agreed both on the cconoric

-annlysis of capitelism, the root of inmperialist wors, and on tho politiecal prin-
ciplca of oppesition to such wars. Something nore than polities, somothing more
thon oconordes wos neoded to illuminatoe the simmdtencity of the dovafall of
cetnblished Morxien ond copitalism, Ienin alone, among clil the Marxists who

. were, ot the very mement of butraysl, soarching out now ways of. ro-eatablishing
intornationnl proloterinn solidarity, wee fully awnre of the totality of the
collepse of Buropean civilizetion ns it had beon boforc the holocaust. No
"peace without' concxntiona' slogans for him. Hothing short of "furn the Imporicl-
int War Into n Civil War® could possibly reverac the tide of history. .

Morxists trained to lock for soricus couscs of such catnstrophes would be
cxpected to bozin the study of the objuctive reasons fur the betroyal and Lenin
too would start coarching for the "why", But that, too, wouldn't oxhoust the
mattor unless the mothod for studying tho cconomic cnd political development of
imperinlisn could encomposs tho:vholo of renlity ~- the objective and the sub-
Jeetive —-- it would bo impossible to neot the cnormity of the tesks faeing genuino
Merxisne For whatover rensons Lenin turmed to Hegol, 1t was corloiniy not be-
eruse ho there oxpucted to nect answors, least of all on tho gquestlon of the reol
driving forcua ir history., ilo kopt reninding hinself thnt he wes ronding "tho
ddenlist Hegel™ mnterinlictically.

1. Tondn had buen askod by the Grmnnt Fnoyclopnodis to write an essay on
Ko Mnrx,
2. Iecnin, Collcocied Works, Yol. 38, p. 141




411 the greater, thoen, was the shoek whon he met with cll the cnphnsis Hegel
Fut on the question of "self-movement" as "ihac principle of all movement.! “Spontan-
Lous, internally-nccessary movement." (Both cmphascs nre Tenin's) "Who would bu-
liove," Lonin writes clongside Hepel's annlysis of the Iaw of Contrndiction where Hegol
stresscd self-moverent, "that this is the,core of 'lHegelicnism,' of abstract ond ab-
struse ( pondercus, absurd?) Hegelioniso®"® Tendn tries to cuchion the shock of re-
cugnizing that the rovolutionary is in the Hegelinn dialectic by adding: "This corc
hnd to be disevvered, widerstood, rescucd, laic boare, rufined, which im preciscly
wiot iarx ond Engels have done." But his new apprecintion of Hogel will not be cazily
5tillcd. e concludes the parcgraph with: "Phe idea of undversal movenmont and chongo
(im13, Logie) wos conjeaturnd bofore its apglicr_-.tiun to 1life and sceiety. In rogard
0 scelety 1t vgs procleimed carlier (1847)° then it was demonstrated in applieation
to mm {1859)," .

To gragp the full impoet thot this reading of Hegel hos upon Lonin.we rust

. kocp in mind two other frets. Onc 18 thot Londh did not kmow Moerx's 1844 Nnnuseripts.
fo 1ittle 4id the heirs of Mnrx soud Engols think of philosophy thot they hnd not
bothered to publish Marx's Gritique of tho Hegelien Dialeoctie. Indeed, it would toire
nothing lesy world-shettering thon the Russian Revolution — ond o Marxist scholar

Jdving in thot pdlicu-— before Ryzzenov could Pry these manuseripts from the voults
to which the Second Internntions) had consignoed thow; they were first publishod affer
Ionin dicd. ' .

‘ Tae other deterrining foetor in the shock 'of reccgnition is to kmow thnt,
viridl 1914, the attitude toward the Hogelinn dialoctic, bofore which everybody bowed
bus nene bothered to study seriously in its original form, wns twofold: thot of Knrl
Koutaky, the theoroticinn of tho Intumr.-.tionql, who, g.ndcr the guise that Warx pro-
clrimed no philosophy but the ond of oll philosophy,"” wouldn't cven intorvene in the
debntcs on Revisionism when Bernstein attacked Hogel and - declored himsclf+o be o
heo-Eention. Whnt philosophy one ospousced was a “personal™ motter which cllegedly hid
uo relotionship to "Materialisn.® : , ‘ )

. Thon there vins the "{other of Russicn Moxxism," Plckhanov, who, whilc he. did
rot disagrec with the "factY that tho moterialist foundntion of Marxisn wos its
quiniesacnce, centered his own studics, not on wconondes, but on philosophy. The
addition of the word, diclectle, to the word, matepinlism -- FPlekhonov wae the one
who originnted tho torm, "dialcetienl matorinlisn" — significd, howavyr, not o con-
corn with what Lonin in his Notcbooks, wins to call "dinlectic proper,’ i.c., Seience
of Togde, but with a nethod of anclyzing materinlism, reaching beek to the meter—

icllsn of tho 17tk and 18th conturics, Holbach, Helvetius, and Spinozn boing his
faveritos. : i

As for Lenin himsclf, up to 1914, not only were, philosophically, his works
~grinat tho Norodniki dopendent upon Flekhanov's philosophicsl works, but so was his

s Teiting Collceted Works, Vel. 38, p. 141

3. 1BAT woe the year Marx wrote tho Communist Mronifesio: it was published in 1848,

4. 1859 is the dnto of publicatiocn of Iarwin's Origin of the Specios.

S+ "Ein Briof Uber Marx and Mech', quotod by David Jormveky, p. 16, Soviet Marxism and
Iotuml Scieneo, an altogethor scholarly work that should be made must reading
for both Communicty ond professional anti-Communists,

6. Sue Flulthanoy, The Fothor of Rusclon Morsism bv Samuel H. Baron
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venture dircetly into the ficld of philosophy with Motcrialism and Enpirio-Criticism,
nlthough by ther, 1908, he had already eplit with Flekhovov politieally. %Vhich is
preeioely why he wanted to conduct his polomics with "Machismh "y woy." Ae he ox-
plained tg Gorlgy: "the Mensheviks will bo reduced o polities nnd that is the decth
of theo,"

Yhen the outbreck of World War I and the collapse of established Merxdom lod
Ienin in @ search for the dinlectic origing of Marxisnm directly in Hegel, he atill
zeved gingorly nlong the idenlist rhilusopher's prth until, suddenly, in Boock IIZ,
Subjootive Togle, whore he least cxpacted to £ind on affinity of idcas, the Grent
Pivide looms up, non agningt Hepel, but agoinst Plokhnnov and cven with his own rhilo-
sornie past. Those who rcfuse to necept that foet need ©0 oxploin whom he did have
in mind, when, alongside his cpherisns ageinst Plokhanov and Marxists for hoving erit-
leized "tac Kontiong and Huzdets more in the mammer of Feuerbach (ang Buclmer) thon |
ot Hegel"’ Ho wroto: "Concerning the question. of the eriticism of modorn Kentianisn,-
[izchisn, cte." Waose voxk, other than his own ¥aterinlism and Eonpirio-~Criticisn
caniered so on "Machisph? ’ i )

Tho roal point is net the naming of nooes, but the now understonding of din-
Lecties ag against vhot 4t had alveys boen on Marxist 1lips — cousation, - seiontism,
vulper matorialiem, Mow ho vios looking, instoend, at the wiiversals — notion, froe-
dem, subjoetivity —- not os "ultimnbes? OT mere goals —- byt the very means by which
to goin Imowledge of chjective roclity.  Iiston to Lonins "Just ag tho simple foru
of - velue, the individunl act of oexchwnge of one givon commodi Y for onother, clrendy
includes in an undeveloped form odl the main contrdictions of capitalism, ~ o the
zimpleogt rencralisation, the first and simplest formilnticn of notions (judgmon‘bs,
syliogisma, ctc,.) already denotes man's ever doeper cognition of the obiective comnec—
tion of the world. Heore is where' ono shouwld look for the true meaning, significanco,
and role of Hegel's Logic. This NB," !

‘Let's retrace our steps back to the moment of the Great Divide in the scetion
on the Syllogism ond follow the movement of transforration: (1) Where, when Lenin
Tirst encounters the cotogorios,: Universal, Particuler, InrHvi&ml,‘ ho exprosses hinm-
sclf in English thus "a bost meecns of gotting o hendacho," ' he writes dn cn alto-
fether diPforent vein when ho :mo;fs these categorics in the syllogism: racnlls NMarx's
irdtation of Hegel in Chapter I,V Two pages further he will formilatc this as an
"Apharden: It is impossiblo corplotely to undorstand Marx's Co ital, ond ospeﬁnlly
ito first chaptor, without having thoroughly studiod and understood the whole ~ of
I—!orel‘sﬁ‘.ogic. Consequontly, half a contury latar neng ‘of the Morxists understood
Hurx! 1w :

( 2) Ho bursts forth into the aphorisms ngninst Flokhnmov ond Morxists for
using o Foeucrbachion rother than o Hogelien mnomor of eriticizing Kentionism, Machisnm,
¢tes This, toc, ho will rophrasc in oven stronger torns lator: "Do be claborated:
Fickhenov wrote on philosophy (dinlectlcs) probably chout 1,000 poges (Beltov + againat
Dogilanoy + ngeinst the Kontions + fundamental questions, cte., che.) nmong thom, about

Collcctod Works, Vol. 38, p. 277 fEnglish; 12. p. 178 14. Ibid, p, 180

follected Works, Vol. 34, p. 339 {Russian 15, With the procluion choracteristd s
Coliccted Worls, Vol. 38, p. 179 of Lonin, ho lets us lmow very
=bid, pp. 178.-9 nearly the exact momont whon 1%
Ibid, p. 176 gtruck him so foreibly that ono
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tie lorge Togle, in conucetion with it, its thought (i.c. dinlecties proper, as philo~
sopliienl seicnce) nilliv'”

{3) The rcforcnees to the absolute begin to lose the designnticon of all things
ovil. Om tle contrary, he “translates" Hegel favorably: "Tho simplest truth obtained
in the simplest inductive vy is olwoys incemplete, for expericnce is clweys unfinished,
Ergo: the conncetion of induction with cnology -- with surmise {scicntific foresight),
the rcla}“.%vity of rll Mmowledge and the obeolute content in coeh gtep forward in cog-
nition." " And when he will have findshed with the ontire work and write those nine
pages "On the Quesiion of Dialeeties,® he will once again roturn to the reletionship
of she relative to the cbsolute end vice-versa: "§B: The éistinction between sub—
jeetivism (sceptician, sophistry, cte.) ond diclectiecs, incidentelly, is that in fb-
jectivo) dinleetics the ¢iffercnce botween the relative and the absoluile is itsels
rolative. 11‘01'1 gubjectivism end sophistry the reletive is only rolative and cxelvdes
the absolute,” ’ )

Tho result of these bronks with the past, with the old concept of dialeetices
iz that when he now procceds "Wtcrla:_l.isticnlly“ to translaote Hegel, he scos the
sceds of mnterinlien in Hogel: ' "Historicel mnterialism as cne of the spplicaticns
and developments of the idecs of gonius -- socds cxisting in cmbryo in Hegel." By
the time Lenin gets to Hegel's emnlysis of the Iden of Practice as "higher thon the
Iden of Cogniti?g...for it hes not only the dignity of the universal but also of the
sinply actunl,” ~ Lenin notes approvingly Hegel's concept of the "subjcet's" certainty
of "its own actunlity and the non-cetunlity of the world," adding: "i_.c.wthat the
world doos not satisfy oon ond mon decides to chonge it by his activity." ”.

This time the dinlectlce, mterialis:tipully underatood, cllows for no slip-
backd into vulgar matericlism, Far from ik, Thore are pasanges in which Lendn
appears more "idealistice" than Hegel:,_."Alias: Man's consclousness not onky reflects
the objective world, bub creates it." How for we hove trevelled from the "phote-

" cony" thoory permenting Haterinliem and Empiric-Criticisml And yot it is not because
Ienin ho@ forget his maferinlist roots, much less his revolutionory views on cglass ‘
conseiousness. Rother it is that on Marwist thought too Leonin had gained from Hegel
o totelly now appreciation of the unity of moterielism and ideclism. "It is this which
will germeate Lenin's post 1915 writings, whether their tople be philosophy or
politcs, ceonomics ar organisotion. )

13. (contVd) has to know the whole of the Logic to understand fully Copital. He had
conpletod an essoy on tinrx for the Gronat Encyclopoedia in Novembor, 1914; the
dnte on the lest pege of Togle is Doccmber 17, 1914, A lottor sent to.Gronat,
deted Jenuary 4, 1915, rouds: FBy the way, will thoere not still be time for cor-
tain corrcetions in the soction on dinlcecties?... I hoave boen studying this quesi-
icn of dialeciics for the lost month and o half ond I think I could add somcthing
to it if thore was time..." There wasn't, vhoreupon he procecded to writev those
romerkeblo pogos in swmation of what he had just read in Hegel, ontitled, "On
the quostion of Dinleetics," Collected Works, Vol. 38, pp. 355-304.

Ibid. 18, Hugel, Seicnepo of Logic, Vol. II. p. 430
Ibid, p. 361 _ 12. Cclloctod Works, Vol. 38, p. 213 -

Tbid, p. 190 20, 1Ibid, p. 212




You emn feol his rulense from incensistunt capirieisn to "dinlecties propor!
s ho sums up the dinlecetic in the Absolute Tden itsclf. This is truc whothon he tries
te comprise it .in o eingle sentonee:,, In bricf, dinleetics can be defined as tho
doctrine of the unity of opposites.® Or whether he tries to dotail it in 16 diffor-
mi clenents by stressing "OBJECT IV I T Y® g againat mere "examplos™; the
totality of "r 010t 1o ns"and"devcloproen tf as ageinst mere quento-
tative enalysis; the interally contradictory " EN D & 1 CIES?" not alone o8 o
sunbut o "UNITYQRO P POSTITES"; the "S TR UGG LE" ef form and content,
of opposites s woll as tho "union of mmalysis and synthecisy 'not only the unity of
orFiosites but the "t reons it i o n 8" of every dotermdnetion, qunlity, Teature,
sida, property into o v ¢ ¥ ¥ othor"; the endless process of discovering "N B W
gites an? cndless process of decpening man's Imovlodge; thu moverent "frono co~eyigt-
oree to cousality and its repetition et o higher stoge which gives it thoe Qppearance
9 merc return to the old whercas it cetunlly 1s "megation of the negetion """ In o
word, as he will rophrase it at thoe end, he is seeing dinlectics not as if 14 wore
TOre Tool; "Dirloetics 1 s tho theory of Imovledge of (legel cud) Marxism, This is
The ‘mepeet! of the rngtar (i‘b iz not 'an cepeet?! but the cescnco ofzghc matter) to
wiich Flekhorov, not to speak of other ¥arxists, paid no attenticn,"

The same holds true in his new. concept of the unity of higtory and concept. When-
he ealls to our attontion thnt in Orpitnl we sece, os a gingle totnl viow, "logic, '
dialocties and tho theory of kmowledge of mnterdnlism," he adds: gﬂhe history of
capitclion and the annlysis of tho cone @ p1s swming it up.v

_ Now Veoncept" (Bugriff) ion't Just another name for "congeiousncos," ruch leas
"perty consciousncss" for which Lonin is supposed to ba fomous. Conecpt is o vory
Hegelion torm 9 denote universal, the concrete universal, and Lenin is now holding
o tight to the concept, the thought, vhetheor or not it relates to class conselousnen;
50 thot oven when ke hits out against "eleriesal cbacurantiam (Mphilosophiecal idenldsnt)
as o "storile flower," he cdds Ybut o sterile flower that grows en tho livang tree oI,
iving, fertile, gaﬁuinc,,poworful, ormipotent, objeetive, absolute humn Imowledge, "™

I{ iz the last word '.;:o have frem
before ke pl

inly a Russian Marxist to bocome an
international one and vill soon (1927) erecte tho Acw, concrete universel: "to o pan,”
That the Russion Revolution will win beeouse "to o men® the population will make it; _
thnt it vill not toke over, but smash the bourgeois stnte for, unless "to o man' the
population mannges both production and the state, thero will not be o truly new soeinl
ordoer that will once zond for all reunite mentnl and manunl lchor ocnd therchy assure
both the new hunan dimension ond the now soclety, Without lmowing cither Marx's

2t. P. 223
22. P- 221'-2
25. P. 363
4. p. 320
25. P, 363




Sritique oi the Hogelion Pinlcetic or the Humanist Essueys, Lenin created, in the con~
cept o o " o world view of o gociety on truly hurmn foundationse on n highor
hizteriecli plonc tho the Poaris Commme of Marx's doy. .

e point for us, hewever, is that, for whatever renson —-— preparations for a
rovelution, the greatest in history, and living barcly five yoars aficr its ouccess
e gtbutantial enough reasons —— the Fldlosophic Jotohooks were not publishced during
his lifotine, nor were they worked up from ihe unfinisheld stote in which he loft
then os notes for himself, into on unspbiguous forw for publication in o different
ferma. Al we have, besides the Hotcbooks, are the mapnificent reoults --- for nothing
he wrote after 1915, from Irnorinlisn and Stote ond Rovolution bofore Hovepber, 1917,
te the Deglevation of the Toilers ond the Will after the succossful rovoluticn, is nos
peraected with the now coneept of dialecties, But rosulis are net the process itscolt
tovard arriving at then and becoag, in th¢ hands of Epigones, whot Hogol colled
"pillow for intcllectunl sleth.! And thereby hangs the tnle of the duslity in
Tenin's philosophy, ond it is to this acbivalence we must now turn.

Much mere hormful than tho opigoni are, of ccurse, those who, rot omly with
melice aferothought, bui frem an objeetive basce of stote control ovar productinn
vhich hrng iransformed Russin from o workors' sinte to o state~-coplitalist socinty,
Communist theorcticions have the power to give its stanp of "portynress" in plhilosophy
%o the philosophie works of Lonin. Therce is not o whiff of 4t - not onc single
soliiery word of any "Portynesa' — in Lenin's Philosophic Notoboolks, cither in $he
caveiel 1914-15 oncs where he mnde the break with his philosophic past, or the old
orcs, That monstrous word, Partyness, was coined by Stalin and eame only with nhdism,
Fortunately, we need not spend any time on whet established Commmisn is trying to
a0 to Lenin's philosophie heritage beenuse a magnificont scholarly work hns now becn
publisked -~ Sovict Morxisn and the Noturnl Science by David Jorasly -- which cxposcs
Tully rot only the myth of Partyncss as it has boen cxpounded by Russian Comrnisa,
as it has beon aided by Westorn ideologists; "In order to achicve this interprotn-
tion on2 must also Qisrogard the foot that the originnal sources, including Maberinlis=
2nd_Empirds-Criticism itsclf, ‘nover suggest What (Bertrom) Wolfe and the Soviet
ccholars astribute to Ionin, . The sources show thot he hnd o politicel aim in writ—
ing the book, but it'wnz not to join the philosaphical amd pcl%;i?icnl igsues that
Rupsian inrxists were arguing cbout; it was to soparate then.Y

¥o, vhat we arc concerned with is not the uses to winich those whc have their
owm purponce are trying to put Lenln's philosophicnl heritage, but the duality in the
heritoge dtself.

Londn, it is $rue, did not consign his now cppreciaticn of Hogel to the un-—
wiblished Notobooko; On the contrary, he addresscd hinself to the scholars who were
to egteblish o new theoredienl journsl in Soviet Russin, thuc: 'Mhe group of editors
and contributors of the masnzine Undor the Banner of Maureism sould, in BY opinion, be
a kind of 'Soelety of Linterdalist Fricads of the Hogoliom Dinloctics'."“® And a gocicly

Tegel, Seicnce of Jogle, p. None arc more adopt at using this “pillow for in-
tolleetunl zloth" and thereby end up cs toilendists for Stalinisn also in the fiald
of philosophy thon the trotulkyisto.

Thic appears on p. 34, but the whole chap., "Eenin and the Portyness of Philosophy"
should be studicd carcfully,

Lonin, Colleetid Vorks, Vel, 33, p: 207 (Rucoisn)
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ealled Priends of the Hegelin: Dinleeties wag cotunlly organisad, The Lorin Inetitute
Sibzery hos Tecords showing that, at the height of the eivil war apninst the Bolshovilk
Toglpg, Lenin comtinyeq his rendings of Hegol! : zie ard Phenomenolo of
Mind? Lonin wna in faet 30 movea by o wozrk on Hogel by iyin that though tho author
Jil rgaigious ond an cneny of the Bolsheovil: state Lonin intervened to cet him out of
n1l,

At the same tinc, howe
dialoectic ang Plekhanov hag not, clthough he &ove no
in the Noicbooks as contoining "nillt g proper," in hig specch
th he actunlly ndviscs thom To rend Plekhanov as the beat thore ig on philo-
30phy. The fnet thnt the concrote viorlcera' giate ¥ the Furopenn rovolution
on viiich Belshovigm banud itn hope of survivel rado Lenin altogether +too conacious
of Russials bockwardnosg y and the faet that he was wavare of Marx's Early BEsscys, coes
not pake i Sy easisr o build on the new in Ionin hingclf, when the published stnto-
nents are go contredictory, .

Morcover, thig anbivalonee on rhilosophie quostions charncturized Ionin bofore
tho breck with nig Piilesophie sty buforo the estoblishment of o Seviet: atate
vhen mattorg of var and revolution dig 1% inhibit thcoreticnl questions, Heo, more
or lsss, followed o Kautslyan attitude op "neutrality" in sych mtters insofar &s the
views angd txpozition of thenm of vhose epposed to dinlectics weore concernod,  Any ono
wWhe soid ho wog o Bolshevii Politienlly ceuld hot only function in the faction froaly,
buk cod @ publicigo his views ovorywhere -- or both he and those who opposcd hir woulig
“BIce to publish none ot all, leaving the philosophic field barren, hiy wns actunlly
e casc with the Russinn Mochists and nig collaboration with thom, It was only cfter
“he dofont of tho 1905 revelution, with the fact' that 1908 defontisn and "God buildeys'
or "religious atheiaste! - 55 ho bogan to cpil his Bolshevik collengues wha were Mook
3853 ~- wore begimaing o infeet the brolotariat thnt he Pinally deecided. to strike
2t against then with the publication of Moterdoliem and En iric~Gr:'.ticisx_n_.
net o oquestion aboug frocdonm of viows~— that wos all " before the
rovolution and after. It 4ig g question
n question ng Hogelion @inleotics, }
thet this romndn not a mtte
ahrota in the i

md thus pablish Hegel in o mn
ond wndorstood the nere casily whon conerctized and applied o the current scene,

2%, MAdoratsky rofers to then in his Prefges te the Loningki Shornik, XII, Rusgion
cdition, 1933: See nlsc Deberin's introduction to the Loninsid Sborrik, IX, 1929,
Russinn odition, It vs Dekoris, whe Tirst published oxsracts of the Notubooks
a8 far onek ns 1925, then published one part din full in 1929; then the nechanist
foetion fock over, Unfomumtoly the introduction to neither cdition casis micly
llght, for thoy both rcly orly on the non-comuital lgroat gignificnnec, vipnggn.

- esting, " Mlcading indieativng regnr i n in which furthor mierinlist
dinleetic showid pe werited out, & specific word on whot dircetion.

Tho Fhilosophy &t Hepel os o Deetrine 6L thu Coneresonoss of god nnd of Man by
Iliyin contning passnios which illuninnte the problon of concrote that Teain
hirsclt was worlting on. Thus: "The first and fundnmentnl thing ikat one who wishon
edequately <o wderstond ond master the philosophic toaching of Hegel mict do ip
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Pinnlly, the fuet that Lendn hndn't published lis Notcbocku didn't, of course,
neen thet they weren't published after hiz death. Sinec they arc only notes, and
sinee the reading is o process of grappling with problems and vicewing then on differ-
ent lovels, it ercates o ficld duy Lo thoae who are out to confuse or to lse them
for foetionnl purpescs. Which is oxnetly what his hoon happening cver since, Whilc
Linin couldn' pussibly be held rogponcible for thisz, the truth is thut,. insofnr as
Moteriniiem ond Empirio-Oriticien is concerned, it went through now cditions during
YLenin's lifetima, with no roforomec on Tendn'e part cither to His Hotubocks dircoctly
or to o change in attitude on the meehandstie view about "rofleetian” and "ranceripi”
of reolity. So thet when the Comrmmist cdltors thrust in the mygnificont picee "Om
Dizleetics," written in 1915, ianto the 1908 bock, or, ns in the latest cdition which
wu have used boeouse it is "stondard," everything beconos o hosh as there are no
brenks botween the 1890z, pre-1914, post0lSli. In a word, the reader must himselr
work wntiers out; there is no casy way to zet pround the ambivalence.

Iecnin couldn't, of course, anve worlred out the probloms of our c3c. Each gencr-
ation hos to fnec reality its ovm way 2nd on the glven historic level. TFor {hose
woe nre scriously croppling with the ecurrent problens and with Hegel, Lonin 1914-15
Hotobeolks are sn involurble gold mine, even in its ambivalonco. '

R R

(cont'd) to cxplain o ono's sclf his rolation to the conercte copiric world,,.
the torm, 'conercto! comos frem the Iatin word, 'eoncroacere', "Crescerc'! moans
"to grow'; Tconerescero' - coalesce, to arise thoough growth., Accordingly, to
Hegel, 'corercte! means first of oll tho growing {ogother...The concrote anpirie
is somothing in the oxdor of being (Soin), somothing roal (Renlittat), actualits
(Wirklichkeit), soucthing oxisting, (Existenz), something Dascdn.- In its
totality, this rcality forms a world, a whole world of things (Dinge, Sachen),
existonces (Exdstenzon), realitics — the 'objective' world, a roalnm of 'objectivit
This real, okbjective world is also the conercte world, but only the crpiric-con-

crete. . .




