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- - Part II 

Ch~ptcr 3 - - The Shock of Rcco()lli tion ancl tho Philosophic Ar.bi v::>lcncc of Lenin 

It is the nntur..: of truth, oa.id Hogol, to force its wcy up when its 11 tir.o 
ht:o.a cocc. 11 He a!1ould hnvo ncldod, if oven only inn murky form. But then he 
cv..tldn 1 t hr.vc k:lown how cuch n stntc-co.pitalist ~go 0['..11 cxcrotc to J:".ako it iD­
po!:sibJ.o to aou truth cv~n whon it surfc.ce:o. Ho conspirc.cy wo.s ove;n nocdccl 
between 11East11 t.md 11VIoot11 to keep Lenin f B Philosophic Notebooks on Hegel's 
Science of Loeic out of the rn.nds of tho n..'lssOs. It wr..s in the very no:turo of 
the ndr.liniotr'C.tivc uont..'lli ty of our stc!te-plruming c.utoiJ::!tcd era to con eider 
HcgclicrJ philosophy to bo 11gi'bbcrish11 nnd both not to sense the nignificcncc of 
Lcn:in 1 s concrE;tizations of !lcgol 1 s c.batroction:;; and yet keep thco ns tho privet:;. 
prucorvo a£ the so in tho know. Al thr.:ough, in the one co.sc, they bowed bo:foro 
tho f'OWldor of their str.tc, nnd in the other coso they sneered c.t his non-pro-
fcssiancM1 otntus as n philooophor, bot~ poles -~ound it convenient ·to cGncludc 
thr'.t it wn::;, =:t.f.tor nll, sheer accident thnt ·Lenin hnd turned to Hegel in 191,~. 

The truth is t:."'t if there h::>d boon no Hegel, Lenin would h.wo had to jn­
vont HCsclia.u dinlcc·tics. to rcconsti tuto his own reason froo tho shnttering ox­
p<;ricncoJ of wi tnosoing tho cC~llr.pso Of the gro:lt GoX't'IO.Il Social Deoocm.cy at the:1 
outbroal<:' of Wcrlcl Wr.r I. Th:~t is to any, no politic:U lino, no n<>torialist 
~~sis cculd possibly.fully explain tho or£an:l.~~tion 1 s betroynl, a rovclution.~·y 
orgnnization which, -boforo tho outbrcnk of war, hod ngrood both on thu oconocic 

· ::m:Uysie of cnpitc.lisr:t, tho root of inpox'ialist wars, ancl on tho political prin­
ciples of 'apposition to such wars, Socotlu.ng oore than politics, sooothing ciorc 
tl'-.o.n oconor.lics w~a noo<lod: to illt.u:t1nqto the sioul tanoi ty of the downfcll of 
oot.>bliehcd Mar.d.so and oapit:Uioo. .Lenin' nlono, anong ell tho M~rxists who 
Ylcro, c.t the very DC.1C.ent of but:my::-~, socrchi.ng out now wo.ys of. re-establishing 
intornntional p=olotcrir.n ooliclnrity, \'IC.S fully nwcro of tho tot.ality of tho 
collC'.pso of Europo:m civilizc.tion ns it ho.U bean before the holocaust. No 
11 pt:acc without· C'.nn(;mti0na11 slogaris tOr hiti. Hothing shOrt of "Tum tho Impor~.r!J. ..• 
iot War Into r.. Civil Wo.r11 could possibly revorac tho ticlo of history. -

Mhrxiats truinod to lock for carious causes of such catastrophes would bo 
c.xpoctad to. bo6in the study of tho ob.h~ctiv·a· roo.so11B for the b~tmynl and· Lenin 
tao would stal:"'t coo.rohing for tho uweyn. But tho.t, too, Vmuldn 1t oxhnust the 
rnc~ttor unla~ tho mothod for studying tho ocononic r.nd political dovclopoont ~f 
ir.lporinliau coulc1 oncoopaeo tho·wholo of :r.eolity -- tho objective cmd tho sub­
jective -~ it would bo icpossiblv to moot tho cnomity .of tho tusks facing gcnui:lc' 
Mc.~crn. l!,or wh..'"l.tovcr rcfloona Lenin turnctl to Hagel, it· was cort.:.in1y not bc­
cr..uao ho thoro o:~poctoci to ncut nnowoi·S, lcnst of cJ.l on tho question of tho rco1 
driving forcoa in history. !Iu kopt rcr.rlnding hiooclf thnt ho wc.s =-oa.di::e 11 thc 
idealist Hegel" n.~tcri<!lioticnlly, 

"i. Lenin h..'"l.d bocn nsltQd by the GI':"'ol"lo'"l.t Enayclopnvd:lr:. to write nn ussay on 
Ka..i!. M£\rx, 

2. Lonin, Coll,;otod Wurlco, \'ol. 381 P• 141 
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All tho groc.tl:r, then, wns the: shock when he nut with ell the cnph.."'.sir;: Hcgul 
r:u~~ on the qucotion of 11 sclf-!.10V~Jccnt 11 ns 11 t!1u principle of all J:lOVcmcnt." "Spontcm­
c..ous, intcr:nnlly-ncc~ssnry r.lovcccnt. 11 (Both ccpl'.nsos nrc JJcnin's) 11Who would bu­
licvu 1 11 Lenin wri tc.o C'.longsido Hoccl 1 s nno.J.ysis of the Lrr:1 of ContTC~.diction whore Hc.:gul 
strcsst!o nclf-ocvuzr,unt, 11 tho.t this is thc

2
corc cf: 1Iicgc:linnisra, 1 of cbstrc.ct nnd ab­

stnwc (ponC.t:rous, nbourd?) Hcgt:l~liSk1? 11 Lt:m:l.n tries to c:whion the shock of rc­
C\.lt1liZil!£; thnt the r~Jvolution.."l.cy ·1G in the lloeclic.n Uialcc'!;ic by c.dc1inc: "This core 
h"'.C to b~J discovered, Wldcrstood, rescued, lniC bcrc, rufincd, which ie precisely 
·,·;~t h!.:!.rx .:m.d Er..gcls have dono. n But hi.ti new npprcciction r.~f Hegel will not be cnaily 
ctilh.:d. He concludes the p .. ''\n-.gmph with: 11Tho ide:!. ci' univ('.:ro..."'ll coveoont nnd chcr..Gv 
(1813, Logic) wr~s conjonturnr1 hoforo its ~p,licc.tion to life end aocicty. In regard 
to society it w~a procl.:::..imod cnrlicr (1847) thr..n it wne: dcmonstl'l:'.to:-;d in t!pplicntion 
to =.'1 (1859)." . 

To gmep the full iDpuct th..~t this ru::~ding of llcgol has upon Lenin. we r.:ust 
keep in u!i:1d two other fccts. One is~t Loniil diU not lmoW N'crx 1 s 1844 ~"Uluscrip+.r;. 
So li.ttlo did tho heirs of Marx :1.ud Fna:ols thillk of p..'lUosophy tP..a.t they hnd not 
bot.hcrcd to publioh :rt.o.rx 1s Critique of the Hop;e:lic...'l Dinlcctic. Indcoct, it would trur..~ 
!:r.l ~hing lcsu worl.:!.-sho.ttcring then tho Russian Revolution o.nd a !{~r-..dst scholar 

, living in that m.J.icu.:.... before Ryzzanov could pry t111~sc m:llluscripts from i,;ho vnul ts 
to v:hich t~o Second Intern..'\ tion.".l lul.d consigriod thco; they were first. published ut'tcJ' 
L:.min died. 

T;le ot11or detoroining fcctor in tho shock 'of rcccgnition is to know thr.t," 
t!I!ttl 1914, tho :l'~tituclc towC'.rd tho Hegelian di..."llectic, boforc which everybody· bo~·:ud 
bu·G none both~Jrcd to s,tudy seriously in its original fortJ, wns twofold: tha.t of Kr.rl 
l\'Ll.utsky, the thcoroticinn of tho Intul'IIf.!tionol., who, g»dor tho ~r.lise tllllt 1Mr.rx pro­
cl::~imcd nOPhj~osopby·but the cnU of cll philosophy, 11 woUldn't oven i"ltervcno in the 
rlobO:tce en Rcyisioniatl when BomstcitJ. attackcd Hegel ond·dcclarad himsc.:lf·to ben 
he:o-Rt.nticn. Wlw.t philosophy one· espoused wc.s a. nporsonnl" mtter \"lhich allegedly i~:l 
no rclo:tionshi'p to 11l&rtorinlisn. 11 

~he:n there Vins the 11fr.thor of Ru.esicn Marxian," Plckhrulov, who, whila he. did 
not disasroo with the 11fact 11 th ... "lt tho r.l..'\tcrtc.list foundation of :f.brxisc wcs _its 
quintasscnco, centered his own stuc'!.ic~, not on ccononi.cs1 but on philosophy. Tho 
.:'!.clclitian of tho word-, di.."'.lootic, to tho word, mo.togialisc -- Plckh..-'1D.ov was the one 
'':ho origil'.n.tod tho term, 11 dio.lccticC'.l cntl)rialisc11 - signifiqd, howov.yr, not a. ccn­
c.:!m with what Lenin in his Notebooks, wns to call 11 C!.iolcctic prOper," i.e., Science 
E'J LOtiic, bu.t w:!.th n r.:tqthod of Nlolyzil.~g mtori..'\l.ism, rco.cf!..ing bc.ck to the mter­
it'.liG;-l of tho l7tlJ· nnd 18th conturios, Holbo.ch, Holvotius, nnd Spinoza being his 
fnvoritoe. 

Aa f<J-: Lenin himself, up to 1914, not onl:r were, philosophically, his works 
"'.g~illot tho Uc.roduiki dependent upon Plukb."Ulov1 s philosophiccl wor·ks, but so was hi:; 

:~. 1Gnin, Colloctc~d Works, Vol. 38, p. l4l 
3. 1847 wuo tho year l•hr'A wrotu tho CoLmrunist Mr•.nifosto; it w.ns published j.n 1848. 
4. 1859 is tho <Into of public-~tion of Imtwin's Orillin of the Species. 
~. 11Ein Brief lJbe:r rraa.rx ruld !tfr.chll' quoted by fu.vid Jorevslcy, p. 16, Soviet MarxiSL'l c.l!d 

J:n·tuml Sc.i.onco, n,., nJ. together scholarly work that should bo mdo must roo.dfnB 
fer ho~h Co~~~icta nnd professional r~ti-Cornmuniots. 

6.. Suo Plcl~ov, The Fnthor of nusclan N'.l!~rxism bv R!U:IU.ol H. Bnron 
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venture directly into the f'il.lld of philosophy with rrin.tcrinl.ism o.nd Er.lpirio...Cri ticisr.t, 
clthough by then, 19061 hu h~d clrcndy split with Plckhanov politicnlly, Which is 
pt~cciocly why he wnnttJd to conduct his polomics with 11Ma.chismn 111:\Y wny .u AE: he cx­
plnincU tg Gorky: "the MonZJhcviks will bo reduced to politics n...'ld th.."'l.t io tlm deeth 
of th(.·:i. 11 

Vr'!t-::!n tho outbrcc.k of World Vlaz· I and the collapse of cstllblishod r~rxiora led 
1..cnin in c. sc::.rch for the diclcctic origins of l&lrxisc directly in H;.;gcl, he .atUl 
uoyod gillzorly alone the idcnlist philosophcr1s ~th until, suddenly, in Doc.k III, 
8\~tjcctivc: Logic, whore he lcnst oxpoc"tcd to find c..."'l affinity o:f idt:ca;, the Groat 
'Divide loor..s up, 1.!2:!. ng:!inst Hegel, but against Plokhrmov :md oven ;·:ith his o;m philo­
sorbic P.,'lst. Those who rcfuoo to nccept thn.t- f'act need to oxplaL"'l whom he- did ho.vc 
in- r.'liud, when, alongside :his c.phorisns aecinst Plckh..."'.nov n..'"ld N.nrxisto fer hnving cr.!.t­
:.cizcJ "tgc !C..·u1tians f'.Ild HU::U.sta z:torc in the mrumcr of Fcuorbo.ch (~ci. Buclmcr) then . 
of Hugel" He wrote: "Concerning tho question. of tho criticist;I of oodcrn Kr-.ntio.nisn~· 
flcchisn,: otc. 11 :vraosa worl::, other thnn his own Jf.n.terinlism o.:nd Em.pirio-Criticisrn 
ca!r~crcc1 so on 11~hchisc11 ? 

Tho rccl point is not thu nruJincr of nnccs, .but the n~Jw unclcrBtnndi.'lg of dia­
:~.cctics no '-"'.(i(linst what -it :h.qd. al\'leys boon on lb.rxist lips~ cousntion, aciontism, 
'rulenr .tl!ltot•ioJ.is.m. l~ow he \'l=:.s lookinG, instead, nt tho tulivorsnls - notion, frcc­
dCl!.1, su.bjoctiv:Lty --not as 11ultillntea11 or ooro go~a -- b1f~ tho very c.oane by which 
to cain !mowlcdg:c of objcctivo ron.J.ity. Listen to Lon:i.n: "Jus~ o.s the simple :f'ortt 
of.n!.luc, tho individuol act of oxchrmgo of one givon COiiJIJOdit.v for another, clrcndy 
includes in o.n undeveloped fom .@. tho main contr:J.dictions of co. pi talif'm, - so the 
simplest ·cnCrnlisatian, tho first ~'ld simplest formulntian of notions (judsmonts, 
s:rl:Logisrns, etc. nlrcadj' denotes I:'..."U1 1s. over docpcr cognition of~Objectivo CoJmec­
tion o:r tho world. Sore is whore· ana should look for the true mco...']j,ng, aignificnnco: 
cm<l role of Hccrol 1s Log~c. This ltB,u 

Let
1
s'rotrncc our steps b..'lck: to tho moment of tho Great Divido in tho section 

on the Syllogist> and follow tho movement of tmnsfo=tion: ( 1) V/hore, when Lenin 
~~~st c~countc~a tho co.tcgorics,,Universal, Ehrticulcr, In~fvidual,. ho oxpronaes h~ 
self. in English thus "a. boat mccns of getting a hoc.dacho, 11 he wri tos -i.."l !'.n cl to-
gether different vein when ho :n.oo:y~ these C...'\tcgorico :in tho ayllogiec: 11 rocr.lls Mc.rx 1 .F~ 
ir..it..-.tion of Hegel in Chnpter I," Tv1o pngos i'urthur he will :fornrulato this as en 
"Arh:..riso: It is 1L1possiblo conplotcly to understand ~brx 1 s Co. pit~, and ospcf!clly 
ito :?irst clm.pter, without hnving thoroughly studiod and understood the whole of 
I!crc-1 

1 s1~ogic. Consequently~ hnl.f' a r.ontnry l.ntnr none 'of tho MorxistF~ ~stood 
j,brx! ! 11 

( 2) He bursts forth into tho aphorisr.w ngainst Plokhnnov ancl M!'.rxistEi for 
u~ing a. Fcucrbnchi.."U1 r..:.thor than a Hogclio.n renner of cri tici:o:ing IC .. ··:nticnism, U.c:.chis1:l, 
etc. This, toC', ho will rophrnso in oven atroneor toms later: "To be olnbor.J.tod: 
l'"lclc.'w.nov m-ota on philosophy (oinJ.cctics) prob..-.blycbout 1,000 pngos (Bcltov + agains~ 
llog{~'"Ulov + o.gcinst tho K..'1lltinna + fund..'lrnontnl questions, etc., ate.) :'.I:lCng t~om, qP.out 

*;;. CollcctoO. Worlcs, Vol. 
n IJCJlloctcd ?lorks 2 Vol. ...• 
~. Collected Works, Vol. 

10. :;:bid, pp, 176··9 
ll. Ibid, Po 176 

36, p, 277 
34, p, 339 
36, p. 179 

~Engl~shl 
Russ:l.l'Ul 

12. p. 176 14, Ibid, p, 160 
13. With tho pr..:ci~io11 ·ciliirnctorist:i ~ 

of Lcn:L'l, ho leta us knew very 
noo.rly the ox.'lct mooont when it 
struck him so forcibly tr..at ana 
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t;::.i.;. l•:rg<.. togic, L"l coml'fction with it, its thoueht (i.e. C.ial.cctics prcmor, ns philo-
sophicnl ccic:lco) nil! ! u ' --

( 3) Tho references to tha absolute bcein to lose the dcsignnticn of D.ll thing:: 
.::vil. On. tl:c contrary, he "tronolntcE:" Hugel fn.vombly: 11Thc simplc:st truth obtained 
in the oi;nplcst inductive \'l;.:.y is cJ..wrw-1 incocplotc, £or experience is clwcys unfinishe:d. 
Er{;o: thw CDn."'lcction of induction with r-.n...'llogy - with eu.rtli::;c {scientific foresight), 
the !"Clnf5vity of c~l lmowlcdgc and the absolute content in c:lch step forward in cog­
nition. 11 f,nU when he will h.':l.VO finished with tl~c: entire work and wri to those nino 
pncc!l "On the Qucation of Dinlcctics," he will once o.gnin. r~tum to the rch.:.tionahip 
of the relative to the c.bsolutc end vicc-vcrs..·u "lfB: Tho dit>tinction between sub­
jccti·,isQ (sccpticisLl, sophistr-J, etc,) end diclcetics, illcidcntclly, is thnt in (,b­
jcctivo) di:;U(!ctics the C:iff'ercnca botwc:cn the rclntive nncl the absolute is itsuif' 
rolcrtivc. !•'or1 gubjcctivisc c.nC! s6phistry the rclc.tivc is only rclt~tivc nnd excludes 
the .'lbsoluto. 11 • 

Tho result of these bronks with the pa.ot, \'Jith the old concept of dio.lcctico 
in th.':".t when he .now procce:ds 11If7tcri~istic:llly11 to trcnsln.tc Hce;cl, he ocos tho 
sccdo of IO'~tcrio.lisc in Hoi;cl: 11Hiotoriccl l:O.'ttcri...'lliom· as cnc of the r:.pplication~ 
im<l dcvclopmcn·to of the idees of genius -- sCads existing in orD.bryo 'ill Hegel~ 11 By 
tho time L~nin gets to Hcgel 1 s l"..nniysis of tho Iclcn 'Of Pro.cticc as 11high0r thnn the 
Idcc of Cogniti9fi•••for it hno not only the dignity of the unirersal but nlso of the 
sir:J.ply ·actu..'tl, 11 Lenin notes approvingly Hcgcl 1 s concept of the 11 r.r.1bjcct 1 s 11 certoiilty 
of. 11its own actuality and the non-c.ctuo.lity of the world, 11 adding: 11 i~e. 19thc.t the 
wo!'ld d-':ICS not so.tisfy Dm1 and mom decides to chcngo it by his o.ctivity. 11 . • 

~his ti!ilc ~he din.l~ctic, mtcri..'llisti~ly understood, nllo·i/s for no slip­
buckS into vulgar mtcriali'em. For .from i:t. There nrc· pnssnges in wl">.ich Lenin 
npp~rs L10re 11 idcnl.is~ic11 than Hegel: 

20
11Alio.e: Mrm 1 s consciousness not only reflects 

tho· objoctiYe world, but crcntos it. 11 Ho\'.' fer \;le have trovc.:llcd froi:l the 11 photc-
. coz:!y11 theory pci'Iilonting l1~terialism and Er.lpir:to-CriticisCJ.! And yet it is not because 

I·cnin hc.d forget his mtcrinlist roots, ruch less his rcva:lutionory views on ~ ' 
t:onsCiousncss. Rnthcr it is tho.t on MarY.ist thought too Lenin ha.d gnincd from Hegel 
n totc.lly new appreciation of tho l..U'lity of mtcritllism and idealism. ·It is this which 
will ·no::"I.'lC.:ltc Lcnin 1o post 1915 writings, whether their topic be philosophY or 
politcS, economics or organization. 

13. (cont 1d) hna to !mow tho wholo o:£ thc LoRio to understand fully Cc.pitnl, Ho hnd 
conploted an eSBC'.Y on thrx for the Gm.nat Encyclopo.cdio. in NoYcrnbcr, 1914: tho 
date on the lost poco of Lo5ic is Doccmbor 17, 1914. A lotter sent to.Gmnot, 
c"tod Jcntml'Y 4, 1915, rouds: 11By tho way, will thoro not still be til:!o for eor­
t~\in corrcctiono in tho soct,ion on dialectics?. • • I h...'"l.vc boon studying this quos·~­
icn of dia.l.octics fol~ the lust month n.."ld a hnl:f" nnd I tr...ink I could cdd soiJcthill8 
te it if there was ticc ••• 11 Thera wasn't, whereupon he proceeded to writo those 
rooorlroblc pngos in ~tio11 of w:b.:lt ha hnd just retld in Hegel, ontitlccl, 110n 
tho qUIJstion of Dif"'~cctics, 11 Collected Worko, Vol. 38, pp. 355-364. 

15. Ibid. 18. Hugel, Science of Loeic, Vol. II. p. 4r,o 
16. Ibid, p, 361 19. Colloetod 1'/orks, Vol, 38, p, 213 
17, Ibid, p, 190 20. Ibid, P• 212 
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You c:-.n foul· his r.:.;lc~so frctl inccnsisttJnt c:rnpiricisc to 11dio.lcctics proper" 
· .. 'l.f; he SU!:ls up the dia.lcctic in tho Absolute Idcu itself. This is true whothcr he tries 
tc ccoprisc it inn single scntcncc: 21

11In brief, diclcctica ca.n be defined :1s tho 
doctrine of tho unity of opposites." Or whether ho trice to dcrtoil it in 16 diffcr-
ont clcccnt~ by strussi."lg 11 0 ~ J E C T I V I T Y11 ns O.£.t.:linst mere 11 oxni:Jplos 11 ; tho 
tot:llj.ty o~ "r c l n t .i o n s 11 o.ni! 11U a v c 1 o p ti c n t 11 ns against nero quant..~­
t.-:rtivo C'.nnlysio; tho internally contrndictorJ "T EN D EN C I E S u not clone as a 
stu:l but a 

11
U N I i' Y OF 0 P P 0 S I T E 8 11 ; the 11S T R U G G L E11 cf :for:;, U..'ld content, 

of opposi tQs ~s n<.:ll o.s tho "union of nmlysis nnd synthccis~ 1not only the unity of 
o;;;·ositos but the "t r c. 11 s i t i o n s 11 of tnrcr.,~ dotcrr-d.nrit1un, qunlity, feature, 
s1.:J.c, property into o v c r .Jl.. other"; the cndl oss process of discovcrin.3 11!:LJ!....!! 11 
.sit:cs :-.me cr.dlcas precess of' <locpcning m..'l '.s knmvledgo; thu J!IOVCI:!cnt 11i'roo oo-o:d.st­
or.co to co.ueoJ.it:t

11 
nnd its rupotition c.t o. highor stage which gives it tho o.~2cn.rnnco 

of r.1crc ~oturn to the old whereas it nctually is "negntion of the negr.:.tion." In c. 
wc.d., n~ he will rc.:phruso it at the end, he is scofng di::Uectics not o.s if it wore 
n;crl! tool; "Dicl,cctics.!....! tho theory of knowledge of(IIct;cl cud) U.o.rxism. This is 
-chc :r.spcct' of tr..o mttar (it is not 1t.m c.spcct 1 but tho coscnco of

2
3hc mo.ttor) to 

wh.i~h Plclthc..nov, not to spe:;ut of other 1obrxists, p..'l~d no attonticn. 11 

Tho SCUlte holds true in his new. concept o:r tho unity o:f histOl'Jo,. nnd con·copt. Vllv..::a · 
he co.lls to o'I:U' httcntion thot in CcpitCI~ we soc, o.a o. single tot.'ll view, Illogic, 
di<lloctics nnd tho theory of knowledge of untcrinlism, 11 he cdde: 24he hietozy of 
cnpi'l;c.liflo nnd the analysis O:r the· o o n c o p t s Du.cu:li.."lg it up.n 

' ' 

No\? 
11
concopt

11 
(Bogriff) ion't just another lUllil.o for "conSciousncos·," mch leos 

"rr.r-''Y consciousnoss11 for which Lenin is supposed to· ba f'C'.i:Dous. Concept is n vozy 
HP.&clian tom :to donate universal, the concrotc univuroal, and Lenin is now holding 
on ti.ght to tho concept, tho thought, whether or not it rel:;~.tcs to. oln:;s oonAoiouenoF::J 
SCI th:.t oven whun r..o hits out ·ago.iitst 11olcri"co.l obec1U'tllltism (IJ.pbilosophic..'ll idclllis:•J11 ) 

ns a. 
11
storilo flower, 11 he adds 11but c. sterile flower that grows on tho liVJJlg tree oi,,,r. 

li\r:L.'"'lg, fertile, BO~luino, powerful, omnipotent, objective, o.bsoluto hUIIrin lm.owledge.n·~:> 

It is the last word wo h..wo from hit! it! his Philosophic Notebooks o:f 1914-1915, 
before he plunges buck to the o.nuJ.yoCs nnd nctivftics on the world scone in preparing 
hioeclf for tho Russian Revolution to como as the stimulus for world revolution for · 
ho· fus loft bohincl his concept of himself ns mainly a Rusoinn Marxist to boco.t:~o rui 
intorn..'""!.tion.:11 one o.nd will soon (1917) crccto tho now, concruto univorsc.l: "to o. rr.an. ;; 
Th .. '1t tho Russi=m Rtt,rolution will win bocnuse "to o. m::.n11 tho populntion will n'lko. it; 
th:~t it will not tc.kc over, but sm'lsh tho bourB'oois otnto for, unloos "to t:>, n.'\nn the 
population mno.gcs both production a.r..d tha stnto, thoro will not bo a truly z;tew sooinJ. 
order that will once and for all rouni tc mcntnl and m..'lllttnl lnbor and thereby nssuro 
both tho now htunon dimcnsi-:>n t'.ncl tho now socioty. , Wi·thout la10wi.ng oi thor M .. 1.rx 1 a 

21. P. 223 
22. P. 22l-2 
23. P. 363 
24. p. 320 
2~. P. 363 
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Critiqu..: of thn Hcgcliru.t Di..1.lcctic or th,:J HU!':'IO.nist Esocy3t L~.:nin crc3tod, in the con­
c..:;rt 11 to a r-.:m 11 o. world view of n socit:ty on truly hW':'rl.n founU:J.tiono on n higher 
hit.toric:-.1 pl~nc th."Ul the Paris ComiJUrh.: of Marx 1s dC'.y. 

Tlw p::>int f:;r us, however, ir: tl.._.,t, for nhntcvcr rcnGon -- prcpnmtions for n 
r..:..volution 1 the urcatcst in history, nnll livir~G bo.rl:ly five yc:J.rs aftc:r ita ouccoss 
r'.l'C oubut:uttio:U cnouch rco.oono -- t!lc Philosophic lJotobooks wore not published during 
hir: lifctino, nor vwru they work~d up fror.1 the unfinished otctc in which he lc~t 
thc.:a c.s notes for hil:ls~lf, i.'lto c.n unCUJbignout:: forw. for public.::.tion in n different 
!'I.J:tT.'I. All we hnvc, bc.:r:idco the Notl:bcok:::~, ar<.J the r.:..."lgnificol".t r(;Gults -- for nothinc 
h~ wrote after 1915, free Ir:.norinlisr.J nnd St. ... tc t!...t"ld Rc.•volution bcfo!'c l·Toyombc::t•, 1917, 
tv the Dcclc.ration o:f the.: Toilcro ::md thu Will nftor tho successful rov·olution, is not, 
pc:c::zcct-cC with the: new concept of dio.loctics. Dut results nrc not the pro~o:::s itsc~:t' 
tov:a.:;:-:1 ~:r.rivine; nt tht."tt om! b~Jco~g, in th~ h..'"l.Ilds of Epigoncn, wh·:t Hcscl cnllcd 
11 pillow fa!' i.!ttcJllcctu..'ll cloth." .Ap.d thereby hD.ncs the tnle of th~ d~lity in 
r~cnin's philooo}.lhy, and it is to this c.nbiv"nl.cncu we must now turn. 

Much :1crc hllmful thn.o·1 the cpisoni ore, of course, those who; r:ot only with 
t""'.::U.icc :lfcrothought, bu"!i frc!l on ob;ioctivv bo.sc of stoto control over proc!ucti'1n 
which h ..... s tro.nsfol'mcU Russi..'l frow. n workers' st:~.tc to a stnto-cnpitolict oocicty, 
CorJ.l.llUnist thcorcticicns h::.vc tho power to· givo its ct::wp of 11 pc.rtynoss" in philosophy 
to the philosophic worka uf Lo..'lin. Thoro io not a whiff cf it -- not one ·single 
solitr.i-y word. of :my 11 P·~-~yncss 11 - in Lenin's Philosophic I-lotcbooks, either in the 
cl;.:ni.u.J 1914--15 ones where he tt:.~ .... the brco.Ic with hie philosophic p..'1st, or the old 
ones. That constrous word, Po.rtynoos, wns coiJ.1cd by Stc.lin and cc.mc onlY with hifl. 
}.

1ortunntoly,. we need not spend nny timu on whr:::.t estcblishod ColJI:!Ullism is try:in.G to 
do to Lenin 1 s philosophic hcri t..'lp;c bccnuso ~ mgnificont seholnrly work l"..lls now boon 
published - .§?viet 1\!D.rxisn and the ~1<>-tun\J. Science by Dnvid Joraslcy -- which expose; 
i"'ully r!ot only tho m,yth ·of Po.rtynosa as it ins boon oxpotw.dod by :ftussinn CoiiD:!Ullism, 
as it hns boon aiUed by- Vlestom :!.U.Cologists; "In order to ochieve this interpreta­
tion ono J:tUOt also c~isrog~1'<1 tho f'o.c.:t th:tt. the origin..'11 oourc.os, :l.nclud;ing ~1.'1.terinlif~.1 

.. ~:~d Empirio-critici.Jm itcolf', never· sugg~st Wl"..:lt (Borti"'"'....m) Wolfe o.nd the so·-riot 
.:..::holnrs attribute: to Lenin. Tho sourcos show thc.t he h..'l.d a politicc.l nim in writ­
ing tho book, but it·wno not to join tho philosophic.:U and polHicnl. iesuos th..'\t 
Russian i.";.1.n:ists \·:ere nrguing about; it wns to sopurot12 thcm. 11 

ll"e, what wo arc conccmeil \"lith is not the uccs to which thoso whc. ho.vo their 
o~·m purposes nre tr;int; to put Lonin 1c philasophicnl heritage, but tho du..'1.lity in the 
huri tnc;o i taclf. 

Lenin, it is true, Uil:. not consicn bin new r.ppl·ociation of Hoeul to the un­
~nbliaheC. Hotabookc; On tho corrtmry, he nC.Urcsscd hitu;clf to the ccholnra who were 
to cst!'.blioJh o. now thcorctiCC'.l journnl in Soviet Ru:min, thuc: 11The Group of editors 
and IJontributors of .. uho mcc:.zilto Unc1er tho Bn.nncr of M:.1.r:.dsm sould, in ~ opitlion, ~a .. 
:1. kind of 'Society o:r Lk'.tc:d .. 'llist F!'ionds of' tho Hogcli.:::J.l Dinlocticc 1 • 11 An<1 o. oocJ.c·;y 

w.-·nocoi, Science of Loaic, p. None nrc r.torc adopt nt usinc this 11 p:!.llow f'or in-
tellcctu:.tl slCith" nnd thereby end up cs to.ilondiats fo!' Stnlinio!l nl~o in tho fi~lcl 
of philosoplzy tr:J1 tho trot:Jlcyisto, 

27. Thio nppo::~.rs on p. 34, but the whole ch..""'.p. "Lenin and the Pc.rtynoas of Philosophy" 
should bo studi~d carefully. 

23. Lnni..'"1, ~2££~;.rl \'Jorlts, Vel, :;:;, p; 207 (Rucsi~.n) 
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cClllod l'ricnda o1' tho Hcc;oliau D:blcctics wnu actually orgn!liood, Tho Lenin Insti tutc 
::,ib=c.ry h.~o r<>cords showing thnt, ll"G the height of the civil wur acainst tho l3olshovik 
r,•ii12§• Lenin continued his rcadincs of !lc&ol 's Science of Lozic and Phenoncnolozy of ~. Len;, wns in fnat oo covod by a work on Hoecl by Iliyin thnt thoU&h ·the author 
"'''" rg/leiouo CJlil "'' cneey of tho l3ol3r.ev:!.k otatc Lenin intervened to cot him out of jail, 

At the sc.mc tine, however, althoU&h Lenin r.lonc bed concontrntod on tho Hegelian 
dialectic and Plckhnnov h.~d not, al thouah he go.vc no quarter in hio cri ticiiJm of 
P.lold4~ov in the Notcbooko ns conta_inir,g "nil!" on 11dir.loctico proper," in hto spocoll 
to the youth ho actu..Cllly ndviccs thee •o read Plckhanav r:s tho boat thoro is on philo­
oophy, The filet thnt the concreto worlccro' ot,-,tc, =idcd by tho Europc:m ro·;olutlon 
on Hhich l3clshcvisn bnr.cd ito hope o:r survivnl mdc Lenin altogether too conociouo 
of Russin'o backwardness, and tho fact that he was unaware of ~l'>rx 1 o E~rly Essays, c'oos 
r.ot rJako it "-'IY cnsior to build on tho new in Lenin hicsclf, when the publishcc! st,,tc­r::.ents nrc r-;o cantro.Uictory. 

!Jorcovcr, this acbivalcncc on philosophic quootions chnmcturizod Lo11in before ~he break IYith his philosophic past, before .the cokblishl:lcnt of a Sovd.<t stoto 
when ll'ntto::-s of w:>r and revolution did 'not inhibit theoretical questions, He, more 
or luss, followed a KnutsJcyan attitude of "neutrality" in such mttcrs insofar as the 
views and oxposi tion o:f thee of those opposed to dialectics wore concerned, Any one 
whc ocid he wcs a BolsheVik politically ccuJ.C: hot only function in tho faction frccl;r, 
bu<; could'publicizo his views ovorywhcrc -- or both he and those who opposed him would 
ot;zco ·to pttblia!'! none at all, leaving tho philosophic :field barren, This \'las actu.Cllly 
tho coso with tho Rusoian Machists and his 'collaboration w:l. th them, It was only eft or 
tho defeat of tho 1905 revolution, with the fact' thnt 1908 dc_fcatisn imd "God .buildol'"" 
oo· ">'cligious atheists" - as ho bol!Wl to co.ll his :BolsheVik collc::!guca who were Maar .. 
toto -- wore beginning to infect the prolotnri~t thnt he finally decided. to striko 
o;lt !lgainst them with tho publication of i\'ctcrialism and Eepiric-GriticislJ!• This is 
n.~t c question o.bou't froodom o:t viowe:- that wcs oJ.l 'to tho good both botoro tho 
rwoltrtion and nftcr, It ia a question Of PTOJXIgnting one Is own views on so pivotal 
n question o.s Hogclian dil!lcctics, l.!ar:r.io.n strictly philosophic woms, ·tho concern 
tl:lC.t this rcmcin not a mttcr only :for. intolloctuolo, but rcf!chnblc by the deepest 
rrtrc.ta j.n the popul.ntion, c:mctly n3 he did onViscgo when he asked tho editors of 
Pod Znru:.cnc;n lt~rnsr.n to conoti tuto thcmocl vas as Friends of tho l!caclinn Dialectic 
'mld thus publish Hegel in n D.."llllor in wllich ho will both· be ho.~rd ill his own warda, 
=:nrl understood tho core eaSily when concrcti::od and npplicd to tho current scene. 

29. 

30, 

AdorntsJ<;;· rofcra to thou in his Preface tc the Lcninalci Sbornik, XII, nussian 
edition, 1933: Soc also Ilci;crin 1o introduction totiici.oninslci Sbon:ilc, IX, 1929, 
Russiml, cdi tion. It vrns Dcl::or:i.l, r1hv first published c>.."tmcts o:f tho Notcbook3 
ns :!'nr bnck as 1925, then published one p.~rt in full in 1929; then the mcch.mist 
fcction took o•rcr. Unforttumtoly tho introduction to noi the!" cUi tion co.sts much 
light, for they both rely or.ly 0:1 tho non-ccc::rl.tnl "croo.t oigr..ific:mcc," 

11
intor­

csting,11 
11

lcnd!ne' inr~ic:Jtitin:'J :t'C::;:·m:lin~ tho direction in wl:.ich further cntoril"'.list 
diclcctic shcUld ba wcr4~cd out, 11 but never o. specific word on whet dircct:i.ou. 
Tho Philosoplzy ol: .Hoacl o.s a Doctrine o::: tho Concrotoncss of God r.!l<l of lfi"':' by 
Il:!.y:L'l contnino pasoncco Which ill\..lri!innto tho probl~r.t r.f concreto that Lcm.n 
h:i..r;-.acl1' WC!.EJ world.r.c; on. Thus: 11 Thl.~ first nncl tundmnvntr;l. thine tr.o.t one who wiahoo 
c.doquc.tcly to U1ldcr:;tC'.n::1 end ccctc.•r tho philosophic teachinG ot I1ogcl rruct do io 
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Finnlly, thl..! fuct thc.t Lctlin lm<ln't publishcd his lfotobooku dic'!.n 1 t, of coursu, 
nccn th.-:.t they weren't published a.i'tor hi:; t.lt:=:lth. Since they c.ru only notes, :md 
air. co the rcadincr io :1 proceo.o of grnppli.."l[" with probl0mn c.ad vic'.'lir~ thcr.:. on differ~ 
ont lt;vcls, it c::-cotas r.~. field d:ly to thoOL' who oro out to con:fusQ or to~ them 
fer f:'.c'tio!l..'ll pu=poscr.•. Which iu ox .. ··~ctly wh'l.t h::a been hnppoaine eve<!:' since. While 
L.::nin coult~ 1 -t p:;ssibly be hold rr;apon:::iblc for thi:.:, tho truth is thr!t, insofr..r as 
!ictcJ.•i:Uism nnc1 Enpirio-Griticisn io concerned, it went throueh new editions duriiJG 
l~Ctlin

1

o J.ifctii:lo, with no rcfvrencc on r~cnin'E part either to His lfot(.!books directly 
or to u ch'JJlec• i.."l ntti tude on tho nochanist:t.c view ab::;ut 11 roflcction11 onrl "tm.'1GCripV1 
of r<.:Qli ty. So thc.t when tho Comouniot cJi taro thrust in the nnenj.fi00nt piece "On 
Dicluctics,

11 
written in 1915, i11to the 1908 book, or, cs in the lntcs"!: cdj.tion which 

w~ hc.va used bcca.uso it ;.s 11 stoncb.rcl, 11 everything bccoo.os c bcsh ns thc:r·c ore no 
hrc:1kc between the l890c, prc-1914, post0l914. In a. word, tho rc:lde:z· oust hii:lscl:t' 
work IXlttcrc out; there is no ca.oy w:xy to eat c.rou:1d tho ru:lbivnl.cncc:. 

L1::1in· couldn't, of COUI'.SC 1 ~l."':.Vu worked out the problor.lB of our c.3c. Eoch gcncr­
n.tion h.::.s to i'ncc.: r~clity its own wey n:nd on tho giV(.'ll historic lc:v6L For those 
who r.re 'oriouoly cmppling with tho current probleos and with Hcr,el, Le.nin 1914-15 
Notcbcok:;; nrc r.11 inV'"'....ltu'.blo gold Lli.nc, even in its runbi'rnl.cnco. -

30. (cont
1
d) to cxplc.in to onc 1o Sl:'l:f his rola.tio.n to the concreto empiric world ••• 

tho tom, 1aoncrotc 1 cotico frcm iho I£rtin word, 1concrcaccro 1 , 11Crcsccrc 1 mc:ms 
1
to grow'; 1 concro~corc' - coolc:occ, to a.riso th.rotte:h growth. Accordin[;ly, to 

Hegel, 
1
concretc 1 ocans first of all tho erowing togothcr ••• Thc concrotc copiric 

is something in the order of being (Sol.:n), oomcthina rc::U. (Ro::U.ittat),,nctu::U.itj, 
(Wi>'klichkcit), SOMething existing, (Existonz), somcthi.."lg·lho~in. · In its 
totality, th:l.s rc::U.ity toms·" world, a whole world of thinas (Dingo, Sachen), 
existences (Existonzon), r~itios - tho 1objoctive 1 world, a ronlla of 1 objcct~~.rit 
This~' objective world is nlso tho concrct<: wurltl·, but only the ciJpiric-co~: 
~-
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