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THE SOVIET UNION AND
THE «'_SECOND FRONT»

The lies and deceptions of June have chon-
" ged into the desperate realities of July on the
Eastern front. Two months ago Stalinism told
~the world in boastful tones how we are going
"on to Berlin”, how the Soviet Union had
grasped the offensive and would never relin-
quish it. The small gains — importoant and
welcome ones — of the winter campaign were
dressed in the halo of giant conquests although
the U.S.S.R. did not in all that time conquer
a single important populated city except Ros-
tov, although its victories were confined to sec-
ondary points and the great areas in between
cities. Now these gains have melted away
before the fierce offensive of the Imperialist
German enemy. ’

Naturally June is already long gone, meas-
ured by the lightning speed of modern warfare.
For the Revolutionary ‘Marxists to idle in fruit-

less discussion over these days of danger to

the Workers Stater would be folly. But the lies
and-déceptions of only two months ago must
. be remembered, simply because the ingenues
.of political hypocricy, the Stalinist Internation-
al, are already repeating new and contradic-
tory lies as if the old situation never existed.

Instead of the neverending offensive. to
Berlin, we are now being told ever so. soberly
that the Soviet Union is in its most anxious
period. The story now is that unless a “second
front” is opened up against Germany in the

west, at once, all of humanity stands in dan-
ger of going down into the morass 'of fascism.’

To defeat fascism — we need a "second front”.
What is this “second front’'?

Offhand it sounds like a purely '‘military
question.” The common viewpoint is that a front
is a military dine on either side of which oceans

of men are fighting each other. The common
man, fed by the lies of his own bourgeoisie as

well as the Stalinist liefactory, does not un-

derstand the inherent relationship between the

military ond the political. This relationship is
intentionally hidden. This concealment thor-
oughly distorts the specific factors in the

erican imperialists. ‘The approach to the ques-
tion of the "'second front” holds within it the
total approach to the whole war.

The second front is, above all, a political
front against proletarian revolution, and at the

same time a front against Hitler. If you want.

.

al-
liance” of the Soviet Union with the Anglo-Am- "
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to understand why Allied armies have not yet
invaded the Continent; if you want to under-
stand the dynamics of prewar appeasement
and the present 20 year pact between Britain
and the Soviet Union (as well as the agreement
with Uncle Sam); you must first start with this
above premise. This “second” front is in fact
_ the primary front, from the long term point of
view, of the Imperialists on both sides.

THE U.S.S.R. IN DANGER

The failure of total collaboration between
the Allies and Russia is thus easily explained;
their unity rests on the flimsiness of pure milit-
ary needs. On the real second front there is
basic antagonism. Roosevelt and Churchill are
watching that front — the class front — with
infinite precision. There can be little douht that
they do not want the Red Armies liquidated;
but they are likewise opposed to a victory of
the Red Army. ,

The best “deal” that the capitalist world can
hope to strike with the warped Workers State
(which under Stalinism is very amenable to
_capitulation to world, capitalism); is a greatly
weakened Red Army, still fiohting and holding
a front, but so weak that Allied Imperialism
can strike a political deal which will lay the

basis for the undermining of the Workers State -

and the re-establishment of capitalism. Should
the Soviet defeats continue, that day is not too
fcrr distont when the Allies will aftemnt to pitt

'stable” bourgeois government in power ov-
er a greatly reduced Russia.

As the dav of new revolutions cooroach. this
front — the corruption and destruction of the
base of world revolution — is a major part of
ge IMPERTALIST second front. But in spite of

erman gains the Soviet Union still has areat
strenath and prospects of a prolonged continu-
ed mass struggle against the Axis.

The German armies have dalready con-
quered twice as much territory as was con-
quered by the Kaiser's armies in the last war.
One half of the Soviet raw materials is in en-
emy hands; and probably one third of its in-
dustrial machine or more. The disparity is ev-
en greater when you understand that Germany
today has the industrial resources of three maj-
or and many minor countries that she didn't
have in the last war — the resources of France,
Italy emd Japan. The Soviet Union today facés
enemiés on both the western and sostern ter-
mini of its land. Although it equalled German
rroduction before the war, under its present

circumstances it is no match for thé Nazi mach- ,

.

‘addition there is Japan to consider.

ine. However, the present relations are .chan-
ging, and class forces in Burope and Asia will
alter developments. ;

It is one of the greatest achlevements in all
history, this long Soviet defens® under- such

_trying and unequal circumstances. That is the

cold naked truth. But the present inequality
is there. On the purely military front the Sov-
iet Union alone con not defeat Germany. In
Just as
Germany has to eliminate the Russion Bear
belfore proceeding to the British Isles, so Japan
must consolidate her Asiatic Empire, free from
an enemy in the North, before advancing fur-
ther into India. The Axis strategy is world-
wide, just like that of the Allies. India can be
plucked for the asking, once the Russion lond
bases and the Russian and American armies
are defeated. The most likely variant is for an
early Japanese - thrust. into Siberia.

NEED REVOLUTIONARY DEFENSE

America and Britain may open up a new
baltle area in Europe to supplement the other
areas in Africa and Asia. Most likely such a
front will be small and indecisive. Biit let us

assume it is on such a grand scale that it will .

turn the tables ond assure a military -victory.
What role will the Soviet Union play in the .
"peace” that follows? Drained of resources,

shorn and bleedlng, the Soviet Union under .

Stalinism can only became q catspaw in the
imperialist hands. She would be forced to
make political concessions up to and including
the open counter-revolution of the capitalist el-

" ements — which, of course, Would depose Sta-

linism too. '

But what are the other crltematwes? So long
as Stalin has promised to uphold the status-
quo for 20 years how can the German soldier,
reared in the misery of a post-Versailles world,
— how can he think of revolt? The German:
worker would be willing to fight for peace, but
only a peace based on an international social-
ist order; he is too thoroughly disillusioned with
British and American - imperialism.

The British and American worker too would
react to a call for struggle against misery and
oppression, to a clarification of the AIMS, the
Socialist aims ‘of the Soviet Union. Only the
ending of the war, through the struggle against

" the war by the workers of all lands, can assure -

victory to the Soviet Union. Any other “vic-
tory” is ephemeral, as fleeting as yvesterday's
snow. A military victory is only a mlnor part
of the solution.
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THi [viPERIALISTS’ SECOND FRONT

The Anglo-American imperialists on their
pari_are playing the game correctly. They‘c(re
fighting their second front battle now, prepar-
ing to police the world diter the war, preparing
to invade the continent just at the moment
when Germany. is greatly exhausted and rev-
olutions begin- to appear on the horizon. At
that moment Allied Imperialism can smash a
double blow, on both fronts, against the Imper-
ialist enemy and the proIetanan enemy.

For the Marxists, just as for the Imperialists,
but for two opposite reasons, the military in-
vasion of Europe today is but an incident in
the war, by no means as decisive, or even
nearly so, as the Stalinists proclaim. The il-
~ lusion of a "second” front today, built by the
C. P. is just as harmful as the optimistic glow

of the "permanent offensive” of two months
ago.
WORKERS THE ONLY REAL ALLY

The question of the second front must be
placed in its total perspective, the front of class
versus class. On-that front all the material in-
equalities of the Soviet Union disappear. Its
strength becomes neither national nor geogra-
phical. The call to proletarian revolution today
by the Soviet Union would disrupt all enem-
ies, create an all powerful army of hundreds
of millions that could not be vanquished.

The nationalist program of “'socialism in
one country” — of which the present 20-year
‘pact is but an extension—can mean only so-
cialism in no country in a very short tirhe. The
moment is critical, the answer is clear.

July 29, 1942.

THE CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY

The question of the "Constituent Assem-
bly"” is again with us. With India on the verge
of gigantic revolutionary developments, and
with Europe seething wiih discontent, the cry
fcr the Constituéent is being heard more and
more. Bourgeois liberals and opportunists gen-
- erally, looking at the savage Fascist regimes
visualize the re-establishment of the bourgeois
democraiic ‘parliament; the instrument, they
conceive, for this purpose is the Constituent
Assembly. The same people, looking at the
colonial problém in mechanical terms, cannot
conceive of the proletarion revolution in the
backward nations, and propose therefore a
Constituent to set ub the Bourgeoig Republic.

No one pretends that the Constituent is any-
thing else than an instrument of “democratic’’
-capitalism; and that instrument fits it perfectly.
- It is a weapon for forging unity of the oppres-
sed .under thelr bourgeois masters. In that
sense, it is a cousin to the People's Front, the
Labor Party, “Workers and Farmers” Govern-
ments, and other such reformist baggage. The
Constituam Assembly is more than a form of

pohti;jgl ‘unity”’; it is at the same time a form

of state Tule.
mm BOURGEOIS mSTRUMENT

Am'l it is a form of state rule ideally suited
for bourgeois democracy It is not accidental

" that the Allied powers are today so canxsious

to have a "Democratic Parliament” or a "De-
mocratic Constituent Assembly” set up in Ger-
many and other paris of Europe. For similar

‘reasons the Uniled States favors a Constituent

for India — as a club for wresting control from
the British and their savage Indian rule.

The question then is, shall Mdrxists support
the instrument of the "liberal” capitalists?

In 1939 we wrote in the Draft Program of
the Reyyplutionary Workers League: "In- fascist
or countries of extreme reaction the agdvancing
of the slogan (for a Constituent Assembly) by
the reformists and “liberals” is a historical -an-
achronism serving no revolutionary purpose.
Bourgeois democracy (which must not be con-
tused with democratic demands) is no ‘solu-
tion for the problem of Fascism, although the
bourgeoisie can revive it for short periods to
head off the class struggle. It cannot solve the
problems of the working class. The masses
are already far beyond such stage. The at-

tempt to establish a_Constituent Assembly in

Fascist countries con lead only to still further
disillusionment and demoralization within the
masses. We fight at all times — especially un-
der Fascism — for democratic rights, for the
social revolution; we fight against the demo—
cratic stage of '‘national revolutlon or its es-
tcrbhshment .

. i
B |
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That analysis is still, in our thinking, 100%
correct.

- IN THE BACKWARD COUNTRIES

The matter is not so simple, however, when
we come to the backward colonial countries,
countries such as Indiq, for instance. Here the
bourgeois (national) revolution has NOT YT
TAKEN PLACE. Abstractly and "historically”
— speaking in a vaccuum divorced of the spe-
citic gravity of present imperialism — the bour-
geois revolution .and its Constituent Assembly
would be a big step forward for these nations.
Unfortunately, however — speaking now con-
cretely — modern imperialism has spread its
tentacles to the four corners of the globe. Col-
onial pédwers can no longer play on indepen-
dent role.

Even in the backward countries, we do not
have before us two revolutions, first the bour-
geois democratic revolution — ocnd THEN the
proletarian revolution. If such were true; the
Constituent Assembly would have a real his-
torical role. But history has passed beyond
this, because capitalism as a whole, on a
world scale, is in decay, even though back-
ward parts are breaking out in still birth. Only
the proletarian revolution and its agrarian and
national phase, is on the order of the day.

“Whatever “independence’’ is vouchsafed the
b#ckward countries, is merely based on the
friction among the imperialists; it is merely a
SEMBLANCE of independence. With the pres-
ent world crisis — so sharp that it has led to
the greatest mass murder in history — it is
sheerifolly to think of developing the. Jmeans
of. production and the economy of the ‘back-
wgard countries.

- The sign of the times is “organized scar-
city, not increased production, although “or-

geamized scarcity” is based on increased WAR ~

production. "Whatever “advances” there are in
economy carn only be for war (destructive) pur-

" poses. -Oncethe war is over, and post-war ad-

justments take place, there will be more idle
men, idle mlachines,. and idle money than at
any- time in-all capitalist history, IF capitalism
survives. Very . obviously the weak colonial

pdirers will not share in any “revival”, under:

suth circu'msto:nées
IMPERIAI IQM
QUESTION -

The problemhg_f ;(he ;m[tlenal phase of the
revol] fion” in India, such as lond to 4he:peas-
anfs, etc., are’ indissolubly linked up with the

THE NATION AL
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banking world which, in the era of imperialism,
not oniy controis the land but the Iandowners
as well. No one but a utopian could, under
such circumsiances, conceive of even the
slightest possibility of solving a single problem

"of the bourgeois revolution anywhere on earth,

and particularly in the colonial and semi-col-
onial nations.
The Constituent Assembly, therefore, sets

itself out to accomplish an impossible task. It

can only serve as another instrument of con-
fusion and disorientation of the masses, ot
reaction.

For a Marxist to call for such an Assembly
at this time, anywhere, is to call for reaction.
The Revolutionary Workers League and the In-
ternational Contact Commission are categoric-
ally ond absolutely opposed to the organiza-
tion of a Constituent Assembly.

Nevertheless, under certain circumstances
we may call for the CONVOCATION of such
an assembly, once the movement has made

" greai progress (despite us), and once it has in-

volved a major section of the oppressed mas-
ses. Then the slogan for CONVOCATION OF

- THE CONSTITUENT ASSEMBLY, as advocated

by Lenin in 1917, becomes purely an auxiliary
tactic to expose the bourgeois democrats and.
opportunists, who are powerless to act, who
are incapable even of granting a single im-
portant progressive demand.” Such a sldgan
is meaningless dribble, unless it is auxiliary to
the main slogan ""For Workers Councils”, “For
Workers and Peasants Councils”, and for the

dictatorship of the proletariat,
RUSSIA, SPAIN, INDIA

In- 1917 when the Social-Revolutionaries
and Mensheviks were promising the Russian
peasant all sorts of reforms, once the Constitu-
ent Assembly was called together, ond at the
same time were delaying the convocation of
the Assembly — before they knew they were
impotent to act — under these: circumstances
the call for the CONVOCATION of the Con-
stituent was on effective tactic for exposing the
enemy.

. On the other hand in Spain, 1936-39, such
a slogan would have been reactionary be-

_cause there was no movement for a Constituent
Assembly and the democratic phase of the *

Spanish Revolution has long since progressed
beyond that stage.

dn India today, there is no great mass move-
mertt-comperable to 1917 for a Constituent As-
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sem..i;. There is no need either to call for the
ORGANIZATION of such a body, or the CON-
VOCATION of it. Both are reactionary. I in
L.o lulwé, ucspiie the efforts of the Marxists
and nunlilonts to organize soviets, the move-
meant for a Constiiuent Assembly does sweep
the countryside, then it MAY (depending on the
given concrete situation) become necessary to
call for the CONVOCATION of this bourgeois
anachronism. But we are opposed at all times
and under all circumstances to the ORGANIZ-
ATION either of the Constituent Assemblies or

their second, third and fourth cousins, the Lab- -

or Party, People's Fronts, Workers and Farm-
ers (capitalist) governments.

The foregoing is presented by way of elab-
oration of our posiiion, which we have stated
time and again. However, since some of our
muddle-headed “critics’’, who do not under-
stand the actual principle and tactical aspects
of the problem, have seized on some weak
or erroneous formulations appearing in our re-
cent material to muddy the waters, we shall
further clarify the question.

In the RWL Program, we state: "“In such
(backward) countries the proletariat can ad-
vonce the demand for the Constituent Assem-
bly as a PURELY AUXILIARY slogan. That
slogan was tenable in Russia in 1917. It is
false, however, in Spain 1936-39."

To make this correct point more clear, we
should add 'the words: "CONVOCATION of
the Constituent Assembly.” We are never for
its organization.

In the "Interndational News" of May 1942,
in the article “Social Forces in the Indian Rev-
olution,” there appeared an erroneous formul-
ation, which we gladly correct here.

"All talk about a ‘workers and peasants
state’ or 'democratic dlctatorship of proletariat
and pedsantry, is vain,” the article states;”’ for
the basic reason that the peasantry is incap-
able ‘of pursuing an independent role.”

'The BASIC question is thus stated succin-
ctly and correctly. There can be no revolu-
won in India except a PROLETARIAN revolu-
ticn. .

From there, however, the paragraph goes
on: "This leads to the meodification to which
we refered earlier. Under the conditions of a
revoliitionary situation the former slogan of the
constituent assembly (as an auxiliary to the
struggle for workers and peasants councils)
now becomes a reactionary slogan capable
only of meeting the political needs of the In-
dian bourgeoisie and American finance cap-
ilal.”

BASIC POSITION CLEAR

Here again, the basic thought — the need.
for soviets, and the reactionary character of a -
Constituent Assembly — is clearly pointed
out. But there is confusion on the question of
whether the slogan was correct in the past,
even though it is incorrect now. This must be
altered to state that the eall for the orgamiza-
tion of a Constituent Assembly is wrong at ALL
times. Furthermore at present to call for the
CONVOCATION of a Constituent Assembly in
India would be an important tactical blunder.

We again repeat our position on the ques-
tion so. that there can be no misunderstanding:
We are opposed at all times emd under all
circumstances to the organization of a Con- .
stituent Assembly. We may under certain cir-
cumstances, however, call for the CONVOCA-
TION of such an assembly, once major sec-
tions of the oppressed masses are set in motion
for the assembly.

Our May 1942 o:rtlcle states that because
the democratic dictatorship is outdated histor-
ically — therefore we reject the call for the
assembly now. The conclusion does not flow
from this premise. From this premise, as stat-

-ed before, we reject the ORGANIZATION of

the Constituent Assembly. The’question of par-
ticipation or boycott of its elections and convo-
cation, is a tactical question based upon the
concrete situation.
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NOTES ON

In the present. period it is a welcome relief

to read a new book or a new pamphlet dealing .

with and defending dialectical materialism, at

a time wnen most of the material presented on

the subject consists of polemics against dial
ectics. .Yet the critics have been unable to
dislodge even a fragment from the system ot
dialectits. One of the recent outlines in behalf
of dialectics is presentéd by William Warde
of the Cannon Trotskyites. Even though this
pamphlet is written by Warde, it is the Cannon
Trotskyite outline of dialectics, and they stand
responsible. It i$ unfortunate for the Cannonite

political - leadership that they had no one who

could correctly edit this outline.

Let us consider some of the shortcomings
of-this outline. In the first place, if one writes
an OUTLINE on dialectics, it should at least
give the fundamentals of the theoreiical struc-
ture of dialectics, even though it does not give
deidils, or does give imporiant bui second-
ary -aspects. But this outline fails to .accom-
plish this simple task. Rather it gives PART
of the siructure of dialectics, and at the same
time-isvlates several pomts and presents ae-
tauls. For example, much space is devoted to
Pormdl logic and the Hegelian revoluuon in
logic.” Above all, the outline only deals in pas-
sing with the fundamental question of “quan-

-tity-quality” changes, and the negation of the

ns@dtioh. N

~~Of the three basic laws of dialectics, it deals
extensively only with the problem of contra-
dicticns, but even this, as we will show, is ex-
pounded. in a false, mechanical presentation.
As to the other two aspects of dialectics, they
are given either from a Hegelian standpoint,
or through mechanical explanations. If it is
recognized that the outline is not clear upon
the general laws of dialectics— and we may
~add that there are more than the three basic
ones of which we have spoken above—then
It can easily be understood why Warde pfés—
‘ents dialectics as a philosophy.

DIALECTICS

IS DIALECTICS A PHILOSOPHY?

Warde says, “Dialectical materialism is the
last link in the chain of historical forms f phil-
osophy, just like ;ccialism is the last link in
the chain of historical forms of social organ-
izations.” . . . dialeclical materialism is the
final expression of philosophy.”

He also states, "Is dialectical materialism
a philosophy or a science? It is both and
neither.” -

And further in the same oulline he states:
“Dialectical materialism exists only in the med-
ium of science.” Thus Warde says that dialec-

 tical materialism is (1) a philosophy, (2) a scien-

cg, (3) both, (4) neither. This kind of presenta-
non ol dialectics 1s just the meat that Eastman,
Hook and others of their tribe live on. You
cannot blame these enemies of dialectics for
making fun of us with such a presentation.
Perhaps Warde thinks he has presented a dial-
eleciical explanation of dialeciics with its “con-
tradictions”? In reality, Warde only presents
his cwn mental confusion and contradictions.

If Warde had stated that Dialectical Mater-
ialism has been forced to take up all systems
of philosophy, just as the materialist philoso-
phies foughi against all religions, and in the
process laid bare the unscientific base of ALL
philoscphical systems, it would have been pos-
itive. Instead he says it is the last of the phil-
osophies. It takes science (not just another
philcscphy) to expose the real roots of philos-
ophy. And that science is dialectical material-

. ism, which is a reflection of the dialectical pro-

cess of nature. Marx and Engels have bath
revealed . their opposition to -ALL Philosophias
on more than one occasion. :

DEWEY'S PHILOSOPHY IN A LEFT FORM

Let us consider further the question of the
character of dialectics ~— whether it is a scien-
ce or philosophy, or both, as Warde stafes.
Warde sees dialectics as a transition, as a
blending, as a "going over to” further scientific
develcpment — as more knowledge is obtain-
ed. This mechanical and false concept about

reality, only brings confusion into the concept

«
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the role of the old philosophies.”
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of contradiction and dialectics. This is not the
process of contraditions. This is the Hegelian,
and if you please, also Dewey concept of con-
tradictions, even though Dewey rejects Hegel.
Although Warde, in words categorically re-
jects Dewey, he nevertheless cctmes a lot of
his ideological baggage.

"Insofar as it (dialectics, H. O.) fills the gap
between sciences with speculative ideas,
which may turn out to be one sided or false
with the further advance of knowledge, it plays
Not only does
Warde list dialectics as “sloppy”’ phiTosophy
in this quotation, but nowhere in the outline
does he make clear the distinction betwesn
RFT ATIVE scientific ideas based upon ‘FACTS
and investigation {even thouah the whole prob
lem could not be analyzed ot the miven staan
of investination, due tn-the STATE OF SHOCIAL
DFEVELOPMENT and the agenerol s~ientifié un-
Aerstandina) emd on the other hand. s~calle”
"ecientific’” theories. hvpnthesis. snaculations
working “tools” that have nnthing in comm~n
vwith FACTUAL DEVELOPMENT.

"But " Warde continues. He savs, "But i
(dialectics. H.O.) seeks to promote the develnp-
ment of rational, social and logical science to

" a pnint where it will itself be abolished as a

agsneral vhilosophy in favor of genuine scien-
ce’ (P.9) In the first place "diglectics” will not
transform a aeneral philesophy into a asnuine
science. ALL philosophy is unscientific, the
verv concept and basic Bremise on which phil-
osophv resta. is unacientific, S~ience mnat deal
with” tha DIFFERENT FORMS OF MATTFR IN
MOTION and explain, upon the bosis of facts,
the inner lows of these vrocessgs. The Warde
equation of blending of philosophy as science
is false.

SCIENCE VS. PHILOSOPHY

The theory of knowledge, and the method
of reasoning are not questions of speculation

~for ‘philosophy. These problems fall into the

category of science — and Dialectical Mater-
ialism gives the answer. When religion was
driven from the high places of learning, driven

out of the front door—it returned through the.

backdoor in the form of philosophy. Science

must drive both out of man's mental make-up.

But this education cannot be conducted by

the fascists’ methods of open force, or the bour-

geois democratic ‘methods of “sugar coated’

concealed force or the Stalinist burocracy’s
\

-ciety, it is scientific.”

methods of bribery and force, or the “left” and
centrist method of trying to reconcile capitalist
contents with working class forms. Not only in
the political field of action do the Trotskyite
centrists accomplish this sleight-of-hand trick,
they also accomplish it in the field of dialec-
tics. But where the Burnham "wing” ridicules
dialectics, and the Shachtmon wing sneers at
it, the Cannon wing presents it in false content
and eclectic form. Warde's contribution in the
field of science is the same confusion and op-
portunism that the "political” leaders present
in politics. It provides a left cover for Dewey's
concealed idealist concepts in the field of scien-
ce just as the Trotskyist centrist line provides
a left covar for the petty bourgeois democrats
in the field of politics.

Warde's statement that socialism is the last
link in the chain of social orgamizations,
is also erroneous. Marxists consider socialism
as a stade toward communism when we refer
to Sncial Organization. Marxists do not con-
sider socinlism as the "last link”. In relation
6 one cvcle of devel~pment, communism, is A
last link. but not THF, last link. because in the
dialectical process this “end” is a new begin-

-ning of a new cycle — if mankind is shll here

on this planet
RELIGIQN AND SCIENCE

One can egsily improve on Wagde's de-
finition of religién, but we have no space to
deal with all the points. In regard to science
he says, "All science is based upon the re-
cognition of the lawfulness of nature, based
upon the interdependence of all things existing
in nature. The conceptual expression of this
lawfulness in nature is the principle of caus- -
ality.” Speaking of dialectics as a bridge (?)
between philosophy and science he says, “In- -
sofar as it destroys and negates the remaining
religious elements in philosophy by extending
the principle of causality into nature and so-
In other words, if dialec-
tics extends the principle of causality into
nature and society, it is scientific—ond one can
also conclude, thereby such action makes phil-
osophy scientific (?). Nowhere in a further dis-
cussion on dialectics does Warde list the

" PRINCIPLE OF CAUSALITY as a basic pro-

positicn of the system of dialectics. Yet, ac-
cording to the above quotation, the most im-
portant task of dialectics is to extend the prin-,
ciple of causality.
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WHAT DIALECTICS EXPLAINS

This is a completely false preseritatioﬂ of
the “task” of dialectics and. of the principles of
dialectics. Warde has carried over some of his

bourgeois concepts in ‘science” as he has in.

dialectical “‘philosophy”. The question of
cause and effect and its relation to dialectics
has been dealt with on more than one occa-
sion by Marx, Engels and .Lenin. They do not
present the question in this lopsided manner
as Warde does. For the dialecficion, the un-
folding of the theoretical structure carries with
it a dialectical explanation of causality—not
as a PRINCIPLE set apart from the system as
presented by Warde, but as an integral part
of contradiction in development, in objective
reality, independent of our minds. ’

Lenin states in Materialism ond Empirio-
Criticism that the real difference between the
different schools of epistomology on the ques-
tion of causal connection is, “whether the
source of our cognition of these connections is
natural objective. lawf or the properties of our
reason, its innate faculties of knowirig certain
a priori truth, and so forth.” Of course, Warde
will reply, "I agree with Lenin”. But one does
not write an outline of dialectics and present
two principles—one on causality (not mention-

‘ed directly as a “law” of dialectics) and the

other "law" of dialectics—the nature of con-
tradictions. = ‘

CONTRADICTION AND DIALECTICS

Warde writes a 52 page outline and only
has space enough in the pamphlet to present
the "First Law of Dialectics”, the nature of con-
tradiction. Again, we. do not intend to cover

.this in detail, nor at present argue on - certain
- shortcomings on the question of contradictions.

We merely want to state here that an outline
should present an outline of the LAWS of dial-
ectics. (The R-W.L. outline on Dialectical Mat-
erialism published in 1937, tokes up these
questions.) -

ONKCE MORE, SCIENCE

Warde labels some things - science  that
should not be labeled as such, and fails to
speak of science when he should. We have
already pointed out his jumble on what dial-
ectics is. But he is able to make a precise
statement on Logics. He says, “Logic then is
the science of the laws and the forms of
thought.” This is what Warde says, not Warde
quoting learned men of the past. Engels says,

"The dialectic is nothing more than the science
of the general laws of motion and development
of nature, society and thought.” If Engels is
correct ‘then Warde is wrong. ; Not only must
Dialecticians cast aside the careless use of the
word philosophy in speaking of dialectics; they
must. also speak of dialectics in opposition to
logics as mutually exclusive SYSTEMS of the
laws and forms of thought. Otherwise it is lik

a doctor practicing witch-cradt. :

Warde has not made up his mind on the
question of dialectics. Is it a science or phil-
osophy, both or neither? Engels not only an-
swered that question long ago, but goes be-
yond that. In speaking of the application: of
dialectics to social development he says in An-
ti-Duhring (p. 33) “"These two great discoveries,
the - materialist ‘conception of history and the
revelation of the secret of capitalist produc-
tion by means of surplus value, we owe to
Marx. With these discoveries - socialism be-
comes a science, . . . " Here Engels is using
the word, socialism to: mean the theoretical
system of Marxism, the application of the dial- -
ectic method to social development and the
class struggle. ®©Of course, what Engels speaks
of here is only a PART of the question of dial-
ectics. But Warde still has o long way to
travel to a scientific position.
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