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3.Describe the relationshin between the Narodniks and the Emancipatior ¥
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2. the pProletariaf  revelution can oaly be led by scientific :
socialism and not by everv spontanecus directicn of the movement
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they are stamoen trith the imorint of a class. S :
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CONSTITUTIUN OF THE COMMUNIST LEAGUE
(Adopted Plenary Session, Aug. 18, 1970)

INTRUDUCT ION

The Communist League was formed in 1968 by a group of MarxisteLeninists.
The purpose of the C.L. is to organize and participate in the struggle of the
working class against the .U.S. Capitalist class and in the struggle to establish
the Dictatorship of the Proletariat,

The C.L. is fully aware that "If there is to be revolution, there must be
a revolutionary party. Without a revolutionary party, without a party built on
the Marxist-Leninist revolutionary style, it is impossible to lead the working
class and the broad masses of the people in defeating imperialism and its running
dogs." At this point in U.S. history there is no revolutionary partye.

The C.L. cannot and does not consider itself a party: We believe that a rev-
olutionary party will be built by the merging of true Marxist-Leninist groupings
out of their common struggle in theory and practice against the revisionist ideology
which is presently holding back the working class movement.

The ‘source of this revisionist ideology is the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union and their faithful runningdogs, the Communist Party of the U.S5.A. Only by
a hard and constant struggle can Marxist-Leninism be put in its proper place as
the theoretical beacon lighting our way,.

The historical conditions in the U.S. find the spontaneous struggle of the
unorganized and unskilled workers in general, and the black and brown minority
workers in particular advancing steadily toward direct confrontation with the
imperialist state,

The American working class and the national minorities are seeing every day
the apparatus for a fascist state coming into being. Fascism develops when the
working class and the objective conditions are favorable for the proletarian
revolution but when there is no revolutionary party to lead them., If fascism
is allowed to develop in the U.S. it will be ten times more ruthless than German
Nazisme The German Fascists needed fascism in order to launch their wars of
aggression=--the U.5. capitalists need fascism in order to continue their war of
aggression.

Therefore, the C.L. sees its responsibility in deepening and spreading the
universal truths of Marxism=Leninism-ilao Tsetung's Thought to the concrete situation
of the U.SeA. Unly in this way will the working class be armed against revisionist
and bourgeois ideologye

The Co.lL. understands that 'The revolutionary war is a war of the masses; it
can be waged only be mobilizing the masses and relying on them." The C.lL. will
develop close ties with the masses by taking part in their everyday struggle while
constantly learning from them and untiringly teaching them about the bright future
of Socialisme

The C.L. hopes from the struggle against revisionist ideology and the daily
battle of the working class, to develop strong cadre who are worthy of the title,
COMMUNISTs We call upon all honest ilarxist-Leninists who realize the necessity



of the struggle and are not afraid of the challenge to join us in liberating our
class and destroying forever this evil system of exploitation,

ORGANIZATIONAL PRINCIPLES OF THE CGMNUNIST LEAGUE

I. THE BASIS OF THE ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE OF THE LEAGUE IS DEMOCRATIC CENTRALISM,
A. All leading bodies from bottom up are elected.
l. Every candidate must be voted for separately.
2. Every League member has the right to obJect to a candidate and-
criticize a candidate. -
3s« The voting for all candidates is done by secret ballot.
4, Higher bodies are elected by lower bodies.

Be Decisions of the higher bodies are absolutely binding on the lower bodies.

Ce Reports from leading bodies are made periodically to'membershipe

l. Plenary sessions, sessions of the elected officiaels and leading cadre,
will be held to discuss major political developmentss

26 COngreases, organizational membership meetings, will be called when
needed to decide ihe direction of the organization according to major
developments in the class strugglee.

3e Membership meetings, by sections may be called from time to time
by the Central Committee, the section committee or by the demand
of three quarters (3/4) of the section membership.

De Strict discipline and subordination of the minority to the majoritye

Ee Every member has the rlght and duty to participate in every major decision
concerning his own activity or behavior.

Fe The basis of work is centralism grounded in democracy and democracy led
by centralism,

l. By hearing and discussing the reports by League bodles, the members
of the League check on the work of the leading bodies they are sub-
ordinate to. '

2. . Active participation of every member in the life of the League.

3e League mcabers $ould be bold in making criticism and self-criticisme.

4, Leacue meetings and educatiomals serve as a school for membershipe.

ORGANIZATIUNAL STRUCTURE OF THE COMMUNIST LEAGUE

The highest leading body of the C.L. is the Congress, which is called either
by the Central Committee or by three quarters (3/4) of the membership. Between
the Congresses, the Central Committee is the highest leading body. Wwhen the
Central Committes is not in session, the Secretariat will carry on the day-to=-day
work necessary for the League to operate, The Congress is responsible for the el-
ection of the Central Committeei the Central Committee is responsible for the
election of the Secretariat '‘and for the appointment of section leaders and leaders -
of various committees and of the editor of the organizational newspaper, the People's
Jribune, The organizational committee, headed by the Organizational Secretary,
has the function of quickly transférring the organizational and political decisions
and discussions from higher bodies to lower bodies: A commission system, functioning
as a direct arm of the Central Conmlttee, insures complete and up=-to-date infor-
mation concernlng Spec1flc argas in the class struggles The committee system
requlates and insures democracy within the organization. '




PRINCIPLES OF MEMBERSHIP I THE C.L.

Membership is open to any person who does not explcit the labour of others,
accepts the League program and Constitution, will work in assigned areas of the
League, will follow the League decisions, adhere to democratic centralism and
give the financial support required.

A, Qualifications.

l.e Applicants must be eighteen years old.

2. Membership is accepted through the club unit and reviewed by the next
higher body.

3. An applicant must give his history, background, and an honest explanation
of his present ties and beliefs. In addition, each applicant must be
sponsored by a member in good standing.

4. Applicants will work in the clubs and assigned work areas. Applicants
will serve a probationary period of three (3) months. Uuring this proba=-
tionary period the new members will have the same rights in participation
as all members to voice opinions, vote, be elected to minor postse. After
the probationary period he will be given all rights and duties of League
membershipe

Se League members are free to withdraw from the League. The club will
decide the conditions for withdrawal. This will be reviewed by the :next
highest body.

6. When a League member is cited for an infraction of any of the above rights,
duties or qualifications, he will be given a list of his offenses, and
will be criticized through the club, then the next higher bodies, and
finally the League Congress. All charges that might warrant expulsion
will be stated in writing and given to the member in question no later
than two club meetings after first charged.

7. Charges may take the form of warning, serious warning, probation, and
expulsions

Members on all levels have the following duties:

l. To study Marxism-Leninism-flac Tsetung's Thought diligently and strive increasingly
to raise the level of their understanding.

2. To be bold in making criticism and self-criticism.

3. To build Lcague solidaritye.

4. To carry out League policy and decisions, and energetically fulfill the tasks
assigned.

Ce To strictly observe the Constitution and behave accordingly with Communist
ethics, no exceptions being made for any League member, whatever his services
or position,

6s To serve the interest of the masses of toilers with all one's emergy, strengthen
one's ties with them, learn from. them, listen with open ears and open mind to
to their wishes and cpinions and report without delay these to the League
and finally to explain League policy to them.

7o To be constantly viligant to protect the League from opportunists, careerists,
police agents, and other degenerate elements who might slip into membership.




IENINISM - FOURTH CLASS. - HISTORY OF THE CPSU _ CHAPTER 2

'STUDY GiiESTIONS:

1. What was the response of the Bourjeoisie (Zemstvo) and the Tsarist government
to the revolutionary moverent of the workers and peasants.

2. "hat was the Iskra and how did it serve to build a Social Derwocratic Party?

3+ What was Lenin's plan for Party building?

L. "That were the four noints on the Economists! attack on Lenin? What were the 6
roin theoretical - principles put forth -in Lenint's book What is to be Done

_in response to the attacks? :

5. What' is the historic significance of What is to be Done? P 32

6. Briefly describe the Second Congress and discuss the five conclusions the book
draws, o '

7. Describe Lenin's and the Mensheviks views on the Party, as put forth in Lenin's
One Step Forward, Two Steps Back - Describe how we apply these six principles
in our work,

8. How were the Mensheviks ahle to take over the Iskra and the Central Committee?

OPITIONAL SUGGESTED RCADING FOR ;'l-'?fIS CHAP'I“ER:
YHAT IS TO BE DONE, LENIN

ONE STEF FORVARD, TVWO STEPS ‘BACK, LENIN
ISKOQA PERIOD Volume 1 & 2 10th Amnniversary of International publishers ed.

(red series, IENIN
Aoty snion

IENIN ISM FIFTH CLASS IENIN = WHAT IS TO BE DONE all -

CHAPTER 1 _Hidobe

1, What does freedom of criticism means as discussed in the bookis Describe the
M™ew'" trend which adopts a critical attitude towards "obsolete dogmatic™
"~ Marxisn presented by Bernstein and ‘demonstrated by Millerand/
24 Vhat was the Rabocheye Dyelo./ Explain briefly the conclusions drawn from the —7 A/
quotation: "Is it pessible to unite the Social Democratic organizations operate=1
ing abroad" - "in order that unity may be-durahle, there mist be freedom of
criticism" (See B THE NEW ADVOCATES OF "FREEDOM OF CRITICISMM first pararraph)
3. Why was it necessary to form an alliance between the'extreme and extremely Ao
moderate views" (legal Marxists and Social Democrats)f/ﬁﬂhat were the major ;Z“”
" differences between these views)—% ' '
Lo Vhat are the two views on theory discussed in the book (as expressed by the D s
Rabo Dyelo sroup a nd the Emancipation of Laboi Group. - @
5« For Russian Socigl Democrats the importance of theory was enhanced by three -
circuastances 4 What were they,\Discuss this in relation to Chapter I, section 7 L

4 and 5 of the Histcry ol the GpSU.(:\E?scuss This in relatiomtoour present 1

2

situation. P PR
CHATTER 2 ' ~ ' o
1. What is the "spontaneous element™ LAY .
2. Where does socialist theory come ftrom. {7/ ¥ ' g p

3. Describe the historical development of Economisme // , vird s /
L, What result does "bowing to spontaneity" have, I‘fﬁét aré€ some histarical ex-/, , (/ -
anples of this, why does this result occur,. o
5 Discuss the quote "and so, we have become convincedsssesessssocapable of lead-
ing the whole movement, (this quotation can be found in the third and fourth
papagraphs - end of chapter 2) Discuss this quotation in relation to cond- /
itions in the U.S. today and to our work,'
B L vy 27
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_ CHAPTER 3 ) g W

1, What does political education of the working class mean. <iﬂ&””'
%g&What did Lenin say about "lartynovs position "to give the economic
struggle itself a political character." fThat is the Communist positio'
§§ in regard to the economic struggle.
g-[ilWhat was the !larxist position on agitation and nromaganda. How did
Martynov try to improve on Plekhanovs views.
4. Yhat do the economist and terrorist have in common, How does this affect
the struggle for socialism. Qe -
CHAPTER 4 Gyeeunn - VoY A
1. How are economism and primitiveness related. "That would be the harmful
effect to cur organization if we did not fight acainst these tendencies
2. How do organizations of workers (unions) differ from organizations of
revolutionaries. How did the economists muddle the difference.
J¥hat wes the economist answer to the vast difference in numbers and
ycgykdnsciousness of revolutionaries and the spontaneous ansurge of the

r.asses.
4.Wnat were the two positions of"Conspiratorial Organiation and Democratism"
S. Why did the economists resent "all Russian ‘Jork" hy did Lenin call

for both.

CH2APTER 5 '

Yl.Discuss Lenins plan to unite the !Marxist circles and organizations into a
ingle group arcund an all Russian political newspaper. '

GENERAL QUESTION

y1.5ummarize the main theoretical principles expounded by Lenin in ‘hat is

g_v;;y +2 be Done. "

"1T IS IIPOSSIBLE TO AVOID UTTER ROUT IN THE EVENT OF DEFEAT "ITHOUT KMNOING
BCU 0D RETRTAT PRCPERLY, TO RETREAT WITHOUT PANIC AND "TITHOUT CONFUSION."
ECTION °
D riba the counse of events that led to the revolution in Russia.
2.Hca 1did Russian imperialism effect the revolution in Russia.
J.Ugut were the attitades of the "ensheviks toward the war, what were the
Belislhieriks?
4.7%2w Jdid the Russc~Japanese war hasten the outbreak of the revolution.
2.Who was Gopon, what wac his organization - what did his activities accompl-

cwiet was the change in the revolutionary struggles of the wokkers after
Janucry 9th.

2."ha* happened at Lodz and Ivanovo*Vosznesensk.

3.What happened on the Potemkin and what did it show.

4.Vhat classes cought to overthrou the Tsar and what sought to preserve the
govarnment Discuss in detail as concerns the workers, peasants, bourge-
orzie and landlords.

S.What was the rosponse of the liberal bourgeoisie and the government to th‘
rizing revolutionary strugqgle. '

SECTION. 3

1.7t were the main points (4) of differences between the Bolsheviks 3rd
Party Congress and the flenshevik Conference ir “heir tactical line.



2.Why was it, the peasantry and not the liberal bouraeoise who was the
class ally of the proletariat.

' SECTION 4
l.Describe the all Russian mass political strike of October 1905.
What did this strike reveal, what were the reactions of the ruling class.
2.What was the !lanfesto of October 17. How was it a trap to the masses.




1that was the rola of the Black Hundrods, "That were the Soviets.
‘That did they ra“rGSpnt and how ¢id tacv arise,
3. JMat was tae rolo of the .lonshevil"s in the Soviet in St. Poter-
shurg, the Bolshfd*’ in the !osco7 Soviet,.
SLCTIOL] 5
1, tha
2le Ibr ai
raesti
3, ‘hat %ind of unity was offacted at the 4th Congraess and what

1t major events tool rlace between Octoher to December of 1905,
et vas h; impcrtance of the Tammerfors Conference.

lzin the Belshevi andé " enshevil: mositions cn the Agrarian

f\

Tie

nha Dumas
the cttitudes of the RBolshevils, the ‘ensheviks to

¢ifferent Funas,
3. 'hy was ths 5th Concoros
viks. TThat weee the C©
3

s consicdered a big wvictory to the Bolshe=
1255 roots of the tactics of tac Zcelshe-
Tceribed Hv Comralde Stalin.

5 he causes cof tha de at of the first Pussian Pevol-
utiocn.
) R SR A Tth CLASE HISTO OF MYHE 6PSU 3 CIAPTER 4

Ll yj T(\ l
ction.

1. rescrine the policy of the Stolypin rae X
actions to thaesc actions of

2. ™at were the class ané rolitical re
th2 Tsars covarnnent,

3. That were the characteristic feeturas of modsrn revisionism in
nolitical econony in ~uestions cf tactics and in nhilosoriy
in Loenins time, in ours,

SECTION 2 ( CLASS ON DIRALECTICAL AND [IISTOPICAL MATEEIALIS™ “TILL

Dy TRLD AT A LATER DATT

LCTION 3

1. That Gaid the L*c”uiﬂP+ors advocete.
2. "hat did the Gtzovists advocate and what did thev have in common.
3. That vvers the novw tactics of the party in thie ncriod.

SUCTION A

1. Tescribe Trotsiv's Zugust Bloc and exnlain how it vas counterace~
ed by Le¢nin.-.

2. lcwdid lecal and illescel work aic in the »nrogran. .

3. foscribc the rreparation of the Bolsheviks for the Pragues
onference.

4, “hat vas the outcome of the Fracue Conference.

SU LAY

1. Discuss hcv the partvprinciple of purging is vital tc the dev=-
elorment of a revolutionarv varty,




ONE_STEP_FORWARD, TWO STEPS BACK

Historical background

The Second Party Congress, which began in 1903, was convened for one
specific purpose: The creation of a centralized, all Russian revolutionary
Marxiat Party, capable of leading the Russian proletariat to the seizure

of State power.
The Second Congress was responsible for:

1. Sealing the victory of liarxism over "Economism"

" 2. Adopting a program and rules, creating a Social Democratic Party and

thus building the framework for a.single party.

3. Revealing the existence of grave differences over the questlon of organ=-
ization which divided the party inte two sections, The Bolsheviks and the

Mensheviks; The revolutionary Social Democrates and the opportunists.

4 Demonstrating that the main opposition (opportunists), Formerly the

Economists, was now the Mensheviks,.

It failed , however, to expose the Mensheviks of their opportunlsm in
organizational matters. It was unable to isolate them from the Party.

Following the congress the struggle between the Bolsheviks and the
Mensheviks became more acute. The Mensheviks did their best to sabotage
the Congress decisions, and seize the Party institutions. Their demand for
additional representation on the lIskra editorial board, plus the turnabout

- that Plekanov made when he switched to the side of the opportunists, forced

Lenin to resign from the editorial board inorder to spend all his time in
the Central Committee, to strike at the opportunists from this position.
Following this, and starting with the 52nd issue of Iskra, the Mensheviks
converted Iskra into their own paper. We refer to the Mensheviks Iskra
as the “new Iskra" and Lenin's as the "old Iskra'.

Lenin wrote One Step Forward, Two Steps Back during this times in

answer to the attack being waged by the Mensheviks against the Bolsheviks

revolutioary organizational principles.

Organizational Principles which the book put fortﬁ

1. The fiarxist Party is a detatchment of
detatchment. It is the vanguard detatchment,
Armed with knowledge of society, and the laws
able to lead the working class and direct the
Party is not the working class, and not every

the working class but a special
the class~conscious detatchment .
of class struggle, it is
struggle. O 'bviously, then, the
member of working class, or

Yevery striker" is in the Party. It is not the task of the Party to lower it-

self to the level of the masses; but to raise
Party.

2, The Party is an organized detatchment.

their level to that of the

It must have discipline

which is bindinding on all its members. Therefore, Party members must belong
to Party organizations. The organizational Report submitted at the fierger
Conference correctly pdints out that our League must have this same principle.
The Party needs a united will of the members in order to have a united action
of the members. The Party needs a united action of the members in order to

direct the working class struggle.

T I T R S R T
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2.

3« The Party must be the highest form of organization of the working
class, and its mission is to guide.all other organizations of the working
class. The Party must play the leading role in the revolution, not be
lead by the spcntaneous movement.

4, The Party is an embodiment of the connections of the vanguard with
the masses. It must have connections with the non-party masses, or else it
will isolate itself from the masses, loss their confidence and support,
flounder and die.

S« The Party must be organized on the principle of Centralism, not
ultra-democracy. The minority must be subordinate to the majority, the
various organizations to the center. In fact, the correct organizational prin=-
ciple is DEMOCRATIC CENTRALISWM.

6. The Party must preserve the unity of its ranks, it must impose a
common proletarian discipline, equally binding on all members, leadership
and rank and files There can be no 'chosen few'.

Small Circles(main ones) and various Congress Groupings

1. Iskra editorial board-- Composed of Lenin, Plekhanov, Martov, Zasulich,
Axelrod and Potresov. Founded in 1900.

2. The Emancipation of Labor Group=-- Made up of Plekhanov, Axelrod,
Deutsch, Zasulich and Ignatov. This group, founded in 1883, had been largely
responsible, through translations pamphlets, etc., for bringing Marxism to
Russias In the last years the group resided abroad.

3. The League of Revolutionary Russian Social=-Democracy-- The foreign
representative of the Iskra organization. In the course of the Congress it
was elected the only representative of the RSDLP abroad.

4, Rabocheye Dyelo.-- The organ of the Economists, represented at the
congress by fMartynov, Akimov and Brouckere..

Se The Bund=~ Agroup which hailed itself as the'sole representative
of the Jewish proletariat in Russia' and demanded'complete autonomy’.

6. Yuzhny Rabohy-- The Southern Worker. This was a newspaper circle which
had done 'much good practicle work' and had declared itself Iskraeist.

When it was dissolved at the Congress along with all other circles, however,
one ofl its leaders said that he “did not deem it necessary” to proclaim itself
dissolved and thus totally misunderstood the role of the Congress and of
democratic centralism,

7+ Borba== Agroup of self-styled SocialDemocrats abroad having a basically
Economist line. They were barred from attending the Congress, but came

into prominence in the "Urganizing Committee incident”.

-8+ The Centre-- These were people who inifially had correct palitics,
but favored conciliation and “unity at any cost” with the opportunists. They
thus transformed themselves into what Lenin called”middling opportunists".

At times sided with the Bolsheviks, but as the Congress continued they began
to side more and more with the Mensheviks.

Major Incidents at the Congress

A. Drganizing Committee incident.-- This committee was a small group
formed to bring the Congress togethes. It was composed of Iskraists, Bundists
and Rabocheye Dyelists. The incident revolved around the committee's
decision the Dorbaist Ryazanov to sit in on the Congress after they had
previously refused to let him do so. Comrade Pavlovich, a Bolshevik,
objected saying that the small group (the organizing committee) was acting
on its own against the Congress. Comrade Martov asked the committee why
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they had chaﬁged their views on the Borba group. The rcason they gave was

‘that possibly “it could have forcotten to nominate somcone and- so ons This'

was no the.reason. The change of face was vas tho reflection of ‘the "political
spinelessness of the unstablc group on the 02g. comnittees” * They wished to
burke the issue and werc afraid of what people would saye This was Comrade
Lenin's compact analysis of the signiiicence of the Orge. committee incident:
“... The issue thus came down to this: circles or a party? Were the rights o f
delegates.to be restricted at the congress in the name of the imaginary

rights or rules of the various bodies and circles, or were all lower bodies

and old groups to be completely and rot nominally but actually, disbanded in
face of the Congress; pending the creation of genuindy Party official insti-

‘tutions? The reader will already see from this how profoundly important

from the standpoint of principle was this dispute at the very outsct (the
third sitting) of this Congress whosc purposs waos the actual restoration of
the Party. ' Focused in this dispute, as it were, was the conflict between
the old circles and: small groups ( such as Yuzhny Rabochy) and the renascent
Party. And thc anti- Iskra groups 2t once revealed themselves: The Bundists
Abramson, Comrade fiartynov, that arcent ally of the prescont Iska editorial
board, and cur friend Comrade Makhov all sided with Egrov and the Yuzhny
Rabociy group against Pavlovich. Comrade Martynov, who now vies with llartov
and Axelrod in sporting‘’democracy’ in organization, even cited the example ofeee
the army, where an appeal to a superior authority can only be made through a
lower onel! The true meaning of this "compact® anti-Iskra opposition was
quite clear to everyone who was present at the Congress or who had carefully
follecuwed the intcrnal history of our Party prior to ths Congress. It was
the pupbose of the oeppositicn (- 2rhaps not always realized by all of its
repfegentaﬁivés, and sometimes pursued by force of inertia) to guard the in=-
dependence, “individualiem and parochial.inkerests‘of the small, petty groups
from being swallowed up in the broad Party that was being built on the Iskra
principles.” - » o e

B. The Dissolution of the Yuzhny Rabochy. = In August of 1902, the
Yuzhny Rabochy group cocnducted negotiations cn joint work with Iskra. This
resultad in a prblished statement of solidarity between the two groups.

The 2nd Congress noted that ‘valuable literary and ‘organizational work of
the Yuzhny Rabochy geoup for the unification and re-cstablishment of the
party" and passed a decision to crase publication ancd dissolve this group
along with ail other individual indspendant Socinl Dcmecratic groups and
organizations. The Yuzhny Rebochy grcup ncowever, didn't fully subscribe
to the Iskra plan to build a pacty on principles of Demccrutic Centralism,
and Lenin pointed out that they “verbzlly recoghizisg Iskra as the leading
organ, actually pursued plans of their ocun and were unstable in matters of
principle”s Orz of the Comrades, Popov, hinted during the dcbate that a
compact majority predetermined the fate of tho group. This means that after
the Iskraists had stnted their opinion and moved a resolutiorn everything "
was clear. Tho Yuzhny Rabochy group would be dissolved against its own'
wishes. At this point the group spokesman drew a distinction between the
Iskraists and his own susporters as representing different lines of organ-
izational policy. '

C. The Agrarian Program. The next majox debate centered around the
Agrarian Program, It provcd te be a preview of a major struggle between the
Bolshevik and fMenshaevik lines, sven though at this Congress the Economists
took up the banner of the opposition. The debate centered around the question
of the relationship of the proletariat to the peasantry. The Opportunists
held that the major mistake of ths Agrarian Program was that it pushed for an
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alliance of workers and peasants., This was a mistake, according to the
opportunists, because the proletariat is *our only revolutionary caass". The y
took this correct fact and twisted it to mean that none of the other classes
could take a revolutionary stands In fact they went further and stated the
peasantry was reactionary and bourgeoiss This is why Lenin charged the
Opportunists were Vulgar Marxists,

As if declaring the peasantry an enmemy of the proletariat weren't
bad encugh, the oppositicn went on to say that the bourgeoisie was a class
that "while essentially it is reactionary,® it "“is often revolutionary- for
example, in the struggle against feudalism and its survivals®. fMakhov,
who made the above statement, went on to say that there were some groups that
"are always{!) reactionary=- such as handicraftsman”., This is turning things
upside=down. uhat was done by the opportunists was to take known factse- the
general class relationships of the prolstariat, the peasantry and bourgeoisie,
and make them abstract absoclutes that were incorrect. The history of the
- Soviet Union proves the importance of the peasantry. ‘

The debatz over the Agrarian Program also clearly showed where the
"Centre” stoods OUn this question Egorov and Makhov, two "Centrists”
sided with the anti-iskraists in opposing the Agrarian program. Needless to
say, although the debate was heated at times, the amendments which the
opposition attempted to bulldoze through(in an attempt to change the nature
of the program) were defeated,

U. Debate cver Paragraph Cne of the Rulese. This debate centered between
Lanin's and ilartov's formulation of criteria for party membership. Lenin's
formulation was: A member of the party is one who accepts its program and
supports the party both financially and by personal participation in one
of the party organizations. Martov's formulation was: A member of the
Russian Social Democratic Labor Party is one who accepts its program, supports
the Party financially, and renders it reqular personal assistance under the
direction of one of its organizations. This difference, between the one
which says a member has to be in a party organization and the one that says
‘a member must work under the direction of one of the party organizations is
much more imnortant than just a question of semantics,.

"It is clearly evident from this juxtaposition that there is no idea
in Martov's draft, but only an empty phrase. That Party members must work
under the control and direction of the pgrgans of the Party goes without
sayings it_cannot be otherwise, and only those talk about it who love tao talk
without saying anything, who love to drown "Rules' in a flood of verbiage
and bureaucratic formulas (that is, formulas useless for the work and supposed
to be useful for display). The idea of paragraph one appears only when the

There is not even a trace of this idea in Comrade fMartov's dr;?E._ Conte-
quently, 1 gould not have bgen acguainted with the "views' of Comrade Martov

"on this subject” for in Comrade Martov's draft there are po_views on
this _subject. Comrade Martov's statement of fact proves to be a muddle."

It is obvious that the basis of Nartov's formulation is that of the
petty-bourgeois intellectual who shrinks from Party discipline. This is
obvious when one remembers that throughout this period in history the flenshe=-
viks were continually calling for a party that could be open to "every
striker, high school student, professorese”

Unfortunately, fllartov's formualtion was adopted by the Congress, be a
vote of 28-22, But Lenin had this to say about the outcome of the vote:
“eeel by no means consider our difference (over Paragraph 1) so vital as to
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be a matter of life or death to the Party. Wie shall certainly not perish
becauss of an unfortunate clause in the Rules! Taken by itself, this
difference, although it did reveal shades of principle, could never have
called forth that divergence (actually, to speak unreservedly, that split)
which took place after the Congress. But every little difference may become
4 Rig one if it is insisted on, if it is put intc the foreground, if people
selt abput searching for all the roots and branches of the difference,

the starting-point for a swing towards definite mistaken views, and if these
mistaken views are combined, by virtue of new and additional divercgences,

o wwn e

E. Personal Composition of the Central Committee and the Central
Organe. Eventually at the Congress and afterwards, the struggle between the
2 lines of ‘“consistenitly revolutionary Social Democracy” and various shades
of opportunism developed into the question of membership in the Central
Committee, the majority or the minority (opportunists). A fierce struggle
tocok place around the personal composition of the C.C. and the Editorial Board.
The discussion, which was at first characterized as squabbling, later de-
veloped into a conflict over different political lines. Thus, shades of
opportunism developed intno full blossomed opportunism. Comrades like fiartov,
who originally sided with Lenin, ended up opposing hime. Phekhanov, who in
the beginning opposed opportunism, stood for "peace" between the groups, and
eventually ended up in the llenshevik camp.

"The fundamental idea of 'uWhat Should ot Be Done®" - a book written
by Plekhanov~ "is that in politics one must not be tos stiff=-necked, too
harsh and unyielding; that it is sometimes necessary, to avoid a split, to
yield even to revisionists (among those moving towards us or among the
inconsistents) and to anarchistic individualists.*®

e must rever forget that we must always take a principled stand against
revisionism, and not yield to it, or else we will wind up in the *marsh *
Just as Comrades like Plekhanov and various Centrists, both in Russia and
throughout the world, have done.

Analysis of the Voting~==~- See last page
Summary

The importance of Ong Step Forward, Two Steps Back, is that it
successfully upheld the Party principles against the Circle principles and

the Party acainst the disorganizers; it smashed the opportunism of the
Mlensheviks on the question of organization and laid the organizational
foundations of the tolshevik Party. Its historical significance lies in

the fact that for the first time in the historvy of Marxism, Lenin elaborated
the “doctrine of the Party” as the leading organization of the proletariat,

as the principle weapon of the proletariat, without wich the dictatorship of
the proletariat cannot be won,.

"In its struggle for power, the proletariat has no other weapon but
organizations Disunited by the rule of anarchic competion in the bourgeois
world, ground down by forced labor for capital, constantly thrust back to the
‘lower depths' of utter destitution, savagery and degeneration, the prol-
etariat can become, and inevitably will become, an invincible force only when
its ideclogicel unification by the principles of Marxism is consolidated
by the material unity of an organization which will weld millions of toilers
into an army of the working class. f{ieither the decrepit rule of Russian tsar-

dom, nor the senile rule of international capital will be ahle to withstand
this army”
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"yps N. This was when tha "coatra" Jeinsd with s o
/s ! shirniotsems
Iscaists egainst the anti-Iskraists, cr a pant L:/ Iekiniots=majority
of thame This occurred in the bote on tha Fro=- & Ickraists~-minority

grame  Tha Centrists voted when a section cf tha —
anti=Iskraists were with the Iskraiets, c» whsy ° ;aj
it was a question cf a sost of stoteineqt which zﬁiﬁ_
“Was not in itself a divcct ccmmittal to a de-

inite political position- such as tha racognition of Iskra's organizing
work was not in itsslf 2 committal to carry cut its crganizational policy.

Centra
Antielskraists

Type B« This was whan tho conzistent end inconsistert Iskreists votad
a32inst the antieIskraists and the "Canire"s The Organizing Committae
incident is an example of this kind of vcting.

Types E;B,and E. This was when a small section of the Iskrzcists broke away
and joined with the anti-Iskraists, and thus created a majority as long as
they remained in the Congress, such as the vote on Parcorzph 1 of the rules,
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What is the relaticnshin between the Party and the whcle working
class?

what are Farty Crgznizations? What is the significance of
Party mernbers bLeing requireéd to helong to a Party orcanization?
ihat are the conseruences if they are nof required to balorng even
thacuch they surport the party in other ways?

escribz how the pParty is koth an. organization and a sum of
organiz ations.
Yow does tha Pertv guide all of the cther crganizaticns of the
working class?
How coes the dialiectical principle of subordinating the minority
tc the maiority and the part to the whole apnly to Party crgan-
izations? How does the Pertv preserve unity in its ranks?
Mat is the diiference bhetween bureaucracy and centralism?
' e difference etween democracv as one of the asrects

of democratic 'centralism and the right error of ultra democracy?
in Cne 3*tep Forward, Two Stevs Back it is shown that once the
"Centrists" united with thie Right one one issue, thev tended

mo e ani m te uanite with them on all issues, until they had

eft position entirelv, NDiscuss this tendencv

nt work. lhat are some features ccmmon toc the
Centrl~ts of Lenin's day and the present day?

tthat is Vulgar larxism? Give current examples.

CCESTEDR READRING: HISTCRY OF THE CPSU B Chanter 2 - secticn 4
WIHEOJ“APHE“ REPORTS ON CNE STEP FCPUWARL
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" CLASS O :"-ﬁ'.*c- TACTICS OF "OCIZ‘«L DL "(‘PDCY

. T'0 TCTICS OF SOCIZL DI OCTACY was vritter 'hv Lenin” ir' the '&vo
month~ followinjy the Third Partv Congress: The RS dan soeial A

Deiwocratic Tartv vaz not for'allv hut ”as‘“ctuallv divided into t7o
crours = thz 3olsheviks and the “‘enshevile, The Bolshevile '&av
the nccessitv of uniform tactics writhin tha REDPLD and ool thel V0
iritiative in calling tccether the Third Sartv Concress, inviting v
all »arty organizations, ™ea ‘ensheviks redjected this Ceongress
and infteza calIeJ tc*dtﬁbr tHolr o Fon‘;rerce ‘in’ Seneva. '

i (T Rl R T L;.sl_._, i "

Trro llnc;ﬂ"or\ “ut fortH at thﬂsr ectings, ekt

20 : I & i A N

In ofder”to‘uniﬁe” ”'”cc14l I'e.iocrats, Lenin'saw the urcency of
studvine the’ taptlccl resclutions of the Consress and the: Copfbr“nce
Souinin® <nat-daviaticn3’there were from the rrincinles: of varxisr, -
ivedictolv puttina forth e’ correct tacticalrdccisions in the LOﬁJ
of a —recisc Hrourar., S i SRl T

; TLZCTICAL LIXE OF THE 3D ATV TACTICAL LINMYS .O™ THE . EMSHEVIX:
' CO:ICPESS " COJ arszxcr s
l.Proleterict shoulé e interest- l.Liberal bcurﬁ601519 leader,
ed in tue:.cearlete; victory. - : nroletariat should not es-
. of the Lourgeois ceiocratic “tahlish close relations vrith
revolutions -this; victorwv weuld: the neasantry but :rith the
ellov: v roleteriat to.-qro: - - liberal hourgeoisie. Thev
proliticallyv, gair exrerience ‘rere afraid of fricohtening
in nclitical leadezsrshin of off the likeral bourceoisie
thie teiling nasses and ﬁroceed to . .hy the revelutienary. smirit .

th2 ~roletirian revolution, - 0fF the rroletariat and there-

bv weakenlrg the revolutlﬁn.
2.Peraiassible in rrincinle -

for Ccrmunists to mnarticirate 2. Ccﬂﬂunl tc snou]d not tahe

ir a.rrovisigral rayclutioparv part in the Provisicnal
covernment. (Quring. the: .. ... | rnvolutlongrv governrent
verjod;of. . struoile for a.republlc. s1nce the ¢overn‘ent wvas ‘not
I (3rd.%erty Congress,rejegted, idec Socialist in character and
of "ershaviks that t"‘l" ~articira=- the revolutlonary 3 rlt o'F
tion woula e 2 brand of ‘iller- the nroletariat w1jht frigh-
anai=r and that such rarticiraticn ten the liberal bourgecisie.

vould santifv the htourwrecis order.)
Particication in ™7C viculd en-
able S.D, to carry on a struggle
acainst counterreveolutionary a
atterts and to act in defence of

‘. tre inderendent interests of the
workinc class 2livavs keening in
rmind the aiivs for Socialist
revolution,



3,Convocation of Constituent

Assemly bv means of insurrec-
tion. Demands comnlete trans-

fer of nower to a Constit-
uent Assemblvy, complete cover-
throw of the Tsarist covern-
ment and its renmlacement by
a orovisional revoluticnary
government,

4 .Bxrosed what it meant to be
a party of "extreme oonos-
ition" in time of re-
volution (an expression of
only necative actions and
the paralysis of the party)
"’hen revolution has hegun
TThen there is civil war, ‘hen

3. Convocation of Constituent
Assembly by the call of the
Tsar.

71 +Resolution stated: "tlicre=-
fore,Social Democracy must
not set itself the aim of
seizing or sharing power in
the Provisional governnent,
but must remain the party
of extreme Pevolutionarv
orposing".

insurrectionarv outhreals

occur = THE CONCEPTS AHD

TCR'S OF PARLIAVENTARY STRUG-
CLE APE CHANGID AND TRANSFORILD
INTO THEIPRP OPPOSITES eeeeses

PAGE 78 T°70 TACTICS,"

5.Debated on the nuttino -
forth of concrete rroorams, '
Failecd to mut forth concre-
te slocans. Paiced cues-
tion of "tactics as a
nrocess"

5.Fallied for such revolutionarv

slogans as:

1. mass volitical striles

2.immediate revolutionarv call
for 8 hour worling dav.

3.0rganizations of revolutionarvy
peasant cormittees, confiscat-
ion of the landlord estates.

4,arming of the workers.

6.The revolution would w7in if
headed hv the nroletariat anc i
if it, the proletariat could
secure an alliance with the

6.Proletariat had nurely wage
worker interests, should
not trv to c¢ain hemoceny of
the revoluticn as the rev-




nessantry and not with the 1lib=- oluticn a5 the revolution con-

erzl hHourgecice vho Was not in- cerned all classes.

terested in corlete victorv of

Tsardom, but onlv wanted to re- Proletariat should establish
strict the movers of the Tsar close relationshir with the
anc. utilize the state as & means liheral hourqeoise ard not the
cf control over the wor'.ers and reasantrv.

ngasantry -’ & conpromise

with the Tsar on the 'asis of
a Ccnstitutional ‘conarchv.

"The nrcletariat can and rnust
Le tne leader of the Mourg=
eois dewccratic revolution
althoughcthe revolution can
not be anvthing but hourjeois
Cerocratic in character, &s
the bourceoisie is incensist-
ant and self seeking ard accerts th
acce~ts the slcyans of liberty
only in nmartly and hvohocriti-
cally.” ;0 Tactics

CUESTIONS FOR REPOPIC:

1. »»nlv the lesscns cof Two Tactics of Social Democracv in the
ne-ocratic Tavoluticn to the national liberaticn hoverents
of todav (.iecro Yatioral Liberaticn “trurgle, viet ‘lam.)

“he did Lenin sav that the cheracter of the first Tussian
revolution < as hourgeois=Dorocratic rather than nroletarian?
rmat determires the class character of a revolution(hourceois-
deocratic, prcletarian?)

(39]

‘.nen callecd the »olitical rrernaration for




DIAILECTICAL AVD HISTORICAL MATERIALISH

Reading: Dialectical and Historical Haterialism bp Joseph Stzlin

10,

i

"hat ape the Tour »rinciple Teatures of the arxist NDialectical
Method?

he Aisleztical rethod Tocus on that which is a-
Aavelonio =g onposed to that which seems durable

nt? "y is the proleteriat invincible and not
o

riainny ~°a

M=t does Aixlectics s~y ahout intern=l contradictions?

ihw is the ~mnlication of the dialectical rethod to a study
social 1life and the nistorv of society irvortant to 2
roletarian varty (7llustrate with theoretical examnles)

2 O

low coes Mrrxs!' philosonhical waterialisr differ from idealisu?
tthat zre the hasic teaets of Arxs' philosonhical uaterialisp?

hat ~ccording te nhidosovhical materizlism is social 1life?
what zre the imnlications for practical nolitical activity?

What is the source of social ideas, institutions and political
idens? 'hoot are sore practical inplications of this
(tracin~ the clnss course of ideas)?

Yow Ao the Adsvelowine nroductive forces shape the relation s
of production? Uow diA these fcreces of »nroduction change
slave rel-tions of productions to feudal relations of
profuction? “feudal relationg to Canitalistic relations?

Tow cha the norty of the proletariat influence =and aceel-

erste the develonin~ rmaterial 1life of society?

xmleain arxs! foruvulatior of the essence of historical
aterinlism in his Critique of Tolitical isconomy sXplain
the quotation "it is not the consciousness of ien hat

dgeterv:ines their being, but on the contrary, their socilal
hein~ that deterr:iines their consciousness. '

hat are the "featuires of wroduction'?




Class on Materialism and Empirio-Criticlsm

1. Read Pistorv of the CF3U (RB), on 101-105, for historical back-
sround and summary of book,

2. Studv the followin~ guotations. On meterialism and ideallsm:
*In his work, Ludwix FeuerbachQEngels divides nhilosonhers into two
crest camps - materialiste and 1deallsts, Bangels...cees this fund-
smentel distinction between them: that mhile to the materialists
nature is nrimary, and enirit secondary, to the 1deallsts; the ¥
reverse ie the coagce. Retween thése two schools of thought Engels
rlaces the adherents. of Yume sand Kant who denv the vossibility of

knoiing the world, or at least of fully knowing 1t, and calls them

SRS

acnostice,? (nlld)

*The basic distinction betreen the materislist and the idealist is
that the materinlistg takes sensation, perception, and, in gen-
eral, humen congciousness ag the copy of objective reality. The
world is the movement of this objective reality reflected in our
consciousness, To the movement of ideags, perceptions, etc, corres-
nonda the movement of matter outside of us, The notion of matter
avypresses nothin~ but objective reality mhich is given us in sen-
cation.... TO senarate thourht fror objective realityv, to sevrarate
senaation from the external world,..le the same as joining the

A v

TRy

1denlist camp.? (n225). N,
'Princirles are not the starting pnointe:of investigation but the §

3

‘ conclusions of ite they ars not to he apnlied to nature =and history
but are derived from them, Neture and humanity are not steered by
rrinicrles, but principles nre, on the other hand, only correct in-
aofar ags thev corresnond to nature and history. That is just the

moterialistic concention of matter, and the oprosite.,..i= the

S R

. £

idealistic concention.’® (p22) §
= é.,'

311 knowlasdrse 1w derived from e rerience, from sensations, from 0

narcaention: this ie true, 2ut the cuestion remaing, Is the source
of percertion objective realitv? If you answer yes, then vou are
a matarialist, If not then you inevitably come to subjectivism, or
2moaticiem, irresnective of mhether you deny the knowledge of the
.thing-in-itself, or the objectivity of time, space, causality (Kant:
or whather vou reject the very ideo of the thing-in-itself (Fume),
The incongistency of your eapiricism, of your philosophy of exper-
fence, 111 1lie in the fact that you are denving the objective con-
tent of erperlence, the objective truth of empirical knowledge. (pilf

'The renlly imnortint emigstemoloricnl (hon-do-”e-kndﬁ—things) guest-
ion mhich divides the nhilosophic schools is not concerning. the
decree of our evactness of our descriptlion of couenl connections,..
but whether the zource of our cognition of these connections is nat-
ur2l objective 1o, or the nropertiest of our o'n human renson,...
Thie ia vhat divides the materinliate,..from the sgnostica, '(pl29)

Cn idenlisem:

. "Tor every sclentist, who 1« not led notray by professorinl philos-
orhy, ag well aAs for every materi~li«t, sensnation is nothing but o
direct connection of the mind mith the external morld; it is the :
tranaformntion of energy of externnal evwcitation into 2 mentnl state. ;
This tronaformation hos been observed by each of us 2 million times.




The sophistry of idealist philosorhy consists in that it takes sen- ‘
sation not as a connection of the mind with the outer world but as a
acreen, as a wall which separates the mind from the outer world; in

that it 1s taken not 28 an image correspondinx to the perception of

the evternal phenomenon but as the “only entity”.’ (p31)

'Let us regard the external world, or nature as "a combination of
sensations™ which is caused in our mind by the divinity. Admit this
and give up searching for the "ground” of thsese sensations outside of
the mind and man, and I will recognize within the framework of the
idealist theory of knowledge all of natural sclence, the application
and certainty of its inferences.... Such 1s Berkeley‘’s idea, It cor-
rectly expresses the essence and social significance of idealist
philosophy.’ (pl2)

'"The agnostic (the follower of Hume) does not go beyond his sensat-

long, and asserts that he cannot know anything about their source,

thelr origin, etc.... And how does "ngels refute thelr arpguments? -

"Now, this line of reasoning seems undoubtedly hard to beat by mere
argumentation, But before there was argumentation there was action,...
And human action had solved the difficulty long before human ingen-
uilty invented 1t.... From the moment we turn objects to our own use,
according to the cualities we perceive in them, we put to an infallible
teat the correctness or otherwise of our sense impressions, If these
perceptions have been wrong then our estimate of the use to which

an object can be turned must also be wrong, and our attempt must f‘ail. ‘
But if we succeed in accomplishing our aim, if we find that the

object does agree with our idea of it, and does answer the purpose

we intended it for, then that is positive proof that our perceptions

of it and of its gualitlies, so far, agree with reality outside our-
selves.,”? (p81)

——

A philosophy which teaches that physical nature is derivative (sec-
ondary, coming from combinations of thoughts) is a clerical (religious)
philosophy pure and simple.... If nature is dervative then it 1is self-
evident that it can be derived only from something that is greater,
richer, broader than nature, from something that already exists, for
In order for nature to be "derived” from it, it has to exist apart
from it. In plain language thie is what is meant by God. The ide4l-
1sts continunlly try to substitute a different name, to make it more
abstract, more nebulous, and at the same time, to make it appear more
plausible (ez Universal 7ill, Absolute Idea ete).... Everybody knows
that idea, spirit, will and the - psychical, in general, are the
function of a pormally operating human brain.... To separate this
function from/sSpecific structure, organized in a certain way, to.con-
vert this fupnction into a universal, general abstraction, to subsitute
this abstraction for the whole of physical nature - is the delusion

of an idealism vhich secretly scorns science.' (ppl92-3)

'But the substance of iealism can be reduced to this: the mental 1s
taken as the starting-point; from it external nature is inferred or él.
constructed; and inshort order the individual consciousness 1s deduce
from nature. This primal "mental” is always in the last analysis a
lifeless abstraction mhich conceals a diluted theology.® (p190)

'It should be noted that an eclectice combination of Kant and Hume, or
Hume and Berkeley, 1s possible, so to speak, in various proportions...
gmpha§1s now upon one_element in the mixture, and now upon another,’®

4




On I'nterialisnm:

"/hat are the three eplstemological (hou-do=me-%no) inferences which
follovw from ngels? refutation of the Xantien thing-in-itself?
‘ (1) Things exict independently of our consciousness, independently

of our sensations....
'(2) There is absolutely no difference betreen the phenomenon (the
thinz as observed) aznd the thing-in-itself, and there can be none,
The difference is only betveen vhat is already known ~nd what is
not yet 'tmown, And the rhilosophic fiction which holds that a2 clear-
cut distinction can be dram between one and the other - that the
thing-in-itself is on the “other side” of the phenomenon (Xant), is
« o o0Nsense, together with the notion that Wwe must cut ourselves by
2 rhilosophic partition from reality (Hume),
"(3) In the theory of knovledsa; as in other branches of science, .
"e muat think dialectically, that 18, we must not repard our know-
ledze as ready-mnde and unchangeable, but must determine hovw from
lmorance knowledre is araduslly built up, and how incomplete, inexact
knovledze becones more complete and exact.' (p77) -

'The destructability of the atom, 1itse inexhaustibility, the mutability
of 211 the forma of matter and the variability of its motion, have
been the stronghold of dialectical materialisn. A1l boundaries in nat-
ure are arbitrary, movable, and express the gradual approximation of
our recson towards’ the knoviledge of matter, Rut this does not Lar
all prove that nature, natter itself, is a £ymboly; - a product of our
reason,’ (p240) - :

'T'aterinlism senerally reéognizes the objectively real beins (matter)

as exleting inderendently of mind, sensation, experience, etc, Histor-
ical materialism recornizes social being as existing independently

of the socinl consciourmess of humenity., Consciousness here and there

1s only an imace of being, a2t best an approximetely true (2dequate,
ldeally exact) imagre of 1t. You cannot eliminate even one basic assump-
tlon, ‘one substantial part of this philosophy of Marxism (it is as if

1t viere 2 =so0lid blocs of asteal) withont abandoina objective truth,
nlthout f21ling into the arme of the bourgeois~reactionary falsehood.?® (p

On the class orizins and social effects of philosophy:

'Tiodern fidelem (faith-ism, relision) does not reject sclence, - Oh not
It only rejects the ‘emasgerated claims? of sclence, especially its
claim to objective truth. If objective truth exists,..then every kind
of fldelsm 1= absolutely false. But 1f there is no objective truth,
Lf truth (including sclentific truth) is only the orcsanized -form of
munan experience (as the idealists including the I'achists claim), then
1 way 1s left open for the fundamental postulate of clericalism,’ (p98)

On the other hand, for the materialists the world 1s richer, 1livelier,

20re varied,..for with each scientific step taken in advance, new parts

' it are discovered, To the materi~list, sensations are inages of

sthe ultimate and only objective reality, ultimate not in the sense that

:t 18 2lready explored to the end, but in that there ic mot and cannot

e any other besides it, This viempoint irrevocably closes the door,
.mt only to fideiesm, but also to rrofessorial scholasticism,’ (p101)

Iodern cultural fideism has no desire to resard the concentions of
w|wtural science as anythings more than working hypotheses, We shall
'oncede science to you naturalists, provided you surrender eplstemolosy




and philosophy to us - such are the terms of concubinage under which .
the theologimns and professors in the "advanced® capitallist countries
ive.? (p239) ‘

'But what i1s highly characteristic is how these drowning faiths cluter
at a straw, and with what cunning the represtentatives of the educated
Trurgeolsie artificially attempt to sustain and find a place for fideisnm
"m2se hold on the lower strata of the masses is due to lanorance, back-
“riness, and to the absurd and wild contradictions of capitalist
socicty,’ (p265) L '
'Fcr the professors, philosophy is not = scilence, but a safeguard
against sociel democracy,’ (p295)
'Taken as a whole, the professors of econonics are nothing but scientif-
1c salesmen of the capitalist class, and the professors of philosophy
are scilentific salesmen of theology.® (p297) :

On the genius of liarx and Engels:

'The genlus of larx and Bngels expressed itself in that they despised
the pseudo-erudite play uvon new owrds, wWise terms, and cunning “isms?,
They simply and explicitly said that there was a materialist and Ydpnd
division in philosophy, and between them there are various shades of
agnosticlsm, The desire to find a "new* viewpoint in philosophy betrays
*"a same poverty of spirit, as the deslre to create a "new” theory of
value, or a "new” theory of rent.®' (pl1l?7) '

The genius of Marx and Engels lay in the fact, that during a long
period, for nearly half a century, they developed materialism,... They
Cid not lose time in repeating epistemological problems already solved,
but consistently developed them, and showed hov to carry materialism
nto the social sciences.’' (p291)

(A1l page numbers refer to the 1927 International Publishers editio n of
l'aterialism and Snpirio-Criticism, v13 of the Collected Jorks of Lenin)
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3. Notes for discussion:

In Materialism and Empirio-Criticism Lenin attacks and - completely
arnihiiates what then was the 'latest’ attempt to refute or "improve®
naterialism, an attempt which not only masgueraded as being scilentific,
but even, in some cases, larxist. It was not the first, nor the last,
attempt, for we know that the consistent development of scilence leads

to dilalectical materialism, and that dialectical materialism is polsci: to
the bourgeoisie. But at the same time that the bourgeoisie must ward off

'“his ‘poison’, it needs science to help it make more money, build new

weapons of war, etc, At the same time as it needs science - and espec-
lally the sclence necessary to destroy feudalism - the bourgeoisie under-
stands that in order to maintain its rule, it must be 2ble to hide away
or justify 1ts c~imes. And for this it relies on religion,. astrology,
‘race’ thecries, the mystification and deification of the state, the
fetishiem of commodities pushed as economic sclence, and idealism in
phllosophy, If the bourgeoisie does not ‘dose’ and distort its ecience,
1t becomes our science, the proletariat's sclence, since it becomes
""7oetical materialism, How to keep science from becoming dialectical



materialiem - thig is the main problem of bourgeols philosophy - a
problemn which, of course, is unsolvable, since the proletariat 1s the
rising, and the bourseoisie the dying, class in the world today.

The bour~seoisie’s first attack on science was formulated in 1710 by
Geor~e Berkeley (later made a bishop for his efforts), and as we shal
cee hasn’'t chenged much since,Rerkeley, in his A Treatise, Concerning
“the Frinciples of "uman Knovwledre, wherein the Chief Causes of 3Jrrors
. Pnd Difficulty in the dciences, with the Crounde of Skenticism, Athe-
Ter nnd Trrelision, arc incuired into, (Rerkeley 's clarity 1is what
makes claseicnl philosophers classic) - took certain errors and
varuenesses of Locke and developed them into a full-blown system.
Tarezeley sore that our only tnowledze is of thoushts, ideas; that
these thouchts cannot erist without a mind to think them, that ‘'matte:
is a meaninrless term since what we call objects are really combin-
otiong of sensations or ideas that are In our minds,;and that there-
fore, to believe in the reality of the objective vorld is to hold,

in his terns, a most abstract and incomprehensible idea, These ldeas,
homever, are real thin~s, consisteant and orderly - ond it 1s their
seguence and connection that science studies, Berkeley says that

211 he takes amay ic the concept of nmatter or objective reality (iec
having existence independent of our thouchts mbout them). HWe does so
hacause matter is ‘the cornerstone of Athelsim’, de then goes on to
say that it ig¢ God who 1s the source of all our ideas,., Lenin sums up
the imnlications of vhat Berkeley says in the second cuote cited in
the cection on Idealism,.

RBut this attempt of the bourzeoilsle to disown their child - and forme:
meanpon anainat feudalism - materialism, was too ram and open to last
for lons arsainast the steady development of sclence, Hume refines
Rerzeler, =ayinc that ue cannot 'mow anything beyond our ideas, wheth:
Cod or lL.atter: that the mind is only a collection of sensations, and
that there 1= nothin~ we can know besides the sencation me feel
ot the present moment. The 1loglcal end of Fumianiem is cdlled
‘golipaism’ ,which reduces the world to the thousghts of one person,
other neople cte beilns only ideas or illusions created by .that one
nerson, and which denies cause and effect, saying that ideas are only
~agociated mith each other more or less closely, but do not cause
each other (the idea of one billiard ball hitting the idea of another
billiard boll doag not ‘cause’® it to move). .Solipsism 2lgo denies
space and time, only the present sensation existingz, Enrels points
ocut that this absurdity i¢ refuted not primarily by arsument but by
gocial practice (third cuote in section on Idealism). A system based
on the nremise that knowledre is arrived at by a solitary, passive
thin'ter comtempleating in his study,cannot arrive at the real world.

Hume tno wag too raw for the bourseoisie, too obviously absurd in the
ace of scientific 'tmowledze, and even. of plain everyday 1life. So
alonz came Xant and built up an eclectic mish-mash of Yume, 3Berkeley,
and materialicsm, This mish-mash represents the end of the development
of bourreois philosonhy to date, other later ’‘systens’® beins merely
endlens renekxtitons. of 3erkeley,. Hume, Kant and materialism in various
combinationa, Lenin proves this 1s true of the ’'latest’® - philosophy
in 1908, and it in ¢till true today. The bourgeoicle cannot develop
ca congictent idealiom, cuch as Tesellan dlalectical ideallism, and get
aray with 1t - for dialectical paterialism, merely by ‘standing Heg-
elianiam on its head’, grrings ° directly from it. Similarly, they
cannot do away mith matericolism, sclence and scientific knowledge,
~although they must do awey with ite implications, This iasthelr predic-
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ament, The bacic may they try to =olve it is by admitting the correct-
neas and usefulness of scilence but denying its objective reality. .
Today this ia called ‘logical positivism’: yesterday it was ‘’apgnost-
lcism?y ‘pragmaticiem’; ‘cubjective idealism’ etc., As lLenin says,

thece are all disasreements among people ‘one of whom believen in =
yellow devell, the other in a sreen one®., Their ayastems are all react-
lonary, backward attempte of the bourgeoisie to pron up their rule.

The revisioniatse are the leading agents of the bourgeoisie in pushing
their 1line, Te must uphold ‘the solid block of steel®’ that i«
dialectical materialism, & weapon which annihilates the nonsense of

the bourgeolisie that is "not a science, but 2 defense againast communism,
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Appendices

oNg, Lenin‘’s Notes on Herel's Logic
Flements of Dialectice: .

Ty
e

The objectivity of consideration (not evamples, not divergences,
but the thing-in-itself). ' :
The entire totality of the manifold relations of this thing to others.
The development of this thins (phenomenon, respectively), its own
movement, ito own life,
The internally contradictory tendencie« (znd sides) of this thing.
The thing (phenomenon etc) as the sum and unity of onposit es,
The struggle, resvectively unfolding of these opposites, ’
contradictory strivings, etc,
The union of analysis and syntheci=, the break down of the separate
REXRRETRBERXIER parts and the totality, the summation of these rarts,
. The relations of each thing (phenomerion etc) are not only manifold
but  general, universal, Bach thing (phenomenon, process etc) is
connected to every other. ' ’
. Yot only the unity of omnosites, but the transitions of every
determination; quality, feature, side, property, into every other.
10, The endlest process of the discovery of new sides, relations etc,
. The endless process of the deepening of man's knovledge of the
thing, of phenomena, processes, etc, from appearance to essence,
and from less profound to more profound essence,
12. From coexistence to causality and from one form of connection and
reciprocal devendence to another, deeper, more general form.
13. The repetition at a higher stase of certain features, properties,
' etc of the lower, and
14, the apparent return to the old (neration of the negation).
15. The strugzle of content with form and conversely. The throwing
off of the form; the transformation of the content. -
16. The transition of quantity to quality and vice versa (15 and 16
are examples of 9) - .

@ 0~ ORI N
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In brief dialectics .can be described 28 the doctrine of the unity
of opposites. This embodies the excsence of dlalectice, but it re-
quires explanations and development, .

The division of the One and the knowledge of its contradictory parts
1e the essence (one of the ‘essential’ aspects of being, its fundam-
ental, if not the fundamental characteristic) of dialectics.

The unity (the coincidence, identity, resultant force of opposites)
1s conditional, temporary, transitory, and relative, the strugsle of




the mutually exclusive opnosites is absolute, as movement and evol-

‘ ution are,.

Td0. Varx's Theses on Feuerbach (excerpts)

1. The chief defect of all hitherto existing materialism - that of
Teuerbach included - 1s that the object, reslity, sensuousness,
l¢ concelved only in the form of the object or contemplation but
not as¢ human sensuous activity, practice...

2. The aquestion whather objective truth can be attributed to human
thinkine 1¢ not a question of theory but is 2 nractical question.
In practice man must prove the truth, 1e the reality and power, the
"this-sided-ness’ of his thinking. The dispute over the reality
or non-reality of thinkins which ie isolated from practice ia a
purely scholestic question,

6, Teuerbach resolves the relizious essence into the human, But the
human engence 18 no abastraction inherent in each sincle individ-
unl, In/reality it is the ensemble (sum) of the cocial relations,
Feuerbach; who does nct attempt the criticism of this real
esgence, ie congequently comnelled:s

1. To zbatract from the historical process and to fix the
reli~ious sentiment as something for itself and to presup-
nose an abstract - isolated - human individual....

8. Social 1ife is ewsentially practical. All mysteries which mislead
' theory to mysticiem find their rational solution in human prac-
tlce and in the comnrehension of this practice.

11, The philosophers have internreted the world in various ways: the
point however is to chance 1if,

QUESTIONS

1. Describe and discuss the followinz from the point of view of the
clase strugale: materialism and idealism, mechanical materblism and
dinlectical materialism, agnosticism,

2. thy does the bourzeolsle have to deny the objective reality of
ccientific knowledge? On the other hand, why can't it discard science
altorether?

3. Hovm are idealism and acnosticism refuted by dialectical materialism?

4, Compare csolirsiam in philosophy to ‘free-enter nrice? individualism
In economics - the starting polnts of bourgeois philosophy and
bourgeols economics,
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