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TrtrceLetion

s stuiy way ve ststed quite

The orlect of w

sirply. e ¢o not seekx to offer here a complete ex-

Ve

pésition or refutatior. of the teachingé of Karl Yarx

! end the Communists. This has beén done auite capably

on numerous occasiors. The basic errors underlying Com-

smunist doctrine have teen expossd frequently in Papal

pronouncements end other writlngs, both eccleslastical

and seculsar.

our interest here 1is centered upon one central
idea - Aisleciics. Ve wish to investigate its crigin,
nature end apolicstions by Marx. The subjech of this
study was suggested and outlined by the director,
Dr. Egbert Munzer, who stated that 1% was his experience
that many people, educated as well as uneducated, em=-
ployed the term, dialectics, frequently in regard to
Hegel and Marx but were quite hazy as to its exact
meaning and implications. He felt that an exposiﬁion.
of dialectics would ald in understénding the Marxist
doctrine and the present-day alms and tactics of the

Communist Party.

We begin, therefore, with a study of Hegelian
dialectics, acknowledged as the source of Marx's dia-

lectics, following which we offer an analysis of



ii

sist dimlectics. Thy rzmsinder of our stalr is
concernsd with the applicstion of dlaloct;cs Dy .arx
to history and all reality, with particular attention
being given ﬁo the Marxist doé¢trine of the class

sﬁruggle.

Heartfelt gratitude goes to the Dominican
Province of St. Albert the Great for the opportunity

to pursue advanced studies at Laval University. Thanks

el

—~

"ape due also to the Very Reverend George H. Levesque,
0.P., Dean of the Faculty of 30 ial Sciences,; and

12l staff Tor theilr encouragsuent and

=

the professo
cooperation during the past three years and to my
-sisters and their friends Who kindly offered tqeir

~ services as typists for the Gatherlng of material
and the typing of the manuscripts. Finally thanks
are~due; in a Very special way, to thg director»6f
the dissertation, Dr. Egbert‘Munzef;‘whosé'hntimely
deathvdeprivéd the faculty members and studénts of a
.highiy talented doilaborator, cduhsellér, Efofessor;
and friend. As one who received the bénefit of his

guidance, the author is keenly aware of the profound
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wisdom, mingled with ceep faith and charity, which
characterized Doctor Munzer. To him, in great
measure, may be ascribed the irspiration for whatever
may be of value in this study. The deficiencies are
excluslively ours. Ma§ his zeal for the truth, and
devotion to his faith serve as a perpetual memorial

to his mehory among those who were privileged to know

hime
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gection T = yensral Notion of Dialectics

Dislectics is as old as bthe history of thougnt
1tself. We first heet wi th the name among the early
greeks for whom dialectics signified the art of dis-
putation, a Process of statement and counterstatement.
‘ To the assertions made by one speaker‘would be posed
'§ ’ the opposite point of view.. From the interactlon of
sdaas there would result a new idea, a synthesis
which could then ssrve a5 the basis for a néw 0DLO-~
sitione. The synthesis always marxed an adVance in

thought, an improvement over the content of the ori-

ginal assertions. For the Greeks, then, dialectics
was a‘method employed as a means of progressing in

knowledge.

Hegel, who was a man of profound erudition,
was well acquainted with the fileld offGreek_thought
and we find him frequently pfaising Greek thinkers
for the contridbutions which they made Yo universal
philosopiy. Although Hegel acknowledges the contri-
butions to dlalectics made DY the earlier Greeks,

especially Socrates, stil1l it is Plato that he con-

siders to be the inventor of dialectics.
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Dialecticsess 1s no novelty in philosophy.
Plato is termed the inventor of Dialectie,
and his right to the name rests on the fact
that the Platonlc philosophy first gave the
free sclentific, and thus at the same time
the objective, form to Dialectlice In his
more strictly sclentific dialogues Plato
employs the Dialectical method to show the
finitude of all the rigid demarcations of
thought made by the understanding. Thus in
the Paruenldes he deduces the many from the
one, and shows nevertheless that the many
cannot but define itself as the one. In this
lofty style did Plato treat the Dialectic.(l)

Considered in a géﬁeral way, then, dtalectics
sccording to the Hegelian view is an unfolding or

revelation of the contradictions hidden in every being

which 1s productlve of dévelopment and progress.

For Hegel, evérything is_spirit;_ Spirit is all
of reality, and'philosophy is only the manifestations
vof‘Absolute Spirit in various stages 6f progress. It
. 1s dialectlcs, the inner drive so to speak, which
?{ééqéuntsffér‘thgldevelépment, the movement of Splirlt
thrbugh variouS'phases_invitS march to absélute seif-
realization inésmuch as the conflict of opposités in -
évery being gives rise to a dialectical prdcess which

15 always productive of a richer contente

(1) Hegel, G. ngic (trs by We Wallace )‘Oxford
1874, pa127 ’ ’
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Teaving the detailed study of the dialectical
process for future consideration in this paper, we
now turn our attention to the doctrine of two men
commonly considered to have influenced Hegele

Section 2. = Predecessors of Hegel
Heraclitus and Nicholas of Cusa

Oun sele ction of Heraclitus and Nicholas of Cusa
is not intendsd to present them ;s pxclusively influ=-
sncing Hegel., Indeed, all praeceding philosophy was
not without its effect upon his doctrine, either neg=
atively or positively, as 1s the case with any greatb
philosopher. Scholars have pointed out traces of the
thought of Spinoza, Ieibnitz, Kant, Fichte, and
Schelling which are found in the Hegelién syntheslise
Hegel sought to construct a universal philosophy and
considered all previous thinking as a prelude to, and
preparation fér, his own system.. In so thinking he
was but following out his own loglcal doctrines
inasmuch és one of the features of dlalectical ﬁove-
ment 1is that nothing is ever lost. Each of the
higher categories of his loglc contains the lowsre
Hegel hinmself calls to our attention the fact that

the same phenomenon may be observed in the history of

philosophye
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The stages in the evolution of the 1deaecss

seem to follow each other by accident, and to
present merely a number of different and une
connected principles, whlch the several systeums
of philosophy carry out in thelr own way. But

it 1s not so. For these thousands of ysars the
same Architect has directed the work: and that
Architect is the one living Mind of which the
nature is thought and self-consciousness. Ba=
coming conscious of what 1t is 1in one period,

it smploys this knowledge as the basls of 'a new
period, and an advance in its courss of progresse
The differences of systems which the history of
philosophy presents are therefore not irreconcile
abls with unity. We may elther say, that it is
one philosophy at different degrees of completions
or that the particular principle, which 1s the
groundwork of each system, 1s but a branch of

one and the same universs of thought. In phllose
ophy the latest birth of time is the result of
all the systems that havé preceded it, and must
include their principles; and so, if, on other -
grounds 1t deserves the title of philosophy,

will be the fullest, most comprehensive, and

most adequate system of alle. (1) »

It folléws from this that all philoséphies are
true. All that is lacking to them 1s completeness.
Each'syétem sgpplemépt5~the sy§tems that preced?d it.
The teaching ofﬂgergclitué.ﬁoes not contrad@ct that
of Parmenidés’bﬁt 1gaiudes and tfénéééﬁd;:1; inasmuch as
its cétegory of becomiﬁg includes and tranéqends the
categorj of being of the latter. (2) The fullest, .

mpst comprehensive and most sdequate sjstemfof'all

(1Y Hegel, op. cit., p.18

SrmGm—e~a

(2) Stace, W.T., The Philosophy of Hegel , p. 132
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Teaving the detailed study of the dialectical
process for future consideration in thils paper, we
now turn our attention to the doctrine of two men
commonly considered to have influenced Hegele

gection 2. = Predecessors of Hegel
Heraclitus end Nicholas of Cusa

OQun selection of Heraclitus and Nicholas of Cusa
1s not intendsd %o present them és exclusively influ-
encing ﬁegel. Tndeed, all preceding philosophy was
not without its effect upon h;s doctrine, elther nege
atively or positively, as 1s the case with any great
philosopher. Scholars have pointed out traces of the
thought of Spinoza, Ieibnitz, Kant, Fichte, and
Schelling which are found in the Hegelian synthesis.

Hogel sought to construct a universal phllosophy and

~considered all previous thinking as a prelude to, and

preparation for, his owmn system.: Tn so thinking he
was but following out his own logical doctrines
inasmuch as one of the features of dialectical ﬁove-
ment 1s that nothing 1is ever lost. Each of the
higher categories of hls loglc contains the lowere
Hegel himself calls to our attention the fact that
}the same phenomenon may be observed in the history of

philosophye
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The stages in the evolution of the idefscse

seem to follow each other by accident, and to
presant merely a number of different and une
connacted principlss, which the several systems
of philosophy carry out in their own way. But

it 1s not so. For these thousands of ysars the
same Architect has directed the work: and that
Architect 1is the one living Mind of which the
nature is thought and self-consciousness. Be=-
coming conscious of what 1t 1s 4in one period,

it employs this knowledge as the basis of a new
period, and an advance in 1its course of progresss
The differences of systems which the history of
philosophy presents are therefore not irreconcils
able with unity. We may elther say, that it is
one phillosophy at different degreses of completion:
or that the particular principle, which is the
groundwork of each system, 1s but a branch of

one and the same universe of thought. In phllose
ophy the latest birth of time is the result of
all the systems that have preceded it, and must
include their principles; and so, if, on other
grounds 1t deserves the title of philosophy,

‘will be the fullest, most comprehensive, and

most adequate system of all., (1)

It fellows'from this that all philosophies.are
true. All that ie lacking to them is completeness.
ﬁachdSYStem sucplements-the systems that preceded ita.
The teaching of Heraclitus does not contradict that

of Parmenides but innludes and transcends it 1nasmuch as

its category of becoming includes and transeends the

‘category of being of thellatter. (2) The fﬁllest,

most comprehensive and most adequate system of all

(17 Hegel, oD, cit., P 18
(2) Stace, W.T., The Philosophy of Hegel , p. 132
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referred to in the text is, of courss, that of

Hegel.

Heraclitus, therefore, has been Included and
transcended in the philosophy. We must concede to
hi@, nevertheless, an important place in Hege}'s

system for the latter makes direct reference to him

as one who asserted the identity of belng and not-
beling and the eternal flow of all things. As we
shall see these doctrines are fundamental in Hegellan

thoughte

Nicholaes of Cusa contributed greatly to the most
comprehensive, fullest and most adequate system of all
when, influenced by the mystical expression glven to
Thomistic thought .by Masfer Eckhart, hs developed a
body of doctrins in which he stated that by intellece

tual intuition the coincidentia oppositorum 1s per=-

ceived. It is this latter point that links him with

Heogel and makes him of interest for our studys

As will be evident, the doctrines of these two
men form the foundation upon which Hegel will erect

his diglectical structure lnasmuch as it is.from the

coincidence of opposites and the resulting sternal
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flux that the Absolute Idea of Hegel derives its

auto=dynamic character.

» Heraclitusg =

We recognize that it 1s a matter of dispute

among.SGholars as to the exact interpretation of

Heraclitus! doctrines of being and notebeing, and

becoming, It is not relevant'to our‘purpose here,
hoWéver, O disouss.the vérious solutions offered for
this difficult problem. - We are attempting to scquire
an understanding of the doctrine of Hegel and must,
consequently, endeavor to view the doctrines of

Heraclitus from the point of view of Hegel himself, -

Of the fragments of the philosophy of Heraclitus that

have cbme down to us we will cite, therefors, only

‘some of those which we consider to have had interest

for Hegel; that ig,.thosa;ﬁh;ch manitast.tge contra=

diétOry and dynahic aspecﬁ of all things.

24: Fire 1s want ard satiety,

332 God is day and night, winter and sunmer,
war and peace, surfeit snd hunger; but he
tekes various shapes, Just as the fire,
when 1t is mingled with splces 1s named

~according to the savour of each

41, 42: You cannot step into the same riven twice;
for fresh waters are ever flowing in upon
you
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43: Homer was wrong in saying: "Would tkat
strife might perish from among gods and
meni® He did not sse that he was praying
for the destruction of the universe: for,
if his prayers were heard, all things
would pass away

44s War is the father of all and the king of
all, and some he has made gods end some
men, some bond and some free

57: Good and evil are one

59: Couples are things whole and not whole,
what is drawn together and what 1s drawn
asunder, the harmonlous and the discordant.
The one is made up of all things, snd all
things issue from the one.

62: We must know that war is common to all and
strife is justice, and that all things come
into being and pass away through strife

69¢ The Way Up and the Way Down is one and the
same :

70: TIn the circumference of a circle the bsg=
ginning and end are common

78s And it is the same thing in us that is
alive and dead, awake and asleep, young
and old; the former are shifted and become
the latter, and the latter in turn are
shifted and becoms the former

81l: We step and we do not step lnto the same
rivers; we are and we are not

104: It is not good for men to get all they
wish to get. It is sickness that makes
health pleasant; evil, good; hunger,
plenty; weariness, rest. (1)

T1Y Fragments nos. 24-104, passim, quoted by Burnet,d.,
Earlg;Greek Philosophy, Dp.l35-140

R ks

ERESOT R AR
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In the 1light of this doctrine Hegel asserts
that Heraclitus identified being and not-being and
held that bscoming is the fundamental category of
all that there 1s. All thingé are combinations of

opposites, contradictions which are productive of

development.

When Heraclitus says 'All 1s flowingle...,-

. he enunciates Becoming as the fundamental
category of all that there 1is, whereas the
KEleatlcs...saw the only truth in Being, a
rigid point of Being where there 1s no proc-
esse. Glancing as the principle of the
Eleatics, Heraclitus then goes on to say:

Being no more 1is than not-Being...: a state=-
rent expressing the negative nature of abstract
Being and its identity with not-Being, as it is
made explicit in Becomings: both abstractions
being alike untenable. (1)

This same line of thought is discernible in the
. Wfitings'of W. Teo Stace, a'modern interpreter of:Hegél.
In his discussion.of the place of Heréclitu;'in Greek .
phi}osophy he §mplqys‘noné of ;he distinctioné found‘
éiong other Séhoiars of.Greek.éhiiéégphf in~théir '
treatment of Heréélitus, .(2) on the contrary, speak-

ing very categorically he asserts:

(1) Hegel, op. cite., psl44d : '

(2) Burnet, op. cift.; Hack, R., God in Greek Philos=-
ophy, Pinceton University Press, 19313 Ueberweg, F.,
History of Philosophy, N.Y., 1872, Vol. I
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The Eleatics had taught that only Being 1is,

and Becoming 1s not at all. All change, gll
Becoming is mere illusion. For Heraclitus, on
the contrary, only Becoming is, and Being, per=-
manence, identity, these are nothing but illu=
sion...Being is not-being. Being has not-being
in 1te.e.Not only is Being, for Heraclitus,
1dentical with not=being, but everything in the
universe has its own opposite. (1)

The Hegelian school, and later the Marxists,
stressing one aspect of the doctrine of Heraclitus,

point to his philosophy as one of the sources of their

own teaching on the ldentity of being and not-telng,
and the notion of becoming. There 1s nothing stable

or permanent. All is change. Everything is and 1s

not. Whether this point of view is entirely justified

or not does not concern us here = such is the facte

Because of his nebulous and paradoxical style,
Heraclitus gained the name of the "Obscure". To one
who has tried to make a study of the philosophy of
Hegel, this title of Hersclitus would well quallfy
the great Greek thinker to be considered as a worthy

predecessor of the German master of dlglecticse

(1) Stace, W.T., A Critical History of Greek Philos-
ophy, pp. 72-80

; IS st e
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We have singled out Nicholas of Cusa for con-
sideration - in our study because of the full develop-

mént which the theory of coincidentia oppositorum

(coincidence, unity of opposites) receives in his
thought. It is thils idea which is the point of
departure of the Logic of Hegel and the same idea,

in economic dress, will be a powerful instrument in

the hands of Marxe

As developed by Cusa, coincloentla oppositorum

is realiged in God, The fundamental tenet of the
doctrine of Cusa 1s that God alone 1s the maximum,
the maximum in all orders, the maximm of all univocal

and an@logous notions. (1) ‘For example,-God is "the

maximum in unify, being, truth; the maximum of humanity"

and animality inasmuch as He 1is the realization of all
possibility, the actuslity of all potentiality. It is

"“TjjﬁDeus est absoluta maximitas atque unitas, absoluta

differentlia atque distantia praeveniens atque uniens,
uti sunt contradictoris, quorum non est medium."
Nicolai de Cusa, De Docta Ignorantia, Lelpzig, II, 4,
P.73. "Maximum autem hoc dico, quo nihil maius esse
potest.. .Maximum itaque absolutum unum est, quod est
omnia; in quo omnia, quia maximum," Ibid., I, 2
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not, however, ss though God had received anything from
the crested order, but from all eternity God 1is the

- aetual fulfillment of all possibllity.

God, as the maximum, as the actualization of
all possibility, is, according to Cusa, the gompli-
catio of all things; a complication, not in miltle
plicity but in ebsolute unity. (1) Thus in the max-
imum, unity is being, goodness is truth, man is God.
God, as the maximum of all things, the maximum in com-

plete absolute unity, 1s the coincidentia oppositorum.

In the creature potency is not act, body is not spirit;
in the maximum potency is act, body is spirit, since
the diversity and plurality. found in creature is super-

seded by the coincidentia’ opposibtorum, which transcends

the prineiple of contradiction ruling the order of

creatures, the order of magis et minus, more and less.

All the comparisons between God and creatures
are comparisons of the maximum to the more and less.
Thus God is absolute unity; creatures are unity 1n

plurality, i.e., more and less unity. God 1s absolute

(1) "anifestum est Deum esse omhaium complicationem,™
Ibid., I, 22 "Deus ergo est omnla complicans in hoc,
quod omnia in eo." Ibid., II, 3
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identity, creatures are identity in diversity, i.e.,
more and less identity. 1In each end every respect,
in all notions, God alone 1s the maximum, creatures

are always more and less.

Although theré is only one essance or ratio
for all reality, thore is diversity between God and
the créatures§ God 1is this ratio in the absolute or
subsistent state, while crestures have this ratio re-
ceived in a subjects BecauSe there‘is'only one ratio
for the whole of reality, there are reélly two modes
of divine existence: God as the subsistent ratio, and -
God or the ratio as in a subject. Now just as God =
as the subsistent ratio = is the complication of all
bhings, so too 1s God = as the ratio recelved in .
subject - the e#plication of all things. For God as
explication is the ratio received in difference, in
plurality, in the’qrder of more or’ }es;.-'In othsr
words, God in man ié man, God in ﬁhe @ﬁiﬁefge is ths
universe, God in the moon 1s the mdoﬁ; (i)%»Thus thé'

whole of realiﬁy is elther . the maxlmum as compiication;

{1l) “Quidditas solis absoluta non est aliud a quldditate
absoluta lunae - quoniam est ipse Deus...qui est entitas .
ot quidditas absolute omnium." Ibid., II, 4 ‘
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1.6.,, the ratio subsisting in the sbsolute state; or
it is the maximum as explication, 1.e., the ratio sas
existing in a subject, or the ratio in the order of

more or lesse

Tn the order of knowledge, only the maximum

possesses absolute truth, any other knowledge beling
only a more and less, an approximation to truth since
it is not a kmowledge of things as they really are;
i.e., as they are in the maximum, but only as they are
in the order of more and less. Man's knowledge of
creatures 1s, therefore, only more and less true.
Likewise, man's present knowledge of God suffers from
the samo defect inasmuch as his lmowledge of God 1s
derived through the medium of creatures as images of
%3 God and no image of God = being always more and less =
is of perfect equality with God. Strictly speaking,

therefora, man's knowledge 1s really ignorance for

. man knows nelther creatures nor God as they reslly
are in their perfection, i.e., as they are In the max=-

imume

Although man's knowleége is an ignorance, it can

be a learned ignorance, a Docta Ignorantia, for man can

know that he does not know. Similarly, man is able to




- 14 -

approach more and more to the truth. He is able to.

acquire more and more knowledge of the maxinrmume.

'For Cusa, .the coincidentia_oppositorum attains

its realization only in Gods In Hegel, iﬁ is realized
in speculetive reason, although In an imperfect mahner
as we shall sée. In a wide semnse, however, the specu=
lations of both men attain the same conclusion, the

same idea, inasmuch as in Hegel's system colncidentia

oppositorum achleves its maximal pérfection only at

the point where Absolute Spirit reaches the highést
stage of development,-which stage givés us the most

perfect metaphysical definition of God.
Section 3 = Hegel Exposes Dislectics Negatively

According to Hegel, the secret of all knowledge 
is a complets adknowiedgment of dialgctic;.: ?revious
‘Ph%ioﬁ9?h19ﬁuﬁ?r?w§9fi¢ient,eiﬁéﬁq,beﬁguée-£h37 com=
pletely restrained ﬁhe activitj of aialectfés, or be=
cause t&eyialldwed it only limited play. fh his Logic =
the éhiefisourcé for our analysié of Hegelian dia-
lectics - Hegel discusses the 1m§erfections found in
prévious philosophies. A brief examination-of;their

limitations will serve to manifest more clearly the




position of dialectics In the system of Hegel.

By way of preface, we must indlcate certain
distinctlons which are basic in Hegelian terminology.

If not clearly understood, the terms employed by

Hegel are productive of the greatest confuslons

When he speaks of understanding (verstand),

Hegel means an attitude of mind which seeks precision,

clearness, which regards opposites as mutually exclu-
sive, whose canons of procedure are the laws of
identity, contradiction and excluded middle, laws

which belong to formal logic. The product of under-

standing is finite, abstract knowledge; finite be-
causs 1t 1is limiteq; abstract because 1t severs the
term of thought from the relations connecting it with
other things. It 1s knowledge which 1s one-sided, a
half truth which 1s cognizant of ldentity and differ-

encevdnly'when,they are taken sépérataly..;

When he speaks of reason (vernunft), on the
other hand, he is speaking of an attitude of mind
which rises above a static, lifeless, fixed mode of
thinking and attains the principle of identit& of

opposites which revegls the object In its completeness,
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Reason, in its highest stage, that of speculative
reason, is productive of infinite concrete knowledge;

infinite, beoause without limits;'conorete,“beoause

the focus of converging relations. Bearing these

simple distinctions in mind, let us consider Hegel's
view of the philosophical systems which proceeded.

nils owne
- = Greek Philosophy =

Considered as a whole, Greek philosophy was held
in high reeard by Hegel. Consequently, it is often
asserted that the fundamental principles of Greek
philosophy are fundamental principles of Hegel. (1)
The latter considered Greek thought to be oharecter-
12ed by i1dealism, which is'the only possible true
philosophy. Greek philosophy, articﬁlariy'tnat of
Aristotle and Plato, contained in germ that which was,

brougnt inte flewer in the system of Hegel. Among the

Gresks, thought was developing but philosophy was;eXy
periencing difflculty in its endeavors to shake itself

»free from dualism whicﬁ is a blg obstacle to free

thought. The death of Aristotle marked the end of the

(1) See, for example, Stace, W.T., The Philosophy of
Hegsl, pp., 3~31

-
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period of development 1n thought and the coming of
the new era witnessed a retrogression.

- Metaphyslec of the Past =

The philosophy of the period extending from the
deatﬂ of Aristole up until the time of Kant 1s called
by Hegel the 'Metabhysic of the Past!?, which we shall
designate by metaphysics. The period as a whole was
for Hegel, as for Kant, dominated by the Wolfflagn-
Leionitz metaphysics. Thls philosophy never advanced
beyond the stage of understanding. It failed to see
that the objects of thought contained hidden contra-
dictlons. It lécked the comprehensive view which
grasps the categorieé of thought as alive wlth move-
ment, as fluild, breaking up and flowing into one

another, as being flows into nothing and vice versa.(l)

The thinking of the old metaphysical system was
finites; Its whole mode of actlon was regulated
by categorlés, the limits of which it believed
to be permanently fixed and not syibject to any
further negation....a question in these mstaphy-
sical systems was: Is the world finite of in-
finite? The very terms of the questlon assume
that the finlte ls a psrmanent contradictory to
the infinite: and one can easily see that, when
they are so opposed, the infinite, which of
course ought to be the whole, only appsars as a
single side of it and suffers restriction from
the finite.,.In the same way.it was asked,

(Iy Ibid., pp 53-57
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whether the soul was simple or complex.
Simpleness was 1in other words taken to be an
ultimate characteristic, giving the expression
to the whole truth. Far from being so, simple-=
ness ls the expression of a half truth, as one-
sided and abstract as exlstences=- a term of
thought, which, as we shall hersafter ses, is
itself untrue and hence unable to lay hold of
the truth. If the soul be viewed as merely and
abstractly simple, it 1s characterized in an
inadequate and finite way. (1)

Thinking of this kind imprisoned thought within.
fixed, narrow bounds. It takes things as given and
séeks to arrange, corbine and classify theu. Hav1na
done this it is quite content to look upon its prod-
ucts as finished masterpieces 1n the gallery of
thought. Thus'metaphyéics, by maintaining its in-
flexible mode of thinking gives rise to endless
absurdities, sspecially in 1ts language which creates
a chaotic, bewildering and Jjumbled world of tautolog-
ical expressions. " '

The maxim of Identity reads: Everything is

1dentical with 1itself, A=A: and negatively, A

_ cannot be at the same time A and not-A. This
- maxim, Instead of belng a true law of: thought

is nothing but the law of abstract understandingo

"The form of the maxim is virtually self=

~contradictory: for a proposition always’ promises

a distinction between subject and predicats;

while the present one does not fulfill what its

form requires. But it is particularly set aside
by the following so-called Laws of thought, which

TI) Hegel, op.cit., pp.52-53
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makes laws out of the very counterpart of

this law. It is assarted that the maxim of
TIdentity, though it cannot be proved, regu=
lates the consclousness of svery one, and

= . that experience shows 1t to be accepted as

soon as lts terms are apprehended by cone
sclousness. To this pretended experience of
the school may be opposed the universal ex=
perience that no mind thinks, or forms con-
ceptions, or speaks, in accordance with this
law, and that no exlstence of any kind whatever
conforms to it. The language which such a pre-
tended law demands (A planet 1s a planet;
Magnetism 1s magnetism; Mind is mind) 18, as

it deserves to be, called silliness. This 1s
certainly matter of general experlence. The
~logic which seriously propounds such laws has
long ago cost the school in which they alone
are valid, the loss of its credit with sound
common sense as well as with reason. (1)

Instead of speaking of the maxim of the Excluded
Middle (which is the maxlm of abstract under-
standing), we should rather say: Everything 1is
opposite. Neither in heaven nor in earth,
neither in the .world of mind nor of nature, 1is
there anywhere such an abstract, 'Eilther=or!

as the understanding maintains. All that there
ever 1s, 1s concrete, with difference and
opposition in itself. Contradiction, above -all
things, 1s what moves the world: and 1t is-
really ridiculous to say that contradiction is
unthinkable. (2) .

C e

In visw of téxts éuch és fhesé it'w6u1d appaar

that the adherents of metaphysic have the right to

accuss Hegel of denying the fundamental laws of all

(1) I5id., p. 184
(2) Ibid., p. 192
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thought, the laws of identity, contradiction and 8 X=
cluded middle. Such an sccusation, however, would

1mmediataly be drowned out by the shouts of protest

coming from Hegel and his followers. Paradoxical as

it may seem to their accusers, bthe Hegelians not only
do not admit to any such daniél of primary principles
bu% they insist upon-the retention of those prihoiplas
in the thought processe. In other words, Hegel does
not denounce Metaphysics becauss it'empléys these laws,
or bécause it parades about on the stage of under~-
sbtanding. The viée‘of me taphysics 1s that 1t regards
the product of understanding as gbsolute, as having

the ghgraope?uof an ultimate, as the'only truth,  sas

the whdle truthe. Hegel not only recognizes the usec=

fulnsss of the understanding but considers it indise

_pensable in both practice and theory. He is ever

raady 0 admit tne truﬁh which metaphysios possesses
in the precisions made by the 1ncisive operations of
the understanding but.he_ridicules its attqmpts to

insist that distinctlions and oppositions are real,and

that identity in opposition is unreal.

Perhaps some kind of an illustration might help

to clarify this point of Hegelian doctrine. For
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example, when metaphysics states, A is not not-4,
there is no protest from Hegel., When metaphysics
states, AmA, he 1s still in agreement. Now comes the

crux of the matter. Because metaphyslcs stops here,

resting content in this kmowledge as the finished,

complated process, as the whole truth, Hegel denouncss
it as productive of monsters Iin thought lnasmuch as

mo taphysilcs places an obstacle in the path of the
progress of thought to the realm of reason where alone
1t attains its full development in the supreme specu=

lative principle, A is not=A. (1)

(1) McTaggart sums up what might be termed the common
opinion regarding Hegel in this matter when he says,
WIn fact, so far is the dlalsctic from denying the law
of contradiction, that it is especlally bassed on 1it.
The contradictions are the cause of the dialectic proc-
@3s», But they can only be this if they are received
as marks of error. We are obliged to say that we find
the truth of Being and no-Being in Becoming, and in
Becoming only, because, if we endeavor to take them in
thelr independence, and not ss synthesised, we find an
unreconciled eontradiction.? ghudlés in the Hegelian
Dialectie, pps 1ll=12.

%Hegel was not afraid of contradictions; he saw in them
the very life of speculative thought and philosophioc
truth. Over and over again he challenged the famous
principle of identity and contradiction. This prine .
ciple is not untrue; but it is merely formal and
abstract, and therefore, a shallow principle. What

we find in reality is always an identity of

opposites.® Cassirer, E., The Myth of the Stats,p.250

(Continued on bottom of Page 22)
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Summing up briefly, we can say that meta-
physics, opsrating on the plane of understanding,

lives in a dream world of half-truths and one=sided

views. It 1s a realm where incomplste thought dwells
as ¢lsar, sharp, precise amd distinct = incomplsate,
because held in‘check bﬁ the narrow, rigid limits of
3 this mode of thinking. The action of the under=

.é% o staﬁdiﬁg is usefu1>ana necessary~iﬁ the development

| of thoughtlbut it is only the starting point, beiﬁg

in no way conclusive or final.

(17 = (Continued from bottom of Page 21)

Plekhanov, in contrasting dialectics and formal logile,
speaks of the former as the "logic of contradiction™
whose superiority hs illustrates by the classical &ex=
ample df a moving body which is and is not at the same
time at a given point. Dialsctics and Loglc, in
Fundamental Problems of Marxism, ppe Lll-112.

A few pages later, having asserted that the funda=
mental laws of formal logilc are inapplicable to motion
excapt within certain limits, he states, "The Iin- v
feroncoe...15 that dlalectic docss nobt suppress formal
logle, but merely deprives the laws of formal loglc
of the absolute value whilch the metaphysiclans have
ascribed to them." pp.117-118
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In general, when Kant finds a place in Hegel's
thought he 1s subject to sharp criticism. His one
redsemling feature in the eyes of Hegel 1s that
Kantian thought threw some light on the 1lnadequacy
of the philosophlsing which characterized the perilod
of wetaphyslcs. For thils reason, Hegel occaslonally
pays tribuﬁe to Kant as one who rescued throught ffom
the abyss of oblivion by loosening the bonds holding

1t captive in metaphysicse

Kant was the first to signalise the distince
tion between Reason and Understanding. The
object of the former, as he applled the term,
was the infinite and unconditioned, of the
latter was the finite and conditioned. Kant
d1d valuable service when he established the
finite character of the cognitions of the
understanding founded merely upon experience,
and stamped thelr contents with the name of
appearance or phenomenon....In the same way
Xent restored the Idea to its proper dignitys
vindleating it for Reason as distinct from
the Ilnadequate categories of the understanding
or from the merely sensible conceptlons, which
usually approprlate to themselves the name of
“ideas. (1)

Kant in his critical philosophy almed at a syne~
thesis which would cowbine the necessary and universal

Jjudgments of Lelibnitz-Wolffisn metaphysics with the

(l) Ibid., p.78
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quantitative increase of knowledge characterlstic

of Empiricism and which would gt the same time avoid
the dogmatism of the former and the scepticism of the

1att§r. This desire was fulfilled in his synthetio

a priori propositions and judgménts'~ necessary and

universal because imEEEEEE: productive of new knowlw

~ adge bascause synthetie,' Distingulshing three cogni=

vive faculties, sensibility, undarétanding and reason

he passes from sxperlsnce to pure reason; experisnce

© furnishes the matter of sensibility to which are

applied the gmgaiggé‘fOPms of timé and space and thet
result is an empirical intuition which in turﬁ becomes
the matter of the understanding_to which are applied
the a _priori forms of the twelve categories which are

as the form of our judgments; the understanding in

turn furnishes the matter for the faculty of reason

which by méans-qf ideas reduces all our kﬁowledge to
unity. A1l metaphysics, mpreovef; can bé s£bsﬁmed
undér three 1dea$ = the psychologiéal (Ego): COSMOm
logical (Cosmos) ahd theologidal (Theos). It is the
Seeond of these ideas which concerns us here becauss

-

it 15 the only one of the three which leads reason into

~ the famous antinomies of pure reason which 1ink Kant




closely to Hegel. (1)

According to Kant, when one appliss reason to

what he calls the objective synthesis of phenomena,

there arises a "perfectly natural antithetic...into

which reason of 1tself unavoldably falls." (2)

Antithetic is "the selfecontradiction of seemingly

dogmatical cognitions (thesis cum antithesi),

none of which we can discover any decided superiority."(3)

Kant arranges the antimonies in the following manner.(4)

Thesls

The world had a begin-
ning in time, and is
also llmited in space

Every composite sube
stance in the world
consliste of simple -
parts; and there exe
ists nothing that is
not either Jin itself
simple, or composed
of simple parts

Antithesis

The world has no be-
ginning, and no
limits in space, but
is, in relation both
to time and space,
infinite

No composite thing in
the world consists of
simple parts; and .
there does not exist
in the world any
simple substance

(1) Brehler, E., Histoire de la Philosophie, Tome II, 2,

pp. 538=39

(2) Kant, E., Critique of Pure Reason, Transcendental

Dialectlc, Bk. II, Ch. II,
(3) Ibid., p.257
(4) Inid., pp 260-281

(Everyman Edition) p.250
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Thesis Antithesis
Causality according to There is no such
the laws of nature, 1s thing as freedom,
not the only causality but everything in the
operating %o originate world happens solely
the phenomena. of the according to the laws
world. A causality of of nature :

freedom 1s also neces~
sary to account fully
for these phenomena

There exists sither in, An absolutely nec=-

or in connection wilth. essary being does not

the world = either as - exlst, elther In the

a part of it, or as world, or out of it - . ™
the cause of it = an as its cause '
absolutely necessary

being '

‘Having exposed the éntinomies, Kant asserts that
they are "so many attempts to solve four natural and

unavoidable problems of reason" and their number cannot

‘e more or less than four., (1) Kant proposes a solu-

tion (2) which steers a safe course between a scep=
@}qgsm.ﬁhich ﬁould.despéir'of a'Sletion and a philose
bphy Which'woﬁlé admit contradiction is the very sub=-
stance of all thought and reality; It was this latter
possibility which was taken up.by Hegel (3) who always

(1) Ibid., p. 287

(2) For Kant's solution and for a detalled exposition of
Kant's phllosophy see Boutroux, E., La Philosophie de Kant,
espe pp 195-227, See also Gardeil, H.D., 0.P. Les Ltapes
de la Philosophie Idealiste, pp.l10=-113. For a critical

appralsal of the antinomles see Garrigou-LaGrange,R.,
God, His Existence and His Nature, 2 vols,
(3) Boutraux, op. cit., pp. 194; 209-210.
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conslcered the enumeraticn of the antimonles as a
great achlevemsnt in Kant's phllosophical thought
although Kent himself falled to recognize the full
import of his discovery. The phllosophical world had
to mark time until the writings of Hegel disclosed

the complets significasnce of the Kantien analysise.

The principles of the metaphysical philosophy
;i gave rise to the belief that, when cognition
= lapsed into contradlctions, it was a mre ace
cidental abserration, due to some subjective
misteke in argument and inference. According
to Kant, however, thought has a natural tend=-
ency to issue in contradictions or antinomies,
whenever it seeks to apprehend the infinite..e
this lmportant discovery gets rid of the rigid
. dogmatism of the metaphysic of understanding,
end suggests the Dialectical movement of
thought. But...Kant...never got beyond the
g negative result that the thing=ineitself is unew
= knowable, and never penetrated to the discovery
_ of what the antinomies really and positively
kS . mean. That true and positive meaning of the
antinomies 1s this: that every actual thing
involves a coexistence of contrary elementse
Gonsequently, to know, or, in other words, to
comprehend an object 1ls equlvalent to being
consclous of it as a unifled group of contrary
doterminations. The old metaphyslic, as we have
seen, when 1t studléd the obJects of whieh it
‘ sought a metaphysilcal knowledge, went to work by
i epplylng categories abstractly and to the execlu-
- sion of their contraries. Kant, on the other
hand, tried to prove that the statements, issuing
. through thils method, could be met by other state=
- ments of contrary import with equal warrasnt and
o necessity. (1) (Italics Curs) ’

(1) Ibid., p.84
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In spite of the relative freedom it achieved in
the system of- Kant, thought still suffered serious

limitatlons and checks because Kant iacked the NeCcoS=

sary courage and foresight to allow thought'to proceed

to its complete development. He was imprisoned within

the confines of purely subjectivevspeculations and

1ittle remained for him to do but hdpelessly wring his

‘hands in despair of ever atbtaining complete truth, of

ever kno wing thevtbingaih-itself.

Hegel completely rejects Kant's position that
we cennot know the thing-in»itself,‘being supremely
confident fhét kn6wledgé of the absolute is quite
possible..‘This follows logically from the absolute

. autonomy or cresastive activity of reason or thought

which pervades Hegel's entire system.(l) In everyﬁﬁ
realm.thought is supreme. It 1s not passivefbut.‘

aetive, detérmining‘nbt detérmined. In Hégél's eyes

Kant was a subjective idealist whereas he himself was

an objective idealist, Kant knew only ereations of his
own mind, his categories were purely subjecpive in con~-
trast to the4objéctive categories of Hegel, ' Hegel's

absolute idealism overcame the.transcendental,idealism.

(1) Gardeil, op. clt., pp. 129; 140-142




cf Kant for "if, in fsct, all determinations of

things are produced by thought, by definition, one
cennot admit any unknowable, there cannot be anything
which would not be known, consequently, the thinge=in=-

itself is non-existent." (1)

Kant, therefore, cannot be wholly approved but

'* his efforts were not unfruitful.

The Critical philosophy had one great negative
merlte It has produced a genersal conviction
that the categories of understanding are finite
in their range, end that any knowledge which
goes on within their pale falls short of the
truth, PBut Kant had only a sight of half of the
truth. He explained the finite nature of the
categories, to mean that they werse subjective
only, valid only for our thought, from which the
thing«in-itself was divided by an impasssable
gulf. Now, it 1s not because thsy are subjective,
that the categorles are finite: they are finite
by their very nature, and 1t is on their own
selves that 1t 1s requisite to exhibit thein
finitude. (2) '

T (1) 1bid., pp. 132-133. MKant admlbs...the ldea of a
formation of the object by thought, but he did not -go the
1imit in his boldness, since he still recognized the ex=
ternal condition of experience, and bahind phenomena s
reality, indeterminable but nevertheless existent. With
Hegel the final restraint is shattered and we are in abe
solute 1deallismy, When one rises to the level of spscu=
lative philosophy, being appears, in its true and pro-
found reality, as a determination of thought and it would
be vain to 1magine, beyond this latter, a transcendant
noumenal world." Ibid., pp. 142-43
On Hegel's idealism confer Gregoire, Fe, Aux Sourcss de
la Pensee de_ Marx, Hegel-Feusrbsach, Bibliotheque

\ Philosophique de Louvain, 1947, pp. 67-71
(2) Hepmewl, op.-¢1it., p. 101,

Aol s e e
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viewed in relstion to dialectics, Kantian philo-
sophy exhibits two defecﬁs. First, fallure to pene-
trate the true meaning of the antinomies, which 1is one
of the reasons why only four are enumérated by Kente

In reglity, however, the antinomles are apparent in

every domain of activity and thought.

The antinomies appear in all objects of every

kind, in all conceptions, in allnotlons and
1deas. To B8 aware of bthis and to know objscts
in this property of theirs, makes a vital part
in a philcosophlicaltheory. For the quality thus

,indicated is what we describe as the Dialectical
lement in logice (1) (Italics ours)

Secondly, suffering from a lack of foresightedness,'

the Kantlan phillosophy manifested the same shortcoming

that characterized the metaphyslical philosophy insofar

as 1t too stopped short of the complete truth. Hegsl

pays Kant tribute for revealing the finite character of

the categories of the understanding‘and then points out

that he d1d not go far enough in his thinking.

+sThe mistéke éame when he stopped at fhe_purely ne g=-

ative polnht of view, and limited the uncondition=-
ality of Reason to an abstract self=-sameness withe-
out any shade of dlstinction. It degrades reason to &
finite and conditioned thing, to identify it with '

a mere stepping beyond the finite and conditioned
range of understanding., The real infinite, far

(17 3Bid., p. 84




from being a mere transcendance of the finite,
always involves the absorption of the finite .
into its own fuller nature. (1)

When Hegel makes his entrance upon the philosoph-
ical stage he is oconfronted with a malformed, stunted,
undeveloped dlalectic. Through the medium of the

coincidentia oppositorum and Hegel's genius, dislecs

tlecs throws off 1ts restralning shackles, reveals the
inexorable force of its dynamic and provides the ine
trinslc vitel force by whose impulsion the Absolute
‘Idea marches forward to 1ts full development in the

realm of free and untrammeled thought,

o Section 4 - Hegel Views Dialectics Positively
%fi The center of Hegel!s philosophical system is his
conception of ths ABsolute Idea or Splrit as t he whole

K

of reality. The Spirit develops itself by a triple
rhythm of thesis, entithesis and synthesis. This is
ﬁha'rhjthﬁ.bf tﬁe diaieotio.whoée fﬁn&éﬁqnﬁal prine
ciple 1s that thé same reality can be situated on
diverse spiritual levels. Basing his philosophy on
thls flexibility of a spiritual reality, Hegel con-

ceived the triadilc structure of dislectics as a movement

{I7 Ibid., pe 78
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of reality which (a) 1s posed.in itself = thesis;
(b) develops outside itself in its manifestations e

sntithesis; (c¢) to finally turn back within itself

and be nsar itself as a being manifested = synthesis,

bThus'all philosophy forms one great Sriad; Belng,Nature,

Spirite DBeing 15 the Absolute Idea in ltself as pure
raason, as apart from the wor}d, fhe system of the
categories =» thesis; Nature is.thﬁ I&ea in its otherness,
as gone out of itself, as the opposite of the Idea =
antitheéis;'Spirit is the Ideé when 1t returns ;nﬁo it

self from the otherness oppbsing it synthesise (1)

This same triplicity of structure is manifest in
the division of Togic which, acqording_to‘Hegel,-hés _
three sidess the abstract side, that of undsrstanding;

the dlalectical sidé, that of negative reason;ltﬁe

: spsculative side, that of‘the positive reasons. This

last division is not peculiar to the Logic, however,

but is commbn to all tne triads ﬁhieh appear in various

-

undula ting, multiples throughout the entire system.

: Thesis‘is the product of the urderstanding; antithesils,

of the negative reason; and synthesis, of pbsitive or

spaculitive reason.

(1) Brehler, E., Histoire de 1la Philosqghle TomeII,3,
PP 146=4"7
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Pubting the same thing in another way, let us
consider the first triad of the Loglec. Hegel starts
with the'abstract concept of being as thesis. This 1s
mere being, devoild of all determination, utterly empty,
Being thus conceived, immediately passes into 1ts
opposite = nothing = for utter emptiness is nothing -
antithesis. Being and nothing thus stand opposed to
one gnother; thelr contradlcilon is resolvedin becoming,
in conversion which contains theinr identity and their

differences, coincidentia oppositorum = syntheslsse

Here we must point out a veri important aspect of
the movement of the dlalectic « the .twofold function
wich characterizes the third member of the trlad, the
synthesis. The bifarious operation of the synthesis,
the work of the speculati?e reason, 1s expressed by the
singlse German word aufhebenlwhich possesses many fine,
different shades of meaning. Indeed, one translator of
Hegel's works has noted over twenby different trans-~
lations of this word among various English authors.(1l)
In thils connection, it is Interesting to note that

Hogel considers the word as indicative of the superiore-

(1) Harris, WeT., OQutlines of Hegel's Logic, in Hegel
Selections, J. Lowenberg, Ed.,
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ity of the German language.whioh 1s, consequently,
perfe¢tiy adaptable to the transcendenca of his own
particular speculative philosophy which snjdys a
marke& superiority ovsr.other systems of théught.

We should note the double mesaning of the German
wrd, aufheben (to put by, or put aside)s We
moan by it (1) to clear away, or annulg thus,

. W8 say, a law, or a regulation is put asides
(2) to keep, or preserve: in which sense we use
1t when we says something is well put aside. -
This double usage of language, which gives to
the same word a positive and negative mesning,
is not an accident, and gives no ground for ree
proaching language as a casuse of confusion: " We-
should rather recognize in 1t the speculative
spirit of our language rising above the mere
IEither=cr! of the urderstanding. (1)

. Translating sufheben as sublaté, and keeping the

double meaning of the word in mind, we can say bhat
being and nothing are sublated by becoming. Their .
difference is annulled and they are mgrged in the unity
of becoming. At theé same time, however, their differs
ence is preséfved, for becoming is an identi;y pf'dif-'
ferences, "The fact that it is an identity of differ=

ences means that the differences are werged. The fact

that it is an idéntity of differences mesans that they

are preserved." (2)

mcxrrrreo.

Hegel, ope cit., pe 155 _
Stace, WeTs, Philosophy of Hegel, pe. 106
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This duplicity of operation on the part of the
synthesls, or speuwulative reason, 1s the main-spring
of the dialectical movement as concelved in Hegellan
. thoughts Take away éipher of the functlons.and the ‘

" process comes-to an abrupt helt. If the differences
are not annulled, an obstacle 1s put in the way of
unity and there 1s no merger of differences. If there
1s no merging of differences there ls no synthesisy

without synthesls the dialectlcsal movement breaks down

because each synthesls ylelds in its turn to the dynamic

of the dialectic arnd becomes the thesis of a new trisd
which results in a higher category in synthesis. This
synthesis undergoes the same transformation and so on
throughout the entire system.

If the differences are not preserved, there 1s a
violation of one of the car&inal pfinciples of the
dialectical process = nothing is ever.lost. This msans
that.in the movement of Absolute Spirit towards complete
self-reglization, sach of the higher categories coﬁtain.

the lower categories which have preceded it., This agbe=

sorptive action on the part of each of the categories is

S
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what Hegel has in mind when he says that each of his

categoriss 1is concrete.

As the dialectlc proceeds, nothing is sver loste
Each step in the process takes up Into 1tself
what went before and 1s in turn taken up by the
step that follows. The final category of the
Logic contains and preserves within itself all
previous categories whatever. They are all
morged in 1t, gathered up into its unity, thelr
differences and contradictions resolved. They
are all fused into one. Yet they retain thelr
exlstence in this unity, as the factors of 1its
being., It 1s for thils reason alone that 1t 1s
concrete,s Were all previous categories not con=
tained within it, it would be merely an abstracs=
tion, just as Plato's Ideas are, for the same -
reason, abstract universals. The Idea of colour
excludes, wipes out, the specific Ideas of white,
green, red and the differences between them. It
1s a simple unity, not a unity of differences.

It does not contain the lower Ideas and is thers-
fore abstracts The higher categories of Hegel
contain the lower, and are therefore concrete.(l)

As we proceed further in our study of dialectics
WS'beGOme mor e aware.of Heogel!'s insistence upon'its‘_
intrinsic conpeqtionﬂwithdthought. _ Previous philosophy
complately'ﬁiSSedvthaufact ?that diaiecticsfig the verj

nature of thought, and fhat, as undérstandiﬁg, thought -

"Iy I5Id., p. 107 = "It is important to note that this

last operation, far from being abstractive, is on the
contrary a Sransition to the more concrete. The
Hegellan dialectle progresses toward the more concrete,
towards that which philosophy calls the "concrete )
universal," that 1s, towards notions not only morse
general, but also richer in comprehension." Gardeil,

OPe ¢lt., ps 139
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must inevitably fall into contradictions and negation

of itself.m(1) Dialectics is not, as scme have con-
sidered 1t, some sort of loglcal Instrument to be em-
ployed at will in speculation or only a mode of proce-

dure which possesses a certain utillity in argumenta-

tion. Dilalectics 1s independent of any will, an objec~

tive fact which 1s present in thought and things. The

failure to recognize its all-psrvading influence is

the mortal sin of all thinking.

In 1lts trus and proper characer, Dialsctic is

the very nabture and esssnce of the categories
(formulated by the understanding) of things, and
of the finite as a whole...Dlale:tic...is an in-
dwelling tendency outwards and beyond; by which
the one~sldedness and limitation of the formulae
of understanding 1s seen in its true light, and
shown %o be the negation of these formulae. Thilngs
are finite, just because they involve theilr own
dissolution. Thus understood, Dilglectic 1s dis-
covered to be the life and soul of scientific pro=-
gress, the dynamlec which alone glves an immanent
connexion and necessity to the subject-matter of
science; and, in a word, 1ls seen to constitute the
real and true, as opposed to the external, exal=-
tation above the finite., It ls of the highest
importance to apprehend andunderstand rightly

the nature of Dialectic. Wherever there 1s move-
ment, wherever there 1is life, wherever anything 1s
carried into effect in the actual world, there Dia-
lectie is at worke. It 1s also ths soul. of all
knowledge which 1s truly sclentific...When we look
more closely, we find that the limitations of the
finite do not merely come from withoubt; that 1its
own nature 1s the cause of its abrogation, and
that by its own means it passes into 1ts counter-
part (2)

(1) Hegsel, op. cit, pp. 125=126 {
(2{Ibid., p. TE-==r -




Philosophies which fail to acknowledge and
appreciate the action of dlalectics are guilty of in-
tellectual blindness. They can only result-in empty

abstractions which can neither prove nor explain any-

o

thing becausé such ph;losophies are completely éi-
vorced from reallity, from that which is mos%t svident
to allunbiased observers. For the recognition of
dialectics 15 not the unique possession of those who

stylé'themselves philosophers, but it is a most evident

phenomenon of common experience.

Everything that surrounds us may be viewed as an
instance of Dilalectic. We are aware that every=
thing finite, instead of being inflexible and ul-
timate, is rather changeabls and transient; and
this 1s exactly what we mean by that Dialsctic
of the finite, by which the finite as implicitiy:
other than what 1t 1s, is forced to surrender its
own immediste or natural being, and to turn
suddenly into its opposite...,All things, we say,
that 1s, the finite world as such, meet their
doom; and in saying so, we have a perception that
- Dialectic 1s the unilversal and irresistible power,
before whilch nothing can stay, however secure and
stable it may deem itself. (1) - . |

;R
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Summing up, we may note a certain evolution of
philosophical'systems as conce ived by Hegel, an evolu=
tion which, starting from the end of the period of .Greek

thought, manifests a dilalectical movement and the

(1) 161d., p. 128
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| trladic structurs charactsristic of Hegel's spscula=

tive phillosophy.

Recall that previously it was seen that the

Hegelian analysls of the dlalsctical movement by means

of triads reveals that the thesls, or firgt term is

the work of the understanding; antithesls, or the

second term, 1ls the work of negative feason; and syn=
thesls, or third term, 1s the work of speculative or
positive reason. Thus thought develops by a process

of affirmation, negation and negation of the negation.

The ms taphysical philosophy sought to classify,
distinguish, and define the objJescts of thought; in so
doing it fulfilled a valuable functlon lnasmuch as
®philosophy can never get along withoubt understanding
seolts foremost requiremsent 1s that every thought shall
be apprehended precisely, and no acquiescence in vague
and indefinite notions permitted."-(i) This sehool,
never progreésing beyond the stage of the understandihg,
thus stands in relation to philosophy as the thesis of
a triad to its synthesis « gbstract, limited, one~sided.

(1) Ibid., p. 125
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Accopdlng to Hegel, the ﬂode of thinking char-
cteristlc of the metabhysical scnool dominated philos-
ophy and the realm of speculative thought until the
philosophiéing of Kant exposed the finite nature of
this mode of thinking, a finltude resulting‘from the
rigid demarcations of the shallow thinking of the -

understandinv. With Kant's famous discovery of the

‘ antinomies of reason philosophy advanced a step fur+her,

to the dialsctical stage, or the stage of negatlve
reason. In the opinilon of Hegel the analysis of Kant
going beyond the narrow view of the earlier meta-
physics, revealed that all of reallity 1s in the proc=
83s of movement. Things_do not exist in a frozen,
ossified, immovable state but manifest a ceaselsess

pulsation and reciprocation.

In modern times it was more than any other Kant
.vwho resuscitated the name of Dlalectic, and re=
stored 1t to 1its post -of honor. He did it...,
by working out the Antinomles of reason.. The. .

- real objeet of these Antinomies consists not in
the mere subjective action, the oscillation be-
tween one set of grounds and another, but In
showing that every abstract form of the undere

standing, taken precisely as it is given,
naturally veers round into its; opposite. (1)

(1) Ibid., p. 127
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As we have seen previously, Kant failled to re-
alize the full import of his dlscoveries. He was un=
aware of the loglcal results of the antinomles. Thus
philosophy, in the hands of Kant was unable to make
fur%her progress because he stopped at the purely neg-
ative point of view due to the deficlencles Inhsrent

in his purely subjective view of all phenomena.

Philosophy, in truncated form, had to awalt the
coming of a comprshenslve thinker who would be able to
give thé wor ld anvexpression of phillosophy in 1its
totality. That man was Hegel. It was he who effected
the synthesls, the transition from the dlalectical to
the speculative stage. In the hands of Hegel philos=
ophy and dialectics received the masterts touch and

finglly came to full flowsr,

The dialectical method was the masterplece of the
Hegellan logical art and‘yet, Af 1t would be thofoughly
logical and consistent,.it was the Frankenstein monster
which would destroy the philosophical system of Hegel
himself inasmuch as dialectic "is the universal and

irresistible power, before which nothing can stay,

)




however secure and stable it may desm itself."™ (1)
Whether or not Hegel foresaw this possibility, and
whather or not it would have dlstressad him,’is‘a
matter for dlscussion among the sages. What we are
moxre certaiﬁ of is that it most surely would have
been a great blow to the creater of the suprems
1dea11st=d1alecticéi'system had he been able to

foresee that, less than two decades after his

"death, his dialectical msthod would be torn loose

from its noble union with spirit and shamefully

wed to matter in the system of Marx and Engels,

-
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CHAPTER II

Marzist Dialectics

Section 1 = Marxz and Hegel

As we turn bur attention from the teachlngs
of Hegel to those of Engels and Marx, we are assursd
by the proponents of the doctrines of the latter that
we are leaving behind the obscurity and nebg}osity,
so characteristic of Hegelian thought, and enterlng
a realm where obfuscation and abstruseness yleld to
clarity and pellucidity. That the thought of Hegel
is enigmatical and hazy is a fact of almost universal
scceptance to which even some of the most ardent
champions of his system will subscribe. Whether thils
is ultimately due to the system itself, or to certain
essential defects in those who have grappled with the

system, is a question which will always find thinkers

on opposing idease.

We are inclined to agree with Hegel when he says
that the condemnation which a great man lays upon the
world is to force it %o explain hims We think 1t not
én exaggeration to say that, up to this stage 1n ths
progress of civilization, the world has failed in its
task in regard to Hegel himself., Consequently, it

may come as a source of comfort to some - though not
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all - admirers of Hegel to be informed by the com=
munists that this task has been brilliantly ful-

f1lled by Marx, Engels, Stalin and ILenin,

According to the communists, it is in the

writings of these four men that one can find all that’

is really valuable in Hegellan thought., The genlus
of thess cornerstoﬂés of the communist ideology 1s

revealed in their writings which give us a palpable

explanation of what Hegel was unconscilously trying to
achieve and yet, never attained. $héir evaluation of

the worth of Hegel is a melange of prailse and blamej

eulogistic when speaking of his method, they are

censorious when discussing his idealism.

rd

"= Hogel Extolled = |

In the preface to the second'edition of his moﬁu-

mental work,lcagitalg Marx tékss ocbésiqn‘té defend the
 name 6f Hegel by "openly avowiﬁg himself "the pupil of
that mighty thinker" who, in regard to the dialectics,
"was the first to present its'general form of working

in a comprehensive and conscious manner,! (1) This

(1) Warxz, K., Capital, p. 25
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deelaration of Marx's esteem for Hegel is not without
significance for the fact must not be overlooksd that
this 1s not the enthuslastic oubtpourings of a young,
naive TLeft Hegellan caught up in his first fervor,

but the considered statement of a mature, revolutlone

ary Marx in whom the doctrines of dlalectlical materil-

allsa had reached tbé summit of thelr development,

Marx considered Hegel to be more than Just

another philosopher because of Hegelts dialsctical
method which, after undergoing a reconditloning at

the hands of Marx snd Engels, was to serve as the

g | inner drive of the new world outlook. Indeed, "Hegel's
dilalectlc is the baslc form of all dialectic.®™ (1)
Lenin informs us that Marx regarded Hegelien dialectics
as the greatest achievement of classical Germany
philosophyes Its richness was in sharp contrast to,

éhd laid emphas}s ﬁéon, the meager, one-sided develop-
mont of other formulations of ﬁhe prineciple of develop=-

ment and evolution which distorted and mutilated the

actual course of the expansion of nature and society.(2)

(1) Marx, K., Letters to Dr., Kugelmann, p. 63
(2) Lenin, V., Teachings of Karl Marx, pe 13

\
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"It 1s in the writings which appear under the
name of‘Engéls, however, that one finds the most
datalled and cqmplete expositioﬁ of Marxist dialectics
and 1ts relation to Hegel. These writings mi?ror the
thought of both Marx and Engels inasmuch as theltwo
men worked in the closest possible collaboration. Not
only did they read.one.anotherfs manuscripts but.Marx
himseif wrote some of the_sections,of books which
appear under Engels! nams. When togethsr,phey spent
long hours in an exchange of ideas gathered from much
study and observation. During the last thirteen yeérs
Qf Marxz!s life they saw one another almost daily, fro=
quently becoming 50 absérbéd in their discusslion that
they spént wnols nighté smoking and drinking as they
compared notess When apart, there waﬁ a steady ;ﬁream
of oorrespondence between them which treated the gen=

eral and particular aspects of the common cause uniting

-,

' them as well as the 1atest haopenings in the sciantifio

and political worlds,

In the philosophy of Hegel, Marx and Engels found
their starting point. "Hegel was not simple put aside,
On the contrary, one started out from his revolutionary

sidesssthe dlalectical ms thod,.n (1) With this invine

(1) Engels, F., Ludwlg Feuerbach, p. 43
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cible, destructive weapon Marx and Engels set out to
change the world, not by reform but by revolution. 1In
the mad whirl of thelr activities anmd its accompanying
tenslon, the spirlt of Hegel was ever present, hovering
like a shadow in the background. Th¢ never forgot

that 1t was Hegel who forged the wéapon amd they paid

him tribute as a man who possessed "a wealth of thought

that 1s astounding even todaye..a creative genius...of

encyclopedlc eruditlon...he showsd us the way out of
the labyrinth of 'systems! to real positive knowledge

of the world." (1)

Marx and Ehgels lived at the end of a tempsstuous
period in the world of philosophlc thought. They could
look back over the philosophical ruins of two hundred
years durlng which system éfter system was overthrown
and phillosophers were toppled from their ivory towers
“wherein they dwelt in blissful complacency. In con=
trast to the other erumbling systems of thought, .

falling under the baleful onslaughts of philosophiec
4 lconoclasts, Hegel's philosophy displayed, for Marx and
3 Engels, an impregnability which was indicative of the

(1) Ibid, pp. 14-15
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superiority of the dialectical method. In spite of

the attacks made upon it from all sides, the Hegelian
system thad never been overcomee NoOt one of the
opponents of the great dlalsctlclan had been able to
make a breach in 1its proud struoture; 1t fell into
‘oblivion, because the Hegelian school had not the
slightest notlon of what to do with it." (1) Of course
this defact was fully-remedied when the method was‘ |
‘taken over by Marx end Engels as they knew just what
they wanted to do with it. Brushing aside the cobwebs,
they placed iﬁ‘en the throne egéin, there toAbe ﬁnited
with materialism.whose sovereién rights were reasserted

by Ludwlg Feuerbach.

Reading through the writings of communism we learn
that 1t was Marx who blaced soclalism on a scientific
basis. Tais outstanding achievement of the nineteenth
-century was the result of two great discoveries made
by Marx --tne materialist oonception of history and the
famous surplus value. This latter discovery revealsd
to en unsuspecting world the inner secret, the very core

of capltalist production, a fact which up until the time

' (1) Engels, F., Karl Marx's Contribution to the Crithue

of Political Economy in Engels, _Ops cit., p. 7




of Marx had completely eluded political economists.(1)

It 1s the first of thess discqveries which rew=

lates Hegel to Marx insofar as dialectics reveals the

C g
B

transitory character of each successive period in the

evolution of human soclety from lower to higher stages.
All the different historical perlods prove %o be only

the various steps taken by civilization in the wmarch

of progress. This historical, evolutionary aspect of
Hegellsan thought held tremenous appesl for Marx and

Engelse

v

What distinguished Hegel's mode of thought from
that of all other philosophers was the enormous
historical sense upon which it was based...(he)
did not parade ignorance but was one of the finest
intellects of all time. He was the first who
attempted to show an evolution, an inner cocherence
in history; and while today much in his Philo-
sophy of History may seem peculiar to us, yet the
grandeur of his fundamental outlook is admirable
even todayee.sEverywhere..e.this magnificent cone=
ception of hlstory penetrates and everywhere this
- . material is treated historically...This epoche
" " making econception of history was the direct
theoretical prerequisite for the new materiaslistic
contemplation...Marx was, and is, the only one who
could undertake the task of extracting from the
Hegellan logic the kernel which comprised Hegel's
real discoverles in this sphere, and to construct

(1) Engels, F., Socialism, Utopian and Scientific, p.26
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the dialectical method, divested of its 1deal=
istic trappings, in the simple shape in which

it becomss the only true form of development

of thought. (1) (Italics ours)

The pfeceding few pages are suffilcient, we hew=

" lieve, to show that Marx and Engels were not ungenerous:
in their prailse of Hegel. We have taken the tims to
point out this fact because it is frequently overlooked
by many wrlters who ére more impressed by the denounce=

mants of-Hegelimade by communist writers from the

beginning.
- Hegel Denounced =

4 Almost every time that Hegel is mentionéd in com-
mnnist literature reference is made to the fact that
Hegel, unfortunately suffered a defect which eternally
impedud his complete inclusion in the system of Marzx.
iegel was an idealist. This sums up in a sentence the
source of all the errors whieh he made in his philoso-
phye It 1s the serrors resulting from this idealism
which are the subject of constant attack on the part of

the Marxist philosophers. As an idealist, Hegel was.

(I) Engels, F., Karl Marx's Contribution’to the Critique
of Political Economy in Appendix Ludwlg Feuerbach,
PPe 771=78




inevitably doomed, as, apart from hls systematlc dla=-
lJectical method, he could have no place 1in a philos-
ophy which decided to "relentlessly sacrifice eﬁery
idealist fancy which could not be brought Into harmony

with the facts conceived in their own and not in a fan=-

tastic fashlom® (1)

Hegol had asserted that in order to understand
his system one had to learn to walk ﬁpon one's head.
Marx and Engels found 1t not difficult to belleve
Hegel!s statemont because the entire Hegelian system
was on its head. As Marx notes, "With him (Hegel) it
(dialectiass) isstanding on its head. It must be turned
right side up again, if you would discover the rational
qunel within the mystical shell.™ (2) Engels tells
us that when he and Marx adapted the dialectical method
to their system "the.dialectic of the concept...becamé
merély the consclous reflex of the dialectical ndotion
of the real world and dlalectic of Hegel was plﬁced
upon 1ﬁs head;‘or rather, turned of f its head, on which

it was standing before, and placed upon its fest again."(3)

(T) Engels, F., Ludwig Feuerbach, p. 43

(3) Engels, F., Ludwig Feusrbach, p. 44
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For this reason Enge1$ could say that "Marx and I were
pretty well the only people to rescue conscious dia—.
lectics from German idealist philosophy and apply 1t

in the materialist conceptlon of nature and history."(l)
Lenin, in quoting this statement of Engels, inserts a
parenthetical c¢lause which is revela tory of ths cone
tempt, among communist thinkers, for any form of |
jdeelism. With the parenthesis, the btext citeg\by
Lenin reads as follows: "Marx and I were the oniy ones
to rescue consclous dialectics (from the swamp of

idealism, including Hegelianism)." {2)

Hegel, with his pre-existing categories, con=

~sidering the dialectics of the real world as the mete

reflection was all mlxed up because "In reality it is
the reverse: the dialectics of the brain is only thé

refleb%ion of the forms of motlon of the real world,

‘both of nature and of history." (3) ~The transition

from Hogelfs reversal of things to the true reality
does not appear to have presented much difficulty as

" sultimately, the Hegelian_systeﬁ represents mérély

} Engels, F., Anti-Duhring, p. 15

(1
‘22) Ienin, V., loc. cit.
3

) Engels, F., Dialectics of Nature; pe 153




a materiglism idealicstically turred upsids down in

method and content." (1)

Again and again in the writings of the Marxilsts
one meets with the same complaint eagainst Hegel. The
relative positlions of Hegelian and Marxist dialectics
are clear in the famous passage of Marx which has be-

come classic, It sums up all we have said,

My dialectic method is not only different from
the Hegelien, but is its direct opposite.s To
Hoegel, the life-process of the human brain, i.e.,
the process of thinking, which, under the mame
of "the Idea", he even transforms into an ine
dependent subject, 1s the demiurgos of the real
world, end the real world is only the external,
phenomenal form of "the Idea. With me, on the
contrary, the ideal 1s nothing else than the
materlial world reflected by the human mind, and
translated into forms of thought. (2)

Marxist dialectlcs differs to such a degree from
Hegellan dlalectles that it 1s a blunder to even think
of identifyihg thems (3) Where Hegel was an idealist,

»»»»

consider the materlalism of the system of Marxe

) Engels, F., Ludwlg Feuerbach, p. 24

(1
gz)‘Marx, K., Capital, loc. cit.
3

) Engels, F., Anti=Duhring, p. 136
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Section 2 ~ Marx end Materialism

« Materialism in Fetters "

Just as their dislsctical method was different
from that of Hegel, so too the ma?erialism.of Marx

and Engels was séaﬁthing distinctively their own.

Engels %tells us that it was Ludwlg Feuerbach's

Essence of Ghristiahiﬁy_which dispelled the fog of

1dealism and pleced in clear light the-fuhdamental
fact that nature exists indeperdently of all philosophy

‘and all theorilzing. Feuerbach'!s book shattered the Hegelian

illusion of the primacy of spirit over matter and ref

asserted the'supreﬁacy of matter over spirit. (1)

In the Holy Family Marx is quite lavish in his

praise of Feuerbach although, like so many others, .
Feuerbach willl not ¢ompletely escépe fhe stinging lash
of Marx's critioism. .Feuerbach finds favdr with Marx
- because he gave the death blow to the old opposition
between materialism and spiritualism." (2)
Who unveiled the mystery of the system? Who
annihilated the dislectic of concepts, the war
' of the gods known only to the philosophers? Who
pute..man in place of the old lumber, even of

the !'infinite consciousness of self'9 Fsuerbach
and Feuerbach alone (3)

(1) Engels, F., Ludwig}Feuerbacg, pP. 18

(2) Marx, K., ILa Salnte Famille, in QOeuvres Philosophiques
Tome IL, pe. 167 -

(3) Ibid., p. 164




Feuerbach was the first to completeand criti-

cize Hegel from a Hegelian point of view; Le

resolved the metapbysical absolute spirit into

"the real man based on nature®. (1)

Feuerbach...in meny respects forms an inter=

mediate 1link between Hegellan philosophy and

our conception (2)

Feuerbach's materialism, however, was conservative
and theoretical whereas that of Marx and Engels was
revolutionary and practical and above all,dialectical.
Consequently, they resisted with all theilr vigor, any
attempts to foist upon, or identify with, their system
either the materialism of Feuerbach or the classical
French materialism of the eighteenth century. Theirs
was an advanced materialism, free from the defects of
all previous types. The motives which inspired their
disdsain for a complete identificatlion of thelr material-
ism with that of Feuerbach will be seen in the next
chapter when we consider the notion of alisnation. Here

we wish to consider particularly their gpievaﬁces

against the classical French materialism,

Engels sums up very succinctly the basls for re-

Jecting this latter materialism when he says,'"the

(1) T5id., pe. 250
(2) Engels, F., Ludwlg Feuerbach, pe 7. (Foreword)




Prench maberialisy of the eighbbeenth cenfuary was...
chlu51vely Eﬁiﬁiﬂwwil out he absolves the ratzriale
ists of that age of complete blame in view of the fact
that their deficiencies were not due entirely to them-
selves but to the conditions of their age since "at
that time physics, chemistry, and biology were still in
their infancy and were very far from bsing able tb_ |
of fer the basis.for a general outlook on nature (1)
What Engels and ¥arx do oenounce is the fallure of
subsequent,materialists to progress, to appreciste the
advances mede in scisnce giving support to the méteriél-
istic doctrines} that 1s, they are not reppoached for
being.@aterialists but only for not being progressive
materiallsts. (2)

The defect of the weahanical school is that it
seeks to explaln all Dhenomena by mechanical motion of
qualitatlvely identical ard unchanging unlts (atoms,
-electrons).A For the mechanlsts, "all qualitatlve dif-
ferences between things are due to the difference in
their simple mechanical motion (transplacement in

space). Hen@e quality does not exist in actual reality

(l) Engels, F., Dialectics of Nature, pp. 321-322.
Ludwig Feuerbach, p. 26 ff. )
{(2) Lenln, V.., Osuvres,Completes, Tome XIII, Paris, 1928,
De 204 s5. '




but depends entirely upon our subjective perceptions."(1)

In splte of professing materialism, thinkers of
this school, as 1s evident from the passage quoted
above, find themselves holding an idealist opinicn,
1.8+, that quality depends upon our subjective per-
ceptions - entirsely. Such a position is in diametrical
opposition to the teachihgs of Marx's dialectical
materiglism which insists upon the absolute objectivity
of qualitative differences.

This materlialism which denies the reality of

higher forms of motion anrd reduces everything

to gross and simple méechanlical motion, to trans-

placement, proves to be absolutely helpless be-

fore 1desllism,..Mechanical materialism, there-
fore paves the way for ideelism of the most sub-

jective king. (2)

Engels, while admitting the universality of
mechanical motion, points out that the denial of other
forms of motion brings up difflcultlies and leaves certain
problems uﬁéxplained.

It explains all change from change of place, all
qualitative differences from quantitative...in

(1) Adoratsky, V., Dialectical Materialism, p. 48
(2) Ibid., p. 50 '

PN
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 M"ossentially metaphysical character™. (3) This char=

- 57 -

physics, however, and st11l more in chemistry,

there are many qualitative changes to be taken

4dnto account whose dependsnce on guantitative
change 1is by no mesans proven...All motion ine
cludes mechanical motion, change of place of

the largest or smallest portions of matter, and

the flrst task of science, but only the first,

is t0 obtain knowledge of this motion. But this

mechanical motion doss not exhaust motion as a

whole. "Motion is not merely change of place,

in fields higher than mechanies it is also

change of quality. (1)

Marx and Engels in their days, and all that have
followed after them, are united in fighting the
mechanist conception bécause it disregards the gigantic
strides made in science which reveal that "nature works
dialectically and not metaphysically." (2) 1In these
last words 1s revealed the absolute incompatibility of
eightemnth century materialism and the materialism of

Marx and Engels inasmuch as the former possessed an

écteristic,‘as we saw in our treatment of Hegel, is
obnoxious from thgndialéctical;poiht of view. Operat-
ing according to fixed categoriss, thebmetaphysical

mode of thinking is narrow; fixed, asbstract. Like.Hegel,

(1) ®ngels, F., Dialectics of Nature, pp. 320-321
(2) Engels, F., Soclallsm, Utoplan & Scientifiec, p. 21
(3) Engels, F., Dialectics of Nature, N.Y., 1940, p. 313




- 58 =

the Marxists aémit the validity of thls mode of thought
. within certain limits. (1) We might say that it per=-
»;1 ' forms the first, but only the first, task of the mind
ii seeking a knowledge of phenomena, that is, to make cer-

tain precisions, abstractions, distinctlions, to separate

and snalyze. It 1s absolutely essential, however, that
it be constantly aware of the restrictions from which

1t suffers, never losing sight of the fact that to view

things in this manner, 1s, as it were, to examine them
out of centext, in their abstract mode which does not

fully'reflect their actual mode of existence within

"an endless tangle of relations and reactions, per=
mutations and combinations, in which nothing remains
what, where and as 1t was, but everything moves, changes,
comes into being end passes away." (2) Because meta=
physical thinking is bound up with elghteenth.century
mﬁterialism, the following asserﬁion may be applied to
both of them although Engels was probably, or even
particularly, thinking of the metaphysical moée of
thought when he said, "I, the contemplation of individe

val things, 1t forgets the connection between them;in

~— 1) Engels, F., Anti-Duhring, N.Y., 1939, pp. 27-28
(2) Engels, FP., Socialism, Utoplan & Scientific, p. 19




the contempletion of their existence, it forgets their
beginning and end of that existence;of their reposse, 1t
forgets their motion. It cannot see the wood for the

trees.™ (1)

There remains one other stain on the escutcheon
of Mechanicel Materialism, a blemlsh which is revelatory
of its idealist'tendencies and its utter 1nab11ity to
offer a rational explanation of the universe, an ex=

planation drawn from the universe itself.

" Moreover, mechanical materialism cannot resist
the idealistic bvelisf in a creator, in some
force external to the world, for the reason that
mechanical materialism oannot explain what it 1is
that sets in motion the gigantic mechanisi that
the world appears o him to be. The world ma=-
chine of mechanical materialism requires some.
external impulse, the universal clock requires
‘somebody to wind 1t up. There is no way outb
of this dilemma except to acknowledge the exlist-
ence of God. (2) :

The eighteenth century version of materialism was

doomed when it failed to keep apace with the advances .

of science. Staggering under the'blows of each new

discovery which revealed the widening breach in 1its

walls, it finally fell in complete ruins as a result

of the death blow delivered by the Darwinian theory

vhich completed the new conception of nature.

(1yIbid., p. 20
(2)7&

Adoratsky, V., op. clt., p. 50
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The new conception of neture was complete with
1ts main features; all rigidity was dissolved,
all fixity dissipated, all particularity that

had been regarded as eternal Dbecame transient,
and the whole of nature shown as moving in
eternal flux and cyelical course...we have once
again returned to the point of view of the great
founders of Greek philosophy, the view that the
whole of nature, from the smallest element to

the greatest, from grains of sand to suns, from
protista to men, has - its existence in eternsl
coming into being and passing away, 1ln cesseless
flux, in unresting motion and change, only with
the essentiagl difference that what for the Greeks
was a brillliant intultion, 1s in our case the
result of strictly sclentific research in accord-
ance with experience, and hence it also emerges
in a much more definlite and clear form. (1)

- Materiglism Libergted =

Marx and Engels, in workiling out their doctrines
of dialeotiéal materialism, were confident that they
had overcome the limitations of Hegellan idealism and
me taphysical French materlalism. In support of their
position it was only natural that they should invoke
the sacred testimony of the idols of the age - the

natural sciences. (2)

Engels, in particular, was indefatigamble in

(1) Engels, F., Dialectics of Nature,pp. 13-14

(2) For the relationship between the dialectical analysis
of nature and Marx's Social Philosophy see McFadden,@8.J.,
The Philosophy of Communism, pp. 24 ffs 227 ff: and works

clted there. See also Hook, Sidney, From Hegel to Marx,
pp. 75 ff.2 also his article in the Marxist Quarterliy,
April - June 1037, pp. 253-293
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pointing out that the findings of scienoé are unanimous
in upholding the truth that matter is the only reality,
the basis of all things. Mind is only something secon-
dary,'derivative. Before thé appearance of mind or
spirit in any stage of development in the universs
there was matter and only matter, inert, 1ifeless
matter. After untold aeéns 1ife appeared 1ln matter.
When, how, is not known. "With regard to the origiﬁ
of life, tﬁerefore, up to the present, scisnce 1is only

able to say with certainty that it must have been the

result of a chemical action." (1). When, in the course

of evolution, organic‘matter_reached a sufficlently
advaneed stage of development, men appeared and with
man, thought, mind. Nowhere 1is there any evidence .to
show that mind ever sxisted Qr.;s able to exist without
matter. "Mind is mersly the‘highest product;of matter
seoeand 6ﬁr;consciousness and thinking, however gupraé
sensuous'they may seem are’the products of a materiél

organ, the brain." (2)

Thits the dialectical materialist approaches the

universe freé from any preconceived theories which he

“trles to impose upon it. He draws his theories from

(1) Engels, F., Anti-Duhring, p. 82
(2) Engels, F., Ludwig Feuerbach, p. 25
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the phenomena which he observes there. Engels, re-
Jecting the 1dealistic content of Hegel's philosophy
says, "We comprehended the concepts in our heads once
more mabterlallistically -~ as images of real things
instead of regarding the real things as 1lmages of this

or that stage of development of the absolute concept."(1)

The superiority of dialectical materialism over
the mechanical version is immediately apparent from the
fact that the former, transcending the defects of the

latter, grasrped

The great basic thought that the world is not to
bs comprehended as a complex of ready made
things, but a complex of processes, in which the
things apparently stable no less than their mind-
lmages in our heads, the concepts, go through an
uninterrupted change of coming into being and
passing away, 1in which, in spite of all seeming
accidents and of all temporary retrogression, a
progr?siive development asserts itself in the
end. 2 '

‘The complete universality of the material nature
of the unlverse 1is the basis for viewing the world as a

complex of processes. Matter is never without motion.

indeed, "Motion is the existence mode of matter..there-

IV I513., p. 44

(2) Ibid.,
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fbre as uncreatable and indestruotible as matter
itself." (1) Matter is, consequently, always in the
process of transformation, alwaﬁs changing. These
changes are not always appafent to the eys but in-
evitably they mﬁst vyield to the ipstruments of
sclence. The paper on which we are writing 1s cone-
stantly ugdergoiﬁg change. Similarly, the chailr on
whioh we are sitting is at all times subject to the
movement of the>atbms and chemical'prdperties which
constitute it and these are elways chahging. When a
key is struck on the typewriter it sends off vibreations
which enter into combination with other vibrations.
With every breath new chénges come about in the human

organism, 'Civilizétion, manners, morals, plants,

'ahimals,'everything, from the protons and slectrons of

the atom to the constellationsﬁwhirling.hhrougb space
at terrific speeds, is in the process of transfqrmation.
Engels‘ﬁég thinkihg of such e#ﬁ@plés:whén hé observed A
that "When we réfiect on Nature;'or the history of man-
kind, or our own intellectual activity, the first pic-
tufe presented to us 1s of an endless maze of relations

and interactions.® (2)

1) Engels, F., Anti=-Duhring, p. 68
2) Ibid., p. 26 -

(
(




This dialectical process which is continually
taking place in the objective world has its counter-
part In the dialectical process of thinking in the

mind. The former 1s termsd objective, and the latter

' sﬁbjective dialectics. The latter i1s the reflection,

image, copy, photograpnh of the former. These are all
terms used by the communists to describe the concept .
nad, as we saw a few paragraphs above, Engels equates

concept and mind-image.

The Marxists take great pains to make known their
insistence upon the fact that "there is a world existing
outside ourselves which is perfectly knowable not dif-
fering in principle from phenomena." (1) Man can know
the world and know it in its entirety. There is no
room in the Marxlst philosophy for the Kantian or any
other specles of the unknowable thing-ln-itself.

There 1s absolutsly no difference betwesn the

phenomena and the thing-in-itself and there can

be none. The difference is only betwsen what is
already known and what is not yet known. (2)

Every mysterlous, subtle and insidlous difference

4023
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(1) Lenine, V., Osuvres Completes, Tome XIII,pp. 923139;207;284;
Stalin, J., Dialectical and Historical Materialism,

Little Lenin Library, Vol. 25, ppe. 15 ff.

(2) Lenine, V., Qeuvres Completes, Tome XIII, p. 77

e
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between the appearance and the thing-ih-itself

i1s an absolute philosophic fallacy., In fact

each one of wus has observed innumerable times
the simple and palpable transformation of the

"thing=in-itself" into the "thing-for-ush.

Thls transformation is cognition. (1)

Knowledge, for the Marxists, differs from vhat
i1s ordinarily termed philosophical knowledge 1n that
_with them it 1s essentlally practical. There are no
worshippers at the shrine of speculative knowledge in
the Marxist scheme of things. Thils is understahdable
in view of tha fact that Marx was not interested in
interpreting the world as other philosophers had done,
but in changing it.. (2) Because Marx_eliminated any
need for God in explaining thse world, hls doctrine
placses supreme importance upon actidn, human sction.

The'ideaiist can sit idly by and walt for a just God
to improve éonditions,'or, in defect of that, can |
accept his present condition as a state of affairs .

fully in accord with the fantastic idea of some sort of

tdivine plan', Not so with the Marxists. It was a

(1) Toid., p. 93 ° . '

(2) "The philesophers have interpreted -the world in
various ways; the point however is to change ‘it.M"

Marz, K., First - Thesis on Feuerbach. The theses form

an appendix in Engels, F,, Ludwig Feuerbach, pp. 82-84
"Feuerbach...only interprets the existing sensuous world
«»sWhile in reality for the practical materialists, i.e.,
for the communist, it is a question of revolutionizing
the existing world, of practically attacking and changing ‘
oxisting things." Marxz-Engels, German Ideology, p.34 cf. pp. 27ff.
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ageinst which Marx spoke so strongly In his famous

Theses on Feuerbach.

The chief defect of all hitherto exisbting mater-
iglism -~ that of Feuerbach included - 1s that thse
object, reality, sensuousness, is conceived only
in the form of object or contemplation, but not
as human sensuous activity, practice, not subject-
tively. ( I Thesis on Feuarbach)

The guestion whethsr objlective trush can be at-
tributed to human thinking is not a question of
theory but is a practical stion. In prsctice

5., toe reality and

que
mgn must prove tne truth, i.e
vower, the "this-sidedness" of his thinking. The
dispute over the reality or non-reality of think=-
ing which is isolated from practice is purely a
scholastic question. (II Thesis on Feuerbach)

Tne materialist doctrine that men are products of
clrcumstances and upbringings and that, therefore,
changed men are products of other circumstances

and changed upbringing forgets that circumstances
are changed preclisely by men and that the educator
must himself be educated. (III Thesis on Feuerbach)

-

The relating of knowledge to practice is one of
the cardinal tenets of Harxist teaching. All of Marx's
doctrines are orientated toward action, action destined

to bring about the goal of the classless society. The

comnmunists of the present day are convinced of the full
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materialist,

"success! of human practice proves the correspond-

snce of our representations to the objective nabure of

the things we perceive." (1)

Engels also points out that practice as the ori-
terion of truth is the definite reply to every form of

agnosticisms Speaking of Hume and Kant in

zeneral of all thinkers who guestion sither

nition of the world or an exhaustive cognition of 1%,

he says,

The most telling refutation of this as of all
other philosophical fancies is practice, viz.,
experiment and industry. If we are able to

prove the correctness of our conception of a
-ndtural. process by making it ourselves, bringing
it into being out of its conditions and using it
for our own purposeés into- the bargain then there
is an end of the Kantian incomprehen51ble "thing=-
in-itself®, (2)

Lenine, V., -Ocuvres Completes, T. XIII, p. 112
ngels, F., Tudwlig Feuerbach, pp. 22~23
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Ssection 3 = Laws of Diglectics

Up to this point we have been observing the op-
erations of the laws of dialectics. To conclude this
part of our study we will examine the laws of dialectics

themselves and explain them briefly.

‘Engels says that the laws of dialectics, drawn
from the history of nature and human soclety, may be
reduced to three: 1) the law of the identity (unity,
or interpenetration) of opposites; 2) The law of the
negation of the negation; 3) The law of the trans-

formation of quantity into gquality and vice versa,.

He credits Hegel with having developed the laws as mers
laws of thought. Hegsel tried to impose the operation
of these laws upon nature instead of drwaing them from
.nature, thus giving rise to a mystification which

immediately disappears when the procedure is reversed.(1l)
- Idehtity, Unity or Interpenetraﬁion of Opposites =

According to Marxism, if we look objectively at
the world about us we cannot fail to see that contra=-

dictlons permeate everything. In all things and phenom-

(1) Engels, F., Dialectics of Nature, p. 26
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ena we ars constantly meeting with contradictions. Un-
‘biased observation reveals that all development, all

progress is the result of these inherent contradictionse

Throughout the universe, development proceeds not
as the result of any external cause (God), not
because of any "purpose" Inherent in svents, but
because of the inherent contradictions that are
contasined in all things and in all  phenomena.
"Contradiction is the root of all motion and of
all 1life," Hegsl wrote. WIt 1s only because of
a thing contains a contradiction within 1tself,
that 1t moves and acquires impulse and activitye
That 1s the process of all motion and all devel-
opment. " (1) : :

Everywhere‘we turn we are confronted with numerous
sxamples 6f the unity of opposites. Attraction and re-

puision are properties of every organic body; the atom

'is made up of positive &harges of electricity (protons)

and negative charges of electricity (electrbns); the act

of procraation 1is an act of opposites, man and woman;

‘in the same person we find gentleness and oruelty, vice -

virtue, 1ove’and'hate.' In sociéty, there 1s. the con=
stant strﬁggle of classes. Tn one world, nations in

opposition to one another.

If contradictions are so evident in the world,

(1) Adoratsky, V., ops. cit., p. 26
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what 1s to be said of those peopls who seem to be re=-
luctant in admitting the fact of contradictions. How
do people miss®that which the communists consider most

obvious? Engels gilves the answer.

So long as we conslder things static and life-
less each one by itself, alongside of and after
each other, it is true that we do not run up
agalnst any contradictions. We find certain
qualities which are partly common to, partly
diverse from and even contradictory to each
other, but which in this case are dilstributed
among different objects and therefore contain ,
no contradiction. Within the limits of this
sphere of thought we can get along on the

basis of the usual metaphysical mode of thought.(1)

For the Marxists, as was pointed out befors,
.this mode of thinking is illusory because things do
not exist in a frozen, ossified manner, isolated one
from the other, statle, rigid. Everything is matter

and the etsernal concomitant of mattser is motion.

The poslition 1is quite differént as soon as we cone
sider things in their motion, thelr change, their
life, thsir reciprocal influence on one another...
Motion itself is a contradiction: even simple
mechanical change of place can only come about
through a body at one and the same moment of time
being both in one place and in another place,
being in one and the same place and also not in
it. And the continuous assertion and simultaneous
solution of thils contradiction 1is precisely what
motion is..s1f simple mechanical change of place

(1) Engels, F., Anti-Duhring, p. 132
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contains a contradiction, this is even more true
of the higher forms of motion of matter, and es=
peclally of organic life and its development...
life consists precisely in just this = that a
living thing is at each moment itself and yet
something else. Life 1is therefore also a conw
tradiction whilch 1s present in things and proc=
osses themsslves, and which constantly asserts’
and solves itself; and as soon as the contra-
diction ceases, life too comes to an end, and

death steps in. (1)

To sunm up;_therefore, we are told fhat the world'
is teeming with conbtradictions, conflicts, struggles,
antagonisms — strife eternal within matter which is
productive of eﬁdless autonomous mopion. As‘idealists
and me taphysicians place a ring around their thought
gnd. shut out the world, so the communists place a ring

around matter and shut out God.
- Taw of the Negation of the Negation -

The second law of dislectics declares thét'the
motion which results from the‘struggie.of dpposites is
‘not motion‘iﬁ a cifcie, infinitei§‘re§eétéd-over and
over in the same way, bub devélopmentlin a spiral
‘manner, a progressive mpVemént whicﬁ is accountable for

the quantitative increases which appear in natﬁre. This

(1) Ibid., p. 152-33
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transformation of contradictions into each other is
Hegel's trlad = thesis, antithesis, synthesis -,
operating, not in the dramatic dreamworld of idealistic

fancy but in the real objsctive world.,

Having treated of the negation of the negation in
the earlier part of our study, there is little need here
to do more than Indicate, by means of examples, how

the Marxlst once more stand Hegel on hils feet,

In showing how the second law operates in naturse,
Engels uses the exampls of a grain of barlsy which falls
upon sultable soil. Under the reactions set up by the
sun, soll and molsture the seed germiﬁates, ceases to
exlst as such, giving rise to the plant which is the
negation of the seed. The plant reaching full develop-
mont, produces grains of barley. These ripening, the
stalk dies and we have the negation of the negation

whose product 1s once agaln a grain of barley but quan-

'titativély increased ten, twenty orzthirty fold. (i)

In p:oof of this law's universality Engels then goes
on to clte numerous examples which manifest that the

negation of the negation is ani"extremely comprehensive

(1) Ibid., p. 149
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and important law of development of Nature, histofy

and thought; a law which...holds good in the animal
and plant kingdom, 1in geology, in mathematics, in
history, and in philosophy." (1) He concludes with ‘a
note of Qarning‘that the negation of fhe.negation is
not somsthing to be accomplished at will but according
to the general and particular natura of ﬁhg prbcess'it-

salf which 1s under conside;ation.

3

I must not only negate, but also in turn sublate
the negation., I must therefore so construct the
first negation that the second remains or becomes
possible, In what way? This depends on the par-
ticular nature of each individual case. If I
grind a grain of barley or crush an insect, it is
true I have carried out the first part of the
action, but' I have made the second part impossibls,
Each class of things therefore has its appropriate
form of being negated in such a way that it gives
rise to a development, and it is just the same
with each class of conceptions and ideas. (2)

- Transformation of Quantity into Quality and Vice Versa -

‘Having explained the autodynamic‘character of
mattér by the first law and the quantitaﬁive aspect of
development by the seoondlléw,.the Marxzists invoke the

third law to account for the qualitative phase of devel-

(1Y To1d., 149-155
(2) Toid., p. 155
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opment and prozress. (1) This law states that quan=
titative changes ultimately rssult in qualitative
changes which brihg new realities into being. The re=
sulting change 1s always a sudden, abrupt change, a
"leap" from one state or quality to another. Let us
consider the classical example of such a leape. Within
certain limits, it 1s possible to increase or decrease
the termperature of water without any qualitaﬁive
change resulting. At a definite point, however, the
guantitative increase or decrease of a single degrese
will result in a sudden "leap™" whereby the water (a
lioguid), on the one hand becomes steam (a gas), and on

the other hand becomes ice (a solid).

Conversely, the emergence of a new quality is

productive of new quantitative relations.

The high quality of class consciousness, dis=-
cipline, organization and firmness of principle
of the Communist Party, whlch at flrst repre-
santed the numerically small, but actually most
advanced section of the proletariat, subsequently
resulted in the Bolshevik's Party's bsing able to
assume the leadership of the movement of millions
and to obtain a following of tens of millions.
Thus, in the course of time, quality was trans-
formed into quantity. (2)

(1) "This law is essential for an understanding of the
rise of new qualities." Guest, D., A Textbook of Dia-
lecticgl Materialism, p. 45

(2) Adoratsky, V., op. cit., p.51
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We wish to note only two things in regard to
this third law of dialectics. First, it is univeréal.
Engels informs us of this fact when,.treating of the
law, he says, "We are concernsd here in the first place

with non-living bodies; the same law holds for living

‘bodies.® (1) Thus the whole of nature is ruled by this

law which is a further confirmatlon of the evolutlonary

character of Marxist theory. The law accounts for the

~emergence of all new forms - up to and including man -

from uncreatable and indestructible matter. "The
physical realm existed before the psychical, for the
latter s the highest product of the most highly devel-

oped forms of organic matter.*(z)

The second thing to be noted is that all emerging
forms are the result of a Mleap". "In spite of all in-
termediate steps, the transition from one form of motion

to another’ alwaysremains a leap, a decisive change." (5)

" Here Engels is clearly placing a line of demarcation

between the dlialectical evolution of Marx and himself
and other theories of evolution which are based on

gradual change only.’ Marxists fully admit the possi-

(1) Engels, F., Dielectjcs of Nature, p. 28

- (2) Lenine, V., Ceuvres Completes, T. XIII, pe. 194

(3) Engels, F., Antl-Durhlng, pe. 75
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form, but they insist that the ultinute step "alvays
rerains a leap."
- 46 % % *

For a stabement of the relstionship of Hegellan
to Mesrxist dialectic and by way of a summary of what we

have seen, we may invoke the words of Plekhanove. -

ception of nature. If the materlalist conception
of nature were to crumble into ruins, our dialectic
would crumble with it. Conversely, without dislec-
tic, the materislist theory ol cognition is ircowm-
vlete, one-sided; nay wore, it 1ls impossible.

In Fegel's system, dialectic coircices with meta-
ohysics. For us, c¢lalectic is buttressed upon the
doctrine of nature.

In Hegel's system, the demlurge (creator) of
reality (to use Marx's phrase) is the absolute
idea, For us, the absolute idea is only an ab-
| straction from the motion by which all the com-
kS binations and all the states of matter are pro-

'3 ducede.

According to Hegel, thought progresses thanks

S5 to the discovery and the solution of contradic-

] tions contained in concepts. According to our

' materislist doctrine, the contradictions contained
in concepts are only the reflection, the transla-
tion into the language of thought, on contradic-
tions which exist in phenoma owing to the contra-
dictory nature of their common foundatlon, namely -
movement,

According to Hegel, the merch of things 1is deter-
mined by the wmarch of ideas; according to us, the
march of ldeas is explained by the march of things,
the march of thoughts by the march of life,

Materialism sets dialectic on its feet and thus
strips from it the veil of uystification in which
it was wrapped by Hegel. Furthermore, in doing
so, it displays the revolutionary character of
dialectico(1)

'hﬁ - «es.our dislectic 1s based upon the materlallst con-

(1) Plekhanov, op. cit., pp. 118-119 | (



