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.~f - Heg.el'e LOgic ~rioe to comprehand the whole raJ1S8 o:t hwnan knowledge as a. 
{'L ' ~:U.~Mqn~a!ir.!flf;'l"liUSR!h "i!gareHf;ia Surve;r of Phil. 
·.·---........ -··---- -----, in the a.u., by U!.\eta. !. Wetter, ·B,J, • , ·. r~-~~-~--~~ ~world' 11 l.oad:l.na ll':lthor1 ty on Oon1111W11at idealogy• bk jacket . 
·1· _,.. pub'd•in GoJ:.l.anglaAge, Vienna.l~ revi.sed,4t~ Gir.ed.llub'd. () l 

, tj l'r&tt40l'oliYt1.95.Blmorlt t.han 11. 1/;rGlB :r;ew,in l&st :1 yro. ,s1no&.:J; ( 
f· dlll;talini\laUolll •carraspOnding rahabili tetiiln o:t the law o:t I; 
\ "1 r&l\lpt1on c:t negGtioll• &revers;l.on to theory o:t Engels. 
l 1 .. 

[ ~':·>··.· 'l':t'Bnel~&i:ed from iler.l>y Pot<~r E>tat!liibEM9~11ffihfl~0iriginall:; · '(. v' bktlfliiiJ oNrsa 01' lectures l\elivered in a=ar of 5 ll.t Pil.pBl Orien-
t. - ._ tal Inct!tute in R- &publ:e1n ~. "Il erj.a.'tisma 
1'·..._ d:.t..'alettiao BG'Viotica", 'l'urin 948' in (i!.!l8/_extena1vel:; revisl!d & 
[. ----- wb•d. in a..r, '!i2. Tak1r11 up•a 1al.liillt".• wallch :i.s "properly 
• pi1U.ponion" and Bot biu.mat.--h1"8.mat. in Sov. ueago de.als ..,1th i O\'flillty cl::!lt.1uld not··~:,e · delol.t· with hare. Does not deP.l Dr..toh vi th 

I. · ... :.rl:; ph1l.lf1'1t;lnse .a:t .ltl;: .,., these are •quito definitely II: 7@ 
, ****"****aolll!loiausly; set asiC!o in Sov. phil," W , 

~- .. (>~ / ,_,~-- --
F:·/: -~- ,( 
tf.: Part I lliahrical. Th3.11 is quite poor aa author himself admits by claiming 
(;,., · it is given onl:; to UHdustlllld Part II. · 
!(:''• pp.,-17 Oh.I.Tlle His.Roots of Mar:iBlii,Hotgd,liegelianLG:tt,Feuerbaoh,Positivilllli. 
fB:O . 17-41 Oh.2, KM&P'B, .Q.n_;L84A-XSSJ... "Mx pointe to a 2-:tald defeot/// .. Ita baaia 

I
<· .. · . er-ror is to represent the Usa as a genuiiW roali ty ••• 

, Since ~ is essentially self-aonsoiauenees, the prod11cif~ 
· ·. : ·· a:t hie activit:y.Jialllal:;, \tho alieno.tian of consaiouenue into the 
'· &ite e'oJ.bseci,uent transcending -'f this, romj.ns,tilere:tora something 
. !abstract &tuu·eal. "This involves a further de:tiaieney in the .1Jeg61ian 

l! · ~w. SiT.Ioe every opp, bet. subj,&obj. remains within ooneoiousnese · 
f •: the He Clnooptian of dia.teatio is inherently liable to tranooelid :the obj. 
1 '..' .•.\ t... .itself • deman.e••rating it t" be m&rEil:; another .aspect of aonsai&ueness. The 
1 •.!iii,'-' -reaovor,y o:t wh!!.t WBll alienated beeomee not so much a mat·ter of overcolllillg 
' · . the eat!'aJlBI!ment a:t the obj. ae of transcandillg the obj .itael:t. Instead a:t 
1 ~chieviQB a gonuine synthesis bet.thought &being, the Reg,phil, tends towards 

a disavowal o! being II: reality, '&their dieeolution in coneciousness."(26-7) 

Wetter then reduces Marx's aaunterpoaition of a:t spiritual to aatual.to 
mean man's pr~ry activity"is not spiri~z~not cognitive," when Marx 
abo¥a that a being llavina no ob~eots ·axter~ to ite~lf', nor an object :tor 
some othor being is not en objective being,"Thus there is u~ opp. in this 
respect bet. ID2Zl &Nature, subj.&obj,,bu·~ only a mutual interfusion a: 
depe~dsnce; man becomes a product o~ Nature &Nature a product of lll!l.n,fhe (~~ 
adjuet.ent of Nature to human needs :turn1shee the content of' his~ ,This 2-:f'' · 
Adaptation constituteB the essen~e o:t lmbour,it is the etu:t:t of' 'practice• 
which .from BOW on becomes a koy-conaept in tha phil.of Marxiero." 

)7) 
,_..1 \.._.... . ' )' .- . 
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Wetter apologizes :tar having ,e~nt eo muah tie~e on l844~'writinga 
:tcr he agrees that they have n6ither connection to Bol. II: are o:t . 
interest 11 only in so :tar as they contain seed a of' hie later social~ 
doctrine a" AMD THEN STIJPIDLY THINKS THAT'V ,t..,JWU>USHINt. 6'f' ell 
people, ahowe new attitude to them, since, ae Lectui•er at Univ, o:t 
Moscscw, in VF (see Ma:F)showa rsgret that\..ilx.!trPhil~MSs-werii"no·':l.onse:ll) 
ir.cludad in the 2nd impression of Ruse.Ocll.Ed,o:t wkr of.M8:B." · 
Alea Wetter sees Zhdauav•s 1947 intervention ae only eet'g, 'that MX was 
not just 1 of mGDy philoeophiee II: inc. prol.phil. in bourgeois th~ht, 
but was, to q~ote Zhd •a new phil. differing qualitat~v~ly :tram a~ 
previous uhil.s:;stema however progreseive tney were// (but)beaame 
a scientific. weapon the hands <>f prol, mas sa a •.••• " 



• ' IiiA."!!T BY WBT:rER,OOliT'D, - 2- ,'(;\' (ll)'t .I.· 0,/ . \ . -<-" I·· . 
.u:y~-(1 oPI!h~!IO~. 8Fe\!8S~aaB:r&-~o~'"'iiMt;,on , , : .,, i . · , · .1 

0·.y;,", Jll~' '~(,~>"·:,·~··· 

\ 
/ I I X . ..1.~ •.. , ..... I~·· . 

'' •• ' ''-:...- . . f ...-- ! ~ . -. 

pp.Stl-68'. Oh,,--Rov,Movements in Rue. :Origins of Rus.Mx --Nihiliem,Narodnichestv( 
pp,'73-ll0 Oh.4 -Phi.l,Tendenc,iE!e in Rus,Mxism 'Qefore Rev -:-up to 'TIL · 1 

pp,ll4-;L2S Oh. 5, VIl--Up to '21. all ph11, tendencies nourish;au~ '21 ohange. .·,! 
. , ;- ~ . .., •.•"·'" In '22 (AU&,)arrested &&xi1ed 1atar Bul.gakov, erda:yev,U:yin 

. · ·.\ ~ · . · · :. ··: '-''\ but interttsting part is jthst l)"ndherentB to. vuJ.g&r mat, 
.,'f;' _.;; .:' , .1·,· 'j·· iP · were so numerous uong;suppC~rters of Bol,Part:y that. tl!jl.s 
'r ,, \ ·' , , \ ·.. dominated unt11 21,; as vi tneee in 1922 eve, O,Miljl~ilo 

"·.·· ·' lirote •loth VIL & Pl .a:Le•o emplo:y old-fashioned terms suoh as 'thiit ! 
. phil,of Mxiem//but these hrms as ueed by L&P are MEREL'i SLIPS OF PEN , 

1 , > · . • bo'•hing ~aoz-o. In fitting o.ut &trimming the ship of a cience we muat_..~l 1 • 

· ·@'' '' <.>tall:;; care to throvt not on.ty religion, but also the whole of phl.l

9
. -:-'·· /.{'i 

\- v.' .''/'; ~ qverM,"(POD Zlf.U!ol!'22, #11-12), Olll,y in 1925 was thio otfaet b:Y/f:" :, ' f. 

( ,:· .. ,'•' · support~X'I! od DiamD.t by AM.Deborin, al)time of pub, of Engels' .._· . 
,' Dialeotioa o:i Natu!-e &ESP ,I.I'l 14Jt9 WITH PUB, OF VIL' S l'H!L,NTBKS : 

\\ 1Ju4~i th 12/27/29 with Stalin's Speech tp the Oonf ,c-f ~at Studenta on '. 

\1)~ the Agrarian Quest:!.on M.M:!.tin &P,Yudin get go ign ngair.et Deborilt · 7or theory •not ·i~epilliJ pace vi th practical wk " ' . i 
pp,l,7ul49 0~.7-Meobaniem--NfB~'s THEORY OF EQUILIBRIUM VS.the •teleologio~l ( 

.. ,· l 
~,I'.J' .. I 
\J· \ 

f1avour vliioh inevitably clings to Hegelian formula which .· i 
apsaka of a self-dev,o nthe pert of spirit.•{NIB,ATAKA) ; 

.. -·--... ~ . . . I 
Ch,8,Men.!deal.ism (inolf,DeborN.· A.'ID LT) Deborin in "I.11nin the Think.er" 1 

wrote c •Both thibkers:= lekhanov &Lenin!) a·re in a eertain . • 
sense oompleuntary o one another •• ,Plakh is eaeentiall:y · ·l. 

the theoretid:ian, Lenin esaentiall:y the man of actio!!,, the ·.;! 
· . politioiar.m the loader.•(jetined Bol.cul:y in '28j at presnet J 
ha ia member of· ed,bd, of Vestnik ,official organof Aoadam:y of Soi!fo~ . 
.DJI''i-ing Men.per (1907-1917)wrote hie moat imp.wk."Introd, to the . ·! 
J?iliJ •• of .Diamat• (Plekhanov wrote pre:lace to i·~,pv.b'd,Petrogred·, '16} i 
(Lenin c:t:'it:l.cized it in Phil Ntbka,l947 ,pp.403-6}oppoeed,.Lukacs,Freud · 
Deborin1s definitions:. "The mat~diai.aa a ge~i flo':i.eg,·h:tic metho-

dology (incl,aleo theery o:r!aiowle ge};_ tl).e ~ial,ot'-lfat'f'• the · 
. Plethodology ·of the na~aJ. sciences (soiail ific mat, 1&the 

dial.of hie, (llis,ma·t, )" · · 

pp,1755-2089BW~oPIIIUlts sinca:1931 '(oh,X concerns Stalin As philoaopher)~og/;( 
co ,l/25/31.Deoree against mechanists &Ddboriniete.Pokrovak:y,Adnra~a~. 

Mitin,Yudin &Maximov. take .. over Under the Banner of'lti:i!!!lil 
B:y 1936 Philosophical Institute became part of Aoadem:y of Sciences 

&p1aced under direo.tion of Adoratsk:y &Mitin 
In 1944 00 attacks Vo1,3 of Hie,of Phil, which had a~peared for \ 

passing over reactionary attitude of Hegel,(VF,'49,2,p.lC\l 
1947 ZHDANOV --new names that came up in field,Kedrov, Leonov,Iovchuk 

GFAlexandrov .t . Wetter does not the least understand this intervention, 
<_, / nev_!r. mentioning "new !lcial,law" but oul:y fight on We,phil 
_.,,~ /' ... I.. he claims '(jprosy j,ii>Uoeofii replaced Under Banner o:t Mxiam 

.).._. . ·'i, which disa.I:!IJearel'in '44, not ea:ying why (LAW OF VALUE 
' \/ •1 • controvecy'h'l'hen llinchurin-Lysenko, Also Marr controver&y 
// \. 

l.951--l9th congress &sta in's Eco.Problema of Soc, 

pp.231-246,0h,XI Since_the Death of 8taliD3/5/53 
_-8110/5~ Presidium R_lULP.!!:!,;L. removed fuom His,&Phil,Section 

/ ....___..--- ofAoa:demy of Sciences &attac:led to the Eoono~c!J .. &:L!!-11 
section Kedr.QJ: said .. stalin' a i!'cok on JJiamat is 

ineutf!Cient since "law of negation of negation" 
·, , vas left out altogether. · 

12318 8/2,-fi/54} large Sov,delegation attended Union Internationals de 
..__...... P-.~anhi.P. ""-A R,..i•n"Aa ""' '1.u .... .c ... t... 
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They. say now that negation not Only nega.tea lmt aeeurea a DOW_ ~li~&:~~l:'~t~ 
CD hisb,er ).evel. &Wetter aaks "Bu.t is this possible? This muet detini 
be denied. For in the let pl.o.oe negation whether metaphysical or di&l. ·' 
Cla%l de nothing more than netate &can never p!'eduae a new. determination· 
on 'ita owu aact,• ••• Moreover it owes this n., detel'lllination not te 
negation but to a prevl.ous determination of A, 
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D1a2,eotical !'.aterialism by Gustav A. \ietter, revised ed.,l' 58 

l'ait ·xx, Ch.V, Dial. Me.t. ll: MoC:er.il Science 

Wetter E>ete task of thie ch. as two-fold: l) in what .nu.nner Sov; 
claim\! that modc>rn ecience,froro qu:cutum physics 8:rel~:~tivit.y t!,cory 
to the Pavloll'bll physiology of higher nervous activity &psychOlogy, 
iG/ouppoaad tote :a 'da.zzltne con..L;t:r:'nlation' of dial.mat. :-~) in 

. what .met.Der llov.philoaophy socks solutic.ns of problems of mor!crn 
ecicmcl! · 

/:~;}~tum_ physics. Sov• science attacks C~penhagen School 
·. {'1lohr; .JW~.sen!lcrg etc)beoause of its clJampwnshio of the 
c0mplemen~arity px·ino.i,plc, ind:>termin:tsm /l:specific ini;orpretat!on 
t~ey give to quantum physics. 

,; ·;, •, .·f 
.lle!'e3nberg' a "uncerta:!.nl;r relation" founded en dualism of >raves& 
-~1clee. Cooanhagen school inclined to restrict reality principle 

i: to'"plzysical l'eality",ie. thoae properties which can actually be 
· ~-f;_tril\.uted .to Jidoro-objec.te by .ray of physical desor;l.:p.t.J.on. · 

p.407t"Queot1ons ooncerni!IJ re&lity existing 'in itself' &such as :liO-.. uiulerlie · 
·-·· . . _ ,"Pj',ysi?al gea~ement Meeoripti.on, ~re dismissed, rathar, :ln'· th13 

· c;p'?sitJ.;tia~ic:manner, as 'msaniuglosa.,"' . · 
Q4eetibii of·'meaauring 'lppra'flue representing 'extension' of eenss-· < 
qrgn.us! 'of pJ:wsical obsarverJ physical reality is thu~' depnd.on;t \ - - ·, . 

_. oo -cegni tive Ol.':l.&ntation of· observing subject & is hence. "idet;ll.stic·,".cu 
·. _.Tlius there: is ln it !'I'JCOrtain daniel of "cauaality." Laws thue.are · ·:~_· , 
::"statistical" (probabfp or average situntiou.<~) rathsr than. "dynEIIl'ic." •>:1 . ' "' .'. ,: ' ; .. - - ' ' - . : - y 

Bohr •. .rorda_n;Born deny validity of strict caueal:!.ty in ato:dc field. -.. ~ 
.. De Broglie, ·Einatein,Sohrodingel' &Planck insiet en universal validity : 
· of causal JAw, believing b tar dev. o:f physics ~rill enable a .· 
d-9tfll'l!ltnist;!.c interpretation of microphysical :j:a<Jts, ._.1 • 

. ~ ., 
(Cf~D.I.Bl<>khintsev "Critique ()f Phil. V:'aws of tho Socalled Copenhagen i 

. abhhol, · Fi:Lcsofakie Voprosy scivr.1'iziki,p(.358-95) (Behnvior- of J 
totality (enoembl'l) not indiv.micro-particle is iGsue,) · 

.'(V,A.F_ok Vop.Fil.,l952.4.p:o.l704 toolt uceptiun however :tn his 
' "qn So-ca led Totalities in Quantum Mechanics," on ground thnt 

totalities are "a speculative conatl.uction" ,insis~ing thnt wave 
~notion reflects real etata of indiv.m!oro-obj.) 

Wetter takes no position en either dlepute but goes over to quea. 
whether modern phyrdcs confirms dial.mat. so that scientist must 
apply idal.rnat, to l!lv.,ati;,ationa of !lature. ~'or ea:, coni;ention of 
law o:f unity ii: strug~ of opposidls ooetl .in wave-1'\nn-corpusole 
character of matter.._l.,§:~el.be.t_.nacgesH.Y __ &~nti_~~!J,cy .. in problem of 

V~t!1'J!:Ii_~sm. \letter claims that botli Soviet &: l;opellhnr,cu schoolR 
ofily ''pro?e" what wae their phil. starting point. 

2.R~ivity theory. Originally (till Stalin's death) Sov. scientists. 
had n:l.hiliatic e.tti tude to thl.a theory, rejecting not onl.l' :!. t but 
l'!ven_):~~;Lv.itY.:-!?!'.4-.!lcinle <?f Gulileo. Opposition 1ms oll to dependence 
R~l~~~s~~!I:HQ~11I1nb~~fn~ito VQ8r.if16!{l~i?/P"Sn~~iiH~tkit~~~ft · 
of "absolute motion''. 
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-2- 12321 
Especially matllematicia.\'lS, I ,.P ,Bazarov, V ,A,Fok, J.,D.AlE>xandrov 
began·attaok on the attackers c.f Einstein rtllativity theory & 
th_is reaahed its oonclu; in 1955 val. of ·vo¥.Filt Alexandrov then 
show·s that ma~n point of ~e tivity theory a no in gen.eralization 
of pri~ciple of rolati~it · u in tta discovery of unity of space & 
t.lme. Space. & time, in theru ves, are relatjve, &yet objactl.ve 

W aspects of absolute space-time,Confuslon wa~ to e,.uate rolo.tive & 
""-non-objective. · 

-~t V,A,Fok rajecta Einstein's progreusicn from spec!al to 
rolativi1:y (extension of relativity orinciplc from unif~rm 
moti,,n to occele:.:-ated &rotary motion) &attemptFJ to c!erive conn•.c
tion bet, tho 2 theories from the ecuation for· thB oxpanaicm of 
the front of a light-w,ve, · 

Thus So-;riet scientists liOW see doctrine o:r epacs &tim" as :forma or 
ex:t"tcnce of matter, >thich t)1._oory io further. "xtendoc~ by n_r.ity 
ot Dl'f"le &:time, wr.ich is to 'te :.regarl!ed as "a sir1£o un:l. tary form 
of the ~Jtistence of runtter; the discoYery of the tercolllleot:l.ons 
bet. apace &time, mase &<>nergy, etc. reprea£"to s confirmation of 

. the dil1l.~t. thosi<Jl as to the l'eciprocal oc:nneotion ci_f mutUal 
conditioning amongst all pheno:cena; the oat, o:l:' the connection bet_. · 
mass 8:energy &the dependence o:f the apace-time metric upon the ·p:r•ee:eno~ 
&rnvt:l.on o:f' lll£itter, confirms the doctrine of tho inser;r·r~bili_ty 
o:f !~latter &motion. &so forth," But S~vie·te take violen:t;:"exoe_pt:i.on' 

. -~- ·">f {!'_ /(_ to_ int.·erpretati on of fol'l!!Ula of E=mc wllicl};ould :tnd:!,l'lato p~::;~~il11~~ 
'· t'' of traneform4ng'mass into energ-.f, or o:f ch~ng matter· into e · _· 

',i;\..t,{ '· . &th•reby implying di<sappearance ti:f matt6V. ' · · ·. 
' 

~e~lla%ueS~~illhoue &.Ptolemy reckoned as equally rie!:'.t, atrributing 
it :to •error" in Einstein ih believing gsneral relat-ivity· -to be -· 
a generalization of the ayecial theory, Becau!le they a~·e aMictod 
to·· belief tha.t rel:l.gious outlook ·stands or falls with acceptance 
o:t geocentric system, tl1ey l'e ject also iHnete.in-1 e conclusion of 
"curvature of oyace", neinely the.t unive: ee, tho unbounded, is not lj( 
infinite,·reaembling in this the ourtace of a sphere, 

(or. A,I,Uemov, "Can tho Spuce-Time Continllu.m Inte:ract with !l'.atter" 
ih VF,}3,1954, lthere he trusts r€l.o! syace-time & matter in terms 
of categoriSe o::· :f'Ol'Dl &content; close to Ari~j;otelian hylomorphil!!ll, 
which regards all materit..l things as havin/fyroduced from :F:·easential 
prlncir:le, matter &form, 0..'-· a result tforld appears e.c 'a- !tingle 
substar..ce,) 
W'ettu· claims thio:l could not 
lone to recognize relati vH;y 

·, 

provo dial.rnat. since "it" ·'took so 
theory. · 

3 ,Mass d:Flnergy,Soviet scientists attack "en<H'getici>:!m" &:"phlrsical . 
idealism" havinrr in mind 1r.<'iter~ like Jeans & Eddington l·rho t:.'0'!e.!.dered, 
radiation of cnerey :ill!- by the eum .-stars to be clue to "ann-ihilation- ) 
of Ju>Ltter", or :<'larnAtt who refers to !4ass or matter as "form of energy": 
deriving action of atomic bomb from "tDansformntion of matter into ' 
energy" &E,S ,Bl'ightman, Americ•m "personalist" w·,·o designates 
~od or "higher pereonl'llity" as nearer of ennrgy &P,Jordan 11ho thinks 
("Ph~·~ios in 20th C, )thnt now physics has thus destroyed scient.ific 
:Poundations o:f m..'lterialism, 

;tSnv·,phil, believes matter oc•oura in 2 forms: "stuff" and "light" ,i.e, 
•. Ol8ctro-magnetic field ,&insepara blcconnectiot: ·bet ,m ttor &!.lotion is 

tru-1 moaning of Einstein f~~u. .... ~ 



·~ 
. -3- .. 'l 

I 

, ·, ( (l S..f") ":i Pe.ny. given blB.~orial object having a mass of thie: o"' that n·cture 
. · · · P:,,tJ: neoesearily aJ.sO poe~eeeee: the corr·esponding type of enerf7, (H.F, 

i 

:"' r'w.J+' if v · OV'I)hi::ltikGv, "Th., materiality of the World &the Law's of its Dcv,.'' 
· V 1' ~ 1 ,v·•.l1.·1951,#!1) 

l,,,(). '• Hence· sov.philos<iphers regard this physical principle a!;;. prnof of 

J 
I 

, 1the di.al,mat,theais o:I self-movement whereby th· ·l'e can no more be 
.. H]w./'lmatter without motion th!Ui motion l<i thout matter,&from this they 
tl" ·· thP.t all motion, inol,thut in in'lnimate. IJIUflt be rogar<:l.ed ae 

sel:f.'-rnovemont. 

All 'N'etter has to say here is that el.nce non.-materinlistio pi11losophy 
1 i\l1;1o rejects the theo:i':? of the annihilation of matter, dia1.m'lt. can-

. 01 ''1~ -nro · cl.il.im :tbat only by its method can thiB be proven, · 

5. Cosmogony (Not summarized here because in essence 
4.e aarne as above bet."materialism"& "idealism." 

QriBin of Life. {p.442-451 should be rer6ad) 
1~ .The "Uew. Cell Theory" of O,B,Lepeahinskay .... 

. :ra;Tlie Now· Theory of Inheritance: I. V ,!l.ichurin, T. D,Lysenko 

Wetter's hostility &that of"the West" in general ii~s0 .. ~~:~~:i~:tra~e·~ 
5/j;~~:;:: he conoidere that Sov.science which he puts iu a 

. has entirely departed from classical genetj.os & 'fh6re dial.. ' 
has thus ·made it depart "most widely from science in general.'' 

_/•(I~d.identally; .Gogol, I remember that I 'fae furious ~rith. Haldane 
. /;because be ee'emed half to cp;orove Lysenko; I Hlsh ! :o.ow had that 
"· / sti:}:tement; do you remember rending :t t nny.rhere?) · · 

: ., -:~." 

· liEI;t,t~r calla Lysenko "a practical man without ar.y rP.al ec:tenti:tic 
t~inint•~ But admits: "Lysenko has great practioe.l success 

• 1 An· rearing frost-resistant soUthern var let:!.ee f.or nor.ther ,.. o• m,~,,,,.
.:jCJ!articul>trly well known is hie method of ';varoviza·oion 1 or "v·erne.liza•j 

. /: 'ti0n 'i.e,' the trans:formati.on of •tTinter into swnmer cropfa by_ cnJ.J.J.l.llg 
tht; St!ed-corm eo that lfhen ao>m in spri.ng it prodtwea e:.rs in ·the 

:summ•,r of th0 same yr." In 1930s this vernnlir.a·oion technique was 
/put into' practice &since then his rise to fam0 &position,Member of 

;<;Academy of Sciences &3 times Stalin ~rize wi~~er,l941, 1 43,&'49) 

Lysenltc's theory of inheritn.nco sets out f:rom theeiu that organism 
&environment coneitute a unity, rejectinp, classical theory of heredity· 
o:f lolendel &Morgan. Lysjlfl)to insints chaQBes of heredity ocolir aa 
"the l'es111't of thP. tail"t&i re'llization of individ•,al devsJ:opment. 
but deviating :from the normal U'3ual co11rse." He dtstinguishos bet, 
oonser'l'!ltive &"destabilized" types of heredity {a)by grafting, b)by 
·bringing extornal conditions to bear upon it at dafinite momente l·rhen 
thog orguniam under, :•Jee this or that proceos of :l ta dev, &3 )by croea
breeding,?ne_!lillds very strange vie~rs abot\t yr~cess o:f :fertilization, 
not as a ~combina+.ion of hereditary fnctors but as a reciprocal 
aseiluilntion of the mule &female germ-cells >rhereby u netf metabolism ; 
came into being. {For description o:f Lysenko soe E.Ashby's "Scientist• l 
in !\11ssia" • l'elican,l947.) According to Hans Nachtsheim 'summit of 
fantasy' is Lysenko 1 s new theor.Y of tr..mcformation of on•; species 
into another, · 
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