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The British proletarist is the inheritor of classical British
philosophy. We can identify that philosophy as being materialist, bud
a materialism that denies its logical historical conclusien, an
~mpirical materialism whose politicel expression is Socisl-Democracy.
Vhat this materislism lscks is Dialectics, and it 'is only when an
"understanding of this hes been grasped by the proletariat that its
practice ‘will cesse to grope in the 'dsrk and realise the necessity for
our Party and the socialist revolution ,i.e." an army utterly conscleus
ofits’ own heritage and destiny".

The earth-shaking events of the French Revolutiom of 1783-1815 gave
rise to many attempts +to philosophise as to the tendency of historical
development. In Germany, the philosopher HEGEL saw the Prussian
msnarchy®as the culmination of all progress, yet in spite of this
sbourd eonclusion his method wes the first aystematic exposition of
dislectics. Fenin described Heégel's scheme as a work of genius: "the
idesa of s world-embracing, uriversal, living interconnection Gf all
things one with another".

After Hegel's death in 1831, the liberal bourgeois opposition to
Prussian absolutism gave rise to a school of 'Young Hegelians' who took
nver Hegel's diaslectical method and turned it into a philosophy of
sction., ‘But for many this action consisted solely of phiosophical
criticism. Nevertheleece a decisive bréakthrough wes made by LUDWIG
FEUERBACH who saw ideas ( and God ) not as the creastors of Nature { and
Man ), but as having been created by them. However, this sbstract
materialism still saw Man as an unslterasble entity, regardless of his
historical development and concrete situatlion.

It fell th MARX and ENGELS to transcend the essential limitations of
Hegelian philosaphy. They had separately arrived st gquite similar
conclusions, that "philosophers have cnly interpreted the world in
various wayg; the point, huwever, is to change it", and between 1844
ard 1846 in 'The Holy Family' and 'The Germanldeology' they broke away
from the Young Hegelians and began to develop the essential features of
dizlectical materialism. Marx had esrlier recognised that "philosophy
finds ite material weapons in the proletariat", and with Engel's
investigations into- 'The Condition of the Working Clsss in England',
they began thelr criticisms of the capitalist system and their work with
its eventusl executioners. The writing ef 'Capital' went hand-in-hand
with the organisation of the International Working Mens' Association,
and drawing on the experiences of the Paris Commune; they bitterly
attascked the revisionism of German Social-Democracy, further developing
dislectical materialism in 'Anti-Duhring' and 'The Critique of the
Gotha Programme'. ;

However, after 1895 Bernstein's philosophy of Evolutionary Sociallism
became more and more accepbted by the Parties of the Second International,
It spcke of the develnpment of & secure Middle Class, a factor of gocial
stability that made revelution imprssible.....but also unrecessary, 2as
these people would be gredually won over to the ethiesl princlples of
socialism (actually the ethical orinciples of the philosspher Kant).

The electoral successeas of German Sncisl-Democrscy sppeared to vindicate
Bernstein's views. S '

In his book 'What 1s to be done?', LENIN analysed the intimate
connection between Germen revisiocnism and Rusgisn Economlsm, a rellance
on the unconscious elementel forces at work in the depths of the wnrkers
movement, which decried the importance of being purposefully directed
theory. After 1903 the Russian revisionists sttempted to put socialiam
on a different philosophical basis, to replace dialectical materialism




by empirio-criticism. In 1909 lenin replied in his work 'Mlateriallsm and
Empirio~Criticism' attscking revidionism as "s spiritual cudgel" to ald the
bourgecisie, and emphasised the importance of_ practice as a criterion of
true knowledge. ®hile ifl Switzerland during the 1914-18 war Lenin made an
intensive gtudy of philosophy. He concluded that the essential element in
Marxism ig the diaslectic, and the heart of the dialeectic is to be found in
the unity of opposites. The divisicn of the one into its opposing elements,
and the clash between them, is the immanent source of all activity and °
development. Hence- the possibility of proletarian revolution arising from
the Imperialist war. After the revolution, concerned witk the task of the-
socialist development of the Soviet Union, Lenin stressed that only e
meterialistic interpretstion of the Hegelian dislectic can be in @ position
to give an snawer to the problems thrown up by contemporary science.

During the period of NEP, mechanistic theories of 'equilibrius!' outlined
by Bukharin went hand-in-hond with opposition to collectivisation.”In
'"Problens of Leninism' Stalin cslled for o war on two fronts gzainst Rightist
nechaniar and the 'Leftist' philosophy of Deborin which reduced dialectieg
to a collection of empty foruulae divorced from real life. Stalin held that
theory must not only keep pace with practicsl work, but must keep ghead aof
it, to direct thse proletariat®in its advance towards soeialisn. In response
to Trotsky's views that changes in productive relations autonetically
follow the developmnment of the productive forces, Stalin in "Dialectical ahd
Historical Meteriflisn" thet the existing relstions of production were an
obstacle which can only be removed by the gomscious action of the revolution-
ary classes. ' e .

In China, sfter the dissstrous failings of previous 'leaders', Mao Tse-
Tung energed with a dialectical analysis of China that was & concrete
application of Marxisn-Lerinism to the concrete situation of China., His two
no0at farions philosophical works written in 1937, '0n Practice' and 'On
Contradiction', were 2 counter-blast to the dognatists who blindly tried to
apply & universal truth without regard to coancrete circunatances, 'and the'
enpiricists who mistook thelr partiel, fragnentory experience for univérsal
truth, and did not aunderstand the vitel iuportance of theory to direect
revolutionary practices.

DIALECTICS therefore has always provided 2 ksy to the understanding of,
and the practice necessary within, each new situation. Its eggential sspects
riay be sunmarised as :

a' seelng cveything in its totel situstion, notin isolstlon; understand-
ing the interconnections and interdspernidence thet deternine the
relation of svery factor to every other.

b) seeing everything as dynerical, not static; understanding thec nature
of things as coning-into-being or dying away; seelng every gituation
as part of & process of development. ;

¢) understanding the unity of opposites, the identity and intcrdependency
of the contradictory aspects, sesing one contradiction as the
principal contrediction, and one aspect of each contradiction 2s the
principal aspéct of that cohtradietion. ” :

d) ‘understanding that chdnge results from devélopments inherent within
cach situgtion or clevefnt, not priuarily as a response to outside
presgures. B i

¢) seeing struggle as universal snd constant, and equilibrium or rest

as only relative or temporary.

aceing knowledge as practice-thegry-practice, s development from

the perceptual to the rational,toc the application of knowledge, the

testing of rational hypotheses in prectice, end the necessary i

gwanaton ofexperiences essential for further advance.

g) understanding thet soclal changs is a conscious process, not :

. mechanicel or sutonetic; that history is made by husan activity ,

once the sitistior has been properly grasped, By definite classes
within ssch historical perilod.
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Within Britsin, the principsl sspect of the principal contradictlion is
the charscter of the proletariat within deelining bourgeois goclety. But a
new dialecticel analysis is not regulred,for it already exists within 2nd
and 3rd Congress Docunents. In the'British Vorking Clsas and Its Party' it
was gtoted that the proletariat has not remaincd truc To 1ts revolutionary
origin, that it hes struggled, 2nd recognised the necessity of struggle
without scknowledging the logical historical conclusion. Many theories have
been put forward as to why the oldest and most experienced prolstariat 1z so0
lacking in political scumen, but the truth 1s that the revolutionary aims
of Marxism have been distorted, the social-denocrats have filched from the
workers our national heritags. The historical relationship of the Labour
Perty to the Trade Unions sheould be seen ns [Oore inportant in reletion to the
feilure of the British working claes to develop polltically then sny other
foctor. The working class cannot he a revelutionary force if 1t goes Hot
know the how and why of revoluticn, therefore our task is nothing less than
to change the ideology of our class; all it lacks is 1ts own ideology, our
tansk is to rerove the confusion of thought wnich glone has held back the
British working class for so long. i

This analysis is the most significent advence 1o dialectics for several
decades. It destroys the cmpirical evelutionary mochanistic philosophy that
has slways donineted British comaanisn until the birth of our Party. The
decpening of this analysis in the deoecuments 'Burning Questions for our Party'
and 'The Struggle of Ideas' provides the consistent, systematic policy that
if sdhered to Taithfully will certainly result in the first soclaliat
ravolubion in & highly industrialised country.

The contradicfgr jdeologics of dialecotical and empirical rnaterialianm
arise out of the moferial existence of the proletariat within bourgeols
society. The division of labour into picceneal, fragmentary espects of
production is the socisl bagis of cmpiricism, while the collective social
character of production is the nmaterial basis of dislectics. The hesic
peterial life of the proletariat reveals itself to him as primarily narrow,
atatic, isolated, thus giving rise to ideas of survival, pelliative reforns,
to the ideology of Speial-Democrecy. Yet this only takes acoount of super-
ficial, fragmentary cxpcricsneces thet concecal the esasence of kis situation.
The proleteriat, as 2 conssguence of basic hunan guaelities, is capable of
thought, end at the same time the reallity of the preoductive procéss necess—
itetes thinking, that transcends the linitaticns of gmpiricel cxperisnces,
thus giving rise¢ to diszlectical thought thet is natural to the working clasa
once Lthe bourgeois/proleterian relationship becomes the predominant
contradiction in society. The breaking down of the basic divisions of labour,
between mele and female, town and country, snd between rmental and menual
labour is most highly developed in Britain. The proletariat in Britain is
itgelf capeble of diaslectical thought, hence the birth of our Party from the
clnss, not an alicn philosophy to be imposcd demagogically by aspiring
shepherds. Revolution is made by the class, the Party existe te dircet,
davelop snd organise their consciousness.
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